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BDITOB'S NOTB: TAis year UkroiniGna tAe tDOTld over �re
obaen1iftg tAe. B50tA oftftweraary 0/1fETllAN IWft MaeptJ'a rue

agaiMt BuaiG and Ais alliance witA Jriftg CAorlea XII of 8toeden.
TAerelore, to mGrk tAis importoftt AiBtoricGl event, TIm UKRAIN-
IAN QuARTERLY is privileged to priftt aeveral orticZea Oft MaepG

by author. who are Imo1DtI to be apeciaJiata Oft tAis aubject.

THE KHRUSHCHEV VISIT

Bditorial

At this stage after the visit of Kbruabcbev to this country,
it is clearly not enough for those who opposed and protested the
invitation to fall back on the validity of their original arguments.
AJJ an eumple, the Ukrainian Congress Committee of America W88

one of the first national organizations to speak out against the in-
vitation. At this point it has no cause to retract any of the argu-
ments it advanced in opposition to the visit. On the contrary, the
events that have and are taking place cODfirm further the sound-
ness of its position. However, in analyticaUy reconstructing the
major events pertaining to this outstanding episode in our foreign
poUcy, it is far more necessary to arrive at the meaning of all this
in order to be prepared for the future.

Kbruabcbev's performance bere obviously bas in no way altered
the stubborn facts of bis long record of political criminality. Even
before he arrived bere, part of this record was being assembled
througb Congressional sources.' It is important to observe, however,
that a few Americans are disposed to exonerate him of these crimes.
Speaking before the Congress of Cultural Freedom in Basle, George
F. Kennan beld that Khrushchev \"occupied a prominent place\"
among those wbo felt ashamed and humiliated by the bnltaUties of
Stalin. In his paper Kel1D&D emphasized that Killer K's so-ea1led
liberalization has \"gone so far as to represent a highly sip.i4cant
departure from Stalinism and an essential alteration of the nature
of the regime.\" · Tbe objective American reader need only read the

1'\"Tbe ertm.. of KbruUcIae9,\" PaN 1 . I, CommItt. em UB-AlDed..
Act1viU-. wublqtoD. D. c., 1811.

.\"staIIDa.m Ja Held to Appall PremIer,\" t'1Ie NtItII Forie 2'tmee, 8eptaaa-
bel' 22, 1811.
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finIt two papers of the quoted CongresaioDal study to Bee bow

mi8erably wrong and mieled KeDDU1 Ie. This would be exceediDgly
proltable for those wbo follow KeDDlD's utterances aDd writiDp
with a COD8picuoua unawareness of his UDcumy record of COIUIisteDt
error. ODe may well ask bow many othen in this country arriYed
at like miDd as a result of the Kbru8hchev vi8it! The deptba of
D8ivete are weD nigb abyamaJ..

Tbe UkraiDian Congreas Committee BtreI8ed also the clu8ica1
waning ##Timeo DafUJOlJ et donG ferentu\" ('1: fear the Greeks even

bearing gifts\"). This wu done not only because of familiar commu-

nist duplicity and the loag string of broken promises and treaties
by the RU88ian Communists but also because of our knowledge of
traditioaal RU88ian diplomatic and political teclmiquea. The peace
and friendabip (''KBp B ,ltpyadSa!\") aalute baa for centuries been
a deceitful teclmique employed by the imperialist Czan. From Ivaa
the Terrible's times to the preeent this verbal overture preceded in
time the conque&t of non-RU88iaD land8 piece by piece and the only
frieDd8bip left wu with 8lavery. The ADen-Bradley Company In
Milwaukee, Wi-ennlrin performed a tremendous public .nice In
tbJa respect. Its full-page advertisement in papel'll throughout the
country highligbted the abeer deceit of the RWI8i.aD peace and
friendabip 81ogan.' The tweDty-two captive natioDS Usted in the
ad provide the measure of Rulaian peace and friendabip.

Amoag other tbiDp, we brought out, too, that from the Ru-
sian viewpoiDt the vi8it iteeJf was a cold war weapon; that we should
not have submitted to Moscow's Berlin threat by extendiDg the in-
vitation; that In the loag nm the viait would not relax temdoDS but
actually form the base for further Free World defeau In the cold
war; and that we should maiDtaiD a BtroDg aDd firm moral, poUtical,
and military position In our dealiDgs with Moscow. The fear of
....ble bot war is also a standard RU88Ian political we&poa in the
cold war. Kbruabchev ased it 10 effectively that many In tb.I8
country behaved aa thougb the lasue was one of an invitation
or war!

The plaID fact is that by virtue of both traditioDal baekgrouDd
and the numerous eerious wealmeues In the present CommUDist
empire, Moecow is least ready to engage in any global conflict. Its
nuclear preteDaloDS cumot eUmlDate these fundamental factoi'll. The
prime war that imperialist RU88Ia baa always waged is the propa-
pDda aDd p8)'chological type of war. ADd we acne entirely with

'.'Ibp . �!\". CIafoa,o DaGtI \".......... September '. 1_.
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SeDator TbOlD88 J. Dodd, the brilliaDt legia1ator from Coanecticut,
when with reference to the visitor, he said, '-I thiDk be baa achieved

a IlULMive propapnda victory througbout the world.\" One of the

wa)'ll by which Moscow achieved this victory Is suggested by the

prtlfHllJ report of September U: umi1liona upon millions of Amed-

CUUI gave Khrushchev a joyous welcome.\" Evidently the visit failed

aI80 to cbaDge the color of the dealel'8 in untruth.
The current wait-and-see attitude should not deter us from

a rational ass-ent of the visit at this time. Doubtlessly, the

effecta and ramiJicatiODS of the visit wiD bave to be carefully traced
in the future. But there is enough evidence at present time to demon-
strate what these effects and ramificatiODS are Ukely to be, should
we continue our present course. A sober look at this evidence may
be IIIdBcient to divert us from this course. To evaluate this evidence

properly and BOundly requires a division of this whole problem into
the foDowing pbues: (1) background, (2) Kbrusbchev's re&8Ons

for the visit, (3) our publicized reasons, (4:) salient features of the

vi8it, and (5) the future. This Is the ODly way by which ODe caD

methodically and syBtematically ..... tbia epblode.

BACKGROUND TO THE VISIT

It would be foolhardy to view the invitation and visit out of
the contst of the past two yeU'B. Khrushchev'. arrival bere was

the culmination of an effort initiated two Ye&l'll ago. It repre&eDta
the fndtful product of the efforts made by Ambassador Men8blkov
and the subsequent iDroad8 cultivated by Mikoyan and Kozlov.
Regardless of the arguments offered pro and COD the vi8it, the
.triJd.Dg fact 18 that Moscow's Btated objective was succeBBfully
realized with the invitation extended to Kbrusbcbev. With an U8i8t
from the Berlin threat, the extended invitation cODBtituted a cold
war victory for Mo8cow. ThIs fact ODe C&DDOt argue away. ADd
the objective was accompUabed without really giving anythiDg in
retum. Sipiftcantly, It was accomplished shortly after the death
of Secretary of State John Foster DuDes.

There can be DO doubt that bad Dullea lived, DO such invitation
would baft been Issued. The forces which BOUght to oust Dullea
a year lap, acquired the ally of death and WOD their fIrBt major
battle in the invitatloa. The rather 1111__ statement i81ued by the
GovenaOl'll wbo retunaed from the Soviet Union served to belp
thMe fon:ea.. Amoq other tbIDp the 8tatemeDt aVerB that \"We

. \"Tat of tile ao�enlGn' Report em SovIet Vlldt.\" 2'1N NIM For1c n..t.
Au.- 1. 1111.
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saw no indication that the Soviet people entertain any desire to

abandon their system of government and economy, any more than
our people intend to abandon their basic belief..\" Did the supposedly
realistic Govemol'8 expect an invitation to a rebellion on their three-
week BOjOurn? Indicating how little they understand the Soviet
Union, America's ofIcial travelel'8 state further that meaDS must
be devised \"for the people of these two major nations to understand
each other better in order to acbieve permanent world peace.\"
The statement reiterates the half-truth of \"two natioDS\" and con-

clusively shows the complete misuDderstandiDg of our traveling
ofBcials as concerns the nature and composition of the Soviet Union.
Yet, despite this gross unfamiliarity with the most elementary and
eaential facls, the Governol'8 urged the President to invite Khru-
shchev here.

With some knowledge the Governors could have come to under-
stand that the Soviet Union is as much a \"nation\" as the United
States is an \"empire.\" Actually the reverse is true. Essentials
regarding the Soviet Union were Bent by the chairman of the
Ukrainian Congress Committee to each of the Govemol'8 planning
to make the tour. By their action it is evident that they failed to

profit from the elementary material Bent to them at the beginning
of June. Later, we learn from Governor Luther H. Hodges of
North Carolina, one of the nine who made the tour, that they
received a poor briefing from the State Department. Referring to
their Russian hosts, he said, \"We just weren't as weD prepared as

they were.'\" A three hour briefing is hardly sufBcient for the mi88ion
they mapped out for themselvea. But the disturbing note here Ie
that operating from scarce knowledge in this field, the Governol'8
nevertbeleu lent their powerful influence before the invitation was

extended.
It is hoped that the Governors and countless others in this

country may have profited from the furore created by the Captive
Nations Week Resolution.' Tbe passage of this Resolution by the
Congress was undoubtedly an unexpected intrusion for the planners
of the Khrushchev invitation. It couldn't have come at a better time.
People throughout the country learned from it that the majority
of captive nations Ie within the Soviet Union Itself. The contrast of
thought between the Resolution and the Governors' statement Ie 80

etrildng in contradiction that widespread di8CUl8ion was inevitable.

. ''Soda- &core. U.8.... n.e NfItJI Yorlc fttJNe. September 22. 11118.
'Tbe .tory of the CaptIve NaUGDI Week a.oluUOD appean OD p. _

of tbIa ..... of fte I71craWM�.
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Tbe contents of the Resolution were used to argue against the
Khrushcbev visit, and in his article in the Foreign AffGira journal,
Khrushchev himself showed his concern over growing American
interest in the captive nations within the Soviet Union. With solid

thought and reason, a good portion of the American populace ex-

pressed itself against the invitation by writing to the White House.

It was an open secret in Washington that the overwbelming per-
centage of this mail was against the invitation. This mounted until
the President was forced to appear on TV on the very eve of Kbn1-
shcbev's visit to explain the decision that was taken. In the con-

venient context of a report of his European tour, the President spent
most of his time on the invitation and ideas and ideals associated
with our Declaration of Independence. \"FeDow AmeriC&D8,\" be said,
\"we venerate more widely than any other document, except only the
Bible, the American Declaration of Independence.\" T This opposition
to the invitation augurs weD for the future.

KHRUSHCHEV'S REAsoNS FOR THE VISIT

To bave waged a campaign for this mediate objective for two

years naturally suggests some powerful reasons underlying Khru-
shcbev's motivation. The reasons for KhnlSbcbev's burning desire
to come bere are not mattera of mere speculation. Some of them
appeared as part of his camPaign these past two years, particularly
after the aputftik shot. Reduced to their most essential forms, the
reasons are five in number.

First, Khrusbchev is stiD in the process of building up his own

personal prestige both within the empire and in Russia proper. The
invitation carried all the attributes of personal prestige, legitimacy,
and respectability. Througb it and as a result of the visit he wiD
further entrench himself in Kremlin power and prove to be more

acceptable to the more intellectual layera of the Russian power
hierarcby. Second, this step toward \"normalization\" of relations was

aimed at a summit meeting where Khrushcbev will press for some-

thing tantamount to a Free World acquiescence to his empire. The
captive nations are to be forgotten on the premJsa.l sands of \"peace-
ful coexistence\" and \"non-interference in the intemal dain of
othera.\" Objectively speaking, this reason represents a cardinal point
in Russian Communist strategy and tactica. AWed to this is the third
reason, namely America's abandonment of ita own driving moral
and political forces. The top-ranking commentator, David Lawrence,

T \"a.ahower Text,\" TM .WIII\"\" Bt.r, w� D.C., Sept. 11, 11M.
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wrote a penetrating article on thil point before Kbr'WIbcbev'1 ar-

rival here.'
Another reuon was to push further on Mikoyan'l plea for

trade. Tbe opportunity to acquire certain neceasary producer's goods
here in order to realize some of his promises in the present Seven-
Year Plan was uppermost in this regard. An appeal to thoee deceived

by the groundle&8 thesi8 of ''understanding and amity through trade\"
was to do the trick. In addition, the reason to drive home the spuri-
ous parity of the Soviet Union with the United States also accounted
for Kbr'WIbcbev'1 penchant desire to come here. The two are not

structurally or functionaDy comparable, but Czar Nikita was not
to be outdone by previous Czars on the play of bid and blU8ter,
especiaDy when he mows that most AmeriC&D8 still lack an &It-
preciative mowledge of the Soviet Union. Related to his actual
behavior here, these reasons are exceptionally weD founded.

u. S. REAsoNS FOR VISIT

The reasoDS o1rered by the Administration for the invitation
scarcely match the power of objective and direct intent found In
Moscow'l re&8OD8. We were supposed to have two aims: (1) to

permit KhnIIIbchev to witDe88 direetly the material and spiritual
power of America and (2) to dord occasions for an excbaDge of
views and ideas. BebiDd the stated aims stalks the failure of the
Geneva Conference with an awesome indication of a deep fear of
war. Kb.nI8hcbev, as it turned out, seized upon this fear to the tun.

Now, plainly, we would be quite naive to believe that Kbr'WIbchev
didn't already understand what the U.S. represents and p.a.!l!fHl
Indeed, it hardly took RUllllian espionage and information sources

long to understand what and where our atomic and mi8Bi1e secrets
were. Moreover, if he mould have had the opportunity to observe
what he doubtle&8ly has already seen from the thousands of publica-
tiODl purchased by Moscow, it would be WU80ry to think that the
experience would reaDy relieve basic pressures in Berlin, the Middle
East, Laoe, India, Africa, and even in the United State&. Surely,
the international network of RUllllian Communism hasn't come to a

stop or even met with momentary 8UJ'Ce88e.

As to the rationalization regarding an exchange of views and
ideas, a summary of the chief features of his visit il adequate to
prove the paucity of thil aDeged &econd aim. It wiD prove also

· \"lDarwIbcbeY'. Real Game,\" 2'Jae BtHM\"\" B'.r, WubIDctoD. D.C., Sep-
tember It, IIU.
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that KbruIIbchev W88 fully motivated by the essential reUOD8 given
earlier. To the last anaIysia it will show that Moecow gained by the
vi8it wbUe we continue to loee ground in the permanent cold war.

SALIENT FEATOBIIJ OJ' THE Vmrr

When one sets aside much of the cba1f from the grain of the
visit, the net result does not make a pretty picture. In Waabington,
at the NatioD&l PreIs Club and in the chambers of the SeDate

Foreign Re1atiOD8 Committee, in New York, Los Angeles, San
Francisco and elsewbere, KbruIIbcbev clearly demonstrated that he
wasn't interested in any ezcbange of ideas. He brusquely avoided
answering the most basic of questioDS and boorisbly surged forward
with his almoet ludicrous propaganda. The t.raDScript of the union
dinner in San Francisco makes for choice reading. The upshot of
that meeting, 88 Walter Reuther put it, was that Kbruabchev ac-

cused the seven labor leaders of \"peddling Mr. Dulles' line and
then be began to abUle ..\". He must have gone far to abuse one

of these toughened leaders.
KbruIIbcbev's bebavior certainly scotcbed the idea-acbange

aim. It was evident from the very start that be was intent upon
puabing his own propaganda and ferreting the spots of weakness
In our Dation. Througbout the trip be concentrated on war and
peace and also th,. competitive struggle between capitalism and
socialism. On the ftrst, be certainly frigbtened quite a number of
AmeriC&D8 wbo almoet reached the point of kindness for the vi8itor
or war. The second is a completely ActitiOUB i88ue and not novel
at that. The struggle is not between capitaUsm and so-called 8OCial-
ism, but one between freedom and totalitarian slavery. Nlkita did
everything possible to deflect our attention from the real iaue.
Up to the very last, wben be made his TV appearance, be showed
nothing but contempt for the Intelligence and understanding of the
American people. At the same time be played up to their emotloD8
concerning the family, peace, and even God. A month before Mlko-
yan gave us an Inkling Into this theatric wben be urged AmeriC&DII
to pray for the BUCce&8 of the vi8it.10

Besides theee UDtrutba, balf-trutba, aDd miuilftw threats, the
wboleeale dieannament propoea1 made by KbruIIbchev in the U. N.
was a colO88al boax. Those wbo urged that it be given serious study
and attention BUI'ely must bave over-ateDded their courtesy gesture.

. 'om.put. at UDiOD Dbmer Re9I...... fte WuAfllgtOll Poft, Septem-
ber 22, 1811.

10 UKlkoyaa Urpe Prayer.\" fte NeVJ 1\"or� n... AUI'Ut 80. 1811.
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The French MiDiater of Foreign AffairB, :Maurice Couve de Murville,
ably showed in his U. N. address that dJsarmament plans are

meaniDgleu without a foundation of trust. Decades indeed, cen-

turies--of experience with conspiratorial Russians erode the very
meaning of the term. In the present situation, logic itself demon-
strates the hoax of Khruabchev's proposal. Arms are only a symptom
of basic i88ues. Where for years now negotiatioDS have failed on

partial dJsarmament, how in common sense could we expect total
dJsarmament? The RU88ian aim Is to keep us talking wblle they
proceed with their undercover work for world domination. The

length such talks would take Is suggested by the definitioDS that
would have to be arrived at in relation to internal security forces.
Such forces are armies in themselves within the various sectors of
the Communist Empire. Moscow's other aim in this respect is one

of long-term deflection, preoccupying our efforts in these fruitless
channels at the cost of doing what should be done in the cold war.

The proud manner in whicb Kbrusbchev approacbed our busi-
ness circles was revealed at the last Washington dinner. General
David SarnO« of RCA declared: \"He's interested in peace at no

price--on his terms.\" l' In the area of trade as well as in politics,
the RU88ian dictator maintained this position. Those wbo are

familiar with the Moscow scene aDticipated much of this: those
who are not, doubtlessly gulped a good deal of the propaganda and
Bhowm&D8bip displayed. \"He's reaDy a nice fellow,\" \"He appears
to be a good. family man,\" \"I don't believe aD he dishes out, but a

good deal of what be says must be true\" are just some of the
common statements one heard. They measure the propaganda in-
roads made by the visitor.

WHAT 'l'REY'LL Do: WHAT WE MUST Do

Agreement on the removal of the Berb threat was hailed by
some as a concrete result of the Ike-Nik talks. To view it in this
light suggests wealmess. The Berlin threat bas not been removed as

such; the time elements for its resolution was vaguely agreed upon.
Moreover, in the total picture of the visit this point appears almost
iDcideDtal. What Is of e8&eI1ce is the cold war exploitation of this
vi8it by Moscow. ADd the Kremlin Is already showing the way it
I18eks to exploit it.

One, while Kbrusbchev ccmtiDues to poee as a �maker,
Koeccnr's puppeta ID Europe aDd AsIa wU1 � on the friDpe of

l' ''U.S.-8ovIet Leaden OpeD Parley In aD Atma.pbere of 1'rI-.n1�.\"
2'1Ie WcuMlgfoII P_, September _, 1111.
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the Free World. The notion of a China-USSR split is a planted il-
lusion. There is no evidence to indicate that Moscow and Peiping
are prepared to enter a mutual suicide pact. Two, continued U.S.

support of firm allies will be viewed as our disinclination to cease

the cold war. On this basis Moscow bas already scored us for sup'
porting Turkey in the U. N. and also for bolding the CENTO ses-

sion in Washington. Three, Moscow wiD continue no jamming of our

VOA broadcasts so long as we really bave nothing significant to

say, a sort of self-neutralization. Fourth, it will further propagandize
among the captive natioDS and the underdeveloped countries \"the
American triumpb of Mr. Peace\" and release captions sucb as this,
\"MillioDS of Americans Learning Truth for First Time.\" And fifth,
by this clever maneuver in the cold war Moscow will even attempt
to denigrate its opponents with assists from unwary Americans. In
his bome-coming Moscow speecb, Khrushchev boldly stated: \"These
forces should be exposed, they must be shown to the world, publicly
whipped, they must be subjected to the torments of Hades.\" 11

These courses of action set by Moscow for the near future
can be met effectively by us. With emphasis placed on \"deeds not
words\" we can convert the invitation and visit to beneficial long-run
account. The expected summit meeting must have an agenda cover-

ing the real basic issues, chiefly the captive natioDS. Systematic
pressure must be applied for a marked expansion of the cultural
exchange program on pain of curtailing it entirely. But the great,
new dimension of our foreign policy and international interest is
the majority non-RU88ian natioDS in the Soviet Union. Since the
passage of the Captive NatioDS Week Resolution, American interest
in these natioDS has soared. By aU means, let us understand the
Russians; but also, and more BO, let us begin to understand the
non-Russian natioDS in the USSR. Even Khrushchev sensed this
delicate point when be was here.

12 \"Report by Khn1ahchev In M08COW . . .... Tile NtM York Time.. Se�
tember 28. 19U.



THE CAPTIVE NATIONS WEEK RESOLUTION

By LI:'f E. DoIIJDANID[y

The Captive NatioDS Week ReIIOlution, pused by the United
States Congreaa last July, Is DOW a vibnDt part of liviDg history.
Its impact on intel'Dational events was UllJldstakably shown by the
reaction it produced in Moecow. Many were taken by surprise with
this reaction, others viewed it aa the ezpected. The ResolutioD and the
Presidential Proc1amatioD which is bued upon it were immediately
subjected to all sorta of aDaly&e8. Some beld they were \"bad;\" a

number favored them but coDtended that the timiDg W88 poor; and
many hailed the event in every respect. Most commentators, a.nalysta,
and newsmen in this COUDtry never really grasped the full meaDing
and sipi8cance of these documents. Worse still, a Dumber of them
in their typical haste garbled up the facts leading to the passage
of the Resolution.

In the judgment of this writer the world baa not heard the last
of these documents. Their deep importance Is yet to be revealed In
thougbt and action. Their influence will stin be felt in many quartera
of the world Vellted in them are �biUtie8 and proepecta which
time itself will unravel aDd cause to be realized. PartIcularly here
in the UDited States the poteDtial developments suggested by the
contents of these documents are so immeue aDd promising that at
this time a methodical ezpo&ition of all upects IIIIn'OUDdlDg thi8
nbject is clearly DeCe888I'Y. Beeause of its bistorical bearing, the
subject deserves close documentation and study. An �.lnin.tion of
the documents themselves, a de8cription of the backgrouDd to their
realizatiOD, a ByBtematic review of the chief events produced by
them, and a brief &D&lyaia of the subject with an eye to its futural
alpUicaDce would be iD order in uy such study.

PuBLIc LAw .90 AND TBB RaoLUTION

To appreciate the total me.nl�r of the ReIIOlution, it is obvI01lllly
. aitIe qua tIDII for one to read every clau8e iD It. Unfortunately, too
JDaDY who were quick to commeDt OD it, failed to meet this requbdte.
Their cOlnlneDta plaiDly showed tbi& The ResolutioD Is BOW PubUc
Law.90t a law of the Laad. It reads .. fonowa:
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\"JIP\"Mr8u the p.tD_ of the UDlted 8tatM .. ID Iarp part attrtbutable to Ita
bavlDe .... able, throup the democraUc proceu, to achieve a barmoDIou
aUODal UDlty of Ita people, eYeD thoup they ... from the maBt dlvene
of radaI, reUslOWI &ad etbnIc backpoUDU; aDd
� tb.Ia barmoDioWi UDlacaUOD of the dlvene elementa of our free lIOCIety

baa led tile people of the UDited Stata to ...... a warm UDdentandIDC ad
.ympatby for the uplraUoDa of peopl.. everywhere aDd to recogDIM the
D&tural Interdependency of the peop'\" and DaUo\" of the world; and

W..... the ......vemeDt of a nblltanUaJ part of the world'. populaUoa. by
CommUD1R ImpertaUma malt.. . mockery of the Idea of peaceful coexI8teDc:e
between DaUOU and co...ututes a detriment to the Datura! boDds of UDde....
........ between the people of the UDited State. ad other peopl_; &ad

WMnJcu ac:e 1118 the Imperlall8t1c and anre-ive poUcia of RuuIaD com-

mUDlmi have resulted In the creaUon of a vut empire which poII8II . din
threat to IllCUltty of tile United states ud of all the free peopl_ of the
world; &ad

W'1aerea the Imperla1l8tlc poUct.. of Comm1lJ\\l8t Ruuta have led through direct
uu:I IAdlreet aggnuion. to the nbJugaUon of the naUonal Independence of
PolaDd, RUJIIVY, Lithuania, UkraIne, CzechoelovaJda, Latvia. EIItcmIa, WhIte
Ruthenla, Rumania. East Gennany, Bulgaria, mainland ChIna, Armenia.
AzerbaiJan, Georgia. North Korea. A1baD1a, ldel-Unl, TIbet. Coua�kIa.
Turk88taD, North Vietnam, &ad othen; and

1VHreu theM nbmerged naUo.. look to the UDited State., .. the citadel of
bUIIUUI freedom, for leadenhlp In bringing about their Uberation aDd IDdepend-
eDCe UId ID rMto....... to them the eDJoyment of their ChrI8Uan, JewI8h, MoeIem,
Bud� or other reUgioWi h'eedoDUl, and of their Indlvtdual UberU..; ud

1neT... It .. vital to the naUonal IleeUrity of the United Statu that the d......
for Uberty &ad lDdependenc:e OD the part of the peopl.. of theN conquered
DaUOU lIbould be ....,..uy kept alive; ud

'WJaereaa the deldre for Uberty ud Independence by tile overwhelming majority
of the people of theBe nbmerged natio_ coMtitute. a powerful deternat
to war and ODe of the b88t bopee for a jU8t uu:I 1ut1ng peace; and

Wlaer... It .. StUng that we clearly mamfut to neb people through u ap-
propriate and o8IcIaI meana the historic fact that the people of the UDitecl
State. ....re with them their uptrations for the recovery of their freedom
aDd Independenc:e; Now, therefore, be It

BNOIved � tAe BflfltJle fItId Boue 01 Repr.....'.,tvea 01 ,Ae u,,\"'\" B'.'.. 01
Amerfcg '\" COfI!JTfJN .......bIed, That the Pr.tdent of the UDited State. ..
authorized and !'equated to luue a proclamaUon deldgnaUng the third week
In July 1151 .. \"Captive NaUons Week\" and IDvt� the people of the United
States to ob8erve ncb week with appropriate ceremonl.. and acUvtU... The
PrelddeDt .. further authorized and requMted to luue a 8ImIlar proclamation
.cb year unW ncb Ume .. freedom and IDdepuadenc:e Mall bave been
achieved for all the captive DaUo\" of the world.

Since it was this writer who subetantively provided aDd wrote
these claWle8, in addition to the basic ideas of the Resolution itself,
be regards the following as the easent1al Ideas of the measure:

(1) the uDity-in-divenlity nature of our own Nation, (2) the farce
of peaceful comd8teDce of nations with aD aisting Iron Curtain,
(3) the belated recognitiOD of the majority of the captive natiODa
iD the Soviet Union, (4) the aW&l'8De88 of RUll8iaD CommUlli8t Im-
perialiIIID and coloDiali8m Bince 1918, and (5) the buic, determining
poBition of the captive natiOllll in our world-wide strategy agaiDBt
IIaecow's cold war threat. Theile are the e81eDtIal political views In
the Re8olUtiOD which are iD complete accord with bi8tory aDd provide
fuDdameDtaI guidelines for AmeriC&D foreign policy. In order to
iDterpret accurately the reuoaa for Mr. Kbruabchev's outburllta



208 Tile UlmliftiGft Quarterly

against the Resolution, one must first comprehend percepti\\'ely the

meaning of these ideas. Nikita the SanguiDe, more than anyone else,
fuUy and instinctively understood the pointedness of truth in the
Resolution and responded accordingly. It not only cUsturbed his
preeent plans of political-psychological ruse for the American people
but also frightened him with its possibilities in the cold war whicb
he h88 absolutely no intention of ending. For him to end the cold
war is like taking a motor out of a car and exPeCting it to operate.

These fundamental ide88 must be bome in mind if any BOund

analysis is to be made of the ResolutiOD. Before one embarks on

this analysis, he should draw certain evident comparative observa-
tions between the Congressional ResolutiOD and the ensuing Presi-
dential Proclamation. The Proclamation that W88 i88Ued by Presi-
dent Eisenhower contains the following:

WAereq many natlolLl throughout the world bave been made capUVfI by the
bnperlall8tlc and aggreuive poUet.. of Soviet commUDl8m; ad

WMreoa the peoples of the Soviet.(tomlnated DatlolLl bave been deprived of their
nationallDdependence and their individual Uberties; and

W7Nreoa the ettlzelLl of the United Statu are lIDked by bond8 of family and
principle to thoee who love freedom and julltlee on every continent; and

W_eu It II appropriate and proper to rnaDifeet to the peopl.. of the captive
natlolLl the npport of the government and the people of the United Statu
of America for their jult upiratioDl for freedom and Datlonal tnclepend-
enee; and

'IV\"...... by a join reeolutlon approved July 11, 1859, the Congreu baI authorlMd
and requelted the President of the United Statel of America to lllue a
Proclamation d_snatInC the 3rd week In July 1159 .. \"Captive MatlolLl
Week\" and to luue a Idm11ar proclamation each year UDW IUch time ..
freedom and independence IhaIl bave been achieved for all the captive Da-
tlone of the world:

NOtIJ, '1uJre/Of\"e, I, l>fDj,,'\" D. BUeIIM1Der, PreftIftf 01 'M U.U'\" \"fIt_ 01
Amenc., do 1uJrebJf Wjt1fl4te 'M tHe\" .........\" I.\" 19, 1Ht, .. 0..''''-
N.,... Wee\".

I invite the people of the Ua1ted Statu of America to obeerve IUch week with
appropriate ceremonies and activities and urp them to RUdy the pUcht of
the Sovlet.(tomlDated naUolLI and to recommit thenutelves to the IUppolt of
the jult uptratlou of the peoplel of thOH captive natlolUL

ID witneu whereof I bave hereunto let my baDd and caueed the 1881 of the
UDited Statee of America to be dxed.

DaDe at the at,. of WubIJIgtoD tbIa 11th day of July in the year of our Lord
1161 and of the Independence of the UDited Statee of America the UKtb.

Now, a comparison between this document and the preceding
one &bows instantly the marks of bJstorical devaluation, a sup.
poeedly softening tone, and some befogging of the iaBUes and
identities. The Proclamation W&8 drafted and prepared in the De-
partment of State. By profeuioaal bent the Department's members
are addicted to diplomatic circumlocutiOD and fringe expressiODS
of the truth that obtwlcate caWng tbinp by their rigbt IWDe&.

However, the Proclamation bad to be aUped with the Resolution
aDd the 1at1tude for verbal sophiltry and obfUlC&tion W&8 in th.i.e
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case somewbat more restricted than Is ordiDarUy the cue. Never-

theless, many wbo read the Proclamation without botheriDg to IC8D

the underlying Resolution wound up with the same platitudes and

misconceptioDS about the captive nations. In short, they miBBed
the crucial point of the whole 'event. including the re&8ODS for
Khrushchev's explosion.

It should be evident to the careful reader that certain sloppy.
and imprecise terms were introduced into the situation by the
Proclamation. Soviet Communism is a meaningless abstractioD with-
out any objective foundation. The motivation for its use is the mis-

leading desire not to implicate the Russian people for what Moscow
does. Stubborn facts show that the imperialistic and colonial enter-

prise is peculiarly Russian, but, according to some, we are not to be

guided by facta. Woodrow Wilson had no theoretical dUliculties in

differentiating between German imperialism and the German people
and thus designating the first as our clear-cut enemy. Nor had
Franklin D. Roosevelt with regard to Italian Fascism, German
Nazism, and Japanese imperialism. Today, we are asked to pursue
phantoms rather than be guided by historical experience and prop-
erly identify the enemy. Tbe Resolution clearly identifies the ene-

my; the Proclamation fails to do this.
Another equally and purposely confusing term is \"Sovi£t-domi-

nated.\" Tbe undiscriminating reader cannot but leave with the im-
pression that this meaDS dominated by the Soviet Union. If, in the
light of the Resolution, this point were raised, the Department
would defend itself by pointing out the general scope of the Procla-
mation which speaks of captive natioDS \"throughout the world\"
and alludes to natioDS \"on every continenL\" Briefly, guarding itself
in this manner, it would hold that a meticulous reading of the
Proclamation would indicate a complete conformity with the Res0-
lution since aU the captive nations are implied by these inconspicuous
phrases. On this score, its defense is invulDerable. The drafters of
the Proclamation could, moreover, argue that \"Soviet-dominated\"
me8D8 dominated by Soviet Russia which, bistoricaUy, is the case

since 1918. In this, too, It squares 011 with the Resolution. Quite
plainly, the letter of the law is met with, but the intention to
cry&tallize the truth differs between the Resolution and the Proclama-
tion. In the cold war, some fail to realize that tremendous capital
gain caD be obtained by properly exploiting the truth. ParadmdcaUy,
it is UllUaUy the same individuals wbo wiD protest violently agabuJt
WIing the methoda employed by the deceiving Russians. A proper
exploitation of the truth means to face it squarely, precisely, and
unqualifiedly. This, more than uyth1ng else, can destroy the de-
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ceptive de8igna of II08COW. The Resolution does this, and the result
proved It.

In spite of all this, the Presideat deaerves our highest praise
aDd compUmeDta in iBBuing, forthrightly and courageowdy, this
bi&toric Proclamation. His defenae of the action taken grew bolder
.. the da)'ll went by. There aren't superlatives enougb to praise
adequately the act of leadeI'IIhip BhoWD by the Conpaa on an

eztnordiJLarlly blpartisaD bui& In yean to come, more 80 tbaD
BOW. the wi8dom and vildon of tbI8 act wiD be fuUy comprehended.

THE BACKGROUND TO THE REsoLUTION

The background to the Resolution Is an Interesting one. The
idea was conceived a year ago when this writer was on the faculty
of the National War CoDege. Then, as now, be was increasingly
concerned over the growing incUtference in many American circles
toward not only the status but also the strategic value of the
captive nations. Then, as DOW, the chief thrust of RU88ian propa-
ganda was in the direction of obtaiDIDg American accesBIon to the
vast empire built by the RU88ian CommUDista since 1918. When
Mr. Khru8hcbev speaks of \"peaceful coex:i8tence,\" be meau notbJDg
more than AmericaD acquiescence to the permanent security of his
empire. His two-fold purpoee in obtaiDIDg this guaruatee of the
territorial integrity of his empire is to gain time for Ita consolida-
tion, which would come easy with the broken wills of the captive
utiona, aDd to secure further his hue for cold war operations in
the open 8eld of the Free World. ThI8 situation ezisted last year as,
indeed, it ezIsta today.

In pllLllDing any such resolution a ripe ccmdiUon is Dee TP'1.
The occasion prellented itself with the RUll8iaD Communist murder
of Imre Nagy. The writer prepared a Concurrent ResolutioD on

Captive Nations' Da)'ll in which be interested Congre&8lDan CreteUa
of Connecticut. Mr. CreteUa submitted it with a prefaced addre88 on

July 2, 1958. 1 Those who now call for a Captive Nations' Year
mlgbt be reminded that this original resolution was designed to
observe the independence and other historic dayB of the captive
nationa througbout the year. The aim was to keep the subject of
national captivity steadfastly before the American public. WheD the
reeolutioD was coll8idered by the HoWIe Judiciary Committee, Ita
chairman broke a tie vote and cut his vote apIDst It. ODe of the
chief reuons given in oppoeitiOD to the reeolutlon was that It in-

I B. Om. R-. NT, OOll� a.conr, JuI, 2, HU. pp. UTll-UT82.
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volved too many days of observance. From a peyehoiOlical point
of view, this wu a valid objection. Obviously, the alternative was

to compre88 the observance within the &paD of a week.
This year two occaaions arose for a propiti01l8 reintroductiOD

of the idea, namely the Geneva Conference and the forthcoming vlait
of Vice President Nixon to Moscow. Both occasions were su1Iiciently
close to our own Independence Day wbich carries its own symbolic
weigbt. Kaking allowances for developments over the past year,
the resolution was revised in both form and content but the euen..

tial political ideas were preserved. A comparison of the two resolu-
tions will readily show this. The target period wu, therefore, the
week following the Fourth.

For several reasOD8 the writer sought the cooperation of Senator
Douglas but insisted from the start that the measure must be bi-
partisan. He recommended Senator Javits of New York to COIIpoDSOr
it in the Senate and indicated that a similar bipartisan buis would
be formed in the House. The cooperation extended W&8 exemplary
and most encouraging. It underwent some changes in style and
wording, but the substance througbout remained intact. '!'hia
writer bad even to redre88 a few of these stylistic changes in order
to preserve the \"'''Aning of the reeo1utioa.

On June 22 Senator Douglas introduced the resolution wblch
became known as S. J. Rea. 111.1 Senator Javits of New York joined
with him. It was originally planned to have the resolution on the
table in the Senate for two days. However, in order to permit ex-

tensive cospoDSOrship the period was lengthened to a week. In thJa
time the writer employed facilities to inform the majority of
Senators of the resolution and this opportunity for their cospoDSOr-
ing it. In additiOD, the committee of which be Is chairman swung into
action to alert all interested organizati(DI and groups of what wu

transpiring. In the meantime, on June 23, Congressman Bentley of
Michigan introduced a parallel measure in the HOWIe, numbered ..
H. J. Res. 435. By the end of this week in June the Senate measure

was being cosponsored by Senators M088, Bush, LaWlCbe, Scott,
Hartke. Green, Dodd, Humphrey, Hart, Neuberger, Keating, Young
of North Dakota, Engle, Curtis, Langer, Morse, and Cue of New
Jersey.

Once this action W&8 completed, increasing attention was given
to it by individuals and groups wbo communicated with the legia-
lators and expressed their support of the measure. Because of the
shortness of time, after the resolution was referred to the Senate

1 COll� BeoorcI, JUDe 22, 1_. pp. 108G1-101410.
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Judiciary Committee, it was decided to amend the obse�ce period
to the third week in July. Tbe decwon was made to allow time for
the preparation of ceremonies iD the event that the meuu.re p&IIIIed
the Congre88 and the Pre81deDt issued a proclamation. ConcerDiDg
the time coiDcidence with the Nixon viait. Senator Douglu was

perfectly correct iD stating that tbi8 was unpremeditated. However,
88 far as this writer W88 concerned, it really made no di1rerence
wbether the week would be proclaimed immediately after the Fourth
or in the third week. Due to the new elements contained iD the
resolution, Khrushchev would have exploded before Nixon's viBit
as well 88 during it.

The I'e8Olution WaB unanimously p&BBed by voice vote in the
Senate on July 6. In large measure, Senator Eastland, the cbairman
of the Judiciary Committee, was responsible for this expedition. He
cannot be thanked too graciously for bis foresigbt and solid support.
On this, the vicious and nonsensical comments on the Senator's role
by Walter Lippmann, who curiously on one day wrote favorably
about the resolution and later strongly opposed it. need not be taken

seriously. With the momentum iDcreasing in tempo, the sturdy
House Majority Leader, Congreasman McCormack, then entered
into the picture to facilitate the passage of the measure in the
House. Meanwhile, Congressman Feigban, on July 8, iDtroduced
H. J. Res. 459 to parallel the amended measure of the Senate.. The
Congressman from Ohio told the House that in our so-called negotia-
tioDS with Moscow on Berlin and other issues, it is unothing short
of amazing that the subjugation of the captive millions throughout
the Communist empire bas not even been mentioned.' ,

The role played by Congressman McCormack was crucial to
the passage of the resolution in the House. His efforts, too, C&DDot
be praised enough. When he presented it on July 9, be declared
that uthis is a very important resolution that will bave tremendous
effect on the minds of men and women everywhere througbout the
world who are subjected to Communist dictation and who desire to
be free under their own law.\". Congressman Bentley, a sponsor of
the reaolUtiOl1, joined with the House Majority Leader to see its
paaage through. Congressmen Judd, Walter and others spoke elo-
quently iD favor of its passage. The measure was unanimously passed
by voice vote on July 9. Despite the limited comments of some

observers, it is diJlcult to see bow any rigbt-thinking American
could po88ibly object to the contents of this resolution. The speed

. COlI\"\"\"'\" Beeord, .July 8, 1168, pp. 11848-11UO.

. COIIgr..notlclJ BeeonI, .July I, 1168, pp. UNa-UNO.
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with which it pused Coagreaa in itBeJf attested to the soUd con-

teDta of the Re801ution.
As iDdicated above, on July 17, the Pre8ideat is8ued his Proc-

lamation. Eventa moved BWiftly the following week. Church cere-

monies were beld iD many cities and on July 23 Mr. George Meany,
president of the AFL-CIO stated: \"The obBervance of 'Captive Na-

tiona' Week' by the American people bas provoked Mr. Khrushchev
to more bluster and to stiD louder threats. Tbi8 outburst by the
Soviet dictator is only a demoDStration of the inherent weakne88
of his sprawling slave empire.\" At one of the Pre8ident's News
Conferences the question was raised as to wbether Mr. Nixon bad
a strike against him before his departure for Moscow. The President
&D8\\Vered iD part: \"Well, no. I wouldn't th.ink of it in that way. . .

I don't think there is any specific relatioD8bip between the two

th.ingB.\" I The fact is that there was a very definite relatioD8bip. How-

ever, it is significant that the foDowing Sunday, the President joined
In prayer for the oppressed natioDS at a Presbyterian Church in

Gettysburg, PL The minister, the Rev. Robert A. MacA8kiD keyed
biB sermon to the Proclamation and rigbtly declared: \"Communism
is doomed. It is doomed because it denies the divine origin of
bumanity and the authority of God. The verdict is already pro-
nounced. tt .

This writer sent a telegram to the President whicb iD Part was

referred to by David Lawrence wbose column lauded day after day
both the Resolution and the Proclamation.T The 8rBt paragraph
of the message read: \"As the originator of the Captive NatioDS
Week idea and resolution, I cannot adequately express iD words
our profound gratitude for your weD-worded Proclamation and also
for your personal participation in a prayerful obBervance of the
Week in Gettysburg, PL\" It should be emphasized that:Mr. Lawrence
was one of the few commentatol'8 wbo grasped the full import
of the Resolution. His articles make for worthwhile reading on this
vital subject. Later, there were othel'8, too, who developed ita signi-
ficance. The foDowing month, for example, George E. Sokolsky
wrote an article on '�e Captive NatioDS\" in which be said: \"Never-
thele88, it bas been cbaracteristic of RWlllian hi8tory that what the
RU88ian8 take, they never give up wiDingly. RUBBia has been like a

rolling snowball, gathering size as it rolled on and on.\" He rightly
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obeerved further .�t all RUIIIIiaIuI smile when they see AmericaD8.
It looks more like a belly-laugh watching the fools part with their

money.\" ·

TIll: MUSOOwrB RBAC'l'ION

Were the Resolution and the Proclamation embarraaiDc to the
Vice President! Was this operational move W-timed! Was it aD

UDfair provocation directed at colODial and imperialiatic MOIICOw!
Theee were questions raised wben the violent reaction set in from
Koecow. To each of these que&tions, the writer answerB in the
negative. But before IlUbetantiating our answerB, it i8 neceaary to
review the type of reaction produced by the two hi8toric documentaL

The Resolution and the ProclamatiOD struck as a ligbtDiDg
bolt in KotIcow. Khrushchev precipitously decried the Reeolution and
viewed as vague Nixon'. aim in coming to Koecow. In Warsaw at
the time be rather fooUsbly railed, uTbe only enalaved peoples are

in the capitalistic COUDtriea.\" · The blunt speciOUSDess of th.ia state-
ment i8 su1Bcient to iDdicate the complete bankruptcy of his position.
A report from Warsaw that the \"proclamation of tbie week u

Captive Nations Week in the United State. bad bit a raw nerve

bere\" couldn't bave been more aptly stated. IO Radio Moscow BCreeCbed
and PnJvdo chimed in with a balf-page blut against the United
State&. Great perturbaDce was displayed over the ucoiDcidence in
the timing\" of the ProclamatiOD and Nixon'. visit. Moscow viewed
the ResolutiOD as a \"new provocative anti-Soviet campaign\". One
begins to wonder who i8 by&terical wben be reads these cries of
paID and Khrushchev'. further IIpUID that this uby&terical campaignIt

of upetty provocation\" proves that ''paniCo-Btricken monopolista . . .

are losing the faculty of controWDg their own actioaa.\".
To this writer, such evidences of RU88iaD political behavior are

typical and normal. They conftrm a historically based interpretation
that once the grizzly Bear i8 cornered, be'D bowl and beDow but
biB fear i8 paralyzing. Peoples and nations wbo bave bordered
RU88Ia for centuries, like the Poles, LithI1U1fana, UkraInians, Geor-
gians and othel'8, know this truth best. Khrushchev'. tirade at the
Soviet-Polillb Friendship Rally in Moscow that Captive Nations
Week was a \"direct interference in the Soviet Union'. internal
aftairB\" i8 an old RU88ian teclmique to deflect any world iDterest

.\"... Day. . .. '-rile CapUve NaUou,\" A� 11. 1111.
o TIN NfItIJ York 2'....... July 22. p. L

10 ne .\".,.\" Star. WubJqtoa. D.C., July 21. 1111.
II n. ..........,. PMt. July It. p. AS.
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in the imperial and colonial spou. of KoIIcow.1I Actually, the at-
fain of the Soviet Union per 86 are no more intemal tbaD th� of

a jailer iDcarceratiDg iDdepeadeDt, bmoceat citiseDII. KhruahcbeY
ImoWil this all too weD, aDd be fear8 It morbidly. ID fact, - the UPI
diIpatch weD observed, \"At the end of bIa 4O-miDute speech, aa If
UDable to get the subject off bi8 mind, KbrwIbchev returned to the
'enslaved peoplea' theme.\" Truly, the marks of a worried tyrant!
Such moutbiDgB as \"It would be a good idea if Nlzon, wbo baa

jwJt landed, would come aDd have a look at the 'ena1aved people'
gathered at this stadium,\" are eveD politically cbi1di8h. Indeed, bi8

captive audience may weD have been doubly captive.
Tbe profound e1rectiveDe811 of the Re8olutlon and the Pr0clama-

tion is further seen by the Russian puppet opposition to it. The

puppet Czech regime, for ezample, lodged ita protest agaIDst Cap-
tive NatioDS Week, dubbing it \"a new American provocation and a

boetile act.\" 11 Other puppeta reacted similarly. Needle811 to aay,
puppeta could bardly react differently.

Farther enligbtening evidence of the deep penetration made by
the Resolution and Proclamation was funLisbed in the Nixon-Khru-
shchev excb.angea. The Bear jUBt kept whiDing with pain, showing
to the world bi8 weakest organs. Before the television C&lDeru, Khru-
shchev again cried, \"I caDDOt go on without aayiDg it-if you
would not take such a decillion (Mr. Eisenhower's proclamation of
Captive Peoples Week) . . . your trip would be excellent. II Then the
profeued atheist blurted, \"wby this was nece&8&l')' God only lmoWIL
What happened!\" It The answer to his qUestiOD 18 quite ObviOUL
The American people are not as naive as be presumea them to be.
The theatrica of controlled cultural ncbuge8, iDternational cockt&il
parties, fuWe talkathoDS and other super8ciaUties do not blJDd the
American people to the real i88ues. Without this Captive Natioaa
Week event and ita impact. Moecow would have kept on deceiving
ltaelf on th.ia score.

The additional exchange at Khruahchev's viDa even makes for
comical reading. The New Class b08t suggested that Nixon \"take
a boat ride on the 1I08kva River 80 you can ... bow our alaves
Uve.\" II To which Nixon \"(chuckling)\" said: \"Yee, the captive-.\"
Later, when they were in the boat, \"crowds gathered around and
Mr. KbrwIbchev each time pointed to them aDd said 'captive people.'

II UP!, .-.- Dl8patcb, M.-ow, July 28, 1H8.
II AP, Prque. July M, 1_.
It Reuten, MOIICOW, July M, UIII.
u AP, JI:me8t BareeIJa'. DOtM, 1IoIIcow, July _, 18.
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Tbey replied, 'No, no, peace and friendahip' . . . :Mr. Khrushchev
poked Mr. Nixon in the ribs in good bumor and said: 'Here are your
captives. You can see how bappy they are.' \" These and other occur-

rences clearly add up to a troubled mind. The Vice President doubt-
lessly was aware of the old Potemkin Village trick which KbrwIbchev
played on him with these selected crowds.

So deeply bad the Resolution-Proclamation pierced Moscow's
most 8eD8itive chord that lesser ligbts joined in the Bears whining
chorus. When Nixon met the minister of agriculture, Mr. llatakevitcb,
this old MVD functionary immediately launcbed into the Captive
Nationa Week subject. \"Tbe Soviet people,\" be �cIAhned, \"were

surprised and alarmed that the Senate passed the captive people's
resolution.II 1. Of course, there is no real entity sucb as \"the Soviet
people\" to be alarmed about anything. The alarm W88 BOunded in
the Kremlin alone. It is interesting to note, also, that reference to
the Resolution is in terms of \"captive peoples,\" althougb the Res0-
lution precisely speaks of natioDS, emphatically including those in
the Soviet Union. In the area of foreign consumption, this important
distinction is one that Moscow cODSistently seeks to avoid. About
this time, too, Pravda again assailed the United States for the
Resolution, caUing it Ua coarse, dirty venture of American im-

perialists.\" Also significant is the fact that when Nixon prepared
for his Siberian tour, Khrushchev made a flying trip to always
restless Ukraine to deliver a self-assuring address.

U. S. REACTION TO THE REACTION

The reaction on the part of some of our officials to this
Muscovite reaction appeared to be one of puzzlement. As one report
bad it, uUnited States officials are somewhat puzzled and slightly
annoyed, but also amused, by Soviet irritation over President
Eisenhower's proclamation of Captive NatioDS Week.\" 11' To this
writer, it is not surprising that they were puzzled because very
little study and imagination have been exercised by our Government
with regard to the captive non-Russian natioDS in the Soviet Union.
This, above aU, was the new and most vital element in the Resolu-
tion which stunned Moscow.

At another news conference, the President gave his reaction
in response to a question on timing. This reaction is most important
for us to note. The President said: uI said frequently that the
United States would never believe and never accept the idea that

11 TM .\".-11 Star, Wuh1J1ctoD, D.C., July 2&, p. A-I.
11' AP, July 23, 1_.
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a true peace bad been established in the world unW every single
nation had the rigbt to expre&8 its own views about its own destiny,
and said the United States would always use wbatever peaceful
methods were available to it to bring about this opportunity.\" JI

These are extremely powerful words that deserve every measure

of careful implementation in deed, especiaDy 88 concerns the captive
non-RU88ian natioDS in the USSR. This can be done with the most
minimum of risks of a bot global war.

In the Senate, the most eloquent reaction to the reaction W88

expressed by Senator Keating of New York. \"Mr. President,\" be
stated, ..the finest testimonial po88ible to the importance and ef-
fectiveness of Captive Nations Week is to be found in the yelps of

anguish emanating from Premier Khrushcbev and other Red leadel'8.
We have hit the Communists wbere it burts them and their
blithering rejoinders about interference in their internal affairs
merely points up what a tender spot the pligbt of the eD8laved
peoples is in their waD of iron.\" 111 Mucb of the same was expressed
by private American citizeDS. For example, Francis B. SteveDS,
formerly with the State Department, wrote in the foDowing vein:
\"For Mr. Nixon, the trip b88 been even more revealing. He has
seen two very sensitive Soviet nerves exposed, as evidenced by
Kbruabcbev's massive abuse of the American interest in the fate
of the captive peoples, within and outside the Soviet Union, and the
livid rage of the Soviet press at the U.S. standard of living displayed
at the American Exhibition.\" 20 The Vice President seemed to sense

this wben, in reply to Matskevitcb's troubled observation, he uttered:
UWe will bave di1ferences from time to time. We disagree with
your comments on this resolution.\"

There were a few newspapel'8, commentatol'8 and othel'8 who
criticized the Resolution-Proclamation. Curiously enough, some used
the very same spurious points whicb punctuated the Muscovite re-

action. An editorial ill TAe WcuAiftgton P08t, titled uIrritating the
Bear,\" advanced arguments on poor timing, peaceful coexistence,
the exclusive alternative of war, and embarraument to the Vice
President.1! A number of thes arguments grace Moscow's propaganda
portfolio. Popular reaction in Washington to this writer's reply to
the editorial was extremely encouraging and comforting. I:: Another
of these few examples W88 the article by Henry N. Taylor in the
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JI UPI, Tran8cript of News Conference, July 29, No. 20.
111 COftf1\"NftoMJ Record, July 23, 1858, p. 12885.
20 U.S. Ne1D8 . World Report, August 10, 18U, p. 39.
21 ne Waa�\"'\"ton Poat, editorial. \"Irritating tbe Bear,\" July 24, 1_.
22 ne WaaM\"l1ton Poat, editorial pap, July 29, 1_.
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Scripp8-Howard newspapen. Be, lib Kbru8bchev ID a ncmt article,
que8t1oned the baclWlion of UkraiDe, GeorIIa and other nOD-R......
Datiou ba the Re8olution.sa FaUiDg to UDder&tand the buic im-

portance of thia baclWlioo, not to speak of the� of the Remlu-
tiOD, the author rev'\" bi8 own pitiful lack of Imowledp concemIDg
East European b18tory wben be makes the BUppoeedly determiDiDg
pobat that these areas were taken over by the Czars, \"IOJDe .. far
back .. 15 yean before Nikolai LeniD.\" Compared with the popular
Americm reaction to this whole development, thelle few critical
m1ll'Cea BtaDd out Uke lOre thumb-.

TD Puau-08& AND lll:A.NlHo OJ' TIIB RaoLUTlON

The above docamented review of eventa demOD8trateB 8IdBcieDtly
the undeDiable Impact aDd deetivene88 of the Resolution. The
timing of the Resolution couldn't bave been better, thougb by
bappelUltaDce the Week coincided with Nixon'. Wait. Had the �
lIe�ce been two weeks before, the Muscovite reaction would have
been the same. Pavlov'. dog wun't trained in Ruala without pur-
pose. Moreover, the Re8olution wu in DO way embarruaIDg to
Nizon. On the contrary, it provided him with a God-eent opportunity
which, for I\"eUOna of hi. own, be took only partial advantage of.
Spurred by wbat be witneased, be did decide to vi8lt the oaly captive
Dation of hill tour, namely Poland. While in the USSR, bi8 tour
never went beyond the territorial bounds of RU88iL It 18 an open
secret that Nizon wu not allowed by Moacow to travel in the captive
nOD-RU88ian COUDtries within the Soviet Union. Had be travelled ba
Lithuani, Ukraine, Georgia aDd el8ewbere, one wonden wbether
the reception wouldn't have� bis PoUsb experience. IIOIICOW
didn't take any chances. Should the Pre8ident 8naIly decide to Wait
the USSR this faU, it will be intere8tiDg to .. if the same �cti_
wiD apply. Then, too, the Pre8icleDt bim8eIf DW no embarJuaaeot
to N\"utOD. Really, in abort, the parties that were embe.rn.ed aDd
showed It aqri1y were the Muscovite captors.

On the BUbject of embarJuaaenta, that caused the Rumanian
Legation bere, wbich wu concerned with the Rumanian apoeItiOD
in New York, or to the Poliah Ema..y aDd ita fake celebration of
the 15th anniver8ary of the \"lIaDifeato of Independence,\" our con-

cern coaldD't be I... Whea c.cb RU88iaD puppeta in the diplomatic

.. Beary N. Taylor. \"We �: Do NotbIDC-UDIted state. 01.- U�
...-.ice,\" July 21. 1_.
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colODY denounce the Re8olutiOD-Proc1amatiOD 88 lIa gratuitou ID-

.wt,\" It ia abundant eDOUCh to know from whom it comea.M

Reflecting accurately and impeecably the history of RU88Ian
CommUDiat imperialism these past fortY-oDe years. the Resolution
Ii8ta thoee nati0D8 88 captive whicb have, directly or indirect1y,
fallen under the foreign domination of Moscow. Obviously, the bulc
criterion is the destruction of national independence. In this fun-
damental sense the Ru8Bian nation C&DDot be colUltrued as captive.
There is no doubt that in the &eD8e of a search for BUI'Ce88e from
domestic totalitarian tyrumy there are maDY RU8Bian captive&. But
with equal doubtle8llDeBB, they weren't the ODell in Kbrusbchev's
packed stadium or on the M�kva River. It goes without saying that
we lIbould always hold out to thele individual captives the bope for
democratic rigbts and liberties. But the be8t and most dicacioua
way to further this hope is by striving to cut the institutional naus

between Russian colonial imperialism and domestic RUlBian totall-
tari&Di8m. Tbe one feeds on the other. This nexus bas emsted for
centuries and is the key to Russian imperial power, whether under
the Whites or the Reds. About the domestic end of this naus, ODe

of our commentators couldn't have stated it more effectively wben
she wrote recently: IIOne of our problems in dealing with the Soviet
Union ia that we forget the RU8Bian people's long conditioning to
autocratic government and their legacy of igDorance. In 1901, Henry
Adams, on his first trip to RUSBia, wrote of his amazement at the
primitiVeDeBB and passiveneBB of the RU8Bian JD&BBe8. He called them
& 'tenth century people! By now they have leaped acrosa centuries
in technical progreBB. but they bave lacked bridges to individual
freedom or representative government.n Lest we forget, a genuine
and non-eentimentalistic friendship with any people presupposes 8rBt
a true, reaUst1c aW&reDeBB of their state of being.

With these neceBBary points in mind, let u lee wberein the
historical Bigni1lcance of both the Re8olution and the Proclamation
lies. For the first time, our Government bas taken omcial cognizance
of the tremendously important fact that the Soviet Union it8elf
ia an empire. By these documents we have shown for the first time
that we are fully aware of the captive statu of all the non-Ruaian
natioD.l in the USSR. Indeed, for the IrBt time we have faced the
fact that the majority of captive natiODB are in the Soviet Union
and AaiL Historically, the nations in Central Europe, such .. Po.
land, Hungary and othen, would never have become captive to

N I'nd Theroux. .-naat 'CapUve HatSou Week' au KaDy Dlp1aaaat8
PuaJed,\" � S....II S'.r. W......,.. D.O.. J1II7 II, 1INII, p. c.a.
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Russia if other non-RU88iaD natioDS, like Ukraine, Georsta, Turke-
stan and others, bad not fallen under the imperia1i8t and colonial
domination of Soviet RU8ia. Thi8 i8 a stubborn truth we cannot

escape. It ia an elemental biatorical truth that theae document&
confirm. It ill this confirmation that rocked KbrwIbcbev.

Unfamiliar with East European and Central Asian bi8tory,
many of our commentators interpreted the Resolution-Proclamation
to mean only an observance for the captive natioDS in Central

Europe. Had they bothered to read the documents, they would have
understood that our freedom appeal was and ill being made to oil

captive nations. The appeal of freedom does not arbitrarily stop at
the borders of the Soviet Union. Those who think so are pursuing
an illusion. What American with a sense of justice would deny
the opportunity for national freedom and independence to the

peoples of Lithuania, Latvia, Estonia, White Ruthenia, Ukraine,
Georgia, Armenia, Turkestan and others? When Kbrushchev wails
about interference in \"internal Soviet affairs,\" his cries are as

specious as when he bellows about our interference in the so-called
Peoples Democracies in Central Europe. For him, when any country
comes under Moscow's imperialist and colonial domination, it then
becomes an \"internal affair.\" The truth is that affairs concerning
national freedom aspiratioDS both within the Soviet Union or any
other part of Moscow's far-flung empire are essentially interna-
tional affaira.

It was not particularly enlightening for some of our Governors
wbo recently visited the Soviet Union to speak of it as a nation.
Even those in the Kremlin besitate to speak in this vein internally.
When basic, elementary truths escape us, how mucb value can be
l188igned to the conclusioDS and recommendations made by these
touring Governors? It is patently evident that the legalistic facade
of the Soviet Union befogged their understanding of the foremost
i88ues within this substrate empire.

Khrushchev recognized the psychological blow that the Reso-
lution and Proclamation represented. For too long he has boasted of
tbe allegedly rapid strides made by Moscow in economic develop-
ment, in military proWe88, in scientific achievements, in cultural
betterment and the like. He has compared these with those of our

Nation. But one need only ask whether these inflated accomplish-
menta would have been possible without the captive resources of
Ukraine, Turkestan, Georgia and other rich non-RU88ian nations
subjugated within the Soviet Union. If the United States were an

empire extending itself northward and southward, it would para-
siticallyavail itself of resources that would make our achievements
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1IDIIUI'pB88ILble. Fortunately, we are not that kind of a nation. Tbe
plain fact is that without the rich resources of the captive non-

Russian natioDS in the USSR, RWlllia Itself would be a second or

third rate power.
The weD-founded perspective laid down in the Resolution and

the Proclamation truthfully devaluates the boasts and bluff of
Khrushchev's comparisoDS with the real achievements of our Nation.
This is what troubles Khrushchev most. On the basis of this historical
perspective, the economic, scientific and other comparisoDS made
between the substrate empire and our Nation are out of real context.

Psycbologically and politically, it is bardly comforting for Khru-
shcbev and his propaganda apparatus to have the world know that
RU88ia's strength, such 88 it is, is parasitically built on captive
resources both within and outside the Soviet Union. Yet this is
the moving truth which we have scarcely tapped. The Resolution
and the Proclamation it called into being have in themselves begun
to tap it.

The editorial in The New Yark Times W88 only partly correct
when it stated that the Ureal purpose of this Captive Nations Week
observation, therefore, is to keep the plight of the peoples fresb1y
in our minds.\" 21 Emphasizing actually the less important aspects
of the i88Ue, it continued, \"It may help them to know that we have
not forgotten them. It ought to help us, in the moral sense, if we

continue to remember.\" All this is true but the greater purpose was

to accentuate again the strategic political and military value of all
the captive nations, both within and outside the Soviet Union and,
necessarily, taken as an aggregate. In the cold war, as weD 88 in
any hot war, they po&se88 the bigbest priority on our scale of na-

tional interest because their enemy, the imperialism and colonialism
of Moscow, is our enemy. Without them, R1188ia would be small,
harmless, and clumsy. Made consistently insecure about its captive
millioDS, Moscow would not push as vigorously its borderland policy
in Iraq, Iran and elsewhere; and sucb organizations as the Central
Treaty Organization, which has replaced the old Bagbdad Pact,
would not be under the same pre&8U1\"ell.2' Trouble shooters, like
Vladimir Y. Semichastny, the defamer of Pasternak, would be sent
to areas like Azerbaijan to try to deal with the Moelemic country's
\"bourgeois ideology.\" IT It is Moscow's policy anyway to place Rus-
sians in the second secretaryship of the party in the captive non-

21 TAe NfJ1D 'For\" Tme., ed1tortal on \"C&pUve Nattou Week,\" July 20, 1958.
28 AP, Ankara, Turkey, Aupa 20, lIU.
11 TM NfItD 'For\" Tme., AUIUt 11, 1168.
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au.iaD republlea. For our aatiODal iDtere8t aDd the goal of world
freedom, tbeIIe aDd COUDtle8a other reeultll would maDifelit lloecow'8
buic in8ecurity wbich we could iuure by preventiDg it from ever

thinJdDg that we would accede in uy clrcUIII8taDcea to the permanent
captivity of the over twenty enalaved aatioDL

SeDator Javitll of New York fumiabed certain appropriate ud

.trilr.:iDg commeatll on the Re801ution. Be aald in the SeDate, \"Laid

bare, commUDi.Bm 18 seen to be imperiallllm by force-but with better

propaganda teclmiciUUL\" II CuttiDg througb all the non�tiala,
the SeDator 8truck at the root of the is8ue by dec1ariDg, \"We in the
Welit bave DO fear of such a free ezpre88ion. Khruabchev caD &D8Wer

tbi8 challenge only by allowing free electi0D8 UDder U.N. auspicee
for aelf-detenniDation In the captive aatiODlL\" SeDator Scott of PenD-

aylvuUa a1IIO put bill 8Dger on the buic i88ue wben be obBerved,
\"If Mr. KbrwIbchev 8&ya we meddled, then my &DSweI' to him is

that, iD my judgment, it is proper to uk que&t:iona of a jailor ..

to wbo is in the jail ud why they are there.\" n

KmmmCHEV's MA1m'EBTo IN FoREIGN APFAIRS JOURNAL

The 8OoC&l1ed article by Khruabchev in the advance October
issue of roreigft Affaire is more of a MWJCOVite Cold War llaDifesto
tbaD anytb.iDg else. It abounds with worn-out, trite propaganda
generalities wbich no more deal with the real iBBUe8 of the struggle
than does a RUBBian lufti1c. Tbe supposed competition bet1(� capital-
ism and socialism, for example, is no more real than tJIat betweeD
capitalism and mercantilism in our day. With unsurpriaiDg naivete
the editOI'8 of this journal dorded the Moscow tyrant an advance
medium for his propaganda ill preparation for bill visit to tbia
country.

Mention is made here of this \"article\" because it bas special
pertinence to our subject. Kbrusbchev offers further ezceUent con-

Irmation of our thesis on bis troubled mind by hammering away
again at the Captive NatioDS Resolution. It is evident that be W8II

preparing to meet questiODB iD this country that will deal with the
non-RU88ian natioDS in the USSR. His method will be use of the
tIOft aequitur. in the ..article\" and the ezhibition of non-RU88iaDII
wbom he W8II &88embling for his entourage. Tbe latter tecb.n.ique will
be Uke the ODe used by the ten USSR writenl who visited WaabiDgton
iD August. It was reported then that Aleu.ndr B. Chakovllky, editor-
in-cbief of the roreigft Litf1f'fJture IIapziDe comp1alaed about the

·c�� JuI7.. 1INII. P. U88'1.
n '*-. p. unI.
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Captive Natioaa Resolution and \"pointedly indicated two or three
fellow writen visiting from the Georgian and LithU&Dian SovIet
Republica as coateDted repreeentativea of the 'captive nations.' II ..

KhruIIbchev will try this same old patent medicine man trick when
be wiD undoubtedly point to the Don Cossack writer, Mikhail A.

Sbolokbov, as a \"contented\" Cossack. It wun't without political pur-
pose that be visited the writer in Cossaclda--one of the nations
mentioned in the Reso1ution-and invited him on bhI tour of AmerI-
ca. JudgiDc by the names on the ofBciai party Ust, there will be
other pupp!ta put on similar display to c:li8credit the captive desig-
nation of these non-RU88ian natioD8. The deceptive ezbibit would
\"prove\" as much as President Eisenhower would if be were to

display a Foster or Browder abroad as the pel'8Oni8cation of com-

munism in America.
In the eupbemistic article Khrushchev says, \"The authon of

the resolution call for the 'liberation' of the Ukraine, ByeloJ'U88ia,
Lithuania, Latvia, Estonia, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Georgia, Kp.a}rh-

stan, Turkmenistan and even a certaiD 'Ural &feL'\" He continues:
..this iU-etaned resolution was regarded by the Soviet people as an

act of provocation\" with whicb, democratically, be concun. Thea the

pay-ofr paragrapb: \"It would be interesting to see, incidentally, bow
the authon of this resolution would have reacted if the parliament
of Mexico, for instance, had passed a resolution demanding that
Teus, Arizona, and California be 'liberated from American slavery.'
Apparently they have never pondered such a question, whicb ie

very regrettable. Sometimes comparisoDS help to understand the
essence of a matter.\" It

ComparisoDS certainly do belp to undel'lltaDd and a few bere
will demonstrate the emptiness of KbnuIbcbev's troubled statemeats.
First, taking the initial statement above, it is as accurate as Khru-
shchev's, or bhI writer's, undel'lltaDding of American history. The
Resolution does not speak of any Il'.\"...1rhataD or TurkmeaistaD; it
mentioDS TurkestaD, the wbole Moelemic nation which the R-I..nan.
BOught to divide and bury back in the tweatiea. Alao, that certa1D
'Ural area' is Idel-Ural, aI80 made up of Moelema wbo Mo8cow feara
greatly in the event of any upbeavaL The eeeond statement ie, of
course, just spurioua identification of the peop1e8 in the Soviet
Union with the tyrants.

It is the last statemeat wbich i8 the mOBt illWlliDating. Some
of our leaden in public life have used preci8ely the &ame specioua

10 T1N w......,c. POIIt. A..... 17. IH1.
II7'ie NfIVI Forie 7'...... September a. lHI. p. 4.
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argumeat which Khrushchev makes use of. Teua, Arizona, and

California are suppoeed to be comparable to Ukraine, Lithuania,
Georgia or any other non-RU88ian nation in the USSR. Imp1iecl, too,
i8 the false compari80n between our Federal Union and the artiAcial
Soviet Union. Moreover, the unwary reader is supposed to infer

that there is no more slavery of these non-Ruasian nations in the
Soviet Union than there is any slavery of these three states in

America.
Now, it should &rat be pointed out that the only type of

parliament in Mexico which would come out with such a resolution
could only be one similar to the Moscow-puppets in Warsaw, Kiev,
Peiping, or Budapest. Second, and here again Khrushchev's ghost
writer slipped on U.S. history, Texas, Arizona, and California entered
the American Union voluntarily; Ukraine, Lithuania, Georgia and
the other captive non-Ruasian natioDS were conquered by Russian
forces and forced into the Soviet Union. Third, our United States
is a voluntarily formed federal union of states with citizeDS who

consciously identify themselves as American nationals; the Soviet
Union is in reality an empire of many natioDS under the domination
of RUBBian Moscow, with Ukrainians identifying themselves spiritu-
ally and consciously as Ukrainians, Georgians as Georgians, Lithu-
anians as Lithuanians, etc. In terms of national identity, the term
\"Soviet\" is sheer nOD8eD8e. Fourth, the native language spoken in
Tens or Arizona is the same as in New York or Maryland; the
native language in Armenia is Armenian and is not the same as in
Ruasia, and 80 with Ukrainian, Georgian, Lithuanian etc. Fifth,
the histories of Texas, Arizona, and California can hardly or serious-
ly be considered as Unational bi8tories\" independent of the growing
history of the American nation; the genuinely national histories
of Lithuania, Georgia, Ukraine, Turkestan are not only independent
of the history of Russia but evea precede it by centuries.

In scholarly fashion, one could go on and on with these sub-
stantive distinctioDS which only serve to devastate Khrushchev's
call for a comparison. We are not aware of hundreds of thousands
of American refugees and escapees in Mexico; but we are fully
cognizant of millioDS of such refugees and escapees from the Soviet
Union. Nor are we aware of any independence movement in Texas,
Arizona, or Califomia; the evidence of this movement in Lithuania,
Ukraine, Georgia, and the other captive non-Russian natioDS i8
literally mountainous.

Mr. Khrushchev is presently posing as a self-confident com-

petitor, unafraid of ideas and ready to accept any challenge. On
this score, we can provide him with a chaUenge of his life. Let's
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test this comparison between Teus, Arizona, and California and, let
us say, Ukraine, Lithuania, and the Caucasian natioDS (Georgia,
Armenia, and Azerbaijan) to compare with the area of CalifomiL
Under U.N. auspices and with strict guarantees safeguarding the
outcome, let us put it to a vote whether the ftGtwu, i. e., the per-
manent residents in our three states want to join Mexico, remain
in the United States. or be completely independent and Lithuanians
in Lithuania, Ukrainian nationals in Ukraine, similarly Georgian-
speaking Georgians in Georgia and so forth want to remain in the
Soviet Union or have their own independent states. Once the outcome
is decided upon, the U.N. is to have complete jurisdiction over the
areas in order to permit the steady implementation of the popular
decision.

This fa just one of numerous interesting challenges which could
be thrown at Khrushchev. It is the result of the Captive Nations
Resolution. We can have him on the run. Imagination, initiative,
courage, and abidance with the truth are the only necessary weapons.
His aputftib, luftib, and misailftilca are all relative puftib as com-

pared with these weapoDS which are available to us for the asking.
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NEW PLANS OF MOSCOW ATIEST
TO FAILURE, NOT SUCCESS

By KoNSTANTYN KONONENKO

L

In the last few months there have arrived from the Soviet Union
such a profusion of ofBciai documents-among them the new \"Seven-
Year Plan,\" the 1959 budget, decisions of the Central Committee
of the Communist Party in regard to agriculture, new laws embody-
ing reforms in Instruction, a new penal code, and the like-that
they cannot be allowed to go without �a\",inatiOD. All these docu-
ments, with the exception of those pertaining to the penal code,
deal with economic matters, for even the reform of pubUc instruc-
tion i8 dictated. by collliderations of the economic order.

What i8 the general reaction to these documents? In many
observerB, including Western specialists, they evoke a vision of a

grandiosity of momentum. They are accepted and analyzed as a new

proof of the great strengthening of the communist system. There
is no need to mention the attempt of the Soviet government to lift
the Soviet population to a state of elation througb incessant claima
of ''victories and great perspectives.\"

Truly, among the published documents one may quote a great
number of numerical indicatol'8 capable of creating such an im-

pression if treated uncritically. But wbo is to treat them critically?
Some have neither opportUDity nor interest, while othel'8, especially
those in the Soviet Union wbo know the true facts and could
undertake a critical analysis, have no way of publl8biDg such 1D
the Soviet press. Thus the attainment of political goals, as intended
by the publication of the documents, i8 a.ured.

It 18 therefore imperative to analyze these documents, especial-
ly IIIDce they are marked for propaganda purposes. At the outBet,
It 18 to be noted that one of the major propaganda slogans of
Koecow is the \"improvement\" of living standards. Apparently, the
time baa come wben communism has to pay dividends on the rosy
promises it bas been giving the population for the past forty
ye&nL It baa been the wbole content of Marzism, as a socia.li8t
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doctr1De, that lOCialiBt methods of production would 888U1'e a mucb

higher IltaDdard of living for workena than thoae of the capitalist
8)'Btem.

In demoastratiDg the al8tence of theM condictiona the Com-
m1Dli8ta must of neceasity reveal their staDdard of living. It becomes
a goal in itBelf, and the lIOCiali8t order becomes the condition of
ita attaiDment. We must underBtand that tb.i8 development &88umes

the ebancter of a verdict over the doctrine of MarzJsm itself. Tbe

question is no longer that of a possible bankruptcy of the RU88ian
experiment, but rather one of salvaging the \"credo\" of commUDiam.
The eo-eaIled \"revisionism,\" which is becoming a major threat to
K08COW, i8 nothing but an attempt to negate the idea of the final
crash to which Moscow is leading communism now.

But the most eloquent testimony of the critical acuteness which
the matter of living standards bas .-umed for communism is the
utterance of Kbruabchev some time ago in Ostrava, Czecboslovakia:

� would It be bad It to a pod theory 01 MarxIsm-LeD1n18m we

attacb a piece of meat aDd a pod piece of lard, aloDC with a UWe miJk: then
.... tile ID08t thick-beaded. luy pod-for-DOtbID&' eou14 Ieam JIarxIat-LenI.D18t
tIIeory.

His statement, simple and primitive as it la, revealed none-

theleae the entire void of communism. After forty years of com-

munism the preservation of faith in the commUDist ideal requires
somethiDg more concrete, a \"piece of lard.\" There is notbiDg sur-

prising about the fact that the new \"Seven-Year-Plan,\" as well as

other documents under discU88ion bere, should take into considera-
tion the improvement and raiai.nc of standarda of living.

In the introductory note to the \"Tbeeee\" of Khruabchev on the
new \"Seven-Year PlaD,\" It 18 stated:

We mua take a new Itep . . . for turtber ImplOftlD8Dt of the weltan of
tile p\"p'.I_H- It the prtDclpal aim of p�Wq capitallmD. the attaIDmeDt
at ma:dmaI expJo1tat1oD of the wol'ldDa � Sa tile mam Almul_ aDCI a lever
01 118 4eve1op--t. wbich 4eve1o� eartcbeI 0DI7 a aWl part of tile
8DCIety, 80 the npreme objective of --_11_. Ita powerful movIDc force, fa
a perllWlmt� of the enr-lDcreuIq nquIreIaIDta of the whole 8OCIety,
tile ever-1DcnuIDa' ma&erIaI we1tare of the wol'ldDa cJ.- (PnMHIG Ulna\"'.\"
KOftIDber I\" 1118).

This statement Ie so often repeated that it baa become a cliche,
but we must not forget that in it liee the bulc lIOCial value of the
doctriDe of communism, and .. long as the reality will deny It and
fumJab diametrically oppoeed facta, 80 lq will ezi8t the daDger
of the commUDi8t Ideal coJl�ng. That is wby tbi8 queation must
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be ODe of the mOBt important criteria in analyzing the above-
mentioned documents. How far do the new plans advance the solu-
tion of these tasks and what was fulfilled of that planned previously?
The official reports fail to provide concrete answers to these ques-
tions.

II.

One seeks in vain in the new uSeven-Year Plan,\" 88 in all
other plans for that matter, any fundamental justification for those
numerical values of the various indicators whicb are quoted in the

plan. Everything, so to speak, is based on '-wishful tbiDking\" rather
than on fact. But there is an essential di1ference between the Five-
Year Plana of Stalin and those of KbrWJhchev: the former con-

stituted implacable laws, wbile the present ones have lost this
characteristic. For instance, the \"Six-Year Plan\" W88 twice revised
and complemented by subsequent decisioDS, which in fact introduced
a radical chance, aDd it Inally W88 shelved. The new economic plan
should not be regarded 88 an irrevocable affair because it is based
on many baseless provisional calculations. If we take into colUlidera-
tion the personal bonusea for the IlUUlApI'8 of ecGI10mic iD8titu-
tioDS for the fulfillment ad ..�' of auigned plana, then
we can expect increased pressure on the part of the managel'8
towards revi8ion of the plans 80 that they may indeed fulfill them
aDd coDect the bemuses.

Among the principal objectives of the plan is the one \"to gain
time in the peaceful competitive contest with the most developed
capitaliat countries,\" which undencorea the limit of this peaceful
period and indicates the need of making up for 108t time. But moet
ellllential is that no material buia is given on which the increue
of production is ezpected. In previous plaDa all the principal in-
dicatol'8 provided wbat W88 expected in the way of production in-
creues ad also in the augmentation of productive capacitiee. On
the wbole they WIUally ran � per cent as to increase of produc-
tion and 55 to 85 per cent as to increase of productive capacities.
Now it is put pDerally:

A. maDdatory eoDdlUon of . mcce88ful fultWment of the plul .. .

pneral Increue ID tile produeUvtty of labor. 111gb tempi of In� In the

producUvtty of labor . . . eoll8tltute tile major factor In the 1Dc� of pro-
ducUon\" ('''1'be8a,'' Cbapter D).

Only from the addre8s of NUmor KalcheDko at the &e88ion of
the Supreme Soviet of Ukraine do we Ind out that the present
p1aD envillioaa a 83 per cent increue in production, whicb in tuna
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implies the increase of productivity of labor (PrtJ1Jda UkrtJmy,
December 30, 1958, p. 3). It is readily seen that aD the calculations
of the plan are based on a quicksand of false premiscs.

But let us analyze the measurements themselves. In the uTheses\"
of Khrushchev given for 1965 the figures are based either on the

previous five years (that is, dating from the time of Stalin's death)
or on the last year of 1958. We cannot discard the fact that there
existed a plan earmarked for 1955-1960. We must ascertain in what
measure the ensuing years reaDy mark an increase in comparison
with 1956. Only in this way can we discover whether there exist
the greater possibilities of increase in production of which Khru-
shchev spoke, or whether we are merely faced with the previous
plan, which has been somewhat modified and presented as a new

one in order to hide its total bankruptcy.
Because of lack of space we shaD limit our study only to those

indicators which we consider to be the most important. They
are shown on page 230.

In every case where there are two indicators for l�the
smaller and the bigger-tbe former is taken (PrtJ1Jda UkrtJiflY, No-
vember 14, 1958, and NtJrodfIDYe khoziGyawo 888R, Moscow, 1956,
pp. 60-61).

Thus if the level planned for 1960 was attained, then the rate
of increase of production in the succeeding five-year plan would be
far lower than for the preceding period. In coal production there
would be no increase at aD, and in the machine-tool and shoe in-
dustries there would be a definite decrease. But in actuality this
cannot be the case, because the Sixth \"Five-Year Plan\" about which
Moscow clamored so loudly was a complete fiasco.

The factual level of 1958 is lower by far than was envisioned
in the Sixth \"Five-Year Plan,\" and aU loud pronouncements about
\"attainment\" and \"overtaking\" of the annual plans are totally value-
less, inasmuch as they are based on much lower indicators than
those based on the concrete reality.

The XXIst Congress of the Communist Party of the USSR was

labelled a \"congress of victories.\" In reality, it should have been
termed a \"congress of failures,\" and KbnuIhchev should have been
severely castigated rather than praised for what be bad done with
the Soviet economy.

In fact, there is no di1Bculty in determining the extent of the
fiasco of economic pla.nniDg in the USSR, even on the basis of the
documents }lrovided by the Soviet government itself. It su1Bcee to
provide a cross-section of the iDcreuea of production per year, com-
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paring what they actually should be In the yeana 1980-1915 with
the values stipulated by the DeW pIaa.

For example, the rate of increase of cut troD productioa in
the new ''Five-Year PlaD\" should in actuality be 4.4 per cent, but
It .. planned to attaiD a rate of 9.3 per cent In the coune of aU
seven ye&I'8; steel, correspondingly, 5.2 and 8 per cent: roDed
metal, 4.4 and 9.3 per cent; coa1-no Increue at aU; on 14 and 30
per cent; \",�hl,,--tool coastruetioa., a decreue of 1 per cent and aD.

iDcreue of 7 per cent; automobiles, 3 and 7 per cent; cotton t:ezti1e8
1.2 and 4.7 per ceat; shoea, a decreue of 4.4 per ceat a.a.d aD. in-
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creue of 6.4 per cent; meat, n uad 16.7 per cent; mU.k produ_
8.8 and 11.4 per eeat, and so forth.

Thua, as we see, the percentage of the yearly increase during
the &even years is twice if not more than abould actually be in-
dicated. Thus the next five yeara must make up for what was not
attalDed In the previous five yeara.

If we compare the rates of the new plaD with those given for
the previous ODe then we see that they are not oDly lower but in
fact In maDY cases are higber. Then the question remaiDa: If th..
rates proved to be 1IDJ'e81izable in the previous plaD, how could
they be attainable now!

IlL

The principal re&8OD for the failure of the plaD Is that the In-
creue of production which was to be realized In CODjunction with
an increase in productivity of labor, was Dot attained. But in the
DeW plaD, as we have pointed out, even a poeater percentage of in-
crease Ia predicated OD an increue in the productivity of labor,
althougb there i8 DO tangible buis for the belief that such would
ever happen. The CommUDists themselves have come to understand,
as indicated by discusaioD8 in their preB8, that m�h.\"t9..tioD of the
production procesa by Itself does not .-un the necessary increue
iD the productivity of labor, and that this also requires a coD81derable
Improvement of living standards. But the latter condition depends
not only OD the quantity of consumer goods, but also on the pur-
eh\"\"r power of the population, that la, the scale of wage&. Thus
the fate of the plaD based on a great increase in the productivity
of labor depeDda on distribution of the 80cial product, whereas this
di8tribution, that is, the Umitation of tb.Ia part which goes for COD-

IRImption and the augmentation of that part which Is marked for
further capital reaerves, constitutes the basic and unique 8DaDclai
buis of the plan. Even if the solution of the problem of the pr0-
ductivity of labor at the expense of an increue in labor wages
would eD&ble the reaUzatioD of the plaD, It would lIder from the
COD8eqUent lack of Dew capital investment needed for further
plumed industrial exp&D8iOD.

AU tbI8 compels us to infer the inevitability of the failure of
tb18 plaD, &8 was the fate of the previous one. We may expect that
in the Dear future the \"Seven-Year PlaD,\" for the purpose of COD-

cealIDg its failure, will be replaced with a DeW \"FIfteen-Year Plan,\"
which possibility Is beiDg dJacu88ed even DOW.
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But the outlined plan does not provide any basis for a solution
of the productivity of the labor problem. On the contrary, it is con-

ceded openly that nothing can essentially be done in this respect. In-
asmuch as this factor, as indicated above, poesess� a decisive signifi-
cance, it merits closer analysis.

This problem is discWJBed in Chapter IV of the plan (PratJdG
Ukrainy, November 15, 1958). We can see from it that no eBBentiai

changes in the matter of wages are contemplated. There is only a

provision for a wage rise in two periods during seven years, for
the lowcst-salaried level, from 270-350 ntbles to 500-600 rubles a

month. As far as other categories are concerned, there is a general
and undefined statement to the effect that \"some rise of wages of
the middle-earners and officials\" will be effectuated.

Although the nominal level is gradually being increased, the
real value of the wage continues to be extremely low. Even at the
official rate of exchange of the American dollar, which is very low,
this would give only $50 to $60 as a monthly wage for the average
Soviet worker.

It is nece88lLl\"Y, however, to discuss the real value of the rUble
88 compared with the dollar, inasmuch 88 we now need a more

precise notion of the value of the ruble.

According to the National Industrial Conference Board (Iftfor-
mation PZeG8e Almanac 1959, p. 575) it is estimated that a worker
in the USSR bas to cODSume 11 times 88 much time to produce the
same product as does his counterpart in the United States. The
minimum wage per hour in the USSR is 1 ruble and 37 1wpelca
(from a monthly salary of 275 rubles), while in the United States
the minimum wage is $0.75. U for 1 ruble and 37 1cope1ca ODe caD

buy only one-eleventh of what can be bought for 75 u.s. ceDts,
then 1 ruble and 37 1cope1uJ equals 8.8 U.S. cents, whicb in the fiDal
analysis means that the real value of the doDar, in terms of its
purchasing power, equals 20 Soviet rubles. Then the minimal wage
of workers, even if it is raised, only comes to $25 per month.

A rise for the low-salaried workel'8 wiD affect the general wage
level of the whole population, inasmuch 88 there is no provision to
raise the real value of the ruble by lowering prices, which remain
uncbanged, with the exception of prices in communal canteens
(workel'8' restaurants). Therefore, nothing is plaDned which would
increase the productivity of labor, on whicb in great measure

depmds the planned increase of production.
Naturally, 80me may argue that in a &yBtem of labor wages

baed OD \"piece work,\" increase of production Itself will also eD-
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tail an increase of wages, and also an improvement in living
standards, whicb in turn will favor a further increase in the pro-
ductivity of labor. But this is not BO. It is a known fact that with

an increase in norms of production there is an inevitable decrease
in prices. But now at every step it is underscored. that the increase
of wages must be lower than the increase in productivity.

In the light of the above we can now analyze the anticipated
increase in the volume of cODSumption for seven years wbich, ac-

cording to the plan, has a value of 63 per cent. This increase could

only take place at the expense of increasing the labor force. But
increase of the labor force is estimated at 11,500,000 people, which
is derived from the total expected increase in the population. This
would give a total of 21 per cent of the present labor force. But
at whose expense will the remaining 42 per cent of the increase in
the volume of consumption be covered? Economist Prof. Maurice
AUais (Revue deB Trat1auz de I'Academie deB 8cienceB JlorClleB et

PolitiqueB, Paris, 1956) estimates the annual increase of the average
wage at 2.5 to 3.2 per cent beginning with 1953. Inasmuch as there
were no euential changes in the wage system nor are there any
plans or provisions for such, there is no basis to expect any change
in this annual rate of wage increase. For seven years it wiD yield
21 per cent of the increase in tbe volume of cOD8UlDption, and not
42 per cent as necessitated by the plan.

In this connection the foDowing question arises: the plan con-

tains the provision that \"Tbe sale to the population of products of
cattle-breeding in seven years will be increased by 2.2 times,
vegetable oil 1.9 times, fruits 3 times and sugar 1.7 times.\" But
from what sources will the population be able to increase its
purchasing power in such proportioDS?

Let us illustrate this with an example. In 1955 the cost of these
products constituted 35.6 per cent of tbe entire sum spent on food
[Narodne hoapodarBtt10 UkraifUlkoyi B8B (National Eccmomy of
tAe Ukrainian 88B), Kiev, 1957, p. 399]. If we take the sum of all
moneys spent on food. to be 100 and assume that at the expeD8e
of the annual wage increase of 3 per cent it will be transformed
in seven years to 121, then with the expected increase in purcbasea
of the above-mentioned products as much 88 62 per cent of the
entire sum will be needed. At wbose expense will the needs of this
kind be covered for which two-thirds of the entire food. budget is
now being spent?

This is, of course, obvioualy nODBeD8e which only further COD-

8rma the pretentioUSDe88 of the entire plan in this respect 88 weD.
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The failure of the previous plan and the fraudulence 01. the DeW ODe

becomes even more apparent if we take into coJUdderatiOD agri-
culture, that is, that brancb of the economy wb� \"8Ucce&Ie8\"
Kbruabchev propagandizes at every step and which playa a key
role in bi8 new plan. In any event it is bere that he wants to aebieve
the greate8t renown and a strengthening 01. bi8 political positlcm.

IV.

We bave not the 8ligbte8t intention to depreciate the aerloua
achievements in agriculture in many sectors. What we wi8h is to

analyze the reality correctly and to e&tabUab the real value 01. the
Soviet economic plans, whicb are given a great amount of weigbt
and coDSideration in the West.

Let us begin with what we consider most importaDt: wbeat.
In the previous plan the production of wbeat in 1960 was en-

visioned at 180 million tone (11 billion pood.e). In the new \"Seven-
Year Plan\" for 1965 the same figure is proposed. although there
18 a hint that this figure migbt be lower, 10 billion pood.e, for in-
stance. Tremendous dorta are required for this figure to be attained.
Thus the failure of the previous plan is undeniable and even admitted.
Kbruabchev quoted the production of wbeat for 1958 at 8 bUUon
pood.e and admitted that the figure 01. wbeat production for 1952
was somewhat misealculated. In fact, what the govenunent suc-
ceeded in gatheriDg W88 5.6 bUUon pood.e, a figure which was pre-
dicted by the Ukrainian preas on this side of the IroD CurtaiD.

In &eveD ye&1'8 the production 01. wbeat 18 to increase by 2.=5
to 38 per ceDt. Such a percentage was attained in the previous &eVen

years, but only by means of the cultivation of 38 million Aectores
01. new arable lands. Now this 18 to be accomplished through a more

rationalized use of the present landa, mainly througb enlw1ciDg the
fertUity of the land. Ia thJs possible? Thus far there is no baaJa
for believing it can be done.

In bi8 report Nikifor KalcbeDko, president of the Council of
Ministers of the Ukrainian SSR, stated that in 1958, which saw a

good harvest, one 1aectore yielded 100 pood.e 01. wbeat (ProvcfG
Ukro..y, December 30, 1958). If we take into coulderatlon the
feet that great areas of arable land were used for the cultivation
of com, which 88 a rule produce more grain, it would appear that
the barve&t from ODe Aectore of other types of wbeat bad not ex-

ceeded that which Ukraine bad produced before the revolution, that
is, in 1909-1914. Thus for fifty years no progress in land fertility
bad been made at the time, whUe in all other countries of th�
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world tremendous progress baa been made in this respect in the

past forty years. Kbruabchev himself waa compeDed to admit it,
saying :

\"As far aa the production of wheat is concerned, the country
remained for a long time on the level that bad been attained by pre-
revolutionary Russia\" (ProtHlG, December 20, 1958). Where are the
bases for the belief that the forthcoming seven years could yield
an increase in production of wheat of 40 per cent? Even in Ukraine,
which from the viewpoint of wheat production leads all other Soviet
republics, the production of wbeat must be raised by 20 per cent

per Aecfare in order to attain in 1965 2.1 billion poodB, which it had
pledged to produce in 1960 (ct. KalcheDko's speech).

Thus the new plan not only attests to the great failure of the
former plan in wbeat production, but compels it to concede ita
Ugnmdiosity.\" We may mention parenthetically that no wbeat plan
(or any other agricultural plan for that matter) waa ever BUcce88-

fuBy fulfilled, and it is certain that Kbruabcbev, too, will be unable
to fulfill this one.

But the matter is not limited to wheat production alone. The
problem of cattle-breeding is organically connected with agriculture.
Let us analyze the problem of meat production in the USSR, in-
asmucb &8 the problem of increasing meat production has received
mucb studious attention from the Soviet government, and it is in
this important area that the Soviet Union is to u�' the
United States.

Inasmuch aa figures for cattle-breeding in the USSR are for
the most part given in percentages, only in special cue8 being
giVeD in concrete quantities, we are compeDed to make our own

calculations.
According to the new \"Seven-Year Plan\" the production of

meat in 1965 sbould attain 18 million tons, whicb according to
Kbruabchev's \"Theses,\" would mean a doubling of the 1958 level.
Thus in the past year of 1958 meat production was 8 million tons.
In a decision of the Plenum of the Executive Committee (Pravda,
December 20, 1958) it is stated that the level of the past year (1958)
was exceeded by 8 per cent by the level of 1955. Hence it would
seem that the meat production in 1953 WII8 5.9 million toD8, and
in 1955, 8.3 million tons.

According to the provisions of the previous \"Five-Year Plan,\"
meat production in 1960 sbould be twice that of 1955, or 12.8 million
tons, and in 1958, with an average annual increase, it should have been
10.2 million tons. But in reality the 1958 level oa.Iy came to 8
million toD8 of meat, or in three yeaI'II the de8c1t In production 01.
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meat was 2.2 million tons. With an annual increasing percentage it
will be 10.2 million tons, and not 12.6 88 stipulated by the plan.
Instead of an increase of 6.3 million tons during the \"Five-Year

Plan,\" the increase will only be 3.9 million tons, which would amount
to only 62 per cent of the plan.

But even if the plan admittedly could be fulfiUed, it could
never attain the level of meat production in the United States. To
overtake America, it would be necessary, 88 Khrushchev admitted
himself (P1'ClvdcJ, December 21, 1958) to attain not 16 million tOM,
but 21 million tons, and this on the 888umption, furthermore, that
the United States would remain on the 1955 level. Khrushcbev's
\"plan,\" which, as he expressed at a meeting in Minsk, would mean

that in 3-4 years the Soviet Union would overtake the United States,
remained but a hollow echo.

But let us return to the reality which is being planned for 1965.
In the \"Theses\" of Khn18hchev meat production is to be raised
to 16 million tons. For the attainment of this goal the following
is required:

( 1) An annual increase of cattie of the order of 3.2 times more

88 compared with the previous seven years;
(2) An increase of hay production of 2 times; straw 4 times

and other cattie feedstuffs---5 times:
(3) A provision of 90 million tons of concentrated cattle feed-

stuff, that is, grain, for cattle.
This is quite suflicient to indicate that the goal cannot be

attained in sucb a short time and with conditions in the USSR as

they are. Let us take, for instance, the problem of grain. We bave

already pointed out that the quota of crain production for 1960,
and in somewhat decreased me88ure to boot, is being transferred
to 1965. The present harvest yield of 8 billion pooda, or 133 million
tons, after a deduction of 15 per cent required for sowing, gives a

bare 113 million tons of net yield, not taking into consideration the
enormous waste wbich according to Khrushchev himself, amounts
sometimes to 20-25 per cent of the entire yield But even if we over-

look W88te, a deduction of 90 million tons for caWe feed. would
leave only 23 million tons for the population's needs, which would
give ezactly 6 pooda of wheat a year per pel'BOn, or a little more
than balf a \"starvation\" norm.

All we can readily see, material pre-conditioDB for succesafu1
fulfillment of the plan do not ezi8t; one C8DDOt bope that such
would be available in the foreseeable future. Similar ouWns in the
previous plans also met with failure.
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Of great significance will be the factor which we discussed
before, on which depends the increase of production, namely, the
productivity of labor. According to the plan for agriculture the

productivity of labor will bave to double, althougb everyone realizes
that such cannot come to pus. In his report covering a three-year
period, the bead or the Ukrainian Soviet government complained
that instead of a 55 per cent increase in productivity of labor, as

called for in the plan, only 18 per cent, or a third, waa realized.
And wbat of the basic problem, on which the increase of pro-

duction very largely depends, the improvement of living standards?
While one readily concedes that the wages of coUective farmers

in the last few years bave improved, what do these wages mean

in reality?
The official statement of the Plenum of the Central Committee

of the party (PravdIJ, December 20, 1958) beld that the wages for
work in kind and in money reached a total of 83.8 billion nlbles.
For 45,000,000 wage-earning farmers this amounted to 1,800 nlbles
a year per farmer. InaaMucb aa the products whicb are paid in kind
as part of a wage are priced at the reduced cost of the state
trading tariff, we must again restate the value of the nlble il1
relation to the dollar in order to obtain the equivalent value of the
wage. If we take aa a basis that one nlble equals 5 U.S. cents,
then the yearly wage of a Soviet farmer is $90, or $7.50 a month,
or about 4: cents an bour, if we take into consideration an 8-bour
working day on the basis of a six day week.

If we recall that the average wage of a farm band working
on a great landowner's estate before the revolution was 183 nlbles
or 92 doUars [Prof. M:. Ostapenko: tlJrcapitaliam 1) U1crcai\"i\" (\"Capital-
ism in Ukraine\"). CAenJony 81&liIJ1cA, 1924, p. 118], we see that
according to the purcbasing power of the dollar this wage waa much
higber that at present. Thus after forty years of the Soviet power
a farmer today is making less than a hired boy could e&I'D before
the revolution.

Thus the documents of the new Soviet economic plan indicate
that in agriculture the previous plan met with failure and the new

one baa no real prospects of realization.

v.

To conclude the analysis of these documents, we shall briefly
consider the financial aapect of the plan. It is the more urgent in
view of the fact that in the previous plan it was the financial Bide
which coDSequently precipitated several modificatioD8.
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� WII8 true of the previoua economic plaDa, the new \"Seven-
Year Plan\" does not give any IDaDcial 8Ouree&. ODly the 8UDI8

of capital investment in the vanoua branches of the national economy
are giVeD. The 8DaDcial scheme as such, is Int....,. In fact, we are

giVeD only a summation of the costa nece88aI'Y for the realizatiOD
of the plan. These costs are estimated at 1,970 billion ruble8, of
whicb sum 1,513 billion rubles are marked for coDStruction in the

productive category, 380 billion for apartment bouaea and 77 bU-
lion for scbools and bealth institutions.

We are not able to appraise the validity of such a vat reserve

sum. But we cannot tJypa. the fact that the genen1 total of the

capital investment is twice that which fiDanced the previoua \"Five-
Year Plan.\" Even after adjustments are made for the differences
in the tenDS of the plans, the capitallDvestment in the 1960-1965
plan is 40 per cent greater than that for 1955-1960. At the same

time the increase of production in the comiDg Ave years will be
2-3 times lower than in the previoua 6ve yeara. This convincingly
demonstrates that in the ftDancial field the new plaD is endeavoring
to make up for the failure of the previoua one, yet without any
U8U1'&Dce that it wiD Dot meet the same fate.

The budgets, on the other band, provide far broader analyaea
for the ftDancial situation. Therefore, it would be instructive to
conaider the budget for 1959, as the 8rBt year 01. the new economic
plaD.

The 1959 budget encomp&Me8 a total of 723 billion rubles.
Going back to 1951 as a base, we obtain:

Yea,. Sum of Budpt \" of IlaCn&M
1951 460
1952 Ci09 10.0
1953 530 4.2
1954 563 8.1
1955 5M
1958 598 8.0
1957 617 3.3
1958 M2 4.0
1959 723 12.4

(Tbe agur. are taken from tbe brochure, BwIHI SSBB (B_II« 01 1M USBB).]

Thus in the seven past yeaI'II the budget of the USSR bu iDe
creased by 39 per cent, or an anuual average of 5.6 per cent. Why
It caD suddenly increase in rate by 2.5 times is not ezplained. Bence,
the indicator becomes shrouded in doubt.

To meet tbi.8 8UID 855 billion rubles are 8cbeduled to come from
&tate economy and 88 from direct tazatiOD of the population. The
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8rBt figure iDcludes 332 billion rubles which come from sales tazes,
that is, indirect tuation of the population, 155 billion from the
revenues of state enterprises, and the remainder from social 1IeCU-

rity payments, revenues from foresta, and the Uke.
The revenues from sales taxes increased by U per cent over

the past year, together with an iDcrease in sales volume of 9 per
cent, that ill. that part of the taxes imposed on sales not only did
not Ithninl.h

, but even iDcreued. ADd this part is exceedingly great,
iDumuch as it amounts to 332 billion rubles as against the general
sales volume of 720 bUli0D8. This means that of every ruble in the
price of mercbandise 46 kope1cB goes for taxes while only 54 kopeks
covers the value of product and commercial gain.

Not least important is the fact that the state economic enter-

prises contribute 155 billion to the budget, while the allocation for
their upkeep is 309 billion, or twice as much. Even more eloquent
is the picture of industry. It is officially stated that the profit
garnered by industry iD 1958 was 15 billion rubles, whicb constituted
13 per cent of the entire profit of the state. The profit amounted,
thus, to 117 billion. The budget takes 75 per cent, or about 90
billion rubles. The capital investment in industry amounts to 224
billion, or 1M billion more. In other words, we are confronted
bere not with the development of industry itself, not what K. Marx
called \"enlarged renovation of capital,\" but the reconstruction of
industry at the expense of tax exploitation of the population. To talk
about the superiority of the communist type of industry in com-

parison with the capitalist and to rely on greater rates of increase
in industrial production is sheer nonsense. It is absurd and cheap
manipulation with economic terms. This increase is being created
not in the productive cycle of industry. To compare under this view
the two types of industry is impossible, because they are different
pbenomena of economic nature. The rates of increase in the USSR
characterize not the communist type of industry, but the communist
8yBtem of tuation, which equals a pure robbery of the population.

Thus the real language of the published documenta clearly and
irrevocably proves that the Sixth \"Five-Year Plan\" of Khrushchev
utterly failed., and that the new plan bas no prospect of success, as

it is not being baaed on economic reality. It further iDdicatea that
the entire system of communism is plagued by an organic di8eaae
which cannot be cured, because all these drawbacks and di�.-
form the very nature of commun.i8m.

The question arises: Why do these documents, which attest to
the failure of the economic system, become in the bands of Moscow
the instrument of ita propagandistic self-praise to demonstrate an
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alleged superior system of economy whicb will wiD over that of the
free economy? What enables Moscow to fabricate before the world
and present every failure as a victory?

This is made possible not only by a popular aversion to sub-
jecting these pbenomena to serious analytical criticism, phenomena
which are being propagated with specific Soviet slant and inter-

pretation, but also by application of false CriteriL VAn)rind is
threatened by the possibility of the clasb of two diverse systems,
and in the face of this threat these pbenomena are cringiDgly
accepted. A special psychosis is being created. All sorts of aputftiu
and space gadgebl, that is, indicators of their military aspec�
obscure the overall true reality of the Soviet situation. Therefore,
true understanding and knowledge of the reality was never more

imperative than it is now.



THE POUTCAL STRUGGLE Of MAZEPA AND
CHAR.LES XII FOR UKRAINIAN INDEPENDENCE

By BoBDAN KENTR8cBYNSKYJ

.AJJ.y p'W'8n1ift8tion of the terms of the Swedish-Ukrainian aWance
of 1708 encountel'B great dimculties 88 far 88 sources are concerned.
The last word of authority in this matter must belong to the late
Prof. Borys Krupnytsky, wbo made a thorougb analysis of the

principal documents which cast ligbt on the problem of the alliance
of Charlee XU with BetmGfI Ivan Mazepa and the Zaporozbian K�
zaks. A summary of Prof. Knlpnytsky's researcb appeared in a

previous i88ue of this publication (d. The UkrAinian QutJrlerZy,
Vol. XU, No.1, 1956, p. 47).

In addition to the documents ordiDarily used by researchen
for a reconstruction and an analysis of the alliance itself, there
exists another group of source materials whicb makes possible the
reconstnlction of the political background of Ukraine against which
this alliance was realized. It comprises the remnants of documents
which bear on the political activity in Ukraine after the arrival of
the Swedish troops and after Mazepa went over to the side of
Charlee XU. The BetmGfI and the King developed vast propaganda
activities whicb evoked a strong reaction on the part of Czar
Peter I and his protege, BetmGn Ivan Skoropadsky. These activities
left abundant traces in the source material, both Swedish and
Ukrainian, 88 weD 88 of RU88ian origin. We bave in mind the
ufliveraala of Charles XU, the univeraaZa, open lettel'B and activities
of the agents of Mazepa; the ufliverBGla of Skoropadsky; the maDi-
festoes of Peter, and finally the correspondence of the latter and
his higb dignitaries.

The matter of the uftit1eraala and manifestoes b88 been dia-
CUSBed more or less superficially in the Ukrainian and Swedi8b
historical literature. Some researcbers bave remarked that the
events in Ukraine between the arrival of Swedish troops and the
battle of Poltava bad a propaganda rather than a war character. The
basi. for such a just viewpoint is provided by traces of this propa-
ganda in the contemporary preu, the diaries of Charles' soldiers,
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and in other reports. Many documents of tbJ& category were pub-
liabed ift toto in the past century in various RU88ian and Ukrainian
IIOUI'Ce publications. Yet they do not provide a full picture. They
can be completed, for instance, by the manifestoes of Peter, which
constituted direct lUUlWel'B to the ushameful u\"it7ersala in the Little
Russian language\" of King Charles. 88 the irate Muscovite Czar
called them. Altogether these materials give the gist of the reasons

for whicb the RWIBO-Swedish conflict W88 waged in Ukraine iD the
fall of 1708 and the spring of 1709.

Propaganda materials present great di8lculties to the historians,
siDce factual and exact information are not to be expected. Their

principal value lies in that they toucb upon a number of problems
and yield indirect testimony 88 to the existence of such problema
at a given time. The data launcbed by the propaganda are totally
worthIess if they cannot be supported by other facta and docu-
ments acceptable to researcbel'B. The uftiueraaZa and manifestoes
of 1708-1709 do not solve the problem of the origin aDd content
of the Swediah-UkraiDiaD alliance, but they do cast light on wbat
the Ukraini&D8 boped to gain from it, on the omcial iDterpreta-
tion of King Charles XII, and also on RU88ian feanJ of the political
consequences of this alliance, whicb were documented by the emo-

tional e�orta of the Czar to put the Ukrabuan and Swedish inter-
pretation and comments in doubt.

Because of the imposaibility of securing the primary eource8

for an examiDation of the Swedish-Ukrainian alliance and problems
allied with it, a more careful examiDation of the indicated material
would not, bowever, be without special aip.i1icance. A &yBtematic
analysis of the basic elements of the propaganda from the period of
the umanifestoes war\" will enlarge the borizon of our limited supposi-
tions about both the Swedi8b-Ukrainian and the RU88ian viewpoints
with respect to the actualization of Ukrainian independence in con-

nection with transforming Ukraine iDto the principal pl.tJce '0\"\"\"
of the Rusaian-Swedish great power contest. ThJa _y ill written
for the purpoee of illuminating thelle problema.

..
.

Althougb since the outbreak of the Great Northern War .in
1700 eigbt years had e1apeed before the events of war actually
touched the UkraiDIaD lands which made up part of the BetrAtJuttJte
(BetmGuAcAyna), yet from the very belimUDg of tbia war aDd
;t8 COUlW a IItroDg Impact upon the formation'of the IDternal politi-
cal .tuatlon ID Ukraine wu evident. The defeats Bdered by the
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Czar on the fronts and the drawiDg-out of war operations for a

number of years understandably evoked an iDtemal ferment even

in Muscovy proper, to say nothing of the autonOlbous or semi-auto-
nomous countries, where ferment, open rebellions and national up.
risings were always present.

When the Great Northern War began and when through aU
of Europe the news of the defeat of Peter at Narva spread with
lightning speed, in Ukraine the repercussions of the uprising of

Petryk were stiD very fresh.
An employee of Mazepa's chancery, Petro Ivanenko, nicknamed

Petryk, had escaped to the Zaporozbian 8icA, and from there had

gone to the Crimean Khan, with whose help he proclaimed himself
a Aetmaft. It was another attempt to renew a Tatar-Turkish orienta-
tion, not infrequently employed in the policies of Ukrainian leaders

aspiring to independence, especiaUy in the second half of the xvnth
century during the reign of Hetmaft Petro Dorosbenko.

In the uftweraala of Petryk and in polemic proclamations and
letters directed against him may be found a key to the national
and social moods of the Ukrainian people at the end of the seven-

teenth century. Petryk was a clever demagogue, and in his propa-
ganda he played on the emotions of the people, which be knew
could easily be inflamed. His principal slogan in his uftit)eraala was

that of throwing off the Muscovite yoke. Although Petryk W88 an

iDstrument of the Crimean Khan, nonetheless be had the traits of
an honest patriot, and more than one of bis political arguments was

later incorPOrated into the uftwer_Za of Mazepa.
In iDuminating the hopeless situation of Ukraine under the

rule of Moscow, Petryk wrote to the Zaporozbian Kozaks:

No wonder that the PoU8h K1Dg acta the way he d08ll. We were once

b1a BUbjecta, but with God'. help we Uberated ounelftll from bIa dom1Dat1on
under the leadenhlp of Bohdan KbmelDytlky &lid IDfUcted upon bIm BUch evil
that he eumot get rid of It to th1I day. No woDder that the Crtmean KbaD
11 agaiDIt UI: we alway-. ever Bee the old_ tim.., bave acted ap.1n8t the
Crtmean Itate, &lid are doing eo now. But the actl of the RuuI&n Caan are

eomet.hl.q elM: they did DOt conquer UI with _bel'll; our predece8lOl'11 Iur-

rendered to them becaUIe of the Chrt8t1an faith. In thrU8t1Dg our people from
the right baDk of the Dntpro (Dn1eper) to the left, the KUICOYtte. expoII8d our

people to all enemte., 110 that DO matter from which I1de the eDeIDY com.. he can

ant bum our dU.. aDd v11lageI aDd then take our 1Dbab1tantl .. pr1lone....
while JIoKow IWtI IleCUre bebID4 our baekl .. It bebIDcI a wall. But even

with th1I K.-cow II not 1&t1ded, but trI.. to turn us all Into 1t1 1laV81 &lid
181'Y8Dt& At ant they put Into Ilavery our BfJlffIGfU IIDobohrlllmy and �

povych (Ivan Samoylovych), wIlD IItood for UI, aDd later on they wanted to

BUbject UI to eternal Ilavery . . . I alIIO notl4ed you that the PoU8h K1Dg,
bIIIq '\"-tt..... with tbe KUICOYtti Car becau.e he did DOt apt ap.1n8t



244 Tile Ulmlitliota Quarter-I,

the ertm-. bIm8e1I wanted to make peace with the Horde and to declare

war ap.1n8t MU8COVY, In order to IniIIg UkraIne back under .... ..very.
What fate would tbeD await our UkraIne? Would not our brothen be put to

death OD the pole or drvwDed In water? DId they Dot force Kosak womeD to

pour botllDg water OD their cbUdren, did they not pour cold water OD our

people during a bitter fl'Ollt, did they not throw bum.IDC coal Into the boom

of our people? Did the PoUeb 80ldlen DOt rob our people of all their �01Ll?
All thW you remember weD, 8DcI tbe Pol_ bave Dot forgotten . . .

Would they not do the same thI.nc? . . . We bave begun our work not to ICbt
agaIn8t our people, but to Uberate oUJ'llelves from the robbery Of MU8COvtte.
and of our own lords. You yoW'88lves bIIIq of good bead. judge and under-
IltaDd whether It .. better to be In ..very or In freedom, whether a _rf to a

foreigner or your own mutel'--UDcler the MUIICOVtte or the Pol..-a peannt
CODdemned to _rfdom or a free Kouk!

The uprising of Petryk and his political agitation on a large
acale, wielding an anti-Muscovite sword and playing on the patriotic
aspirations of the Ukrainian 1D88IIe8, could not fail to evoke a re-

action to the news that the bases of the powerful Muscovite state
had begun to shake under the blows of a young and mysterioua.
almost legendary, \"Lion of the North.\" The news was brought
from the Baltic where the Czar was sending thousands of KG.
zak8 to die in battles with the Swedes; the news also came

from Poland and from Galicia and Volbynia. under the domination
of Poland. The broad DJ..... who usually identified the policy of
the Hetmaft with that of the Czar, the IIUUI8e8 wbo formed a unified
front against the Kozak oIicers, among whom they counted the
Hetmaft as the most outstanding representative-they reacted to
the news from the front by local, spontaneous outburBtB, by rebel-
lions and uprisings, by obstruction and opposition of every ldDd.
As a rule the Ukrainian ID88IJe& were supported by the Zaporozbian
Kozaks.

But there were also other forms of reaction to the Swedish-
Russian war among the Ukrainians. A new political trend, the
\"Swedish orientation,\" began to take root among the higher echelons
of the Kozak nobility and oIicerB. Among them the memory of the
Swec:Ush-Ukrainian alliance concluded by BobdaD KhmelDytaky and
King Charles X Gustav was stiD very fresh. Significantly, too, the
desertions of Ukrainian Kozaks to the Swediab Bide in the Baltic,
not only in the front lines but also from the regiments which were
sent home, assumed such great proportions that Peter il8Ued a

special manifesto on January 9, 1702 (old Btyle calendar). In it
the Czar said that the ordinary Kozaks who had long fought
against the Swedes in Livonia and who bad been ordered to return
home, ubad deserted their regiments and their native country,
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bad not returned to their homes, but had gone over to the enemy,
no one knows why . . .

II A pardon was promised to those who
would return voluntarily, but the death penalty and a \"curse\" was

usured for those who disobeyed the Czar.
The strong internal political tension in Ukraine, characterized.

above aU by anti-Muscovite sentiments and rebellions, provided a

fertile propaganda ground and attracted the interest of aU factors
whicb directly or indirectly took part in or were otherwise interested
In the outcome of the gigantic contest between Charles XII and
Peter L

In addition to the RU88iaD interests in Ukraine, there were also
the Swedish, Polish, Tatar, Turkish and Don Cossack interests 88

weD. Moreover, with the war operations approaching the frontie1'll
of Ukraine there was a revival and reactivation of the various
Ukrainian political orientations and conceptions, which of necessity
were anti-Muscovite and pro-RU88ian, antl-Polisb and pro-PoUsb,
anti-Turko-Tatar and pro-Turko-Tatar.

Among these trends were those launched by certain social
classes for the purpose of strengthening their positions, as for in-
stance, the Kozak ofBcers, or concomitantly a trend against their
privileges, and 80 forth. The clergy had their own problems while
various groups conducted secret wars against one another. The
Zaporozhian 8icA had its own policies, but there, too, there were

various trends and orientations. And inasmuch as the influence of
the Zaporozhian Kozaks upon the popular masses was extremely
great, 80 at the SicA, parallel with the Hetmauate, there competed
various foreign movements and orientations as weD.

AU these segments resorted. to intensive propaganda as a

means to combat enemies and adversaries, their interests being At
cross purposes. Their propaganda slogans were fuU of nuances

which reflected the intricacies of the problems with which public
opinion in Ukraine was preoccupied at that time. They aUow one

to feel the pulse of the era and to extract the postulates of the
broad masses, political groups and personalities.

Propaganda feverishness attained its acme in the last mont.h8
of 1708 and the ftnJt months of 1709, when the Swec:Usb troope
crossed. the Ukrainian border, when the alliance between Mazepa
and Charles XII was concluded and when the Zaporozhian Kozak
host finaUy went over to the side of the Hetmaft and the Swedes.

Propaganda activities were effectuated by aU possible methods
known at that time: \"ni\"eraala, manifestoes, and letters, which
were sent to regiments and companies of troope and to cities and
villaps, IU1d which were read in churches or posted on church
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buildinp. In his manife&to of May 28. 1709, Czar Peter ordered
BetmtJft Skoropadsky to give it to uaU our ZaporozhiaD troops and
throughout the whole of Little Rusaia in cities, towns and vi11ageB
to be read and aI80 in the church, and to make it mown to aU . . .\"
Tbe aame device was employed by Mazepa and Charles XII.

The church was widely exploited for propaganda purpo&e8.
Priests througb their sermons spread the propaganda, whlle wander-
ing monks were engaged as agents for spreading newll and reports.
engaged in whispering campaigns, instigated revolts among the

population, or simply acted as spies. Hegge.... wandering musicians
(li\".y1ca), merchants. Chumaks (venders of salt-ED.) , genuine
and false (as well as genuine and impostor priests), served as

propaganda media, constituting a vast network of propaganda acti-
vity in Ukraine. Letters and leaflets aimed at influential people
in order to sway them to the one Bide, fraudulent and provocative
letters designed to BOW mistrust in the enemy camp, spreading
of false reports and denunciationa---all served 88 the propaganda
means widely employed by both the warring camps in Ukraine.

..
.

Both camps ascribed great value and weight to the propaganda
weapon. Czar Peter was not only a muter of its use. but be ap-
preciated its importance. This continuaUy allowed Mazepa. In his
correspondence with Czar Peter and his ministe.... to IDd good
pretexts not to foDow the Czar's order to join him with the Ukrain-
ian troops.

\"I am submitting to the wise judgment of your Imperial Higb-
ness.\" Mazepa wrote to Peter, \"that if I, as the Betmaft of Ukraine,
leave the country, I am very much afraid . . . the enemy might
resort to secretly sending alluring letters to the cities . . .

II He had
no deputy to whom he could entrust Ukraine, who would watch all
activities of the enemy, look upon his tempting letters and WarD

against them, and be caned upon the Czar to issue to all Ukrainian
cities Czarist uftwerSGla. ordering the Kozak ofBcers to watch sharp-
ly for all enemy activities and not to accept or listen to his alluring
letters and UftWerSGla. The Czar was more than sensitive to such
an appeal. He was constantly perturbed by the menace of the
enemy's propaganda. .AJJ soon as he found out that Charles XU was

directing his march toward Ukraine. he sent a letter to Mazepa in
which he \"propoRd\" to him to watch for any activities of the
enemy in Ukraine and especially to be on the alert for and to in-
tercept enticing letters.
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Llkewi8e, the co1seat advisers of the Czar, among them 1IeD8bi-
kov, Golovkin and Sberemetev, always referred to the propaganda
of the enemy in their correspondence with Mazepa. Golovkin ad-
mODiabed Mazepa to see to it that the Swedish King creates no

factions in Ukraine. \"Your lfigbness must especially take care that

no agents from the enemy operate among the Little RU88ian people.\"
On October 29 (1708), Ive days after Mazepa went over to

the Swedes, Sberemetev, commander-in-cbief of the RWI8ian troops,
DOt 8U8pecting Mazepa, appealed to him in a letter to lend

througbout Ukraine his uftit)er8Gla opposing the \"alluring\" Swedish
u\"it)67\"8Gla, which already had been circulated among the population.
The 8rst reaction of Mensbikov, wben be was lnaUy convinced
that Mazepa had gone over to Charles XU, was an appeal to the
Czar to unleash the propaganda macbinery. Czar Peter foDowed
the advice of his aide and developed an intensive propaganda
which, for the time being, put all war operations on a secondary
leveL

King Charles XU also realized the great value of propaganda,
althougb he cODSidered the saber to be the principal argument.
Swedish General Lagercrona, upon making the ftrst contact with
the Regiment of Starodub, sent out \"alluring letters,\" in wbich
be appealed to the population not to fear the Swedes, to remain
peacefully in their homes and to seD bread and other foodstutfs
to the Swedish army. The King prepared several manifestoes to
the Ukrainian people even before his arrival in the BetflUlft8tGte;
their contents are )mown from a reply of Czar Peter of November 6,
1708. Other manifestoes were issued later by Charles XU. They
were characterized by a deep analysis of the Ukrainian problem
and liberal use of such arguments whicb would evoke the deepest
reaction in Ukraine. These manifestoes were prepared in the Latin
language by Olof Hermelin, Charles' Secretary of State, whicb su�
lequently were translated into the Ukrainian language. It appears
that Hermelin was a great expert on Eastern Europe and bad
been a professor at the University of Dorpat before the war. He
especially ]mew the PoUab problem weD which almoet aelusively
was in his handa at the leld headquarters of Charlea XU and toward
which be became more and more skeptical with the paMage of time.

BetflUlft Mazepa bad to put hie hopes on the weapon of pro�
aganda, althougb in tbi8 respect he was in & rather inferior poei-
tion; to the very last moment of hie alliance with Czar Peter he
bad to conceal bI8 plans and, moreover, to take part in the anti-
Swedish propaganda activities. He would l88Ue anti-8wedish mani-
fe&toea UDder the pre8lUl\"e of the Czar, and some on bis own iDi-
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tiative &8 well, so as to duD the alertness of Peter. His uti-RUllllian
utliveraala, whicb he began issuing after his alliance with
Charles XII, were in direct contradiction of his anti-8wedisb mani-
festoes, which naturally detracted from their impact. .As an ex-

perienced politician, Mazepa must have known this fact, but he
migbt have COUDted on the anti-RU88ian attitude of the masses and
probably believed that he could excite and iDflame them toward a

general anti-RUllllian uprising. There was also a possibility that the
Swedes would not enter into Ukraine. If they advanced directly to
Muscovy, the Czar would be forced to withdraw his troops from
UkraIDe. With such a turD of events there would be no basis for
apprebension with regard to Mazepa's previous anti-8wedisb mani-
festoes.

But the King suddenly turned southward toward Ukraine; Ma-

Zl)pa was forced to make the best of the situation.

..
.

In the propaganda war Czar Peter succeeded in taking the
initiative and developed activities which in intensity, originality and
elasticity were without equal. In these activities he heeded the
advice of his able ud cberisbed counselor and aide, Alexei MeD8bi-
kov. It was MeDBhikov who on October 28, 1708, at the moment be
was sure that Mazepa had crossed the Desna River. immediately
understood the political implications of this step and reported to
the Czar: \". . . If be did this, it 1OtJ8 fIOt for tAe _Ice of AiB peraon
alone, but for tAe lOAole 0/ Ukraine.\"

This paragrapb from a letter of the Czar's closest collaborator
and counselor bas a special significance. According to the Russian
propaganda and to those Western European historiographers who
have been influenced by that propaganda, the picture of Hetmaft
M:azepa has been that of a romantic adventurer, who, by concluding
an alliance with the Swedish King from purely personal motives,
betrayed not only his sovereign but his own people as weD. The
letter of Menshikov of October 26, 1708, clearly demonstrates that
the rage against the \"treason\" was not conditioned solely by the
subjective mentality of a sovereign moved by righteousness, but
from the very begiDDing also inspired by the fear that the HetfPUJft'.
step would provoke a nation-wide uprising in Ukraine.

SmaU wonder that this facet of the problem was seized upon
by the foreign diplomats stationed in Moscow, who commented on

the developments in Ukraine. For instance, Marquis de Torey, the
French Minister of Foreign Affairs, received in mid-December, 1708,
from one of his agents in Eastern Europe the foDowing statement:
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\"\"0. wit qu ce qui a oblige lea Jloacovitea a opprocl&er est
mmna 10 CTointe dea 8uedoiB qu l'inquietude qu leur donnetlt lea
mmwement. de l'Ukraine et dea 008tJtllUYl.\"

The Prusaian Ambassador, Georg Johan Freiberr von Key-
serling, saw the attempt of Peter I in Ukraine immediately after
the arrival of the Swedes as ODe to \"destroy this fire in its inception\"
(\"dia Feuer ift tier erBten Efttzuentlv,ftg zu dGempfera\").

In the above quoted words of MeD8bikov lay the basic indicatol'8
of the Russian anti-Ukrainian propaganda, whicb is being foDowed
to this very day by RUBBian historiography. To aver the contrary
and make M:azepa a \"traitor\" to his own country and people has
become the main task of RU88ian historians who treat the problems
of the Swedish-Ukrainian alliance of 1708-1709.

In the same letter MeD8hikov insisted that by m8S8 propaganda
appeals the Czar should confuse and throw into disorder the masses

of the Ukrainian people: \"I advise you that at this evil event it is

necessary to keep the common people on our side by all kinds of
promises through the publication of uftit)ermlB, expressing all the
HetflUJft'a mischief against this people, 80 that they should not be
persuaded by any of his enticements.\"

Immediately after receipt of Menshikov's letter, that is. on

October 27, 1708, the Czar set his propaganda apparatus in motion.
He i88Ued on that day the first manifesto to the Ukrainian people.
It was carefuUy worded to the effect that HetflUJft Mazepa had
somehow disappeared, probably through the activities of Uenemy
factions,\" and called on the officel'8 to direct their troops to the
Czar's headquartel'8. Simultaneously Czarist couriers were dispatch-
ed to every Ukrainian regiment with copies of the manifesto,
signed personally by the Czar, and marked \"urgent, urgent,\" with
an order to have it read at once to all companies. On the second day
the Czar issued another manifesto, replete with cliches which were

to remain in the RU88ian propaganda machinery: that Mazepa was

a \"traitor,\" that be sold out Ukraine to Polish King Stanislaw Lesz-
czynski, that he planned the restoration of the church union (with
Rome), and the like. Peter announced the \"election\" of a new Aetmaft
by \"free vote\" and called the officel'8 for a conference in the city
of lDukhiv. Not trusting manifestoes alone, the Czar wrote personal
lettel'8 to Kozak colonels. church dignitaries, his own generals and
the Otomaft (koahooy) of the Zaporozhian 8ick, in which he used
the same arguments against Mazepa.

Peter considered that the \"election\" of a new Aetmaft was an

important factor; therefore, he ordered a series of spectacles
t.br9ugb which he thought he would separate the masses from Ma-
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zepa. On November 5, on the eve of the \"election,\" a theatrical
dethronement of Mazepa was staged in the city of Hlukbiv: all
medals and ordera were ripped off Mazepa'. efBgy, after which the

efticy was banged.
..
.

In the meantime the uftweraaJa of Mazepa and KIng Charles
were spread widely througbout Ukraine, to which the Czar
reacted quickly. On November 6 and on November 10, 1708, be
il8Ued two manifestoes in wbicb he cleverly played on the pre-
vailing moods and situations. On November 6, the \"election\" of
BetmcJft Skoropadaky took place, and the wbole procedure of the
election, the oath and the speeches were grist for the propaganda
miD. At the &aIDe time MeD8bikov captured and razed Baturyn,
capital of Mazepa. The brutal punishment iDfIicted upon aU the
iDbabitan�the wholesale murder of some 6,000 people regardless
of age and &eX-was extensively used by the Russian propaganda
machinery to terrorize other Ukrainian cities. Carriera of the
macabre news were not only refugees from Baturyn and ita

vicinity, not only special Muscovite agents wbose purpoee W88

to spread the news about the victory of Mensbikov to all
comera of Ukraine, but also Ukrainian Kozaks who upon capture
were nailed to planks and dropped into the DesDa River, 80 that
the people of Ukraine migbt see how the Czar punished those who
supported BetmcJft Mazepa. Brutal reprisals, torture and merci-
less destruction of cities and villages, at which both the Czar
and King Charles XII were unequaled mutera, were employed in
order to create fear in the population rather than to achieve any
military alma.

But at the &aIDe time Czar Peter also used other methods.
He was generous in granting higb privileges and great e&tates
to those Kozaks who deserted the ranks of Mazepa. The &aIDe

device was also used by Mazepa.
On November 10, 1708, the Czar ordered the public ezecution

and torture of Mazepa's partisana captured in Baturyn. lIeD were

impaled or roped to huge wheels and tortured to death. The Czar
pel'8OnaUy directed these exeeuti0D8. Moreover, he ordered aU Ukrain-
ian Orthodox hierarchs to come to Hlukbiv and take part in the
\"election\" of Skoropadaky; it was there that be ordered the
anathema of Mazepa (the oIicial act of anathema W88 8DI10UDced
on November 12, 1708, ill Hlukhlv and IIoIcow).

UD8UI'e wbether barIIb methodll would yield better J'e8Ulta than
80ft ODes, the Czar tortured the 1.7krabdaD8 with one baDcL wbJIe
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be patted them on the back with the other. So for many months
before the BaWe of Poltava be attempted to lure the Zaporozbian
Kozab by promises in his manifestoea or by bribing them with
lDODey. Swallowing his pride, be endured the chicanery practiced
by the Zaporozhians with regard to his envoys. Only after the
KOIIMvy of the Zaporozbian 8icA, Hordienko, had finally decided to
cast his lot with Mazepa, did Peter decide to destroy the Zaporozhian
8icA. He ordered public torture of those who would not denounce
Mazepa, and publicly rewarded those wbo did. He razed to the
ground entire cities and villages which resisted his troops, a fate
which befell Kolyberda, Perevolochna, Pocbery, Pobary and others.
But he also ordered the death penalty for his Russian soldiers if
they pillaged Ukrainian viDages at the \"wrong time.\" He promised
a balf of Mazepa's treasure to those who would reveal where it
was bidden. Through his ministers Peter devoted special attention
to the Ukrainian students in Kiev, especially those wbo bad come

from Polish domination and from Lithuania. In the Czar's eyes
students were as dangerous and unreliable as monks, about whom
Golitzin wrote to Golovkin at the beginning of 1709 that Hit 1a
cWlicult to ascertain the loyalty of monks, inasmuch as the monks
are avoiding us. In all Kiev I found only one man, namely, the
Prefect of the Brotherhood Monastery, who was friendly to us.\"

..
.

On the other hand, the Swedish-Ukrainian side was not asleep.
King Charles XU issued several unit1ermz\", while Mazepa was ex-

tremely active, issuing Uftit1erBaz\" and letters and sending out
hundreds of bis expert agents throughout the country. On October
30, 1708, he wrote to Skoropadsky, then a Colonel of the Starodub
Regiment, and to other members of the Ukrainian military elite.
Letters were sent to all other Colonels. Because M:azepa's agents,
whose task was to instigate the population against Moscow, were

so numerous, many were captured by Czarist forces, as in Chyhyryn,
Korsun and Bobuslav. Theae agents masqueraded under various
guises: monks, limyka, beggars, and the like.

Mazepa did Dot overlook other ways of making friends, namely,
gifts, money grants, and other privileges, especially in dealing with
the Zaporozbian 8ic,.,. ParaDel to the agents of the Hetmaft were

the hundreds of Zaporozhian agents wbo were active in those areas

wbere the 8icA bad specific interests, such as Stary and Novy Kodak.
The propaganda of the Zaporozhians was very effective among the
broad ma.ae& of the Ukrainian people, especially in the South, in
which direction the Swedi8b troops were marching.
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The Poles from the camp of King LeszczyDSki al80 tried to

develop propaganda in Ukraine, but it was of narrow scope, being
directed to influential individual Ukrainian families. Because of the

animosity toward Poles in Ukraine, the PoUab propaganda WILl

doomed to failure, esPeCially among the peasant \"'--'e8

..
.

When we analyze the uftwerBGla of Peter I and Skoropadsky
on the one hand, and those of King Charles XII and Mazepa on

the other, one significant fact strikes the eye, namely, all these
manifestoes deal with the same drastic and timely problems and
attitudes which permeated the minds of the Ukrainian society
of that time. We find in them the same elements, except with dif-
ferent interpretations. On a primary level is the play upon and the

exploitation of tlGtional and patriotic emotioM. Mazepa speaks of
\"our fatherland\" being brought to the edge of the abyss. King
Charles XII calls to arms all Ufor whom the fatherland and the

safety of wives and children is dear.\" He commends that everyone
uwho loves his fatherland\" be loyal to Hetman M:azepa and promises
to udrive out traitors of the fatherland everywhere and treat them as

enemies. \"

Czar Peter appeals to the Ukrainian people to save the Uunity
of their fatherland\" and \"to liberate your fatherland from all dangers
and destruction.\" In another manifesto he speaks of the ULittle
RUBBian land, your fatherland\" and about the Selling out by M:azepa
of u

your fatherland\" These expressions, painstakingly elaborated
by the Russian propaganda machinery, were echoed by Skora-

padsky in assuring the Ukrainian people that Mazepa was unever

a true son of our fatherland.\"
This element of necessity was connected with the problem of

Russian-Ukrainian relations, which none of the contesting factors
could forget or omit. Mazepa speaks of the Clever inimical Muscovite
power\" liquidating the remnants of Kozak privileges and liberties,
usurping the power over Ukraine, occupying cities, planning to

destroy the Kozak officers and to turn Kozaks into dragOOfl8, pre-
paring to deport the Ukrainian population behind the Volga and
to Siberia, and planning to settle the Ukrainian lands with Musco-
vites. 1 be march of RUBBian troops into Ukraine is the beginning
of the realization of these plans. All this, Mazepa wrote, be bas
learned from intimate friends in the entourage of the Czar.

King Charles XU repeatedly referred to the Russian yoke and
tyraDny UDder which the UkraInian people languished.
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The Czar and Skoropadsky spared no effort in refuting these
accusations. Liquidation of privileges and liberties, wrote Czar
Peter I, ie \"a plain lie,\" for all privileges and liberties bestowed by
Czar Alexei \"remain untouched and are solemnly observed\" No
Ukrainian cities are occupied by Russian troops, be continued, ex-

cept those whicb were agreed upon for the period of war and which
would be evacuated upon the destruction of the enemy.

. . . We can without llbame ueert that no people under the 811ft can

bout of their Uberty and prlvtlegell more than the LltUe Ruuian people under
our imperial Higbnea, becaWle not a single penny from the LltUe Ruaatan
land .. allowed to be taken Into our Treuury.... and with our troop., maintained
at our expeue. we are defen<l1q the LltUe Ruaatan land. the holy Orthodox
churcbea and mOlWlteriu and c1Uu ad viUape from the KU8UlmaD and
uretie OIUIIaupt.

Skoropadsky announced that it was not true that \"Moscow,
that ie, the Great Rusaian people, is inimical to our Little Russian
people\" and that it was Bent to reduce the country to ruins. Since
UkraiDe bas been in union with Muscovy, be wrote, she bas flouriab.
ed with churches, trade and other forma of welfare. There ie no

enmity with the Great Rusaians, on the contrary, from \"them as

those wbo profess the same faith we receive all amity.\".
..
.

In this battle of ideas aDd orientations great aigniftcance was

ascribed to religious motwu. Constant threats of a union of the
Orthodox Churcb with Catholic Rome, persecution of Orthodoxy, etc.
belonged to the most indiscriminate weapons in the psycbological
warfare armory of Czar Peter I agaiDst his advel'8&ries, KiDg
Charles XU and Mazepa. The alleged Belling out of Ukraine to the
Poles, the Pope, the Uniate& and the \"beretics\" was one of the
beaviest artillery pieces which the Rusaian propaganda mounted.
The extent to wbicb this weapon was considered deadly i. at-
tested to by the fact that both the main adversaries resorted to the
most paradoxical arguments to refute it For instance, King Charles
attacked Peter I for his statement to the effect that be, Charles,
wanted to introduce the Lutheran faith in Ukrab1e, and in turD
accuaed the Russian Czar that \"be for a long time has been nego-
tiating with the Roman Pope for the purpoae of auppresaing the
Greek faith and of introducing the RoIlW1 faith in his empire.II

· d. the p.......t-day commUll18t propapada 1IDe 8teadI1y powIded bome

_ Koecow aDd Ita puppeta 1D tJknJDe .. bued on \"RuI81&D-tJkraID1aD frlend-

.talp\" aDd the \"RUIBiaD older brother\"-D.
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The evidence of this wu already to be IIeeD \"in M08COW,\" wbere
the Jeeuits were belDg allowed to \"establi8h\" acboola and churches.
'-rbere is no doubt\" that after the termination of the war, the
Czar would force all to accept the RomaD faith. 'Trom him such a

faith the Little R1I88ian people may apect . . .

\"

This wu aI80 a trenchant weapon which greatly Irritated the
Czar. He accused llazepa of ngpstiDg the&e arguments to
Charles XU and denied that be had conducted any negotiatioD8 with
Rome. He turned the argument agaID8t Charles XU, stating that
it was be wbo bad come to UkraiDe to \"enslave the Little RUSBian
people apiD under the ancient Poliah yoke . .. aDd to restore the
Union.\"

All the&e propaganda arguments were diametrically oppoeed,
nonethe1esa they were powerful psychological weapoD8 in the strug-
gle for the miDda and aoula of the UkraiDiaD people.

..
.

Althougb space precludes analyziDg all the other elements of
tbJa pByCbological warfare, we abould like eunorily to __...inA some

of them:
(1) Tau: The Czar accused llazepa of imposiDg taxes in

Ukraine without his knowledge and approval, and promised to
aboUsb them. llazepa. on the other band, accused the Czar of every
evil and promi8ed to briDe about an easing of tuation;

(2) PillGge: Both warring aides accepted responsibility for
pillage. The Czar promised to pay iDdenmities after the war for
all damages caused by the RUSBian troo� and encouraged the
population to draw up Uata of damages;

(3) Torture. au beatiGlitiea: Each aide acCWled the other of
sadistic acts and submitted supporting evidence. E8pecially they
accused each other of barbarous treatment of war pri8ODers;

(4) Glorificatiora of 8elf au Degrodotiora 01 Braem.y: BoutiDg
about one's bravery and deridiDg the enemy for his cowardice aDd
barbarism was ODe of the most popular propaganda items.

(5) OutlcJtDiftg Bnerny Propogafl4a: Both aide8 ia8ued stem
wanUnp to their troo� not to read the enemy's proclamatioaa aDd
to \"abut your ean\" to bia muaifestoes;

(8) .en4acity: The Czar..ured his troo� that the mendacity
of the Swede8 was notorious throughout Europe. The IIUD8 arp-
ment wu used by CharI. XU with re8p8Ct to the R1II8iaDa;

(7) Bobotoge: Both aide8 tried to incite the population to com-
mit -botace aDd mU8ter active ftIIi8tuee apIDat the enemy;
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(8) Promiaea and TAreata: Both aides used both rewarda and
threats, for unconditional loyalty in the first cue, and severe

reprisals in the second In this respect the Czar proved to be much
more forcefuL He stimulated partisan activities by offering cash re-

wards for captured or slain Swedes; 2,000 rubles for capturing a

Swedish general, 1,000 for a colonel. 5 rubles for the capture of
other ollcen and eDliated men, aDd 3 rubles for slaying a Swedish
soldier.

..
.

The most interesting facet of this propaganda warfare was the
question and treatment of the atGte ata'\" au future irulependence
of UlmJine.

Mazepa openly staked his future on the liberation of Ukraine
from the Muscovite yoke. The HetmtJft developed his independence
sl0gaD8 extensively in bis uftweraala and througb his secret agents,
declaring that the Swedish King will always defend Ukraine from
\"the tyrannical Muscovite yoke,\" will liberate its people and will
\"not only restore all rigbts\" taken away from \"the glorious Za�
rozhian bost\" but will also increase them, \"all of which be ..ured
and confirmed with his Kingly word, never yet broken, and with
bis tDT'itten auuraftCe.\"

The Swedish King reiterated these goals in his UftWer.ala.
Of COUl'8e. this matter of liberation was a most sensitive one

for the Russian side, and consequently the propaganda efforts of
Peter were centered around it. He sought to convince the Ukrainian
people that Mazepa was pided not by national interests. but by
egotistic ones. The Czar repeatedly 888erted that the separation of
Ukraine from Muscovy would not bring about independence but a

return under the Poliab yoke. Between Mazepa and King Charles,
be charged, there ezi8ted a secret agreement to this effect. The
Swedish King reacted publicly with the flat statement that \"It Is
the biggest lie ever known that we ever have negotiated with the
illustrious Pollsb King to the effect that Ukraine will be gi...
to PolaDd. II

Peter I replied that the \"Swedish King refute. by lies\" aDd
quoted a letter of Mazepa's to KiDg LeaczyDUI which bad been in-
tercepted and which the RU88i&D8 pubUllbed in CODDeCtiOD with &D-

other manifesto of Peter I (January 21, 17(9).
In this manifesto the Czar 8ILId that Mazepa \"in his lamPOODB

in the form of uftiwr8al8, signed with hie OWD band and lltamped
with hIa Ileal and publiabed for the iDstigatiOD of the Little RUMian
people, swore with God-forgetting CODSCience that whatever be did
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was for the welfare of the Little Rusaian people and for the con-

servation of their liberties, aDd that this people sbal1 not be sub-

mitted either to Our own or to Polisb authority, but only remain

free. in wbich cause be allegedly received a promise from the

Swedish King. Today. bowever, his blaspbemous lie bas become
evident. He lied when be wrote this as be lied about all other thinga,
baving in mind to entice the Little Russian people . . .

\"

..
.

The letter was truly compromising. Unfortunately. we bave no

way of finding the uftweraala in whicb either Mazepa or Charles XU
took issue in the matter of the letter. if sucb uftweraala have been

preserved at all. On the other band, the question of the authenticity
of the letter arises. Mazepa's biograpber Mykola Kostomarov quoted
(1883) the \"original\" in the Russian Archives, but it is known that
as far back as 1698 there were fabricated \"original\" letters of Maze-

pa to the Polisb King Jan Sobieski. Althougb the falsification of the
latter letters bas been definitely established by impartial historians,
the Soviet historiograpby treats these letters as \"proof\" that Mazepa
tried to put Ukraine back under Polisb authority. On the other band,
it is known that before the arrival of the Swedish army in Ukraine
a secret liaison between Mazepa and the Swedish King was main-
tained througb Leszczynski. It is not impossible that tactician Ma-

Rpa gave the impression that be was williDg to accept the Polisb
conditions as long as Leszczynski was useful to him. But there
are no data to support the thesis that either Mazepa or the Swedish
government committed themselves at any time in the matter of
Polish territorial claims with respect to Ukraine.

These two suppositions are bolstered by the fact that in the
treaty between Charles and Mazepa and the Zaporozbians, Ukraine 18
considered as an independent partner. Leazczynaki does not figure in
it either as a sovereign or as an intermediary, nor is PolaDd men-

tioned It would appear that after his alliance with the Swedes
Mazepa presented Leazczynaki with a foit GCCOmpli..

In the ligbt of these considerations. the letter of Mazepa. even

if authentic, loses mucb of ita value. It is Bigni.8cant that in this let-
ter, allegedly sent on December 5, 1708, there is no reference to the
Swedes, with wbom the BetmtJft bad operated for a month and a

half. Thus, it migbt be a matter of a letter written before the alliance
with the Swedes, or of a falai.8cation, or of a tactical-diplomatic

.. TbIa problem 8baI1 be the .ubject of aD aaalyU by the writer In a .u�
88qUezat article.
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move in order to .set the probable bitteme88 and disappointment
of LeazczynskI wben the latter found out about the contents of
the Swedish-Ukrainian treaty.

TbJs is dJrectJy attested to by the Czar in his propaganda ef-
forts, in whicb stress is put not on the creduloUSDe88 of the population
with respect to Mazepa's alleged statements in the letter, but rather
on the inconveniences of Ukrainian independence under Swedish
protection. He &8IJW'ed the Ukrainians that no good could come

from the Swedish alliance: the Swedes were of \"different faith
and tongue\" and their country was far away from Ukraine. The
Czar beld forth the promise of further concessions and privileges
to the Ukrainian people upon his victory over Charles :xu.

..
.

AD analysis of the effectiveness of the Russian and anti-Russian
propaganda wbich tore the bearts of the Ukrainian people on the
eve of the great Swedish-Ukrainian tragedy at Poltava and Pere-
volochna, is outside the framework of this essay. We might note
that the matter is by no means simple, as is represented by the
traditional Russian historiography, both Czarist and Soviet: that
the political theses advanced by Mazepa and Charles XII found no

reaction among the Ukrainian masses. There is mucb substantial
evidence to the contrary. Propaganda reveals its power only when
its sponsors are victorious. We can fully agree with the Swedish
historian Harald Hjaerne, who said:

We must take into consideraUon the fact that both the Czar and the
Swed18h King were foreign rulei'll in Ukraine whoee status depended largely
on the BUCCe88 of their arma. The Kozaks could not alone be decl8lve in th18

BUCcea, but the ulUmate vtctory pU8hed the uncertaID and .u.ky to the side
of the vtctor.

..
.

There remains the question how the Swedisb and the Russian
sides presented the matter of the Swedish.UkraiDian alliance before
their 0tDft public opiftion. Did the propaganda for bome consumption
foDow the same pattern as that in Ukraine, or was it, as often
bappens, of a different sort? The question can be deftnitely answered
on the basis of reliable historical 8Ource&.

It is necessary to state at once that the propaganda of
Charles XII ill Sweden was in the main identical with his propa-
ganda in Ukraine, while the Russian propaganda for Ukraine and
for Russia differed basicaUy.

The directives for the informing of the Swedish people in the
homeland were prepared in the field beadquarters of Charles XII
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in the form of \"Chancery Bu11etiDa.\" Tbeee were IleDt to Stockholm
where they were pubUabed in the newspaper, OrdinGire Btoc1c-
Aolmu1ce Poat-Tidtmder. On the ba8i8 of theee directives Swedi8h
diplomat. dieee\",inated the Swedish propaganda througbout west-
ern Europe, composing pampbleta, leaflets and brochUrell or pro-
viding material for the foreign pre8&. At the begimrlDg of 1709
the Stockholm newspaper reported that the purpose of Mazepa'.
union with King Charles XU was that of Meking the \"protection of
Bia Royal Majesty agaiDat KWICOVite tyraDDy and oppre8Bion.\"

Tbe act of joining the Swedish troops by Mazepa on October 29,
1708 (Swediab style), was exteD81vely co:mmented upon in the pre8&.
Immediately after bill arrival Kazepa aDd bill ofBcers were received
in audience by the King, the Stockholm newBpaper said, at wbich
time Kazepa \"in a brief but emotional Bpeech in Latin gave himself,
biB people aDd country over to the protection of His Royal Majesty
and for the defense agaiDat the MWICOVite tyraDDy, a.uring that
be would serve loyally with all his strength His Royal Majesty and
would respect BiB Royal Majeaty as their savior from the Muscovite
yoke.\" To tbi8 be was given the &D8Wer that hiB arrival was the more

pleuant to His Royal Majesty and it was appreciated that he, known
for hie bravery, manifested sucb great conftdence in His Royal
Majesty. ADd because His Royal M:ajeaty bad brought hie troops to
UkraiDe not to harm the population. but for the purpose of avenging
bill unfaithful enemy, therefore His Royal Kajeaty desired not only
to ttJ1ce Jluepo ond tile popuZotion under Au protectima, but to try
to liberate t1&em--t1&ey WM t1Olufttorily Aod CtJ8t tJ&emaelt1u iftto
Au oTmll-from tAja yo1ce under wAicA t1&ey Aod been aufferitlg to
tAot do.y. He expressed the bope that they on their part would
loyally aDd truly serve His Royal Majesty, 80 that they can fully
benefit by thOile fruits and advantages which, tbanka to him, would
foDow.

AB far as the RUBBian propaganda was CODcerned, we have al-
ready Been from the cited letter of KeD8hikov that the interpreta-
tion by Peter I of the purpose of Kazepa'B alUaDce with Charles XII
and King Leszczynski was far from the actual conviction enter-
taiDed by the RUSBian government in this matter. This i8 even more

8rm1y supported by a speech which Peter I delivered to hill troops
OIl June 28, 1709, on the eve of the Battle of Poltava:

The Swed1ah � and the Impostor LeacsyuJd have nrayecJ to their \"de
tile traitor Mazepa and have IIWOrD mutually to detach Little RuuIa (UkraIne),
to ores'e 0/ U \"\" �,�Jf ....,. 'M \". 01 ,.,. tna\"or, ,.
tIIcorporut\"'g \"\"0 \" Voila.\"..., .. to pII' ....,. ....\"... \"\"\"\"\"'Jf 'M
\"poroM.\" ..... Doll KOIIGlcI. Attracted by OWl hope, the tn.Itor bopeel to
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IIIOIIIu.e _,000 Kosak troo... bltbe the Porte. tile Crtmeua KbuI aDd tbe
Borde apJDat U8, &lid for tbe tuIft1Iment of .... PI] � appeal to Utue

Ru..Ia. the ........ � with all .... force.. aDd aIIIo� who ..

� with 25,000 � to UDlte with bIm. But UIaDIra to God'. beIp
tbe Koaab &lid the UWe au.Iaa people bave nmaIDed faltbtul to UL Tb8
IhndI8b � beca... 01 our vtcto.... &lid the 88V8dty of wblter, an re-

dw!ed to bait of their IWIDber, tile trooP8 of� ..... defeated aDd

.u.,ened, wbDe the Sultan .... codrmed tile pMCe with U8 &lid .... ntu8ed
to 88Dd tb8m relief trooP8 &lid .... forbade tbe KIwI aDd tbe Borde to UDlte
with them. Ap1D8t U8 tbere nmaba banl)' It ftIrImeDta, aDd theM ..... not

camplete. but exbaUlted aDd ......bIe. We mU8t bID off u..e I'8lllD8llta!
To araa-. co......-I lI'alu.. CJwI'ah aDd tbe I'atherIaIId demaDd thI8 of you.

On the eve of the battle Charles and Mazepa made an i.D8pection
of their troops, but we bave no documents about the speeches
deUvered to the UkraiDian Kozak&, III&I1Y of wbom found a more

dreadful fate the nen day than their Swedish comrades in arms.

NO'I'B: AD mDI'CM aDd nteND-=- ..... to be tou:ad In worU In the
IhredIM IaDpap by the author: (a) \"Propagtllldalrrig., . U1mIIIIG 1'708-1701.-
.1[........ .roer\"\"\"'\" Antboll. 8t....lrhft�. UII, pp. II-1M; (It) .......
�lrhft'-. 1l1li, Cbapter XID.



THE WORLD OF MAZEPA

By CL.uu:NCB A. MANNING

This year marks the 250th anniversary of the battle of Poltava
which launcbed Peter I and modern Russia on its imperial way.
That victory of Peter ruined Charles XU of Sweden and ended
for good and all Swedish bopes of playing a commandiDg role in
the European arenL It also marked the culmination and in a way
the ruin of the work of Betmaft Ivan Mazepa for througb hie alliance
with Charles be secured recognition by a great European power of
aD independent Ukraine and in the debacle which foDowed, be won

deathless glory by carrying Charles to safety in Turkey even thougb
the exertion was too mucb for him and be died a few months later,
aD exile but stiD a free man and Betmaft of Ukraine.

Far too often modern historians bave Been fit to present Ma-

zepa througb the eyes of Peter and to regard bis efforts to win in-
dependence for bis country as a mad action, based either upon some

moral defect in his cbaracter or 88 the senile gesture of an old man

dreaming of the days of bis youth and unaware that history bad
moved on and left him in a stagnant backwater. Neither judgment
is correct and although bis hopes of liberty for hie country failed,
the background of those efforts was intelligible and the result was

determined almost by chance.
Mazepa was born in the ftrat balf of the seventeenth century. He

was trained in that period and inherited its ideas. In fact be was

still a young man when Bobdan Kbmelnytsky raised the standard
of revolt against Poland and his long and adventurous career span-
ned the effective life of the Betmaft state. He witnessed the rise of
the Zaporozhian SicA to political prominence and his death set it on

the path of an almost inevitable decline but it was his work that
made it possible for Ukraine to rise again and to struggle anew for
its liberty and independence. It may therefore be worthwbile to
notice the change in the position of the countries of Eastern Europe
during his lifetime and the impact upon them of the newer forces
that were beginning to stir in Western Europe.

Let U8 look back at the beginning of the sixteenth century.
Western Europe was being torn to bits by the wars resulting from
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This map of Ukraine or the \"Land of Kozaks\" represents generally the Ukrainian
lands of the Mazepa era. The cartographer was .Johann Baptista Homann, who

published It in .4.tlcUJ Ma'or, in 1710 In Nuernberg, Gennany.

the Protestant Reformation. The German princes were sharply di-
vided between those who remained loyal to Rome and those who
followed the ideas of Luther and Calvin. These culminated in the

Thirty Years War which from 1618 to 1648 engrossed the entire
attention of Western Europe. Almost every country in the Western
balf of Europe poured out blood and treasure in the apparently
endless campaigns which devastated city after city and left the
heart of the continent, the German states, almost helpless for an-

other century, while their rivals and allies alike reaped the profits.
The struggle left Poland and the East to itself and gave the

region a chance to solve the pressing problems of reorganization at
a moment when it could be almost secure against Western inter-
ference. At the beginning of the century there was no doubt that
Poland was the main bulwark of the political structure but there
was no doubt also that Poland was living in a disorganized anarchy
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UDder which the eentral forcea were helpl.. either to adopt & poUey
or to follow ODe already formed.

At the moment when in lloecow IvaD the Terrible, hie opricAfttU
and baqmen were cruabing the power of the old boyar. and atm-
guishiDg the Jut 8Ul\"Vivala of liberty and civic independence in such
plaee8 .. Novgorod the Great, the mapatea and the I.... edGela,.
of Poland were pervertJDg the old \"golden Uberty\" of Poland to
their own cJa. prlvileps and were bam8t:riDciDg every attempt of
the Kinp to ezerci8e any effective control over Poliab polley. The
nobles were so intent upon cruabing the Orthodox population of the
UkraiDian districts and producing a purely Poliab Latin Catholic
8t&te that they never stopped to realize the cost of that poUey.
The more far-eigbted but poUtically helpl_ IdDp could do IiWe
to stop it aDd thus aroee the problem of the ZaporozbiaD SteA.

The Kinp of Poland needed the Koab to protect their eouth-
em border against the Turka and the Crime&D Tatara but they were

UDabie to secure for them & BUitable place witbiD the framework of
the�ito Pola1ccJ, for the Kozak8 were Orthod-. they were

pod and brave Igbtera wbo bad tasted the fruits of Uberty and
were in no mind to be praised to the sid. during wartime and re-

duced to serfdom immediately after. Even the device of register-
ing a few thousand Kozaka was not & afety valve in time of war,
kIDp and DObies alike were only too glad to enroll .. Kozak8 _

large a part of the UkraiD1aD population .. was po88ible. Then to
add to the dUBculties of the state a policy of matrimonial aUian..
bad brougbt to the throne the V.... of Sweden. At the time it
seemed advaDtapous but the impact of the Reformation upm
Sweden created b08ti1iti. between the Catholic and Lutheran V....
and both sides dreamed of welding the joint state UDder their own

faith.
So the problem was joined. The KiDp of Poland wanted to &ad

some solution that would satiafy the Kozaka. The nobles on the
other band sougbt ollly to SUppre&8 them but they were unwilling to
make a coDllisteDt dort to replace them on the exposed frontien of
the state with an equally efticient body of troops and they preferred
to ezert their power in spumodic attempts at paciftcation and sup-
pre88ion ollly to call in & few years again upon the same men wbom
they bad J'OUDdly cleDounced.

On the other hand the K� 80 c10eely coD8Ded their Interest
to the 8truggle against the Turka and Tatara that they had not
liven thought to the creation of their own local govenuDeDt. Long
accuatomed to the feudal rule of the noblee, they bad not prorided
aD aa8wer to the areat wave of PoIODlzation wblch had apread
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amODl tho8e nobles. Even the VyabDevetBky famDy which bad
fUl'Di8bed IOme of the great Koak leaders in the IlizteeDth century
threw their lot in with the Poles, adopted the RomaD Catholic Rite
and appeared u the most bitter enemies of their former brothera.
It required some new impulse from outside to remedy this situation
and it wu Bobdan Kbme1Dytaky wbo furDiabed it immediately after
the cloee of the Thirty Years War.

Yet u if there were not troubles enougb in Eutem Europe,
there wu etUl the problem of the Turks. After their capture of
CoDStaDtiDople, the Ottoman Turks bad cemented their bold upon
the entire Balkan PenlDsula ezcept for the small district of Monte-

negro, a land-locked priDeipality, and they bad pushed up the valley
of the Danube to place a strong garrison in Budapest in the beart
of Europe. From there they were able to menace not only Poland
but the Holy Roman Empire u a wbole and yet Europe bad notbiDc
better to do tbaD to waste its resources on internecine religious wara.

In the mountainous regions there were stin some semi-independent
principalities u Transylvania, Moldavia and WalIaebia, areu wbere
the Cbrt8tiaD8 bad some bopes of maintaining themselves, even

though they were nom1nal1y subject to the Sultana. Then in the
further eut the Sultan bad ezteDded his power over the Crimean
TatarB, the Jut ImportaDt remains of the Golden Horde which for a

couple of centuries bad counted the Muscovites amODl its most loyal
servants and bad breathed into them its own spirit.

TbJa wu the political world of the day but the cultural situation
wu equaUy confused. The fall of the Byzantine Empire had deprived
the Orthodox of that cultural center to which they bad looked for
centuries. The Patriarcba of CoDStaDtiDople, DO longer the second in
control of a Christian Empire, were made and UDJDade with zeal
by the SultaDs and their advisers and subjected to all kiDds of im-
positions and Turkish political schemes. They bad been forced from
their great cburches sucb u St. Sophia into the Pbanar wbere they
attempted to provide for the religious and cultural needs of the
Cbrl8tian Eut but agaiD8t tl'emendoua odd&.

Thoee odds did not become less wben the am-.adon of the
varioua European powers tried to use them for the pulp0ee8 of the
European religious disputes. France and England, the Netherlands
and the Holy Roman Empire, the ItaliaD clti. and SpaID all poured
money into the Sublime Porte to keep on the pat:riarehal throne an

incumbent favorable to either Roman CathoUclam or Prote8taDtiam
of some sort. The Patriarch bad no prlntIDg press at his diapoea1
and he wu compelled to 8eCUJ'e any nece8l8l')' printed books from
ODe of the am'--Alft in Con8taDtIDople and to trut that tM
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tat. had not been too badly altered for political and religious
propaganda. The Monasteries of Mount Athos and some in the
Danubian province tried to supply the lack but again the need was

far greater than the supply and the Patriarchs wbo bad previously
been the patrons of culture were now compeDed to beg througb the
Eastern world for alms to secure the fUDds to meet the Turkish
impositions and to give some aid to their impoverished flocks.

It was bere that the Czars of Moscow saw their opportunity
to drive a hard bargain politically as weD as culturally. The Czars
had long claimed that by the marriage of Ivan m and Sophia
Paleolog, they had become the political heirs of the Emperor of
Constantinople. Now they used their resources and their donations
to have the Metropolitan of Moscow reclassified as a Patriarcb and
as the Patriarch of the Third Rome, they demanded that be take
precedence over the older Patriarchs and be recognized not only as

the political and religious but also the cultural head of the entire
Orthodox world at a time when education was at a lower ebb in
Moscow than in any of the other Orthodox cities. They insisted on

the maintenance of all the peculiarities that bad been introduced
into the Russian Church in the past as the norms of all Orthodoxy
in the future. It is true that in the middle of the seventeenth century,
they did modify this position by inviting the scholars from Kiev
and using them in responsible posts but at the same time the
strains of this concession were still visible in the twentieth century
in the Russian Church through the sects of the Old Believers who
never tolerated even this slight withdrawal from the standards of
Muscovite omniscience.

It is small wonder that the leaders of Ukrainian thought were

torn by the end of the sixteenth century wbether it was better to
retain what they could and make an agreement with Rome, whether

they should cherish their own attachment to an impoverished Con-
stantinople or wbether they should swallow their intellects and
their patriotism and join Moscow. The first attitude prevailed amoDg
those groups which were later to become the Ukrainian Catholic
Church. The third attitude was shared by the UDthinlring who saw

in Moscow a center of Orthodoxy, such as it was. The second was

the position taken by the Kievan Academy and the brotherboods
of many Ukrainian cities which sought to borrow from the West
what they could profitably take and at the same time maintain the
old coatacte in the bope of a better day.

At the same time the turD of political events in the sixteenth
eeatury bad brought the Po1i8h court and the mapatea into cloee
ecmtact with the culture of the Itali8D city states. Many young Poles
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studied in Italy and brought back the gains of the Renai88&Dce 10

as to make the Wawel at Krakow a center of Italian luxury and

thought. A little later the introduction of the Jesuits to COUDteract
Protestant missionaries in Poland brought in a new touch and gave
new ideals to education. AU combined to incorporate Poland even

more fuUy than before in the newly developing world of the west
and thus rendered its cultural influence even greater and in a way
more menacing to Ukraine than it had been earlier.

AU these varying factors were reflected in the Ukrainian move-

ment during the seventeenth century. Once the Ukrainian nobles had
been largely Polonized, the masses of the people were left rudder-
less. Some, the more uneducatd, clamored for Muscovite support.
The better educated and the more far-sighted renewed their eftorta
to revive their own culture and to connect it again with the balf-
forgotten memories of the old Kievan Rus, when Kiev had been
next to Constantinople a center of culture and political power,
known and respected not only in the east of Europe but as far west
as France where one of the daughters of Yaroslav the Wise bad
married a King of France.

In this political and cultural crisis, Ukraine was at the very
center of events. Its connections with Constantinople. loose as they
had become during the centuries of the decline of the city on the
Bosphorus, stiD insured it a hearing throughout the entire East.
At the same time it had never openly broken those connections and
despised them as had Moscow. It was open by position to the Moslem
world and more than that, it was easily subjected to the cultural in-
fluences coming through Poland from the West. It remained only for
the Ukrainian leaders to pick the proper path.

This is well shown by the educational revival. There were

those men like the great polemical writer Ivan Vysbensky who saw

the people destined to follow in the old patba and revivify them.
Yet the brotherhoods, largely composed of arti8&D8 in the cities,
saw wbat they had to learn and in their scboo18 they endeavored to
revive a knowledge of the Greek language by calling teacbers from
Constantinople but at the same time they attempted to rival the
Jesuit colleges whicb were being establiahed througbout the COUDtry
at Polisb inspiration by introducing a COUl'lle of study which would
have the same appeal as the more thoroughly Western orientation
given by their opponents.

This combination of the old and the modern was the distiD-
gu18bing feature of the Ukrainian educational revival. The pr0ce88
reached its beight in the school at Kiev which was later developed
by Metropolitan Petro Mobyla into an Academy. TbJ8 for a century
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was the most famous scbool of ita kind in Eastern Europe and in
ita international reputation it was more than able to compete with
any of the Poliab BCbools and also with the lICbool of the Patria.rch
on the island of Chalki in the Sea of Marmora.

Yet Mohyla was himself a product of the complicated political
and cultural position in which Ukraine found itself. He was a

Moldavian hoapodGr, one of the nobles from the south who bad.
been for a while in the Polish service and his acquaintance with the
entire area and aU fields of thought inspired in him a dream of still
more far-reaching activity. This was nothing lese than a reorganiza-
tion of the Ukrainian Orthodox Church on the ailminiAtrative and
scholarly lines of the west. With remarkable success be was able
to fit the prevailing Orthodox theology into the scbolastic method
and his restatement of many of the problema of the Orthodox Church
remained in vogue for almost two centuries. Mohyla'B CotAecAiam
and other writings with their combination of scholastic method
and Orthodox theology competed throughout the entire East with
the Protestantizing writings of the Patriarch KyriUOB Loukaris who
was more or less under Dutch influence despite the close relationa
that Loukaris bad with the Zaporozhian Kozaks who were at the
time raiding the Ottoman lands and even the outsldrt.s of the
Turkish capital.

When the great IItorm of an organized Kozak rebellion broke
under Bohdan Kbmelnytsky in 1649, the BetflllJft naturally turned
hiB gaze to the BOUth. He early realized that the Crimean Tatar&,
while they were willing to back him to a certaiD degree, stUl feared
a rejuvenated Ukraine and were willing to forget their bostility
with the Poles, now that a newer and closer rival bad appeared. He
looked to the BOUth and dreamed of an independent Ukraine wbich
could draw upon the help and &88istance of all those sem1-au�
nomous principalities between him and the SubUme Porte. It was

only the death of bia older and able BOD Tymiab in Moldavia and
the consequent disruption of all bia plana that be started on that
iO-fated path which led to the Treaty of Pereyaslav and allowed
Moscow once and for all to enter the internal affairs of the Kosak
bost. It was a move that was to cost Ukraine dearly in the future,
when hiB guiding band was removed.

Yet we must not imagine that for Moscow this century was an

era of unrelenting progress. The old dynasty of the Rurikoviches,
the last nWng scions of the old royal family of Kievan Rus, bad.
died out and with it the last traditions of the rights of the Grand
Princes and Czars of Moscow to reign over all the Eastern Slavs.
The new dynasty of the RomanoV8 bad a struggle to reassert it-
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self as the embodiment of Muscovite claims ud it was not unUI
the middle of the century that Czar Alexis was able to boast of
anything like the authority of the former rulers. Then there began
an almost imperceptible infiltration of Western ideas into the Mus-
covite mode of life.

Juat about the time of Kbmelnytaky's revolt, the Czar sup-
ported Patriarch Nikon in an effort to reform the Orthodox Church
of Moscow on the lines of Constantinople and be encountered bitter
opposition not only from the people but the nobles and the hierarchy.
That was why Nikon and the Czar began to invite Kievan monks
and scholars to Moscow, even though they looked upon them with
susp!cion. Nikon too awoke the Czar's suspicions and was banished
but the work slowly went on, as Alexis and his successors schemed
to extend their power over Ukraine.

It was even for them a hard struggle. BetmtJft L Vyhovsky,
KbmelDytaky's &88i8tant and successor, even made a treaty with
the Poles, bringing the Host back as a third equal member of the
Republic along with Poland and Lithuania but the Polish nobles
rejected this ud a RUBBian engineered revolt overthrew the power
of Vybovsky who Paid the penalty for bis cleandgbtedDess. There
were in the Host pro-Polish, pro-RU88ian and even pro-Turldsb
parties and these to a large degree neutralized one another and left
the Kozaks powerless.

Finally Alexis to solidify his position took a decided step. By
the Treaty of ADdrusiv. he and the Poles divided UkrainIan ter-
ritory along the line of the Dnieper. The agreement beld and from
that time there were two BetmtJu, sometimes cooperating agaiDst
odds ud sometimes hostile. It was frankly a stopgap to defeat
the Kozak bopes but circumstances gave Moscow the advantage.

In 1683 Sultan Mohammed IV and his Grand Vizier Kara
Mustapba decided upon a move to further the power of Islam. They
attacked Vienna in the hope that they could drive the Christians
out of the Danube valley and menace the Holy Roman Empire and
the beart of Europe. Thanks to a sudden attack by a force of Poles
and Kozaks under King Jolm Sobieski, the attack on Vienna proved
a boomerang. Vienna was saved and in short order the Turks were

driven out of Budapest and within a few Ye&l'll were forced
temporarily to surrender Belgrade. The turn in Turldsb fortunes
had come and the steady withdrawal of Moslem power begaD.

Poland did not profit because of ber internal condition but the

Regent Sophia of Moscow saw ber opportunity. With Turkey mo-

mentarily proetrate, she ezerted pressure on the Turks to bave the
Patriarch of Constantinople transfer to Moscow the control over
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the UkraiD1an Orthodox Church. This was in 1885, just at the

period wben Mazepa was riBing to iDfluence in the service of Hetman

Samiylovych.
The consequences of this transfer gradually became evident

and even more than the political division of the country at ADdrusiv,
it put Ukraine at the mercy of both the Muscovites and the Poles.

Slowly the Metropolitans and hierarchy of Kiev lost all power of

independent action or publication. Slowly but steadily they were

isolated from the south and an iron curtaiD closed over Ukraine.
The leading scholars of Kiev were given good positions in Moscow,
if they would bend the knee or Siberia if they would not. On the
other band those still under Poland fOUDd their position equally
intolerable. The Orthodox Church there was completely isolated and
the only protection of any individuals was to accede to the Ukrain-
ian Catholic Church which became the spokesman for that part of
the Ukrainian people.

The full consequences of this division were mitigated by Ka-
zepa, after he became Hetman. It was his European court at Sa-

turyn that was visited by European travelers. It was througb bim
that new ideas could find shelter and support. It was througb him
that the Kozaks were used to extend Muscovite holdings to the
Black SeL

He could do all tbii' because in a strange way he had won the
confidence of Peter I who had made himself sole Czar in 1689 and
was ftUed then as throughout his life with a mad desire to tear
Moscow from its old moorings and if possible destroy them as be
went on to what he called Europeanization. :Mazepa's whole interest
was to find a way to UDify Ukraine, to develop it to the best of his
capacity, so far as he could keep the coD1idence of Peter, and to
introduce sucb reforms as would make the Host once again an

organized body able to function for the well-being of the people.
At the same time, as the list of his donations compiled by bis
nephew after his death &bows, be continued in the traditions of the
earlier Ukrainians and made ricb gifts to churcbes and monasteries
througbout the entire Patriarchate of CoDStantiDople as weD as

througbout the wbole of Ukraine.
Thus wben the Northem War started at the very end of the

seventeenth century, the balance of power in Eastern Europe bad
been entirely cbaDged. One factor remained, an UDl'eformed Poland,
but that was no longer a menace or a threat to anyone. The un-

thinking policy of the PoH&b nobles toward the Kozab bad brougbt
it about that the Koab had developed over a large part of their
territory their own govemment, a government it is true that was
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bound by Moscow but still ODe that was treated as a separate en-

tity, even though ita righta were consistently disregarded.
Poland under the Suon kings had no real voice of ita own

and only a few Poles were willing to see it. They continued to dream
of the past, even though their moves were being controDed by
forces outside of their own territory. Augustus n could make his
agreementa and enforce them through his Saxon subjecta and troops
and the Polish nobles could murmur or accept. It made no di1ference.

Turkey had been fatally weakened, how fatally no one knew.
Moscow had taken Azov from the Crimean Tatars and they were

only a more or less helpless appendage, withering on the vine to be
plucked by Moscow or the Kozaks at wiD. Yet the main heart of

Turkey, the Balkans, still remained, and it would take many years
before the fate of the Christians there was decided.

There were only two great powers in the area. There was

Sweden, which had practically made the Baltic Sea a Swedish lake
and there was a reorganized Moscow-Russia under the imperious
command of that northern giant, Peter I, who was willing to change
everything except his own unbridled personal power. The Northern
War, nominally between the boy King of Sweden, Charles XII, on

the one side and Moscow, Denmark and Poland on the other, was

in reality concerned with one or two questions. Could Peter crash
through the Swedish lines to the Baltic Sea at some point and

compel the Swedes to evacuate their holdings to the BOuth? Or
could Charles drive deeper into Europe, secure a firm base BOUth
of the Baltic and force Peter to the east? If the answer was to be
first, Ukraine would inevitably have been totally absorbed in the
Russian interior. If the second was the answer, Ukraine could find
a new support either in the south of the new empire or could
secure a foothold on the Black Sea either with or against the con-

sent of the Ottoman Empire.
After the victory of the Swedes at Narva, when the King

proved his ability, :Mazepa hoped that he would continue to Moscow
with his troops based on the Swedish possessions in Finland. When
Charles turned against Poland, the old BetmGft realized that Peter
was only waiting to wipe out the Kozak organization and Ukraine
and felt that it was his duty to try to help his people by BOme

sort of a practical alliance with the King. How to do it?
The advance of Charles into Ukraine and the move against

Poltava indicated that Charles had perhaps vague hopes of opening
up the southern route to supplies. The war was fought against the
background of the War of the Spanish Succession in which again
aU of Western Europe was involved. Those moves favored some
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plaDa of Mazepa; they hampered othera. The crucial battle of
Poltava waa lost but the masterly way iD. wbicb the old Betfllllfl
carried Charles to safety in the south and the work of Orlyk and
the diplomacy of Charles po8tponed for a half century the complete
victory of Moscow. The re&ulta made it clear that If Ukraine wu

not to be the decisive factor in solviDg the problem of the Ba1.kaD
Cbri&ti&DII, Moscow for ita part would have to reckon with the
Empire advancing down the DaDube and the maritime natiODII of
the West saillDg in througb the Mediterranean Sea.

The battle of Poltava made Moscow and the RWIIIian Empire.
It postponed the liberation of Ukraine. Two bUDdred 8fty yean
later, despite all the efforts of Czars and CommillllUll, Moscow baa
not yet 80lved the riddle of the Straits. That elusive goal, the goal
of Peter, stiD remaiDa and 80 long.. it does, there is bope for the

independence of Ukraine and the reopening of thoee roada in all
directions that were the glory of the medieval Rua.

CORRECTION

In the article. entitled. URuaIaD EmIgration aDd the ADtI-CommUDla
Struggle.\" by Gregory D. Gourjl.... June 1959 luue (No.2, VoL XV) of 2'1N
I1lC'rat11.... qllflrterill. the foD01I'tq correct1ou mould be made:

(1) 011 p. 120. 10th I1De from the top of the pare lIhould read: ''BeI8be9IJg,
ad ID the Volunteer Army of General Kol\"ll11ov out of 300,000 . . .

..

(2) On p. 120. 2Mb lIDe from the top of the pap lIbould ....s: ua mWtuy
expert, but be Dved ID Ro8tov on the Don dW'lD« the crucial perl.od.\"

(3) On p. 120. 28th and 21th .... from the top of the pap Mould read:
\"A1tbouch aeo.... wu DOt occupied by the 'Volunteer Arm)\" of OeD. D8DI1dIa,
IU\"IDed ...� betweeD It and the Georgian army oecurnd on the border,
&lid the writer pla1Dly ea. the \"tuaUon ad the ca..- of . . .

..

(t) On p. 121. 22Dd lIDe from the top of the pap lIbould ....s: ''OeIIenI
JIaI-){ayev8ky. Hie .tde.�\",P. Capt. 1Iakarov. WIUI notorloue . .... &ad the
word \"Makarov\" lIbould be ..b8tItuted for the word \"OrIov\" I.D the 24th ad
t8th � of the ...... pIU'qISpIL



IVAN MAZEPA - PATRON OF CULTIJIU!
AND ARTS OF UKRAINE

By VOLODYIIYR SICJlYNSKY

The era of the reign of BetflUJft Ivan Mazepa (1887-1709), wbo
ruled Ukraine uninterruptedly for twenty-two years, belongs to the
most flourishing period of culture, science and arts in Ukraine,
UDeqUaUed by any other period of the Ukrainian Kozak state.
During Mazepa's reign tbe arts and the general culture in Ukraine
attained sucb a higb degree of development and displayed such orig-
inality that they justly were given the name of IIUkrainian baroque.\"

Mazepa's patronage of Ukrainian arts and science was not an

ephemeral affair or a hobby designed to achieve personal glory
and popularity. He was a typical representative of the enligbtened
Ukrainian society, a spokesman of a cultural pr0ce&8 wbich is
characterized by piety for the past history of one's country, by
reBPeCt for human creativeness and by love of the arts and beauty.
Patronage of this kind is an indispensable means of elevating the
cultural level of l19Ciety, of forging the unity of the nation and
of building up ita resistaDce against the pret18Ure8 of politically-
misguided and aggressive neigbbors.

The noble and beneficial influence of Ivan Mazepa was evident
in every phase of Ukrainian spiritual and material culture-in
science, education, literature, the theater, music, military, seeular
and church architecture, aU the branches of arts, engraving, artisan-
abip and industry.

Science, education and instruction, as bases of the cultural and
economic development of the people, fOUDd the enthU8iutic support
of BetmtJft Ivan K.uepa. A deD8e network of primary and seccmdary
schools in his time was chiefly responsible for the fact that almoet
the entire population of Ukraine, including women, wu literate.
This wu attested to by numerous foreign travelers wbo visited
Ukraine at that time.

Mazepa paid especial attention to the development of the Acad-
emy ?f Kiev, wbich 800D became one of the greatest centers and
butl0D8 of science and ed1K'8tioD not ODly In UkraIne, but in the
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whole of Eastern Europe. Foreign visitors called the Academy a

'l1ourillhing university\" and a \"most famous scbool\" (Beauplan,
Manstein, BeU). Througb the efforts of Mazepa and bis financial
donations the Academy was transformed into a university in 1700.
At the beginDiDg of the XVInth century the number of students
at the Academy reached 2,000, wbo represented a cl'088-section of
the population of Ukraine: the nobility and bigb military families,
city dweUers and simple Kozak&. Sucb democracy in institutions of
learning was an exceptional pbenomenon in the wbole of Europe
and made for the fact that in Ukraine there were no marked social
distinctions among the various strata of the population. The Acad-

emy attracted students not only from all comers of Ukraine,
but also from the neighboring countries of Moldavia, Wallacbia,
Serbia and, later on, Muscovy. There were students from Greece
and Arab countries as well.

The curricula of the Academy, in addition to philosopby and
religion, included the study of foreign languages (Greek, Latin and
German) and aU other subjects known at that time: the natural
sciences, medicine, mathematics, astronomy, and the arts, especially
architecture, painting and engraving. The professors teaching at the
Academy were noted scientists and writers, who translated books
written in Latin and German into the Churcb Slavonic language.

Mention should also be made of the fact that all important
religious, polemic and philosophic treatises, texts of the natural
sciences and of mathematics: texts of song, music, architecture,
books on military science (fortifications and artillery), and books
on education, the art of speaking, philology, poetry, lexicons and
dictionarie&--a11 of whicb were known in Eastern Europe in the
XVUth-XVInth centuries, either came from Ukraine or were con-

nected with the Academy of Kiev.
Mazepa donated sizeable SU1D8 of money for the remodeling

and extension of the building of the Academy itself 80 that in 1704:
it was an impressive edifice, worthy of symbolizing Ukrainian cul-
ture and science. The renovation of the Academy's BoAoyot1left\"fo
Church cost Mazepa 200,000 zolotya. In addition, the RetftUl.ft pro-
vided the sum of 1,000 zolotya annually toward the maintenance of
dormitories for needy students.

The College of Chemibiv was the second higber school in
Ukraine rebuilt and developed by Ivan Mazepa. In 1700-1702 he
built a new building for the CoDege, wbicb, from the arcbitectural
viewpoint, represented a valuable example of the Ukrainian baroque.
Significantly, aU higher scbools in Muscovy bad been patterned
after the Academy of Kiev and other coUege8 of Ukraine.
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The 8t. Nicholu Cathedral in Kiev, which wu bullt by Hetman Ivan .Mazepa
of Ukraine, in 1890-1888. The cathedral was demoliahed on orden of the Soviet
government in 1937, .. a meuW'e agalnat the religious beliefs of the Ukrainiana.

Architecture was one of the moat favored subjects of Ma.-

zepa's patronage, upon which he lavisbed fortunes. He built fort-
resses, public buildings and churches. The palaces of the HetmGft
in Baturyn, Chernihiv and elsewhere were of great architectural
value as examples of a unique Ukrainian style. Most of them were

razed to the ground upon orders of Czar Peter I after the Battle
of Poltava.

Mazepa not only provided abundant sums of money for the
purpose of architectural constructions, but was also an innovator
and plumer of these projects. On the basis of historical documents,
as weD .. from the history of the edifices themselves, we know
that with the very first years of his reign Mazepa saw to it that
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the UkraiDian architects increased in number. The 8rBt known
UkraiDian architecta of his era were Ivan ZarudDy, Stepu. KoVDir,
Prokip Kol'Dievych, Ap11D88 Peryatynaky, Yosyp and Fedir Star-
chenko. Martyn Tomaabevych aDd Ivan Fedorovych. UkraiDian apec:i-
alista and artists increased iD number also in other braDchee of
Ukrainian culture, especially iD the field of eDp'&ving.

The ezample of the Hetmaft was followed by the eDtire Kozak

nobility, which contributed generoualy to the general cultural de-

velopment Noted iD this regard were such Kozak CoIODe1a 88

Rertayk, Myk1a8beVBky, Moldevaky, DuDiD-BorkoVBky, Borokbovych
aDd Myrovych.

Mazepa completed three buge churcbes whicb bad been started

by his predecMlOl'8, renovated and expanded five churchee which
bad been erected by the PrInces of the XIth-XIIth centuries, and

put up another four cburchee. In addition, be wu re&poD8ible for
at least 10 smaller cburches. Some 25 churches were built by him
in the years 1690-1706.

He completed the Mharsky Monastery in the Poltava proviDce,
a structure begun by HetmtJft Ivan Samoylovych in 16M. Two other
imposing churches, the MykolaiVllka Churcb in the Pecherak and the
Brotherbood Churcb in the Podol in Kiev, reflected the influence of
the Westem European basilica type of architecture. They were

erected by architect Yosyp Starcbenko iD 1690-1896.
,

In these coDStructions the old Ukrainian architectural tradition
was eYideDt 88 well U the origiDal characteri8tic of fiDisbed details.
After 'the BaWe of Poltava the RWlllian Czarist tuhnint-tration

ordered Mazepa's iDsignia and coat of arma to be removed from all
his churches, while the Soviet regime ordered both churches de-
molished.

The AU Saints Churcb of the Pecberska Lavra is noted for its
original UkraiDiaD style, not known iD the architecture of other
peoples. It i8 most evident in its central buDding with 5 cupolu and
original ornaments. The Churcb was ended in 1896-1698; over the
main altar was the coat of arms of Ivan Mazepa, its patron and
fOUDder, which subsequently was removed by the RUSBian govern-
ment

Among other more important cburchee built by Mazepa was
the Ascension Church (Vo:mea6llftiG) iD Pereyulav, 1695-1700.

Mazepa also was very active in the restoration aDd recoDStruc-
tlon of architectural monuments of the Middle Ages (XIth-XlDth
ceaturies). His work of restoration paralleled his statebood asplra-
tloaa-be sougbt to awakeD iDterest in the historical put aDd to
CODDect the UkraiDian poUt1caI ute of his day with that of the old



IVfJfI .a.zepa-PGtron of CllUllre GtICI An. of U1maitle 275

period of UkraiDian statehood. TbIa task required tremendous
dort, energy and money, but was rewarding in the end. WbDe the
exteriors of churches were renovated ud given a national character,
the iDteri01'll remained iDtact, thus makiDg for an orlgiDal UkraiDiaD
baroque.

From the viewpoiDt of historical sipi1icance, the most valuable
churcbes restored by Mazepa were:

St. Sophia Cathedral in Kiev, founded iD 1017; the so-called
\"Gold_Plated\" Monastery of St. Michael, erected at the begiDDing
of the XIIth century, and the MaiD Church of the Pecberaka Lavra,
erected in 1073.

Tbe most remarkable reconstruction was that of St. Sophia
Cathedral whicb, from a 5-cupola roof, was transformed iDto a

9-cupola cathedral. adomed with strikiDgly beautiful designs and
motif..

No leas attractive was the architecture of the \"Gold_Plated\"
Monastery, which was demolished by the Soviet regime in 1934
upon the express orders of the KremUn.

(It i8 interesting to note that in RWlllia proper the RU88iu
commun.i8t government refrained from destroyiDg cburches of hi..
torical note. In Ukraine, on the other band, the churches were leveled
as a meaDS of \"figbting religious prejudices\" of the people. Needleas
to ..y, the churches and monasteries built by Mazepa were uaigned
\"priority in destruction\" by Moscow.)

Other churches recoDStructed by Mazepa included the TriDity
Churcb of the Pecheraka Lavra, the St. CyrIl Church iD Kiev, a

few churches in Chernihiv, and several monasteries and smaller
bouses of worship througbout Ukraine.

It is estimated that the HetflUJft spent at least 2,000,000 zolotya
in this work. Tbi8 figure was arrived at by the BCH:aUed Bender
Commission, appointed by King Charles XII of Sweden to &88e88
the estate of the dead HetmGft. Ukrainian ofBcen, especially those
of the General Staff of Mazepa, provided detaUed data on 8WD8 ex-

pended by the HetflUJft for hi8 various cultural and scienWic founda-
tiOD8 througbout Ukraine.

Tbe patronage of Mazepa in the fields of the bumanJatic science&.
education and IDstruction W88 80 eztenaive that it i8 quite impoesible
to detail bere the development of the various branches of leamiDc
which re8ulted from bi8 support and iDfIueDce. Literature, the
theater, music, the song, priDtiDg, Ubrari-. eDlr&ving and etching
--an developed and flourlabed at the end of the XVUth and at the
begbmiDg of the XVUlth century.



276 Tile U1crai,si..tI Quarterly

It was during the reign of Mazepa that a number of outstand-
Ing books of both religious and lay character appeared, rendered in
extraordinary and elaborate print with beautiful etchings and good
binding. First place in the art of printing in Eastern Europe was

beld by the Pecherska Lavra in Kiev.
Books dealing with Ivan Mazepa were destroyed by the Russian

government, but at least 20 various editions have survived. These
books are replete with descriptions of his high knightly virtues,
which strengthened the spirit of and respect for Ukrainian tradi-
tion. Despite the fact that the baroque provoked a Uhigh style\" in
literature, folklore elements and influence of the Ukrainian popular
vernacular, especially in the Kozak duma, made their mark. Some
of these literary works are ascribed to Betmaft Mazepa's authorship.

Books and coDecting were among the most favored bobbies
of Mazepa, which is also attested to by foreign travelers who were

received by the Ukrainian leader in his capital city of Baturyn.
Tbe French diplomatic envoy, Jean Baluse, wbo visited Mazepa
at the end of 1704, wrote:

Ruler Mazepa IIbowed me bl8 collection of anD8, one of the moet beauti-
ful that I ever have Beeft In my Ufe, and alIIo a 881ected library, with books In
Latin everywhere.

There developed during the time of Mazepa a new literary form
known 88 \"Kozak chronicles\" (Iitopys). Of these special significance
is attached to the Litopys samooydtaiG (The CArcmicle 01 tile Eye-
tDitfteN) , allegedly written by Colonel Fedir Kandyba, a military
secretary at the chancery of the Retmaftj Diyatvia (Events) of Cot.
H. Hrabianka, and 8ka.mnie 0 voyni JrOZGtskoi (8tory of tile JrOZG1c
War), by S. Velycbko, secretary of the General Military Chancery.
Permeating these Kozak chronicles is Ukrainian patriotism, with
references to Ukrainian antiquity 88 weD 88 an empbasis on the

geographical, cultural and economic separateness of Ukraine.
General public instruction in Ukraine went parallel with educa-

tion; the problem of education received much attention at the time
of Mazepa. Formation of the spiritual life of the youth, religious
and national education, codes of ethics and social bebavior, relations
of the famUy, marriage, etc.-a1l these topics were widely di8C1lll8ed.
In this connection a special series of books was publiabed, contain-
Ing \"prover\",\" UstClries\" and \"bumor,\" which were circulated
among the people. One sucb book, Ety1ca aOO FiloBofitJ 'Pf\"GtK1UCAy-
tel. (BtAic8 or PAtloaopAy of BigAteoua Ltviftg) of 1712, contained
82 engravings of II. Zybrytsky, and W88 traDalated in modem times
In St. Petel'llburg, Lviv, Moscow and VieDD&.
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The \"Gold-Plated\" Monastery In Kiev, which waa erected In 1108, but remodeled
by Hetman Ivan Mazepa during his reign In Ukraine. The Monastery waa

razed in 1934 by the Soviet government during its campaign agailUlt religion.

A number of foreign travelers who visited Ukraine reported
on the high level of education and science. In the second half of the
XVllth century, Paul of Aleppo, in writing that the whole population
of Ukraine was literate, remarked about the Ukrainian upper classes:

Among monastery principals (cf. the Pecherska Lavra) there are learned

people, jurista and speakers, who know logic and philosophy and dwell upon deep
problem8.

Similar reports were made by the Swede K. J. Hildebrandt in
1688, by the Scot P. Gordon, the Dane Jul Just in 1711, and others.

Knowledge of foreign languages was a general characteristic of
the cultural life of Ukraine of the Mazepa era, in which trend Ma-

zepa provided stimulating leadership and direction. Contemporaries
wrote that Ivan Mazepa was a master of Latin, and fluently spoke
the Dutcb, Italian, German, French, and Polish languages. It was
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not a rarity that a UkrainIan oIicer of the Mazepa era Ibould know,
in addition to the Latin, aI80 the German, French, and Italiu

laDguapL
IIeDce UkraiD.iaDa were used by MUIICOVite publicatiODS in tile

capaeitiea of interpreters, diplomata, editon, proof-readers and 80

on, u 18 attested to by documentary evidence. Generally IlpE'A1ri\"'g,

UkraiDian cultural cadres at the time built up the cultural life of

KwIcovy, IIel'ViDg u teachers, judpe, prie&ta. arti8ta, and the like.

RWIBiaD historian P. Pekarsky wrote In bI8 monumental work,
NouIuJ pri Petrie (BcietIce \"tIder Peter), publiabed In Petersburg
in 1882:

Tbe Little Ru..aaD erudite cluB bad one Iood point, namely, with lu

UIUtaDce, xeDOphobla dI8appeared from Kiev, wbJch � beIIDe npported In
x.cow . .. At the begbmIDg of the xvnIth century, In the eeId of public
bultrucUon In RuaIa the Klenu were the prlDclpal 1a.den: all Important
tnaalaUolUl from the clu8c�, aDmonum8l1tal u.u.. on the dOIJD&I
of faith, aD HnDOIUI, the majority of poetic worb on the glortacaUon of
victorl. aDd peat men, theatrical worU--e11 thMe were written by LltUe
RuaIaIUI or were eompoeed under their npemmon\" (VoL II, p. 2, 4-5).
[LttUe RUIIdan ... the term by wbJch Ru.Ian cbauvlDl8ta referred to the
UkraInIaIUI-D.]

The support of engraving and etcbiDg tendered by Ivan Mazepa
was considerable. Engraving on stone, wocxl, metal, and eapeciaUy
on precious metals, became widely practiced in Ukraine. Mazepa's
buildinp---arcbitectural monuments-provide ample material for
the study of Ukrainian engraving, which wu noted for ita original
style and design. Engraving was widely applied In decorating the
icotaoatcuia, the principal ornament of churches. The iconoatcuia of
the Mazepa era was of great dimensions, being several stories in
beigbt, and therefore cost much money. In all churches built by Maze-
pa there were impressive icotao.ttaaea built by Inrt-rate UkraiDian art-
Ists. The beautiful and ornate iconoatcuea of the \"Gold-Plated\"
Monastery and the Mykolaivska Churcb in Kiev were barbarou8ly
destroyed and burned in the 30's by the Soviet Russian government.

The metal-cuting industry was highly developed at the time
of Mazepa; from his era remain products of a higb technical and
artistic leveL Bells, cannons, church objects and domestic appliances
were covered with etcbiDgB, sometimes even with portraits. The
casting of bells in Ukraine was a highly inbicate and expensive art,
and the cburcb bells were known to be buge and extremely costly.
Mazepa wu a great patron of tbia art u well. Inasmucb .. the
Russian government could not destroy these objects so easily, some
church bell8 have IlUJ'Vived to our time. At least four bells of an
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extremely rare quality have been preeerved: that of Novhorocl-

Siveraky of 1898; the Domanytsky Monastery in the ChernJh1v

province, 1899; Chenrlbiv, 1701, and the St. Sophia Cathedral, Kiev.
Prlcele&8 jewelry producta of silver and gold, often adorned

with rubies and diamonds, were among the commODplaee gifta given
to the churches by Kazepa. These treasures were conft.scated by the
Soviet RWIIIan govermnent.

The era of Ivan llazepa coDlliderably promoted the development
of painting. Tbe Academy of Kiev aDd the painting Ichool of tbe
Peebel'llka Lavra were the centers of the art. Ukrainian monumental
painting was wen acquainted with the Western European trends,
especially the Italian and Dutcb schools. Portraiture was dominated
by reaUsm and the monumental form. In fconoatcuia painting the
reaU8t1c trend went 80 far 88 to bave Ukrainian Kozak folklore
&ceDes reproduced. ReUgious palDtinp very often contained portraitB
of churcb \"patrons and donors.\" (In existence are many church
pictures with a Ukene&8 of Ivan Kazepa.)

Engraving bad 8pPCial signiftcance; it was not only a branch
of the arts, but served 88 a unique means of reproducing drawings,
portralta, maps and sketches. In Kiev alone, at the time of Kazepa,
there were 20 famous engravers. The> founder of the Ukrainian
scbool of engraving wu Alexander A. Tarasevycb, wbo was educated
and wbo worked for a number of years in the West. In 1688 Tara-
sevych, upon the invitation of BetmGft Ivan Kazepa, came to Kiev.
Proving to be an exceUent muter of his metier, be worked for
many Western European publications, notably those in Augsburg,
drawing portraitB of Jr:ings, princes, emperors, state and churcb
dignitaries, and the like. IDs school in Kiev produced the majority
of Ukrainian engravers, including D. Halyakbovaky, Leo Tarasevych,
Ivan Sbcbyrsky, Ivan Mybura and Ivan Strelbytaky. AU were in-
spired by Ivan llazepa; their work contained many references to
Kazepa's coat of arms, allegorical symbols and his likeness in recog-
nition of his good deeds for people aDd country.

E:d.remely popular at the time wu the engra\\'iDg of the 110-
called \"academic theses,\" that is, engravings repreeenting academic
debatee and artistic soirees of the Academy of Kiev. Executed by
outstanding Ukrainian engravers, very often the students of the
Academy, these were dedicated to important perBOD8. At least four
sucb engraved \"academic theses\" were dedicated to Kazepa.

Mazepa's deeds 88 a patron of the arts and sciences were not
limited to Ukraine alone, but extended outaide the frontiers of
Ukraine, thereby conbibuting toward better poUtical, cultural and
economic relations with foreign nations. It is known that be founded
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churches in VilDo and in Polaad His generous band extended 88 far
88 Palestine, the Greek Athoe and the Near East, especially Syria,
ADtiocb and AlexandriL In Syria Mazepa donated a Gospel printed
in the Arab language to the city of Aleppo in 1708. Mazepa also
gave a silver chalice and other church objects to the Church of the
Divine Tomb in Jerusalem.

Another of Mazepa's concerns W88 the development of industry
in Ukraine. We might mention here the industry of papermaking,
wbicb developed to a higb degree under Mazepa. There are documen-
tary data to tbe effect that in Chernihiv province alODe there were

12 paper plants in the xvmth century. Ivan Mazepa founded a few

paper factories, especially in the village of Bilytsia in 1680.
The production of glB88, which began to develop in Ukraine at

the beginning of the XVIth century, reacbed its higbest level of
production at the time of Mazepa, especially with regard to artistic
glassware. Under the Hetmaft'. aegis, at least four new glass facto-
ries were e&tablished.

Ceramic production also developed to a higb degree, especially
in the proper HetmGuhcAyfUJ, in such centers 88 Starodub, Kozeltsi,
Nizhen, Cbernihiv, Ichnya, Oleshnya, Pohari, Novhorod-Siversky
and Baturyn. Ceramic factories are known to have existed also in
the provinces of Kiev and Podilia, and in Galicia and Volhynia
88 weD.

Textile production had a great economic significance, providing
88 it did material for clothing for the entire population. During the

reign of Mazepa the textile industry in Ukraine attained sizeable
proportions and provided linen, broadcloth, silk and other textiles.

The organizers and promoters of industry and of the entire
economic life in Ukraine were Kozak officers who not only were

wen trained in the military art, but constituted an enlightened class
with an understanding of the economy and the technique of produc-
tion and trade.

Under the direction and leadership of Hetman Ivan Mazepa, who

generously supported science, education, the scbools, the churcb and
the whole economy of the country, Ukraine was weD on the road
to economic, cultural and political independence. Under normal con-

ditions Ukraine would have flourished, a great aDd powerful nation.



BOOK REVIEWS

ABMS or VALOR. By Pavlo Sbandruk, Lt. OeD. of the OeDeral Staff, tJkra1D-
laD NatiolULl Army. With an Introduction by Roman Smal-Stocld. Ph. D.
TranIIIated by Roman Olemllcld. Robert SpeUer . Sou PubUllhen. Inc.,
New York. 19U. P. 320. Library of CoD1'f811 Catalog No. 58-12848. $8.00.

The pubUcation of memolrl by Ukratnian poUticaI or mWtary leaden

compared with the great number of memoln appearing In other countrlee 11
a rare phenomenon. Therefore, we mU8t welcome th1I book by General ShaDdruk

who, by writing bJ8 memoln, may encourage other Ukratnian leaden, who took
active part In the Uberatlon struggle of the UkI'lL1n1an nation for freedom and

Independence, to do Ukewill8.
General Slumdruk'. memoln embrace three Important and vital periods

of bJ8 ute.
The ant period deals with the national uplratloft8 of the Ukratnian

people toward their statehood and Independence Immediately after World War I,
that I., the Ukratnian natiolULl revolution In former RU88Ia. Thi. important
period coven the era of Ukrainian independence and the deferudve war of
Ukraine against her aggre88ive neighbors.

A. th1I i. a vast 888ignment, it I. not surprising that the author lIhould
have used a telegraphic style, endeavoring to cover u much ground u pol8ible
In the shortest po88ible way. It 11 therefore inevitable that In placel one can

detect certain lIhortcorninp and PI\"I, which, however, General ShaDdruk has
succeeded in bridging without a1rectlng the unity of the book. In th1I part be
coven bJ8 role in the epoch-making events In Ukraine: the outbreak of the
Ru88ian revolution and the Ukratnian national rebirth; bJ8 part in the organ1a-
tlon of the young Ukrainian national army and of hi. own Ukrainian independent
unit, the Zaporozbian R1fte Battalion; the struggle within the ranks of the
Ukraln1a.n GaUclan Anny agaiD8t Poland; the struggle for Kiev, and the
famoU8 .\"winter march\" of the UkraInian a.rm1_.

The second period of General Sbandruk'. book analyzes bJ8 experience
UDder the PoUab occupation; 8Ix chapten are devoted to such subjects u the
tJkrain1an-PoUllh alliance (PeUura and PUnuld) , the Internment of the tJkra1D-
laD army by Poland, bJ8 work with the exiled tJkra1D1an mWtary Aaff; \"entice-
ments\" and \"lnvltatlollll\" extended by the Soviet pvemment to return home,
and bally bJ8 career Hrvtce In the PoUllh army. Tb1I part, too, 11 somewhat
cursorily written without elaboration on such vital toplCil .. the activity of
the Ukratnian pvemment-In-ex1le, the Idtuatlon after the conclusion of the
Ukra1n1an-PoUsh treaty, the relatiolUl with the UkraInIan population of W88tern
Ukraine which was whoUy bo8t11e to this treaty and which wu banbly pene-
cuted by the PoUllh pvernment.

In the reviewer'. opinion, the third part of General Sbandruk'. memoln 11
tbe mOlit IDterest1Jlg and the rlcbe8t from the viewpolDt of factual 1Dt0rmation.
Probably this 11 80 parUy becaU8e tbe8e events are 8tW very fre8h In the
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memory of all of ua. aDd partly becauM the autbor write. about W. put of lis.

experlenc:e8 with a more In� approach. Tbe reader qht be perturbed
about what happeDed to the author's wife, to whom two chapter. an devoted

(\"Ky Attempte to Re.eue Ky WIfe\" aDd \"Ky WIfe's Story\"); theM two

miCbt well have been combined Into ODe.

Tb18 third part deala principally with the outbreak of World War U.
b18 � by the ae.tapo (after the defeat of the PoUah army, In wblch GeDeral
Shandruk held the rank of Colonel), the German-Soviet war, the creatloa of
the Ukra1n1aD NaUonal Committee aDd the beJrbmIDg of the orpllimD&' of the
Ukratnlaa Naticmal Army UDder b18 coJDJDaDd. the n.rrender of the FInt.
Ukra1D1an Dlvtmon to American-BrttiBh troope, aDd the end of the war.

The author's prwentaUon of b18 dorbl to ave the Ukra1D1an Dlvtmcm
from faWnc Into the banda of the Soviet authorlU_ IJI Mlmewbat dramatic aDd
leav. the reader In a 8t&te of contwdon. It appean that at the Jut moment the
Ukra1D1an DtY18lon wu apUt and wu taken prlmner (In the American aDd
Brttiah I'oOnu; DO mention\" made of the Frencb sone), and that all the don.
of the author to reach the divi8lon In RImiD1, Italy, u the commanding otacer
of that divtmon, failed, becaWle he and his IIta1r were tumed back to Kunlch
by the Briti. It 18 rather regrettable that General 8baDdruk did not dweB
more on this particular development.

Tb18 part alIIo dew with the creaUon of the UkraID1an Natlcmal Com-
mittee aDd Ita relaUmw with all Ukra1D1an poUtical groupe, Bet..... Skoro-

padIIky, the PresIdent of the UkralD1an NaUcmal RepubUc In exile, aDd the two
rival tJkraIDI.an natlonal18t OrpDizatiOlUl which combatted each other. 'I'bU part.
too, could have been more thorougbly analyzed, e.pecla1Iy the behavior and
activities of theM groups In the Jut momenbl of World War D.

ID another chapter, .\"The Stnlggle for the Independence of Carpatho-
Ukraine,\" the author makes an unneceuary dignalon In IDcorporatlq the
bJstorical development of that part of the UkraInIan land. TbIII appean point-
lea. upecIaIIy .anee the author bad no relatlo... with Carpatbo-Ukratne, never

wu there and did not take any active part In Ita recent b1Itory. On the other
hand, the author negleeted to Incorporate the reaetlOD8 aDd active qttaUon of
the PoUsh government and eapeclally the PoUsh army, In wblch be then IeI\"Ved,
when Carpatho-Ukraine 1'088 to fight for Ibi autonomy aDd later for full in-
dependence In 1938-39. We cannot uwme that the author, .. a blgh o8Icer of
the PoU8h army (although he did not aerve on the PoUsh-Carpatbo-1.Jk:raIDIaD
border In the CarpathlUUl) ,

did not hear anytblng from b18 omcer cone.cu-
on bow they treated Ukrainian ntupea from Carpatbo-Ukralne tleeIq the
Hunprtan gendarmes. (TheM refupell In fact, were IIbot without trial on the
PoUah side.) True, this incident IeeD\\8 minor In compartlOD with the cr-t
developmenbl of World War D, and hence we must Impute to the author n0-

thing but good will and a desire to give .. much informaUon .. �ble. But
In this respect he could have omitted the problem of Carpatbo-t1kraIne without
being accWl8d of W-wiD or Ignorance of that particular problem of UkraIne.

The introducUon to General Shandruk's book wu written by Prot. SmaI-
Stoeld, of Marquette Univenlty, a well-known apecIaIUt on UkraIn1an b1Itory.
In a lengthy (17 pegea) preface he gives an analysis of the Ukratnian UberaUcm
dortl and the part General Shandruk played In them. The reader be�
Introduced to the Ukrainian que.t1on wiD proftt by a MCOnd reading of the in-
troduction after ftnIJIh1nC the main body of the work, w1ll doubtl.. join aD
tboee who an dl8at1ded with the political an'UIpIDeDt of JI:aaterD IDurope
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... wUl _ all tile CI'U8 enon of tho8e wIlD dictated the lLI'I'IUIpIDeDt after

World War I. .. weD .. that after World War D. It .. abundantly clear that
tile UDjwIt u.tment of the UkraIII1aD. problem, .. weU .. that of the oUIer

.....ftId peopl_ of JCutem J:u.rope. .. bebIC avenged even now. UDfortunately,
tile .-umpUon that Stalin .. IIDW p118b1Dg mmebody III bell Into a cauldroJl
of baIIInc tar provlde8 DO reBef here to the lIWrering of a gnat nation.

T'be weak_ part of tile book. It .... to the reviewer, .. the chapter
eatlUed, \"Why.\" Since eonclulou are euIIy to be draWD from the preface
aad the book 1t8eIf, tbI8 ellapter In de .. reduDdaDL

From the viewpoint of teclmIcaI lU'T&Jll'8lDent, the ma� aDd WuatrBtlou

mtpt better have been plaeed 011 Mparate p8p8 at tile end of the book ratbel'
tIum In the text, especially In places that have DO relaUon to them. T'be name

IDdex .. extremely uaetuI ud weleome, but It aI80 would have been de8lnble
to have &II Index of pograpIdc PIace8. to facWt&te foUowIng the development-.

Regard!.. of the drawbaclul .. noted. the memoln of General Sbandruk
are extremely readable ad m eolorful In -..ota that they compel the I'Mder
to 8nI8b tile book at one BlttIDg.

T'be book merits the fuU attention not only of the UkraInIan pubUc, but
..... of Amerlcan 8tudents of the hlstorlcal events of UkraIDe, lnumucb .. It

pI'09td_ maDY Intere8t1Dc fact8 aDd Interpret&UoD8 of recent bIatory In
Eutem Europe.

I1Jcra\"'.... l....mta6 01 Americd JULIAN REvAY

DAB Bl1lfBllfCBB PBBPBTI1I1. .OBILB. By Dieter rrtede, JIarIenbu.r1r
Verlag Wuenburg, 1958, pp. 228.
TbI8 book .. aD Intel'ellt.lDC eompUation of reportortal &lid joul\"lUllbtlc

matertal, replete with eltaUOIUI from the worlul of ImowD BpeCIaI.I8t8 on Ruaia
aad the USSR, 8tatemDen aad pbllompben, .. well .. with the obilervaUou
of tile author bbIUIeIf. AccordI.DC to tile author, the SovIet rqtme .. the con-

tinuation of the Cart8t rqtme. the \"ute ud conUDuaUon of the Ru....
bIatory\" (p. If): '\"the BoIMevtk8 are above all Rual8D8\" (p. 28). Tbue are

tile bulc tbe8ee of the author which be endeavon to prove In the book. at
tImu with &II extremely emoUoD&l dl8play. Mr. rrtede purpoeeIy caII8 ....
book Du B....ucM Perpetuum II0'\" to undencore that the OIIce-elltabll8bed
macbIDe of terror In RU8Ida operatell permanently.

T'be author, a German joumalJat of Berlin, wu arreMed In tile late
010'. &lid ....t IIWIY yean In SovIet eoncentraUon cam�, including u.o.
In Vorkuta. \"nt on the ...... of bIa own o_rvatlou made In the .....
labor CUDpI, &lid later on tbnnagb additional 8tudlee, tile author came to
tile convicUon that \"the permanent RuuiaD uptratiOll .. to ... the dcmd-
D&UOII of IDurope aDd AJda, aad for the Czan ud tile paera! -.:retan_ fII
tile CeDtraI Committee of the Communl8t Party of tile Soviet Union tbere
I'eIIUI.Iu one &lid the 8UDe object1ve: the conquat of tile world\" (p. 30).

ID ...pport of his u.e.a. Author FrIede quotM the oplnlOlUl of v....ou
fonlp uad RWIId&ll authon, 1ltate8men. phllomphen aDd poets: Alexander
Benen, Lord Palmenton, George Kennan. Dudlewky, Benlyaev, Slok, Sa.-
marck aDd IIUUIY otben. It would be _e to lltate that the book eontalu
more opInIOIU of other autbon tbaD of the auUlor bbJuIeIf, WhOM role ......
to be that of tyIDg up the matertal Into a topical bundle. TIle book aa.o contalu
IIUUIY bI8torlcal dlgraBlOIIII. bued mainly on tile bJ8tory of German-Ru.IaD
reIaUoa&
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Both In tile 8phere of IntematiODal relatlou aDd In the metbod8 OIl

8ehtIDg Ita adverarl_. tile Soviet restme Invented notbIDC new. but adopted
aDd appUed the old tacUC8 of terror to new conditio.... aDd took over the

berttap of the CzarI8t predeceuon: \"Ru.IaD alavery OIl our daY8. doe8 not

beP1 with the Siberian border- poI_ .. wu the cue ID the Um_ of tile

Can. but baa been greatly exteDded to the prtvate Bpbere\" (p. ..). Such ..
tile cWference between authorttartaD RuuIa aDd that OIl StalIn-lIhrwIhcbev.

Three cbapten of the book an dnoted to &II explaDatlOD of modem
Soviet alavery. which tile author WIlft'lI...t- with apec1al cbarta 8bowiJIC the

popaphic location of the alan C81DP8 aDd with de8crtpU0D8 OIl ute In them.

Regrettably. thue de8crtptloM tend to be frapneatary &lid lack unity and
cohesion ...ch .. we and In the book of Dr. Scbolmer (lHe 2'ot.. lee\"....
...rueck). Nonethe1.... they man.age to provide a pneral picture. There ..
a180 a reference to the bnatal IUppreuion of the uprl8lnp ID tile Vorkuta

e&mP8 and the terror appUed to womea pri8oDen, and meatiOD of the terrible
conditioM of the cam� of the IOld mIne8 of Kolyma. Aa W88 true for the
Can. for the KremUn Red muten .. weD \"Kolyma 18 a country of 101d,
beclouded In deadly 81lence. a hell from which no ODe com_ out to free-
dom\" (p. 99).

The cbapter on the ooEnalaved NaUo�Penecution of ReUgion\" duerv_
.tudloua attenUOD. lnumuch .. It dew with the Soviet colonial poUcy with

respect to the non-RuuIan naUolUI. But th18 poUcy. too. .. not new: It .. but
a continuaUon of the poUcy of ena1avement practiced by tile CzarlIt regime.
The author dwells long_t on the poUcy of M08COW. WhIte and Red. appUed
to the Poles. Ukralnl&IUI aDd Hungarl&IUI. Alter a short IUrvey of Poll8h-
RUAlaD relatioM. Author 1I'r1ede d18cuuea extenatve1y tile UkrainlaD-Ruu1an
relatiolUl. beginning with the Treaty of Pereyulav of 16M aDd ending with
the terror of Khrushchev after World War II. The author learned of Ukralnlua
aJral... through talk8 and d18cWlldolUl with his co-prlaonen. Ukra.ln1ana from the
western are.. of Ukraine. aDd supplemented bis knowledge with additional
lItudy and research. His IUrvey of Ukrainian matten i8 hi8toricaUy correct,
but. unfortunately. Is eomewbat superSclai. He concludu with the following
statement: ooEntire vlllagea were deported to the Eut. The thInn1nc out of
the population of Ukraine .. the work of Khrushchev\" (p. 132).

More detailed .. the author's analy... of the GennaD-Ruutan relatione.
wbich he obvtoualy knows well aDd In which one notices bis German patriotism
and a subjective vlewpolnL ooFour TIm_ AgaInIIt German Unity\" .. the title of
the cbapter In which Mr. Friede atternpta to prove that RWllda baa alwaY8
been apllUIt German unity. Unfortunately. tile argumentl of the author
cannot be left unchallenged: they are heavily blued and one-Bided. He ....

only tile IDtenet of one Bide. namely. the GennaD 81de. aDd aU argumenta
ID favor of th18 81de are quaWled .. good aDd just. while he rejecta u.o.
which are agaIn8t IL His parUality pea eo far .. to force him to omit a pod
many bI8tortcal facti. almply because they are unacceptable to the German
vlewpolnL For ID8taDce. the author completely bypauu Hitler and hI8 crlmlDal
poUd_ In JCutem Europe. jump1nc immediately to the conte� of Tebena
aDd Potadam. and cutlgatM the Am. for tbetr \"evil InteDtlo..... with rupect
to the German people &lid their uptratlcma toward unity. TIU chapter _1M

to be tile weakest of all, which OIl coune dou not help tile book earn a very
blab 1'atIq.
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In the 8na1 chapter Author l\"rIede, In quotmc Karl Marx, ...peau after
bIm: '''!'be poBcy of RuuIa .. unch&DgeabI.; the m.thodll, taetlce and movea

cbaDge but the leadiJI&' lltar of Rwudua poBey .. aD inextl.ngulebabl. 1Itar.\"
Be adda that Marx' de8n1Uon bolda today and ... in MoIlCOW' a danger, etaUng:

..RuuIa 18 the .temal hotbed of unreat for the world\" (p. 21). ODIy
clOM union of the European natlolUI with the United Statu CaD offset the
future daDpr. .-n.. union of Europe and Am.rtca can .ven tum geopoBUcs
to the d.triment of the USSR. Vut expansell which once w.... the undoing of

Napoleon and Hitler work today to the d.trtment of RUAla\" (p. 217).
A I18t of RUAlua aggnalv. wan aDd BDDexaUolUI and three BOngB of

Soviet prtBOn.... clCHle the book.

Regardleu of the IIhortcomlngs of the book, which we enum.rated In

part, It .. euenUaDy bued on correct nbliervaUons and anaIyaetI aDd provldu
much informativ. material, upeclally for the IIUUIII GennaD read.r. But for
a Btudent of Soviet Rwudan ural... the book. being a compUaUoD, .. in-

adequate, .ven If the great m... of quotaUons which the author ably pl\"ellentB
In h18 work .. taken Into account.

Pf'ololl B_.reA .U hW\"Ai\"lI Auomsttoll LUBOMD O. ORTYN8KY

BITTBB BABVBST. Th. Intellectual Revolt BehInd the Iron Curtain. EdIted

by Edmund SUDman. Introduction by Franco\" Bondy. New York, Fred-
.rtck A.. Praeger, PubUJlhen, 1858, pp. :xxxm 6: 313. $5.00.
The preHnt volum. of Fred.rtck A. Praeg.r .. on. of the ..rtu of

''Pra.epr PubUcatioDB on RuuIan Hliltory aDd World Communl8m,\" which bu

provided _vera! Important boob in the Iut few y.a... for the purpolle of

leamIDg aDd und.rBtanding RuulaD Impertall8m uad RU.aD aDd World
communlm1. Among these are such outstanding works .. Bertram D. Wolf.'s
n\"...l&c1&ev .u St.lm'. Glaoat, Jolm ArmBtrong's 'I'M Somet Bt&reGucnatfc BUte:
A COlle St..411 01 the Ukrainian Apponatua. uad the anthology of V. Zavallehln,
B.rlll Sm1iet Writer.. (It Is disheartening to note that major New York book-
IItoree do not have the above-mentioned books In stock.)

Bmer B.\",_t .. ua anthology of pl\"088, poetry uad pubUcl.uc works of

tbirty-one Communist wrlt.n, written for the most part rec.ntly (18M-58) In
the USSR uad in the countrtea of the oopeopl.'s democracy' beblnd the Iron
Curtain. The anthology does not contain a Blngl. work by an .mlgre wrlt.r
from either the USSR or the satellit. countrlea, and thWl UBUI'8II the dlrectneu
and authenUcity of the mat.rtals gathered by Mr. SUllman. Th. aDthology
18 prefaced by a w.D-written and pen.tratmc Introduction by Franco\" Bondy.

All the authon In the book are Communlata, not only thoee who became

dluppointed in Communism but aI80 thoIIe who w.re penecuted for their

Uterary creaUv.neu and died rath.r than conform to the opp.....v. communl8t

teachIDC aDd poUet_ Among th.m are aI80 thoIIe writen and InteUect.w.
who .ull Bve beblnd the Iron Curtain and belong to omcial Sovl.t or ..� ...Wte
Bterary IUUIOClatiOIUl.

lIut num.rou In the uatbology are PolIab, Hungarian and RUAIa
write.... Th. Poll8h write... are I\"epreHnted by the works of Marek IDuko,
Bohdaa Drw.dow.1d. Studlllaw Dygat, Leon KoIakOWllld, Michal Bruk. Paw\"

B.rta, StuI18Iaw ZleIID8ld. Adam Wuyk, St.uaI8Iawa Smaper-ZaknIe1rUa, Le0-

pold W.ld, W. God.k aDd R. TunId, 12 authon In .n.
Tbe Bunprian writen are: Tlbor Dery, Gyol'lY Palocsl-Horvatb. Karoly

J'obMa', Peter V.rea. JIUd_ Gim_, GyuIa Bay and Imre Nqy-tor a total
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of ....... Of the RuaIaD Inte11eatuaJ8 we bave Ala.&Dder J'ubID. TurU NBClbID.
NIkolaI ZIIduov, mya BbnDbw1r, BorIa Putenaak IIIId DImItri OraaJD. TbII

...-.1-'- of tile InteUeetuala Ia \"revolt\" comprl8e JIIDh BOIIDC (VI.tnam..),
Bartjl B...... (LatviaD) , Wall&' Keac (CbIDMe), 11110. JIacounk (CIrech),
JIDovan DjUu (SubIaD) aDd WolfpIIC Bartcb (But Qermu).

TbII vel7 fact that there Sa a prepoaderuu:e of die wrlten of PollUId,
Buapry aDd RuuIa Ia the antbo101)' m.aJEe. it 8DlDewbat cme-\"ded. Not

adequatl,. rep�ted Ia the book an the c..cha. CbIDeM, an4 Oenna.u, while

completel,. forgotteD an tile JI:RoDIau, UthU8.ll1aa, pn_.....\". an4 BulprtaD8,
DOt to meatiOD the wrlten of IUCIa culturall,. dIatIDet � .. tJJr:ra1De,
\"\"0\"\"'\" Oeoqrl&, Armenia and other DOD-RuBIaD repubUca of the tJSSR.

The abMDce of write... from u..e COUDtrI_ Sa� cunoua In tbI
worD of thMe wrlten, maDY of whom were oppreaed and executed and maDY
of whom an lUll BCtIve and UYIq, th.... may be fOUDd even mo... cbaracter-
IaUc examp1ea of BCtIv. oppoBltloD to \"8OCIaIIat �\" aDd party coatOI'llWaD
tIum In the worka of certain Ru.uIaD wrlten. .. for example, Dya BbreDbu.r1r,
die DOtortoua clort4er of StaI1D.

De8plte th18 IbortcomlDC the anthology of Bdmwad StU1maD m.rtta atten-
tion. It p,..ta exampl_ of Ut.enI.r,y and pubUc9tIc creaUvenea wbJch prove
tIm. and apID that the Soviet I)'IItem In the USSR ud ita bnmd In the
uteWte countrl_ !au failed to extI.nCU18h the faith of IDdIv!dual wrlten and
intel1eetua18 1D the value of maD .. such, an4 their bud8tence 011 truth an4
f.... artI8tIc exprea1on.. They prove beyond an,. doubt that the ex1pncl_ of
humanity and f.... creatJvenea l\"8III8ined aDd .un remaIa the movtnc force
und.r the commUld8t rqtm_, the 10111' deead_ of eommunlat terror an4 OJ)-
p......on notwlthltandIDC. The artI8t1c cUmate of worD embraced in the

aDtholOlY, their topiea and Ideu or conc1wdou or the lack of th.m, support
the beUef that the free hwnan IIplrtt wiU remain unbreakabl. deaplte the
horrendoWi crtmu committed by communism upon humanity.

Th. pennuaent and charactertstlc trait of a11 the works written by the8e
writen, be It poetry, p1\"Olle of publlc1st1c euay, Is their pri80n atmo.pbe....
A heavy and oppre88lv. mood, hopeleaneu and the In.rtia of .v.ry-day ute.
a lack of faith In arunle and aspirations and a lack of IDIIplrlD&' ual-a11 th18
leads the commUDl8t \"man\" to revolt qain8l the communist tyranny, to .-rc:b
for aD exit In acta of humanilDD and decency. Such Ie the prevailing eolutlon
of the her0e8 In the works of the aDtholOlY, and such Is the end of the
authon th.DUI8lve..

BUt.,. BO\",elIt 18 aD .xceUent complement to a ..rt_ of BImJlar aDtholorl_
of works by poeta, writers and pubUcl8t8 who we... either Uquldated In the
USSR or th.lr works banned u thole of \"bourgeois natlona1lata, II \"C08ID.
poUtane\" or, simply. antl-communl8t8. To such be10111' the Ukral.n1aD &Dtholorl_
BJook611 Btn\"l1. by BobdaD Krawclw (N.w York, le&), .... ... PrUora by Tar
Slawtych (Detroit, IBM an4 J'.raey City, 1958), 2'1N B:netItetJ BeI*1. of
Tuny LaVl1Denko (PaN, 18&1) aDd the PoUah antholOl)', Brolea .rror.

M far u Ukrainian Uteratu... In the SovIet Un1011 Is concemed, 81p8C1aD,.
mace the time of the eo-ca11ed '\"thaw\" aDd the new oppnaive wave wbich Sa
now ap.In in .vidence In UkraIn., aDother antholOlY 8bnI1ar to that of
Mr. StIDman may be compUed with perbapa mo... ''NbeWoua\" worb tbua
thoee pl'eMDted n BUter B.,.\"..,. n would be autbeDtlc, eveD more� IIIId
1Dte�, aDd perlaap. more welcom. .. a more. \"\"h._,....s form of tile
creatlveaeu of tile wrlten In the Ol'Mt S1&ve State.. BoBIWf �.CIW
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'''IDIRUSBCRI:V VISIT TO TIIIC UNlTlI:D STATIIB,\" lID� by the Baa-
orable '1'bomu 1. Dodd, 0011\"\"\"\"'\" BeconI, Aq. 13, 1_, WublJlctaa.

ODe of the mOllt penetratlD8' adctre.ea 011 the world BltuaUon wu delivered
Jut AupBt by 8eDator Dodd of CoDDeCt1cut. In It, the 8eDator explal.Ded wb7
be WIllI op� to tile InvltaUOD exteDded to KJanWu:bev. 101 believe,\" be -4.
.\"tbat In our OWD. Ume we an repeatIDg the ame pattem of concuBl0D8 to

InIIatIable tyranny which 20 yean aco reached the point of no retum at the
conference table In Munich.\" The Senator caretulIy documented the event.

leading to the InvltaUon, IItreaInC particularly the BerIID tbreaL

Scoring Vice Pre8ldent NIxon for bI8 de8crtpUon of KhrwIhchev .. a maD

wbo '\"worked bI8 way up from the bottom,\" Senator Dodd empb&llzed that
before '\"we accept the Vice PresIdent'. 'ragB to rtcha' .umnuary of Khru8hch8v'.

career, let WI get the facU Into the record.\" With the preclBlon of a lawyer
.tat.Inc bI8 cue, the Senator then enumerated methodically the crimM of
KhnaBhchev In Ukraine and el8ewbere. As he put It, IONUdta KhruBhchev I\"OR

to CommunlBt prominence u the baDgman of the UkraIne.\"
Tb18 factually compact addrM8 may well become a bIBtortc one. ADalyucI

by the edlton of Time mapzIne (AupBt 24, 1_), It may BerVe u a bulB for
. \"battle cry In one of the decade'. hottut poUUca1 conuovenlea.\" The a.ddna
.. powerful. forcetul, aDd coDBtn1cUve and, Indeed, 8hou1d be Btudled by \"'17
Amertcan HekI.Dc a clarUtcaUon of the .....c I.uue8 ad threatB controntl.n«
thI8 nation.

'''WORLD GOVERNJOCNT VIA NATO,\" by __beth B. o.th. AruriccIft 0pM.-
tOIl, 1une 1NI, BelmODt, IlauachWletta.

The author of tIWI eD....... article 8how. real aad vaUd CODCem for the
BOVere1en IncIependeDce of tbI8 naUon. She depleta the fol\"CM at work to
achieve AUanUc Union through our NATO aWIIDce. What troub1e8 bar III ..sdI-
Uon, and with couIderabie jUllWlcaUon, .. the lI\"Oup of people fomeDtIDg tbI8
parUcuIar drive. Nam.. such .. Elmo Roper. Tbomu K. 1'InIetter, Paul
NI_ Mordecai 10hlUlon. ErIc JobnBton ami otbera are cited.

\"'__1...... the I\"8UOnIng of BOIDe of theBe IDd1v1dua18, tile writer ........
out Mr. 10hD8t0n. She write.: liAs to tile ubiquitoUB BrIe Jobutaa, .... m_
recent claim to the headUDe8 came from bI8 part In ...... tbat tile Com-
munlBt butcher, IIIkoYIID, w\" stven BO beut)' a weleome .. our peBt.
L. E. DobrlaDBky, Profeuor of SovIet ICcoaomICB at GeorptDwD Unlvenlty.
wrote to Premdent 1Ct8enhower: 'It our people were to d8pad on tile 881...
aDd cIaIIprouBIJ' ......eadIDc ..,�w of ..ch unlDformed penou .. c,n..
Baton. AdlaI 8tnaIIon. ErIc 10bD8t.0n, aDd otber Iudvert.eat tooIB of�
MHCOW proJMlPllda. pubUc opbdcm .. tbI8 0DUDtI7 CDUId It8I1f raJIdI7 ......

. a capUve of ........ (p. 22).
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M conee..... aot only u... subject but abo our nlaUou with IIOIICOW,
tile� of thae penolUl mWlt be subjected to the .verut ..:naUDy. The

writer demoutratea weD the tualDeu cbaracterIzIDC their buWy adopted
vi..... RegarcU.nc \"R......\" their vtewll an DOt only fuay but completely
dWtorted.

\"CONTROL 01' THE ARTS IN' THE COIlKUNlST EllPIRE,\" couuJtaUon
with Ivan P. Bahrtany. Committee on Un-AmertcaD Actlvltlea, Roue of

RepreaentaUvea, .June 3, 1959, WubJqton, D.C.

A contemporary bliltory of Ukraine .. ouWned In thI8 colUlUltation along
with the detana of the colUlUltee'. penonal bIetory. In every IIeIUIe of the word

Bahrtany'. fund of rtcb expertence with RUII8Ian Communl8t tyrBDIIy .. a

reflection of the compoBite expertence of the enUre UkraiDiaD nation with

Rualan domination. Bahrtuy, who .. a world renowned Ukra1n1u writer,
gtVeB a vivid a('count of biB own Imprleonment, the RWlllUlcaUon poUey of

MOIICOW, the PaBtemak c__, the broadcast. of the '\"voice of America\" to

Ukraine, and the danp... and UmltatiOIUl of the current cultural excbaDp
program. Hi. dllIClosureil on theBe and other points ra1Bed in the colUlUltation
with the Houlle Un-Amertcu Actlvttiu Commltt_ make for extremely In-
BtnacUve reading, npeclally in tbiB iUwdory pertod of \"relaxed tension..\"

Receiving wide coverage In Amertcan new8p&pe'\" and pertodlcalB, the
writer'. ob8ervaUolUI wen quoted, for example, by BII\".... Bunt. In Ita

August 5 laue. Bahrtuy declared \"that excluangeB an planned to demo......
the West and to cover up the lack of cultural freedom In RWllda.\" Ria vi...

regarding the '\"Voice of Amertca\" were II1m1lar1y pointed. Referring to the

argument that UkraJnlu broadcuts Mould be curtaUed becaue the people
of Ukraine know the RWlldu language, the writer forthrtgbUy ated thAt
u \"one who wu reared ud Uved In Ukraine, I could ay that not aU
Ukrainlana UDder'lltand RWIIdan. Secondly, even If they understand, they
certa1nly do not Uke the RWIIdaD language\" (p. 2\").

''IIEET NIK1TA 9. KHRUSHCHEV-THE HANGKAN' 01' UKRA.INB,.' a

complete laue. BuobodG, Wedneeday, September 18, 18U, .J....y City, N..J.

A verttable pubUc &ervlce In information end 8DaI)'BIII 'WU performed
by thI8 widely rupected orpn of the Ukrabdu NaUonai AuocIation. The
A8Boclation .. the oldetlt ud IarpIIt fraternal 80CIety of Amertcau of UkraIDIaD
deecent In thI. country. Buobotlcl .. a UkrabIIan-1BDguap cI811y whlcb .. read
Intenuatlonally end abo .. laued weekly In the Ene\"'\" language.

In preparation for the Kbrwabcbev vI8It, BuobodG reaearched InteDldvely
Into KhruBbcbev'. record down to pruent date aDd, quite objectively, reported
Ita tlndlnp In tbiB BpeClai lulIe. The lulIe 'WU printed In heavy volume and
dl8trtbuted throughout the country. Reque11t8 for additional copl_ wen made
III W.....ngtOD and el8ewhen. The '-tie cou18t8 of a number of \"pU!cant
artIclea written by Clarenee A. llumlng, Lev 11 Dobrtauky, BobdaD Krawclw
aDd otben. The material .. powerfully documented end fol'1lUl for the Amertcan
nader a complete picture of tile maD KbnWacbev and hI8 poUclea.

L. . D.
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