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POST-MORTEMS ON OPERATION MIKOYAN
Editorial

This examination of the causes, nature, and effects of the
visit of Moscow’s Deputy Premier to the United States will surely
not be the last. Anastas I. Mikoyan has undoubtedly left his
imprints here. Operation Mikoyan is closed, but the campaign con-
tinues. The operation in which the traitor to the Armenian people
featured, was only the first phase of a direct cold war campaign
against the United States on its own terrain. Despite the deceitful
pleas of Milkioyan and also Khrushchey for ending the cold war, Oper-
ation Mikoyan was an integral part of Moscow's cold war activity.
This activity is a necessarily continuous one. Significantly, the pro-
digious paradox of the visit is that too many Americans failed
to see it in this light.

When Mikoyan just arrived here, the alert Committee on Un-
American Activities greeted him with its sobering report on Patterns
of Communist Espionage. The report at least alludes to the cold war
nature of this typical Russian Bear maneuver, At the very outset
it soundly states that Moscow's “protestations of peaceful intent and
a desire for true friendship with the United States are an utter
sham.”* The rich material in the report should have been used
consistently in the course of the press interviews and cother appear-
ances of this visitor on a tourist visa. But the reason why this did
not eventuate can be found in the prime lessons to be drawn from
the entire affair.

For one, the spectacle brought into the open the naivete of
countless Amerieans in regard to tried Russian techniques of under-
mining the targeted enemy. Second, it disclosed the short memories
and the shoddy character of thinking in many sections of our
populace ag concerns not only present international circumstances
but also those of the immediate past. And third, the minor errors
of the Administration scarcely contributed to an enlightened atmeo-
sphere in connection with the real aims, intent, and purposes of this
celebrated “tourist” who was allowed to enjoy free advantages

1 House of Representatives, 85th Congress, 2nd Session, Jan., 1959, p. 1.
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which no foreign tourist of comparable rank could possibly realize in
the Soviet Union. Instead, the atmosphere was one of confusion, be-
wilderment, and foolishness until, toward the close of the visit,
Mikoyan showed some of his real character.

An evaluation of this cold war operation must deal with its
aims, actual behavior, and noted effects, The field for the operation
was, of course, the traditional warmth and good fellowship of
Americans generally, Menshikov was sent here long ago to exploit
and cultivate this field. In this respect, Mikoyan had a nicely set
stage for his own operation and took full advantage of it. More-
over, the operation was being executed in an international context.
It would be the height of political immaturity to think that the
vigit was a good will tour in an isolated American setting. Actually,
it was just one facet of an unfolding pattern. The Lunik, West
Berlin, the forthcoming 21st Communist Party Congress, the Seven
Year Plan, and a resultant impact upon not only the captive nations
and the underdeveloped countries but upon our Free World allies
as well—all of this was tied to Operation Mikoyan. This integralist
viewpoint is no rationalist imputation; that is, viewing it in a way
the Kremlin did not. What Mikoyan himself had to say and what
the propaganda machine in Moscow wag disgorging at the same-
time, easily substantiate this viewpoint.

THE PrRIMARY AIM OF MIK-OPERATION

While Mikoyan was here, there was a great deal of speculation
as to the aims of his mission. Editorials, radio and TV commentaries,
and a number of public and private utterances produced a mass of
possible explanations. Some were plainly superficial and even ri-
diculous, others were well grounded and incisive. Taking the more
sensible ones, it ig not difficult to beil them down in an order of
relative importance. The order itself is based on certain criteria of
knowledge and understanding concerning the chief drives and prob-
lems of the present Kremlin leadership. In short, one couldn’t begin
to make an assessment of this kind without constant reference to
developments in the Soviet Union itself,

In immediate terms, the first aim was to drive a wedge
between American public opinion and the Government. When this
was emphasized by certain groups and individuals in this country
—weeks hefore Mikoyan himself distemperately admitted it—a
cold shoulder of skepticism and impatience was the response. Yet
the fact is that this warning was no idle inference or speculation.
It was generally based on known techniques of the Russian ma-
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nipulators and it was specifically related to the wild impressions
created by Cyrus Eaton during his stay in Moscow. Most Americans
don't bother to read USSR publications, Thus they couldn’t know
the irresponsible encouragement given by Eaton for Moscow’s use
of traditional techniques of divide et impera in the United States,
Instead of employing their ever-active subversive channels, Moscow
was fully encouraged to realize this aim openly and directly. It
correctly reasoned that if an opulent industrialist like Katon can
be duped, there must be quite a reservoir of gullibility in the higher
and leading cireles of American society.

It is very strange, indeed, that our press failed to seize upon
the following statements made by Eaton in Moscow last year.
They were virtually repeated verbatim by Mikoyan at the close of
his trip. In one interview Eaton said: “But it should be borne in
mind that in the United States the Government is the Government
and the people are the people.” 2 He elaborated on this as follows:
“In the Soviet Union the Government speaks in the name of all the
people. In the United States this is not the case. It does not speak
in the name of the people.” * Fantastie, isn't it? What would you do
if you were in Khrushchev’s or Mikoyan's shoes? The answer
should be obvious.

But this is not all. In another interview we note these addi-
tional political gems scattered about by one of our captains of in-
dustry. “I have convinced myself,” says our expert in money-
making, “that the Soviet Union desires to improve relations with
the United States. In our country, too, there is an influential group
that feels the same way.” * Of course, Eaton doesn't say how he
arrived at this conviction or on the basis of what solid evidence is
Moscow’s alleged desire founded. Further, he observes that “Nothing
in the world can justify a nation trying to impose its convictions
on other countries... There are some in the United States who
want to impose our system on other countries.” * From this one
would think the United States is the imperialist and colonial power,
not the Russians. And finally, Eaton told his Russian audience in
Moscow, “The U.S.A, has not been built up by statesmen and soldiers
but mainly by the genius of its indugtrialists and leaders in com-
merce. There is a large group in my country, representing every
phase of business, that wishes to promote trade and commerce

t International Affairs, Moscow, October 1958, p. 76.
2 Ibid., p. 771.

4 New Times, Moscow, September 1958, p. 10,

5 Ibid., p. 11,
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between our two great nations.” ¢ These are the words of a sup-
posedly enlightened business leader in our society. The USSR is not
a nation, but Eaton’s statement is indicative of his understanding
of that state.

No great amount of analytic effort is required to directly con-
nect Eaton’s inspirations with Mik-operation., Could the Kremlin
possibly have a more voluntarily tutored spokesman here? If you
carefully followed the Mikoyan operation, you doubtlessly were
impressed by the reiteration of most of the points quoted above.
By the time he was heading for home, Mikoyan openly accused
the Government of deliberately continuing the cold war in
a manner contrary to the interests and desires of the American
people. “The cold war in the State Department is continuing,” he
charged. This and other charges, poised on the fundamental driving
wedge tactic, were afforded ample psychological cushion here by
leaders who should know better. For instance, with little diseretion
or judgment, an American public figure thought it was a stroke of hu-
mor to blurt out in Chicago: ‘I feel about the Republicans about the
same way Mr, Mikoyan feels about Molotov. I would trust them
with any post except public office.” This public remark couldn't
have served the primary immediate aim of Qperation Mikoyan better.

Regardless of party affiliation, an intelligent citizen respects
the fact that a Republican named Eigenhower iz also, and more
importantly, the President of this nation, He is respectfully cog-
nizant also of the fact that as Chief Executive of the Government,
our Republican President is vested with powers and responsibilities
to conduct the foreign affairs of this country. Not the Eatons, the
Stevensons and other misgnided private citizens, but the President
is held accountable for this serious undertaking. The intelligent
citizen ecannot compliment Mr. Truman enough for his excellent
article which appeared in this period. Qur former President not

only reduced Mikoyan to proper size but he also depicted these
amateur diplomats in their true light.

SEVERAL CONTINGENT AIMS OF MIKOYAN

It is evident that a marked degree of success with the primary
aim would open the way for the realization of geveral contingent
and even higher aims. These bear on a summit meeting, trade, West
Berlin, and peace propaganda in Asia and Africa. With soft spots
adequately tapped in this country, Moscow reasons that it could

s Ibid., p. B
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gain valuable support here for the fulfillment of its other objectives.
After all, weren't there many voices raised to ditch Matsu and
Quemoy? The push to realize these contingent aims, each in greater
or lesser degree, actually constitutes the second phase of Moscow's
cold war campaign on the American terrain. This is the phase
we're in now. Mikoyan was supposed to have driven the wedge
sufficiently for pressure to be exerted on our Government to relent
somewhat on its present policies. He was supposed to have influenced
enough influential Americans in business and industry to undertake
this campaign, ultimately in behalf of Moscow. If there is one
Eaton, there must be thousands of them.

Basically, there is nothing that Moscow wants more at this
time than a summit meeting. It has angled for this since the
Bulganin missives were launched at the end of 1957. Throughout
1958 and into the 21st Communist Congress at the beginning of
this year, Moscow has pressed hard for such a meeting. As Khrush-
chev has so often let the world know, a summit agenda must
exclude any talk about the captive nations. If this were to come
to pass, the Russiang would achieve their greatest victory since
the establishment of their new empire, the USSR. Within their
expanded empire teday, they would convincingly make known to
every captive that the West is really hypocritical in the espousal
of its principles. They would effectively convey the idea that the
West iz resigned to the permanent captivity of the enslaved nations.
Khrushchev's personal power would be fortified and entrenched
beyond question. Briefly, such a summit meeting would seal Mos-
sow’s desperate consolidation of its empire. Russian operations in
the basically secondary areas of Western Europe, the Middle East,
and Asia would become that much easier.

A corollary aim for the attainment of this grand objective is
to consummate bilateral treaties between the USSR and the U.S.
This aim has the further advantage of splitting the Free World
allies, This trap would be prepared by preliminary visits and ex-
changes of the heads of state, perhaps a treaty on banning nuclear
weapons and similar subsidiary negotiations. Mikoyan and some of
his benighted American friends have urged this. Tt is enough to
quote here the excellent statement made by Dr. Emilic Nunez-
Portuondo of Cuba in the Emergency Special Session of the General
Assembly of the U.N.:

The Moscow Govermment bound itself by solemn treaties to respect the
political sovereignty and territorial integrity of Rumania, Bulgaria, Czecho-
slovakia, Poland, Albania and martyred Hungary. Yet all these States have
been subjected to a pitiless colonialism, which is maintained by vast Russian
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armies. We could say the same of China which hag signed & solemn treaty of
friendship—later violated—with the Soviet Union. We could say the game about
Outer Mongolia, Ukraine, East Germany, North Korea and North Viet-Nam.
Thousands of square miles have been conquered and colonized by the Soviet
Union in recent years and the number of human beings now beneath iig pitiless
yoke runy into hundreds of millions.7

Needless to say, sudden smiles are no substitute for hard
experience,

Moscow’s operations of methodical infiltration, subversion, and
gradual domination—so typical of centuries of Russian diplomatic
and political history—would also be immensely facilitated by un-
restricted trade between the United States and the Soviet Union.
Moscow is seeking this and Mikoyan has laid down the precondition
of long-term credits. Amity through trade is a fatuous slogan in
this instance. Britain and Germany were mutually best customers
for decades but two wars in this century were fought between them.
A close analysis of the Seven Year Plan shows that Moscow will be
exceedingly under pressure for capital accretions—this aside from
its already overdrawn commitments in the underdeveloped areas.
Very simply, unrestricted trade on a long-term credit basis—and
even without this—would to some extent relieve Moscow of this
pressure, ahet the fulfilment of some of its industrial goals, and
indirectly sponsor its operations in Asia, Africa, and Latin America.

The propaganda value attached to the success of any of these
aims need hardly be stated. Mikoyan was able, for example, to exact
from the lips of many American businessmen tributes to the ‘“‘rapid
strides of the Soviet economy.” These tributes will be read and
heard of in Asia and Africa, but to Moscow’'s advantage. Mikoyan
searched for the soft spots in the political, and even moral, fibres
of our Nation and found them. The Cleveland conference of Prot-
estant clergy, sponsored by the National Council of Churches of
Christ in the U.8.A. last November, is a recent example of political
weakness. Its unanimous vote for the recognition of Red China
surely attracted the attention of those planning Operation Mikoyan.
The tapping of such weak spots, coupled with Khrushchev’s boasts at
the 21st Congress ahout the “gserial” production of ICBM'’s, was
obviously calculated also to further Moscow’s aim on West Berlin.
Why fight over this small bit of territory which we want to be
“free” anyway? Operation Mikoyan voiced this.

7 Delivered on August 20, 1958,
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SALIENT ASPECTS OF THE OPERATION

In earrying out the operation Mikoyan dwelled on each of
these major aims. He hammered away at peace, the summit, and
treaty agreements to further the aim of the wedge. Upon his
return to Moscow, he had the temerity to say, ‘‘An increasing number
of Americans are beginning to understand that war and the threat
of war... are an altogether unsuitable means of settling interna-
tional issues.” With regard to the implication of this remeark, The
New York Times quite properly stressed, “What vicious nongense
this is!” ¢ Assistant Secretary of State Berding provided the best
succinet reply to the spurious peace plea in the operation: “...we
are not just interested in peace, but in peace with justice, If all
we wanted was peace, we could have that tomorrow, with a main.
tenance of the stafus quo."

The equally spurious plea for trade was effectively answered
by Undersecretary of State Dillon. Although he didn't present some
of the points raised in this editorial, the Undersecretary neverthe-
less made clear the fact that we are ready to trade without credits
and predominantly in the category of consumer good items. Un-
doubtedly, the low standard of living in the USSR justifies this, As
for the West Berlin aim, Mikoyan showed his hand at the National
Press Club luncheon. He warned his 'audience that Mogcow would
meet force with force if the U.S. should use military power to
maintain ita access to West Berlin. This characteristic Russian
bluster can be wholly discounted. No one trusts the armed forces
of the Soviet Union less than the Kremlin itself.’* Behind the
ICBM’s, the tanks etc. are armed forces made up of over 40 per cent
captives. This is scarcely a gnarantee for victory.

One cannot eompliment too highly those who questioned Mi-
koyan on the Meet the Press program. Lawrence Spivak and Harry
Schwartz brought out the worst in Mikoyan. His paralle]l between
Moscow's brutal domination over Hungary and U.S. intervention
in Lebanon was indicative of the lying casuistry in which he and his
kind revel. This program capped the growing irritability of the
so-called fact-finding tourist. The demonstrations certzinly con-
tributed to this as, also, had the public condemnation of the
political criminal by some of our leading citizens.

& Editorial, January 26, 1959,
v AP, New Orleans, January 27, 195D.

10 Bee, “Basic Misconceptions in U.S. Military Thought on the USSR,”
The Ukrainion Quarterly, December 1658,
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The Presidential message on a show of courtesy toward the
man was ineptly worded. It conveyed the impression that demonstra-
tions per se were acts of discourtesy. This unfortunately played into
the hands of those who sought to paint the demonstrators as
merely “Hungarian refugees.” Mikoyan, in turn, lost no time in
seizing upon this opportunity. “I do not think” he said, “that
picketing is a great achievement of the American way of life . . .
The more quickly the Americans get rid of these freedoms, freedoms
for hooligans, the better for yourselves.” He expressed the opinion
that “99 per cent of the American people” had nothing to do with
this. That might have been, but a pood percentage sympathized
with the demonstrators. The public condemnation of the man for his
political crimes in the Caucasus, Ukraine, and Hungary by such
leaders as Congressman Judd, George Meany, Cardinal Cushing and
others indicated the temper of broad sections of our population.
Basic principles were maintained in the midst of a seeming less
of them,

EFFECTS AND THE SECOND PHASE

It would be foolish to deny that Operation Mikoyan made
definite inroads here. The soft spots were expertly tapped and will
show themselves again in drives for the recogmition of Red China,
a compromised summit meeting, more cultural and political ex-
changes, a retreat on West Berlin, and more trade with the USSR.
Moreover, it provided propaganda fodder for Moscow's use in Asia
and Africa, hoodwinking the neutralists and undermining the faith
of some of our staunchest allies. It bred confugion in the minds of
innumerable Americans and succeeded in exacting an audience for
the tourist with the President. Also, the operation revealed the low
state of principled behavior on the part of many of our groups who
lavishingly feted the political criminal. About twenty years ago
Dr. Hjalmar Schacht was placed in a deep political and socizal freeze
for the government he represented: today, a man is honored for
the crimes he committed, one just over two years ago.

The second phase, from Moscow’s viewpoint, is to capitalize
on these inroads. We are now in this phase. Internal pressures here
will mount for expanded trade with the USSR and some retreat in
West Berlin. As in the past, an alert and vigilant opposition to
complacency and softness can thwart Moscow's cold war plan to

exploit misguided Americans for its own end. The congummate end
is nothing less than our defeat.



CURRENT TRENDS IN MOSCOW’S
NATIONALITY POLICY

By MYROSLAY PROKOP

The present-day nationality policy of Communist Moscow with
respect to the non-Russian nations of the Soviet empire is character-
ized by a certain nervousness and disquietude.

This is so for a series of reasons.

In the firet place, Moscow i3 perturbed by the fact that the non-
Russian nations are claiming their right to independence with a
steadily-growing voice. The Russian Communists are endeavoring
by any and all means to preserve the unity of the Soviet empire.
All atternpta of the non-Rusaian peoples to liberate themselves from
the Russian control are branded as “revisionism,” “bourgecis na-
tionalism’” or *‘national communism.”

Secondly, the aspirations of the non-Russian peoples toward in-
dependence hamper the policies of Moscow with respect to the colo-
nial peoples of Asia and Africa. The Kremlin strives to appear to
these peoples as the champion of national and social liberation and
equality. The communist propaganda presents the USSR as a unique
state in the world where the nationality problem has been justly
solved, where there is no national oppression and where the metrop-
olis does not exploit the colonies. But in reality the true relationship
between Russia and the non-Russian peoples of the USSR and her
satellites is in full negation of this propaganda, a fact which is
partially also known in Asia and Africa, This, naturally, perturbs
Mogcow more than it cares to admit.

Thirdly, knowledge and information about the colonial character
of the Soviet empire iz penetrating into the free world more and
more deeply. Appearing in the West with increasing frequency are
substantial studies which reveal the extent of the national enslave-
ment and the economic exploitation of the non-Russian nations by

Russia. This, too, makes Moscow nervous and jittery. Here are some
examples:
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(1) In the official organ of the Central Committee of the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union appeared an article* in which its
author, B, Gafurov, writes with indignation about the pamphlet
which was published by the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee
under the directicn of Senator James O. Eastland.? Gafurov states
that in the pamphlet the depicted nationality policy with respect to
the non-Russian peoples in the USSR, especially the Islam peoples,
is based on lies, In his opinion national oppression of colonial peoples
exists only in the West; in the USSR, all the peoplc are equal and
nohody oppresses anybody.

But at the same time Gafurov does not deny that in the Soviet
Union there *“are some nationalist prejudices and manifestations of
national narrowness and limitation.” He even takes pains to provide
some vivid examples of these ‘“nationalist prejudices.”

The non-Russian nations are primarily opposed to the continual
colonization of their countries by the Russians, also to the Russiansg
being granted privileges in the non-Russian territories where they
push the native masters to inferior positions. Gafurov writes ahout
this in an extremely guarded manner:

In certain places there has appeared a tendency to oppose the cadres of
the loeal nationalities,

In plain language, this is self-defense on the part of the non-
Russian peoples against the infiltration of their economy, culture,
the party and the state apparatus by the Russians, Adlai E. Steven-
son, upon his return from the Soviet Union, pointed out one result
of thia policy of Moscow in Soviet Asia:

The recent immigration from Russia has already reduced the native
Kazakhs te a mineority.s

We must not fail to underscore another trait which character-
izea the methods and objectiveas of the Russian colonial policy with
respect to the territories of the non-Russian peoples of the USSR.
Asia is colonized not only by the Russians, but also by Ukrainians,

1 A. Gafurov: Uspekhi natsyionalnoy politiki EPSS | nekotorie voprosy
internatsionainogo vospitanic, Kommunist, No. 11, August 1958, pp. 10-24
(3uccesses of the Nationality Pallcy of the Communist Party of the Soviet Unlon
and Certain Questions of International Bducation).

2 The Hoviet Empire: Prison of Nations and Races. A Study in Cenocide,
Discrimination and Abuse of Power. Prepared by the Lepislative Reference
Service of the Library of Congress at the Request of the Subcommittee to In-
vesgtigate the Administration of the Internal Security Act and Other Internal
Security Laws of the Committes on the Judiciary, Washington, 1958, X, 72 p.

3 The New ¥York Times, November 17, 1958,
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Byelorussians and others. For instance, from the oblast of Lviv
alone about five thousand Ukrainian youth recently were sent to
Kazakhstan,* and in the early months of 1958 450 Ukrainian families
from the oblast of Vynnytsia were compelled to go to Kazakhstan®
At the same time Russian settlers are steadily colonizing Ukraine,
so that today the Ukrainians in the Ukrainian SSR constitute only
75 per cent of the population, the rest being national minorities
among whom the Russians occupy first place. A great number of
Russians have come to the Western Ukrainian provinces, where
before 1939 hardly a Russian wasg to be found.

Secondly, the non-Russian peoples are defending themselves by
various methods against the economic exploitation of their coun-
tries by Russia. Gafurov calls it a “national limitation.” He writes:

One of the manifestations of national limitation in certain oblasts are the
local tendencies which are seen in the non-fulfillment of plens of collective

decislons, in the attempts of certain workers to ‘snatch’ more for their owm
locality at the expense of the state as a whole.

The term ‘state” is used here as a synonym of the empire,
against which the non-Russian republics are constantly defending
themselves.

The extent of the exploitation of these republics can be assessed
from the following data:

In 1956 in railroad freight zlone 25.4 million tons more of
products were exported from Ukraine than were brought in. A
gimilar situation exists in Kazakhstan, Azerbaijan and Estonia, In
contrast, the Russian SFSR brought in 12.7 million tons more of
products by railrosd transport than it exported in 1956.°

Or another example: up to 1957 the industrial production of
the Russian SFSR, as compared with 1913, increased by 31 times.
But in the same period of time the industrial production of the
Ukrainian SSR increased only by 18 times.” The inveatment of capital

i1 M. K. Lazurenko, “Revolutsiyni tradytsil mnozhyty yunym,” (“The Rev-
olutionary Traditions to Multiply by the Young"), Moled Ukrainy, July 16,
1958, p. L

s A. Khakhekov: “Na zemliakh Eazakhatonu,” (“On the Lands of Kazakh-
stan"), Radyanska Ukroine, June 2§, 1958, p. 4.

s Trangport { sviaz BSSR. Blatisticheskyl abormik. (Transport and Com-
munication of the USSR. A Statistical Collection}, Moscow, 1857, pp. 68-69.

TM. A. Yasnov: O dalteyshem sovershensivovanie orgenizatsii upravienia
promislennostiu | stroitelstvom v RSFSR ("About the Further Perfecting of the
Orgonization of the Administration of Industry and Construction of the RSPSR”).
The Session of the Supreme Soviet of the RSFSR, Pravda, May 29, 1957, p. 2;
N. T. Kalchenke: Pro dalshe udoskonalennie organizaisii upraviinnic promyslo-
vistiu | budivnytsivom Ukrainskoyi 88R, Radyenska Ukraina, May 31, 1957,
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in Russian industry planned now for the years 1959-1965 is much
larger percentage-wise than that earmarked for Ukraine.
Thirdly, Gafurov says:

Local attachment goes parallel with the exaggeratlon of the national dif-
ferences of this or another republic, which generates strange demands for
special alleviations and heavier contributions of the all-Union budget to the
republic’s economy,

These *‘strange demands” of the non-Russian peoples derive
from the fact that Russia discriminates against the non-Russian
republics of the USSR in the matter of capital investment in their
economies.

The fourth type of “‘nationalist superstitions” are to be found
in ideology. Gafurov says:

In the field of ideology the nationalist survivals find their expreasion in an
idealization of the historical past, in an uncritical attitude toward varicua
national movenrents, a disregard of party principles in explaining the problems
of culture, literature and the artzs. Some scientific workers are endeavoring to
juatify the activity of the reactionary bourgeois-nationalist organizations of
Central Asia and the Tranacaucasus, reasoning that after the XXth congress
of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, the errors in regard to the ap-

pralgal of the role of the pational bourgeoisie in the countries of Asia and
Afriea were to be corrected.

These charges of Gafurov require explanation. It should be
kept in mind that while both the Russians and non-Russians in the
USSR suffer under the social oppression of the Communist dictator-
ship, the non-Russian nations are under the additional handicap of
national enslavement. Among the most drastic manifestations of this
enslavement are the falsification of their national history, prohibi-
tion of their national traditions and limitation of the development
of the national culture. This course of Great Russian imperialistie
chauvinism was officially accepted in the USSR in January, 1934,
and in reality it has continued to persist to this day, despite the
fact that at the XXth congress of the Communist Party of the
USSR attempts were made to condemn it as the heritage of Stalinism.

The non-Russian peoples sought to take advantage of the post-
Stalinist “thaw’ in order to rehabilitate their national and political
traditions and their proscribed or destroyed national leaders of
the past. This provoked resistance on the part of Moscow. But
where the historical past of the Russian people has been concerned,
the official communist historiography has introduced into the Pan-
theon of Russian national herces also the leaders of the Czarist

(*About the Further Perfecting of the Organization of the Administration of
Industry and Conatruction of the Ukrainian 88SR").
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period, including numerous representatives of aggressive great Rus-
sian chauvinism, Other criteria, however, are applied to the non-
Russians.

This double standard is also evident in Gafurov's writing in
his appraisal of the same phenomena. While opposing the national
liberation movements of the non-Russian nations of Soviet Asia,
at the same time he supports and even calls patriotic the very same
movements of the Asian peoples outside the USSR, if these move-
menta are directed againat the West. Gafurov simply says:

But the activities of patriot-nationalists in the countries of the East are

progresslve, inasmuch as they conduct a struggle against imperialism and for
pasurance of the political and economie independence of their countries...

(2) Fyrther disquietude in the Kremlin ig provoked by the at-
tempts of the cultural elite of the non-Russian peoples to address
themselves to the sources of Western culture. On the other hand,
Moscow wants to compel them to lean only en the Russian culture.
The official organ of the Soviet government, Izvestia, recently printed
an article by E. Vuchetich, a full-fledged member of the Academy
of Arts,® in which he writes with indignation:

Echoes of reviglonist tendencles were to be heard at the conference of
young artists of the Trangcaucasus which recently convened there. Byelorusaian
artist Stelmashanok, who participated in the conference as a guest, “announced”
that we had been singing too long in one voice only and that he does not want
to be a Suzykov, but instead wants to be a Van Gogh [Suzykov 18 one of the
leaders of the Union of Soviet Writers—M. P.]. . Similar “philogophles” were

uttered in other speeches. For instance, M. Talakvadze said that he doea not
want to learn only from the Russians, but from the French ag well,

(3) Accentuated in the resistance of the non-Russians against
Russian centralism is their struggle against forcible Russification.
About the extent of this Russification Adlai Stevenson writes that
in Central Asia, where five non-Russian republics officially exist,
“the Russians try hard to preserve the fiction of national independ-
ence, while rapidly Russianizing the languages and everything.
Russia is conducting the same policy with respect to the non-Rus-
sian peoples in the European part of the USSR. Understandably, thia
provokes resistance, which in turn evokes repercussions sbroad.

The review Kommunist for September, 1958 printed an article
by I Razzakov, secretary of the Central Committee of the Com-
munist Party of the Kirghiz Soviet Socialist Republic,® in which
we read:

B O khudozhestvennoy krytyke. Zametki skulptora. {On Artistic Critleism.
Remarks of a Sculptor”}, Izvestia, October 22, 1958, p. 3-4.
# I, Razzakov; Leninskaiz natsionainaia politika { druzhba narodov (“Lenin-
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In this book pertaining to security gquestions of the United States of
America, to which we referred before [the reference 18 made hers to the survey
published by the Senate Internal Security Subcommittes under Senator James
©. Eastland—M. P.], a savage statement is made that the Soviet governtnent
is endeavoring to Mquidate the various national cultures, that it allegedly impedes
the development of the Turkic Hterature and that it assures s privileged status
for the Russlan language.

Thus, the knowledge of the Wesatern world about the Russifica-
tion of the non-Russian peoples of the USSR also makes Moscow

apprehensive and uncertain.

I

How does the Kremlin counteract the liberation struggle of
the enslaved nations and the repercussions which this struggle has
in the free world?

Ag far as the West is concerned, especially the United States,
Great Britain and France, Moscow systematically is accusing them
of colonialism and the enslavement of the peoples of Asia and
Africa, and, in addition, ascribes to them hostile and aggressive
designs with respect to the peoples of the USSR. As far ag the non-
Russian nations themselves and their liberation struggle are con-
cerned, the Kremlin seeks to suppress them by terror on the one
hand, and counteracts it on the other hand by sporadic concessions
and through psychological warfare, The purpose of this psycho-
logical warfare is quite simple: to convince the non-Russian peoples
that they allegedly enjoy in the USSR all the prerogatives of free
development, that they have their “sovereign” states, and that, in
comparison with these attainments, the West generally does not
even recognize their national aspirations. In such circumstances,
the Moscow propaganda asserts, the liberation struggle of the non-
Russian peoples has no perspective at all, and therefore it would be
far better to come to an understanding with the Kremlin,

These tendencies of the Russian nationality policy are especially
evident in the case of Ukraine.

Ukraine has always been the nation in which the leaders of the
Soviet empire met the greatest difficulties. In 1917-20 the Ukrainian
National Republic (UNR) waged a gallant and determined war
against the aggression of Communist Moscow. In the 1920’s, after
the fall of the Ukrainian National Republic, the resistance in U-
kraine continued in the political, economic and cultural domains.

ist Ns;tioana.lity Policy and Friendship of the Peoples”), Kommunist, Sept. 1958,
- PP. -48.
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It is a signal fact that the independence of Ukraine was demanded
not only by the national democratic forces, but by the local Com-
munists as well, The Ukrainian peasantry put up a tremendous
resistance to forced collectivization; in retaliation Moscow organized
an artificial famine in 1932-33 which resulted in at least five million
deaths from hunger and starvation. At that time thousands of the
Ukrainian intelligentsia and cultural leaders were also destroyed.
At the beginning of the German-Soviet war in 1941, Ukrainian
soldiers in the Red Army constituted the largest percentage of those
deserting to the German lines, inasmuch as they refused to defend
the Soviet empire, Simultaneously the Ukrainian nationalist forces
organized a nation-wide underground resistance movement against
the German occupants, The Ukrainian Insurgent Army (UPA),
which was created at that time, continued the liberation struggle
against the Bolsheviks until the first half of the 1950's.

In these circumstances it was not accidental that Khrushchev
ghould confirm at the XXth congress of the Communist Party of
the USSR that Stalin had planned to deport all the Ukrainians from
Ukraine in order to break their resistance, but failed in achieving
this goal simply because there were too many Ukrainians. With this
statement, both Stalin and Khrushchev confirmed that the objective
strength of the Ukrainian nation comprises the principal difficulty
in the Ukrainian policy of Moscow. These objective elements of the
strength of Ukraine are ita territory, the size of its population, its
economy, the present social structure and its spiritual and political
resistance.

Ukraine now embraces a total of 601,000 square kilometers of
territory; thus after Russia it is the largest state in Europe. In
Ukraine live about 42 million pecple.’® True, these figures are not
absolute indicators of the strength of the Ukrainian nation. Ac-
cording to Bolshaye Sovietskaye Encyclopedie (edition of 1956,
Vol. 44, p. 74) in the Ukrainian SSR the Ukrainians constitute only
75 per cent of the population. But in the USSR and outside the
Ukrainian SSR live about 10 million Ukrainians. Inasmuch as they
are dispersed throughout the entire territory of the USSR, however,
they do not possess the rights of a minority.

Ukraine is above all a leading economic force in the Soviet
Union. It produces half of all the pig iron of the USSR, 38.5 per

10 The population of Ukraine, according to the Narodus hospodarstvo
Ukrainiskoi RSR (The National Economy of the Ukrainlan SSR), Klev, 1857,
p. 7 and 11, was 40.6 million people in 1958. But in May, 1954, First Secretary
of the Communist Party of Ukralne, A. I. Kirichenko, declared that Ukraine
had over 42 milllon people, cf. Radyanska Ukraing, May 23, 1954, p. 3.
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cent of the steel, 40 per cent of the rolling mill steel, more than half
of the iron ore and a third of the entire coal output of the USSR,
It produces over one-fifth of the entire wheat output, two-thirds of
the sugar beets and one-fourth of the milk and meat. Ukraine
produces as much pig iron as France and Belgium combined; its
steel production is bigger than that of Belgium, Austria, Italy and
Sweden combined. "

Ukraine today is a nation of modern social structure. In 1956
in Ukraine 24.6 million or 60.7 per cent of the population was rural,
with 15.9 million or 39.3 per cent urban. This is a great advance in
comparison with 1913, when 80.7 per cent of the inhabitants of
Ukraine lived in villages. Furthermore, in 1955 there were 8.7 million
workers and officials, 414,000 specialists with university or middle
school education (not including armed forces personnel), 96,800
engineers and 58,700 doctors. In 1955-56 in the higher schools of
Ukraine were registered 225,000 students; adding these to the num-
ber taking correspondence courses gave a total of 325,000 high
school studenta,!?

But the most important element of the strength of the Ukrain-
ian people is the desire for their independence. As mentioned before,
the underground struggle was waged until the firgt half of the 50's
by resistance means which often had repercussions in the Sovict
press and which elicited official appeals of the government to the
insurgents to surrender their arms, In 1956 petitions reached the
United Nations which were written a year previously by Ukrainian
political prisoners in Soviet concentration camps. The petitions
demanded full statehood and independence for Ukraine.

Under present-day conditions the liberation struggle of the U-
krainian people is conducted by lawful means in the various fields of
social life, culture and economics, in the state and the party ap-
paratuses, in the area of religion, and the like. The immediate ob-
jective of this struggle is to secure more rights for Ukraine within
the framework of the existing reality and to combat the systematic
Russification. But the ultimate aim ig liberation from the communist
dictatorship and national independence of Ukraine.

Here are some phasea of this struggle:

i Nozustrich XXI-omu zyizdovi EPRS (‘Towards the XXTIst Congresa of
the Communiat Party of the Soviet Unlon"”), KEomunist Ukrainy, No. 10, October
1958, pp. §8-99.

1z Narodne Hospodarstve Ukrainskoyi RSR  (National Beconomy of the
Ukrainian B3R), Kiev, 1957, pp. 7, 385, 388.
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