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THE HERITAGE OF MAZEPA

(250TH ANNIVERSARY OF GREAT ENDEAVOR)

Editorial

“...The victory of June 27, 1709, gave the Russian em-
pire not only a decisive predominance in Eastern Europe,
but also pushed it on the path of imperialism, expansionist
policies, new conquests and annexations for two cen-
turies...”

MICHAEL HRUSHEVSKY, Ukraine’s Foremost Historian.

These prophetic words. of Michael Hrushevsky, the great
Ukrainian historian and statesman, were uttered in 1909, but
they remain valid and prophetic today, fifty years later. The Soviet
Russian empire currently under the direction and leadership <f
Nikita S. Khrushchev, is at a point of growth and expansion never
before attained in its history. It has expanded far in Central Europe,
the Balkans, the Middle East, Southern and Central Asia, and the
Far East. It has mustered some spectacular achievements in space
science and rocketry, and through blackmail, bluff and bluster has
brought about the near collapse of the great Western alliance. It
has subverted the peoples of Asia and Africa, and its tentacles now
extend over the countries of Latin America.

Two-hundred and fifty years ago the Russian empire was re-
coiling from a series of catastrophic defeats inflicted by the victori-
ous armies of King Charles XII of Sweden from the very beginning
of the great Northern War which began in 1700. It was at that
crucial moment of history that fate brought together two peoples
who had equal reason to fear and oppose the Moscow of Peter I:
Sweden and Ukraine.

The final battle, that of Poltava, was decisive not only for
Sweden and Ukraine, but for Moscow and all Eastern Europe as
well. For Sweden it meant the end of her predominance in North-
ern and Eastern Europe and, indeed, her end as a great power.
For Ukraine, too, the year of 1709 was catastrophic, for it initiated
the cruel and oppressive domination of Moscow with its inhuman
features of genocide, economic exploitation and Russification.
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With the emergence of Moscow as a formidable power in East-
ern and Northern Europe, its neighbors, such as Poland and Turkey,
fell into a decline, which in turn facilitated the further growth and
expansion of the modern Russian empire.

THE CHALLENGE OF MAZEPA

The great Ukrainian hetman and statesman, Ivan Mazepa, was
one of the very few far-sighted statesmen of his time. He foresaw
the danger for Eastern Europe from messianistic and expansionist
Moscow. And, seeing it clearly, he decided to do everything in his
power to challenge and dispel that danger before it was too late.

For 22 years of his rule over Ukraine (known as the Heiman-
state), Mazepa had lived in an uneasy “alliance” with and under
the constant ‘“‘protection’” of the Russian Czar, an “alliance” which
he had inherited from his predecessors as a crippling aftermath of
the Treaty of Pereyaslav (1654). For many long years Mazepa
planned a sharp break, waiting for a favorable opportunity to rise
against the Russian Czar and liberate his people from Muscovite
power and domination.

The opportunity finally came when in 1708, the victorious
Swedish troops approached the borders of Ukraine. Mazepa acted,
secure in the knowledge that the Ukrainians fervently desired their
freedom and greatly encouraged by the successful campaigns of
Charles XII and the progressive decline of the anti-Swedish coalition.
Poland was conquered, and neutral Prussia had to respect its
Northern neighbor. Austria, France, England and Holland either
openly favored the Swedish King or maintained a ‘“benevolent”
neutrality.

Mazepa was the principal architect of the great anti-Russian
coalition at the beginning of 1709. A few months after his official
alliance with King Charles XII the plan of the coalition was com-
pleted. In addition to Ukraine and Sweden and their Western allies,
the coalition was to include a series of Southern and Eastern
European states and peoples, among them Turkey, the Crimea,
Moldavia, Wallachia, Transylvania, the Don, the Kuban Cherkesses,
the Kalmuk, Horde, the Kazan Tartars and Bashkiria. After long
years of patience and preparation, Mazepa acted boldly and decisively.
Only Mazepa, possessed of exceptional intelligence, diplomatic talent
and foresight, could have conceived such a formidable alliance and
the need for it. The initial Russian success, such as the capture and
destruction of Baturyn, Mazepa’s capital and the merciless slaughter
of some 7,000 men, women and children, were saddening but not
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dismaying signs for Mazepa and his officers. The Hetman proceeded
to raise against Moscow all the forces of the West and the East in
accordance with a plan which was neither unnecessary nor illogical.
Mazepa knew that the Swedish were not the principal enemy of
of Moscow. As one who had eyed the development of Russian policies
for the course of several decades, he recognized the importance of!
the uprisings which had erupted with rhythmic regularity against
Moscow in Astrakhan, Bashkiria, the Don. Biding his time, he
suffered the sending by Czar Peter I of thousands of Ukrainian Ko-
zaks to put down these revolts. He knew that only a strong coalition
of all the peoples enslaved and threatened by Moscow could put up
the requisite force to check the Russian expansion.

In the first months of 1709 the Swedish-Ukrainian alliance de-
cided to oust the Russians from Ukraine, and it was for this
purpose that a part of the Swedish-Ukrainian troops were sent to
Slobidska Ukraina. The first intimation of the fate in store for
Mazepa and Ukraine was given here. The expedition was a failure
which was aggravated by King Charles XII himself. The Swedish
monarch looked upon that Ukrainian territory as a part of the Rus-
sian state (which it formally was), and treated it accordingly. The
local Ukrainian population refused to bear the persecution of the
Swedish troops and mounted an anti-Swedish partisan warfare,
thereby making the withdrawal of the Swedish forces mandatory.

Undaunted, Mazepa continued to build his alliance with the
Crimea and the Ottoman Porte by sending his peace envoys there
and worked untiringly to sway the Turks and Tartars to the side
of Ukraine and King Charles XII.

COOPERATION OF THE ZAPOROZHIAN KOZAKS

One of the greatest successes of Hetman Ivan Mazepa was the
alliance which the Zaporozhian Host formed with him and the
Swedish King. Nominally under the jurisdiction of the Ukrainian
Hetman, the Zaporozhian Kozaks had been in constant opposition to
Mazepa, accusing him of conducting pro-Russian policies. In March,
1709, Mazepa succeeded in convincing the Zaporozhian Kozaks that
their salvation as well as that of the whole of Ukraine lay in al-
liance with Sweden. A new treaty was signed between Mazepa and
Hordienko, the Otaman of the Zaporozhian Host, on the one hand,
and King Charles XII of Sweden, on the other. The King pledged
not to conclude any treaty with the Russian Czar until Ukraine and
the Zaporozhian Host would be wholly free of Russian domination
and “protection.” This gave Mazepa almost the whole of Ukraine
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and assured the Swedish-Ukrainian coalition of unhampered com-
munication with Poland, Turkey and the Crimea. Finally, Mazepa,
through the intermediary of the Zaporozhians, succeeded in gaining
Crimean assurance of military assistance. The Zaporozhian Kozaks
themselves promised to supply at least 8,000 well trained troops,
familiar with both the terrain and the military tactics of the
Russians.

In June, 1709, the Swedish-Ukrainian troops (25,000 Swedes
and about 12,000 Ukrainians) approached the Ukrainian city of
Poltava, which was strongly held by some 50,000 Russian troops
armed with 72 artillery pieces.

In the fierce battle which ensued, the victory went to the Rus-
sians. The remnants of the Swedish army surrendered at Perevolochna,
while King Charles XII and Mazepa succeeded in escaping to Bender
(present-day Rumania), where Mazepa, a man in his seventies, died
shortly thereafter. The fate of Ukraine was sealed. '

THE SIGNIFICANCE OF MAZEPA’S RISE

The historical significance of Mazepa’s rise against Russia in
1709 has never been properly understood by the Western world.
Mazepa has been depicted by Lord Byron and Victor Hugo as a
man of adventurous if not frivolous character rather than as one
of great intellect, political wisdom and courage. Russian propaganda
promptly made him a ‘“traitor” while the Russian Orthodox Church
east an ‘‘anathema” upon him. The richness of the irony can be
appreciated from the fact that, besides being an ardent patriot,
Mazepa was a great patron of the arts, and sciences, a benefactor
of culture, libraries, painting, and a builder of churches not only in
Ukraine, but in Lithuania, Moldavia, Syria and elsewhere.

Today, after a span of two hundred and fifty years, the whole
grand design of Mazepa and King Charles XII of Sweden appears
again in other forms as a timely reminder that a true anti-Russian
coalition is not a matter of the past. Our modern alliances, such as
NATO, CENTO and SEATO, are modern and more extensive replicas
of the old Swedish-Ukrainian alliance.

The same struggle is still being waged. For the past two cen-
turies Russian governments and Russian historiography have heaped
condemnation and hatred upon Mazepa. In the present, the Russian
Bolsheviks, well-qualified successors to the Russian imperial power,
have also castigated Mazepa as an “agent of foreign feudalism and
intervention,” Not Peter I, the notorious aggressor, but Mazepa, the
defender of his country, is the target of Moscow and the Soviet
historical school.
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The reason, of course, is evident. Mazepa represented a mortal
danger to the integrity of the Russian empire. Since the ideals he
represented survive, he must be denounced, vilified and ridiculed.

Unfortunately, Russian propaganda has succeeded to a con-
siderable extent in nullifying the true import of Mazepa and his
struggle against Peter I of Russia. But in the hearts and minds of
the oppressed Ukrainian people Mazepa’s true meaning and signifi-
cance is beyond distortion or obliteration. ’

Mazepa has become a deathless symbol to the Ukrainians, who
insist on existing in their own right as a free and sovereign nation.
History has thus justified not only Mazepa himself, but also his
beliefs and ideals. The cold war with the Russian Communist em-
pire is still following the same course that Ivan Mazepa chose and
there can be no peace so long as the enslaving Russian empire
continues to exist as a malignant sore on the organism of humanity.

When it ceases to exist—and this time will undoubtedly come—
then Ukraine as well as the other enslaved nations languishing now
in the Soviet Russian prison of nations will become a free nation.
When that time comes Mazepa will resume his full stature for the
whole world. Until then Mazepa will continue to haunt the Kremlin
totalitarians and enslavers, regardless whether or not they succeed
in getting invited themselves to the United States and shaking hands
with all they meet.



AN AMERICAN TOURS UKRAINE

By HARRY SLATTERY

The biggest surprise to many visitors entering the USSR at
the present border between Czechoslovakia and Ukraine is that the
Iron Curtain is stronger here than it is between Soviet controlled
countries and the West.

The physical symbols of the Curtain are the same here as
elsewhere—the plowed strip, barbed wire, guard towers, mine-fields
and armed guards. However, at the border of the Soviet Union
itself these physical signs are numerous—especially noticeable: there
are many more guards. When leaving the USSR it is interesting—
and terrifying—to watch the MVD guards crawl under each end of
every railroad car. While their comrades go through the cars above,
these men look underneath for possible escapees to the Free World.
Their uniforms hidden by coveralls, only MVD caps identify them
as other than railway workers.

The thinking tourist can’t help wondering why there is so much
need to guard the frontiers between the Soviet Union and its
“Socialist allies.”

It is not long after entering Ukraine that many signs of military
rule are visible. As part of a Western tour group, I was quartered
in a railroad car that had been completely reserved for these foreign
visitors. Completely, that is, except for the porters (a man and a
woman)—and two Red Army soldiers who carried their rifles with
them. They stayed in the car all the way from the border to near
Kiev.

There was much additional evidence of a military state. At a
town near the border, a fully equipped Red Army unit was entrain-
ing at the railroad station. In addition to their rifles and sidearms,
some of the soldiers carried sub-machine guns.

As the train crossed the Ukrainian countryside, armed guards
were seen frequently. They seemed to be on general sentry duty
—there being nothing of importance visible that necessitated such
guards. Along much of the rail line, barbed wire on both sides
protected it from the surrounding area.
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While the train stopped at a town between the border and
Kiev, a young Ukrainian girl—having learned that there were
Americans aboard—approached one of the visitors. The only tourist
in sight, he was standing along side of the train with an Intourist
guide. Attempting to ignore the guide, she tried to communicate
directly with the visitor—using sign language and a few words of
broken English. Her story seemed to be that she had a brother
living in the United States, and wanted to send a message to him
requesting that he write more often. The girl was nearly hysterical
as she tried desperately to get her message across while the In-
tourist guide—having ignored the tourist’s request to act as in-
terpreter—spoke to her gruffly and tried to get the girl to leave.

To the Western visitor, life in Ukraine sszems difficult. The
living standards are far below those in the United States—or, for
that matter, even those in the other Soviet satellites. '

The business section of Kiev has been largely rebuilt since the
end of World War II, and the streets are wide—but there is little
traffic. Although there are trams and busses, American visitors
are surprised to find trucks being used extensively as passenger
vehicles. It is a very comman sight to see dump trucks rolling
through the streets with men, women and children jammed into
the back—sometims sitting on folding chairs, but usually standing.
The Intourist guide explained that these trucks belong to factories
and other enterprises, and are the ‘“property of the workers.” When
not being used for regular business, they double as bus transporta-
tion.

Other signs of a very low standard of living are visible for
all to see—poor and crowded housing, drab and tattered clothing,
women working at hard labor, etc.

The sparsity —or even knowledge—of common Western luxury
items was illustrated when an American tourist took pictures with
a Polaroid camera (the type that takes and develops photographs
immediately) on a main Kiev street. The camera stopped all traffic
and attracted such a large crowd of Ukrainians that the wide side-
walk was completely blocked.

The claim that there is no unemployment in the USSR is proven
ridiculous by any observant visitor. The ‘“‘employed” who are doing
“make-work” jobs are seen everywhere in Ukraine—four or five
farmers whose sole job is to watch a dozen cows grazing in the fields;
the women who operate the automatic vending machines recently
introduced in the Soviet Union. Even sadder, the blind beggar outside
of a church. The local Communists —who can explain anything—
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even try to justify these things. The beggar is there by choice—he
works for the church. The “make-work” jobs? The cows might get
stolen. (Perhaps the producers of our television westerns may do a
program on rustlers in Ukraine: “They ‘went thataway, comrade
commissar‘’’)

The tourist’s living and travel conditions are too familiar to
deserve much attention here, but perhaps a few words are in order.
The trains are filthy and uncomfortable, the food is dreadful and
hotel accommodations poor. Hotel rooms on the sixth floor of a
building with no elevator are not uncommon (with the hotel’s only
shower located in the basement). Especially shocking to visitors
are the ancient, filthy toilets found everywhere—even in the better
hotels and restaurants.

It is a surprise to many tourists that most people in Ukraine
are fully aware of their low living standards. There’s little or no
bragging about sputniks, moon rockets or other mueh advertised
Soviet achievements. The average Ukrainian is only interested in
those earthly, personal possessions that make Man’s life worth
living—material goods and freedom. And their knowledge of condi-
tions in the West is amazing. The names of American cars, for
example, are well known to many Ukrainians. But even more im-
portant, much is known of the freedoms enjoyed by the people in
the West.

Signs of opposition to Kremlin rule are plentiful for any visitor
who cares to observe, and some things are so obvious that even
the most naive tourist can’t miss them. The love of all things from
the Free World—the thirst for knowledge of life in the United
States, the yearning for Western publications, the efforts of many
youths to copy anything American, the pride in Ukrainian history.

There are other and more important signs of the Ukrainian
people’s resistance. Those visitors who will take the time to talk
of important subjects to average Ukrainians—especially to the stu-
dents—will quickly learn that nearly all of those who can under-
stand any English listen to the “Voice of America” and the BBC.
Although broadcasts in all native languages, including the Russian,
are jammed, the USSR doesn’t interfere with those programs in
English. And even many who don't understand English listen to the
jazz music.

The inquisitive visitor, if he wishes to probe deeper, can learn
even more. Below are just a few examples of the type of answers
given to certain questions that I asked.

When asked for his opinion of the revolt in Hungary, one young
Ukrainian responded with his own question: “Did you know that
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many Hungarian prisoners were freed from freight cars while being
taken across Ukraine?”’ The ‘‘question” was, of course, his way of
expressing his feelings.

On one occasion I asked a youth in Kiev if he had any informa-
tion about reports reaching the West of a revolt in the Czecho-
slovakian-Ukrainian border area. I explained that we knew that two
diplomats had been stopped at the frontier and told that it was
closed. I also told him of unconfirmed reports of a revolt of such
magnitude that it took two divisions of MVD troops to put it down.
His answer astonished me. He shrugged his shoulders and said:
“T don't know if that report is true or not. But it’s possible.” It
was an education to see the casual way in which he reacted to the
possibility that military operations involving thousands of soldiers
may have taken place recently in Ukraine.

On another occasion an American friend asked a student—who
had been talking to us quite freely—if he would be willing to take
up arms and join in a revolt against the Kremlin. The young man
was obviously frightened by the question, probably fearing that he
had been placed in a compromising situation by agents-provocateurs.
He glanced around, shaking his head, and after a long hesitation
said slowly: ‘“That is a very difficult question for me to answer.”
A more direct answer than this can hardly be expected within the
borders of a police state.

The local communist authorities are, of course, completely aware
of the dangers to them of contacts between alert visitors and
Ukrainians. The Soviet secret police are everywhere. The problem
of these agents to the tourist—and, to a much more serious extent,
to the Ukrainian—was illustrated by a personal experience in Kiev.
Outside a hotel, a large crowd had gathered around several Ameri-
cans who were in discussion with some English-speaking Ukrainians.
One young worker, interested in continuing the conversation, joined
the tourists when they left the crowd, and was talking quite freely
until a second Ukrainian joined the group. Although the newcomer
acted quite friendly and bid the others to continue their conversa-
tion, the worker was silent thereafter. He left at the first opportu-
nity, and as soon as he had done so, the second Ukrainian lost all
interest in the group and left also.

A very good example of the thinking of local Communists—
and confirmation of strong opposition to the regime—took place
when an American visitor told an Intourist guide that he had met
many in Kiev who had views that she had previously denied existed
in Ukraine. In a fit of rage, the veins on her face bulging, she turned
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and screamed: “Well, you found them didn’t you! Instead of looking
at our wonderful construction, you spent your time talking to
those people! Well, they are not really our people!” When the Ameri-
rican asked quietly if she meant that they weren’t Soviet citizens,
she hissed through twisted lips: “They are the enemies of the
people!”

During a discussion with a communist professor at the univer-
sity, he was asked if it was possible for a Ukrainian opposed to the
regime to get a public platform to express such views. The profes-
sor blandly claimed that “of course he could,” but quickly added
that he knew of no one in the past ten years who opposed policies
of the regime. (Even Nikita Khrushchev admits to opposition more
recently than that!)

Another communist zealot, when asked why there were large
statues of Lenin and Stalin everywhere, but no decent plumbing,
replied: ‘“Ideology is more important than material things.”

The present legal status of Ukraine was the subject of a dis-
cussion with a communist official, and his views indicated the So-
viet desire to ‘“eat their cake and have it too.” When he claimed
that Ukraine was a completely independent nation, I asked why my
visa had been issued by Moscow. He changed his story, and ex-
plained that all of the republics in the USSR had voluntarily joined
into one country—with full independence on domestic matters, but
with foreign affairs handled jointly. Why then a separate Ukrain-
ian delegation to the United Nations? He flushed and returned to
the independent nation line, and claimed, contradicting his last
statement, that Ukraine made its own foreign policy. Then why no
Ukrainian embassies? He changed the subject.

The overall impression of Ukraine to this visitor was one of
drabness and sadness.

But there is also hope. The people have not given up their
yearning for freedom. Opposition to the regime is strong—especially
among the young—and it is much more open than I had imagined.

The frequently repeated theory that people who have lived
from birth in a police state cannot know the meaning of freedom
is a myth. It can be quickly exploded by any alert visitor to Ukraine.



KHRUSHCHEV AND HIS CAPTIVES

By LEv E. DOBRIANSKY

When Khrushchev almost burst a blood vessel or two over the
“Captive Nations Week” Resolution last July, the press organs of the
world widely publicized the event, and people, generally, surmised
that an extremely sensitive chord in the Russian Communist Em-
pire was struck. About this they couldn’t have been more right and
more acutely perceptive. Though it is little realized, the ramifica-
tions of this Resolution extend into every conceivable area—the
political, economie, psychological, cultural, scientific, religious, and
diplomatic. Extensive captive resources of whatever type, parti-
cularly including those in the Soviet Union, can hardly be heralded
as a firm foundation for power and growth in any human situation.
Khrushchev sensed this instantaneously last summer. But the story
did not end there. As far as this writer knows, the press and -
analysts of the Soviet Union have completely overlooked the addi-
tional painful cries of Nikita the Sanguine against this gnawing
Resolution. In short, they have failed to take note of the real depth
of psycho-political penetration achieved by the congressional passage
of the Resolution.

It is the aim of this article to cover this uncovered story since
last July and also to interpret Khrushchev's continued rantings
against the Resolution in the light of most recent developments. It
will, moreover, furnish some indication of the futural significance
of the Resolution, now Public Law 86-90, especially in a promising
and hot presidential year. This article is, in essence, a necessary
sequel to an earlier one which described with considerable docu-
mentation the origin, development, and effects of the Resolution.!

In a way, the fact that the subsequent events pertaining to
the Resolution have been overlooked suggests in itself the lack of
appreciative understanding in this country of the content and mean-
ing of this document. We seem to prefer to spend an inordinate
amount of time and resources on economic, military and other

1“The Captive Nations Week Resolution,” The Ukrainian Quarterly, Sep-
tember, 1959, pp. 206-225.
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comparisons between ourselves and the Soviet Union which, in most
cases, rest on false conceptual premises anyway. Warnings of dif-
ferent threats by Moscow are conjured up almost daily nowadays
that the mounting development of a deep political neurosis in this
country would certainly be no cause for wonderment. Present trends
of confusion and exaggerated thought regarding the Soviet Union
and its prodigious power were anticipated by this writer soon
after the Mikoyan visit.? The acceleration of these trends was also
foreseen prior to the arrival of Khrushchev.?

The extent to which naive thinking about Moscow’s fraudulent
peace intentions has been pushed in many sections of our society
is a measure of Khrushchev’s propaganda victory here. Ingenious
remarks recorded daily by the high and the low about Nikita really
wanting peace are clearly indicative of our defective understanding
of the nature of the struggle. As the writer recently emphasized in
an address to the tenth annual meeting of the All-American Con-
ference to Combat Communism, ‘“Khrushchev has so effectively ad-
ministered tranquillizing cold war pills to major sectors of our so-
ciety that an increasing number of Americans aren’t even aware of
the great strides made by imperialist Moscow in this perilous phase
of the permanent cold war.” * The marked incursions made by Mos-
cow this year in Latin America, South Asia, and Africa are advances
of the most serious import. Indeed, Khrushchev’s singular victory
of exacting an invitation to this country has in itself produced con-
fusion and doubt here; it has entrenched the power of Khrushchev
with new airs of respectability and legitimacy. The freedom hopes
of millions of patriots in Moscow’s empire have been scalded, while
false impressions of Moscow’s inflated power have become more
widespread among the newly independent nations. Scanning all of
this, our most loyal allies situated about the periphery of the Rus-
sian Communist Empire could not but become increasingly uneasy
about our world leadership. This result of Khrushchev’s propaganda
victory explains the reason for President Eisenhower’s decision to
visit many of these areas. All of these developments form the back-
drop for Khrushchev's aim to extricate the one psycho-political
thorn lodged deeply in his side—the “Captive Nations Week” Resolu-
tion.

2 See “Post Mortems on Operation Mikoyan,” Congressional Record, June
29, 1959, pp. A5583-A5585.

3 “The Khrushchev Invitation,” Congresional Record, September 14, 1959,
pp. A8137-A8138,

1+ AP and Washington Sunday Star, “Economist Derides Red Peace Goals,”
November 15, 1959,
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NiIkITA’S CAPTIVE SPECTER

By all evidence, the cardinal objective of Khrushchev’s maneu-
vers and protestations these past two years have been the rapid
consolidation of Moscow’s empire and Western accommodation to it.
This is essentially what he means by ‘“peaceful coexistence” and
“non-interference in the affairs of others.” The fraudulent issue of
“communism versus capitalism’” is his expedient propaganda de-
flector, aimed to distract Western attention from the real issue
between Russian imperialist slavery and freedom. In these respects,
he has realized tremendous progress, but a specter has befallen him,
like a ‘“black cat” crossing his path of progress. Fraught with all
gorts of possibilities, the specter of his captives haunts Khrushchev
and the mirror of this specter was opportunely presented by our own
Congress.

After the July outburst, Khrushchev decided to crack this mir-
ror further with certain observation in his so-called article in the
Foreign Affairs periodical. His comments are quite illuminating.
He writes:

You disagree with us? Prove by facts that your system is superior and
more efficacious, that it is capable of ensuring a higher degree of prosperity
for the people than the socialist system, that under capitalism man can be
happier than under socialism. It is impossible to prove this. I have no other
explanation for the fact that talk of violently “rolling back’” Communism never
ceases in the West. Not long ago the U. S. Senate and House of Representatives
deemed it proper to pass a resolution calling for the “liberation’’ of the socialist
countries allegedly enslaved by Communism and, moreover, of a number of
unijon republics constituting part of the Soviet Union. The authors of the
resolution call for the “liberation” of the Ukraine, Byelorussia, Lithuania, Latvia,
Estonia, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Georgia, Kazakhstan, Turkmenistan, and even
a certain “Ural Area.”

I would not be telling the full truth if I did not say that the adoption
of this ill-starred resolution was regarded by the Soviet people as an act of
provocation. Personally I agree with this appraisal.

It would be interesting to see, incidentally, how the authors of this resolu-
tion would have reacted if the parliament of Mexico, for instance, had passed
a resolution demanding that Texas, Arizona, and California be “liberated from
American slavery.” Apparently they have never pondered such a question,
which is very regrettable. Sometimes comparisons help to understand the essence
of a matter.s

A concise, critical analysis of these passages is not at all
difficult. In raising the points that he does, it is immediately evident

5 Nikita S. Khrushchev, “On Peaceful Coexistence,” Foreign Affairs,
Vol. 38, No. 1, October 1959, pp. 6-7.



306 The Ukrainian Quarterly

that Khrushchev is banking on the unfamiliarity of his American
readers with the realities of the Soviet Union. First, the introductory
sentences on socialism and capitalism could be easily dispensed with.
As mentioned above, a point of argumentative deflection is intro-
duced here with no real bearing on the issue troubling Khrushchev.
A complete and thorough politico-economic comparison between the
national economy of the USA and the empire economy of the USSR
would lead to a day and night conclusion when it comes to the
values of “efficacy,” ‘“‘prosperity,” and “happiness.” Unfortunately,
little work along these realistic lines has been done in this country.
It should be noteworthy, nevertheless, for the reader that Khru-
shchev has to inject the deflector before taking up the Resolution.

The second point of critical interest is Khrushchev's own mis-
reading of the Resolution or, if he read it correctly, then his dis-
honesty in the treatment of its contents. The Resolution specifically
refers to enslavement by Russian Communist aggression, not by the
vague and meaningless concept of Communism. By this honest
specification the Resolution is grounded in historical fact, not in
philosophical vaguery. Moreover, as concerns the liberation of the
captive non-Russian nations in the USSR, nowhere does the Reso-
lution contain any specification of ‘“Kazakhstan, Turkmenistan and
even a certain ‘Ural Area.’” It does specify the Turkestan nation and
Idel-Ural which consists of the Tatars, Bashkirs and other non-
Russian peoples between the Volga and the Urals. As shown in the
writer's previous article on the Resolution, it was the realistic in-
clusion of the captive non-Russian nations in the Soviet Union that
really caused the Khrushchev explosion in July.® In his article
Khrushchev attempts a literary derogation of this most vital and
basic point of the Resolution.

About his telling “the full truth,” whereby the mythical “Soviet
people” regarded the Resolution as an “act of provocation,” the
informed reader couldn’'t even extract an eighth of a truth. The
note of Khrushchev’'s humble personal agreement with this imagined
concensus is enough to suggest his typical approach toward any
truth. But what is most significant in these passages is Khru-
shchev’s use of a spurious argument that is characteristically ex-
ploited by anti-communist Russian emigres and their unwary Ameri-
can friends in the hope of maintaining the territorial integrity of
the basic Russian empire. His implied comparison between Texas,
Arizona, and California and comparable areas in the USSR is, ex-
cept for geography, a speciosity which has hoodwinked many Ameri-

s Ibid., p. 220.
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cans. They are no more validly comparable than are the economies
of the U.S. and the USSR.

During Khrushchev's visit here an attempt was made to chal-
lenge him on this misleading point.” In fact, at the tea arranged
by the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, the following question
was posed by Senator Dirksen of Illinois:

In your article in Foreign Affairs, you mistakenly compare Texas, Arizona,
and California with certain non-Russian nations in the USSR. Would you be
willing to stage, under U.N. auspices and control, free voting conditions Lo
determine whether the natives of Lithuania, Ukraine, and the Caucasian states
want to remain in the USSR or be independent states and whether the residents
of comparable Arizona, Texas, and California want to remain in the USA or
be completely independent states? Let’s compete in ideas and action.s

Following the tea meeting, Senator Dirksen stated to the press
that on this and numerous other questions ‘“Khrushchev took a
Fifth Amendment stand.” Indeed, in the very first phase of his
visit Khrushchev showed quite plainly that he was not interested in
any free intellectual exchange of ideas. Those who opposed his visit
had the foresight to warn of this at the time the invitation was
extended.

At the third session of the USSR Supreme Soviet, held on
October 31, Khrushchev once again saw fit to tear into the “Captive
Nations Week” Resolution. On this point, the official text of his report
to this captive audience reads as follows:

Now times have changed. Even some of the most active exponents of
the “positions of strength” policy see its futility. Only the most belligerent
Western politicians cannot make up their mind to discard the old formula.
In some places one still hears reverberations of the past. Take, for instance,
the much-to-be-regretted decision of the American Congress to hold the so-
called ““Captive Nations Week” and to pray for their liberation. In this case
words other than ‘rolling back” were used, but the gist remained the same,
the same appeal for interference in other peoples’ affairs.

So you will see from the policy of “rolling back’ they have switched to
praying to the Lord. What can it lead to? If the Western leaders pray to God
to “liberate” the peoples of the socialist countries, and we, in turn, pray that
He should liberate their peoples from capitalist rule, we shall thus put God
in a quandary. What decision should He make, after all?

7See “A Comment on the Khrushchev Visit,” Congressional Record, Sep-
tember 18, 1959, p. A8328.

8 See for other questions “Khrushchev Denies That Non-Russian Repubiles
Are Independent...” The Ukrainian Bulletin, Oct. 1-15, 1959, p. 6.

9 “N. S. Khrushchev’s Report to Supreme Soviet,”” Embassy of the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics, Nov. 2, 1959, pp. 1-2.
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