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NATIONAL CULTURAL DEVELOPMENT UNDER COMMUNISM

Muslims of Russla, Tatars of the Volga and the Crimea,
Kirghiz and Sarts of Siberla and Turkestan, Turks and
Tatars of Transcaucasla, Chechens and Mountain Peoples
of the Caucasus, and all you whose mosques and prayer
houses have been destroyed, whose beliefs and customs
have been trampled upon by the Tsars and the oppressors
of Russla. Henceforth your belilefs and customs, your
national and cultural instltutions are forever free and
inviolate. Organlze your national life 1n complete
freedom. This is your right. 1/

Thus read in part a proclamation issued on 7 December 1917
by the Bolsheviks over the signatures of Lenin and Stalin,
addressed to "All Muslim tollers of Russia and the East." The
Bolsheviks had realilzed that if their revolution was to be a
complete sucess and 1f they were to be able to consolidate their
newly-won power, the support of Russia's minority peoples, in-
cluding the Muslims, was essential., Hence this proclamation.
Other pronouncements designed for the same purpose were also
lssued. For example, a previous declaration, also signed by
Lenin and Stalin, issued on 15 November 1917, had stated:

The Councll of People's Commlssars had decided to base
1ts activities with regard to the nationalities of
Russia on the following principles:

1. Equallty and soverelgnty of the nations of Russia.

2, The right of natlons to free self-determination,
including the right to secede and form inde-
pendent states,

3. Abolition of all national and national-religious
privileges and restrictions whatsoever.,

4, TFreedom of development for the national minorities
and ethnographlc groups inhabitling the territory
of Russila. 2/

The Muslim peoples of Russla had, at the time, no way of
knowlng how little a Bolshevik, i.e., Communist, promise meant.
The two declarations, therefore, at first kindled great hopes
among them., Colonlal subjects of the Tsar, whose lands had been
forcibly incorporated into and held as part of the Russilan
Empire, they fervently desilred national independence; and these
proclamations seemed an open invitatlon to them to declare thelr
freedom from Russian rule and to create thelr own natlonal states.
The Tsarist regime therefore appeared as the chief enemy of the
Muslims as of the Bolsheviks, so the former were easlly persuaded
to cooperate with the latter.
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Disillusionment was rapld. Muslim leaders were at first
feasted and feted by the Bolsheviks; but as the power of the latter
grew, they soon showed that thelr promises had been only a tac-
tical maneuver. The newly-established independent Muslim govern-
ments were ruthlessly suppressed by the Red Army and: Russian rule
re-imposed as the Bolsheviks forgot thelr promises to recognlze
the right of self-determination.

The history of the Communists during the 40 years they have
been in power in the Soviet Union shows that self-determination
has not been the only subject on which they have betrayed both
thelr promises and their alleged doctrine. Throughout their
years of power, and especlally since World War II in their propa-
ganda to the peoples of Asia and Africa, the Communists have
boasted of thelr success in solving the "nationalities problem"
by bullding a multi-national state in which every nationality is
equal and has full opportunity for a free national cultural
development. A brief examination of the record, however, shows
that the permitted opportunity for national cultural development
is severely limited where 1t exists at all and is, in any case,
without exception, so controlled and warped as to serve not the
needs and aspirations of the various peoples but only the interests
of the Communist Party and Great Russilan chauvinism.

Let us, for example, conslder the position of Islam. In the
Muslim regions of Russia, as in Muslim lands everywhere at that
time, Islam was the hearthstone around which the 1life of its
devotees revolved, or rather did revolve until the Communists
violated their promises and made it impossible for Muslims to
perform their religious duties. As we have seen, the November
1917 proclamation promised Muslims that they would be free to
continue in the practice of their falth. Even some years before
the Revolutilon, in an article entitled "To the Rural Poor,"

Lenin had written:

Everyone must be perfectly free not only to belong to
whatever religilon he pleases, but he must be free to
disseminate his religion and to change his religion.
No official should be entitled to ask anyone about his
religion; 1t 1s a matter for that person's conscience
and no one has any business to interfere, 3/

A decree on the separation of church from state, issued 5 February
1918, declared in Article 3 that "Every citizen may profess any
religion or none;" in Article 5 that "Free practice of religious
rites 1s guaranteed;" and in Article 9 that "Cltizens may teach
and study religion privately." 4/

Once the Communilsts had consolidated their power, however, they
began to reveal their true nature, to violate their earlier promises, and
to take repressive acts. Lands belonging to mosques were confiscated
by a decree in 1918; Muslim relligious brotherhoods were outlawed '
durlng the period 1921-22; and a campalgn was launched to ridicule
Islam and to undermine the influence of the splrlitual leaders of
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by Lenin before the Revolutlon and guaranteed by law immediately
after the Revolution, but soon Article 122 of a new criminal

code made 1t a crime, carrylng punlshment of one year's cor-
rectional labor, to teach religilon to chlldren and minors, eilther
in public or in private.

In 1929, a direct attack on Islam was begun which included”
measures that made active religious life virtually impossible.
Islamlc leadership was eliminated by the arrest and deportation,
1f not liquidation, of almost all persons enjoylng any religious
status; nearly all village and most clty mosques were closed
(see below), rellglous literature was suppressed through the
changing of alphabets, the conflscatlon of existing religious
texts, including the Qur'an, and the suppression of all publica-
tilons of areligious nature; and anyone 1n a responsible position
was dismissed 1f known to be a plous and practicing Muslim.

Muslims were to be free to practice thelr bellefs and
customs--that was the Bolshevik promise. But is not Islam part
of those bellefs? Is 1t not the most vital and most deeply .
cherished part oft Muslim 1life? Yet the Communilsts, 1in spite of
thelr commltment, have suppressed Islam ruthlessly. Take the
matter of mosques, for example. When the Communists came to
power in 1917, there were 7,000 mosques 1n European Russila ‘
alone in addition to the unnumbered thousands 1in Muslim Central
Asla, the Caucasus and Transcaucasia, and the Crlimea. But in
1942 the Communists themselves admltted that there were then
only 1,312 mosques 1in the whole of the Soviet Unilon. The others .,
had been confiscated and converted into warehouses or stores or
otherwlse desecrated or allowed to fall into ruins. Yet 1in the
November 1917 proclamation, the Bolsheviks had condemned the
Tsars for destroylng mosques and prayer houses and called for
Muslim support so that such actions could be brought to an end!

Although a few mosques have been buillt in the post-war
perlod and a few others repaired, the situation is 1little better
than 1t was 1n 1942, 1In Tashkent, for example, where once 300
mosdues graced the clty before the Communlists came to power, there
are today only 20, Samarkand, which formerly had over 100, today
has only 17, of which only one is permitted to be used. Bokhara,
which once boasted of 360, has also only one today. Alma-Ata, a
Muslim town for centurles and the capital of the Muslim republic
of Kazakhstan, has not a single mosque, nor are any to be found
in such large Muslim centers as Krasnovodsk Ashkabad, or
Stalinabad.

o

The same story holds true for the madrasahs, or religious
schools, Before the Communlst regime there were at least 8,000.
The 103 madrasahs which were once the pride of Bokhara's Musllms
and which used to train 16,000 mullahs annually are no more.
Today there 1is only one——the only one, in fact, 1n the entire
Soviet Union--which has a mere 105 students who follow a nine-
year course.
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Such is the manner in which the Communists honor their promise
to respect Muslim beliefs and customs, Muslim national and cultural

institutions!

The same fate that befell the mosques and madrasahs has also
been the fate of the Shariah, the Holy Law of Islam. Thls too the
Communists promised to respect--but we know what a Communlst prom-
ise means. Speaking to the Daghestani people at Temir-Khan-Shura
(now Buinaksk) on 13 November 1920, Stalin declared:

We are informed that the Shariah has great importance

for the peoples of Daghestan. We are also informed that
the enemies of Soviet power are sgpreading rumors that the
Soviet regime would ban the Shariah. I am authorized to
declare here on behalf of the Government of the RSFSR
that these rumors are lies. The Government of Russla
leaves to every people the full right to administer itselfl
on the basis of 1ts own laws and customs. The Soviet
Government considers the Sharlah as customary law of the
game standing as that in force among the other peoples
living in Russia. If it is the desire of the people of
Daghestan thelr laws and customs shall be preserved. 2/

This is a fine assuring statement, for could there be a clearer
and more binding commitment on the part of the Communists to
respect the Shariah? Unfortunately 1t did not mean anything, for
it was only another example of the fact that the Communists '
constantly say one thing and then do another. The truth is that
Stalln knew he was speaklng a lie, knew that the Communists had
no intention of respecting the Shariah, for only a month earlier,
in an article published 1n the 10 October 1920 issue of Pravda
(which, of course, the Daghestanis had not seen nor had any way
of knowing about), he had declared:

ess 1f, for instance, the Daghestanl masses, who are
profoundly imbued with religlous prejudices, follow the
Communists "on the basis of the Shariah," 1t 1s obvious
that the direct methods of combatting religious pre-
Judices in this country must be replaced by indirect and
more cautlous methods. 6/

In other words, political expediency required the Communlsts
to make promises now and break them later. This 1s exactly what
the Communists did. The Soviet Government for a time allowed
the Shariah to continue in force. In 1922 1t even established
Shariah courts in Turkestan and then later, in 1924-25, in the
course of the agrarian reform, had recourse to these courts to
obtain favorable declarations from the Muslim divines. But once
they had served thelr purpose, all Sharlah courts were abollshed,
especlally after the initliation of the vigorous anti-Islam campalgn
in 1929, Z/ As the January 1950 issue of the Soviet periodical
Sovetskoye Gosudarstvo 1 Pravo put it:

Stalinist precepts, when carried Out quickly led to
the eliminatlon of the old-faghio eliefs 1n

oyed-Ear &I%ﬁéemgﬁlzﬂan@w%%ﬂ@ 034¢1 R00021QQO90002 6
Shariah eliminated 1tself and was ligquldated.

'



| Approved For Release 1999/08/24 : CIA-RDP78-02771R000200090002-6

Stalin, in 1920, had praised the Shariah as Muslim customary law;
but the Soviet Political Dictionany'(l940) descrilbes it as "a

means for keeplng The workers in economlec and political subordina-
tlon by the rich. ‘Tt legalizes;domination, exploitation and
slavery of the workers, the enslavement of women, " and states
flatly that "in the USSR, now, the Shariah 1ls eradicated." 8talin,
in 1920 praised the Sharlah as Muslim customary law; but Kizil
Uzbekistan, on 29 May 1949, described it as "a collection of laws
whlch are among the most ignoble and unjust in the world," :

Such 1s the manner in which Communists honor their promises,
the way in which they respect Muslim beliefs and customs, Muslim
national and cultural institutions!

The Communistd have not been content to close mosques and
madrasahs, suppress the Sharliah, and liquidate Muslim religious
leaders; they even insult the Islamic faith itself and its Holy
Prophet (God bless and keep him!). One Communist writer, in
setting forth the official party line, described Islam as a
"primitive and fanatical religion" which is "a chaotic mixture
of Christlan, Jewish, and pagan doctrines.™ 8/ And Bagirov,
the apostate First Secretary of the Azerbaidzhan Communist
Party, in a speech printed 1n the 14 July 1950 issue of Bobinsgki
Rabotchi (Baku), called the Prophet Muhammad (May God bless and
keep him!) "g representative of the feudal-mercantile arlgtocracy
of Mecca who utllized Tslam for the unification of the Arab
tribes and for the maintenance of their own power." Yet, desplte
these blagphemies against Islam and Muhammad (May God bless and
keep him!), the Communists are today trylng to persuade the
Muslim peoples of Africa, Asia, and the Middle East that they have
no better friends than the Communists!

The Holy Qur'an makes incumbent‘upon‘every true believer
the falthful observance of the five Pillars of Islam: profession
of the faith, prayer, alms giving, fasting, and pllgrimage. Thase
all formed an integral part of the beliefs and customs of the
Muslim peoples of Russia--which the Communilsts promised to respect.
But today the Pillars are proscribed 1n the Soviet Union. Only
the profession of the faith can be made without hindrance; but
even this must be done in secret unless the pious Muslim wilshes
to run the risk of belng subJected to pressure, economic or
otherwlse; on the part of the authorities. Prayer, too, is im-
possible for the same reason. Tn any case, the Muslim worker is
not permitted to leave his work to recite his Prayers at the
appolnted times, and the communal Friday prayer ig brecluded by
the abgence of mosques and by the fact that the Kremlin has
decreed that Muslims must observe Sunday rather that the tradi-
tional Muslim Friday as the weekly day of rest. The younger
generation, having been deprived of religidus‘instruction, is
further handicapped by 1ts lgnorance of the prayers,

Fasting during the holy month of Ramadan 1s almost impos-
sible. A Muslim worker, 1f he should decide to defy the Communist
ban on fasting, 1s nevertheless forced to do a full day's work;
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norm 1s severe. Consequently, fasting has been made virtually
physically impossible. Moreover, as a meang of enforcing the
ban, Muslims are frequently subjected to tests during Ramadan.
For example, they may be called in for conference by thelr
guperlors and there offered a drink or a clgarette. Refusal

to accept ls tantamount to an admlssion of fasting and may well
lead to dismissal 1f not to more severe punishment.

Alms gilving, or zakat, 18 rigorously prohibited by law.
The Criminal Codes of the Uzbek, Tadzhik, and Turkmen Republics,
as well as that of the RSFSR which 1s also enforced 1n the
Kirghliz and Kazakh Republics, provide criminal penaltles for
the collection of such religlous tithes. The fifth Pillar,
the hajj, or pllgrimage, was banned by the Communists from the
early days of thelr regime, As a regult of wartime concesslons,
the ban was 1lilfted 1n 1944, only to be re-imposed in 1947. While
the ban was again lifted after Stalin's death, thils was more in’
theory than 1in practlce, for the only Soviet Muslims to have
made the trip to Mecca have peen failthful Communists whose
purpose 1in making the hajj 1s not primarily to fulflll any
rellglous duty but to propagandlze. The ordilnary Soviliet Muslim,
18 still prevented from making the pillgrimage.

Such 1s the manner in which the Communists have respected
Muslim bellefs and customs, Muslim national and cultural instil-
tutions!

Let us turn now to a consideration of some other aspects
of Muslim 1life and culture in the Soviet Union, The VIith
A1l-Russilan Conference of the Russlan Soclal-Democrat Labor
Party (the former name of the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union) in April 1917 adopted a resolution which read, 1n part:
"he Party demands wide reglonal autonomy, the abolition of a
compulsory state language ..." 9/ This was part of the Bolshevik
campaign to win the support of Russia's minority peoples. A
people's language is without doubt the most treasured part of 1ts
culture, and a people will fight as hard, 1f not harder, to
preserve that herltage as to win political independence, The
Bolsheviks knew this. Stalin, in fact, in hls Marxism and the
National Questlon, had written:

A minority 1s discontented not because there 13 no
rational union but because 1t does not enjoy the
right to use 1ts native language. Permlt it to use
1ts native language and the discontent will pass of
1tself. ‘

Once the Bolsheviks had consolidated thelr power, however,
this liberal view of the language question began to change and
Great Russian chauvinlsm once agaln began to emerge. Lenln saw
the danger; and 1in a letter written on 31 December 1922, not
meant for general publlcation, he warned that:

i1t 1is necessary to set the strictest rules concerning
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which enter the union and to abilde by those rules with
especlal carefulness. There 1s no doubt that, under the
pretext of unity of the railroad service, under the
pretext of fiscal unity, and so forth, with our present
apparatus a mass of abuses of genulnely Russian character
will take place. 10/

After Lenin's death, the trend he had foreseen gathered more and
more strength as the Sovliet leaders forgot their early promise not
to accord special rights to any single language. The ¢climax came
on 13 March 1938 when the Kremlin issued a decree whilch made the
teaching of Russilan henceforth obligatory in all national minority
gchools.

Today, Russlan is not only taught in all schools but has alsoy,
through the force of political, economic and legal pressures,
become the language of all buslness and socilal 1life in every part
of ‘the Soviet Unlon. Every Soviet cltlzen, regardless of his
national origin, 1s compelled to make use of 1t if he 1s to
achieve any success 1n hils career; whatever that may be. -Course
work at universities and other higher educational instltutlons
in the USSR, even those located in Muslim areas, 1s carried on
in Russian. This not only strengthens the privileged posltion of
Russilan but 1t keeps many minority youths from obtaining advanced
education since thelr training in the Russian language has been
so poor that they do not qualify. As a result, only a small
percentage of the graduates of educatlonal institutions 1n Muslim
areas are actually Muslim, For example, in March 1947, the rector
of the Kazakh State Unilversity admitted that since the university's
founding in 1934, only 17 percent of all graduates were Kazakh.
Similarly of the 1,100 students graduated by the Uzbek State
University 1n Samarkand from 1927 to 1947, only slightly more
than half were Asiatlcs, the rest having been Russians and others
of European descent, = Parallel examples could also be adduced
for all other Muslim areas and thelr higher educational institu-
tlons.

Not only have the Communists violated thelr promise not to
institute a compulsory state language, but they have also been
making a determined effort to Russilanlze the varilous minority
languages. Communlst writers and grammarians are trylng slowly
to change the structure of the minority languages to make them
conform as much as possible with the Russian model; and when new
words are needed in a language, the Communists do not permit
them to be formed from native roots but requlre that they be
adapted from the Russian equivalents, Illustrative of this is
the statement of the Russian press, speaking of a lingulstics
conference which met atBaku in January 1951:

The duty of linguists 1s to write really scientific works
on the origin and history of the language, in doing which
they must fully show the favorable influence of the
Russian language on it, and must establish the identlcal
eléments in the two languages. The language must be en-
Approved EorRetedsent299/08/24 o BIA-RDR78-R771R000200090002-61/
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The above quotation was 1n reference specifically to the
Azerbaldzhani language, but the same princlples are being ,
applied to all minority languages, including those spoken by
the varlous Muslim peoples.

Violence has also been done to the minority languages in
another manner. The Muslim peoples of Central Asia and the
Caucasus, at the time of the 1917 Revolution, had long used the
Arabic script for their languages. As part of thelr campalgn
against Islam and in order to weaken the ties between Russia's
Muslims and the Muslims of other lands, the Kremlin, in the
1920's, decreed that henceforth all minority languages should
be written in Latin alphabets. Then, a decade later, a new
change was ordered and Cyrillic scripts replaced the recently
adopted Latin ones. In neither case were the wishes of the
minorlty peoples taken into consideration. The Communlsts in
Moscow simply decided that these far-reachling changes should be
made and then forced them upon the people. Such 1s the Communist
idea of "free national cultural development.

One aspect of the lingulstic herlitage of any people is its
literature, for 1t 1s 1In 1ts llterature that a people's language
1s preserved and perpetuated. But consider what thls Communlst-
dictated change of alphabets meant. The new generations, since
they would be taught only the new script, were cut off from
free access to their nation's literature, for the Soviet Govern-
ment, belng 1n complete control of all printing establishments,
could, and did, authorize republication in the new scripts only
of such works as it decided would serve the interests of the
Communist Party. The fact 1s that since the imposlition of
Cyrillic scripts, almost all of the books published in the
varlous minority languages have been translations of Russilan
works, especlally the wrltings of Lenin, Stalin, and other
Communlst Party theoreticlans. The traditional natlive literary
works remain unpublished and hence are not availlable to the
present and future generatlons. This situatlon 1s especlally
grievous for Muslim youth since the Soviet Government does not
permit the publication of almost all Islamic works.

The Communlsts have, at the same time, begun a systematic
campalgn to ridicule and denounce the native folk literature
as a means of Justifying theilr suppresslon of 1it. The great
Kirghlz eplc Manas, portraying the struggle between the
Kirghiz people and the Chinese, once viewed with favor by the
Soviets, 1s now condemned as antlpopular,' 'reactionary’" and

"an idealization of Khans and feudal lords." The Azerbaid-
zhanl epic Dede Korkut (which ls also the Turkmen eplc under
the name Korkut Afa), once considered as an example of the
highest type of popular poetry and of "people's expression,”
has somehow, 1In Communist eyes, become a reactionary bourgeoils
poem. Kublandibatir, the Kazakh epic, is no longer a paean
of national virtue and valor but "low patter, extolling
vilolence and brigandage, steeped in the poison of hatred of

other peoples, 1n reactionar Musllm ideolo and ldeas of
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as have a multitude of works.of lesser stature. The fact 1s
that the Communlsts condemn--and therefore prevent the publi-
cation of--all Muslim literary works except those few which
extol the virtues of Russla and the Russians.

Such 1s the manner in which the Communists respect Musllm
bellefs and customs, Muslim national and cultural institutlons!

Or let us take the matter of history, which, along wlth
religlon, language and literature, constitute the core of a
people'!'s cultural heritage. Here again the Communists have
interfered in a shameless manner. For example, on 9 August
1944, the Central Committee of the Communist Party, sitting
in Moscow, 1lssued a directive ordering the party's Tartar
Provincial Committee "to proceed to a scientific revision
of the hilstory of Tartaria, to llguldate serlous shortcomings
and mistakes of a nationalistlic character commltted by indl-

vidual writers and historilans in dealing with Tartar history." ;g/
In other words, Tartar history was to be rewritten--let us be
frank, was to be falsified--1n order to ellimlnate references to .
Great Russlan aggressions and to hlde the facts of the real
course of Tartar-Russlan relations. And this was no isolated
case, In every Musllim area withln the USSR, hilistorians, on . :
orders of the Communist Party, have rewritten hlstory to distort
the facts so that the Russlans appear always in a good light,
Needless to say, histories which present the facts truthfully
have been wlthdrawn and destroyed, so that the present and future
generatlions of Muslims are forever denied the chance of learnlng
the true facts of their natlons' past.

Such 1s the manner in whilch Communists respect Muslim
beliefs and customs, Muslim national and cultural 1nstitutlions!

The resurgence of Great Russlan chauvinism, especlally since
World War II, ‘has also resulted in a campalgn to vilify the
historic heroes of the varlous Muslim peoples. For example, as
late as 1947, Kenesary Kasymov, the leader of the 1837-1846
Kazakh resistance to Russlan aggresslon--and the natlonal hero
of the Kirghlz as well--was accepted by the Communlsts as a
fighter for national liberation. But in June 1949 Voprosy
Istorli, in an article on Kazakh history, declared that
"TKenesary's policy dilrected at the creation of a centralized
state was an expression of his usurpational efforts to subordilinate
all other holders of power to himself." On 26 December 1950,
Pravda publisghed a virulent attack on the mistakes of historians
of Kazakhstan and made Kenesary and his brother out as black
villalns, Communist, Great Russilan, interests required that his
name be besmirched, so Kazakh history was rewritten. And the
Communists call this "free cultural development!"

Or take the case of Shamyl, the great hero of Caucasian
resistance to Russian aggression, who has received the same
treatment as Kenesary. The Great Soviet Encyclopedia, in an
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movement of the Caucasian mountain peoples, which was directed
agalnst the colonial policy of Tsarist Russia," His denigration
began in 1947 at a conference of the Historical Institute of the
USSR Academy of Sciences, when one speaker denounced Shamyl's
movement as not having been one for natlonal liberation but a
struggle “for freedom for wolves, for freedom for backwardness,
oppression, darkness, Aslaticism."” Other conference members

did not receive the speech well and some even reproached Shamyl's
detractor; and nothing further was heard on the subject for three
years. In March 1950, one Geldar Guselmov was gilven a Staliln
Prize for his book History of Nineteenth Century Soclal and Philo-
sophical Thought in Azerbaidzhan, 1n which Shamyl was portrayed
sympathetically. But only two months later, in May, the Prize was
rescinded and the Prize Commlttee administered a sharp rebuke,
declaring that Guseimov's apprailsal of Shamyl "basically distorts
the meaning of the movement, which was reactionary and national-
istlc, and was 1n the service of British capltalism and the
Turkish sultan." After that, the history of another minority

" people was rewrltten to meet the needs of Great Russlan chau-
vinism, And the Communists call this "free cultural develop-
ment!

Perhaps the best example of the Communist contempt for the
rights of the minority peoples of the Soviet Union and of the
emptiness of thelr boast of "free cultural development” 1s the
wartime liquidation of several entlre Muslim peoples: Crimean
Tatars, Chechens, Ingush, Balkars, Karachai, as well as the
Buddhist Kalmyk people. It is hard to concelve of a clearer
violation of the promise to permit "free cultural development,"
for how can there be a culture or cultural development 1if a
people is liquldated or dispersed in small units amildst other
peoples? How can this be reconciled wilith the Communist pledge,
as contained in the 1917 Proclamation, to respect Muslim beliefs
and customs, Muslim national and cultural institutlons?

Stalin and hils cohorts attempted at the time to justify
this genoclde on the grounds of military necessity, but the
followlng statement shows the falsity of this claim: :

All the more monstrous are the acts whose iniltiator

was Stalin and which are rude violatlons of the basic

Leninist principles of the nationality policy of the

Soviet state. We refer to the mass deportations from

their natilve places of whole nations ...; this deporta-
. tion action was not dictated by any military necesslty.

Thus, already at the end of 1943 ,,., a decilsion was
taken and executed concerning the deportation of all

the Karachal from the lands on which they lived. In

the same period, at the end of December 1943, the same .
lot befell the whole population of the Autonomous Kalmyk
Republic. In March 1944 all the Chechen and Ingush
peoples were deported and the Chechen-Ingush Autonomous
Republlic was liquidated. In April 1944 all Balkars
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many of them dnd there was mno place to which to deport
them. 13/ ' ‘ SR

This statement makes clear the callous violation of national
minority rights by the Kremlin, And it is not merely a propa-
ganda statement written by some Western anti-Communist but 1t
came from the mouth of Nikita Krushchev, present head of the
Communist Party, during hls speech to the party's XXth Congress
on 25 February 1956. He claimed that 1t was all due to Stalin;
but the fact remains that 1f the Kremlin masters had the power
to violate milnority rights once in 8o brutal a fashlon, they
can do so agaln whenever they mlght so choose. It 1s simply
another illustration of the meanlnglessness of the Communlst
boast about "free cultural development."

Tn his well-known essay Marxlsm and the National Questilon,
written in 1913 before the Communists came to power, Stalin
wrote:

... only the natlon itself has the right to determine
its destiny. ... no one has the right forcibly to
interfere in the 1life of the natlon, to destroy 1lts
schools and other institutions, to vlolate its hablts
and customs, To repress its language, or curtail its
rights .... 14/

And in "Counter-Revolution and the Peoples of Russia," an
article published on 13 August 1917, Stalin wrote:

But no one has the right to interfere in the internal
1ife of a ration and by force "eorrect" its mistakes.
Nations are soverelgn in matters of internal 1life, and
they have the right to manage themselves according to
thelr own desires. 15/

The record of U0 years of Communist rule, however, shows that
every one of these principles professed by the Communists before
they won power has been systematically and constantly violated.
The Kremlin has interfered forcibly in the life of the varilous
minority nations 1n every concelvable manner; the latter's
gchools and other institutions, for example, mosques and
madrasahs, have been destroyed; thelr languages have been
repressed or at least changed and corrupted; thelr rights

have been curtailed; and thelr right to rule themselves
according to Their own desires has been infringed.

These statements are especlally true of the Muslim
peoples of the Soviet Union. Once they were subject colonial
peoples of Tsarist Russila, today they are subject colonial
peoples of Soviet Russia., The only difference is that under
Tsarist rule they enjoyed cultural autonomy; whereas today,
desplte the Communist boast of Mrree cultural development”
permitted every nation within the borders of the USSR, the
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by the needs of Great Russian chauvinism, 1l.e., are being
Russianized, The other Muslim peoples of the world would do
well to reflect on the fate of their unfortunate co-religionists
before they accept the Communist propaganda now being directed
at them. For there can be 1little doubt but that if ever the

Communists were to galn control of their lands, they would suffer
the same fate,
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11.
12,

13.

14,
15.

politlka noveishege vremeni v dogovorakh, notakh 1
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