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THE WESTWARD ZAPALUSICH OF THE'USSR_I

John A, Arnstrong

I. Significance of the tovie for undsrstandinz the Soviet

.._-sstm‘ : ) ' : _ : .
Batween 1939 and 1946 the USS3 acquired access to a |
broad band of territories along all of its western frontier .

"exceﬁt'parts of the far north; increasing'the-Soviet

“population vy 21 million or approximately one-eighth.

- Tha adwances of the World War II period canme after-nnﬁrly
_“jﬂwkvcudacadas of virtuallv‘comnlnte.terrt:orialrstability Gind
both for the SQViet system and 1ts sphere of 1nfluence.--_
Furthermore, these advances have had no formal SQquel, |
eentrarr to meny oxpootat&ona, no o#hor territories hawo

been directly inoorporated into the USSR.

' - Prom the standpoint of intarnational 1aw the Soviet
a a&ioﬁ¢5const1tuted olear violationa orfnumernut
= tresties of non-agzrassion,* as well as the multilateral _;.
1¢hligations of the USSR as a member of the League of Nttianﬁ-
Froﬁ the atandnoint of power politica hawever, the - _
,f_ahnexations saemed essentially defenaive, designed to S
 acquire a glacis against attacks and to eliminate the threéﬁf_- R
- 6? Ukralnian.’?ledmonts.'_ I should doubt that that-theré_isif;ﬁ}T'

®7ith the excevtion of Transcarpathia, nominelly

voluntarily relincuishad v Czechoslovakia., The memoir by

~ Frantisek Nemec and Vladimir Moudry, The Soviet Seizure of
" Subcarvathlan juthenia (Toronto, 1955) was a revealihz source,
but pyblications in Lzashoslovakia durln; 1967-68 and by ' _
mizras aftar 1943 ~izht 21 more evidence. It is also clear
that Stalin intended rorascarsathla to be a zateway assuring
direct access to Huur-ary as dell as the removal of the
last significant Uxrairian Pfiadnont.
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nuch to be zained hy-reexanlning.in'greao detail the
nu"ely irternational asyscis of tnﬂse amexations. Hy |
impression 1s that neither the Western powers' diplomatic. *

publications nor Soviet histories have esdded mﬁch fortha .

evidence of German documents and memoirs poblished_in the

decade after World War II. A close reexamination of _
Soviot activities within the annexed tofritories' however.. 
night well throw new light on.Soviet intentions toward’ itss

_ alliea (suooesaivoly Nazi Germany and the Heltern powora}.
# msor ex&nmle, the;indoetrination m&nual Lo So:mm r.-_ o

moving- into Zastern Poland went far, in my opinion, fo

rofuto contentions ‘that Stalin looked to a long poriod or i
fri.endlhi-p with o«m #* 1 know of nothing m Sowi.ot |
publioations which really provides. convincing evidenca

'-'on thin point, but recent emigres who held a paratus postS'

,?  1nntruotions. In a somewhat similar but less direot fashlo;

ffaone Soviot‘memoiro or tho last montha ofLWorld‘war II*

o suggest. that the writers had been instructed t;o dilregard

| :”f formal frontiers of the USSR by preparing as rapidly as - |
_._possible for 1nstallins puppet regimes in the.ad191n1ns -*Tgﬂqiﬁfo'“

*Partiino-ﬁoli+ichnskaia Rabota v Boevoi Obstanovka.
Sbtornik Joliumentov, ILzdannvih vo Yremia Csvoooditell nozo
Pokroda ¥ Zaoadnuiu Zkrainu i Zavadnuliu 2elorussilu (HOSCOWS
Gosvoenniziat, 194C). Lssued for official use of the
Red Army Political Administration, the book waas lent to
me briefly by the late Geroid T, Zobinson.




countrisa*

Yuch more ¢an Ye learrad avout Soviet intentions and

canacitias in the in*ernational field by consi dering the
| 1nternal aspects of Soviet_annexation policy and local |
-reaciions to Soviét control. Studies should, wharevér
| feasible, compare aspects of the western annexations to-
_ parallel davelopments in the East “uropean satellites. '
;LDuring‘the 19508, when most studies of tho annexationa

non made. 1t was sti1l uncertain that tho commmst mgmw
ﬁ60u1d ma&n*szn:ccntwbl av*r“*ﬁe atelzites for a proionge&

:‘period conreraaly, many obuervers thought that it contr01f “

-'}jﬁ could be maintainad as 1ong as 1n the older Soviet regiona_if

a stuitar penetration of control would result. We are nouzJi
1n;a poattion ta see that in thirty yeara East European
egimea nave not beenfabla to achieva_thn ipgrn '

v *r. daal uu:h both of theae pointl in The mmg_g g_{

. gtg;itg;ianisg (New York, 1961), and have not examined
much of the flood of Soviet menoirs since that date, Thia
" oubline has no pretensions as a bibliographical review... . -
"It is, nevertheless, surorising how few solid research studies.
‘dealing with the 1939-53 period in the western territories
have appeared, The early vostwar series on Soviet affalrs
concentrated on the old USSR. Thus the Research Program on

the USSR and the Munich Institute for Study of the UsSSd : '
. published 1ittle dealine primarily with the western territories.
se... - Apart from the books I mentioned the best resources for the
R besinner are the articles in émizré journals such as the

- - Baltlc Hevisw, the Ukrainian Zoview, and gspeclally the
. . Ukralnian Juarterly. all vary widely in thoroughness and :
o objectivity, The wmonthly Jiz2st of the 3oviet Ukralrnian Press
(Karlolat* 3/111, 5 #unich 2), while highly selactiva, is
very rellable.




e - Intellectnal 1ifs in East Europe is freer and more in
aceord with natibnal traditions; the spirit of nationel '
' independence is much hizher than it was in most Soviet

nationalitias; and_the-intangible elements of customary

ways of lifs persist more stronzly. Various explanations .

wai. . . for the difference can be advanced: traditions of

lindependence reinforced by the vestigial formal sovereignty

of the East European states; the lack of large-scale

}?iiinnigration or Ruesians or uprooting of nativea' ahove all,;r‘

??:theabrief duration.of Stalin'e 1ntense totalitarian rule.

“inIn all of these rBSPecte'the weetern annexations are

| }? 1ntermed1ate, nence it would be very rewarding te exeuine
e in detail the degree of persistence of the elements just

“'noted, end the extent to which each 13 correlated with the :ﬁ

E varying explanations ror ?est European reaistance to

Apart £rom the intrinsic interest of the subjeet,'

“nidatailed comparative examination of the success- ot

f_-communism 1n\Eaat Europe and the weetern annexations would

' {%111uminate the soarces of dissidence in the "ola* USSR.

: There 13 considerable evidence to suggest that the East
European satellites constitute the 1mmediate source for
Soviet intellectuals, and perhaps for the ordinary Soviet
H citizen, of most of thelr unorthodox 1deae, even if such
- ideas are ultimately derived from the West. Far too
_'little attention has neen directed to the pessibility that,

from 1939 on, the newly annexed western'territeries



- performed a sinilar role, ‘there were internal police

bafriers hatwaen the new territories and the oid USSR

for some years, but it is probhable that these barriers

- were never as impermsable as were (at least until the

" late 1950s8) the formal frdntiers of the USSR. Today
_-;;Soviet sources admit that the superior lavel of conauﬁer. |
' services in the Baltic republics is widely appreciated _'_ ;f;fE'
f¥ 1p other parts of the Union, There is also evidence that - . P
: "eunaestine nationalists from Galicia deliberately aougn'e..__"_' o

;1:ba:1n tho Donhasa in order to escape arrest ana QOnti:,

'w the1r antiqSoviet pronaganda. In betwaen thess extremos

'"“:jfftharo is & wide range of Ways (which fen'westcrn worka onjﬁ

'*?1th.,ussn even hint at) in which the western territoriel

'ﬁffmax have acted as windows on the West for the older

" wjport1ona of the Soviet Union.

ueaningful comparativo analyais. By carqtul solection of._

,ﬂ araas ona may eontrcl specifie factors (such aa thone

o suggested above). such an analytic comparison is far

" more promising than the sasier approach of examining
 territories luﬁped together by lezal.or cul tural criteria..
A brief survey or the annexations will, I hope, make this
_point ¢learer, Frcm the chronolozical standpoint it is

most important b streas the nsed for extending any study



(except one confined to Transcarpathia) back to the

initial period of Soviet cccupation in 1939-40.. while .

the impact of the'Soviet regime during this paribd'was
{H;transitory, it was important both for tts direct affact '

on tha occunied populations (particularly throuzh eliminationf:flh"

'H'of_subatantlal leadership elements) and as'an-indication:otquﬁi*f

the range of optiohs which the regime has considered.
,Since thoro ﬁppear to have béen two distinct phéset'of

{'Soviet policy--a mild one down. to June 1940 and a harsh

_phanq«from then-until. the German;conquastn-it is avmn

'Tpoasiblo to make some longitudlnal comparisons. o
Probably not much uaerul work can be dons on the.
' area- aequ&red fren‘F&ﬂland, since nearly all of tho nntifﬂ*

"5f.population-wa& evacuatad.- The same 18 true of the

Tho southe“'
LOx Sl
;'Ukrainian SSH in 1940 as the Akkerman oblast (1ater rename

;;“rad regionzof northarn East Prusaia.:

th& Izmhil oblast, poasibly because tha Soviet authorttial

J.nere under the misapprehenaion that 'Akkerman? waa a _1_H

-ffGarmsn rather than a Turkish name] but in 195h was

;I;absorbed in Odessa obdlast. 1 haxe never seen any indicattan_f

.'ithatqthis-small area, with a population of very mixed othn;c=

. origin, presents any speclal features of interest to the B
1nvestigator even 1if (as appears unlikely) he can find
sufficient available 1nformation to warrant detailed

investization.



The two Lutheran Baltic republics, Latvia and

Estonia, obtvicusly constitute a unit, althouch the
presence of Riga with 1ts polygliot population makes the
former more comolex. Roman Catholic Lithuania, with its =
_very different history, usually requires separate
*; ooﬁiidsration in many respecfa. In fact, there are three
| distinct "Lithuanias* availabdle for most comparative e
”3_?ﬁpurposos.- the Republic as 1t existed between.1919 and 193&"’.
f*jehefnemcl area, saized by Germany at the latter date, '

_  uhich~tnerefore-d1d nat.axparience Soviet rule—until 1945*?
J 'and the Vilniua area of Poland attached ta thhuania by
f{fLSOviat fiat in 1939, | L S
| In.oontraat to thsse araas, uhich anjnrod,groatap or |

;fﬁlesser exberiences of national 1ndepandsnca, thc oxtansicna

'"_of the Belorussian SSR 1nto areas of_northaaatern Peland

.rolativaly slight traditiona of ethnic diatinotiveness,
fﬂapecially sttar tho ratrocassion (1945) to PaIand of
fBialyatok and the 'repatriatian' of moat of the large

ﬁfPolish\pnpulatian of the ramaining*areas. Heatern Belorussiu
“ If comas as close as one can expect to the " pure" case of

 f1mpos1t1on of Soviet rula on a peasant population lacking

- distinctive consclousness. The central portiona of
| Bessarabia.wefe re-named the Xoldavian SSR (which, in a
':'-curious sleizht-of-hand, was deprived of almoat all the
 areas--mixed Ukrainian and ”oldavianp-east of the Dnestr

which had been in the old Moldavian ASSR). The overwhelmiﬁgly o



peasant vopulation of the Moldavian SSE, with its. low

levels of education and income, somewhat resembles
Belorussia. Moldavians are, however, wholly distinct in .

lanzuage- ( thouzh not in religioue back; round) from the"

‘dominant Slavic populations of the USSR. In recent years

disorest aiens of irredentism have eppeerea 1ri Romania “

. proper, but*during the Stalin period the Soviet leaderlhipe -
e;;“'e;Lappeere to heve toyed with.the notion of making Holdavie
i the Piédmont throush which Romania as a whole mighe be :
*sheorbed Lnta the USSR.

B G R S .-,n q_ e , .

_ Pinally, there is the West Ukraine, or rether-the L."}
; '“fOur'Ukreinee acquired by the USSR during 1939-46.-_
i*fW;f*oaling (1t is hardly worth considering separately the
.':ei;iemall strip retroceded to Poland in 19#5) is by rer the -
.7moet 1mportant. The presence of a meJor~center, Lvov,
o 1: _ioﬂlr veri egated pepul mimeﬂnn@,"""hq

o absence or frevioue experience with Ru331En.rule are majorj
. distinctive features of Gallels. Its intense neticnalist

.g;_organization is (ae noted below) by far the mest eignifict 
:“*Wa?oheracteriatio of Galicia, making 1t almost unique aneag
"Soviet territories old or new., In contrast the northern RO
Polish Ukraimian holdings (Volhynia), Orthodox and Russian

unt11'1920, have occupled a position 1ntermediate between:*

#Arnold Kleess, "3umanisch und Holdauisch,' g_gggzggg
{1955}, 281-84, -
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| 21 * Galic1a and the Tast Ukraine. Transcarpathia alSofhéa-

had an_intermediate position, not because of.proiious'
experience with Aussian rule, but because of the mixed o

..'_j':gligioua affiliations of the-Ukrainian.population and-t§d'f”3“”
low pre-war cultural attainmen_té. Finally, Bukovina

”:q;.a(angyiredlfrom Romania) appagrs toﬂ?are rgaemﬁlbd.aglgcisiﬁgg:ﬂgﬁ-i

although information is scanty on this small area.*

“ﬁIII. Hajo; togics for nwgst;gation. o  5ff}3ffzJ__
| 'm. range or toplcs which might be profitnblr treato

:h¢ffﬁhdertaken by tha Soviet regime, tbe arailabilitr of dats, o
':'?fand the researcher'a imagination. COnsequently the few

;?:.T; es l shall. :naider below reprusent only those which

L {51 have encountered in ny own work and can con:idently

o Tho intonsiva case studies of the Har Documentation
farroject baucd 1argely on the 1mmense German occup&ﬁi
f\h”99?¢’a-d°11b033501? omit?@d °°nsidﬁrﬁti°“'°f.‘h4ee.?

- : *I treated Sovist 1ncorooration—or all these areas
;aomowtwanty years ago 1n Ukrainian Nationalism (New York,

 1955; 2nd ed., 1963), and The Soviet Sureaucratic Elit 3
A Gase 3tudy of the Uxrainlan Apvaratus {(New York, 1959;
2nd ed., 1966). <he latter book contains a bibliography
- of the considerable number of important books which has
appeared on the I{ranscarcvathian question up to 1959.
Althouszn there have t2en some article-length treatments
- and numerous refsrences in memoirs and general treatments
of the war period, I 495 not krow of any really intensive :
consideration of Soviet annexation policies since the 19508,




- newly annexed Soviet territories.* At thevtime

thess studles werd made (1951 54) the need for

information on the old Soviet Union was so evident and .

the future prospects of the'western'territorie§ 80

obscure that the limitation was clearly Justified as

a measurs of economy. Those of us 1nrb1ve& with the |
' Project know that thore is an immense-amount or-German.:

_dncumentation (aince declassified) on Soviet partisans

?1in the wast' now thers are scores if not hundreds or
"Sowiet memozra and hiatories dealins wlth the topiq* _;i

Fote B TR o

.“_SInce-the partisun episoda throws a harsh 111um1natian

  3£\on.many aspects of Soviet policy, it would ba rewardins'
- L ter extend the WDP investigations.. GooperatIOn by-than_
“ U S GO?ernment agzenoies which became the.repoaitorlel'

h or a largo amount of proliminary cataloging and o

faoilitate s nen' invutigation.

memmmmm_tm _
” It is hecoming 1ncreasing1y apparent that the *nOrmalfj

E,Soviet procednre is to recruit 1oner and middla.lovtlsf

'r: of most elements of the party and state apparatus rrom?j;

: *The War Documentation Project was sponsored by
Department of the Air Force, Human Zesocurces Research .
Institute of the Psychological Warfare Division, under
contract with Columbia University, Bureau of Applied. _
Social Hesearch. The standing committee was headed by '
Pnilip E. Mosely, with successive Directors Fritz T, Epstein
and Hars J. Zpstein, and Alexander DaY¥lin as Diresctor of. .
. Research. ‘nen (1942) the completed studies were declassiried."
I undertock to coniense and edit them for publication as
Sovist artiqans in dorld (ar Il (1adison, 1964}, The

-—-..—--n-——-_..—-—-
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 local people, even at the oblast level.* Clearly

this vractice dould not be applied to areas just

acquired. In the most important weatern territories
'th_e.po;si_tion of the local Communists, after formal
dissolution of the Polish Communist Party in 1938,
was obscire. We khow-éomething-about-the maﬂof'
officials imported to the West Ukraine from tha:East:. R
,;j¥Ukrd1na,-but little elsewnere. Did (as Soviet sources
allosal 1hdependent aections or the 'conmunist Party
'.;;mot tha Hest Ukrains' and.'Communist Party of Hest

{r:}_:Belbrussia' peraiat with Comintern authOrization
| }'during 1938—39? _Were they a major sourco of racrutts,
_ | hf: anﬁ how long were thase local racruits truatsdz tht
o " was wheir ethnic composition (there ars’hinta that

”’Jew1 and Poles were preferred 1n more delieate_po&ts,
__ﬁtm;nxnim an& Bolomsim m pnblm posﬁt&mﬁ by
o is also ths question of partisan laadera transforrins -
'?:ftu'parey and state positions after danobilizatiun, and:

'7',iy the1r relation to the police agenciea. The lattnr :
'$”f;¥?fquestion had crucial reverberations just aftan.tha .
close of the Stalin period when Beriata 1ntrigues
focussed on the frontier polico-apparatus and the

general discrimination ageinst non-Russified elements.

;;a"' _- ' - %Sem esnecially Joel C, Moses, Regional gg;ﬁ* Leadsrship- .
<7 ang Policy-Faking in the U.S.S.R. lNew York, 1978). o
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C. Industrialization and urbanization.

As slsewhere, the-quiet regime. in the western

tefritoriaq hak emphasized an urban way of life

S _baébd on industrialization. These tgrritorieu.varied .
_considerably in their levels of urbanization and
1ndﬁstrialization when acquired by the USSR; even
_.Latvia and Bstonla were dominantly peasant, however,
“' f,!nd the other aQQuisitions overwhelmingly 80. Huph _
?oéuld be learnnd from the precise patterns of eoonnnic
 ?nﬁb&11zation.sponsored by tha regimo.' The kindl of

X - m&h-a:mu. :
:'wjgindnltrialization appear to hava difrered rram th&

ih“ﬁextreme ooncentration or heavy 1ndustrr common olseuherl;
“}tftﬂhi taxtilaaeand food processing, but also automotive |

’fconstruction, appear to have been relativaly more 1mportsnﬁ.

' M3}The hauslns attuation in older cities is conatructad.on.

_ ”Po1os); Theae conaidaratians deaerve close attention.

:ﬁlt would e espeaially useful ta—trace—the sottlomcnmr

Iﬁ pattarns of 1mmigranhu (particularly &uaaians) fron the
old ussa. - |
D, ngctivizabiog “1 grigultuzg B | _
" Tne rigld, sweeping collectivization of farms in the
western annexed territories dﬁring 1949~-50 cams almost

"two decades later than collectivization in the old USSR, . -
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and the success of the new Soviet collectivization

contrasted sharply with the faltering, abortive | o
contemporary efrorts in neizhboring Polgnd. Unfortunatelr, :f
Soviet central and republic newspapers gave little ’P§°9q-7°ul'

to the campaign. The Soviet dissertationa 1 relied on-ag*f'

,ﬂ.have been off limits for 16 years, Acce&a to oblalt
: level newspapers would be very desirable; possibly some
-.;amigrant could provide anecdotal knowledge. Omr: the __'
'*ﬁfaothor hand, there are ‘now avallable the retrospacttve,
?~;;raion by raion accounts 1n the monumantal publication

o 4‘” - ._‘,w,“-\_

I!&Q.&! Mist. ;_ 3_1_ 3;@1113)59; RS An 1mnu mun
=;fof dztail suitable for comparative analyaia 13 availablt

' *gf_in.tha volumes for the West Ukraina, unrortunately I

know of no comparable data for Balorusai___a_-.. Thert app@‘»_r

' to be a considerable number of monographic studles for

m Lg_tg;ug Mist 1 S11 provides aatonishingly dqtaa.‘.t:'
ff%accounts of forCqul resistance, to colleetivization,in»

imanr raians. Por details of this'rosiatance and thﬁ

-' bruta1 Soviet renression (1nrolv1ng maaa deportation
" of peasants from many Carnathian districts) tha abundant

.__emigre press. (available at the Ukrainian Frea Academx}
206 West 100th 3t., Yew York) 1s indispensable.

#26 volumes (one for each oblast), Kiev, 1967-74, See
my serial review in aneriuan distorical Review, LAXVI o
{December 1971), 1570~ 73. /11 (June 1972), 546-&7, Lmzn
(June 1973), 716; LXLIX {Pebruary 1974), 193-94 LXXXI :
{Pebruary 1976), 189-90.
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Since the appearance of the Istoriia, moreover, it is.
possidble to check é&igvé accounts (notably in Do Zbrof)
of their guerrilla activity. (Ukrainslks Povstans!ka '
Armiia-UPA) during 194449 ezainst Soviet versions of

resigstance. An English doctoral candidate (David R. |
_nsrplen of the Uhiversity of Sheffield) proposes to do

- this, Unrortunately. such detailed Soviet-veraions.of | |
| ;tha lesser but significant Lithuanian armed resistance L';j,;~

“ have not appeared. By using 1ooa1 materials and the

_ l"t?_sood summary account by'Stanley Vardya,* & basia for»
. WM“‘ Sl e OF vr"-ﬂvw T T

: -comparing Lithuanian nationalist guerrillas with tha |

: 'UPL (there was some clandestine-collaboration botneen.:f

"fifjc;?_the two groups) could be constructed. | e

'“'57'ngnnizgﬂ rslizign gzgsz Soviet znls
T'Standard recent works on religion 1n the USSR havc

’”fattentiqn.to the:

"*and almost none to the pariodawimmediately roilouing
'?”qnna:atian.** Yet Soviet sources, gensrally not
_;cifnulated widoly in tho Weat show a,keen swarensqu
ﬁ?;iof ths churchel as ono'af tht three mnjor fbreul
;L} imped1ng imposition of full Soviet. control (the otharu'__ _
k'heing spontaneous peasant reaistance and’ the nationalist-.l.
organizations). Indeed Soviet authorities have made

strenuous afforts to equate the religion to nationalist  . _

 *Slavie Review, %X (1963), 499-522.”

a%g, .. 3ichard 3. Marshall, Jr. (ed.), Aspects of
Relision in the Soviat aten, 1912—1961_(Chicago 1971).

Cf. nmy review in iRa-izan 2olitical 3cience ieview LXVIII

{Decemter 1974}, 1227-23, -
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' violence, e.z., in the assassination of the West
Ukrainian writer lsroslav Halan/ who collaborated
with the Soviet rezime in both anti-religious and

 anti-nationalist provazanda.* Much the most virulent |
Soviet campaizn has been directed against ‘the Uk'r_gmian
" Catholic (Uniate) Church. The eventual “happy ending® =
to Cardinal Josif Slipyf's long incarcerstion is well |
d°7 1fknown but no one has done a scholarly study of the

:;jfate of lesser clarics. The role of the Russian
,;T,;_h}!ozgyodox Patriarchata, particularly the Exarch ﬁicholasgﬁ
;;:dssarves candid axploration from many points of‘viewa
I;i; The role of the quasi-official Orthodox Church. iz~

‘ "*Tisuppreasing the Ukrainian;nutocophalous Orthodox Gﬁurnh

:hffin‘Volhynia and similar organizations in. Belorusaia 13_;ﬂﬂ; o

'1;3130 worth 1n‘3’t1$3t1n3-** Lﬂﬂl prominent activitiul e

':lcrutiny. Nuanoes 1n treatment of thq Roman-ritu Bﬂﬂauﬁ3
_Catholtc Church in Lithuania (and vastlgial Ponm o

g{eicmants in Belorussia) al-campared to bhe-Uhiate church; :
" need careful. attention. Finally, the complex position of . '

T  the Lutherans in Estonia and Latvia needs more study

.. ... "Sea esgpeclially Vliadimir Dobrychev,: V Steni Sviatogo
;ggg (Moscow, 1971) and V, Cherednychenko, Nats;ong;izg
ng_x datsil (Kiev, 1970).

#*Jae the corcluding section in Friedrich Heyer, Dle
Orthodoxe Kirshe in der Ukraine von 1917 bis 1949 (Coloane,
1953); and tns more Teneral remarks in ivan 5. Lubachko,

Belorussia under Soviet Rule, 1917-1957 (Lexington, 1972).
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),'F. .Iggellegbgals and ggigggg; 1nstiﬁugigg§.
" Intellectuals have spearheaded most resistance movements

in the Western territories, and nearly all Soviét-

policies have lnvolved culture. It would be mialeading, e
B however, to treat the highly significant cultural

ractoru 28 residual. As slsewhere in the USSR, o
especially in the East Ukraine, Soviet regime policies o
touara the national culturea have anakennd opposition -
anong 1n£311ectuals who began with puroly protaasignaz;.

mwﬂxﬁuattitudos toward the society, or aven as strong

uupportern of. Harxism-Lcninism.* Any comprahcnaiva\
7” - amalyuis shoula therefore take into account the .

toilnwing faatora. (1) reasttons toward Rusuifica&ion

or-Sovietizatinn (e.g8., introduction of 'Soviut cusbnma

 fust-or 'all-Unian' cslquas on Huasian worda 1n.tha

:Russian immigrants, espeoially otricials and 1ntallect:;?
Izjl;attachment to latenz or symbolia manifelﬁatianﬁ?eﬁ
Iocll patriotism such as rolklore, dialectology,

__“aaﬁiquari&n local history. (4} ‘use of Ianguage initht
'-  educational gystem; (5) intermarriage. For some of -
1.,,thpse faqtor& genprallzation can of_oourae_he ex;endedT

beyond the 1ntelle¢tﬁal stratum, but it would prbbably_ o

- *Jee esnecially John ﬂolaraky, ggcatigg'_g the §gxlg§
~ Bkraine (Toronto, 1968), p. 136.

_ *#0n "Soviet customs® and holidays, see A, I Kholmogorov,
* - Intermatsionallnye Cherty Sovetskikh fatsii: Iz ate;lalakn
Konkretno-Sotsiolorichesikikh issledovanii ¥ Prlbg;tikg
{Moscow, 1970), p. 73.
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be wise to devote initial study to them both because
of their roles in the comwunication process and

because evidence is more apt to be avajlable.

G. Pinally--but not ‘exhaustively--I should like to callf
attention again to the importance of links between

| wJ.ME3J h1thofpoop1es ot*thc’weitofh.tunexatlonl anﬁ thh.

B "populaxiohs of the rest of the USSE. Clearly the
sign;ficanco;or these 1links derives.largely from ths

-7T stronger attachment to nazional traditions mantiunadﬁﬁ_ﬁy

eariierktbut tha maann of. commun;cation.ahould,bq

Qxamined cararully. At~least unttl reeantly the

';  western.tarritcriea were more sealed off from the
outs;d& world (1ng1uﬂ1ng.the East Eurcpean.;gﬁgx};taﬂl
than,many older mctrcpolitan areas of the USSR, but -

1nr11tration of 1deas_and measages from Eaat zuropc



