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Soviet Union or Soviet Russia 
Patterns of Russian Colonialism in the U.S.S.R. 
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Inhabited by 122 national groups speaking 114 
diííerent laoguages, the Union oí Soviet Socialist 
Republics (U.S.S.R.) is, according to the Soviet 
leadership, a voluntary íederation oí fraternal nations. 
It is íurther claimed that, as a result oí the official 
nalionalilies policy pursued by the Communists Party oí 
the Soviet Union (C.P.S.U.) - oí promoting the cultural 
identities oí ethnic minorities in accordaoce with the 
principie oí "national in form, socialist in content" - ali 
forms oí national inequality have been eliminated. This, 
in turn, is officially declared to be but a transitional 
step toward the final goal oí sl,yanie - the fusion of ali 
ethnic groups into a single, new community, the Soviet 
people. 
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But is tbe U.S.S.R. a federation of fraternal nations, or 
a bigbly centralized Russian etate?. Have tb� cultural
identities oí ethnic groups and Ind1genous Nat1ons been 
respected a.nd permitted to flourisb? And, is the effect 
of sliganie tbe creation oí a Soviet people, or the 
Ru.aai/ication of non- Russians? 

The desire oí a dozen nations for political 
independence following the fall of the Czar tbreatened to 
leave the Bolsbevik regime in Moecow with control of a 
sbrunken state1 militarily vulnenble and economically 
crippled, if not actually viable. To prevent such a 
possibility, Lenin W88 reluctantly foreed1 88 a matter of 
political necessity, to advocate a system �e h� 
previously opposed - a federation based on e!luaic 11nd1. 
By successfully combining appeals_ t� nat�onal sel/­
defenninafion a.nd working-cl888 solidar1ty w1th superior 
military migbt, Lenin W88 able to establish such a 
federal union. 

Soviet •tecterallsm• 

However the U.S.S.R. whicb Lenin founded is a 
federation 'in name only. By definition, a federation is 
a coordinated division oí political powers between the 
central government and the federated �ni�s, . e�h
sovereign in its own recognized �phere of Jur1�1ct100. 
Sucb a system is the exact oppos1te of the work.ings of 
the U.S.S.R., where the central authorities dom_in.ate a_nd
the constituent republics act merely 88 adm1n1stnt1ve 
units tra.nsmitting and implementing policies decided by 
Moecow. 

The federal system oí the Soviet Union consists of 53 
ethnic units arranged in a five tier bierarehy. At the 
pinnacle is the U.S.S.R. Next, and unique among the 
íederated units in alone possessing the legal rtight .º'
secession, are the 15 union republics - Armenia, 

Center for World lndigenoue Studioe 

Pa.tterns o/ Rmsian Colonialism 13 

Azerbaijan, Byelorussia, Estonia, Georgia, Kazakbstan, 
Kirgizia, Latvia, Lithuania, Moldavia, Tajiltistan, 
Turkmenistan, Ukraine, Uzbek.ista.n and, tbe very core oí 
the /ederalion, the Russian Soviet Federated Socialist 
Republic (R.S.F.S.R.). These are followed by - in 
declining order of status - 20 autonomous soviet 
socialist republics, 8 a.utonomous regions, and 10 
national regions. Tbe pilla.rs on wbicb this complex and 
highly centralized edifice reste are: tbe state, tbe party, 
and the military. Of tbis triad, only the state 
appantus offen the diverse national groups political 
structures wbich legally recognize their national 
identities and, theoretically, enables tbem to participate 
88 equal partners with the Russia.ns in the governing oí 
tbe U.S.S.R., at both tbe republican a.nd federal levels. 

In a.ccorda.nce with the sloga.ns of federalism and 
respect for national differences, poste in the governments 
of the federated a.nd autonomous republics are beld by 
representatives oí the local national groups. But, only 
national groups wbich officially eztsf can po,,eu such 
republics, a.nd have memben of their community fill 
such government positions. Tbis recognition is conferred 
eolely by Moecow, and is subject to adjustment and/or 
revocation. Furtbermore, tbe powen which are 
exereised by the republics are severely restricted and 
subordinated to the central authorities. Within tbese 
bodies, the federal government exerts its control tbrough 
the activities of the union-republic ministries and the 
local branch of the all-union state · committees. 
Governmental responsibility for commeree, 
communications, culture, education, finance, health a.nd 
justice, for iDBta.nce, are the concerns of tbe centnlly 
dominated union- republic ministries, while the 
republican governments ha.ve jurisdiction over such 
innocuous matten as social security and municipal 
services. Even tbese limited fu.nctions a.ccorded the 

l'ourth World Journal Vol l. No. l



U Joseph E. Fallan

local govemments are careíully supervised by the 
íederally controlled state committees, whose operations 
parallel those oí the republican ministries. 

The comparable situation prevails at the federal level. 
While smaller nations are given visibility, and even 
over-represented in the Supreme Soviet, theoretically 
the highest organ of state authority, this bi-cameral 
assembly does not exercise any real power. Since it 
convenes only a few days twice a year, the actual 
running of the day-to-day affaire of the U.S.S.R. is 
delegated to the Presidium of tbe Supreme Soviet, the 
Council of Ministers, and the AII-Union state 
committees. The ethnic composition of these 
institutions diverges greatly from that of the Supreme 
Soviet. With one brief exception, the Presidium has 
always been cbaired by Slavs, while approximately 00% 
oí the poste in the Council of Ministers and the state 
committees are filled by Slavs, principally Russians. 

Unlike the formal structure of the U.S.S.R., the 
Communist Party of the Soviet Un.ion is officially 
constituted as a unitary entity representing the 
centralizing forces of integration, not ethnic diversity. 
Despite tbe demographic -shifts in favor of the Soviet 
Muslime, which have occurred during the last decade, 
the organs of power within the C.P.S. U., which decide 
what constitutes integration and how it should be 
achieved (the Central Committee, tbe Politburo, and the 
Secretariat), remain in the control of the Slavic nations, 
principally the Russians. During the 19708, Slavs 
constituted 73% of the total population, yet the formed 
82% of the Central Committee. In the Politburo, only 
2 of 16 members and 3 of 6 candidates were 
non-Slavic, while the Secretariat was exclusively Slavic 
in composition. 

Aleo serving as a too) of political centralizati6n, and 
as an engine oí national integration, is the Soviet 
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military. But, are the indigenous nations, the 
non-Slavs, treated by this institution as trusted citizens 
of the U.S.S.R.? Judging by the composition of the 
senior military hierarchy, the answer is "no". 

The leadership of armed forces oí the Soviet Union -
that body of individuals who exercise ultimate 
decision-making within the military and who aleo 
infiuence the decisions adopted by the party and the 
state- is virtually monopolized by the Slavic populations 
in general, and the Ru88ians in particular. 

Between 1940 - 1970, of all officers promoted to the 
rank of general, · 91 % were Slavs. Of the general 
officers, who are members of the Supreme Soviet - a 
government body wbicb otberwise displays sensitivity for 
etbnic appearances, 95% are Slavs, tbe vast majority 
being Russians. Among the l 01 general officers elected 
to the Central Committee of the C.P.S.U., between 1962 
- 1976, 97 have been Slavs.

Tbis lack of representation of the non-Slav
nationalities in the upper eschelons of the Soviet 
military command structure is even more strik.ing in the 
case of tbe Muslim Nations. Tbis community, tbe 
fastest growing in tbe Soviet Union, is not only vb1ually 
excluded from the senior military staff, but recruits, 
especially from the Central Asian republice, are 
generally relegated to construction battalions and rear 
support services. 

Tbe political reality, tben, of the governmental 
structures of tbe U.S.S.R. is tbat of a bigbly centralized 
state wbere political power, including the power to 
decide wbich nations will be permitted to officially exist, 
and bow, is in tbe hands of the Russian Slava. 

The non-Russian Slav componente oí this 
Slavic-dominated Soviet leadership Ukrainians, 
Byelorussians, and Poles bowever, are 
unrepresentative oí tbeir respective national communities 
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and oí the place which their peoples occupy with �he 
U.S.S.R. Such individuals are entrusted only w1th 
important posts in the ruling h_iera�hy because they 
have been effectively de- nahonal,zed. They are 
politically reliable �ause their identities have been 
"Sovietized", or Russ1/1ed. 

As the constitutional reality oí the U .S.S.R._ �oes n_ot
reflect political reality, so the official nationalahes . pol1c11 
oí the Soviet Union does not reflect actual governmental 
practices toward indigenous nations embraced by the 
Soviet shroud. 

Natlonalltles Pollcy - "sllyanle" . . . Officially, the U.S.S.R. promotes the cultural 1dent_at1es 
oí minoritie,, but within the strict gui�elines oí na!ton�l 
in Jorm, ,ocialist in contenl. Th1s_ sponsorsh1_p as 
expressed by providing recognized ethnac rrou_ps wtth a 
territorial administrative unit, schools wh1�h . teach 
subjects in the national language, the pubhcat1on oí 
books, journals and newspapers in national lan�ag4:9, 
and, in sorne cases, the establishment oí a terr1_tor1al 
research institute bearing the name oí the particular 
national group. 

This policy however, is acknow ledged to be a 
temporary me�ure defined by and subo�inat� to the 
overriding goals oí the Soviet . 1deology,
Marxism-Leninism, which views indigenous _nat1ons,. 9:nd
ali expressions· oí national distinctiveness,. w1t� _susp1c�on
and boetility. In practice, the Soviet nat1onaht1es �hcy 
functions in accordance with the following prem1�: 
Ethnicity is transient and retrograde by nature; ethn1c 
differences are historically destined to wither aw�y as ali 
nations will fuse creating a new single commun1ty; large 
centralized states are more efficient engi�es for 
promoting economic and social chan�e; Marx,�v1ew oí a 
recognized inequality among ethmc populataons, and 
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Lenin 's assertion that the aim oí socialism was not to 
make life happy and comlortable for ethnic communities. 

To that end the general features oí Soviet ethnic 
aff airs take on the aspects oí Russification, sin ce the 
nationalities policy consiste oí actions taken, or inaction 
decided u pon, by the central U .S.S.R. authorities 
(Russians and Russi/ied ethnics), which have the specific 
short and long-range purpose oí promoting "sliyanie", 
as the solution to the nationalities question. These 
features have a significant impact upon - if not ali -
at least a major category and number oí national 
groups in certain ways, but not affeding tlae R.U88ÚUl8 In 
elther the 1ame manner or degree. 

lmportant nuances exist with regard to the 
nationalities policy and how this policy is applied, as 
the diagram below illustrates. 

After emerging victorious from the civil war which 
had been unleashed by the Russian Revolution, the 
Bolsheviks, under the banner oí international 
working-class solidarity, successfully engaged in acts oí 
military conquest. 

Russian Colonial Conquest 
Annexation to this new "Soviet" state, however, 

(which was essentially ethnic Russia) amounted to little 
more than the political Russification oí the neighboring 
nations. Despite pronouncements in support oí national 
self-determination for oppressed peoples, the Red Army 
was hurled against those independent states established 
by indigenous nations after the fall oí the Czar. And, 
they smashed them. These included Armenia, 
Azerbaijan, Georgia, Bukhara, and Khiva - countries 
ruled by fraternal socialist governments with whom 
Moscow had earlier signed treaties recognizing their 
independence. For the next three decades the Soviet 
Union continued this policy oí aggression against its 
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non-Russian neighbors. 

SOVIET NATIONALITIES POLICY 

ELDER\ROTHER 

RUSSIAN ETLNIC GROUP 

AN N ¿ TION

Aluh Orda, Armenia, Aaerball1.11, 
Beuvabla, 87elon111la, Bukha.ra. 
Charp,.1.ho-Ra\henla.. Crlmea, E,\onla, 
Georfla,, Kblva, Khobnd, Kurlle 
l1lud1, L1.t.vla.. Lhbu1.11l1., Northet.nern 
Prunla, Sou\hena Sakballa laland, 
Tuinu Tuvt.. 1 

EXPULSIONS 

Chln ... , Cln:t.nlt.111, Germ&01, 
Japuie1e, Jew1. 

GENLIDE 

Bllbu, Chechen,, Crlmeu Tt.1.t.ra, 
V 0111. Germt.111, ln1111h, K&lmyb, 
Ku.chal 

INTERNAL D�PORTATION 

Armenl1.nt, Enonlan1, Oreeb on \he 
BIM:k Sea cou\, Khem1hlll1, Kurd,, 
L1.t.vlu1, Makhe\lt.n, Turb, 
Ukrt.lala111, Llt.hllulane 

INTERNAL D!PORTATION/ 
NULLIFICATION OF POLITldAL 

UNIT 

B&lbn, Chechea,, Crlmean Tt.iau, 
Volp Germ1.n1, 1111111h, Kt.lmyb, 
Kanch&l 

ENCOURAGEMENT 

Annealu,, Oeorllt,a1 

PRESElll ATION 

Araba, Kurda, U1111n 

NATION LRMINO 

Kaahk, Klr,11, Moldavia, 
TaJlk, Ta\u, Turkmen, U1bek 

NA TION lENYINO 

Crlme&n T1.w, Metkhet.laa, 
Romt.alaa, Tu\henlan, 

Turkemal 

SLIYANIE 
(Sov et. eop e) 
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Aside from rhetoric, Soviet policy differed little from 
that policy pureued by its imperial predecessor. 
Annexation violently denied one íorm oí legitimacy to 
ethnic identities, and was a prelude to other more direct 
attacks on national distinctions. 

For some ethnic communities, like the 500,000 
Japanese on southern Sakhalin Isla.nd, annexation 
culminated in their physical expulsion from the land. 
For othere, like the Ukrainians, íorcible incorporation 
into the Soviet Union was eventually íollowed by 
genocide. During 1932 - 33, the government oí the 
U.S.S.R., in an attempt to break Ukrainian nationalism, 
manufactured the firet man-made fa.mine in history. 
Approximately -10% oí the entire Ukrainian Nation, 3 -
7 million people, were sta.rved to death. All during this 
period, Moscow continued to export foodstuff to Western 
Europe. 

When perceived by Soviet authorities as constituting 
effective public relations tools . with which to advance 
foreign policy objectives, the cultural identities oí 
specific indigenous nations (i.e. Arabs, Kurds, Uygurs) 
have been preserved. This is a saf e policy. These are 
numerically small national communities, whose primary 
homelands (where tbe vast majority oí their peoples 
reside) lay outside oí the U.S.S.R. By preserving the 
identities oí these populations, the Soviet Union 
improves its image and influence among Arab states, 
and the stateless peoples inhabiting strategic border 
areas oí the Middle East (i.e., Kurda) and China (i.e. 
Uygure). 

Unlike other Russian controlled indigenous nations, the 
cultural identities oí Armenians and Georgiaos ha.ve 
been encouraged by central government authorities. 
Such a unique situation stems from Soviet perceptions 
about its national interests. Soviet leaders hold a firm 
conviction that neither Armenia nor Georgia can exist 
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as viable entities outside of a Russian &tate, and that 
most members of these two communities realize this. 
Their reasoning is that, independent of Russia, these 
countries would be too small in territory and population 
to continue the level of economic development that they 
have enjoyed as a part of a larger economíc unit: The 
U.S.S.R. More importantly, surrounded as tbey are by 
numerically larger Muslim Nations (nations with whom 
they hold historie anomosities), an independent Armenia 
and Georgia would be most likely go66lc,l- vp by 
Turkey or Iran, which would jeopardize the very 
existence of their cultural identities and threaten 
Russian state security. The Soviet leadership, therefore, 
believes tbat most Armenians and Georgiana accept the 
fact tbat in today's world political union with Russia is 
a necessity. The Russian State, of course, regards such 
a union as eesen tial. 

By supporting the nations of Armenians and 
Georgians, the Soviet Union is encouraging their loyalty 
to the U.S.S.R., tbus strengthening Moscow's position in 
the sensitive soutbem frontier of the Caucasus 
mountains. Tbis is a strategic region, rich in 
petroleum, whicb borden, a NATO member state -
Muslim Turkey, and it is also inbabited by millions of 
Soviet Muslime, whose loyalty might be suspect. 

The establishment of distinct Armenian and Georgian 
soviet sodalist republics, in wbich national identities are 
encouraged, serves as a íocus of interest, concem and 
sympathy for the dispersed community of these nations 

.. the world over. Thus, the Soviet leadership improves 
its image witb tbe members of this diaspora, winning 
qualified support from sorne quarters, while ahowcMing 
both republics as examples of the euccess of the official 
nationalities policy. 

However favorable the positione of Arníe'nia and 
Georgia appear in relation to tbat of the other nations, 
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their national status, like ali others, is determined by 
Moscow. Both communities are vulnerable, therefore, to 
fiuctuations in Soviet foreign and domestic policies. As 
a result, they have been subjected to deportations and 
Russification. The attempt by the Russian leadership, 
during the 1970s to have both republics withdraw the 
constitutional recognition accorded their respective 
national languages highlighted, Cor many Armenians and 
Georgians, the threat of Russification to their national 
identities. 

Aíter World Wa.r Two, the government of the 
U .S.S.R. initiated a program of the most unabashed 
Rvuian colonialism as a meaos of securing its political 
and military control of those strategic a.reas inhabited 
by non-Russians. Specific indigenous natione were 
íalsely accused by Soviet authorities of belonging to 
/Mcisi organizations and/or having been Nazi 
collaborators. Using this as a pretext, the central 
government relocated many thousands from their 
homelands, while encouraging an infiux of foreign 
settlers, principally ethnic Russians. Numbered among 
these victime were: More than 10,000 Armenians, 
100,000 Estoniana, 100,000 Latvians, 200,000 - 300,000 
Lithuanians, and 500,000 Ukrainians. 

In many respecte, these communities were the l•cl:r 
ones. Entire nations were deported. The territorial 
administrative units were permitted to remain intact, 
thereby, ensuring that these national enclaves continued 
to officially ezial. 

For tbe Volga Germana, Crimean Tatars, Mesk.hetans, 
Kalmyb, and peoples from the North Caucasus 
(Balkars, Chechens, Ingush, Karachai), deportation was 
a sentence to oblivion. Tbey became (and sorne remain 
to tbis day) nonexistent nations, tmpcoplca. 

Despite the findings oí an official investigation, 
conducted by the Crimean regional committee oí the 
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C.P.S.U. in 1942, which confirmed and documented their 
loyalty, Moscow nevertheless declared the en tire 
Crimean Tatar nation (a Muslim Turkic people) guilty 
oí collaboration with the Nazis. On May 18, 1944, a 
week aíter the last German troops had retreated from 
the península, the government of the U.S.S.R. deported 
200,000 - 250,000 meo, women, and children, scattering 
them ac1'088 $iberia., Kazakhstan, and Central Asia. 

Their only cnme was in being Crimean Tatars. Tens 
of thousands died either in transit or during their first 
year of exile. The exact number is in dispute. While 
the Crimean Tatar people claim that 46% of their entire 
nation died, the Soviet govemment insiste it was a mere 
tt perctnf. 

11While acknowledging a gross error in
its nationalities policy, Soviet leaders 
refuse to take corrective action. 11

The Crimean · Tatars, liberated by the Western Allies
in Central Europe (prisoners oí war and civilians 
foreibly transferred there by the retreating Gennan 
army), were repatriated to the U.S.S.R. at the insistence 
of Moscow. Upon .·their return, those not executed were 
sent to slave labor camps. They were never heard from 
again. Repeating the pattem established with the 
Soviet Germans, deporta.tion was accompanied by 
attempts to deny the physical existence of the,..-Orimean 
Tatars. The Crimean ASSR was abolished. Within the 
peninsula, Tatar place names, as well as those derived 
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from Gerr?a11 . a.nd Greek, were replaced by Russian
ones. H1stor1cal monuments, even cemeteries, were 
destroyed. 'fhe literary works of Crimean Tatars were 
burnt. Their history was rewritten to depict them 88

bandits and aliene; their homeland described as 
hislorically a part oí RuBBia. In Soviet publications 
dealing with ethnic affairs, the name of Crimean Tatars 
cea.sed to appear. At tbe same time, tbe Soviet 
government vigorously encouraged further Ru.ssian 
colonization oí the Crimean península. 

Alter the death of Stalin, sorne improvement in the 
conditions of the exiled Crimean Tatars occurred. By 
1950, restrictions to special seUlemenls had been lifted. 
The following year official permission was gr�nted for 
the publication of a newspaper and severa) books in 
Crimean Tatar language. Political rehabilitation 
occu�red in 1967. In a decree, the Soviet government 
adm1tted that charges oí treason against the entire 
Tatar nation, which formerly. resíded in the Crimea, 
were f a.lse. The wordiog of the decree however was 
itself an attack on the national ideotity of Crimea.n 
Tatan,. They were no longer offidally Crimean Tatars 
but "Talara /ormerly resident in the Crimea •, a peopl� 
who had laken rool in the Soviet Asia republic. 

While acknowledging a groas error in -its nationalities
policy, Soviet leaders refuse to tali:e corrective action 
Despite the f act that five other relocated nations hav� 
had their republics re-established within the fnunework 
of the Soviet political system, the Crimean ASSR 
remains abolished. Crimeao Tatan, are eff'ectively 
barred from retorning to the Crimea - although 88

Soviet citizens they possess the legal right to reside 
anywhere within the U.S.S.R. Nor have the cultural 
rights oí Crimean Tatan,, iocluding the use of their 
language, been fully restored to the pre-1944 status. 
Their o/ficial history is still falsified and vilified, while 
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occupation were leveled against five other non-Russiannations. U sing sucb lies as a pretext, the Sovietgovernment also forcibly relocated these peoples toSiberia, Kazakhstan, and Central Asia, abolished their territorial administrative units, and expunged theirnames from officiaJ publications. The deportation of the KaJmyks, a Buddhist-Mongolpeople living on the northwest shore o( the Caspian Sea,occurred on December 27, 30, 1943. This action wasnot confined to the 107,000 Kalmyks of the KalmykASSR, but to all 134,000 people residing in theEuropean part of the U.S.S.R. 
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In the strategic Northern Caucasus, a.JI 70,900Karachai, a Muslim Turkic nation, were deported inNovember 1943. This was followed by the forced reloca.tion of ali 368,100 Chechens and 56,500 Ingush,and two non-Turkic Muslim peoples, on February 23,1944. The policy ended on March 8, 1944, with therelocation of the entire Balkar nation, another MuslimTurkic people number 39,000. Beginníng in 1956 (with Krushchev's secret speechbefore the Twentieth Party Congress attacking StaJinand bis policies), a procese was set in motion by theSoviet government to rehabilitate these nations. U nlikethat accorded Germans, the Crimean Tatan, andMeskbetians, however, the political rehabilitation of the Kalmyks, Karachai, Chechens, Ingush, and Balkarnations went beyond an official admission by theleaderehip or the U.S.S.R. that ali charges oí treasonwere faJse¡ they reinstated their respective homelands.By 1958, aU the territoriaJ administrative units oí thesefive nations had been re-established to their pre-1943status a Kalmyk ASSR, a Karachai-CherkessAutonomous Region, a Chechen-Ingush ASSR, and aKarbardino-Balkar ASSR . As the table below iJlustrates (constructed by Dr.
Fourth World Joumal Vol 1. No. 1
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Aleksandr M. Nekrich (Nekrich:1978:138), fifteen years 
of relocations aod exile took a terrible toll oo these 
oations. 

Net Iones suft'ered by Deported Peoplea 
betweea 1939 aad 1969 

(Aft.er Allowance for wartime louee fin thou,andal) 
1939 - 100% 

Populatioo Orowth 
normally expeded Nd Louee 

u of 1959

Abaolute " Abaolute 

OHEOHENS 590 S8 131 22 

" 

KALMYKS 142 7 22 14.8 

INOUSH 128 S8 12 9 

KARAOHAI 124 63 37 so 

BALKARS 64 49 17 26.5 

Professor Nekrich emphasizee that these figures are 
minimal, not maximal, eetimatee. 

Although le88 draconian than that euffered by the 
Crimean Tatars, Soviet Gennane, Meekhetiane, Kalmyke, 
Karachai, Chechen, Ingush, and Balkars, the national 
identitiee of many other national group have also been, 
and continue to be, attacked by the Soviet government. 
One of the moet important weapons at the Soviet 
lea.ders' diepoeal for pursuing euch assaulte is their 
power to decide wbich communitiee constitute )l&tions
and which do not. 

The population of the Moldavian SSR is Romanía.o. 

Center for World lndigenoua Studiee 

PaUerns o/ Rus,ian Colonialúnn 27 

Lea.ders of the U.S.S.R., however, reject this reality and, 
instea.d, bave proclaimed the existence of a distinct 
Moldavia.o "nation". History is rewritten to prove that 
Moldavians are not Romaniaos. In an attempt to 
permanently divide the people, regional differences, 
however elight, between tbe Romaniane of Romania and 
thoee in Moldavia SSR, are reinforced and exaggerated, 
with new artificial onee also being created. To this 
end, Moecow has declared the Romanian dialect epoken 
in Moldavia to be a separa.te language - Moldavia.o, • 
and has inetituted policiee, including replacing the Latín 
alphabet with Cyrillic, and int�ucing a Ru88ification of 
the vocabula.ry, to insure that the Moldavtan and 
Romanian languages become as mutually unintelligible as 
possible. 

Meanwhile, in tbe north, the Carpatho-Ruthenia 
territory ceded to the U.S.S.R. by Czechoelovakia after 
World W ar n ( a land w hose distinct political and 
cultural identity Moecow originally pledged to respect), 
has been undifferentially incorporated into the Ukraine 
SSR. 

Despite a shared sense of national · identity, and 
po88essing a common history ( which included periods of 
political independence and later oí local 
self-government), the U.S.S.R. refuees to establish a 
territorial a.dministrative unit for the C088acks, or 
offidally recognize them as a separa.te comm unity. 
lnterestingly enougb, between 1917 - 1920, Soviet 
Ru88ia did establish Soviet Co88ack republice as a 
political tactic in its wa.r against Cossackia, an 
independent eta.te created by C088ack nationalists 
following the ovenbrow of the Czar. Once the 
nationaliets were defeated, however, ali recogoition wa.s 
withdrawn. In a.ddition to the liquidation of the state 
of C088ackia, Moecow abolished ali of its own Soviet 
C088ack republics as well. 

Pourth World Journal Vol l. No. 1



28 JOBeph E. Falüm 
Then tbere is the case o( •Russian• Turkestan. At 

the time of tbe Russian Revolution this immense 
territory, covering approximately four million square 
miles, consisted of land annexed directly to Russia by 
tbe Czars between 1715 and 1897, and two RuBSian 
protectorates - the emirates oí Bukhara. and Khiva. 
After coming to power, the Soviets waged a ten-year 
war against these indigenous people to retain physical 
control oí Turkestan. This land is oí vital importance 
to Moscow. It constitutes 19% oí modern Russian 
territory, and possesses a strategic location from whicb 
Moscow seeks to extend its influence througbout tbe rest 
of Asia. The principie reason is the ricbness of its 
natural resources. Tbe mineral wealth currently 
extracted írom Turkestan is a major factor in the 
overa.U Soviet «onomy: coal -45%, petroleum - 60%, 
natural gas - 50%, iron ore - 70%, copper - 76%, 
mercury - 00%, zinc - 86%, chrome - 80%, nickel -
80%, and pbospborus, sulfur, potassium, and antimony 
- 75% each. There are also extensive deposite of
uranium, gold, silver, and platinum. Turkestan's 
agricultural output supplies íurther evidence of the 
economic and strategic importance oí the region to the 
Soviet Union: cotton - 95%, raw silk - 76%, íruit -
60%, rice - 66%, jute - 1()0%, natural rubber - 100%, 
and Karakul furs - 100%. 

State Oomlnatlon and •natlon kllllng• 
To maintain effective domination, the Soviet 

lea.dership has ha.d to attack and suppress tbe political 
and cultural identity oí Turkestan. Attempts at 
national self-determination by the indigenous 
governments of Alash Orda (southem Kazakbstan) and 
Khokand (Ferghana Valley) were violently crushed by 
Soviet Russia in 1918. The lengths to wbicVMoscow 
was prepared to go in order to defeat Turkestani 
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nationalism included the impositioo _oí food blocka.des. 
Applied against Khokand, it resulted in tbe death oí 
900,000 people. 

Tbe ruthless attack on Turkestani identity extended 
to the two protectorates as well. Although treaties of 
írie_ndship were signed by the Soviet lea.dership with
�m1rates oí Bukhara and Khiva, in which tbe political 
mdependence oí both was recognized, eacb country was 
inva.ded by the Red Army in 1920. Tbe mooarcbies 
were repla.ced by pro-Soviet aocialial regimes. Four 
reare Jater, botb progressfoe and theoretically 
mdependent states were abolished by moscow. These 

two countries, which ha.d existed for centuries were 
reorganized, along witb the rest of •Russian• Turkestan 
into five nalionally delineated republics -- Kazakh SSR

1 

Kirgiz SSR, Ta.djk SSR, Turkmen SSR, and Uzbek SSR: 
Although repeatedly proclaimed a federation oí 

fraternal nations, the official history oí the U .S.S.R. 
centers on Russia emphasizing its acbievements to the 
virtual exclusion of ali others. When the histories oí 
non-Russians are preseoted, they are distorted and 
demeaned. Even their annexations by the Czars are 
hailed as baving been progressive acts. H not Cor the 
Czars, it is asserted, tbese nations would have fallen 
victim to the retrogressive imperialism oí otbers - tbe 
British, the Chinese, the Ottomans, the Swedes, etc. 
By being annexed to RU88ia, on the other hand, they 
became part of a future revolutionary state which was 
to produce Lenin and the October Revolution. They 
were absorbed by an emerging Russian state whicb was 
neither progressive nor revolutionary in its dealings with 
neighboring indigenous nations. Soviet Russia proved to 
be as •imperialistic• as the empire it replaced. 

The most effective Soviet instrument Cor Russification 
of neighboring indigeoous nations remains the policy 
pursued for centuries by tbe Czars - internal RuSBian 
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migration. This internal colonization centers on the rich 
and strategic border lande in the west, and in 
Kazakhstan and Central Asia. Unless this massive 
attempt at demographical engineering is halted, the 
future outlook for the preservation of the cultural 
identities of the small nations, especially those in the 
western republics and in Siberia, is dismal indeed. 

Of ali the indigenous nations inside the Soviet Union, 
the Turk.ic Muslime have been one of the few to 
successfully resist this aspect of RuSBification. With a 
rapidly expanding population (a phenomenon project to 
continue for the foreseeable future), which is 
concentrated in their respective republics, the Muslime 
sbould be able to preserve their cultural identity. In 
Kazakh SSR and Kirgiz SSR they should be able to 
even reestablish themselves as the majority population. 
If present demographic trends among Muslime and 
Europeans continue, by the year 2000 Muslime could 
very well represent one-quarter of the entire Soviet 
population. But, can a RuSBian leadership of a U.S.S.R. 
in the procese of being Russified tolerate such a threat? 
"No." Colonization by way of the Russian language and 
RuSBian migration is being intensified. To counteract 
the effects of Muslim population growth, Moscow has 
proposed certain policies (including longer-paid 
maternity leave, increa.sed child support grants, 
preferential housing, and additional child care facilities) 
as incentives for the Europeans (Russians), specifically, 
to bave large families. 

Moscow is intent upon preventing non-RuSBians from 
evolving into a rival source of power to the Russian and 
RuSBified leadership of the Soviet Union. Official 
rhetoric of fraternal solidarity aside, the U.S.S.R. like its 
imperial predecessor, is a prison o/ nationa. In its quest 
for sliyanie, the Soviet leadership is pursuing a ¡xdlcy of 
nation killing. 
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An Áppeal to Save the Chakma and other T ribe 

Dr. Ramendu S. Dewan 
Spokesman 
Jana Samhati Samiti 
Central Committee 
Chittagong Hill Tracts 

May I present to you the foUowing evidence regarding 
the genocidal policy .oí the Bangladesh Government 
against the indigenous nationalities oí the Chittagong 
Hill Tracts. 

A full scale invasion oí tribal lande in the Chittagong 
Hill Tracts (CHT) by Bengalí settlers has been actively 
promoted by successive regimes in Pakistan and 
Bangladesh since the late 1000s. Growing tribal 
resistance has been met with a hardening of official 
policy, the closure oí the en tire CHT beyond Rangamati 
to foreigners and journalists, and an increasing 
militarization oí the Region. 

The scale of the ensuing conflict, between the tribal 
peoples defending their territorial rights and the military 
backed invasion, can be measured in thousands oí lives. 
Sorne estirnates place the number oí tribal deaths since 
the late 60s as high as 100,000. Yet the total tribal 
population oí the CHT is only BOrne 600,000. According 
to sorne reports, there may be as many as 85,000 
rnilitary personnel currently in the CHT. 

Faced with a continual and accelerating dispossession 
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