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John KOLASKY, after his return from Kiev,
prepared a brief on the Russification process of the
educational system in the Ukraine. This brief became
available to us without KOLASKY's knowledge for a
period of time sufficient for us to make a copy. We
have attached a copy in the event that it may be of
Some interest to your organization.

25 January 1967,
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: . Preface ; | )
V\ - Altncmgh I waz born in Canada, ﬁkiraine , | the land of my parents, always held a
8tr§ng -fascination for mé. Wide reading of ‘So'vict‘ publications hiad convinced ms that
_it-éhh a free republic in a voluniary union with unfindered opportunities for full
deveiopmant ;)f its la.ngxﬁgo » culture and éustom.. In 1963 cmme an opportunity sought
- for many years: a& chance to study in Ukraine, Soptombor found ms in Kiev where I was
to romain for two years.
It was not long before various aspects of li}fe‘ in Ukraine began to trouble me,
especially the fact that everywhere the Rudsian language was dominant. The party
| propaganda, that this was a natural process initiated by the Ukrainian peopls theme
selves, proved unconvincing. Experience contradicted the officlal explanation; evryy-
where :i.n Kiesv there was evidence of pressurs t;a impose the Russian language. Paine .
fully and slowly came the realization that what I had supportsd as a paragon of Jjustice
was, in reality, the worst type of n#tional oppression. The impact of the truth wasz
| disturbing and depressing to the point of illness.
| Then gradually, 1ike the warming rays of & bright new day, slowly but inexorably
pushing :through the darkness of despair, began to grow an awarencgs of & deep and
. widespreadopposition to enforced Russification, I rés'olve'd to make a thorough study of
-the phenomenon, and began to collect &l) evidence I could find of Russification and
the opposition to it, lost of my free time was gpent in libraries sifting through any
_mteri_als that could throw light on the subject and reveal now data,
'Ig‘oward the end of tho term the authoritles became suspiclious of my dedicated
devotion to academic pursuits. Possession of notes on the national question was app-
arently deemed a threat to the security of the Sovist state. Homsv'exr, the bulk of what
I had amassed was already in Canada,
On arrival home, I discuzsed the problem with close friends fully convinced that
it would be possible to make representations to the authorities in the USSR to at least
‘_ stop, if not reverse , the trénd. Then in late autumn came a great shock: I receivad re-
liable information, that after my departure, there began mass detentlions and interroge

-ationa in Kiev of Ukrainians who opposed Russgification. This was followed by the arrival
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in the f@‘ing of this year of new published m.;.terial, not available outside the USSR,
of further centralization of control by Russiang ovm.rv Ukrainian schools. I began to
‘move toward a decigion to.embark on 5. public discussion of the problem, Since the fiesld
iz large and zy profecsion ia that of teacher, I am raising the iscus in the figld of
§ducation. ' |

Some of the published material used liere s available in libraries on this contine
ent; gome publizhed material is ;not available ou‘tl.sxido the USSR; soms has nover been pube
lished. For obvious reasons it would be unwise to reveal how and where I obbtained the
latter. Let me assure the reader that it is authentic. ‘Other information hore used and
not, supportsd by docun‘tontary.evidanco‘had been ‘corroborated ﬁxuevery instancae,.

J. ¥olasky.

Toronto, Oatario,
October, 1966.
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‘ Illustrationn '
Postnr urnoarﬂ¢rb opening of regﬁsvrdt on for Yiev school fioe 35 for

working youth. The language is Russian, an indication that the
gchool 1s also Twuesian.

Poster announcing erening of registration for Fiev school Noe 3 for

working youth, also in Russian.

Timetable for elcmentary and necondary gchools in Ukraine with ine
struction in Hungarisn, Moldavian and Polish, nussian lanzuoyze and
literature are included in the curriculuw, Ulrainian is not.

Timetable for trade  achools for the USSR for 1557. The orly lang-
uage on the curriculum is Rusiian.

Timetable for trade cchoola in the metallurﬁlcal industry for 1931.
Only the "native" language is listed.

Instructions to principles of secondary special educationzl inctite
utions alotting 135 hours per yesr to Rusgian literature and 120
to Ukrainian in day schools and 120 and 90 respectively in night
gchoole and stating that thers werz not to ba any examinations in
the Ukreinian language in the latter. : '

Instructicns (cbntinucd) specifying that students, who hid not
studied the Ukrainlan language and literature previously, are not
required to take it in secondary special educational Institutions,.

A page from & catalogue of all technical bocks published in the
UkraSr for 1965, listing books for technicums. They are in Russian.

Pages from a student!s handbook for 1964, listing ths machine build-
ing technicums, They are under the Jurisdiction of the Reyional
Councils of the MMational Economy of Ukraing,

Pages from a student's handbook for 1966, listing the machine huilde
ing technicumz. They &are under the juriddiction of ministries of
the USSR.

Pages from the catalogue of ‘technical booka published in Ukraine I
1965 listing text and reference books for higher educational lﬁotlt—
utiona published by "Tekhnikav. A1l are in Fussian.

Page from the catalogue of ¥Xharkiv University for 1965, listing text
and reference books fﬂr students. of higuer educationzl institutions.
ALl are in Russian.

Title page from ths bulletin of the library of the Kiev Pedagogical
Institute for January, 1965, listing all new books received for that
month,

Page from the bulletin of the 1ibrary of the Kiev Padagogical Inate
itute for January, 1965, listing new books in Surdopedagogics and
history. All are in Rusasian,
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Pigirs 18. Pagez from a student's hanlbook of higher
C for 1965, listing agricultural institutes
water the fuelsiiction of the Milnlsbrey of

" 16. 7Pages from a stndent's handbook of higher
for 1963, listing ageicultural institutes
under tho jariediction of the 'indstry of

Vol

@
educational
in Ukrairs,

.
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Lgricultare

cducaticonsl
in Ykraine,
sricudiure

actitutions
which are

of the U8ER.
inctitutions
whlch ware

of the krSSR.

" 17. Page from a student's handbook of higher cducatioral institubicns
for 1965, listing books for study in preparation for entrance exam-

inations. All are in Russiasn,
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CD‘ I_Lonin and the National Question

In addition to the economic and political grievances in the Russian Empire a% the
beginning of the 20 th cantury there existed the deep-rooved and smouldering problem
asgociated with the existence in the empire of a myriad variety of large and small non-
Russian nitions. The basic cause of the diséontont anong these peoplea was the denisl
of thair national righta, ﬁhe suppression of thelr native tongue and the imposzition on
them of the Russian language. liarxdsts in the empire fully récognized tho importance
of this problem and devoted much of their attention to it. As early az the second
congress of the Russian Social Democratic Isbour %nrty (1) 4n 1903 thay cutlined in
their program a draft of a constitution which‘wonld gusrantoo‘

The right of the population to be provided education
in its native languags... (2)

At the party conference in 1913 the position on the national question was elabor=-
ated and restated. The resolution of the gathering declared in favour of
eee full equality of rights for all nations and
languages, with the absence of a compulscry state
language (in this case Russian J.K.) and guaran-
teeing the population schools with instruction in
all the local languages and the inclusion in the
constitution of a fundamental law, which would
proclaim as illegal any privileges whatsosaver to
any nation and any breach of the rights of the
pational minorities. (3)
Returning to the problem again on the eve of the Bolshevik revolution, the April
Cénference of the party adopted a resolution on the national question in which itv
voiced its support for

ees wide local autonomy, abolition of control from
abovs and abolition of a compulsory state language... {(4)

Tho inspiration bshind the program and roéqlutions of tho party was N.I.lenin,
the son of a Russian schooliinspector. He grew up with a strong sensitivity to injust-
ice and‘became involved in Marxist gfoups while.at university. Endowed with grest in-
telligence and a keen analytical mind, he soon emerged as a laading'figure in Marxist

circles,
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Taia great erudition, personal contact with Europuun civilization and a thorough und-
erstanding of the weaknesses and shortcomings of the Tsarist reygime made him fully a-
wvare of Russia's great possibilities, which, he was convinced, could only be achiev-. .
ed through the application of the theories of Marx to>produce a socializt soclety -
baged on abolition of exploitation and equality of rights, for all citizenz,., Among the
latter were to bs included equality of naticnal rights.

He carried on several polemics defending the rights of the naticnal minorities
with the ardour characteristic of a religious zealot. The central idez in his theses
was the right of each nation in the Russian Empire to sclf-determinction. Hs enunce
iated this mcst clearly in his article ®"Ukraine", written in June, 1917. In it he said:

Cursed Tsaricm made Rusaians persecutors of the
Ukrainian people, in every way fostered in them
hatred for those who denied even the children
to speak and study in their native language.
Revolutionary democracy in Russia, if it wishes
to ba really revolutionary, really democratic,
should break with this past, should regain for
itself, for the workers and peasantsof Russia,
the fraternal faith of the workers and peasants
of Ukraine, among them the right to froe
aeparation. (5) ,

On the question of national languages he was as clear, as emphatic and as explicit,

In his article, Critical Notes on the National Question, ha stated that
He is not a ¥arxist, he i3 not even a denocrat,
who docs not recogniza and does not deferd the
equality of rightg of nations and languages. (6)

He held up as an example Switzerland, where there were

ees three state lnngﬁngés, but draft laws for
referendums are printed in five languages. (7)

After the Bolsheviks took power, the Second All-Russian Congress of Soviets,
which had become the organ of state power, meeting November 7-8, 1917, declared in
favour of the principle of national self—doturmination. (8) on November 17, Lenin, as
chairman of the Council of Pooplea' commissars, issued the Declaration of Rights of the
Péoples'of Russia in which he declared that the policy of the Sovied government on the

Aational question was based on:
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- 1le Equality and Sovereignty of the Peoples of
. Russia,
2.The Right of the Penples of Russia to Iee
Self-Determination to the Point of Separation
and Formation of an Independent Covernment.
oesveese [ EE XY ¥ ) (X X2 XN KX NN XN
lie Free Development of the National Minorities
and Etbnographic Groups Inhabiting the
Territory of Russia. - (9)

National feelings among non-Rusaian peoples ran high in the revolutionary period,
There éprang up several national movements for indepsndence. After the triumph of the
Bolsheviks, the non~Russians in the Communist Party took up the fight for implementation
of the program on the national question. Many Bussians-had;regardad the rosolutions
and declarations as mere propoganda devices for obtaining support in the struggle for
power.-Now that the party was in power, they regarded the national question as being
solved, Lenin criticized most'sﬁ.{r;'ny such points of view. At the VIII congress of the
party in March, 1919 he said of such people:

¥e have in the Commissariat of Education....
Communists who say: '0ne school, therefore
do not dare to teach in any other language
except Russian.t' In ny opinion such a
Comunist is a Great Russian chauvinist. (10)

In Deceﬁbor 2.4, of the same year the VLIL All Russian Conference of the party
adopted a resolution: Regarding Soviet Policy in Ukraine, composed by Lenin and rat-
ified by the plenum of the CC in November. It oﬁtlined clearly the party position on
the language question and instructed its mémbers #s fbllowsg

In view of the fact that Ukralnian culturs
(language, echools, etc.) over a period of
centuries was suppressed by Tsarism and the
exploiting classes of Russia, the CC of tho
RCP makes it a duty of all mecmbers to assist
with all means the elimination of all ime
pediments to the fres developument of the
Ukrainian language and culturc... Members of
the RCP on the territory of Ulraine should
enforce in fact the right of the tniling
magses to study and converse in all Soviet
ingstitutions in theid native tongue, count- -
eracting in every way attempts to push aside
by all artificial means the Ukrainian lange-
uvage, and transforming it, on the other hand,
into a tool of Communist education of the
toiling masses. (11) -

PRI Con P
Rk b 5 i, S G o il i A S




Gl B,

O

Tais was followed on Dacember 5-9, by the Seventh ALl Russian Congress of Soviets.
On its reolutiony Concerning the Oppressed Kations, the congress voiced oupport for
7full abolition of all privilsges for any nitionnl group whatsoevar." (12)

In March, 1921 the ﬂatlohéilduastion was avain discussed at the X @ongrass of ths
party. Stalin, then Pecplea! Commisaar of Nationalities, delivered the main report; it
was mot by sharp and severe crilticism from delegates of the national republics. Among.
those were two Ukrainilans 3 V.P.Zatonsky, who spoke bitterly of the Russicn "cdlonizing
element” in Ukraine with its belief in %one indivisible" Russia and peointed out that
the national question was not solved by mera slogans, (135 and ¥.0.Skrypnyk, who stated
that in Stalints report ‘the national quastion "had not been resolved in the least." (1)

Although lenin, who had delivered the main political repcrt, did not participate
(his health was failing), the resolutions committee, guided by previous decisions and
declarations of the party, adopted a document, which ﬁna desirned as a atep in the
practical solution of the national problem. In sharp, uneouivocal terms 1t condemmed the
previous practice of the old ragimn ag followss

The policy eof Tsarism, the po;icy of landlords and the
bourgeoisie in relation to these people (non-Ruasians J.K.)
wag to kill among them the beginning of statehood,

maim their culture, restrict their language, kesp

-them in ignorance and finally, as far ag possible,

Russidy them, (15)

‘and emphasized tﬁat the duties of the party were to ha ip tha non-Fussian nations

coe to develope and strongthen thsir omwn operative courts,
administration, organs of ecenomy and governmeat in thoir
native language, and made up of local peodle, who know the
customs and psychology of the local inhabitants; to

'~ develope their own press, schools, theatre, clubs and
general cultural and educational institutions in the
native language; to set up and develope & wide network of
schools and courges of education both general and
professional-technical in the native language... (16)

In the following year it becams avident that there was need of agrezement, outlining
the permenent relationship between the aeversl Soviet republics. In August the Organ—
jzational Bureau of the CC of the RCP set up a committes headed by Stalin to prepars a

report,. .
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The latisr drew up a project on the basis of which the national republics would give up
their gtatus as republics and Join the RSFSR as autonomous regions. lenin, szlthough
aeriously i11, took a deep interest in the problem, aubjocted the project to sovere
criticism and proposed inatcad that the stateg form a union of Soviet republics. Hb
stressed particularly ths principle of squality in the following words:

We acknowledge ourgelves as an equal of the UkrSSR and

others; together with them and as equals we are

forming a new union, a new fedaration.... (17)

On December 30, 1922 the First.Congress of Soviats met in Moccow with delegates
from the Russizn, Ukrainian, Belorussian and Trans-Caucasian Federated Republics (the
latter included Georgia, Azerbarszhan and Armenia) and announced the formation of the
Union of Soviet Soclalist Republics which was, according to the declaration of the
congrehs

eess @& voluntary union of equal nations with equal rights

esss each republic is guaranteed ths right to free with-

drawal from the Union.... (18)
This right of secession was reaffirmed by both the firast constitution of the USSR of
192} (article L) and the second constitution of 1936 (article 17).

Among the areas of govermment assigned to jurisdiction of the all~union government
were foreign affairs, army and navy, foreign trade, means of comrmmnications, post and
telegraph and finiance, lenin seemed to have grave doubts about the adviszability of th§
giving the central governmsnt control of so many ministries, Cn December 31, 1922 the

i .

day following the formation of the USSR, bsing too 111 to write, he dictated ssveral
lengthy notes which were later madse available to ths lsaders of the republican delcgae
tions to the XII congress of the party, In ono of these he advised that

ese it is necessary to introduce %he strictest rules ro=

garding the use of the national lunguages in the natlonal

republics which are part of our union, and to check these

rules very assiduously. There ia no doubt that under the

pretext of a single railway service, & single fiscal

administration etc. with our present apparatus there will

appear very many abuses of & purely Russian character...

Here will be necessary a detailed code, which can be

compiled at all succesafully only by the natlonals living

in the given republic. Besldes this, we should under no
circumstances preclude in advance against the possibility
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that, 23 a rezult of &ll such work, we retreat at the
following congress of Soviets, thau iz, lcave to the

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics only the ficldas of
diplomacy and army, and in all other arcas renew full
independence of the individusl national cciznisusariats. (i9)

The XII congress of the party was held in April, 1923; Lenin was unable to attend
dus to illness; Stalin appeared in the capacity of general sccretary, to which post ks
had bsen elected at the plenum of the CC in April, 1922, following the XI congress of -
the party.: There were sharp and bitter rocriminations that the resolutions on the
natioral question were not carried out, especially from the delegatez of Ukrainc-kKh.H.
Rahovsky chairman of the Council of Peoples Commissars and M.0. Skrypnyk.

They had good reason to be bitter. Although the old regiie bad been cverihrovm
and old property relationships were being rapidly and forcefully altered, the old
psychology remained. Russians viewed themselves as a great nation with an advanced
culiure and a great language (20), the impoaition of which, on the more backward
pecples of the éﬁﬁire, was a step in.the interest of civilization. Added to this was
the arrogance of the Russian officials born of arbitrary power and undisputed control,
The new Soviet Russian officiais, in addition,were bursting with confidence as a re-
sult of the victory of their party over all internal obposition and external inter-
vention and glowing with pride at being the raprescntatives of "the most revolution-
ary prolis aria*", the Russian prolitariat.

Under the pressurs of non-Russian delegates, the congress, in a resolution on the
national question, condemmed thn‘psyuhology and the assertions of members of the Rusg-
ian minorities in the national republics concerning the

«ees Superiority of the Russian culture and the advancing
of the théais about the inevitability of the victory of
the higher Russian culture over the more backward peoples
(Uquinian, zerbafdshan, Uzbek, Kirkhiz, etc.) as nothe
ing more than an attempt to consolidats the domination
of the . Russian nationality. (21)
It further expressed regret that : !
;.. a significant section of Soviet officiazls in tha -
centre and locally regarded the union of republics
not as a coalition of -equal state entitles set up to

guarantee the free dovelopment of national republics,
but as a step in the liquidation of those republics... (22)
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The congress recommended to the mombers of tho party that

ees Organs in the national republics and rcgions
) be mads up, for the most part of local people,
who knew the language, conditions of life and
manners and customs of the people concerned;
special laws be passed, which would guarantee
the use of the native tongue in all state organs
and departments which serve the local national
population and the national minorities - laws,
which parsecute and punish with revolutionary
sevarity all violaters of national righta and
espacially rights of national minorities (23)

The truth of the matter is that Ienin, and through him the Soviet govornment and
the Communist party, made thesir position on the national and linguago question quite
clear; the USSR was to be a union of equal states with the right of each republic to
withdraw if it so chosej there was to be equality of all languages with no compulsory
state language; each national culture was to develope freely; education, from elementary

to higher, was 40 bs conducted in the native language,
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OII From Stalin to Khrushchov ori the National Question in Ukraine

Fear of being absorbed by Poland foreed .U~kraine into a union with Russia in 165k,
The Pe;-ey'asln.v Agreemsnt,negotiated by the. coésack leader Bohdan Khmalnitsky,
guaran;k‘eed the more culturally-advanced mminé', the"nitiqh#l and political rights of
an autcnomous nation withi.n Russia, Wer the two intervening centuries these rights
‘had been forcefully whittled away till Ukraine became an integral part of the Russian
empire, subject to Russian ‘lav’rs, adniinhtorod by Russian officials in the Russian
language. _ | o | ‘ » »

The towns and tho devgloping mdustrmv‘enberprisoa ﬁera completely Russianized by
the continuous influx of Russianas. Native qultm*_o could not develope fully under the
heavy hand of the censor, and Ukminian was not even recognizod as a hnguage. n 1863
P.O.Valuav, the Y¥inlster ‘of Internal Affairs, who .5‘8 fmoug for his statement that;
"There w2s not; there is not; there can never be such a thing as the Ukrainian
languags" , issued a circular which forbade the printing of Ukrainian books for schools,
Neminally, literary works were allowed, but censorship was so restrictive that few
were actually published.

- National restrictions and harsh economic conditions fc;stered discontent and the
development of the revolutionary movement in Ukraine. It took two paths: there were
branches of the RSDLP, supported mainly by Russelan urban workers, and Ukrainian parties ‘
whose support rangod from peasants in the villages to Ukrainian workers and intelligone
tsia in the cities. The vformar' emphaaizod the econonic injustice and regarded Ukraine
as an iritegral part of RussiaL; the latter placed the main emphasis on the national
problem, advocating a socialist foderation of all nations comprising the Russian empire,
on the basis of equality and local autonomy, With‘ the 6v¢rthrow of the Tsar in karch |
1917, the latter halped organize the Central Rada, which advocated autonomy and than in
1918 proclaimed Ukraine independents

The members of the RSDLP in Ukraine held a congress in Moscow in July 1918, and
formed the Communist Party of Uln’a.'mo,aa & component and lintogral part of the RCP.
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The n.armo lone J.ndlc@.tas the line of thinking of the founders on tha national question:
the parent body was tho Russian Connmmiat Pa.rty, tha new organization was named the -
Communist Party of Ukraine. The madority of ﬁha dal@gataz and the members of the CC
were not Ukrainian a.nd the contral organ was in Ruaainn. In tha ensuing war, the CPU,
aupported by armies from Russin establiahed Soviot power in Ukraine.

In the 20's some of the rnore ra.dical members of the Ulwainia.n rovolutiona.ry
partios that had supported the Central Rada .y Joined the CPU. There were also recruits
from among Ukrainians who 1migratod from Wester Ukraine(part that remained under
Poland )and from the native Ukrainian population. TOgether with tho old guard Ukrainian
Communists, such as Petrovaky, Chuba.r Zatonslqr and Sln'ypnyk the Ukrainians became a ~
formidable force in the party. On the basis of t.ho deciaions of tha conmsses of the
RCP, the proclamations of the govammcnt of thﬂ USSR and tho ‘teachings of Iﬂnin thcy’
began, with the ardent support of thu Ukrainian intolligentsia the task of Ukrainian-
ization of the party and govemmont apparatua and, abovo all s the education of Ulraine,

chever s the majority of the mcmbors fm the party in Ukraino remained predominantly

'Russian t111 the late 1920's. They and the Russianized non-Ukrainians held many top
posts in the party and thc govemment. The attitudo of these elements to Ukrainianizae
tion rsnged from apposition to outrighb hostility. Thny buttrossed thoir position
with"tho theory of the atmgglo of two culturos" ,according to which, of the two in
Ukraines, the backward U)crainian culture of the peasantry and the more a.dvanced Russian
culture of the city prolctariat s ‘c.he lattor would i.nevitab]y conguer,

This thoory was subjected to severes criticiam at the VII Conference of the CPU,
April §-10, 1923. (1) Immediatoly a.fter the XII Congress of t.ho RECP, the plenum of the

| CC of the CPU , on June 22, 1923, unued a. docres which provided for intensification or
Ukrainianization of the state, party and trads union apparatusea. (2)

"'rtis was followed by‘an.otllmor decree of the Council of Peoples Commissars of Ukraine,

July 27 R of thc same yaar whoss purpose was to provida o

" eee tha Ukrainian people with education in the nativu
hnguage... (3) B
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It instructed the ministry of education to take

«oo Wide measures for the trainiﬁg of new pedagogical
personell, who would be fluent in the Ukrainian
language, in ordar to guarartee both the slementary

and higher schools with Ukrainian instructors.

e«ee Stops to train in the scientific resesrch institutes
new staffs of professors who would know perfectly the
Ukrainian language. (L)

The minigter of edﬁcdtion was O. Ya. Shwnslv, a formor lxx.mmber c.uf & Ukrainian revol-
utionar} party, who :joined‘the CPU in ;.920.‘1"10 hald various ﬁoaw :" mesmber of the CC of
the CPU, chief of its Agitation and PrOPagmd# Dcpmnt and editor of Novy Shlyakh
(New Patlway), a month.]y literary Journal. uhumsky advocatcd rapid and tota) Ukrainisn-
ization of a1l aspocts of life and opposed the dJ.recting of non-mcramizm... o £111
governmsnt ..nd party positions. He came into conflict with lazar Kag :Lnovich s ‘the gonoral
secreta.r"y of the cPTI, whoxn he wanted replacod by Y. Ya. Chubar, a mcra:mi..n who had
Joined t'z.e Bolshevik party in 1907. K.aganovich, supported by stalin and the central
party apparatus beg:m a campai@ of villﬁ.‘ication ag ainst him and Shuasky was forced to
reaign, in Maz_'ch, 1927, after which he disappaaxfod ‘from tho political scene. (5)

In his place was appoiﬁtad M.0.Skrypnyk, no less n‘ supporter of the Ula-ainianiz-
ation policy, bﬁt a man of greater ini"luonce.éhd preéatigé and considerably rmore %tact.
The son of a railroad workor, hs became interested in tho revolutiow,/ movemant while
studying in xharkiv. He Joined the RSDLP in 1897 and rrom then on desdicated his 1life to
the party and the revelutionzry movenent. He was arrested fiftoen timzs, sontenced to a
total of thirty-four years imprisonment, exﬁ_.lud seven ’ti.;mes and, on 6::0 ocassion,
santenced to death. In 1917 Skrypnyk was presént at the meeting of the CC which decided
on the Bolshevik uprising and served as a' mmber’ of the cormmittes that prepared it,
Shortly aféer he was directed , on ILenints suggestil.on,lt.o lecraina aa the representative
of the CC of the partys |

Pollowing the civil war in vhich ho active]y paticipatcd, Slrypnyk kald at various
times in Ukraine the posts of secret.ary of Workers'-?easants' Inspection, Attorney=General,
Peoples! Cormissar of‘l:ntemal Affairs, Juttico ’ Education,vice-chaixmn of the Council

of Peoplest Commissars and Chairman of the Sta.tov Flanning Commission.
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ﬁo was a hombef of the CC of” e CPU, the CC of the RCP, nndgggl Executive Cormittee
of the dg;munist International, six times dolegate to its congresses and leader of the
Ukrainian delegation. In the inner party struggles he supported Stalin against the
opposition. Among the honours bestowed on himowere the Ordor‘of the Red Banner and the

Order of the Red Banner of labour,

From his prolific pen flowed many works on art, literature, culture, history of the
party and the national question. In recognition of his contribution in the cultural
field, he was made a member of the Communist Academy of the USSR, and Acadcmician of the
Academy of Sciences of the UkrSSR and the Belorussian SSR. There was no doubt that |
Skrypnyk was the most talented and outstanding Ukrainian in ‘the CPU.

He proceeded quietly, methodically and thoroughly to carry through his policies. On
July 3, 1927, the CC of the party in Ukraine issued a decree on the work of the Kharkiv
University. The clavse on Ukrainianization of staff and students is a chdaracteristic
description of the procedures followed in higher educational institutions. It reads as
followss ' ,

To hasten the tempo of Ukrainianization of the university.
In the first year courses to lcave instruction in Russian -
in only one group. Russian groups, which, according to
plan, are being left in the second and third Year courses,
should during the ysar master completely the Ukrainian
language and in 1928-29 change over fully to tho Ukrainian
language. 1928«29 is the deadline for the Ukralnianization
of the 1ectorial staff... (6) '

On July 6 there was & major breakthrough 1n the drlvo to put 1nto practice Lenins!
maxims on the national quoation. Tho All Ukrainian Central ExocutiVQ Ccmmittoe and the
Council of Peoples' Commissars isausd the dccreo Concorninb the Guaranteeing of Lqual
Rights o Languagoa and tho Assistivy of the Developmont of Ukrainian Culturo. It
provided for instruction in olemontary and vocntional schoola and hibhor aducational
institut¢ona in the native languagea of tho students and the teaching of both Ukrainian
and Rusgian languages in all schools. This meant that for all significant minorities-
Jowish, German, Bulgarian, Belorussian Mbldavian and Greek thero would be instruction
in their native tongue. The rcmaining schools would be in Ukrainian This vas & blow to
the hegemony of the Russian 1anguago. Of special aignificance for education were the

following articles;
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- 35. To the post of professof or Jecturer in the higher
) educational institutions, it is permissible to
appoint o individuals who can lecture in =
the Ulrainian languaga. _
38. Enrolling in post-graduate studies of individuals
who do not know the Ukrainian langua;e to the
extent required by the Ieoples' Commizsariat of
Education of the UkrSSR is not permissible, (7)

The process of Uh‘ainmization of education nmong the 7,000,000 Ulrainians in the
RSFSR had also been proceeding for scvera.l yca.rs but at an abnormaly slow pace, Thero
were many demands for achools in the nativc tonguo for Ukrainian children in this area,
Skrypnyk had placed the quoation most aharply at the XII Congrosa of the RCP in 1923.(8)
In October, 1927, the Peoplu' CO':rmissar of Education, A Ve Lunacharslqr, isguad a
c¢ircular, in which he pointod out that thero were only 236 such schools and outlined
plans for ths intensi.fication of the procesa of introduction of education in the native
tongue to Ukrainian children in tho RSI’SR. (9) As a result many Ukrainian schools
sprang up in various arcaa of tho RSFSR where Ukrain:l.ans IiVad. In the Kuban area in
the Northern Caucasus whero li\red over two mil]ion Ukrainians, who were descendants of
Cossacks settled thcre two centuries ago, ma'ainiaxxization took deep roots. Ukrainian
became the language of pa.rty and Sovict institutions. In Krasnodar there was a
Ukrainian pedagogical instituta and in Stanit.sa Polta.vska a pedagogical technicum
(normal school), which trained Ukro.inian tcachcrs for the schools in Xuban,

The application of Skrypnyk's policy in Ukraine secmod to be going wsll; on .
November 1, he was able to report to the X Congress of the CPU the following breakdown
in ¢ for lgmguage of instruction: |

Schools - Ukrainian : Russian

General éducation 9.1 : AT
Vocational o 51.9 - L 27.6
Technicums . Blhe oo - 16,7
Institutes : - 28,8 - : 5.8 (10)

# Instruction in the remaining was probably either
nixed, or in the languages of other significant
minorities in mu'aine.
This was remarkable prog'ess and the futura secmed promising indeed. The polz.cy of
the govornmsnt of Ulq'a:l.nc howevor, had been subjcotad to sharp at.tacks by the leader-
ship of the Communist Party of Western Ukra.ine on tho groundn that U}crainmization was

protractod and s.ncomplete and by Russ:um chauv:i.nistic clomonts for its zealous pursuit
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of Ukrainianization. The CPU appealed to the Ctsnmmist International. The latter body
replied that

The Executive Comuittee of the Cormunist Tnternationsl
fully commsnds the policy of the CC of the CPU... (11)

This approval of the highast Comtmﬁiat authority gave further impetus to tlis Ukrain-
ianization drive. In May, 1929, the XTI All - Ukrainian Congress of Soviecta fully approved’
thp policy being carried out regarding the .national question, recomnended that the
government intensify this work and noted the following ¢ achievemente in Ulrainianization
of odgcation:

Schools ' Ukrainian

Russian
Jeneral education R VR ’ B %
Vocational ) 55.1 ' 11.3
Tecimicums Sho o 16- 7
Institutes 30. 18,9 (22)

# In the case of the first three categories above,
the remaining schoola were in tho language of
national minorities; in the case of the institutes,
the rest wesre either mixed or in the languapges of
national minorities. -

This was the high water mark of Ul&aiﬁi&nization; by this time, Ukrainian, as the
official language, was woll established, but this fact was never accepted by the Russian
minority. iany ars the atories told of thoirv attitudé of open contempt and hogtility.
Some regafded Ukrainian as a msre dialect, sone as an.i:nvontion of the (}arm:v.;w. One
Russian official when spoken to in Ilkmihian roplied: |

"Do not spoak to ms in that non~human tongue.®
Another, when addressed in Ukrainian, ratort.bd:
"Spoak to nme in a lcompmhonsiblo hngxmgé."

Officials who chafed under the regulation that provided for dismissal of those who
failed to learn the Ukrainian language often related the following dialogue betwaen two
officials: ‘

"Is Ukrainian 2 language or a dialect?n
"Neither, It is an excuge to dismiss a person
from his position.”

The suthor had an interesting but unple#sant_ expsrience that illustrates the
Rusgian contempt f.‘of the period of Ukrainisnization. In 5 governzent department in Kiev

I addressed a totally strgnge official, who later turned out to be & Russian, as so
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many offi@mls in Ukraine arc. My request was nade politely in Ukruinian; he repliesd
gruffly in Russian. I t}}en rebuked hin very sharply for replying in Russian to & ree
qﬁest made in Ukrainian in Kiev, the capita’. city of Ukraine. VH'@. replied just as sharply:
"This is not the period of Skrypryk.

By the end of the 1920's b‘l'ackl clouds wére #]ready gathering on the Ukrainian hor-l
izon. Stalin had overcome ali opposition and emergsed as undisputed master in the CC. ‘
Although undeniably a man of outstanding gbility, singleness of purpose and stoadfa.st-'
ness to a cause, he head been hardened to the point of. callousness and brutality by
Tsarist persecuticn, arrests and exiles, His devotion to f.hc sociglist cause gradually
became overshadowed by personzl ambition and thirst for power ahd fama, which were
nourished by a deep sense‘ of inferiority engendered by the hardships and grinding
poverty of childhood. Eventual]y he. i.magined himself as the vcry embodiment of the great
cause of socialism and vieweu an attack on his porson as &n attack on tho ideal. Cach
new victorious encounter with an opponent made him more arbitrary and domlneering ; each
neﬁ guccess increased his confidence and nourished hi.ﬁ arrogance. Firzlly he emerged as
the infallible prophet rmarshalling his forces to usher in & now world ordcr,.

He had exhibited a deep interest in the national ri.x'oﬁlem and his writings brought
him recognition as the foremost Marxist authority on the subject. In November, 1917 ,. he
was elected Psoplest Commissar of .Natioanb.lities. Stalin always appeared to bs in the
forefront, of the fight for,m.t“.sm rights without, at the same time, antagonizing and
alienating the Russian mtiomiis£ic and chauvindstic 'clements. In 1922 he was elected
general secretary of the pagrty, in which post he began quietly, carufully and methodically
to appoint to positions in' the servile lackeys and henchmeny,gho would do his biddirg,
while at the same tinme ) camfulw weedi.ng out a.nd discroditing men he could not dominate,
men of personal initiative &nd indcpondont wm

Before his death Lenin keenly ssnsed and waa deeply disturbed by the potential
danger of a man of Stalin'a cha.racter 1n tho k@y position of gonere.l sccret.nry In

January 1923, too 11l to write, he dictatad a let.tcr :Ln which he said:
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C:) Stalin is .too rude and this defect, although quite tolerable
in our midst and in dealings among us Communists, beconmcs
intolerable in a Genoral Secretary. That is why I suggest
that the comrades think about a way of removing Stalin
from that post and appointing somebody slse differing in all
other respects from Comrade Stalin golely in the degree of
being more tolerant, more loyal, mors polite and moreo
considorate to the comrades, less capricious, etc.: (13)

But Lenin was dying and Stalin ﬁns wall antrenched. He rerained the general secreatary,
There i3 good reason to suspect that there was a wide disérepancy batween his
professions on the national question and hls convictions and future plans of action. He

seems to have viewed the development of national cultures and wide local national
autonomy in the non-Russian republics as a threat to centralization, which he deemed
necessary in order for the USSR to survive in a hostile capitalist environment., As early
as 1926 he also expressed the fact that |

eses in view of the weakness of the indegenous Communist cadres

in (the) Ukraine, this movement, which is very frequently

led by non-Communigt intellectuals, may here and there assume

the character of a struggle to alienate Ukrainian é¢uliture

and public life from general Sovies culture and public life... (L)

In 1929 he began the drive to collectivize the peasantry. The first victims were
the middle peasants, the conscious national elements who formed the backbone of the
Ukrainian nation. In 1930 he embarked on the campaign to behead the Ukrainian rebirth
with the arrest and open trial of forty-five Ukrainian intellectuals, who were accused
of being members of a secret anti-Soviet organization, the Union for the Liberation of
Ukraine, This was followed by more arrests and secret trials. Eventuazlly all such
formalities were dispended with; people were simply taken away dwuring the night and
deportad to vanish without a trace, The climax cams in 1937, with tho arrest of all the
members of the Ukrainian government, all the members of the Politburo of the CPU and
nearly all other leading communists in Ukraine. By 1938, through arrost, exile, starve
ation and firing squad, were eliminated nearly all Ukrainian intellectuals, including
writers, historians, artists, philologists, scientists; nearly all party and government
officials including all Ukrainian Bolsheviks; about a quarter of the peasantry, who
starved to death in the famine of 1932-33 which was caused by forced appropriation of

all grain; countless numbers of officials, large and small in all walks of life.
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In 1932 bogen the drive to close all Ukrainiﬁn schools in the RSFSQ. In sora areas
this was acconpanied by the most summary methods. In. Kuban tho populace was unable to
fulfill the unrealistic grain delivery quotas. In Novenber 1932, Stanitsa Poltavska wag
surrounded by detachments of the GFU, all 30,000 inhabitants - mon, women and childrene-
were herded together with only their few pérsonal belongings and deported to Siberia.,
In their place were brought in peasants from Russia, The following day the Xrasnodar
regional paper announced that the Ukreinian,- nationalist-lurkul-Pstlura nest in Kuban
had been liquidated. The gsettlement was renamed Stanitsa Krasnoarmoyskaya. The Ukraine
ian language was abolished in the schools of Xuban and tﬁo teachers were deported. Tha
whole operation was directed by Molotox and Kagnnovich from headguarters in Krasnodar,

Rﬁgsians were no longer forced to use Ukrainian in state and party institutuins.
But Ukr;inians, who remained in official posts attempted to carry on the dogged struggle
for Ukrainianizatioﬁ. Even as 1#to a3 June 19§f,,on the verge of the mass arrests of
all top Ukrainian state and party qfficials,.thi XIII Congress of the CPU declared in

ite resolution that

see in the work of a number of orgenizations of tha CPU
lately appearod & weakening of attention to the quest-
iocn of the national policy of the party and an undor-
estimation of the importance of this question. This is
revealed mainly in the inadoquata Ukrainianization of
party, state and especially trade union and YCL organ-

. izations, in the inadequacy of the promotion of
Bolshevik Ukrainian personell to leading party, state,
economic and trade union work. (15)

In 1938 a complete turn was made on the question of Ulkrainianization.With the arre
ests of the leading party and government porsoﬁbll in ﬁkraino, a new army of officials
arrived from Moscow to take over. It was headed by N.S. Khrushchov. He immediately
procooded to denounce in the vilest language his predecessors. Speaking to the IV Kiev
Regional Party Conference he called them

ees encmies of the people, bourgeois nationalists, agents

of our cnemies...agents of fascist intelligence...
mercenaries...Polish, German, Japanese spies,..miserable '
traitors...villians.

The Yakirs, Balitsiys, ILyubchenkos,Zatonskys (16) and

other gcum wished to make Ukrainian workers and poasants

the slaves of fascism. an :
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_ Aft;;21937 thers was no more talk of Ukrainianization, the emphasis changed to
glorification of the Russian languags. On June 16, 1938, Khrushchov announced at the
XIV Congress of the CPU:

Comrades, now all nations study the Russian language
becaugse the Russian workers were the first...
to raiss the banner of revolt... (18)

The following day the congress passed a resolution in which it

«+o underlined with special emphasic the indisponsa-
bility of liquidating the consequences of the

" hostile sabotags in the teaching of the Russian lang-
uage in the elementary and secondary scheools and
also in the higher educational institutfions., Bourgsois
nationalists, Trotskylites, Bukharinites acted basely
and foully in order to drive out the pgreat Russian
language from our schools and higher educational
institutions. The efforts of the Trotskyltes, Bukhar-
inites and bourgeois nationalists were dirccted
toward the alienation of the Ukrainian people from
the fraternal friendship with the groat Russian
pooples, toward the alienation of Soviet Ukraine
from the USSR and the rennwal of capitalist slavnry.(l9)

Rusaian gradnally began to assume avain the status of official language, but Ulkcaine
ian was still widely used both in the state and party apparatus and in schools. Entrance
examinations to higher educational 1nstitutions includqd both. tha Uikrainian and Russian
languages and institutes advertised courses 1n both.,At the XVI Congress of the alle
union party in i930, Stalinlpointcd-out.fh#t‘ndﬁ only wags thora no merging of languages
in the USSR into one, but that. it was 1mﬁq1;ti¢=;o £hink of promotin such merging
because o i‘ . _. >‘ - o

There is a; Ukra;ixlae ;whit.;h: ié ;pb.rt éf ths ‘USSR. But
there igs alsc another Ukraine which forms parlt of
other states. (20)
In other words, it was tactically unwiso to start a planned campaign to Russify Ukraine
while parts of it were under Poland Romania and Czochoslavakia

After Poland was attacked by Hitler in 1939 and the Western region of Galicia was

added to Ukraine;iihb-COuncillof.tho Pnopie;' 6ommi8sar3 of the UkrSSR on ¥arch L,1940

pasgsed a decree

To introduce instruction in the schools of the =
western regions of Ukraine in the native tongue. (21)
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The Obscquent war brought many changes: to arouze patriotism there beogan the glor-
ification of the "QGreat Russimn people™ and fbmei' Tsarist ‘generals. With the defeat of
Nszi Germany the USSR smerged as a great power. The ﬁctory was too often atﬁributed to
Russia; the other fourtcen Soviet republics wore forgotten., Ruzsian nationalism and
Soviat patriotism becamo synonymous. Many Russians R after demobilizaticn began aattling
in Uloraine., New factories were constructed a.nd old ones rebuilt. Many of the special- #
13ts to man them came from Russia. Schools and higher educational institutions were ree
opened. - Too. often the hnguago of instruction was Mmahn. Ukraine was now firmly un-
ified under the solid protection of the "eldar‘lbrothnf". There was no more need, for
tactical reasons, to maintain tho ma'#inian lzmg\mgc.f

The death of Stalin in 1953 gavo rise to a new stlru‘,gla for power betwsen the mone
bers of the party hierarchy. Beria, hoping by this ‘manoeuver ‘o galn support of ths non-
Russians, wrote a mmor;ndum to ‘tha CC that ths nntional policy was anti-Leninist and
that thé national republics should bas given more freedom to develope their languaga and
culture. There were immodiate repercusions in several republics s inciuding Ukraine. A
plenum was held of the CC of the CPU at which L.G. Melnikov (& Russian), the first
secretary, was relieved of his post and dropped from the bursau because of his

... distortion of the Leninist - Stalinist national
policy of our party manifested by tha practice of
pronoting to leading party and govm*nmont poats in
the western raeglions of Ukraine mainly workers from
othar regions of the Ulrainian SSR and 2lso in thas -
changing of lecturing in the Western Ukrainian
higher educational institutions to tha Russian
language. (22)

It was apparently deemed umvisa ﬁo'-spcak ﬁb.e truth and say that many of thoae’ Pro=-
moted to leading party and government poats in Western Ukraine wero Russians sent from
Russia on the i.nstructiona of the central organa in Mos.cow and that cchools and educa-
tional ‘inStitﬁtions in all parts oi“Ukraino wers being Russianized. Neverthuless, it
appearad as if Ukraine was on the throahold of a new, more liberal era. Then suddenly

. Bsria was. amsted sentenced a.nd shot,. Criticism of Russification was denounced ag an

attempt to undermine the friendship of the Soviat pecples.
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Anoth;;' contender for the vacant 1eader§hii) ,‘i Idmrushchov, used a bolder approach; he
denounced his former mester and procceded to rahmbﬁlitaf,e the victins s among them als@
those he himself had villified so enthusia.stic;ny in 1.937.', Millions sighed with relief
and by 1957 he was firmly in cohtrol. He introciucod cha.ngevs , but on the national ques-
tion he proceeded a step further #long the road pax}cd by his moster; Stalin had destre
oyed the &chitacts and enginloez‘;a of the policy Qf Uln'ainianiza.ﬁion 3 EKhrushchov embarked
on the policy of destroying the Ukrainian language it;aolf; by proceeding to replace it.
in the educational process in Ukrajine with fhe_Rusaian language. | |
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C?, e Eléﬁentary and Genoral Secordary Education

The system of education in Ukraine is a complox structurc with a wide divieien
of responsibility and much oveflapping of control. There are two ﬁinistriea of ed=~
ucation, one for eolementary and ganeral gecondary and the other for highor and se-
condary special. In addition, many educatlonal institutions aro supervised by
other ministries, comnittees and boards. |

| The most significant feature of tho educational process is tho exten’ and the
rapidity with ﬁhich 1t‘hzs beon and continuss to bo Russianized, ﬁhila, to the oute
side world, all att empta are made to give the impresaion tnat Soviot policy in od-
ucation is to encourage and mainxain tho Ukrainian lanwuaae.

 Tais process has especially been accelerated aince the enactment on Dacomber
2li, 1958, by ths Supreme Soviet of the USSR, of the law “For Strengthoning the
Relationship of Schnolland Life and for the Further Davalopmen{ of ths System of
Public Education in the USSR". While theo law was still under "discusailon®, there
was popular and-widespread criticiesm of article 19 in maﬁy republics. Yost note-
worthy and outspoken critipa in Ukraine were P. Tronko (1), thon secrotory of the
Kiev Pegional) Committes of the CPU and dt'praae£t vicé-chairman of tho Council of
Ministers of tha Ukr.SSR, and Ukraines¢ two most outstanding poets, liaxim Rylsky
and lykola Bazhan (2).

On. April 17, 1959, the law was passod by the Suprems Soviet of the Ulxr.SSR,
despite the strong opposition to it by the Ukrainian populaca. The clause uader
dispute reads as followsg

.. Instruction in the schools of the Ukrainian SSR is conductod
in the native language of tho pupils. Parents decide which
school, with what language of instruction, thoy wish to sond
thelr cnildren. The study of one of the lanyuages of tha
peoples of ths USSR, in whlch instruction iz not conducted
in the given school, is realized upca ths desire of the
parcnts and students on the application of sufficient
nunbersy {3).

The clause abounds in contr#diotion and doublo talk. The first sentonce is
simple enoughg pupils study in their native languapge, be they Ukrainian or Russian.

The folloﬁing sentence contradicts the first. Parents now have a "choice";
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children no longer automﬁich v to lé’choola' where '-'mctc wh is in their native
tongue. This coes not apply to & .lansg they‘ ;end the. 11ldren to Ruscian
schools, Also very significant i: 'he last sentenée. W t means is that pupils
in a national republic are not cc. 1led .to' L v a sec language of tho pecples
of the USSR. Ms does not affect wussian Linguage dch wag made ccapulsory
from the second grade 4n 1932 (L); .pplies only to the other lonjuoges of
-the USSR including Ulgrainian. A pup. R Lo in & o...00) with Russgian as the
language of instruction, néed not study language 83 © cubject. Ly Soviet
magic the clauss begins with instruction in uhe  ive langeage and ends up abolie
shing that very language even as & @échool subject . ”

Thera is thus, in ths cluase, a two-stage pl: Ior educatlon in Ulraine and
the other non-Russian republiés. The first stage it o change ths language of
instruction from the nativa to the Russian with the native language as a subject;
the second stags is to eliminate tho.mtix'ré‘ tonglm}oven as a subject. And lest
some moy think that the application of the new law will develope on its owm, let
me quote from an editorial in a teachers! lanmge magazine g

* "The achicvemant of this prmiple of poszibility of cholce
~of the language of instruction...can undsr no circunsiances bae
" left to take its own coursa.,n(5) -

W2 can best see how ths nachiavmént of this prineiple® is not "left to taks
its own course® in ths autonomous republics of tho RSFSR. The Academy of
Pedagogical Sciences and the Ministry of Education, both of the RSFSR, are iead-
ing a consistent and determined campaign to Russify the naticual groups that live
in the ﬁfteeh autonomous republics in the RSFSR, who shwe had educational
.inatructions in their native languages since the 1920's, Schools are selocted whore
experimental teaching is carried on in native none-Russian classes with Russian
as the language of instruction. Conference after conference is called on how to
teach the Russlan hng\mge‘g" the native languages are neglected and rolegated to
second place. -

Tn the national republics such u_mcraim'"therq is considerable cpposition to

.Russification, bizt the small autonomous repubiics in ths RSFSR are not able, due

i
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%o theirosize, to put up a great deal of effective opposition. The process goes on
almost unchecked as can ba seen from the following quote:

"AY tho prescnt timo in a nuaber of scheols of the Russian
Federation, in accordance with the wishos of the pareats,
pupils are changins to instruction in tho Rucsian lanpuago.
In addition the paronts expross the desire that tho

changa be mzde in grade I."(6)

Among those putting up the greatest resistance té Pussification are the
1,345,000 peoplo who inhabit the Tatar Autonomous Soviet Socialist Reopublic which
lies along the middle Volga with the capital at Kazan. The strugzgle is uncven. We

are informed that:

"fn the 1961-62 school year only 6% of the Tatar pupils R
living 4n the fiftcen cities of the Tatar Republic,
studied in their native tongue."(7)

"In Russian kindergaitens, 35-40% is made up of Tatar
children.”(8) .

'fhey carefully avoid to inform the reader that » Perhapa, the only kindergartens
in existonce in the area are Russian, ‘

In the Caucasus Yountains, Bordering onf Géc;rgia i lles the Kalbardino-Balker _
ASSR, vwith a population of nearly haif a million. A report on sducation in that

autonomous republic indicated that:

nIn ths 1960-51 school year 115 Kabardin and Palker beginning
clacsos wore changed to the Ruzaian languago of instruction;
in the present school year thore are U15 such clascoes.”

"In the 1963-6L school year baginaning clzozes will, in the
main, bs taught in Russian., In the beginning Kabardin end
Balker clesscs, with the native tongue of insuruction thore
will be only 1,270 Kabardin and 60 Balker children.u(9)

Further east, betwecen the Volga and the Don rivers, on ths Caspian Sea, live
the Kalmyks. In thelr schoolss
... instruction in the mtive lancuage is conducted only
in grades § to II1l. Beginning in grade X7, pupils change
to the Rusgian 1Znguags of instruction. The native tongus
rezains as a subject.®(10)
South of the Kalmyks, in the north~osstorn Caucusus and bordering on the Cas-
pian, is the Dagestan ASSR with & population of over a million. There too we see
the came process of Russification.

#,.. from the third grade instruction 1s in the Russian
language and the native tongue is studied as a subject.n(1l)
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Atd;‘ha foot of the Urals, in thas cast c’oﬁtral part of Eurobm Rugseis lies tho
Udmurt ASSR with & population of about one and & third millions. The linister of
Education of Udmurtiz, N.V.Gorbuskchin reported t%mt:

aticnal schools of the Udmurt ASSR are changing to
instruction 4in the Russian language from grads IV."(i2)

Stretching north to tho White Sea, ths longth of Finland, on it easiorn
bordera s 13 ths Karelian ASSR » with a population of over half a million, of whom
about half are Karelians who speak the Finnish lnnguago. These paoplo have
guffored the samo fates - -

. %In Karelis, after many requ@sta of parente and puplls,
in 1958, the native schools changed to instruction in the
Russian 'Lnnmage." (13) .
Yot accordingz to cne toachers . .
| "Knreliaﬁ pupils, entoring school, in ths majority of
cases are insufficiently a.cqminted with the Rusaian |
_ language.® (1)

The schools of the othar autonomous republics have already, or are a2t pressnt
being Russianized. Although not as advanced, the same process is goinz on in tho
natiéml republics. But there the change is made quietly, underhandedly, with care
and caution, bescause opposition m'strong. Ocassionally there is a ;:asunl wention
or reference which reveals to us what goes on behind the scenes. AL onas confercnce

& speaker described:

",.. how an experiment was introduced in Armenien
schools in ths teaching of goography in the
Russian language.” (lp)
In Ukraine the process was intensified with the introduction of the new law.

In cities parents already had a choice because boih Russian and Ukrainian schoola
were alg;aady in existence. Tha miroduction of the new school law msant 4hat
Russian schools were to be extended to the emaller towns where there were only
Ukrainien schools. We have confirmation of the increase in their number after the

reforn gro:xi none other than the secretary of the CPU in chargé- of agltation and

4

propaganda who wrotes _
nEach yoar there is an increass ... in the attraction

to the study of the Russian languags... In connection
with this thers 18 an increase in ths number of
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- schools witsRussian s the language of ins tion.(16)
glmost sgg%ltaneously, in identical 1anguaga, thera appeared another article, confirm-
ing the aﬁovc, by Yu. Shiraevf(17)

There is furthor evidencs of this increase of Russian achools in Soviet statistics.
Thess are no alw;ys nmeant to enlighten and it is often difficult to make comparisons
for different school years, especially as some of the data 4includes only day schools,
and some ;ncluded'night and adult schools, fo confound confusion, wo are not advided
explicitly as to what schools are in question. Sometimes the atatistics are contradice
tory. However we can make gome comparisons which indicate a definite trend.

In 1953 Pavlo Tychyna, post and former minister of education, stated that, of
30,000 schools in Ukraine, in nearly 3,000 the language of instruction was Russian,. (18)
I. K. Bilodid, the minister of education, reported five years later that there wore
25,46l schools with Ukrainian as the language of instruction, 4,355 with Russian, 155
with Moldavian, 100 with Hungarian and 3 with Polish.(19) A comparison here indicates
that in five #ears - from 1953 %o 1958 -~ there was an increase_in zeneral education
day schools with Russian language of instruction from 3,000 to 4,355. In 1960 Biledid
reported that of the total numbsr of schools for general education, over 30,000 had
Ukrainian as the language of instruction and nearly 6,000 - Russian.(20) Hers he app-
arently, includes all general education schools - day, night, adult - and wa cannot
‘make a comparison with the previous data. However the $ of Russian schoolaz is higher
in.1960 over 1958. _ _  _

According to Alla Boﬂdar, the incument minister of education, there were in
Ukraine, at the beginning of the 1963 « 6L school jear,'a total of 29,918 schools for

general education (not including night and adult schools), with the following breakdown:

leng. of Inst. No. of Schools gof total
Tirainian | 21,585 81.8
Rusgian | over 1,500 over 15  (21)

T@pre is a careful avoidance of statistics regarding the number of pupils attend-

ing each type of school. Russian schoola, being for the most part in towns

e
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and c‘:?.t?@s , are much larger than the Ukraindan village schools./Conaequently the
159 of tl;@ schools which are Russian are attendsd by ;nore than 159 of all ths
pupils. Such data would revoal the a:bt:enﬁ to which Ruscgification of Ulrainian
schools had advanced. This the authorities wish to avoid at all costs. From ane
other iaarlier source wa have the following more complete statisticy for the
achool year 1955 - 56, These also include only regular day uchbolav.

Lac~. of Inst. No. of Schools 523 Yio. of Pupils P

Ukzrainian 25 3031‘ 8 ® 3 ,816’751‘ 72.08

Rusgian 4,051 13.8 1,392,270 2643

Loldavian "159 N 27,102 '

Hungarian 93 3 16,622 .

Polish o : 1,873 .

Total 29,30 N 5,283,623 (22)

By comparing these statistics with those quoted by Alls Bondar ws cbizin ths

tableg

Schools 1955-56 4 - 1963-61 ’ %

Ulrainian R 8%.5 24,485 8T.8

Russian 4,051 - 13.8 14,500 . - 15

Total 29,341 | 29,918

The table indicates that the number of Ukrainian schools has decrecased irom 85.33
th 81.62 in tho eight year period, whereas the. numnbsy of Russian gchools has
increascd from 13.8% to over 15%. Assmiing': that the average size of Rusgisn
‘s'chools lrerzmined the same wa calcwlate that the number of pupils in Russiam'
increased from 26.3% in 1955 to 36,74 in 1963, |

% this is not the complete picture. Another writer, (é3) in quéting gtat-
istics on schools , also mentioned; along with language schools in Ukraine, 125
mixed schools. These have paré.llel classezs with inatrnctiom; in Russian and

Ukrainiani In her statistice Alla Bondar does not account for soms 300 schools.

Ooviously sons aro Hungarian, koldavian, and Polish. The romaining rust bo mixed
schools, If the number of pupils receiving ﬁ.natruction in Russian in these schools
in thege schools was addod to the total, the percentags of pupiis being instructed
in Russian would be higher,

- Therasiars also general education night achbols for working youth andl vidlage |
youth with vocational training. These may start as low as grade ¥, although |
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most of thom gegin ‘at grade In 1962 the nuzber of puoilr in these schools

was as follows;,

Working Youth 469,000
Village Youth 226,500
Total : - 695 ,900 L)

The 1960 catalogue of school publications lists only eight titles of toxt—
books for such schools. Of theso s four make up two ddantical pairs of lanpuage
| texts, one for Ukrainjan schools and ona for Russian. The 1atter acitions are

]

larger as the table below indicates: . : ,

. Author Grade Title ' " Ukr. Bde 1Russ. Ed. % in Russ.
Horyena 5 German Lang, 4,800 - T80 3eb
Zvinska 5 English lang. . 2,600 o ,500 63 .4

- - , (25)

For 196L the following are listeds ' - ... - e e -
Traby & 7-8 English lang, 3,900 11,000 7348
Yanchak ‘ ' ‘ .

Horyana & 7-8  GCerman lang. = 6,000 011,000 6h.7.
Martiashvilld - o o (26)

We see that of the Porsign language texts published in Russien and
Ukrainian, the edition of the former is larger and its size has increassd fron
1960 to 196L. However, the number of toxtbooks published in Ukrains is absolutely
inadequato for thess schools. The remalning books rmat c'o}ne' from the RSFSR. They,
of course s Will also be in Rusgiasn. It foliowa, then, that instruction in these
schools, in the main will be in R}mailnn. If the pupils atténding these schools
were included in the statistics, the parcentags of pupils instructed in the -
Russian language would, again, be higher,

There ara also pre-school kindergarten classes in which, in Ukraine, in 1964
thers were 693,800 children, In the cities thoso;ar'a s for the most part, Russ-
{anzed, The process 1s now golng on in the"emaller towns. A coﬁespondnnt to a
Kiev rewspaper reported on the half;mn'ainian, half-Ruseian jargon spoken by the
children in these clzsges in a small town and blames the teacher. Ths reporter .
could not openly and directly criticize Ruasifi&ation, nor the teachers, who in
8o many cases, are the wives of Russian officials, sent to Ukrains.

Records of childrens?' gongs and gaméa :‘md.‘childrens'_ £ilms uscd in these
schools are all in Russian, When the Ukrainian tourist group visited Canada in
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195k, th@ were many requests for Ukrainian childrenst! films. Emphatic asgertions
wer> made by members of the sroup that these mrelav:iilable and promises were
givan that soms would be sent. Despite"m.ny reminders and lettersz, none have arr-
ived. Saveral pecple raquested that I procure childrens' records in Ukrainian
for them wh=n I lived in Xiev. Despite many inquiries, even at the ministry of ed-
ucﬁtion, T was not able to obtzin even one auch record. If the kindergarten child-

ren wers includad 5n the total » the percentage of children using Russian language
in achnols would be 24ill higher.

The extent of Russification in the citiss of Ukraine can bo geen from the
following statistics compiled by officisls of the winistry of education of the
Ukr.SSR, but never published, regarding the number of students attending schools

with Russian and Ukrainian language of instmuction in 1958 in some of the leading

cities:
City Ukrainian Russian
Kiev 22,527 6L,2L7
Kharkiv 2913 | 68,838
Ojegsa , 4,687 52,978
Dhipropetrovsk : 11,056 52,306
Donetsk . 894 ' 76,285
Vinnitsa 4,530 , 9.195
Stanizlav ' 2,693 - L,1L3
Sumy ' - 3,800 5,307
Zhytomyr 5,134 ' 8,069
Khmelnitsky 2,867 3,786
Luhansk 1,500 21,662
Zaporizhya 8,868 ' 24,522

These statistics reveal an appaling situation: in every city the over-
whslming preponderance of students is in Russian schools, althouth the maj-
- ority of the population is Ukrainian. Even in such a Western Ulkrainian town
as Stanislav ( now Ivano - Frankivsk ) less than 40Z of the .pupils attended
schools in the native tongue. This was in 1958. Much “progress" in Russification
had been made since then. The citles of Luhansk and Donetsk no longer have any
Ukrainian gchools. In Chernivtsi, out of 2 total of LO only four are Ukrainian.
In Kolomiya, a district cntre :.n Weatern Ukraine, there are two full middle sch-

ools(grades I to X);both ars in Russian. In every smaller town, where thore were only
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some begid:)t a highar grade.In 1962 the numbof’o( pupils in these schools was as

follows:
Working Youth 469,000
Village Youth ‘226,900
Total 695,900 (2L)-

The i960 catalogus of school publicationa lists only eight titles of texts-books
for such achools. Of these, four make up two indentical pairs of language texts, one

for Ukrainian schools and one for Russian. The latter editions are larger as the table

below indicates:

-Author Grade Title Ukr. Ed. Rus. Ld. % in Rus,
Horyana 5 German lLang.. L, 930C 535
Zvinska S English lang. 2,600 4,500 63. ' ¢
‘ SRR (25)
For 196l the following are listed:
Truby & ' Co
Yanchuk  7-8 Bnglish lang, 3,900 11,000 7348
Horyana & - S
Martiashvilli 7-8 German Lang. . 6,000 11,000 6heT
" (26)

We see that of the i‘orcign‘_languagc"tvmcﬁs published in Russian and Ukrainian, the
edition of the former is larger and its size has increased from 1960 to 196L. However,
the number éf textbooks published in Ukraine is absolutely inadequate for thoese schools.
The remaining books must come from the RSFSR. They, of course, will also be in Rusaian,
It follows, then, ihat instruction in these schools, in the main will be in Russian,
Further evidence of the fact that these schocls are Russian, are the posters announcing
opening of registration of pupils; ALY ﬁuch posters, seaen by tho author in Kiev, wore
in Russian. (See figures 1 and 2) If the pupils attending these schools were included in
the statistics, the percentage of pupils instructed in tho Russian languaie would,
again, be highor.

There are also pre-school kindargafton classes in Uﬁrainm. In the citiec theze are,
for‘tho nucﬁ.part, Rugsianized. The process is now going on in the smallsr towns. The
teachers are ver& pften wivéa‘of Russian officials sent to Ukrains to promote Russifica=
'tioﬁ. _ _

FRecords of childrenst! songs and games and childrens' f£ilms used in thege schools are
all in Russian, When thes Ukrainian tourist group visited Canada in
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Ulcraii@m schools before the war, Russian schcols now abound, in most cases in a
ma jority. |

We can further check on the number of pupils attending instruction in Russ-
ian and Ukrainian by comparing the number of textbocks published in each langu-
age apecifically for Uqu,ina Follonng is a comparison of two such books pub~
lished by the Uh'ain:lan school publiahing hmxae R Radyanska Shkola in 196l

Aut"lor Crade Title mﬂ' Rd. " Russ, Ed. 7‘0’ in Russ,
Pyzdichenko, TII-VTIT.  Fist. of 300,000 200,000 177 R
Los & Spitsky T  Ukr4SSR
Dibrova VAII. - -Geog. of 250,000 - 200,0004 Ll

- Ulr.SSR ' ; (@)

Comparisons of editiona for two consecutive years of a text published
ufor grade XI of the secondary' schools of mtraine" R provides additional confirme
ation of increased Russification; |

Year Author Grads Title Ukr. BEds - Russ. Ed, in Russ.
1953 alikov “XT Sconomic 220,000 180,000 I (28)
1964 v E Geog. of 100,000 130,000 56.5 (29)

Another textbook whose Russian edition increased as % of the total is the

following: B h
Yoo Author - Grade Title Wr. Zd. Rusgs. Ed. % in Huss.
1553 m:.yevs]q ViIT Electrical “200,000 ~IS0,000  L7.4 (30)
1984 o e Constmction 15'0 00 170 000 53.1 (31)

Among othor texts, published in Ukraim 1:1 1963 .’m both languages, with

larger Russian edltions, aro the follmring

Author (‘rade Title Ul Ed. Russ. Ed. in hues,
Txachenko V=V1 = Wood & Metal 150,000  I70,000 .
; Working .
Chaly IX<X  Drafting . 170,000 200,000 L.l
Buryan I¥-1 tathe Work 15,000 17,000 53.1 (32)

There are also textbooks pnblishod in Uirains in Russian ‘onlyg For sone
subjects, listed in timetables , such as art, music, physicel culture, thore is
‘no record of any texts being published in Uln'n.‘me. Confirmation of. the fact that
thase and o‘c.hers are imported cams 1n an article in a Kiev paper by Katerina

Antonivna Kolosova » deputy to the Supreme Soviet of the Ukr.SSR, secretary oﬂ the

Ukrainian Sc:ciety for Cultural Relations with Forsign Countries and leader of a
group of cultural, political and other parsomlitie?a +o the U.S8. and Canada in hevewm bir —
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Decem@r 1964 .WWH&S; In her provious p;:sition as director of the depart-
ment of education of the CC of the CPU, which supervises the work of the ministry

of education, she renorted that for the school year 1958-59, 105 titles and 130
million cépies of textbooks had been published in Ukraine and over 13 million had
been brought in from the RSFSR. (33) A check of the 1958 catalogue of the pub-
lishing house of school texts, Radyanska Shkola,(3L4) reveals that this number of
titles was published for generai education schools , ‘excluding night and adult
schools and schools for working yﬁutﬁ and peasant vouth. With the exception of
Russian la.nrruage books no texts were publmhed that year in Russisn in Ukraine.
The imported books made up almost 30% of the school books in Ulaaine,

' Data for 1966 reveals. that 3h.1 million books for schools were published
in Ukraine and 15.5 miilioﬁ were impor'bod from the RSFSR,(35) This puts the ¥
of imported Russian books at '31;3 , & alight increase over 1958. quavéi' , in
1960 thers began in’ Ukraine ﬁme publication of booka in Russian for the schools
of Ukraine., We do not have tﬁeir x;uxnber for 1966, but in 1963 thoy nurbered
nearly 3 million(not including Russun language texts).(36) It is not likely
that their numer decreased in 1966, on the contrary, with increasing Fuse-
ification it, no doubt, incréaseds This means only one thing = an increase in
the number of pupils 'attendih.g schools .wﬁ.b. instruction in the Ruasian
Janguage. . C : y

There is additional confirmt...on of the disproportion of ‘{nssia.n schools
and their increase for tho whole of USSR, 'l‘ho following table shows the
relation between the number of teachers of Rusaslan language and literature in
Russian and noneRussian schools in tho USSR for grades ¥V to VIIL.

. School Year Russ. Schools ¢ Non-Russ. Schools 4

I 75 W 121,000 6549 52,000 361 (37)
1962 - 63 135,000 Tl 5u,ooo 28,6 (28)
1963 = 64 139,000 7.6 55,000 . 28.4 Eﬁgg

196 = 65 12,000 - TL7 56,000 - 28.3

The sams applies to grades IX to X_I. "
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;,Qnool Year Russ. Scliools 4 Non-Russ. Schoole q

e =62 32,000 © 6946 1, 000 30.L
1962 - 63 27,000 65,9 14,000 3k.2
1963 = 64 30,000 6647 15,000 3343

If we calculate on the basis of one teacher -~ one classroom, then in 68%
~ of the classrooms in the USSR instruction was in the Russian la.n;_.,mége; but the
£ of the Russian population in the USSR is only Sh.6%. For all tho remaining
nationalities, who make up LS.LZ of the tatal population, there are only 32% .
of the classrooms. This is heraldesd as the "tfiumph of leninist national policy
in education®, : ‘
Even the kaai,nian schools present a picture t}_iat is far from Ulkrainian,
A person walking into such @ school, espec:lai]y in a city or town, will likely
find that on the walls.v hang portraits of Ruséian writers and leaders of the
Communist Party and government of th USSR; the slogans, signs and wall news—
paper will be in Rusai#n; the janitor, the teachers of music, art, industrial
training and physical education will more than likely bc Russians; the library
will be filled with Russian books; most childrenst' and youth magazines will be
in Russian, In the senior grades there is technical and industrial training in
factories, where puplls go for one whole day each weck. Industry is completely
Russianizes and the instruction is all in Russian.
| The Russian language is given preference in the school curriculum. The
ministry of education published the follbéwing timetables for the school‘yéar.
196k - 633 |
For 8 year and full secondary schools with Uk, language of instruction.
No. of hrs, per week for each grads.
'Grade X II |

IIT v v - VI vII VIIX
Ukr. lang.12 8 7/8% 6 L/3° u/3 2 2
Russ. lang. 4 5/11 5 34 3 2 2

# 7 hours per week in the first term.and 8 in the second.
For 8 year and full secondary schools with Russ. language of Instruction,

Crade I I IO Iv N VI VIE VIII
Rusa.lang.l2 9 - 9 8 L L 2 2

Ukr.lang. 3 3 3 3 3/2 2 2 (1)
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Let uO-xow nake some further comparisonsg : /
CGifade I I IIT I v vI VIiI . VIXIX
Russ.lang. . K _ ,
in Russ, _ o :
schools 12 9 9 8 L - & 2 2
Ukr.lang. - '
in Ukr.

schools 12 8 728 6 L/3 w3 2 2
In éz-ades III - V and VI Ukrainian language in Ukrainian schools is allotted less
time then the Russian la.nguago in Russian schools in the sams grudes,

let wg proceed with further comparisons: SR :
Grade 1 0 poss v v v vII VIII
Russ.lang ' ' : ‘
in Ulﬁ.o o
schools O h - s/u 5 34 3 .2 2
Uktr.lang.
in Russ,

schools 0 3 3 | 3 3 3/ 2 2
Here the discrimination is extended to five grades,

The timstable for senior g-ades is as follows:

Ukrainian 1lit,. ' X X X1
‘ 3 3 3

Russian lit. : X X I
L '3 3

Heore again Russ.tin gots the pi-eferance; in grade IX it is allotted orne howr per
week more than Ukrainian, Calculaf;ing it on a yearly basis Rusaian literature
in grade D: gots 1LO hours, whereas ﬁ‘lcraininn gets ozﬁy 105. |

This much for the first stage-Russification of Ukrainian schools. Yow lot us
see how the second stage is 'proc‘:eeding - the entix"a olimination of ths Ukrainisn
languaze from the z;chools of Ulkraine, ._ »

Ona step in this direction is the elﬁmmting vof Ukrainian vooks from échool
libraries. A correspondent for a Kiev paper raported that in No. 178, a new school,
thare were l ,100 pupils with a library of 3 ,323 books of which 1l were in TUxkrainian.
In school No. 118, for gradea I to VIII, with 700 pupils, there were LOO Ukrainizn
books, but for ths juniors there was not ona,(Li2) A month later, a group reported
in the latter same paper that :l.n No. 92, a Ukrainian school pamcd after Ivan Franko,

| famous Ukrainia.g poot, with English as the foreign langusge, and rated as one of
~ the finest in the lenin ward of Kiev; that thoy‘found vary few volumes by Franko

and even fewer by other ma'aihixm:.writers.

G L i ot A I g AL A QR B, i M’ WMSMN m‘?’mmﬁ !,

I
|
i
|
|
i




o - "® 0
- In sc(Cp1 No. 47 the only volums by Sosyura, a great Ulrainian lyric poet, was in a

Russian translation.(43)

Tha campaign to é],inﬂmnto the Ukrainian language as a subject from noneliraine
lan schools in Ukraine is in full swing. I.K. Bilodid, the Minister of Education at
that tims, denied in 1960 that there were Russian schools without Ukrainian,when he
said: . . . , :

"Great atiention is given to the Ukrainlan language
in schools with the Russlan language of instruction,
where it is studied bocause of tha wishes of the

_ parents."(Lh)

However Alla Bondar admitted that therq are clasges with no Ukrainlan as a sube
- Ject, but tries to minimize the extent of such cases. She stated that:
",..in schools with instf'uc{:.ion in Rusgian theré are

alrost no full classes whars Ukrainian is not
studied." (Italics minc.J.K) (LS)

She explained that these are children of parents who, as a result of their
profession, are forced to constantly change their place of residence; military
_ personell, gaolog.mts » construction workers, and others. But leot us ask: Wiy is
Ukrainian not taught in any of the achools of Sevastopol? Or why, in Schools
where the language of instruction is Moldamn, Hungnrian or Polish, as a subject
Russian is taught, but Ukrainian is not? (l.6)

There hava lately been ominous moves ii the direction of eliminating the
Ukrainian language from all Russian schools in Ukraine. The ministry of educa=
_tion of each republic is closely supervised by the'Departmant of Education of
the CC of the CPSU. The fepresentéti\fe of tho latter body - cdlled an L—zstz;uctor-'
‘to the ministry of education in Ukraine is a certain Suntsov. On the instructions

of t;heé CC he has been applying pressure on the Council of Ministers of the Ukr.SSR
to abolish completely the study of the Ukraininii lang,mgc in Russian schools be-
cause " it is too difficult for Russian studenﬁ's';f;""ﬁ.learz'x both languages®., So far
‘the Council of mi.nis'tefs has been successfﬁl in staving off the measure.
Teachors ars subject to the satlmlpressm-as of Russification. In Ukraine there

are only three pedagogical journals; the masg of them (20 in all) are published

in }oscow in Russian, There isv oniy one Acadomr'of Pedagogical Sciences; it too
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is in Oscow. Nearly all research in education for the USSR is dons there. Teacher
training institutions in Ukraine havé their quotoa of Russian studentgd for whom

' lectures must be in their native tbngue R "becauée they do not underctand Ukrainian®,
and. Russian lecturers and profeasprs who tse Russiari Bacause "they cannct speak
Ukrainian®. This is particularly trus of the 2l ragional and two city Institutes
for Improving the Qualifications= of Teaéhzré‘; Many of the directors and staff are
Rus‘sians. who decide whose qualifications are to be improved.

Russification is pursued by many other devious and nefariaus mcans, Draftees
are sent away from their native republics for military training. Thus Ukrainians
train everywhers but in their own cduntry,wh.ﬂe Russizans and c;thors are sent to
Ukraine. Consequently, Russian schools are ‘oz"ganized for military personell. The
trainees are encouraged to settle alter demobilization in the areas where they
trained. lfore Rissian schools are opened to accomodats their children,

Another policy promoting' Russification ia the "directiing" of Russianz; to f:ﬂi
leading positions in industry, party and government in the national repubiics.
When a factory is built in Ukraine the personoll to operate it comcg ostly from

‘Russia; leading positions in villages are also too ‘often £illed by Russiana,.

When such bureaucrats arrive they immediately demand Russian schools for their
‘@hildreng One of two things hapbeps_: a Ukrainian scﬁool becomes a Russian aschool,
.‘ or parallel Russian classes are organized in a Ukrainian school and it bacomss a
A"mixed school", This 1s'a first step to a ﬁussian school. Yoat Ukrainian schools
in Lviv, Kiev and other cities are "mixed schoolan, .This writer had an opportunity
to visit what was supposed to be & Ukrainien school in Xiev = school No. 6. It
was in reality a.mixed school and Russian predominated everyvwhers. ,

Russification is advanced in Ukraine by allotting & smaller & of thé total
budget for education in the USSR than Ukraine's % of the total population.
Let us look at populatior; statistics:

Total for USSR RSFSR g Ukr.SSR £
203,826,650 17,534,315 0.3 LT,269,04u6 D (L7)

Ukraines share of ths total budget for all republics for all education in 1960,

in nillions of roubles, was as follows:

!
™
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T 1l for all republics RSFSR. % - TUkr,SSR o 4

B,097.L | L,655.8 68 1,596.% | I7ee . (ue)

Ukraines share of the total budget for all republics for alil general education
schools for the same year was as followss ' ’

Tot#l for all republics. .  RSFSR - % - Ukr.SSR % .
Z,990.1 : - I8 TS5 525,00 76 (u9)

A comparison indicates that Ukraine's ¢ of the total budget is cmzllier than her

. 4% of the total population of. tho USSR. waavar,thaac atatistica do not glve the come
plete pictura. Ther@ was, in nddition, a special education budg et for tna central
government of the USSR. The total for ail educa.tion in 1960 wes 2,225,3 nillion
'Rroubles and for gensral education - 10h.h millions. (50) The central government.,
conductad by Russians with its centra in Moscow, may ugse goma of the worey in the
national republics, but the purpose is to Russiﬂy tho native students and to
_promote the welfare, power and preatige of ths Rusa:ans.

A strange phenomenon in education in Ukraina 18 that, vihereas the Ckr.SSR ob-
‘tains a smaller share of the education budget than it rightly desorves, it is not
the Russian school, but the Ukrainian schools that auffer» the forver rcceive a
disproportionate share of tha budget anﬁ conscquently'occupy bettar buildings, are
better equipped and better supplied. | | S

This is one ipducement for parents to "choose“ to send thsir cnildr»n to
Russian schools- ‘there are manw others. Sors parents prefer Russiaq schools ba-.
‘cause instruction in the hig,her educational mtitution.. is in Russian; |
send their children out of fear and 8ome due to prassurﬂ. The program of the

. party states that: | B
"Fuli scale Gommunist construction constitutas
new stage in ths developmsnt of national relations
in the USSR, in which the nations will draw still

clogser together until complete unity is
acheived." (51)

"complete unity", of courss , is nothing less than complete Russification.
The now school law gave pa:entaja "choice" of school with language of inste
- ruction to which they wish to send their children. Russians do not “choose";

they remain Russian. But Ukrainiens have a ch&iceg they can send thoir children
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to ngijnian-or to Russlan schools. How clever, how magnunimous and how democratic!
But the party has decreed that thero will bs "complets unity", No party or govern-
ment official who values his position in a society where the onc party reigas
supreme will risk gernding his children o a Ukrainian school. Sycophants and those
who wifh to "get ahead* almo fall injlino; Yes, their childfen also attead Russe

" ian schools; so do the children of cabinet minisﬁorg in Ukraine; so did the child-

ren of the Minister of BEdusation of Ukrains.

i
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} IV Vocational = Technical Schools and S3¢ondary
Cj‘ Special Educational Institutions

S;hools foﬁ skilled tradesmen for industry, mining, agriculture and other
branches of the national economy are under the supervision of the Central'Boafd of
Vocational - Technical Education of ths Council of Minlsters of the Ukrainian SSR,
which is under close supervision aﬁd difection.of the State Coammittes of Vocitionsle

Technical Education of the Council of Ministers of tha USSR, This latier body

organizes uniform courses of studies, authorizes textbooks and coordinates the work

‘of the republican boards, Pupils may be recruited in one republic, trained in an-

other, and diredted to work in still anothor. In one casa boys were sent from the

~ Poltava region in Ukraine to schools in Russia and then directed to work beyond tho
Urals,

These schools, which are attached to a factory or other enterprize, generally
accept pupils who have completed grade VIIT and entered the world of worke The
latter attend day or night classes Depending on the shift they worke. In the rural
schools of this tjpe instruction is from ons to two years; in urban - from one to
three. in the academic year 1§61 - 62 thera were over 208,000 pupils in such
schools in Ukraine.(l) | S N .

We find Ukraine is discriminated against in this type of education in compar—

 ison to the RSFSR as is revealed by the following table:

Ko. of grads. of woc. tech. schools of USSR for 196} by republics.

USSR RSFSR 3 Uar.SSR g
9135200 805,500 BL,2 I5I,I00 5 (2)

The RSFSR with 56.3% of the total population of the USSR iz favoured with
64423 of tho graduates, whereas the Ukr.SSR, with 20% of the total population,
has only 16% of the graduates,

Parsonal investigation by the author while in Ukraine revealed that all such
schooiﬁ are conductcd in Russian. There is confirmation of this Russifaction in
various publizhed materials. For example there is listed "A Handbook for Entrants
to City and Vocational - Technical Schools of Dnipropetrovsk Region, Dnipropetrivsk
196},"in a monthly jowrnal of books.(3) This studants handbook is in Russian,
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Annual S@tistical handbooks from 1955 to 1904 on publishing in the USSR, list textbooks
for such schools as being published in the RSFSR. Booka of this tips ure listed as
published in Ukra:me only in 1955 (there is ao data available before that year); the
number of tilles way three, (L) The fact that textbooks are published in Russian
means that the languago of inatruction is also Rusaiang the language of the text is also
the language of the lecture. This is further confirmed by timstables for such schools
for 1957 which list only the Russian language s a subject. (5) See figure L)

However, in the 1920's and the early 1930ts, the language of instruction was the
pupilt's native tongue.. In Ukraine the lzmguago‘ 61‘ instruction mg.f eithar Ukrainian
or the language of one of the national minoritiesy Russian, Jewish, Polish, Moldavian,
Cerman, etc., where there were large concentrations of such people. Russian was not
even taught as a subject in non-Russian schools. (Sece figure 5)

Th;ra igaéreit-deal of foviet propmganda &bout the nwiders ctudiing in the 18SR
while employed. Among these are also workers and employces who improve their
Academic standing and technical qualifications without losing time from work. Soviet
statistics indicate that the workers and employees of Ukraine, for some nysterious
reason, also lag behind in this type of education ag revealéd by the following mblé;

Yo. of workers & employees who inprove their oua.lificat.n.ons while working in
the Republics of the USSR in 1964L. : :

Total in USSR - RSFSR_ . Ukr.SSR g
8, 78%,; 100 5,000,600 66.3 T"IL065,000  I7.8 (6)

Semi professional training is provided by technicums or secondary special
educational institutions. There was a total of €59 of those at the beginning of the
1964 - 65 school year. (7) Among these wore t.hel regular daj, night and correspondence
schools, Courses vary from three to five years for graduates of grade VIII and
one and a half to three and a half for those whqe complétad gencral education
secondary schools. , |

A s:tudy of comparative sta.tisﬁics on secondary special education in the USSR
reveals a shocking picturs of discrimination against Ukraine, her language and hsr
youth., The number of secondary sﬁecial education inatitutions for 196 = 65 was as

follows:
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Total in USSR RSFSR 7 UkreSR 7
3;717 2,173 K ;8.5 EBE Ia‘:B

The data on the number of students in these institutions for the same year

follows ¢
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éj Total in USSR TSIFSR £ ?ﬂ,"S5E %
/3,325,000 2,062,500 B2 £G3,7C0 1803 (8)

The relationship is illustrated even more starkly Ly the follcwing table:
No. of séudents in sec. spec. ed. inst. per 10,000 population.

Year 1950-51 1958-59 1960-61 1961-62 1553 -564 196,68

USSH 7L 90 on T 1% 132 IS
RSFSR 79 98 105 133 18 164
Ukr.SSR 61 84 92 124 123 C132 (9)

The mumver of students per 10,000 population for Ukraine is consistently lower
then the number for tha USSR or the RSISR; If wo subtract the number ir Ukraine from
the number in the RSFSR for each year we gat the comparison of the differance from

/

Year 1950-51 1958-590 1960-61 196162 1952~63  1963-6l
pri 14 13 T % 32

This comparison again shows Ukrainets underprivileged position, and the ezpand-
| ing increase of that discrimination. A differanco 6£ 13 in 1960 has grovm to a L
difference of 32 students in 1964 per 10,000 population between ths nusber in the
RSFSR and Ukrains, ) | |

‘Censequently Ukraine's'% of the total number of graduvates from technicums in
) the USSR is, also smaller than her  of the populations

No. of specialists with sec. spec. ed. in republics of USSR in 1964.

USSR RSFSR %, - Ukr.SSR A
5,702,100  L,075,100 T&0.8 I;Z79,Lo0 ' TIG. ~ (10)

Not only does a youth in Ukraine have less opportuniiy to enter & technicum
in his native land, but a Ukrainian student has less chance of catering such an
" institution than a Russian in the USSR as a whols.

. No. of students in sec. spece od. inst. of USSR by nationality for 196lL.

fotal in USSR PRussians 4 Ukrainians « |
2,962,500 1,509,600 “6B.2 L53,000 15.8 (11)

This parallels the  of students wlth secondary special education in the USSR
for 1964 :

Total in USSR Russians 4 Ukrainians 4
5,702,100 . L3600 “&5.1  I067,I00°  TI5.9 (12)
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Theso‘@.gurcs are significant wheon we look at the population statistics of tho USSRH.

Total in USSR Russiang sé_ Yradnians g
E.EO’EQQ’EDO ’ )579 7 BijJdQ)jﬁ ' I?oa (13)

Thus with 54.7¢ of the population in the USSR, the Russians hod in 1964 - 63.5%
of the graduates of the seconda.ry special educn+n.onal institu*ioms 3 Ukrel nians
with 17,84 of the population ha.d only 15.7% of ths grad.mtes. |

But s above all, Ukramian students are discrm:i.natsd against in admissions to
technicums in U:cra.ine itsolf as .‘Ls svident from the follovd.ng tab’a for the school
year 1961 -~ 62: 4'

No. of students in se.c. spec. :ed. inst.l éf UNiar.S5R by nationalitys

Total . Uicainians % Russiana

3
34,809 | O3 J.1 TIZ, 905 - 2L (1k)

In their native land, Ukrainiang, with 76.8% of the population, make up only 69.1%
of the students of technicums; Russians with 26.9% of the‘ population of Ukraine
make up 24,89 of the students. -

.{t is natural to asgssume that there is also fixmncial discrimination against the

. system of secondary special education in Ukraine. The following data of sexpenditures

in million of roubles for technimums in 1960 reveszls the degree:

Total budget for USSR - RSFSR = % Ukr.SSR 4 s)
186.6 BLLE 865 T zs

There is also discrming.tioh égainst “the Ulrainian language. Careful personal
investiigitiovx by tha author during hic two years in Ukcaine rovealed that the
language of instriction in the technicums of traneport construction, production,
'.agriculture , economics, medicins (for training nurges and felshers), trade and
commerce, forestry, technology é.nc_i music was Russian, Ukrainian is still partially
used in the cultural ~ educational and pedogogical

A traveller to the USSR described to this writer his visi£ to & technicum in
rural Bukovina in Ularaine, The direqtor Wwas away in Moscow on school business;
officials whom he met at the échool spoke to him in R;lssian » 2lthough hs was a
.Ukrainian; ‘the ﬁholé atmosphere at the sc‘hool - si.gps » 8logans, bulletin boards,

books = was Russian,
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zOtu<Ln* in a tcchnicu.ln in Klov who insiated on spﬂal\‘.ﬁxg only Uxrainilun was
warned several times by officisis of tho school. later ke wag detained by the KCB.
The prlncipal then expelled him fma the students' dormitory. I uciwed another
student who attended a technicum in Xiev, whera most of the pupils were Ukrainian,
what would hs.ppén if he apéke to thoe prihcipal in ’UlmainiAn. To releied:
"T would not dare.® | | |

The fact and extent of Russification of the tecimicums is éonfma by the

nRules cof Admission to the Secondary Special Educational Institutions of the

" USSR for 1965 in which we read thats

"Entrants to secondary special educational institutions

coplete entrance examinations of ths Russian language

for all courses with the exception of individuals who

" are entering cowrses vhore instruction is not in

Russian, and who, instead of an.examination of the

Russian language, completh entrance examinations of the

lanpguage in which lecturing is conducted in the given

course,* (16) :
Needless to say, the ].angtmgo\m which all examinatlons are conducted is, of
course, Russian, The Ukrainian lan'?\mgo is taught as a subject in ths technicuns,
but it takes second pla.ce to Russian in the number of hours it is allotiade In a
bulletin of instructions‘-t;! dirzelors of secondary special ‘sducational institutions s
dated July 10,1962, (ses rigurss b, 7 ) the ministry of secondary spscizl cducation
of the USSR laid dowm the following timatable for the study of literature with
number of hours psr year:

Russian in day schools - 135
Ukrainian in day scheols = 120

Russian :Ln night schools « 120
Ukralnian in night schools - 90

There is no mcntion of examinations in Russian literatures and we assune that
these are held, but it is specifically stated that -thmre are no exaninations in
Ukrainian literature. In éorrespondsnce schools there are to bas two exwrinations
in Russiazn literature and .only one in m;rai;xinn. Students entering technicums, who

bad had never stydied the Ukrainisn languags 5re mot required to take it.
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This atmosphere, in which Ukrainién iz relegated to sscond plaée, sncourages
Russian students to show their disregard and even éontcnmt for the Ulcainian
1anguaae. In the Odessa coopsrative technicim the teacher of Ularainizn has often
found when she entered the classroon, written insults on the blackboard azainst
the Ukrainian lanpuaze, such as the foilowing:

"Now begina the lesson of the donkey language.%

In the Odsssa theatrical technicum, Russian students announced at the bee

ginning of the 196l = 65 school ysar to the teacher of Ukrainian that:
 "Wa have no intention of working on.thcs

Ukrainian stage, we spit on the Uxkrainian

stage (nam naplevat na ukrainsky stsenu),

and, thercfors, will not participate in

your lectures."
They then walked out and stayed out. The directbr took no disciplinary measures,
" Authorities not only do not punish such.deionstrations of scorn and conteupt
for the Ulkrainian language, but covertly encourage, and then hold them up asz
mnnifest#tions of ®"popular will" and use them as pretexts for furthcr Russification.

. Several casss were related to.thig writer of Russian tgaéherﬁ in technicuns,
who ﬁaged persistent campaigns against the Ukriinian laﬁguage. In the Odecoa
cultural - educational school, which trains 1ibrarians and cultural workers for
villages, a Russian teacher of history proclaimed that:
| 1The Ukrainién is a dying lenguage. o have
a universal language - Russian. We shpuld
_ stick to it and cultivate it.n

Similar ideas were as emphatically expressed by Russian teachars in the Odessa
technicum of food industry. Should, on the other hand a Ukrainian speak up in
defenss of the ‘Ukrainian language, he would inmsdiately Obe tranded as a

"Bourgeois nationalist" (see glossary) and terrorized into silence.
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We can gauge ths extenit of Russification of these schools, by analyzing the
. _ 3
data on book publishing in the USSR. Let us look at il number and language of

textbooks for technicugs in 1955:

fotal for USSR  RSFSR ~ _%-°°  UKkeSSR % Othor Ropublica ¥
335 2 . T 6 6T T~ (1)

We find that the RSFSR with 56.3% of the population published 76% of the textbooks
for technicums. We do not know the 1nngudgo of ths 6% printed in Ukraine, but we
do know that those in Russia wers not printed in Ukrainian as there wers no boosks
printed in Ukrainian in the KSFSR. H |

In the years from 1555 to 1964 ( data for 1965 net yet available ) there are
no listings of textbooks for technicums under the national republics in this source,
but there is other data which is even'more revealing (16) 3

Tektbooks for tscunicums in the USSR by languags.

- Year  Total for USSR Russian & All other €  In obier
' T lang. of USSR T languapes #
1942 1,524 1,196 78.5 31T 20y LY
1983 1,482 1,143 77.1 319 21.5 20
1564 1,723 1,353 7845 31 18. 59 . (18)

( # These are probably in foreign languages for foreign lunguzg e courses.)
Here we find that in all the non-Russian languages of the USSR, which are the
- native tongues of 45.3% of the populatibh, were published in 1964 onlv 18% of

the textbooks for technicumns,
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ACf%éciﬁl catalogue of all technical books publiqhed in the Ukr.502 for 1965
1ists eloven textbooks for technicums. Of thes se, tcn are in Tuesizn with editions
up to hO“OOO and one in Ukrainian with an edition of 4,000, (19) ( zee figure 9)

The Ukralnian monthly journala of books lizts tha follewing threo lLiandbooks
for students of technicums (all in Russidn):

Donetsk City School of Artists « Decorators of Graphic Abltatlon,
Regulations and Course of Studies. Donetsk, 1963, - (20)

Donztsk Agr*cu;tural Teéhnicum-(ﬂandbook For Entrants ).
Donetsk, 196k. A : (23)

Lviv Yedical School No. 2. (H.andbook rorfmn,r,_nte) Lviv, 198h.  (22)
Significant is the fact that sven’ thn handbock for ths school in Lviv should be in
Russian ¢ . N .

Sivnifiéant alco is anothar fact: tho technicums are not all undar oneh
authority. Some come under ths Juri.dictioh of the Minibtry of Eigher and
Secondary Speclal Education'of‘the repub;icg others coma undor various other
ministrics comittess ahd agmnciés. But, st?anwe as it may scen, many cf th&se

are agencies of the USSR.Thus in Ukralna in 196L, of 859 technicwsas L2 came

under the Jurisdietion of sugh ggancias. Among those were the follcwing: {23)
- Mo oS of uechnlcum Agenecy which has jurisdiczicq
| coammications Hinistry of Conmnications of SR
g hydro powar " Gtate Com. of Energetics & »]auur_flcatLo
- ' C - ' _ ' o2 U3&R
7 suulicustion Stato Prod. Con. of Transport Coust. of
. SR ussn
5 - railvay transport Ministry of Means of Corzmnication of USSR

Therce are thoss wno applaud ths now rulers - Breghnev and Zoeoysin - as
heralds of a noew era in the USSR. Certa:nly they have made some chenpes, Asong
these is the reorganization of the Councils of the Nationnl‘Ecohomy (Fadaarhospy)
into ministries. This.gffected the Jurisdiction over technicums in Ulraine. 211
those thst had been under the Councils of the Natlonal Economy‘of the Ukr.SSR,

after the reorgaaization, came under the ministries of the USSR. Among these were

the following technicums: (24) (see figuresd, /9) ‘
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b autemation ,
i incdustry of food supplies -
g mechanical

7 chemical industry

11 light industry

15 mining :

22 machina building

Consequantly in 1966, out of a total of 473 technicums in the Ukr.SSH, 140 were
under the jurisdiction of agencies and ministries of the USSR - an increase of
ot only are the language of instruction and the textboocks in the trads
schools and tachnicums of Ukraine foreign, not only are Ukreinians discriminated
against in these very schoois', but' the schools themsslvas are gradually couing
~undsr the control of agencies outsida Ukraine., In the face of this, shanclessly
and hypocritically, the hisrarclzy in ths Kremlin announced to the werld that
they ares
%.ee promoting the free dsvelonpmont of the languages of ths
pcooples of the USSR and the complete freedom of cvery
citizan of the USSR to speak, and to bring up and sdacate
his children, in amy languago, ruling out 211 privileges,
regtrictions or compulsicns in the use of tlis or that
languagee By virtura of the fraternal friendship and mutual

trust of peorlsi, naiasonal languages ars developing on a
basis of equality and mutual enrichment.® (25)
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B oL éigher'Educatidn

gggcrimination against Ukralne and her students, fronzied hzotes bordering on
insanity to Rusdsify, and absolute control over all aspects of the educational
" process by the central governmoﬂt is most evidont in higher education. Pinancially
Ukraine gets less than her share of the total education budget for highor educa-
tional institutions. This is clear from the following table when o remcmber that
the RSFSR has 56.3% of the total population of the USSR and the Ukr.SSR has 20%.

Budget for higher ed. inst. for 1960 in million of roubles.

‘Total for all republics RSFSR 5 Ukr. SSR 2
1,110.9 689.9 - 62.9 162,1 - 6.8 (1)

This, in turn, means that Ukraine will also suffer as to tho number of higher
educational institutions she will have as indicated by the following table:

Comparison of no, of higher ed. inst. in RSFSR and Ukr,SSR.

Year -~ 1940=l1  1950-51  1958-59  1960-61 1962~63 19563=6l 155L=-55
USSR 817 B0 . T 66 739 . 138 T L2 5L

. RSFSR 4181 516 oW 430 U426 h27 1,32

¢ of total 58.9 58.6 57.6 58.2 57.7 575 57.3
Ukr.SSR 173 160 1ko0 135 133 131 132 :
¢ of total 21 - 18.2 . 18.3 18.3 18 17.7 17.5 @)

. Not only is Ukraine'S % of the higher educational institutions smaller than her $
of thy total population but it declined from 21% in 1940 to 17.5% in 196k,

Ukrains's § of students in the higher educational instituticns in relation to
the total population of the USSR is even sialler.

‘No. of students in higher ed. inst. in republics of the USSR for 1960-61;

USSRy RSFSR 4 Uler.SSR %
2,395,500 r,'n§3,100 . 825 LI7,700 7.k (3>

It is interesting and significant to note Ukraine's € of the total numbor of
 students in higher educational institutions of the USSR (Russian Empire in 191L-15)

in previous years:

191 - 15 1927 - 28 1933 « 34 1940 = L1
{pres.Boundaries)

We can compare the relationship another way:
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Ko. of 'Qidnnta per 10,000 pop. in higher ed. inst. of republics of USSR.

Year 1940 . 1950 1958 1960 1963 1564

USSR LT 69 o I I TIn

RSFSR i3 77 16 12) 161 176 o
Ukr'aSSR - L7 Sh 91 97 121 1h3 (5 )

Although Ukraine'a numbor was higher in 1910 than tho avarago for the D"SSR, it has
remained consiatently smallor :l.n all othcr years for which data are availabla.
Another fact ia signi.ficam‘.:

Comparison of diff. 1n no. of atudonts per 10,000 between RST.‘SR and Ukr+SSR.
Year 1950 - 1958 ~ 1960 1963 19613
23 25 27 Lo §§ o ,
The sizu of the edncation budgct is aho rcﬂectod 1n atudent. ai.d in Dkraﬁ.no as 13
avident from the followi.ng ta.ble for 1960:
No, of students of highnr od. i.nnt. reoeiving stipenda in ropublics or USSR.

- USSR c RSFSR -»“% . Ukr.85R . I%'? '
BRT;031 © BIG37h BOL7 ‘IIB)‘.EB’U - . (6)

Yany studenta are aponsored and gj.ven a stipend by mrious oconomlc ent.crprises
to attend higher educational institutions. The data on th:Ls type of student aid for
1960 indicates the same discrimination agaist studants of Ukraino.

No. of students sponsorod by 'onterprises in republics ‘of USSR'. ‘

USSR RSFSR é We.sSR . 8 ' .
2'57:886 157,586 "TS'.'I' (7)

w1th soms oxceptions ’ otudents 1n the. USSR are required to go to v:ork ror at
least two years after graduating from aecondary school before baing aligible for
admission to a highar educational mstitution. However sthese exceptions do not
apply in the same measure to students of all republica". In the RSFSR L3% of the
students admitted in 1960 = 61 were exempt; in Ukraine only 25%. Stating this 1n
reverse: 57¢ of the gtudents in the RSFSR had'w_ox_fk expefienée before being
admitted; whersas in mmino‘ ’(5% had such expefiancei ' ' : (8)

As a result of this pbiicj; of discrﬁ.minat"ion’,' Ukraine .euffers in the nunmber
of her graduates as the following table revoa.la: |

Noi of grads. with higher ed. per 1000 pop. in republics of USSR, 1959.
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3iCkné discrimination against studonts 4n Ukraine is folt mainly by the
Ukrainians. It is much easier for an wrban than a rﬁral youth to gain adreittance
to a ﬁighcr educational institu£ion. The reasons for this are many: cityr schools
are betﬁer equipped and provide better inétruction; intellectual stimilation is
greater in a city enviromment; the language of instruction in city schools ié,
for the most part, in Russian, which us also the language used in the higher
educational institutions aﬁd the language in which entrance exams arc writted.
Russian youths ars éonseﬁuontiy, favoured bedause most of them live in cities. (10)

They are also favoured becéusoARussiana 66cupy & disproportionate number of
leading positions in the rqpublic. An inﬂuentm parsnt can mean rore in terms of
educational advancement in tha USSR than ;haor mental ability and hiph academic
achievment. | . . |

Students admitted to higher educational ;nstitutiona.aro carefully screened.
With tha application forms thay must present ‘

"..s character references from party. YCL, trace

union and other public organizations..." (1)
In this case a Ukraiinian is at a double disadvantage: firstly, in many lezding
positions sit Russians.(They made up 26.6% of the party délagates at the IXIT
Congrsss of the CPU in 1961(12), secondly, parents of rural youth, as & rile, ars
not party members, In villages the only nonbera are generally local offic;als, and
nany of these very often nre not Ukrainians, . .

Obviously, 1ocal officials, espocially 1f they are Rusaians, Would be reluctant
to recommand Ukrainian students. As party mzmbera they must be guided by the party
constitution, which states'that & party membgr must "earry on a struggle with
survivals of nationalism.” (13) Any omphnsia on national custohs, tradition or leng-
uage can be and often is interpretad as "nationalism": Cne can imagine the attitude
of a local party official to the son of a peasant who had strong attachment to
custom and tradition. ‘ _ .
| How strongly thgse.aﬁd other fagtors affect tha admission of Ulrainians to

schools of higher learning in Ukrains can be geen from the following data on the
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nation?@bomposition of the studonts of thess institutions for 1960 - 61:

Total for UlSSR . Ukrainians 4 nussiang i ‘
17,748 260,915 62,5 IZ5,L6L 30 (3D

The relative position of mcraininns in the higher educaticnal institutions in
the USSR is no better. Their number for 196h was as follows:

Total in USSR Russians % | m':ramians 74 '
3,250,700 . I98T,500 8L L7550 AL (a8)

If & Ukrainian wishes to go on to post-graduats work he will find the discrin-
ination: even greatsr. It is apparently doemed by the Russian ruling hierarchy not
safe to allow too many Ukrainiahs 4o achieve higher'academic standing: thay could
become a threat to Russian Hegemony in Ukraine. The rules of admission to republi-
can institutions are laid down by official decree of the Ministry of Higher and
Secondary Special Education of the USSR and the Academy of Sciences of the USSR. (16)
The sectio*x on quotes of po°t-gmdua.tc student reads as follows:

| "Surmary anmial quotos of admittance to post-graduate
work in all higher educational institutions and
resegrch-scientific institutes of the ministries,
councils of the national economy and other enterprises
are exanined and confirmed in accordance with ths
requirenents of the national economy of the USSR by
the Ministry of Higher Education of the USSR, and for
scientific~research institutes of the Acadeiyy of
Sciences of the union rapublics by the presidium of ,
the academy in question,® (x7)

In addition s the number of institutions in Ukralne, empowared by decraee of
the CC of tho CPSU and the Council of Ministers of the USSR, August 20,1956, to
accept candidate and PhD theses for défemse and recommand students for such
dogrees is very limited as is evident from the ﬁollowing data

No. of institutions 4n USSR with powrer to recommend candidate end PhD
students for degrees.

Total in USSR -RSFSR £ Ukr.SSR %
261 55 Ther 3w ~B.0
(# Two of these are uader jurisdiction of an all-union ministry) (18)

Although their Russian equivalents are included, we find the following
Ifkrainian institutions not among those that have such powor}
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O ¥icv State Conscrvatory of Yusic |

Kicv Xarpenko-Kary state Institute of Theatrical Arts _

Xiev State Institute of Fine Arts

¥iev Gorky Pedagogical Institute '

Higher Party School of the CC of the CFU (19)
For advanced studies in these fields Ulo:‘ainié.ns must go to Moscow where Russianas
decide how many and who » from amohg Ukrainlans, will be admitted.
| The effect of these restrictions on the proportion of post vgraduato studants
in Ukraine, &s compared with ths RSFSR is most unfavourable for Ukraine:

No. of post grad. students in republics of USSR in 196L. -

USSR "RSFSR © . % :1nufsé - . o .
Wen 56,323 B6  I0,EN —rze | (20)

If a student wishes to enrol_l for post graduate work nt an institute of the
Academy of Science of the U'%SR s h8 will be coni‘rcnted with even more severe
restrictions. Those accepted must be "vrortk\v candldatos", not only capable of
achievment, but also politicalﬁ réiiablé. vInvadditlio‘n, st.udanté are accepted in
the in:';tit.utes of thé academy of sciencés of the USSR from the republican

academies

",.. only in those disciplines‘ in which locally there are
no faculty advisors and no material and technical rcsourcav" (21)

But,ths students vho are accepted receive their atipendn not from the zcademy of
the USSR, but from the repuolican academy. Clearly, the Acadeny of Sciences of the-
USSR, which is finianced by funds from all republics, is in realit y the fLcadenmy of
Sciences of ths RSFSR, and its facilities are basically reserved for Russians. And
this is called "aid to the academiss of scieﬁce of the union republics..." (22).
Has mrpocric*r ever kncwn lower d‘epﬁhs? ‘ ’

As one would exnect » the policy of discrimim tion apainst poest graduate
students in Ukraine is reflected in the number of scié:gfc.igts in Ulwains,

No. of scientists in national republics of USSR.

Year SSR RSFSR 4 TersSR 2
9L0 98"515 “BL,872 B9 T19,30L I5.6
1950 162 508 n1 699 68.7 22 363 13.7
'+ 1958 28l 038 19h 8L9 68.6 ,550 12.9
1960 35k, 158 242, 872 68.3 h6 657 13.2
1962 521,516 362, 528 69.1 71,035 13.5
1963 565, 7958 389,326 68.8 78,866 13.9
196} 611 96h 419,512 68.6 86 957- 14.2 (23)
5,
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Altnouo Ula'j‘ic"‘ % of tho total number of seientists in the USSR, hais very slowly
climued, it is still a long way from the pre - war level; Russiats ¥ is considerably
abovs the pre - war level,.

A further breakdown of ststistics indicates that the 4 of PhD's in Ukraine is
evan smaller:

No. of scientists ﬁth PhD degrses in rcpﬁblics of the USSR for 198l.

USSR RSFSR .. % UkrSSR. % ,
3,73 9,653 70,7 . LTSI 1238 (2k)

By comparing the % of the population engaged chisfly in physical and in montal
labour in the USSR, RSFSR and the UkrSSR for 1959 we obiain the following tablos

o USSR - RSFSR = UISSSR
vental = 20.7 22,6 17.8 ' | | o (25)

It is quite easy o see wio are the "hewara of wood and the drewers of watart,

It is obvious that thore is planned discerimination against the UlrSSR in the
amount of money she obtains for higher education, in the number of institutions >
students s graduates, post graduatas, scientists and PhD's. (See "ppondix Y) But the
discrimination against Ukrainians as a nationzlity in post, graduate scihiools of tho
USSR is even more marked then in the graduate s &5 is remaled by the following table:

No. of post grad. students in USSR by na.t.ionality in 1960,

Totzl in USSR ° Russiens ¢ - Ulrainians a
36,75h 21,512 535 L,co1 Il“i (26) .

This, as can be logzcal]y aasumed, n.dvarsoly inﬂuenced the number of scienb—
ists in the USSR of Ukrainian mtiomlity as we see by the ﬂoowing table:
No. of scientists in USSR by nntionality for 1964.

USSR Russians s Ukrainians 2
BT IOh,Im 8% 8,00 106 (27)

Lot us now analyze statistics for Ukraine for the national composition of
apecia.listsg
Kational comp. of specialists with higher ed. in UKrSSR for 1960,

.  Total for UkrSSR ¢+ - Ukrainians Russians
b 585,851 : 399,931 58"3 IBT,LET . (28)
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universitiss - Xiev, Lviv, Uzhorod and Chernivtsi — WMzrainian is ¢t31l used by some
lscturers in some of the other faculties as well, easpecially in the social sciences.
In Xisv, according to estimates of persons who are well acqunintod with the situatien,
between 20 and ‘25¢ of the lectures are in Ukrainian. In Lviv, Uzhorod and Chernivisi
it may be slightly hicher, |

The other higher educational institutions: polytechnical, industrizl, medical,
trade and commeres, agricultural and econonic, have all been campletely Russianized
except for those in Western Ukraine where the nativo tonpgue is ussd by soxc lecturers,

It is not openly admitted, but, ocassionally statements are wnwitiingly made in
unguardéd rnoments that confirm the fact that the language of instruction in higher
educational institutions of non-Russian republics is Russian, In 2 parphlet meant
for internal distribution Bilodid wrote:

# jany students of various nationalities

ptudy in larpge scientific and sducation-

2l centres of the country - Mozcow,

Ieningrad, Xiev, Kharkiv, Lviv, Novosibirsk,
-Minsgk, Tbilisi and others. Possibility of such
study for studenis of all nationalitieses is re-
2lized by a knowledgé of the Russian lang-
uage." (31) .

A teacher in 2 national tepublic, pointing out that gracuntca of ‘technicums do
not have a full mastery of the Russian langeags, blames the condition on the in~
suffié;ent nugber of hours assigncd to Russizn and, to strenthen her case, asks;

' - v7i11 the graduztes of the secondary srecial
- ' educational institutions of the national
republics ba able to complete tha entrance
exaninations for the higher educational
institutions of Moscow, Leningrad, Xlev, and
other cities whera instruckion is_ carried
on in the Russian language?" . (32)

Fcr the school year 1960 - 61, besides Ukrainians, there wors listed as attond-
ing the higher educational institutions of Ukraine, studanta of thirty-three nation=-
dlities and some whose nationality was not 1istad.(See appendix 7 ). Altogether
they made up 37.5¢ of all the students of such institutions in Ulcaine. goviously
this practise of accépting atudehts from one republic in the schools of another is

greatly encouraged and is a widely used means of Russification of the educational
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ix‘xstitquhs of the national rzpublics. This writer was informed while in the USSR
by highly placed .oi‘ficials dhat there were even quotos' for ecach institubtion of the
number of students of each nationality that it was obliged to enrclle Even Russ-
ification is plannsd in a planned sgonoiyy }

Russification is advanced by various means and an all frontz., Over ths Ministry
of Higher and Secondary Special Education of the UlxSSR stands o sinmiler ministry of
the USSR. This ministry appoints the Minister for Ukraine s iz assistants, rectors |
of all universities and institutes: this minister approves 2il courses of studies,
all entrance examinations, textbooks and final examinations. k

One of the committées of this all - tnion ninistry is the Higher Attostatlonal
Cormission (VAK). It confirms the appointments of msmbers of the academic councils
aof thsa High@r edncational and sclentific research institutes, suporvises their
granting of degrees below the candidate (M.A.) level, confirms candidate and PH.D.
degrees and bestows the titles of senfor scientific resem*ch»:sr",' assictant .profe:-:zor
and professor. (33) o |

Evgmrwhe,-zé Russians are given a wide preference. In every inctitutc they hold
many of the kay posts: regtors, prorectors, faculty heads ‘and profescors. Let us

look at soms of the names in key positions in higher educatiocn in Kiev;

Vin. of Higher and Secondary Special Education ' Dadenkov
Rector Polytechnical Institute ‘ ' Piaguanov
Rector Tachnological Institute of Light Industry Cxlev
Rector Engineering Construction Institute Tuetrov
Rector Ulrainian Acadenmy of Agricultural Sciences _ - Perezipkin
Rsctor State Institute of Physical Culture Losutin
Director Kiev Institute for Improving Qualifications of Teachers Kobyokov
Director Ularainian Scientific  Research Institute of Pedaygogy Chicpilev

last autumn & new university épenod in Ulaains in Donetgk. It too will hewve its
share >f "eldor brothers® from Russia. We wers informed that doctors of acience
would ia.x-rivea to fiil pésts on the staff from Moscow, Sverdlovsk, Kharkiv, Saratov,
Lvi\; and Voronezh. (3L4)

‘ Axixother means of Russi.t‘iéation is through the language of the textbooks. The
number of titles published in Ukraine for higher educational institutions in 1964

as a § of the total for the USSR was as follows:
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T, for USSR RSTSR % UkssR ¢
3,354 R 719 335 o0 (3%)

Ukrains with 20 of the population of the USSR published 107 of the toribroks. Tutb

bacause they were published in Ukraina does not necessarily mean thev wore in the

native tongue. We have no exacht data as to the laniuage of thece texts, b\lu {there
¢ a breakdown giving the total number of texthooks and ramphlets for hih

Aw-.

aducation published in Rusgian and the non-Russian languages of tho USSR ¢s followse

Totzl for USSR . In Russian 9 In all other luing, of UaSR T
5,054 4,520 T7.2 - 092 i5.2 (36)

There is further evidence that most of those published in Ukraine are in
Russian. Following is a letter, doted juna 22, 196k and received by the dirsctor of
the Kiev publishing house, "Tokhnika®, G.P. Solniko— (a R.xsziian, of course).

Tae Ministry of Higher and Secondary Special Zducation ¢f theo
Clzainian SR is i‘orm.rd,ng to you a 1list, auihorized by the
committee of the Ministry of Highor and %condpz"r Specizl

Education of the USSR, of educationsl literature for 1965-66
(in Tussian only) for higher educational 4institutions for

which you publish.
Deputy Minister, Le Daubka.

A check of ths 1965 catalogue: of technical and scientific books published in
Ukraine (37) reveals that "Tckhhi&cu" is not‘ slated to published evca one toxt book
in Ukra2inian for eithér the higher éducational institutions or the technicuns. (Sco
figure // .)‘ Then w2 check the cataioguc of public:;tions of Kharkiv Uni*}arsity for
1965 (38) we find that thers are 15 text books authorized for higher educational
institutions ->a11 are in Russian. (See figure /). |

Referenca books in libraries are also pfm&onﬁ.néntly In Russian. The libraries
of many educational institutions pu’oiiah »monthlir bulletins of incoming books,., Thoe
Kiev Gorky Pedagogical Institute lists for Jan. 1965 a total of 236 ncw books, of
which 205 are in Russisn and only 31 in Ukrainian (39). A1l books on patlesphy,
"scientific" communism, econonics, history, cybernstics, astronomy, technology,
linguistics, masic, p‘“,rsiology, medicine and methocds of teaching physics, languages
and literatire were in Russian.(Sce figuwre/f #)And this is an institution that is
8t1ll predominantly Ukrainian. In the technical and scientific institutes the

library: books are all in Russien.
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:‘antv higher educational O;titutes in Ukraine are diroctQunder the jurisdiction of.
ministrie@or comnlttess of th§ USSR. In 196h,." of 125 institutes in Ukraina, 2l, or 20%
were in tilis cabegory. (40) Among thage the two Insiitutes for Vechanization of A;ricult-
ure, the two Veterinary Institutes, the Ukrainian Academy of Arricwliural Sciences and the
twelve Agricultural Institutes are under tha control of the Ministry of Agriculture of the
USSR since 198).(See figurelS) Prior, they imre under ths Ministry of Agriculture of the
UkrSSR. (Se"e figure 16) There is mo question about the lanpuage of instruction in thesze
institutiqns.-

There are many foreign students enrolled in Ukrainian hisher educztionzl institutions,
In 1965 there ware over 200 foreigh students from 20 countries of the world gbtudying in
the Vlrainian Academy of Agricultural Sciences.(ll) They bezin éttending ro;Wlar locturss
after a six ronth basic course in Russisn. In 196l there were }01 students from 32 coun-
tries takihz such courses at the Preporatory Faculty for Foreign Citizens at Kiev Univer-
8ity.(4i2) These students from abroad have become a pretext for Russification. In the Lviv
Polytechnical Institute a few guch students werse assigned to each class and the lecturers
were ordered to switch over to Russian. In the Kiev Medical Institute several obdurato
professors rsceived orders direct from the Ministrly of Higher and Secondary Special Lduce
ation of ths USSR in Yoscow to lecture in Russian.

To get a clearer picture of the process of Russifiéation let us follow a student
from a Ukrainizn saecondary school as he prepares to enter Xiaw University. First he must
write entrance examinations which will be in Ru&eian and for which ho gtudicd from Russe
ian téxbs.(See: figure 17) With him, trying the examinations, will bs mary Pugsians. Thoy
will have the advantage bacause he studied in a Ukrainian school and does not know Russ—
ian as well as thsy do. If he fails s he will bs reprocached: "You should have attended o
Russian sl:hool." ’ |

| If succsssful ho ooy be assigned to a at.uden‘ol dormitory where he vill £ind that no-
tices on bulletin bozrds, slogans, wall and regular newspapers and magazines, will be for
the most papt in Russian. The attendants at the hostel will also be Russian. If ha in-
sists on speakiﬁg Ukrainian he will be ;‘ogaﬁdcd-criticany and derisively and perhaps
ev@n labolled a "bourgeois nationalisth, |

When he goes to the book klosk and asks for Ukrainian textbooks, a Russian
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speak@g@l@rk will meacure him conterpiucusly from head to fowﬁ and sparls "iyen,
tolko na rusckom yazyke"., ("No, we only hava them in the Pussian laniuage.?)

The professors will in most cases lecture in Russian: there may be & luck of
textbocks in Ulerainiang Rusgian and foreigri studeﬁts may be present who will demond
that lectures e in Russian as they do not understund Ukrainiang the professor may
be afraid to go against official policy; he may .be a Russian born in Ukraina or
directad therc. | ,

Our student will come in contact with the rector, prorectors, faculty heads and
other officials, He will find that many of them are Russians, Since they will speak
their native tongue, others must znswer in the sars languaye, because it is not
cilturcd not to reply in the tongue one is addressa.," hen he goss to the library
to study, he will find that most reference Soo}:s are also in Russian.

After graduwating ho will come before a vgovemment bzsard to "choose"his place
of ez‘nployﬁcnt. The choice may be w:".dag Siberia, Kazakhstan, the Urals or the Island
of Sakhalin. lils diploma will be sent to the perscnell department &t his place ox
e;nplosr;-cnt and will be made available to him after his three yvears of service at the
assigned place of employmsnt. | |

RS accepted, a graduate goes on to advanced studies..'l‘he degres of ¥cendidate®
(®*.A.) is conferred by & VYAK in loscow. If his thesis is satisfactory notification
to that. cffect is forwarded to him, if it is :io_t acceptable hie does not gebt any
explanation or an opportunity to‘. rewrite - it. Appeals and requests for an explaration
are to no avail. There is no stipulation as to wiich languspe should be used in
writing a thesis. A student may wr'ite it in Ukrainian, but in Hoscow they only rsad
Russizn, So he waits hopefully; no word frem VAK. Some students havs beon walting
"for ye::ra. The.word cets aroun@; most theses are now wriiten In Russian. There is ro
pressure , you understand; it s a.ll "voluntary. Of course, a fow ars acccpted in

Ukrainian. In 1960 tlicre was, for all Ikraine, a grand total of eleven! (L3)
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We can only conclude that thers is a planned and oryanized discrimination in educa-

c . * 0

tion againzst the UkrSSR (See appendix V), against Ularainizng in their own republic (Sce
anpendix VII), against Ukralnjanz in the USSR 23 @ whols (See apvendix VI) and against
the Ukrairian language in all. spheres of education. In the meantime official Soviet
propaganda tirelessly continues to assert, as in the following, that:

The Ukrainian language clearly resounds in more than

40,000 schools whers instruction iz in the native

tongue, in 135 higher educational institutions of

the republics, in technicums, theatres and all
cultural - educational institutions. (L4)
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.C:r VI In Defense of langua;ze

Whén Ukrainians and other non-Russians in the USSR are being donied the right to
cducation in their native languages, minoritiss in other states are enjoying full
nationak privileges. On the ﬁSSR's north = wﬁstorﬁ border lies the little country of
Finland, Of its population of k,500,000 abéut 8.9% are Sﬁmdes. For this minority,
in their native language, there are eleﬁ&ntary'and high schools, & school of econou-
ics and a university. In addition, noarly a1l coﬁrsas at the Institute of Tochnology
and the University of Helsinki are given in both languages. Finnish is compulsory as a
language in all Swedish schools and vice versa, Both languages are used on ztreet and
other gigns, in bwoadcasting, government and parliament. Thoere Qré Swsdish newspapers
and periodicals and Swedish units in the Finnish army.

The central Eurcpean country of Switzerland also has a population of about 4,500,
006, of waich 69% are German, 19% French, 10%¥ Italians and 1% Romansh. Although the
Germans form over two-thirds of the population, there is no attempt to impossa that
language on the three minorities. Each national group has elermentary and zccondary
schools in its native tongue. A second national language, Corman of French, is comp-
ulsory in all schools from grade two, Instruction in the universities is in one of the
three national languages; in a few, instruction is in two languages. In social and ec-
onomic life the language of the local inhabitants is used. A1l three, German, French
and Italian, have the constitutional status of official languzjes, with the first vwo
being uséd in diplomacy. Government cormunications ars written in the native ton,ue
of the addresseey The Romansh language is also regardad as a national language, and,
evsn though it is spoken by only 50,000 people, every measure iz takah for its
preservation.

In Canada, of a population of nearly 20,000,000, about 5,500,000 are French
Canadians, whose ancestora first settled here over thres centuries ago. About 758 of
them live in the province of Quebsc. The official language is French; it prevails in

government, business, education and military units of the Canadian army.
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French Cnnég%ans in five other provinces, Ontario; Saskatchewan, Albertz, Manitoba and 5

New Brunswick, whore they live in sufficient numbers, have both elsmentary and second-
ary‘schools with instruction in their native.tongueg French 13 the socond official
language in Canada and is used ih'governmenf and parliament.

These are exampleg of how capitalist statoa reoolve the national problcm. 1e%t us
turn to socialist countries that are composed of two or more national groups. Czecho-~
slovakia has a population of 9,000,000 Czechs and noarly h,OO0,000 Slovaks. Both are
official state lnnguagcs. Slovakia has full and complete nationul autonomy; itsc lang-
uage pravails in all walks of life, There ia not one Czech achool in all of Slovalkia,

If a traveller enters CZaéhpslavakin through Slofakin, he is greeted by Slovaks in
their native language. ' |

Another, multi-national Socialist atato is Jugoslavia, with a population of 20, 000
000. In three of the six federal republics - Sorbia Bosnia-uarﬂobcv1na and Nontonagro-
the populdtion, totalling noarly 8,000,000, 15 Serbian. In Croatia where there live
nearly 4,500,000 pebple;vthé languagé is'idsntical'to'the Serbian with the exception of
minor differences in accentuation and the use of the Latin alphabet instead of tho ,
Cyrillic. Slovenes with a population of 1,600, 000 and Macodoninns (1) with about 1,000, ‘f
000, are related to ths Qorbs, but have senarate 1nnguages and litevaturos. A1l thres-
Serbo-Croatian, Slovenian and Mncadonian- have cOmplato cquality in governuent, econe
omic life and education. Schools exist in 2l threo languages from the elementary to
the university level. The official organ of the party is Kommunist; it is published in
four lanzuages: Serbian, Croatian, Slovehian‘;nd Hadédonian. There arc 2lso savéral
national minorities in Jﬁgqslavine Albanians,.ﬂungarians and others; thoy all have
eolementary schools in their naﬂive tonguaa where thero ire sufficient numbers.

| We are particularly interested in the fate of Ukrainizn minorities, waich are found
in a number of countries, In Poland they number 300, OOO but unfortunztely ,ure rather
widely dispersed. Howevor, there are elementary schocls whmre the 1angunge of instruc-
tion is Ukrainian and elemontary and secondary Polish schools whore Ukra;nian is

taught as & subject if seven or more pupils register for it.
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tormal scheola and the Univorsity of Whrsaw also provzdms acdvanced classes in Ukrainizn
languege and literature. Ulkrainians have cultural socities with choirz, danco ensembleg
and drama groups. They publish a waekly newspaper, a monthly literary suppleaent, an
annual almanac, school texts and the works df'Ukrainian writeras in Poland. For the last
geveral years thoy have also organized a weekly Ukrainian radio program,

Czechoslovakia has 70,000 Ukrainiann, who live in a compact mess in the eastarn V////fﬂ\\
regions of Slovakia. Thay have ovar 200 alemantary and secondary schools with nearly
20, OOQLOUﬁiluo Ukrainian is also tauzht in the pedzgozical institute and the university
in ;;gjﬁiv. There 1is a very active Ukrainian cultural organization, a national theatre,
a2 profcssional song and dance ensamblo, cultural centres with their choirs and dance
and.drama groups, libfariea, a waakly newspaper, & children's'magazine, 2 literary
Journal and an almanac., Ukrainians in Czechoslo§akia have ?roduced a nuzber of prcain-
ent writors, whose works are published in Ukra;nian; and éeﬁaral talented artists and
sculptors; The centre of the Ukrai;ian:comﬁunity is the town of Prashiv from where
there are also Uﬁraininn broadcasts, tot2lling twént&atwo hours per wack.

Romnnié's Ukrainian minority also nunmbers 70,000 but thoy do not live as 6owoac-
tly as in Czecheslovakia, However, thay havo thair clementary schools and Ulzrainian
departmente &t normal 8chools and at the Buchareat University.There are Ukrzinian
cultural socities with libraries, and choir, dahce and drama groups. Ukrainians publich
a weokly paper, schoolltextbooks and literary works of their ﬁriters in Romanian,

In Jugoalavin there are only hS,OOO Ukrainians, who are quits widely dicpersed.
Yot they have scveral elementary schools with over 1300 pupiln a Shmvc ienko cultural
gociety, @ publishing firm that produces books for their schools, a mcokly newspaper,
and a monthly literary journal. lately they have oxpanded their activities with a
weekly radio program. 4 |

The Ukrainian population oﬁ the Unitmd Statos numbers nbout 1,500, 000 but is
widely scattered throughout the country. Howaver they hava hundreds of cultural and
religious institutidms, mugeuns, §ans of newspapers and journals booc publishing

firms, and academic socidties,
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There arec?orivate Urainian schools, which hold cldzsab_ for children in the evening and
on Saturdays, and regular elementary and secondafy schools, Ulrainians have achisved
prominence in many walkz of life as scientists, professors, artists, writerz and prof-
essionals. In 1964 Ukrainians erected in Washington a monumesnt to T.H. Shevchenko, the
national poet of Ukrainas,

Canada has about 500,000 Ukrainians scattered from tha Atlantic to ths Pacific.
They also have their cultural and religious centres, libraries, museums, newspapers
and journals. There are two monuments to Shevchenko, one at Palermo near Toxonto and
one on the logislative grounds in Winnipeg. Ukrainian is ﬁiughh'in private cultural
centres at night and on Saturdays, in tha secondary schools of Alberta, Hanitoba and
Saskatchéwan, and in many univeraitiss. The Ukrainian community has produced prominent
scientists, educators and profés&iona1 men, There are Ukrainians in provincial legisl-
atures and prévincial cabinets, in the House of‘Commons and in the Senate, In the prev-
ious federal cabihet, an outstanding Ukrainian, the Honourable M. Starr, was minister
of labour,e |

The largest Ukrainian group outside the UkrSSR lives in tha RSFSR. According to
thé-census they number 3,359,083 (2). In reality thors are many more. It is unpopular
in the RSFSR to regard oneself as a Ukrainian; many, therefore,.gave their nationality
as‘Russi;n when the census was taken. These millions of Ukrainians in ﬁhe RSFSR do not
have one Ukrainian social or cnlturai society, not one choir, dance or drama group, not
ona newspaper. Moreover, it may even be difficult for a Ulxainizn in tha RSPSR to ob-
tain a erainian newspaper, bscause subscriptions are not readily accepted for newspape
8rs outsida the RSFSR bj the agency through‘which they must be channellad. There is an
equal proolem with Ukrainian beoks, which rust be ordsred from Kiev. The schoola thnt
existzd vrere arbitrarily closed in the early 1930fe, Stalin hags died; his nmisrule was
.denounded, but the schools remained olosed despite requests to the.gbvarnment, the CC
and the XXII and XXIIT COngreBséa of ths party from Ukrainians in the RSFSR and the

UkrSSR that they be reopened.




I‘eqxgsys on behalf of these Ulrainians were even made by 2 very promirent Ukraite
ian lawyer fron Cancda (rnow deceasod), who visited the USSR tires £1mes and on each
oca:-:-sioh raiged the question with Khrushchor. The first time, the lattor replied ho
would investigate it, the second time he said that Ulrainians in tho RSFSRE wore ot
interosted in having their own schools and the third time ha simply told his visitor
not to stir up the national quastion.

Thig same policy, dictated by the CC in loscow, 18 applied to other !m’cional minor-
itles. In Uleaine the Czech, Slovak, Greek, Bulgar ond Romm‘;.m population totals over |
450,000 (See appendix I). Not only do they not 'hhve any schools; but there was not even
one student listed as attending any higher educaitioml ingtitutions in tho UkrSSR in
1960, from any of thece groups (See appendix II)e This is not, of course, ths fault of
the Ukrainians. In the 1920's and 1930'3 thers were schools in Ukraine for natioral
minorities. Jews in Ukraine number 840,311. They ars alsc denied the right %o have their
sc"hools. When I asked & Jewish citizsn of Kiev why ho did not organize a private Jewish
schqol to provide night classes for Hewish children, he was horrified and, by way of
answer, askeds: |

" "o you want me to bs sentenced to Si‘oe:rﬁ?"

This is how the Soviet govermmant "solves! the national problem, but they do not .
call theit policy Russification, heavens no! A completely ncw terminclozy hos been in-
vented. Knrushchov, speaking at the XXII Congress in 1961 described it thus:

In ou? country there is going on a drawing togeother

of nations... In the process of the unfolding

construction of communism there will be achieved

tho complete unity of nations. (3)
This has since been widely cémmanﬁed upén » 6xplained and expanded by official high pric-
sts. Each time new.additiéns are lma&o till wo fxoﬁ hava ths followings
B o In £he period.of t‘he.;ioveiopmcnt.of comunism‘them |
is objoctive intensification of the aspiration of
peoples to an all-sided drawing togethsr on the basia
of unfolding communist relationships. The devalop-
mont of this tendency takes place undsr conditlions of

further consolidation of & new international comme
unity of people = tho Soviet nation...
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ese this commmunity of peonle of variosus
O mationalitics is a transitionnl siapge
on tha read to ths coxplete futurs
merging of nations. (u)

“hat was condexntd by Ienin as Pussificatlon has nos becoms “ilhe draving togothor
of nationg®, ¥ine achsivment of complete undiy? and 9iho mm;m¢ of naticns¥, To
strengthen their case they quote Tenin who safds

The prolotarian party ... 2epires to
tha drawing togethor and furiner

arging of nations, but this _m it
'ms}ms to achisve net ty fores, bLut
by an exclusively free, fratemu.;
union of the labouring masgey of a1
nations, (5)

To Ieanin, the terms did not mean Russificatlon. He vehensntly opposed the imposi-
tion of the Russian language on pon-Russians and worked to prouvote tha development of
nationsl languzgss. Like all great man hs looked in'té the dim and distant futurs and -
caw @ great community of freo pecpls » draw together by common bonds, bvased on tho
orotherhecd of men and speaking a comuon lanfuagze. Bub this would bs a new lanzuae
forgsd in the process of daw}elopirxg civilization. Nowhere did he say that it would be
Russian. ‘

Let. us assume that milleniums from now there will emer; *a onz universel languae.
Does that justify denying to living languages today the right to full and free davalope—
ment? Ve are told by sclentists that millions of ywars from nos life on owr plonet will
bocome extinct. Is anyons vindieated in starting an atomic holecousi Lo hocten that
extinctiong Ry the very laws of nature my neighbour im doomed to die. ould I bm justif-
ied to kill him now? We knew that all things born are doomsd to die, including civil-
izations, cultures and languages. Bub shozzld they not be allowed to live out their fIL
span? FThy must the Uarainian lanjusge be denied the fiz;ht to budy; vo flower, to run its
full course and make its contribution to civilization? Why must it be anninilated in
the bud? Ve have examplos of civilizations degtroyed. Are w2 not the poorer for this?

' Did not part of our usritage perish when Carthage was destroyed?

And by what right does the more powerful Russian nation irpose itz language on
Uikraine? Is it not by the right of might? Ye are told thet through a matural process of
raproachment of all Sovist peoples all nationalities are accepting the Rusgsian language

T Jomr
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and, moregver, are accopting it willindy. Yet during Lenints tizs and for almost 2 decade
after hils doath thers was a poriod of repid developreni of the Ukrainian lonvuage and

culturaee. Beginning in ¢the early 193018 the le: )Wm of this woveraont wore aovested ond

rhysically destroved along with millions of the cormon peonle, whilo the roct were gub-

Jected to terror and persecution. From whence then this gudden emeryence of #fratormal
friendship.® _

The foct is that Ulrainians have alwys fought to :pre‘r.ervo their horitags. During
the war vague rumours circuleted that with the return of peace there would 2lso bz a re-
turn to the poried of Skrypnyk. iUkrainians hoped, fought and diad. Their hopa waz given
added substance on Febrary 1, 19LL, when ths Suprems Sowiot of the USSR pasgoed anende

ents to the constitution granting natioml republmu thoe right to ectublish commizzar~
iats ("xinl tries) of foreign affairs, with the righ’c to enter into dircet relations
with foreign powers, and cormiscarists of defenss with the Tight for such republic to
organize its ovn troop formations. (6)

Vhen Kirushchov denounced the misrule of Stalin in 1956 and bejen to rehubilitats
those wio had porished, Ukrainians dared to hope thut the period of arbitrury rule wag
over and loolied forward to a return to tie days of Lenin and SkeypnyXe requent indi
idual pr-;»t.ests againzst Rugsification and demands to retwn 'bo the naticmal policy of
Lenin beg an to manifest themselves in letters to the press, to varicus Hovernmsntal
‘oo isa and to the CC of the party in Kiev and Hoscow. later these protests and demands
tock on sharper verbal forms, first in closed comalttecs and then at mass pulic rmoot-
inggs. Onz of the earlier and —ore siynificant of such demonstraticus tock place at tha
Republican Scicntific Conference on the Problems of the Cultwre of the Ulx:inian lan;-
uaze, E:eid in Kisv, February 11-15, 1963. Anong numarous unschsduled speakers, who
participatod in the discussion and condemned Russification were Lydia (rel, from the nove-
io studio of Xiev liniversity, Y. Shestopal, a brilliant, dynamic and popular young 452i-
stant profesgor from the faculty of Jjournalism of Kiev University and V.F. Lobko, a war
veteran, former captain and an enginear from tha icademy of Sciences. In a speech in-
tefrupted ?y intermittent ‘outbm'ata of loud and enthusiaatib applause he gsaid:
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O The pooplea of the foviet Union, among thon
- supporting the declsions of the party corps

s )

the licuidaticon of Ghe btrund of eriminals, = L i
clrursic with all the evil, which cana ao on eif r;*"':u-;; oz
the poroonality culs, and how siran e, i nob ,.a.m ui, thab
the conzeguences of this cult are with us todwvr. Apsoronliy
the flulin - Xaganevich disciples have power, bocguis d
to thair counteraction, the Ulwrainicn people hove med boen
anle to reclainm that which waz forbidicn by thone cririnals,
hag nobt besn able 4o achicvo that '.vhi.ch iz ordinary and
naturaly but which is most basie, moot nor’c.?,nt nd rosd
sacred, that which all pecpla posscnss tho parl ulem of ed-
ucat mn in the Ulaaindlan languase, in ereches and kinder-
gartensy in schools, including schools of woerking youthy

in tr2de and technical scheols where our working clocs is
trained; in the tachinleal techndew:s and inotitutes vhure

is forgs *d cur technical uml...ig‘ntﬂia, the vesis of toche
nical progress, and the wide use of thiz longuoce 4n 2di
sphzres of tine 1ife of our peonle......me Ulrainian
comzunity has already, mors than oncs, pl._wcd this gusst-
ion Lafora msponsibln organizationa of ths republic, dbut
there hove not been any recults to this day. Noroover,

tns:r do not even reply to ouwr propozals regarding ’c?m N
troduction of instructlion in the native Ulnrainian lenuugoe
in gecondary and hishor educatidnal instituticns and “iLs
reestablishnent of- ﬁcrainmn cultural institutions in thoss
distrlcis where milliona of Ulerainians live - Siboriag,
Kaziihotan, the Far Zast and Kuban.

¥hen he finiahe d, the audisnce roge and gave him a tuwndtovs stonding ovation. *o
soviet publication mentitned ths speech or tha dmm.nds of the particlnarts, among whon
were many enginesrs and other technicl personsll. One- of thoss presont, 2 rotired
teacher, wrote a report, entitled: The Fate of Owr Mative Languaje, for tho ronthly

supplement of the Ulgrainian paper, Nashe Slewo (Owr Word) im Polard (7) ornd listed
the damands for Ukrainjanization nade by the participanis in the dizcusciona
~After the custing of-ﬂwushchov, the criticlsm of Rimpification became, stronger,

louder and bolder. Zerly in January, 1965 one of Clraine's great lyric poots, Ve
Sosym*a, reesaed amy He had oftan haen atta.c)r*d as a neticonrnlist for e e:xp*-ezzsiow-'
of deecp attachmeni to hig native land, At the funeral on Januwxy 11, one of his closc
friends, poot A.C. lalyshko, in & desply emotional tribute to Sosurya in his funsral
oration, took the ocassion to lavel a sharp attack on Russificatlion by realfirming
his faith in Ukraine and its languapge. (8) ‘{e said thats

The stone will disintegrats and the thouszand ysar-oid trec

will blocsox and die, bub yowr poetry will reraing And 2ot

not ths snobs wait for our language and owr native Ulrains

to pass amay, bscause Ukrains is eterbal, as you are
eternal in it,
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The é"ccitc:zent over this sensction hod not @izd dovm when, on January 16, I.M.
Tzruta, aAn owtotanding literary eritle ond wncompronising orponent of Dasellication,
spzaking at & remoricl mesting for Ve Simoranlio, a joung a2tionck poct, wio dled in

1963, made a moot dewvastating inddictrent of) Russification when he zaid:
b

Tt iz true that Leonid Yikelaiovich Iroviche’nl-:o: (9) who
sits here in the presidium, assures us that the idea
113

naticnal concept”, "mational cohmciousnscs® are now
obzolels, wwarranted, outdated and non-‘farxisi. :
would advize him to toll thia to the Chiness Comminisis,
or the Italian Communists, or the English Comrmunistis,

or the Polish Corrmunists, or, finally, the Ruscian
Commnistsess Cviounly, tlie nzxtional concept exists and
will continue to exist.

(A B A RN A A RN S LI R RN RN NN LI A AR R NI YR EZ YR XY R YY)

Dostoyevsky once asked: M7ould you & res to build a
sygtaam of univercal harnorny on one single toar of onc
innocont child?®? And similarily we 2cks Can thore bo
sunivers3l harmony®, can there be & universal soclisty,
can thers be uwndvercel human justice for tho attain-
ment of which Ix peesssary even the cmillest injustice
to any one nation, in thiz case the irainian nation?
Yo, thare cannot be such a socisty and such "harmony*
establishad on such foundations,

But one of the boldsat protests agalnst Russificaticn is the following document,
writtsn by a man who wag imprigoned by the Cermans during the Sscond ordd ar and by
the Russiéns after it.

To the Attorney - goneral of the Ulzainian 8SR. _
Fron citizen Rarevansly Svyatoslav Yosipovich, who resides in the city of Cdezsa,
at 59 Chornomorsiy Road, aparizsnt 7.

Patitlon |
X roquest' vou to arraign on erdminal chargss the Minister of Higher and Specinld
Secondary Education of tha Yﬂaainian 8SR, Dadankov Yuri Hikeolaiovich, undar scctions
of the criminal cods of the Ukrainian SSR which provides psnaltiea fors

l. violation of naticnal and racizl) equality.(Sec 65.
CCy Ul eSSR)e : '

' 2. Cppooition to thoe restoration of Ieninist principles
in the proctical organizaticn of higher cductition of
tha Uarainian SSR.(Sec 167, CC, Ulr.SER).

3. Failure to implsment the resolutions of the XX
Conzress of the CP3U regarding ¢hoe liguidation of the
consaquences of the cult of ths individual (10) and
irpeding the restoration of normal conditions of
development of the Ukrainian gocialist nation. (Sec
65. CC, UkeSSR)e

4. Training of unqualified persommel and dis-organizsation
of the pedagogical process in the system af higher and
specialized secondary education.(Sec 167. CC,Ukr.Ssi). (11)
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In acc{lznce with the reles of admission to hipher and specialized secondary
educational dustituiions, Thesion la vaege wid ilterciure o reits
> X -

Lo aamang Ll sublocts of
the entrance cuminslions. (raduabes of Huscien schocls are rore cuccecsiil s thic
exazination tizn ‘;r..\maw*‘ of Ukrainian scucols. In addltion 6 LLis, cnliunio oxow
iratiens in opecialized subjects are conductad in Russiang tals aloo solics 10 wmoze
difficult for gradustes of Ulxainian schools to write thase subject sionirations.
Thercefore thoy achieve fewsr polints on thew conpotetive aceainztions.

Of the total rumber of those whs study in the higher educstionil institublons,

Ukrainicos rake up a2 sigrdﬁ,cm:tly lower r'“rc.“.t..;a than they do in the sphore of

produsiion of wteri«l Loods on tha territory of the Ukrainion S.‘IE".. This, among thosa
who enber ed the Gdezsa Polytechnical Eanstitute in the school yeaw 1004 - €5, Ukrain-
ians made up L34 OF 1126 Ulrainians who rmde entrance applicatioz:s 83 wwie acecpted,
ie@e 40Z. But of 102 Russians -w.o npplimd §77 were mceptcd or L&, Thue procedure of
admittance to higher a pcciali..ed sccord.wy educational Instituiicns of thws repu..a'u_c

now in force iz anti-leninist and & dirsct rastrictian of the rights of citizens ag ra

QW LSO

 gards their nationality. Acts of this natwrd are subject to penalty under Scc. €6,
Crimiizl Codo, Tkrainian SSR.

Sec. 66, Violation of rmatiomal and racial cguality.
Prepaganda or agitation with ths view of inciting
to racial or natiomal animosity ao & direct o
indirect limitation of righis; of the ectablishrent
of direct ar indireet priv._‘.e«'eu of citizons az
rogards their racial or natlonal affiliaticn, =
Punishable by irprisonrent for a term of from 6
zonths to 3 yeara, or by banishoent for a peried of

froa 3 to 5 years.

In the overwhelming majority of higher and specialized secon:kz;rj educational inste
jtutions of Ziov, Yharkiv, Odessa, Duipropotrowsk and otherw, instruction is rot ia tho
Tirainian languagse

The toacking personnsl in higher oducatioml institutions of the Ukraindan S8 “do
zot undarstand the Ukrainian language®. Thus in the Odessa Pedagogicul Institute which
trains téachars for secondary schools, lectures are in Russian because the lectwrors “do

not knowt the Ukrainian language. In the Cdessa State University, even in the Ukradnian

departmant of the philological faculty which trains Ulorainian 'phj.liolo;;inw » the majority

v
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of subja’c"j; (liistory of the (P, fareigm larjuaies, legie, porehole y, Ioveimm Litera-
ture, Mwexict philosoply) are not tunghd ia Ukraliline Thiz 1z the dlrech mesild of the
negligent attitude of the minigher of hifier aduveatlon 1o Liov weuporcibiliticsy
a) failing to have publisied a vhole sevies of
textbooks for higher educational institutions
a.g. forelgn lerguage, logic, foreizn
literaturs; '
b) failing to train nefional (i.e. Ukrainian)
personnol a5 lecturers.

Such conditions Ir higher sducation in Ukrains destroys ilie norzal conditions for
the developunt of the Wkrainlan Socialist nation.

43 a result of relegating the Ukrainlan language to sscond place 2 Eradulites of wi-
iversitigs and pedagzogical institutes are not proficient in its use. Te::.c“ng in Ulkrain-
ian schooclz, such teachers do not erploy the Ulaainizn languags, Fifty percent of tha
graduates of Cdessa lUniversity and tha Odessa Pedegogical Institute refucs to teach in
Clorainian schools, giving as thslr reason ignorance of the lanyoage.

I beg you to study the above facts and to dotermine tha degrea of guil:t of Yy

¥ikolaicevich Dudenkove.
2L /z3/62,

Obviously such protests zare not to'tho 1likirg of the a;ithwimcs , Who oro constautly
on tie alert for any manifestations of national cochio;wnaas. Thers is & crazeless
carpaign of mass agitation demourcing nationalism and lorifring Russification as & nate
ural developmant in the nm!lx to comsundern, J*mt how intenve Lhis carpaipn is was re-
vealed by the secretary of the CFU in charge of azitation and propaganda, who wrote that:

" Afier the XYII Congress of the rarty, the army of
agitators in the republic graw to one nillion. (12)

Khrushehov, himself laid special erphasis on this questilon at the X{II Conyress whenr he
said: A

It is nzcessary to intencify the education oi tha

marses in the spirit of proletarlen internationale

igzm and Soviet patrlotism, With all Dolshovik

implacability, we must roct out even the sallast

nanifestation of mationalist gurvivals. (23)

The terms "prolsicrian intornationalisn" andtSoviet patrictisr¥ are sufar-ccatsd

termg for Russification. That happens if one millinon propnndists in Ukiins do not cone

vince each other? How do you then deal with "menifestations of nationalist swrvivals?™
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Obviously™St is recassary to uze mers Yeorcrotenm .nethods.
h 4 4

Then he visitel Tiev on Jamuary 30, 196Y, Wrustichov wam oslied bv Uleainian party
leadery whzther they should not exca up on the lanprarce questien, e was sdovant:
nuyet ! Tighten the serew. T will cortimie o fplore
and n:r.,ua.de that it is emperative to adopt the
Tussizn Janguage. Howover, if necessary, we will re-
pest 19374 ‘

In the spring of 1945 after Khrughchov had becoms a mere memory, P.M. Demichev,
acting secretary of the CC of ths CPSU in charpge of ideological work, gave instructions
Lo the secretaries in charge of agitation and propeganda of tha national pucties, to
take the "offcnsive® azainst manifeatations w‘mtionalism. There had alwavs been a

<%

closs scrutiny of those who champlonad the Ulrainian language. Every nighor oducational

institution has a "Svecizl Departrent®, a branch of the security orszns » Yich kosops a
file on every student and professor, thus exerting & tight control on the life of the

institubtion. All profecsors, who insist:on lescturing in Ukrainian arc on a gpecial list

and carefully watched 2s dangerous enendes of the Soviet stats. A1l clussrocms are

conneciad by an inter-communication system to a central recording rcom. Periodically

1ccturcs ars tazped and carefully scrutinized for any nationalist sentizznts and

deviations from the provailing ideolfgical lins. After Demichev's instructions, the

off.'ensice begtng Khrushchovis throats were being translated into reality by his
succusgors. Iydia Orel was relieved of her poat; ‘%I"estopal a3 expmllcd £rorn the party
and dismigsed from his 5 positions the ¥iev vzmtcr, who gpoks up abt the party conicrence
of writers, was surmonad to the CC by AeDe Ske.ba, the hated and despisced Stalinist tlied
secretary, who is in charpe of agitation and proparanda, and given 2 thorouzh dreasing
dowr arnd & stern warning; students involvaed Zn the campaign tp propagate the Ukrainian
language at Kiev Univeruity ware detained, terrorived and some even expalled,

ALl surmer tension was building up; tha zecurity pollics becams more active; de-
tensions and intervogations increcsed, fssuming mags proportlons in Kilev afier oy re-
turn to :'Canada in August, 1965. Later news arrived that among the arrested wers Lzyuba.
Néw comes rews that a mumber have been nenténcsd, aéong them Karavansky. The fate of

other opponents of Russification, Orel, Shestopal, Lobko, who wus qismsed from the




1w ‘ - 77 - 2N
Mo O

Acadsny (O;,C.L(.‘.ﬁ('s.ﬂ in June 1963, are not lf.mm /

o

There are aaiy, wao Lhongh not dn pesgession of Incentrovertable evidsnom, have

oorenzly suspecied the exditence of a policr wich denice non-Puegizng their national

cud personal rigobs. One such was Talrdro Moglistti. Me comld not howe knowm all the
facts, but be zonsed thase injustices when he wrote in his "Pest Larantt, publishad
after his d=ath:

'I‘ho rroblen reriting the graatast attentior...
is however, that of overcozing the regine of
restrictions and suppresainng of the democratic

and personal freadoms which was introduced by
ftalinees Tha general lmpression is that there
axists ¢ slownass and a resistance against the
return to the Ieninist norms that ensured )
within the pariy, as well as outside it, a
broal frecdom of exprausian and dehate on
q_“c.wtlo 2 of cwulture, art and politics. Ve can
not wndsvstand this slo nees and this resistance,
especially when taking into accomnt the existing
conditions, when caplizlist encirelemsnt no
longer exicts. (%)

Togliatii'g words had a profound leavening effect on the pecpics of tha USSR. Will
not cthere raise their voices on beh2lf of a mation fighting with itz back to the wall,
for its ‘cultura. and its language? There arae about 2000,000 Ulrainizns on this centinent,
will they not speak up? Will not taa French Canadians s who have zuccsszflly maintalined
thair language and their cuwlitwre cpoak up on behalf of a nation that doec not even huve
the ~ight to use its language in scheols and state institntions? Will not writers, poets,
profleszors, students, ‘2dd their protests? Will not statesmen, motivaisd Ly respect for
Justice raise thelt voices in the free assamblies of the worlde?

In Xiev I heard of a grade VI student frho wrotss

Ths world shoutz: Fraadom for Asia, freedom for Africal
When will it shout: Freedon for Ukrainse

m maa Sk ‘t’whﬁuﬁwmummnm oIt
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Cj Clozsary -

USFR. Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.

R. The Ruscian Soviet Federated Socialist Republie, the largest of the 15 republica
of the USSR. The population iz for the most part Russien,but includes many
smaller nations, which inhabited the areas beafore thay were added to ths
Ruscian Tmpire.

jeTadn
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UkrSSR. Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,‘the socond largest of the republics. Also
referred to in the text as Ukrailne, ‘

ASSR. Autonomous Soviet Socialist Republic. Areas comprised of small nationalities not
large enough to form a national republic. There are 19 in the USSR. Of these, 15
are in the RSTSR.

CPSU. Cqmmunist Party of the Soviet Union.

CPU. Communist Party of Ukraine, When firat formed the letter (b) was inserted (CP(b)U)
denoting Bolsheviks, In the text the (b) is omitted.

CC; Central Cormittee.

Suprems Soviet. The house of representatives orginized along the lines of the House of
Commons, but without any real powers.

Council of Peoples! Comnissars. Now called the Council of Ministers. Thes equivalent of
. the cabinet. The chairman is the prime minister.

Bolshevik. The term is applied to menbers of the majority in the Russian Social
) Democratic lsbour Party. Thay later formed the Communist Party.

Bourgeois na*ionalist. Term used in the USSR to denots nationalizts in Ukraine and other
non-Russian areas of the Russian empire, who wished to forn
indaspendsnt democratic states based on privete ovmarship. Such
people are regarded as the most dangerous encnmies of the USSR.

Central Rada. The latter word means council. This was a convention in Ukraine of
© repregontatives of political parties and other organizations, called in
1917, after the overthrow of the Tsar, to form & government in Ukraine,
Petlura, Simon. Political and military leader in Ukraine from 1917 to 1520.

Kurkul Term applied to peasants of average wealth. The policy of the Soviet government
was to confiscate their property and exile or destroy them.

YCL. Young Communist League, the youth organization of the Communist Party.

KGB. Committee of State sgcurity,‘the Ruszian gecret police.
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Appendix T . : &QD

Nationag:bomposition of the Population of tha UKrSSR 1959.

Total population 11,869,016 %
Ukrainians 32,158,493 76.8
Tussians 7,090,823 16.9
Jewrs 840,311
Poles 363,297
Relorussians 250,890
Moldavians 241,650
Bulzarians 219,409 A
Hunzorians 149,229 L
Greaks 104,359 L
Remanians 100,863
Tatars : 61,527 0
Armenians 28,024 T
Hahauz ' 23,530 H
Gypsien 22,515 E )
Czechs ' 14,539 R
Slovaks 13,991 S
Georgians 11,57h '
Yordva . 11,397 6.3
Chuvash 8,925
Lithuanians 8,906
Uzbeks 8,472
Latvians ’ 6,919
hzorbaidzhans _ 6,680
Kazalkhs 4,694
Egtoniong : . . 4,181
Dagestans 3,823
Albanians 3,809
Bashkirs : 3,315
Osetins 3,325

" Karaims 3,301
Udmurts 2,828
Source: Itogl vsesoyuznoy perepisi, Ukrainskaya SSR, plé8.
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NationaQCo:nposition of students in Highor Educational Institutions of tho rSSR 1560.

Fe Y

Tot2l in USSR o 17,718 Z
Ulrainians . 260,945 62.5:
Russians - 125,464 ' 30.
Jovi 18,673 . 3
Dclorussians - W,377

Woldavians - .1,030

Arrmeniens . 509

Ceorgians S 527 A
Tatars ' . 517 1L
Agcrbaidshans . 192 L
Chuvagh 0 139

Osetins 129 0
rithuanians » 105 T
Usboks <y 104 H
Yazalhs - .01 E
Iatvians L. 8k R
¥ordva R 78 -
Yakuts - &8

Komi ' .. 62 7.5
Dafestans . . 8BS

Bashkirs - c1

Estonians 51

Kirkhiz v : . bl

Kalmyks s L2

Balkars » Lo

Abknaz B 38

Buriats ' s 29

TadzZiks .28

Turisien . 28

Xabarding ' 22

Yaris _ co21

Karelians o 17

Udzurts o 17

Ingush : 8 \
Chechon 6

Othera 3,7h6

Source: Vysshee obrazovanie, op. cite, pl30,
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Appendix ITX O

“’*tlom.;OComno"it*ovx of Specialists with Higher Ec.ucatlon in UleSsw 1940,

L)s ik

Total in UlkrSsR - 685,85 - Z
Ukrainians - 399,931 ; £8.3
nubu.l...ns 181 }189 o 05
Jews . 83 089
Balorussians , 6 »272
Armeniuns N ,800
¥oldavians 823'
Tators . 806
Georgians . 578
Chuvash . 228
Iatvians - 209
Osetins o183
Yordva : © 175
th’ suanians , 13
Kom - 123
Udmux'ts s -
Estonizng 1L
Adzervaidshans ; 101
Yaris L 61
Yaluts us
Bashitiys . Lo
Karclians - 32
Dagestans 31
Uzbeks ' 31
Kazalhs v
Tadziks
Rallars
Buriats
Ankhoo
Kabording
Tarknon
Kirlkhis
Kalnyks
Chechens
Ingezh

:u-a.l:olpaks

i;‘l MOEEMO >

Source: Vysshoe obrazovanie, op. cit., p70Q..
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Appendix IV

e
Distriition of Ulrainian Specialists with Higher ZEducation in republica of the USSR 1960.

Total in rsen 5‘172729 %

399,921
854,155
10,98 -

5,7C2
5Ll
2,984

-
o=
P

Fussian
Kazakn
tioldavian
Pelerugsian
Uzbuk

Xirkhiz 2,203 -
Zetvian 1,135
“adzhik 2,108

Turlonen ssn 787
Lzerbaidzhan sSm 615 -
Georgian SSR - 879
Lithusnian SR . 519

VEEESEO ke

Estonian "SSr :
Armenian SSR 168 6.1

Source: Vysshee obrazovanie, op. cit., p70 - Ti.
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Comparison of Hussians ard Ukrainians in Various Arsas of ducation &s ¢ of

Total for tho USSR (Summary).

Tre  Tunoiung
Population 559 A
Students in seCe SPecCe 8d. ingte . 195, 65.2
frecialiscts with sec. spec. ed. 1964 : 65.1
Students in higher ed, inst. 1964 él1.
Post iraduato studenis 1960 56.5
Scientists , 19 66,

Appendix VIT

Comparison of Russlans and Ukrainians in Various ircas of Education o % of the

Tetal for the USSR (Swrmary)e

Pooulation ' ‘ : - I95T 15.9
Studenis’ In goc. spec. ed. inst. 196 24.8

Students i higher ede. inste 1966 30.

Specialists withi hisher ed. 1980 26.5

Scientists 1960 ot given
\-

76.8
6941
€z.5
58.3

LB.3
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mparison of Various Areazs of
for the USSR (Summary).

Population

Budzet for a1} cducation
Dudget for olom. and Llle SGC,
Dudgat for €achnicums

Tudist for hijhar education
Textibooks for tochnicumg
Texthooks Tor higha ed. inst.
Sec. grec. ed. ingt.

Hicuer ed. inst.

. \n i
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Appendix v

Education of the RSrew and “ie UleeStl 83 € of Totalo

VHTEER
e
! 17.2
ad. < 17- 6
5 ) 18.5
16.4
10,
16.3
17.5

frudents in see. spee. ed. inst. . 20 16.3

Stulents in hijhor e inst.

17.L

Students in higher ed, inst, receiving gtipends , 17.7
“tudenis In nisher ed. inst. sponsored by enterprises 16.1
smstitutions with power to recommend students for

candidate and PhD degrees
Craduates of voc-tech, schools
graduate students
Specialidts wita sac, gPec. od.
Scientists '
Sclentists with pan desrecs

848
16,

Worxers who improved their qualifications winile

coployed




