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This volume inciudes the following chapters:

THE JEWS [N THE SOVIET UNTON - Zev Katz
THE TATARS AND THE TATAR ASSR - Gustav Burbiel
MOIDAVTIA AND THE MOLDAVIANS - Stephen Fischer-Galati

COMPARATTVF TABLES FOR THE MAJOR SOVIET NATIONALITIES -
Zev Katz and Frederic T. Harmed

The crnapters are hased on papers contributed by the above-named
specialists. However, the chapters as presented here have been edited
bv the project staff and some of the data, tables, and other materials

have been added. Responsibility for the final versions therefore

rests with the project.

The work reported in this document was conducted under contract

between the U.S. Information Agency and the Center for International

Studies, Massachusetts Institute of Technology. The distribution of

this paper does not indicate endorsement by the United States Infor-
mation Agency, nor should the contents be construed as reflecting the
official opinion of that Agency.
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PREFACE

This volume is a part of the five-volume study, “Attitudes of
Major Soviet Nationalities,'" produced at the Center for International
Studies, MIT. The studv deals with seventeen Soviet nationalities--
the fifteen which have their own Union Republics, plus the Tatars and
the Jews. Each natfonality is the subject of one chapter. The
nationalities are grouped by geographical and/or cultural affinity

in four of the volumes: The Slavs, The Baltics, The Transcaucasus,

and Central Asia. This volume, the fifth in the series, includes
chapters on the Moldavians, the Tatars, and the Jews, as well as a

set of comparative tables for all nationalities,

The inclusion of the three nationalities named does not imply
that these nationalities are alike., Rather, they are included here
since they did not fit in any of the other groupings. The Moldavians,
though they have 2 Union Republic of their own, do not belong to any
"oroup" in the USSR, The Tatars and the Jews were selected from among
the manv non-union nationalities: the Tatars because they are a well-
known and rather important ethnic group in the heartland of the
European RSFSR; the Jews because of the importance and topicality of
their case. The Tatars have an Autonomous Republic but also a large
dispersed population in the USSR. Officially, the Jews have an
autonomous province in Birobidzhan, but in reality thev are a dis-
persed people, of whom only a tiny mirority live 1in this "Jewish

province."

111
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The comparative tables provide basic data for all republics and

composite indexes ranking the republics on several criteria (described
in the Introduction to the tables).

Since the chapters on nationalities are written according to a

uniform pattern, the chapter outline and note on references given at

the beginning of the volume apply to all of them.
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PART A

General Information




. Territory

The Jews of the USSR are a dispersed nationalitv without a home republic,

“ut thev afe for the most part concentrated in certain historical areas of

ottt lement .,

In 1772, the First Russian Imperial decree was issued establishing a
Pale a0t Western and Southyestern part of Russia within which jews were
illowed to settles  [n 1804 the Caucasus was included in the Pale. A clear
telimiration of the Pale was given by another decree in 1835. Tt consisted
of Littmania and most of Belorussia, the Ukraine, and "New Russia" (the
wonthern RSFSR along the Black Sea). Jews alreadv residing in the BRaltic
aroviiees were allowed to remain.l These tracitional areas of settlement,
tozether with the major cities of the Soviet Union, remain main centers of
Irwish ponulation. According to the CQﬁSUS,7 Jews amount ta about 707 of
the sopulation in Chernovtsv, 137 in Odessa, and 9% in Kiev, while onlv 4%

in Leningrad and about 47 in Moscow.3 (Sce Table A.2.)

During the 19208 and 193038 the Soviet authorities and the Yevsektsiya
(see Historv) made attempts to settle the Jews on land in Jewish national
districts (Kalinindorf in the Kherson province, Novo-7latopol've and Stalindorf
in the Ul.raine, in the Crimea). A special ~overpment organization (KOMZET)
was established for this purpose.A The largest such attemnt was the creation
of the Jewish Autonomous Province in Rirobidzhan, an area of 1377 saare
miles close to the Chinese horder. That province consists of plains along
the Amur River, with extensive swamps and grassy steppes, as well as hilly

areas rising toward the Bureva and the lLittle Khingan ranges. These are

covered bv oak-conifer and dense taiga forests. As in other areas of the

Iﬂrcenborg, 1965: 10-11; Neustadt, 1970: 32. See also the sections
on historv and demographv.

2wlnerov(-r no date is given, "census" refers to the 1970 census.
;DOCYPF, 1971: 18-20; Newth, 1969: Millman, 1971: 13-18.
ASrhwartz, 1951: 151-154.
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During the Soviet reriod major migratory processes among the Jewig~ -n--

ulation have been largelv in two directions:

(aj from the previous Pale of Settlement area towards the Fast;

(b) from the Shtetl (small, vredominantly Jewish townships) in gerera:

to the bieg cities and new industrial towns,

Traditionallv, Jews were not allowed to own land or live in rural areas;
as a result, thev are highlv urbanized. In 1887, their urban (town and namie:
vopulation amounted to 83%. In 1939 thig figure was 87%; in 1959, 977%; in 1%,
47.87." Altozetrer, about two tnirds of a million Jews are now living irn fcur
lareze citiles. 1Irne exact number depends on the definition of Jew used for cre
statistiacl census estimates, reiving primarilyv on self-identification, are
iowesr, wnile estimates trat include those who are Jewish bv passport or
descént nrovide ronsideraniv nigher ficures. (See Table A.2., e.g., 500,70

Jiws in loscow, 306,000 Jews in Leningrad, etc.)
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Jews -~ Territorv - &

Cities with Maijor Jewish Concentrations, 1959-1970

t
!
E Table A.2.
|
‘1
i

No. of No. of Jews as 7 of total Rstimatedb
Jews Jews city population numbers
i ’ Ciey 1959 1970 1959 1970 1970
‘ vascow 250, 000 251,500 4.1% 3.6% 500,000

| t Leningrad 168,641 162,587 5.17 4,17 300,000 ;-
Kiev 153,466 152,000 13.8% 9.3% 225,000 :
Odessa over 100,000 2 116,280 15.0% 13,0% ———- :
Kharkov over 75,000 2 76,211 8.0% 6.2% ——— é
Tashkent 50,445 56,000 5.4% 4.0% —- 3
bnepropetrovsk, . 50,000 ° 68,776 ¢ 7.6% 8.0% — %
‘ Kishinev 42,934 49,905 18.2% 13.4% 65,000 %
‘ Chernovtsy over 42,140 2 37,221 28.2% 19.9% 50,000 2
Minsk 38,842 47,057 7.6 5.1% ——— 4
Riga 30,267 30, 581 5.0% 4.2% 35,000 g
Baku 29,204 29,716 3.0% 2.3% — {

Lvov over 20,000 * 27,584 © 4,92 5.0% —

Tbilis1 17,430 19,579 2.5% 2.2% ——
Vilnfus 16,3564 16,400 6.9% 4,67 25,000 3
Samarkand 14,000 16,000 7,1% 6.0% —~——— 5
Alma-ata 8,425 9,180 1.9% 1.32 — 3
i Tallfnn 3,714 3,754 1.3% 1.0% 5,000 i

’Estimate by Newth-Millman, {
“Estimates from Decter, 1971: 18-20,

“Total urban population in the province, slmost all in the main city.

Source: Millman, 1971: 13-18; Census Data (for Moscow and the republics);

Newth, 1969; Ttogi 1970:1V : 98, 178,187, 191, 200, 223, 258,
269, 279, 283, 320.




1. Economy

Before the Revolution the Jews made up about one-third of tre total
urban population of the Pale of Settlement. Most of the trade and craf‘s
in tnat area was in Jewish hands. Jewish businessmen, professionals and
merchants made a significant contributjon to the development of a market economv
and to the industrialization «f Russia. Jewish enterprise had a Jarge share
in the sugar industry (33%) and in railways, building, banking, agricultural

export companies, the o0il industrv, and heavv industry. Some Jews became

millionaires (e.g., Brodsky, the sugar magnate) and successful merchants. Yet
in 1897 about 50% were craftsmen, hired hands, and workers in small industries.
About 407 were shopkeepers and commercial agents. Five percent were profes-

sionals, and onlv 2.5% were farmers.

World War I caused major dislocations in the Pale area. The Civil War
brought large scale pogroms and control of the whole economy by the Soviet
government. By 1920 the Jewish role in the traditional Russian economv had been
largely destroyed. The New Economic Policy (1921-1927) allowed for a limited

return to small-scale manufacture and trade, but many Jews were without work.

In the late 1920s and 1930s a major socio-occupational transformation
occurred among Soviet Jews. In 1924, 25% of the Jews in the Ukraine were
artisans and 35% were hired workers. By 1939, fully 71% of all Jews in the
USSR rere workers and emplovees working for the state and public organizations.
Only 16% of the total were artisans and 67 farmers. About 437 of the total
of workers and employees were manual workers; the rest (30.5% of all Jews)

were professionals and white-collar workers.

]Baron, 1964, passim; Ettinger, 1971: 4-5.
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Witi tne beginnping of the Five Vear Plans the countrv needed great

Aumbers of literate and s"illed bookkeeners, managers, traders, bureaucrats,
~nropazandists, engineers, educators, and scientists. The Jews adapted to these
roles more auicklv than manv other nationalities, and thev soon became a vital
and integral part of the Sfoviet managerial-technological machine and of the
political and cu’tural aoparatus. Tn the 1930s, though Jews made up onlyv about
27 of the nopulation of the USSR, they acchunted for 16% of all doctors and
workers in cultural institutions in the USSR, 14% of all students, and 137 of
all scientists. This remains the socio-occupational profile of the majority

of the Jews in the USSR, apart from the Nriental communities, among whom there
still is a high percentage of artisans and of skilled and unskilled workers.
Since the 1930s, Jewish participation in farming ard manual labor has gone down

while participation in white-collar work and in the professions has increased.

Nonetheless, the relative weight of Jews in the educated and creative

manpower pool is constantly falling because of the speedy growth of these strata.

There is also well-documented discrimination in recruitment to some fields.

In some categories even the absolute numbers of Jews are going down, as indicated

in Table A.3.

The Soviet Jews are the most educated and professionally advaneed of
the ethnic groups in the USSR. If an estimate of 2,750,000 Jews by passport

(as differentiated from "census Jews') is assumed, it appears that about one in
four of the total (including those not able-bodied as well) are in the educated
labor pool {see Table A.3.) -~ a very high ratio by all counts. Jews in the
USSR have 166 specialists (with higher or secondary specialized education)
working in the economy per 1000 Jewish population. Georgians are second with 45
per 1000, and Moldavians are last with 12 per 1000.2 The discrepancy between

Jews and other nationalities is similar, though less extreme, for scientists

and students.3

1Ibid.

2
Nar. obraz., 1971: 240.

P

3
Nar. obraz., 1971: 194,278; Nar. khoz. 1972: 105.
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1963-4  1967-8 1970-1
1. Students in higher education (including 82,600 110,000 115,800
evening and external)
Jews as percentage of total 2,5% 2,55% 2.3%
2. Students at specialized secondary schools 51,300 46,700 40,000
Jews as percentage of total 1.72% 1.12% 0.937
3. WVorking specialists with higher education 322,700 327,800 356,800
Jews as percentage of total 7.1% 6.,27% 5¢2%
4, Working specialists with specialized 159,700 169,300 181,800
secondary education
Jews as percentage of total 2,.4% 2.2% 1.8%
5. Scientific and academic workers 50,915 58,952 64,400
Jews as percentage of total 8.3% 7.65% 6.9%
6, Total Jewish specialists and students 616,300 653,800 684,400
in the USSR (1-4 above, including
most of 5 as well)
Jews as percentage of total 3.5% 3.0% 2,0%
Sources: Soviet Union--50 Years (Progress Publishers, Moscow, 1968), pp. 237-8,

Jevws - Fconomy - 3

Table A.3.

Jewish Educated Manpower in the USSR

Nar. khoz. 1967: 803,811. See also: J. A. Newth, "Jews in the
Soviet Intelligentsia," Bulletin on Soviet Jewish Affairs, no. 2

(July 1968) vii, I-12. Nar. khoz. 1970: 651,648,
adapted from Katz (1970: 3337,

This table is
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T rough the Revolution

Jews first settled in Eastern Europe in the days of the second Temple,
several centuries B,C. Archeological finds of the first century A.D. speak of
sreanized Jewish communities in Greek city colonies along the northern shores of
the Black Sea. Like others in these cities, the Jews were craftsmen (potters,
iewvelers) as well as merchants in grain, fish, and slaves. They enjoyed certain
rights of communal autonomy but not those of full citizenship, A stone in-
szriotion from Panthekapaion on the Kerch peninsula records a ceremony of manu-
mission in the local synagogue., The Jewish colonies along the Black Sea were

the first islands of monotheism in Eastern Europe.

In the seventh and eighth centuries A,D. nomadic Turkic tribes called
X{hazars settled between the Black and the Casplan Seas. They believed in a
susreme God as well as in their magicians. Jews took advantage of their tolerance
of other religions and settled in their commercial towns, such as Ethyl and Semander
on the Caspian, lying along the routes from the East into Byzantium, In the
2ighth or ninth century the royal house of Khazar and large portions of its no-
“ility and population embraced the Jewish faith, The conversion to Judaism of
such a major kingdom was a unique case in Jewish history and remained something of
1 legend for many centuries.2 The Jews remained a digstinct community in Khazaria
until the end of the tenth century when the Khazar kingdom was defeated by

s7iatoslav, Grand Duke of Kiev.

1This section is based on the following sources: Sachar, 1972; Halpern, 1968;
Dubnow, 1916-1920; Ettinger, 1970; Schwartz, 1951 and 1966.

2According to some sources the royal house of Khazar came to its decision to
accept Judaism only after prolonged disputes in which learned people of Islam
and Christianity also presented their case. Israel Halpern points out, however,
that there may have been political reasons for this decision by the Khazars,
since their acceptance of Judaism underscored their independence of the neigh-
boring Christian Byzantines in the west and the Islamic Arabs to the south,
Halpern, 1968: 86 ; Dubnow, 1916: 52.
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Tome of £ em at least were associated with the authorities and suffered durir:

a revolt in

ir Kiev composed a commentary on the Bible in 1124. Rabbi Moses Raba of Kiev
(twelfth century) corresponded with Jewish religious scholars in Germany and “ne
reads of the great Yeshiva in Babylon. Also, holv books were sometimes tran--
ported from Babvlon to Germany through the Kievan principality (Kiev Rus).
There were small Jewish communities in other towns in Kiev Rus ard in southern
Poland, especially along the trade routes between Germany and Kiev. The Jewisr

cormunity in Kiev disanpeared with the disintegration of the Kiev principalit-

itself, but

Some Jews lived briefly in Moscow as foreign representatives, physicians,
and merchants. But the authorities firmly opposed permanent Jewish settlement,
particularly after the so-called "Judaisers" sect appeared in the fifteenth
century. This nominally Christian sect denied that Jesus was literally "a Son
of God" as well as the principle of the Trinity, and was opposed to the official
Russian Ortnodox Church. Though some Jews may have had an influence on the

movement, it was never a part of the Jewish faith. It spread, however, among

e i i s s TR e
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was a lewis: communitv in the town living in a quarter of its own.
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the center of a growing Slavic sta--

1113. The Jewish community in Kiev had a Rabbi; a Jewish sacholar

the Jewish presence in the Crimea continued through the centuries.
g

considerable portions of the nobility and the Church and convinced Moscow that | des

Jewish settlement within its domain was undesirable.

largely unchanged until the fall of the monarchy in 1917,

This conviction remained

; est
f the

From the 1l4th century, Jews settled in large numbers in Poland, and from } the

there they moved on to Lithuania and the present lands of the Ukraine and Belo- 2 th
russia. This development was a result of persecution in Western Europe, ac- $ e
companied by a high rate of natural increase. Only a few of the settlers in 1 en'
these lands came from the areas previously inhabited by Jews in the south of ; ce
Russia. The Polish kings and landlords encouraged the settlement of foreigners, 1 wh
especially Germans and Jews, since their skills in crafts and commerce aided re

. the development of towns. Such urban settlements were a source of tax income as hu
well as of economic and miiitary strength and culture. The authorities granted } n
them protection as well as cerrain privileges, including the right to practice an

their religion and autonomy in internal affairs.

Jewish communities elected
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{aad Arba Haaratzot]. The Council included ele-taed renresentat;ye

-~ Poland, Little Poland, Ruthenia, arnd Yolwnia (rerritories ~resermcle ,n * w
-ruire and Belorussia). Later, renresentatives fre~ Lit-uani.a were Added. .

: 2nd of the I5th centurv there had been onlv several fons of *-oucand

bl
-
3

.o e combined territories of Poland and Lithuania: hv tne middle nf t-e 17t~

wmturv thev numbered hundreds of thousands.

This "golden age" of Polish Jewry came to an end with the Cossack uprising urder
snohdan Khmelnitskv, 1648-1658. Forbidden to own land or engage in certain

~~cupations, many of the Jews became linked to the economv of the Polish
landlords, collected taxes for them and owned country taverns. The Jews were

nated as foreigners and non-Christians. The Cossack-Tatar alliance against the
Poles was victorious, conquering large areas and many towns with considerable
Tewish populations. The Cossacks tortured and massacred the Jews and handed
survivors over to the Tatars as slaves. In 1654 Muscovite forces also swept
into Polish-l.ithuanian territories, killing many Jews, exiling others into the
interior, forcibly converting some to Christianity, and selling some into slavery.
“hat was for the Ukrainians a war of national liberation, for Moscow a historic vie-
*nry, was, like the Spanish inquisition or the later Nazi holocaust, one of the
preat calamities in the history of the Jewish people. Fstimates of the victims
range from one hundred thousand to half a million; 700 Jewish communities were
degtroved and many thousands turned into refugees.l

The number of Jews in Europe in the middle of the 18th centurv has been
estimated at 1.5 million, The largest community was in Lithuania-Poland. With
the three successive partitions of this state toward the end of tnat century
the majority of these Poligsh Jews found themselves under Russian rule. Though
there had been only few Jews in their domain, the rulers of Russia had already
eatablished a strong anti-Jewish tradition, Peter the Great, who labored at

n2

ent{cing foreigners to Russia, called the Jews 'rogues and cheats His suc-

cessors expelled them from inner Russia and parts of the Ukraine. Catherine II,
who ruled during the partitions of Poland, granted them religious rights and
recognized the autonomy of the kahal (it was convenient for collecting taxes),
~ut continued the restrictions put on them during the period of Polish decline.

In 1791 she created the Pale of Settlement. The legislation included stringent

ant{-Jewish rules outside the Pale.

1Sachar, 1972: 240-241; Halpern, 1968: 212-265.
2Sarhar, 1972: 310.
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© st seesaw situation continued. With the acoe
L e mer., e ews ooften ooed for liheralization, but =cr- .
e T T ST B ca- tre case wit- Alexander T, who at first %l
s i e and ens uraeed their settlement on land outside tie Filo 7.
e e wdeped s oewiie of e Jews fror large parts of tire countryside . '?
vo gda + am oto log-e land oy o0 taverns. Nicholas I's reign (1825-1855) i;~1’
deieeisad 4. " 3 relenzless 30-vear war against the Jews', whom e i»- B
cenipled oo Vlres eg oand nara<ites...an unassimilable element."l Jewish voun~- ; e
cipi (feem 11 eare nf age) were liable to be inducted into 25 vears of militur _§
vy, &, w i-° ofter meant forcible conversion to Christianitv and a "living %
feqr-" Lf t'2 individual to his family and people. Compulsory education é,
of Jewish children in government schools was decreed, the recognition of the au- g
tonomy of the kahal was withdrawn, and the Pale was narrowed, exiling 150,000 Jews 3

ol

from their homes.

Alexander II began as a liberal ruler. Talented, skilled, and wealthy Jeus
were allowed to settle outside the Pale, to study at universities, and even to
enter government service. The forced military inductions were discontinued. A
flowering of Jewish culture ensued. But towards the end of his reign reaction
set in anew. After he was killed (in 1881) by revolutionaries and Alexander ITI

became ruler, a new period of officially organized persecution began, lasting un-

til 1917, Jews were expelled from Moscow (in 1891), the civil service was closed
to them, and the settlement regulations were made more stringent, Possibilities »
for higher studies and for work in the professions were greatly limited. Many g Russi
Jews fell victim to the pogroms, while the tsarist security forces stood bv withont é Jewis
interfering, so as "not to endanger the lives of the soldiers for the sake of a g main (
few Jews."2 Even the revolutionary narodniks regarded the pogroms as a positive jf So we
phenomenon, since thev supposedly helped awaken the people from their apathy. j Leon °
| “rigo
The poproms, official anti-Jewish legislation, and expulsions continued f While

during the reign of Nicholas II, the last Tsar. In 1903 the esnrecially brutal & them,

Kishinev poprom shook the Jewish world and brought proteats from many countries.
The Black Hundred, an officially inspired reactionary organization, purposely in-

stigated a huge wave of pogroms in autumn of 1905 to divert the population from

1
Sachar, 1972: 313-315,

2
Ettinper, 1970; 124-131; Greenberg, 1951: 77-86,
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- = a-n.ving revolutionary movement.1 In NOdessa alene hundreds were wounded ard

-¢ thousands of shops and homes were ransacked. Some of the Jevs were active
.- +~# revolutionary movement and in self-defense organizations, for which r~anv
wer» ranged and thousands were exiled to Siberia, 1In 1911 Vendel Peilis was nut
~= =rtal in Kiev for murdering "a Christian child to use his blood for Passover
~atze,'" The concocted trial evoked worldwide protests as well as active orposition
-7 -~rominent Russian intellectuals. The jury gave a verdict of not puflty, and

1°rer two vears in prison Beilis was released.

%v the peginning of the 20th century, nearly half of all Jews in the world
vare within the confines of the Russian empire, On the eve of World war I their
~umrer was estimated at six million.3 Confined to the Pale, persecuted, and nocr,
-~arv Jews looked for a solution through emigration either to Palestine (Zionism)
<r o the liberal and richer countries in Western Furope and America. By 1914 hun-

iradg of thousands had left.a

The first years of World Viar 1 and of the Revolution (1914-1921) brought tragic
»sents and momentous changes for Russian Jewry., At first hundreds of thousands
vere exiled, killed, and wounded during the advance and retreat of the Russian
forces (especially by the Cossacks). The Jews enthusiagtically greeted the fall
of the monarchy in 1917 and the new democratic republic which repealed all dis-
criminatory legislation against Jews. A short flowering of Jewish political and
cultural activities ensued, For the first time, Jews held elections to an all-
Pussian Jewish congress. They could move freely in the country, and people of
Jewish origin were among the leaders of the main political parties. Lenin's
main opponent, the prominent leader of the Mensheviks, Julius Martov, was Jewish,
So were several of the top leaders of the Bolsheviks and of the young Soviet state:
Leon Trotsky; Jacob Sverdlov, the first 'president' of the Russian Soviet Republic;
Grigori Zinoviev, the first chairman of the Third International, and many others.
“hile parts of the Jewish population supported the Bolsheviks, many others opposed

them, and many soon became their victims (the rabbinical clergy, the rich, the

1
‘Dubnow, 1920: 124-131; Greenberg, 1965: 77-86.

“reenberg, 1951: 88-91.

‘The 1897 census showed 5,215,800 Jews in Russia, of whom about 4,900,000 lived
r e Pale. For details see Schwartz, 1951: 10-14.

“.ouiet statisticians estimate that between 1897 and 1926, 600,000 Jews emigrated.
wartz, 1951 14,

)
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Chrainian natienaliste, * 4 Cowsacrs, and the Whites soon embarked on a

CF cersecution and mossacres of Jews reminiscent of the times of Khmelni:

Tn tie revolution and Ciwvil War more than one hundred thousand Jews were

and many more fad their nronertv confiscated or their trade forbidden. T,

in o the western territories (Poland, the Baltic areas, Moldavia) found ther-.
1

utside Soviet Russia.

During ¢ 17208 and 1930s Soviet Jewish life was revolutionized. &
indenendent Jew <l oroanizations, rarties, publications, educational and r-
sicus Institations were liruidated. On t'e other hand, the Communist Par:-
orzanized Jewis!: institutions controlled bv special Jewish sections of the
Partv (Yeveehtsiva)., A Jewis® culture was developed with communist conter:
(sec Section A~V, on culture). The Soviets made efforts to settle the Jews
on the land in several "Jewish national districts" in the South of Russia,
and lkraine, and the Crimea. Though some measure of anti-Jewish feeling was

utilized by the Stalinists against Trotskv, Zinoviev, and Kamenev -- all Jews --
bl

there was no official anti-“emitism during the earlv period of Stalin’s rule.
Jews occupied high positions: L. Kaganovich was one of Stalin's lieutenants:

Maxim Litvinov was foreign minister; L. Mekhlis was a top security aide.

“In the early 1930s the Jewish sections of the Party were abolished. A

swift decline in Jewish cultural instititions set in. Manv Jews died

in the purges of the 1930s, but not for being Jewish. In fact the

1930s were a period of rapid assimilation, with many Jews shedding their
identity in the beljef that all ocher nationalities would do the same and
become one Soviet nation. The Josces among Jewish writers and Vevsektsia

activists caused by the pirges were a blow to Jewish culture and facilitated

the trend for assimilation.3

1Sachar, 1972: 381-383.

2 . .
Popular anti-Semitism was especially strong during the 1920s; see

Weinryb, 1970: 298-303, Schwartz, 1951.

Schwartz, 1951: “)-148; see also Gittelman, 1972: 2-5.
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Tn March 1928 the Soviet government announced that the rrovince of Pirohidzhan
i~ ==e Far Fast (see Territerv) would heccre a Jewich autonomous area, availatle

i~r =ettlement, The motivations behind this were corplex. Large numbers of Jews

~~:14 not find work after the destruction of the previous economic fabric in the

“ale area, The urge to make the Jews into'productive" citizens was a Pussian tra-

“ition from tsarist times.l Soviet leaders also hoped to utilize the 'Zionist" urge
i~ order to settle an empty swamp-and-forest area on the horder with China.

- also hoped to attract money, sympathv, and some settlers from the Jewish diasncra.
‘natvertently they actually recognized in this manner the validity of the central

-enet of Zionism: the need for the Jewish people to settle in a land of their

swn where they could form a political unit, After thousands of Jews moved to
zirobidzhan, the area was duly proclaimed a Jewish Autonomous Province in May

1934, However, the grand plans for Jewish colonization of the area never material-
ized. By the mid-1930s Soviet industrialization was in full swing, providing op-
sortunities of employment at home for the skilled and newly educated Jews. Col-
lectivization and the purges in Birobidzhan made conditions there decreasingly at-
tractive., Following negative reports from the USSR, support from the West dwindled.
firobidzhan was not the Holy land and the Amur river was rnot the Jordan, During

“erld Yar 11 further settlement was not allowed.

“ltimately verv few Jews settled in the area. However, having been
“45lished as a Jewish Autonomous Province, the area remains designated as
and tnus permits the Soviets to assert that foviet Jews have their own
~rritorial entity within Soviet borders. Appropriately, there is a Jewish
~ which more accuratelv assesses the situation:
Mestion: What is true about the Jewish Autonomous Province?

Answer: Well, it is not Jewish, nor aufonomous -- but it is a
province -~ that's for sure...

‘Abramsky, 1970: 62-67; Schwartz, 1951: 160-180.

JSchwartz, 1951: 175-190; Schwartz, 1966: 192-197; Goldberg, 1961;

Abramsky, 1970: 67-75. For a Soviet presentafion on Birobidzhan today, see
.., Soviet Life (May) 1972, p. 17, an article written by Lev Shapiro,
rccently elected Jewish First Party Secretary there.
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werld war IT and e 3lack Years

Ti.e Soviet-Nazi nact (August 1939) at the beginning of World War Il mar<~s
a new stage in the history of Soviet Jewry. Litvinov was removed and other Jew-

{sh officials were quietly eliminated from conspicuous positions. About two
million Jews were among the new Soviet citizens in the incorporated areas of Fo-
land, the Baltic states, and Moldavia. while many thousands of Jewish refuze=s
from Nazi-occupled Poland were received well by the Soviet authorities, others
were forcibly driven back over the Nazi border and up to a quarter of a million
were exiled by the security police to camps in remote areas.l After the Nazi
attack on the USSR (Junme 1941) a dual situation again developed. On the one hand
Jews fought well in the war and had cmne of the highest ratios of heroes of the
Soviet I'nion among all nationality groups. A Jewish Antifascist Committee was
created in Moscow including the most prominent Soviet-Jewish personalities. It
was the first ''representative” Jewish body since 1917, Among other Soviet

citizeas, hundreds of thousands Jews were evacuated to the inner parts of the

USSR and thus saved from extermination by the Nazis., But, on the other hand, dur-

ing the same period anti-Semitism was revived in Soviet Russia——in the occupied
territories, at the front, and in the inner parts of the country, which had be-
come flooded by alien and often hetter educated and wealthier Jews. Nationalist
and anti-Soviet local inhabitants be:ame allies of the Nazis and took a willing
part in hunting down and killing approximately 2 million Jews in the occupied

lands. Jewish survivors, returning after liberation to their former areas, en-

countered popular anti~Semitism and official discrimination.2

With the beginni i i
ginning of the Cold War, and with Stalin's ever deeper immersion

in siani i
in Russianism and hatred cf the West, the situation for the Jews continued to be

tenuous. According to his daughter Svetlana, the aging Stalin became more and

more anti-Semitic. i i i
I-Semitic. He did attempt to capitalize on Jewish nationalism to get the

British out of Palestine, and the USSR supported partition and recognized the
newly created State of Israel in Mav 1948.

Golda Meir as t

However, the appearance in Moscow of

h@ : . . N :
first Tsraeli envoy, eliciting manifestations of sympathv from

] . *
Red]lch, l); I- ’;1‘9(). ]he esti N
1 S . t is
] Z K t Cf S Ch"’art ] mate Of ().2 T 1] 110“ JEWiS]l dePOI ees N

2
Schwartz, 1966: 43-177.
during World War 1T,

4 2
.
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~ve at the Moscow svnagogue, was followed bv a major anti-Jewis’ naree. T e
~-ret police had already heen premaring for this action; in Februar~ 1948 |-
ad arranged the killing (through a traffic accident) of S. Mikionels, tre

55R's most famous Jewish actor and an outstanding former member of the Jewis'

ntifascist Committee. In the fall, a campaign against "rootless cosmonolitans’
~~zan. Thousands were imprisoned and died in the camns. The writers Leid Kvitxo,
sorets Markish, Itsik Fefer, Der-Nistor, David Bergelson, and others were impriscned
and later (August 1952) shot for supposed treason -- serving foreign powers and
attempting to make the Crimea Jewish and cut it off from the UGSP.] In Soviet~
controlled Hungary, Rumania, and Czechoslovakia purges and trials (such as tie
Slansky Trial im 1952) with clear anti-Semitic features were organized under

Soviet direction. In January 1953 the secret police "discovered'" a plot by

doctors who allegedly had poisoned some Soviet leaders. Among the 9 arrested

7 were Jewish. As anti-Jewish hysteria grew, Jews expected to be exiled to
Jiberia; preparation for such a measure were under wav. Then, on March 5, 1953,
Stalin suddenly died. A few weeks later the Soviet government announced that the
"doctors plot" was a police fabrication, the doctors were released (except for

two who had died in prison). The "Black Years" of Soviet Jewry were at last

thought to be over.

The death of Stalin, the public renunciation of the "doctors plot'" and the
vears of destalinization aroused great hopes among Soviet Jewry. Diplomatic
relations with Israel, which had been cut off during the "doctors plot" (on
February 11, 1953), were restored. A small rabinical school was opened at the
Moscow synagogue. A Yiddish literary journal began publication (in 1961), and
concerts in Yiddish were allowed. Yet in all other respects the official policy
remained unchanged. Jews were still kept out of several fields of activity
(diplomacy, foreign trade, the Party and security é&pparatus, responsible state
positions). They were discriminated against in education, work, travel.

During the campaign against economic crimes, for which the death penalty was

lSachar, 1972: 440. For an extensive treatmeit of the period, see Gilboa,
1972, passim.

2 huartz. 1966: 198-231; Weinrvb, 1970: 307-311; Alliluyeva, 1967, passim.
RS ’
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. o ittt i . o e
veinsroduced, Jews were Dullec, accused . and sentenced with special zeal: so t-:: :

than half of all those sentenced to death were Jewisi:, Following the destalinizatior
campaign, and loss of faith in the Communist ideologv, many in the Soviet Union turres
hback to their national roots. Others turned to relirion and to the democratic dissert

movement in which manv Jews became active, Those who cherished their Jewishness

came to realize that official policies would not change and that there was no nossihl¢-
1

for a full and dignified Jewish life for themselves and their children in the [U'SS®,

The roots were laid for a risiny demand for the right to emigrate.

1. .

fez:;2§iﬁ; 1270. ?11—3%5. For events in recent vears see the section on mani-
: stat S natxo?allsm, and for a recent extensive treatment of anti-
emitism in the Soviet Union, sece Korey, 1973, passim

e
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£. Introduction

There is a considerable divergence of opinion as to the total number
~f Jews in the USSR. The figure depends to some degree on one's definition
cf the term Jew. The following distinctions can be made:I

(1) "Census Jews" - those who declare themselves to be Jewish or are
registered as such during an official census. Since manv do not care to

declare themselves Jewish in front of the census takers and since there

" "

is no demand for documentary proof of "nationality,’' the census estimates
of Jews provide the lowest numbers.

(2) "Passport Jews'" - those registered as Jewish on the internal

passport that is obligatory for every urtan dweller in the USSR. Ninetv-

eight percent of Jews are urban dwellers. The registration as Jewish is

a-tered in the passport for all offspring of two Jewish parents. Upon

reaching the age of 16, the child of a marriage in which only one parent is
Jewish may declare himself either Jewish or the nationality of the other parent.
Once entered, the designation cannot be subsequently altered no matter what

the individuals' later feelings or religion may be.

(3) Jews bv descent - This categorvy includes all persons with a Jewish

parent or even grandparent, even if the person is registered as non-Jewish.

Tt is in this sense that some attacker of Pavel Litvinov denigrated him as
. 2

a "dirty Jew," since his grandfather was Jewish.

(4) "Emigration Jews" - This category also includes non-Jews who have

some family ties with Jews and as such may emigrate together with their
Jewish family. Among those who have emigrated to Israel, there are numerous
Russians, Ukrainians and others rct ethnically Jewish but now Israelis for

all practical purposes. This is potentially a large category.

1These categories are designated by the present author. But see

Nove and Newth, 1970: 128-129.

2K. Van Het Reve, Dear Comrade: Pavel Litvinov and the Voices of

Soviet Citizens' Dissent (New York: Pitman, 1969).
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Yoo 1999 and 17700 +he number of "census Jews' decreased bv about

o ereas toe total nonulation of the [SSR increased 16%. This decrease,
sowever, was not evenlv distributed among Jewish communities (see Table A.l...
Whereas in the RSFSR and in the Ukraine there were declines of 8% and 7.5%

respectivelv, in Uzbekistan and Georgia there were increases of 8.L% and

£Y. It appears that the Oriental Jews added to their number, as did the Jews
0f Moldavia (+3.2%). The main losses were among the Jews in the core areas
of the Soviet Union. Jews registered minor losses in the Baltic area, part

. 1
of which mav have been a result of emigration to Israel.

The number of "passport Jews" has not been published. Nove and Newth
think that the Soviet authorities themselves do not know the exact figure
because of the lack of a svstem of accounting for this purpose. However,
at various times Soviet sources have cited figures higher than those of the
census (e.g., 2.5 million for 1965 and 3 million for the late 1960s, as
compared with 2.268 million in the 1959 census.)2 Israeli and recent emigre
sources often give the number of Jews in the Soviet Union as 3-3.5 mi]lion.3
These figures may refer to Jews by descent. As far as the potential for

emigration is concerned, the number of Jews mav well be more than 3 million.

Altbough Soviet Jewry is usually regarded as one community, it actually
consists of several distinct communities which are so different from each
other that they are recoenized as the same people only with great difficulty.

These make up two broad categories, the Ashkenazi and the Orientals.

Only very few of the Soviet Jews are by origin Sephardic Jews, a group

initially from Spain who form a third major category of world-wide Jewry.
Most of the Ashkenazi are originally from the Polish territories to which
they immigrated from Germany (see Section A-IIT). They spoke Yiddish
(based on medieval German) and had a distinct religious and historical
heritage.

The oriental communities do not understand Yiddish. They arrived

1
See Census data. CDSP; XXITI: 16: 14-18; Ttogi, 1970: 1V: 9-19.

2
Atlas narodov mira, 1964: 158 and Rabinovich, 1967: 45.

3
Decter, 1971: 17. See also a lette i
¢ : r written by § - i
March 1967 (Decter, 1971: 40) and Gittelman, 1972, Y Roviet-Jewlsh actors of
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i the Soviet Union from Asian countries and the Mediterranean, bringinyg with
-nem distinctive religious and communal traditions of their own. Over the
~enturies, they have adopted some of the customs of their neighbors, murh as
:~.e Ashkenazi Jews have adcpted from theirs. Subgroups within these two

categories are described below.

A small gubgroup of some significance are the Jews in the Jewish Auto-
nomous Region of Birobidzhan who are mostly Ashkenazi settlers from Furo-
pean parts of the USSR, In 1951 their total number was 14,269 or 8,87
of the total population for the region. Bv 1970 their number had de-
creased to 11,452, 6,67 of the total, This appears to he the smallest
percentage for a titular nationalitv within its own political unit. Also,
the Jews of Birobidzhan amount to 0.5% of the total Jewish population of

the USSR, an ingignificant fraction by any critetion.1

b. The Oriental Communities

(1) The Georgians. The Ceorgian Jews claim to stem from the ten
tribes of Israel exiled by Babylon in the eighth century B.C. The

Armenian historian Khorenatsi writes that an Armenian king received

Jewigh slaves from Nebuchadnezar, and archeological finds from the first
centuries A.D. in Georgia bear evidence of Jewish settlement in the area
at that time.2 In 1804, when the Tsar declared the Caucasus to be within
the Pale of Settlement, many Ashkenazi Jews immigrated to the area, influ-

3
encing in turn the Oriental communities already there.

According to the 1959 census there 51,580 Jews in Georgia of whom
37,720 declared Georgian as their native language. Neustadt argues that
the number of Georgian Jews in Georgia in 1959 actually exceeded 85,000,
Together with Georgian Jews living in Baku, Dagestan,

Ysbramsky, 1970: 73-74; Eliav, 1969: 179-180; Itogi 1970: IV: 76;
and Katz, 1968: 1-7,
2Neustadt, 1970: 16-39; Decter, 1971: 21-23,

JEl1av, 1969: 147-163.
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i o
and ater oarts of trne USSR, he nuts treir total at approximatelv 100,000 .
T.oug- it is possible that some feoreian .Jews were not included in the cen-.-,

it is difficult to see now more than nalf of them were missed. The 1970

rensus figure for all Jews in Georgia was 35,000. A more detailcd breakdow-

is not vet available.

Through all of Soviet historv, the Georgian Jews have kept their tradi-
tional wav of life. Thev live en masse in specific town areas, usuallv arcund t{
a swnagogue, and adhere firmlv to the traditional large family in which the }i
voung are socialized in religious fashion. Even Soviet official ethnograp-ers i
have recognized that under such conditions it is difficult to inject official Z

: . ; . 2
ideologv and that the Jews and Georgians live entirelv separated lives.

(2) Mountain (Tat) Jews. Another Jewish community in the Caucasus 4;
(Daghestan) are the "Mountain'" or Tat Jews. Thev speak an Azerbaidzhani-
Turkic language called Tat, and are variously referred to as descendants of

the Khazars (see History) or as having arrived many centuries ago from Persian

Azerbaidzhan (hence the language). They originally lived in mountain villages,

but during the last few decades have moved to the cities, mostly along the

Caspian sea (Derbent, Makhachkala and Baku).

Though neighbors of the Georgian
Jews for many centuries, they have little contact with them and possess a

distinct culture of their own. Their total number is estimated to be around

100,000, though this mav be high.3 4

(3) Bukharan Jews.

The Oriental Jews of Central Asia are usually referred

to as Bukharan. They also speak a dialect of Persian (Tadzhik) and came into

the area from Persia, settling along the famous "silk road" which extended from

1 \
Neustadt, 1970: 103-104. oOn Georgian Jews, see also Section B-I.

2
Neustadt, 1970: 103-104.

3 3
Neusdadt, 1970: 25-28; Eliav, 1969: 166-171; Decter, 1971: 18-21. 4
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the Far East to the Mediterranean. Under the impact of contact with

the Ashkenazi Jews of Russia, Jewish culture flourished in these areas during
certain periods of the Middle Apes and again during the last decades of

Imperial Russia, Today their main concentrations are in the Uzbek Republic
(Tashkent, Samarkand, Bukhara); but they aiso live in the major towns of

other republics (Ashkhabad, Dushanbe).1 The total number of Jews in Uzbekistan,
fncluding the non-Bukharan, was 95,000 in 1959 and 103,000 in 1970. Israeli
writers estimate the total of Bukharan Jews to be around 100,000. Available
data and estimates of the three major Oriental Jewish communities in the USSP

are as shown in Table A.4.

Table Ao‘io
Oriental Jews in the USSR?

1959 1970 Estimates®
Georgian 52,000 55,000 65,000
Mountain (Tat) 100,000
Dagestan ASSR 21,500 T22,149
Neighboring ASSRs® 11,000 12,667
Bukharan 95,000 103,000 100,000
totals 179,500 192,816 265,000

Source: 1959 and 1970 Censuses Decter, 1971: 18; Itogi 1970: IV:
133, 135, 142, 147..

%hese data include local and non-local Jews together,

bEliav, 1969: 147; Neustadt, 1970: 25, 103-104, 145, According to

high Western estimates, there are more than a quarter million
Oriental Jews in the USSR, A more cautious estimate by this
writer would put them at over 200,000, Decter (1971: 18, 20-24)
estimates 225,000,

cChechen-Ingush, Kabardino-RBalkar, North Osetia,

e et ot o & — i A~ - - = A e T iAm. @ ¢ amsTR S e -

Lliav, 1969: 147-163.
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¢. The Ashkrenazi Communities

‘1) western Jews. T-e group commonlv designated as "Western' Jews <o
oists of the communities of Fast Furopean Jewrv that were not Soviet until
world wWar Il. Most western Jews were religious and Zionist, and manv wer:
Bundist and socialist. Tueir cnildren received a traditional Jewish educatin-
in Yiddish and HebLrew. During the interwar period many of their members had
emigrated to Palestine and the West, with the result that almost every faril:
tias relatives outside the USSR, Since the death of Stalim, such families
have kept some contact with their members abroad, and this has been a
powerful influence ow their national attitudes. Most members of these
communities experienced anti-Semitism before the war, Nazism, the anti-Jew. -
purge of the late 1940s, Khrushchev's economic purges, and thk anti-Israel!
and anti-Jewish camnaigns of the late 1960s. Manv of them see no future for

ttemselves but through emigration to Israel.1

The Western Jews include former Rumanian citizens (from Moldavia and

Bukovina), and Jews in the Baltic countries (Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania),

together with some former citizens of Poland, Czechoslovakia, (from Trans-

carpathian Ruthen.a), and Hungary who live in Soviet Russia. Their total number

may cautiously be estimated at 250,000; Decter and Eliav estimate it at
300,000—Ia00,000.2

(2) The Core Snviet Jews. The Core Jews are the Jews, mainly of

Ashkenazi c¢rigin, who live in the areas where the power of the Soviet svyster

was established from the beginning. They have felt the full brunt of official

Yeliav, 1969: 141-147; Decter, 1971: 18-21.

2
Eliav, 1969: 142-147; Decter, 1971: 18-22.

No1

Son
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Table A,5.

Yestern' Jews in the <<z

Estimates
Baltic 1959 1970 1970
Latvia 37,000 37,000 40,000
Lithuania 25,000 24,000 35,000
Estonia 5,400 5,300 8,000
totals 67,400 66,300 83,000
Former Polish areas
Western Ukraine 84,400 n.d. 110,000
Western Belorussia 10,000 n.d. 15,000
totals 94,400 115,000
Former Rumanian areas
Moldavia 95,000 98,000 130,000
Bukovina
(Cherncvtsy province) 42,000 37,459 50,000
totals 137,000 135,459 180,000
Former Czechoslovak areas
Transcarpathia 12,000 10,862 15,000
Total in 'new' 310,800 393,000

Soviet areas

iote: These figures include all Jews in these areas, including non-Western
Jews who settled there, Estimates are from the sources given below.

Source: Census Data; Fliav, 1969: 142-147; Decter, 1971: 18-21.
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stiows the number of Jews in these categories.
Table A.6.
"Core" Soviet Jews
Census Estimates
01d "Core' communit'es 1359 1970 1970
Ukraine 840,000% 777,000° 1,000,000
Belorussia 150,000% 148,000% 250,000
totals 990,000 925,000 1,250,000
New immigrant communities rece
Russian RSFSR 878,000 808,000 1,100,000 firs
the
totals 1,868,000 1,733,000 2,350,000

a .
For a net figure for Core Jews, 84,400 in Western Ukraine and 10,000 in
Western Belorussia must be subtracted from the total figures.

Source: (Census Data,(]1971: 20; estimates bv Decter, 1971: 18-20.

]
Nove and Newth, 1970: 1440145. See also Eliav, 1969: 140~143; on Jews
16-19,

in the Ukraine, see Newth, 19649:




jvws were traditionally active in revolutionarv parties in Tsaris: Riussia,

-, rheyv became important participants in the Bolshevik Partwv. 0Official

~.oures put their percentage in 1922 at 5.27 of the Partv. Since then, *he

o r.entage has declined. It was 4.3% in 1972 and apparantlv in 1940; and
i#stern sources have estimated that Jews made up 2.8% of the Partv Membership

ir. 1961 and about 1.6% in 1965.l Despite this decrease, Jews mav still have the
~izhest Party membership relative to population of any Soviet nationalitv,

Jince even 1.67 is almost double their percentage in the total population.2

vr» examnle, In 177, Jews constituted 7.°% of the Marty membership in

Tirkmenia whereas in 1959 they were only 0.37%7 of the total republic pop-
3

lation.

Jews were very prominent among the Party leadership during the first
.zars of Soviet power and all through Stalin's reign despite his late overt
anti-Semitism., By now, however, ta~re is not one Jewish member in the Politburo
;r Party Secretariat, or among the other high government positions. The
highest~ranling Jewish person is the Deputy Prime Minister for supplies,
V. Dymshits. Another is Alexsandr Chakovsky, the editor of the Literary
f.azette, a leader of the conservative stream in the Vriters Union, who was
recently made a member of the Party Central Committee. In 1972, for the
“irst time in many years, a Jew, Lev Shapiro, was made first secretary of

: , ; 4
the Party in the Jewish Autonomous Province of Birobidzhan.

"Rigby, 1968: 383-388
2Katz, 1970: 332-334; Newth and Katz, 1969: 37-38.

3See Artykov et al., 1967.

Z'Soviet Life (May), 1972: 17.
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In the KSFSR there are two younp Russians for each voung Jew and two . ..r
Jews for each older Russian. Only 157 of the Jewish population is in the
r-19 ape bracket, whereas the Russians have 35%. Forty~three per cent of tie
Jewish population {s over 50 years of age, whereas the comparable figure for
Russians is 21.57:.1 The gap would be much greater were only Ashkenazi Jews
considered, since the fertility rate is much higher among the Soviet Orienta!
populations. The low weight in the 0-19 age group is a result of the low
fertility of non-Oriental Jews and the high incidence of both intermarriage and
agsimilation. Altshuler found that in mixed marriages involving a Jewish

spouse, only 127 to 18% of the offspring registered as Jewish.2

Data or. language as related to age are given for the RSFSR only.

Understandably they show that among the older zge groups a much higher per-

centage declare a Jewish language as their native language. Among the mid- E
dle-aged Jewish population, the percentage is much lower than average. For E
the younger age groups (0 to 11 and 11 to 15 years) the percentages are high 3
(14,5% and 17.5% reSpectively).3 This may indicate the greater weight of g
Oriental children in the Jewish population. %
Data on marriage indicates that Jewish men have a slightly higher §

3

ratio than that for Russians or Ukrainians, However, Jews (both men and 4

women) generally marry later which may contribute to their lower fertility.a

1
Itogi 1970: 373. These data relate to th
are no data for other republicg, ¢ Russian republic only; there

2p1tshuler, 1970: 30-33. b
3See 1 above.

“Irogt 1970: 386. The data are onl
Ukraine and Moldavia.

y for several republics, including the




. Culture

By the end of the 18th century Russian Jewry, encompassing the .Jews
of Poland and Lithuania, had become a focus of world Jewish religion and
culture, Just before the Poligh areas became Russian, Rabhi Israel of

“oldavia (the Baal Shem Tov) established the Hassidic movement, a tradition

N RN . I e N A B i ol e T
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of serving God not only through scholarly study but through rejoicing in
the Lord by song, prayer and simple living. The Gaon of Vilna (Elijah)
established a renowned Talmudic Academy, a prototype for similar great

religious schools which prolifierated in many of the towns of the Pale.1

In the 19th and the early 20th centuries Russian Jewrv was the source

of many of the cultural and national trends which were to make up the content

of modern Jewish life, This was especially so in the second half of

AT

the 19th century during which a flowering of Yiddish and modern Hebrew liter-
ature occurred (e.g., Mendele Mocher Sforim, Y. L, Perets, Sholem Aleichem,

S. Chernichovsky).

it A SR

Toward the end of the 19th century, a proto-Zionist movement in Russia,

" Hovevei Tsion"['"Lovers of Zion"] emerged. In 1882, 13 years before Herzl's

Judenstaat, Dr. Leon Pinsker published his Zionist tract Autoemancipation. In
the early 1880s the first groups of young Russian Jews went as pioneers

(Bilu] to settle in Palestine. Early in the 20th centurvy the Bund, which

was a part of the general social-democratic movement in Russia,combined

the philosophy of socialism with the demand for Jewish autonomy and

Yiddish cultural development, Within Zionism several distinctive trends
appeared, almost all led by Russian Jews: V. Jabotisnskv. the founder

of the nationalist Revisionist Partv: Ahad Ha'am. the theoretician

of "spiritual Zionism"; B. Borochov and N. Syrkin, the ideologues of Socialist
Zionism; and Rabhis L., Mohilover and H. Kalisher, the founders of religious

Zionism,

1Sachar, 1972: 264-267,




Religion was the mainstay of Jewish life in Russia. Before
1917 there were religious institutions in every little shtetl: syna~
gogues and prayer houses, religious schools, Talmudic academies, rabbinical
courts, etc. Soon after the Bolshevik Revolution and following the decree
of January 23, 1918, Soviet authorities began a campaign aimed at closing syr-
agogues and suppressing Jewish religious life. This gaired momentum in 1921

when Yevsektsia resresentativesn closed many religious institutions by turning

them into emergencv homes of refuge for the starving population during the fanine.

A second major anti-religious wa - by the authorities began in 1927-1928 and
went on through most of the 1930's. The Nazi occupation liquidated whatever
remained of Jewish prayer houses in all of the western USSR. After liberation
by the Soviet Army, the restoration of synagogues was permitted only in very

, 1
exceptional cases.

After the death of Stalin there was some relaxation of policy. In
1957 a small yeshivah was opened at the Moscow synagogue with 35 students,
mostly from Georgia. A prayer book was printed in a limited editior.
Several years later the yeshivah was crippled through the denial of resi-
dence permits to students; only a few people employed in the Moscow syn-
agogue were registered pro forma as 'students." 1In the 1960s a new wave
of synagogue-closing was organized. There are numerous and conflicting
figures for the present number of Jewish houses of worship in the USSR,
varying mainly in whether they include only formally established synagogues
‘vhich are in separate houses and must have a responsible group of believers
recognized by the authorities) or also minyan type prayer groups (which meet

in the dwelling of one of the believers and are often ad hoc informal groups

active mainly during the holiday season). 1In 1959 Soviet reports to the UN

gave the number of existing synagogues as 450. By the early 1970s the number

was reported at less than 100. (The lowest and most frequent figure given by

Rothenberg, 1971: 39-66 and personal talks with Soviet emigres by Z. Katz.
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w¢iah organizations outside the USSR i{s 62.) The majority of these 5Unag igiies

in the Oriental and "Western'" Jewish

R A N s

communities (see “ect on A-[V); grme

have been closed recently because of mass emigration to [srael.’

Nespite all, the synagogue remains the only officallv recognized Jewish
institution In the USSR today and as such it has acquired a new role. During
jewish religious holidays in the late 1960s and early 1970s manv thousands of
non-religlous Jewish people, especiallv youth, gathered around the synagopues to
-ing, dance, talk, and generally demonstrate their Jewish identitv., In 1972-

1373 the police tried to prevent such demonstrations and bar access to svnagogues.
In several places a number of young Jews were arrested. The synagogues continue to
5 meeting places for .Jewish and non-Jewish visitors from abroad with Soviet

Tews. The Rabbi of the Moscow Synagogue is often presented as a spokesman

on matters of Soviet Jewish affairs. From talks with emigres it appears

that tie "return to the synagogue” 18 a manifestation of Jewish national

revival ("7ioniam') and a return to Jewish tradition rather than to Jewish

religion.

lRothenberg. 1971: 39-66 and personal talks with Soviet emigres by 7, Katz,
See also A. Yodfat, "Jewish R~ligious Communities in the USSR," Soviet-
Jewish Affairs, 1971: 2: 61-67.




Fxternal Relations

The Jews of Russia, like Jewish communities elsewhere, have historically
<ept close relations with their co-religionists abroad. They have been
s rongly influenced by Jewish spiritual trends in Central Europe (Haskalah,
seiitical Zionism, religious referm). Until 1917 Russian Jews were part
>i international Jewish organizations. They traveled abroad often for
susiness, study, or pleasure. Many of them migrated to Western countries,
~reating bonds of family, friendship, community, and politics across the
sorders of Russia. Also, world Jewry and world public opinion toock to heart
the grave plight of Russiaan Jewry, especially during the pogroms--and to a

dezree it was able to influence tsarist policy.

These relations ended after 1917, though some fragmentary connections
sersisted until the late 1920s. A small number of Jews were still allowed
to emigrate. An American Jewish charity organization, the Joint Distribution
Committee.was allowed to provide aid during the famine of the early 1920s and
to help finanCe Jewish settlement of the land in the late 19203.l Even in the
1930s, Soviet authorities worked actively to get foreign (expecially American)
Jewish support for the Birobidzhan venture. During the war *the Jewish Antifascist
Committee was created to mobilize Jewish support in the West for the war in general
and for the USSR in particular. Representatives of the Committee traveled to the
L.5. and Britain and addressed Jewish gatherings. When the Cold War came
they were the first to pay; they became victims of the "purge of the Cosmopolitans"

{see Section A~III).

The first and second waves of pioneer immigrants to Palestine between
1880 and 1914 were predominantly Jews from Russia. They ezstablished the

first Jewish agricultural colonies, created the first kibbutz settlements,

lSee Abramsky, 1970: 66-67.
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and founded the Histadrut (the Jewish Federation nf Labor) and tne main

ot AR YL < Bl YR, A L e

nulitical parties which remain the dominant forces of Israeli politics tods-. )
Though the Zivnist movement was suppressed with all non-Bolshevik groups,

some radically left Zionist groups were quasi-legally active until late in =

2 L R e A

19205.l But after 1939 Soviet Jewry apain experienced the influence of non- .

Ras

Soviet Jews from toland and the newly annexed territories. Many of these )
Jews were religious, Zionist, and highlv knor-ledgeable about Jewish historv an:

culture. There was a high incidence of intermarriage between Russian and :
refugee Jews during the war; so that after it a number of Russians along wi:h a
their foreign spouses were able to return to Poland, and from there emigrate )

to I[srael and the West. ;

The presence of Israeli diplomatic representatives in the Soviet Union

-
A SRR i

after the USSR's recognition of Israel in 1948 added a new dimension to the
world of Soviet Jewrv. Meetings with these diplomats, who toured the countr-
as extensively as possible, had a profound impact on both sides, as witness:¢
to by the later struggle of the Oriental Jewish communities for emigration
Israel. From such contacts came the first extensive reports on the conditicns
of Jews in the USSR.'i In the mid-1950s, tourism from the West and later aisc )
from Israel was again allowed. Since the 1960s many thousands of Soviet Jews

have been allowed to emigrate to Israel. Several thousand have arrived in

Europe and the U.S. Jews in the West have become active in the campaign for
the rights of Soviet Jews. These developments have created a strong bond

between Soviet Jews, Israel, and the West.3

1
Goldman, 1960, passim.

2
See, for example, Eliav, 1Y69.

See Section C~T11 on manifestations of nationalism.
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l.anguage Data

'n the census of 1897, 96.9% of all Jews in Russia (including Polish
~vs) regarded Yiddish as their mother tongue (in some areas of the Pale it
. up to 99.3%). In 1926 the percentage was 70.4% with 90.7% in Belorussia
ind 23.57 in the Caucasian republics (where the mother tongue of Oriental

s was not Yiddish).l

By 1959 only 17.9% gave Yiddish as their mother tongue (75% in Lithuania,
»" in Moldavia, 327 in the Kiev province and 26% in Mogilev and Gomel).
Tozether with Oriental Jews who gave their own Jewish languages as their
w.*ner tongues, almost half a million Jews (21.5% of all Soviet Jews) regarded

i

Jlidish or another of the Jewish languages as their owm language.2

According to the 1959 census, the distribution for Jewish languages

. 3
= the mother tongue was as follows:

Georgian-Jewish 35,673

Tadzhik-Jewish 20,763

Tat-Jewish 25,225

Crimean Tatar-Jewish 189

(total Oriental Jewish) 81,850

Yiddish 405,936
Soviet total 487,786

In 1970, 17.7% of Jews declared Yiddish or another Jewish language as
their mother tongue, a decrease of 3.8% since 1959. Russian was the mother
tongue for 78.2%, an increase of 2.7% since 1959. 16.3% were also fluent in
Pussian as a second language. Thus, fully 94.5% of all Soviet Jews knew

Russian well.4 In addition to 381,000 who gave Jewish lanpuapes as their

lschwartz, 1951: 18-21.
2Ettinger, 1970: 38-40.
3Itogi 1959: 184, 188. The 1970 census does not include these data,

4
Itopi 1959: 184, 188; Nar. khoz, 1972: 32,
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native toneue, 166,500 ¥uew a Jewish language as a second language, for a
total of 547,500, In addition, 28.8% of the Jewish population knew languarpes

of other Soviet natinnalities, one of the highest percentages for any ethnic

group.

Like Jews in other countries, Jews in the Soviet Union have considerable
11{neuistic ability ard understand fereign lanpuages. Many know English and
German; Lithuanian Jews often know some Polish; Moldavians understand Rumaniar;
Bukharan and Mountain Jews understand some Persian, and many in all of these

communities can follow Hebrew as well.

Under Soviet conditions it i3 reasonable to accept the data on na-
+ive languages as an indicator of national consciousness. The census data on
Jews reveals a highly differentiated situation. The highest rate of knowledge
of the native language is predictably registered among the Jews outside the
core area: Lithuania (62%), Latvia (46%); and among the Orientals: Azer-
baidzhan (41%Z), Uzbekistan (37.5%) and Turkmenia (30%). If autonomous re-
publics are also included, then Dagestan is the highest of all with 87%,
followed by the Kabardino-Balkar republic with 792, The lowest of all is the
RSFSR (The Russian Federation) with less than 12%, followed by the Ukraine
with slightly more than 13%, mainly because several areas are included in
it in which the knowledge of Yiddish (ard national consciousness) are high--
€.g., Bukovina, Transcarpathia, Western Ukraine. The ratio between Lithu-
ania and the RSFSR for Jews speaking native languages is 5.3:1, The figures
for those who declared a Jewish language as a second language are especially

high in areas where the Jewish language as mother tongue is low.

The greateat ratio of acculturation can be seen in the large Slav
cities, especially those outside the traditional Pale areas: Kharkov (4.8%2),
Leningrad (5.2%), Novosibirsk (7.0%), and Moscow (7.62). Even in the tra-

ditional centers of Jewish culture in Slav areas the percentages are low:

1
Itogi 1959: 184, 188; Nar, khoz, 1972: 32; Itogi 1970: IV: 20.

2
English is popular among the educated of the vounger generation, and
GCerman among those who know some Yiddish.

R
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Odessa (9.0%), Minsk (11.2%), and so on,

Jews - Language Data - 3

At the other end are cities in the

peripheral areas such as Chernovtsy, Riga and Kishinev, where almost half of

the Jews declared Yiddish as their native tongue.

Cities with large numbers

of Oriental Jews also show a high ratio for a "Jewish native tongue': Tbilisi
(40.5%), Tashkent (32.5Z) and Baku (26.9%).1

Table R,1,

E Jewish Population in the USSR:

-

3 y Identification with Jewish Languages

é ] By Republic, 1959-1970 (in percentages)
oL

EE Jewish Language

50

£y as native as native or second

é b language

a8 1959 1970 1970

% % y4

14 RSFSR 13.4 11.8 21,3

13 Ukraine 16.9 13.1 20,2

12 Belorussia n.a. 17.8 28.3
4 Moldavia 50,0 44,7 52.1
2 Lithuania 69.0 61.9 63.0
3 Latvia 47.9 46,2 49 .4

10 Estonia 24.8 21.5 24,8
6 Uzbekistan 49,6 37.5 42.3
1 Georgia 72.3 80,9 ===
9 Kazakhstan 22,7 22.8 27.6
8 Kirgizia 30.3 26,7 33.5

11 Tadjikistan 23,2 19.9 21.9
7 Turkmenia n.a. 30.2 36,7
5 Azerbaidzhan 35.2 41,3 46,6
- Armenia n.a. n.a. n.a.

aNo such question was asked during the 1959 Census.
Itogi, 1970: 96, 102-103, 202, 223, 253, 263, 273,
280, 284, 295, 306, 317.

Data sources:

Kommunist Tadiikistana, (May 6), 1971,

S ———————

Zarya vostoka, (May 8), 1971,

Turkmenskaya

iskra (May 22), 1971.

Bakinskii rabochii (May 21 and 22), 1971.

Ntopt, 1970:

20, 98, 103, 107, 133-147, 170-191,
253-283, 280-283, 317-320.
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!1. lLocal Media

In the second half of the 19th century a Jewish book publishing and
reriodical press appeared. On the eve of World Var I, 13 Yiddish and two
t.ehrew dailies were published in Russia, with a total circulatior of several
irundred thousand. Though suppressed during the war, the Jewish press
flourished after the February Revolution; in 1917-1918 some 170 periodicals
vere issued. Shortly thereafter, communist publications multiplied and non-
communist ones were closed dovn. By 1935 there were Jewish dailies in Moscow,
rharkov, Minsk, and Birobidzhan. Ten Jewish periodicals appeared in the
Ukraine alone, including one for children and one for artisars, as well as
non-daily papers in Kiev, Berdichev, Odessa, Kremenchug, and in the Jewish
national districts. In the late 1930s, however, a decline set in. By 1939

even the preat Moscow newspaper Emes [The Truth] was closed and in the whole

of the RSFSR only the Birobidzhan paper remained. 1In the same vear only
seven periodicals were left in the whole country, with a circulation of
38,700 for a povoulation of 3 million., During World War II a Yiddish news-
paper (Ainikeit) was again publisghed in Moscow, and a limited revival of

Jewish cultural activity set in; it was totally extinguished in 1968.1

In all of the USSR todav there are only two publications in Yiddish.
One is the monthly Sovetish Heimland [Soviet Fatherland] published in

Yoscow since 1961 (at first as a bimonthly) with a stated circulation of
25,000, A comsiderable number of these are sold abroad. It is edited by
Aron Vergelis (formerly a minor poet in Lirobidzhan) who has assumed the
role as spokesman for Soviet Jewrv. Although it deals mostly with Soviet
themes, it sometimes has items of Jewish interest, including a sheet for
self study of Yiddish, news on Jewish concerts, meeting of Yiddish writers

2
organized by the monthly, and some Jewish cultural news from abroad.

The other publication is the thrice-weekly Birobidzhaner Shtern

(Birobidzhan Star] which is mostly a two-page translation into Yiddish of

the province newspaper in Russian, To publish a local-language edition of

1Brumberg, 1968; Abramsky, 1970; Friedberg, 1970: 94.

2See, e.g., Sovetish Heimland, 1972: 1 and 2; Pechat' 1970: 10,68
pives the circulation of this journal as 12,000 only. See Table B.2.
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the nfficinl Russian newsparer is the usual procedure in all national
units. Soviet official statistics for 1970 pive the circulation of

iirobidzhaner Shtern as 12,000, makinp for 4,28 copies per 100 in the

Yiddish language group. Since the total number of Jews in Birobidzhan
was about 14,000 in 1959, it secms that a large part of the printing is

sent outside of the region.

During certain periods it was possible to subscribe to the Folks~

shtime [People's Voice], published in Poland, which often had rather

different information than that in the Soviet press. After the paper

published some articles with implied criticism of Soviet policy reparding
Jewish culture, its entry into the USSR terminated. It has been possible
to read Hebrew publications of the Israeli Communist Party in some Soviet

public libraries.

The fate of Jewish bookpublishing has been sirilar. There was a
period of marked expansion of Yiddish publishing and of Soviet Jewish
literature in the 1920s and earlv 1930s, which was followed by a decline
and finallv total annihilatien in the late 1940s. At the peak of this

activity, in 1932, 653 titles of Yiddish books were printed, with a
circulation of more than 2.5 nillion.l Since 1959 about two dozen books
in Yiddish have been puhlished in the USSR; in 1970 four such books were
issued, amounting to 3.56 coples per 100 in the lanpuage group, a ratio of

1:135 compared with the Lithuanians. The vear 1970 was a very good year;’

there vere vears in which only one or no Yiddish books appeared.2

Apart from a brief news bulletin in Yiddish on Birobidzhan Radio,
there is no radio or television program in Yiddish or in Russian on Jewish
themes in the USSR. Due to their great interest in current events and in
the world outside, Soviet Jews are avid listeners to foreign radio (Voice of
Israel programs as well as Western stations). Oriental Jews who understand

Farsi listen to broadcasts in Persian by various stations.3

ochmarz, 1951 139-141.

Zpechat’ 1970: 10,68.

Chronicle (London), no. 1; also conversations with emigres by Zev
Moscow'’s "Radio Peace and Progress" broadcasts in Hebrew to Israel.

Katz,
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i.ducational Institutions

Tie tsarist regime penerally did not allow secular schools to
-.2~- in the language of the nationalities. Nevertheless tte Jews of
t.o53:a2 had a widely ramified network of religious schools of their own.
wwisn schools in the Russian lanpuage were also permitted., The
“i-istrv of Education reported that in 1912 773 Jewish secular schools
a== 7743 hadorim [primary religious schools] were active, as well as
" Talmud Torah [religious high schools]. Altogether, some 400,700

sewish children were enrolled i{in these schools,

The secular schools taught mostly in Russian and the religious schools
iz 7{ddish, with some Hebrew, During the last years of the Russiaanmhire
“{ddish and Hebrew were quietly introduced in the secular schools, During
sorld War 1 and the Civil War the movement for Jewish schools was greatly
strengthened with certain of the contending political forces proclaiming

treir support for them.3

During the early vears of Bolshevism, Lenin and Stalin fought against
"lewish cultural autonomy” as opposed to Marxism, But soon after the Bolshevik
Revolution the Soviet government hegan an energetic campaign encouraging
the Jewish-Yiddish 3chools to teach in the Bolshevik spirit, The first Soviet
decree on Jewish schools was published in August 1918, The 1920s were a peri-
od of expansion of Soviet-Jewish culture., By 1931 there were 1100 Jewish
schools with 130,000 pupils, from four-year primary schools to teachers col-
leges and technical high schools. Ther>» was also a Jewish Department at the

4
formunist lUniversity of the Toilers of tle West in Moscow.

1Vestnik Ope (February), 1914; Schulman, 1971: 2-15.
2Schulman, 1971: 18-25,
Ibid.: 35-45.

4
Kantor, 1934: 172ff; Schulman, 1971: 56~95.
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e Ten e . acnocl . verd cryanized and run under the supervision

Ceveerteia tsee “cction A=111), which was suddenlv abolished

[
A

Vapct 194, anv of its leaders and activists fell victirm to the
o senuert curges of -he 1930s, and during this decade Jewish schools
declined swiftlv urtil onlv very few remained. Vorld War II spelled
ar end te lewish, schoels in the USSR, CSeveral attempts to reestablish
such schonls after the war were nipped in the bud by Soviet authorities.
“yder Stalin's rule the Partv no longer needed special Jewish sections

or sct.ools,

Yo Jewish schools whatever have been allowed in the USSR since, and
there is not a sinple Jewish educational institution in existence there
todav. For other dispersed nationalities, some of whom do not have even
an autonomous province of their own, there are government arrangenents
for teaching in their lanpuapes (e.g., the Germans, Poles and Crimean
Tatars), There are also schools feor minority groups outside their re-

public in central Asia. Not so for the Jews.

Recently, Jewish people awaiting departure for Israel have created
unofficial lebrew seminars and small private schools on Jewish topics.
These are known to exist in llogscow as well as elsewhere in the USSR.
Jewigsh education is transmitted mostlv within the familv, from
generation to pencration, especially amornp the Oriental Jews.2 Jews
are, however, prominent as teachers, university professors and students

in the educational institutions of the USSR, especially in cities with

:
$
{

large Jewish communities.3

1Schulman, 1971: 1460165,

Personal information from talks with emipres held by Z. Katz.
And see Jews in Lastern Furope (November), 1971: 107-135.

3See Section A-1I.
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It is generally known that Soviet Jews=-~like Jews in other
~aurtries=-=have taken advantage of the educational opportunities
availairle In a modern society. The 1970 census data corrohborate that,
zzanite the unofficial and official discrimination against Jews in the
%5R, they have achieved a high standard of education and remain the

~ost educated ethnic group in the Soviet Uniorn,

0f every thousand Jews in the RSFSR, ten years old and above,
344 have a higher education, compared with 43 for Russians, a ratio of
1:1. Corresponding ratios for other republics are 8.5:1 in Moldavia;
/:1 in Belorussia; 6.5:1 in the Ukraine; and 5.5:1 in Latvia., In
reiation to less educated (non-Christian) nationalities the ratios are
even greater: Jews to Tatars: 15.5:1; Chechens, 49:1; and the Nentsy
ta formerly Papgan northern people), 115:1, All the figures above are
for Jews within a given republic and for the dominant nationalitv
~ithin the same republic; there are no data for all Jews which can he

1
compared with all members of an entire nationality in the USSE,

A similar pattern is evident in data on educated manpower in the
"SS5SR, For example, 8l% of employed Jews in Moldavia have a higher
»r secondary education (including incomplete secondary) whereas the
Yimure for Moldavians is 43.5%; in the Ukraine the figures are $1.5%
and 63.7%, respectively, The census documeunts the socio-occupational
structure of the Jews in the Soviet Union: in the RSFSR more than two-
tliirds of the Jews (68.27) are specialists with higher or secondary
special education; in the Ukraine, Latvia, and Belorussia, ahout half;

and in Moldavia, about 40%. The respective ratios for local national-

ities move from 7% for the Moldavians to 19% for the Russians and 20%
for the Latvians, The percentage of Jewish specialists among their
working population is seven times higher than that of the Moldavians

2
and about 3,5 times higher than that of the Russians.

lrtogi 1970: IV: 405,449,475-476,480,483,513,516,518.

2Ibid.: 577,579,588,590,614,618,632-633,
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The data above mav serve to explain the situation of Soviet
Jewry todav. As an urban population with a tradition for learning,
the Jews have been "too successful' in the area of education, The
official and unofficial efforts to stem the Jewish advance in education )
succeed in making it more difficult, but cannot radically change the
situation, Ultimatelv, such efforts simply make Jewish citizens more
conscious of their problem. Their relative exclusion from the
sensitive political and security areas is additionallvy frustrating
to this highly educated and active population.1 Some react by hiding

their Jewishness (assimilation); others look for a solution outside
the USSR.

1
Personal information from talks with emigres by Zev Katz,




. Cultural and Scientific Institutions

n the 19208 and 19308 the Ukrainian Academv of Science included an
"nstitute of Jewish Proletarian Culture, and the Belorussian Academv included
a fewish Sector, These were described as "a laboratory of scientific thought
{n the field of Jewish culture."” 1In particular, these two institutions con-
centrated on the history of the revolutionarv movement within the Jewish

pooulation and on its socio-economic status.1

In 1919 a Jewish State Theater was established, The Soviet state took
special interest in it, and Jewish theatrical art flourished with such i{nstitu-~
tions as the Jewish Theatrical College in Mingk, Jewish departments at the
Kiev Institute for Drama, and the Minsk Jewish State Theater. By 1934 there
were 18 permanent Jewish theaters in the USSR; but by the end of the 1930s their
number had diminished considerably and it further decreased as a result of
#orld War II, In 1948, after the murder of Mikhoels hv the gecret police
jewish State Theater in Moscow was closed. Since then, there has been no

permanent Jewish theatrical estahlishment in the USSR.2

Several temporary grouns of professional actors and concert artists have
made appearances 1in Yiddish which have been well attended by Jews, Amateur
theater groups exist in Vilnius, Birobidzhan, and Riga, In March 1967 seven
prominent Soviet-Jewish actors addressed a letter to the CPSU leader-
ship askinpg permission to establish a State Jewish Theater in Kiev.
Permission was not granted., In the meantime, a numher of prominent
Jewish artists (e.g., Nehama Lifshits, M. Goldblatt)have left for Israel.3

lehwartz, 1951: 138-139.
2Schwartz, 1951: 140-142,

Mecter, 1971: 39-40: Soviet Life (May) 1972: 17.
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Comig - Culrural and Scierntific Inmstitys.-

Teeurt o withont ary scientific or cultural institutions of their owr,
Jews in the !SSP jave ~ade sienificant contributions to the develonment
nf Soviet science and culture. The famous Soviet YMIG planes were buiflt
v Mikovan (an Armenian) arnd Gurevich (a Jew). Abram Yoffe was the

father of the Soviet school of atomic phvsics and the teacher of

Kurchatov, the father of the Soviet atomic homb. The physicist Lev
lLandau was regarded as '"the Soviet Einstein,” The economist Evsei
Liberman is recognized as one of the fathers of the Soviet economic
reform of the middle 1960s. Gersh Budker and Vladimir Veksler are
among the prominent Soviet scientists in the science cities of Dubno
near Moscow and Akademgorodok near Novosibirsk. L. Gurevich is the
designer of the Soviet flax combine harvester. Soviet-Jewish
musicians, such as D, Oistrakh, E, Gillels, and L. Kogan are known
all over the world much as the '"Russian" masters of chess, Tal and
Botvinik.l

Jewish contribution to Soviet literature has been great, from
Isaac Babel and Osip Mandelshtam to Ilya Ehremburg, Koris Pasternak
and Samuil Marshak to Yuli Daniel, Aleksandr Galich and Mikhail
Vysotsky. Among the Jews who have been active in Soviet creative
arts are Sergei Lisenstein in films, Maya Plisetskaya in Soviet
ballet, Arkady Raikin in popular comedy, and Elena Bystritskaya in
theater (she is the Russian woman hero in the film version of

Sholokov's "Ouiet is the Don").

In present-day Soviet sociology Igor Kon, Yuri Levada, and
Ovsei Shkaratan have made significant contributions. Igor Kon is
the only Soviet social scientist who has addressed himself to the
roots of modern ethnic prejudice. Levada and Shkaratan have been
an object of Party criticism for ideological "mistakes."2

1
Rabinovich, 1967, passim; Zionism, 1970; J. Turkevich, Soviet
Men of Science, (Princeton, New Jersey: Van Nostrand, 1963): 69,409,

2 "
Igor Kon, "Psikhologiya predrassudka," Novy Mir, 1966: 9.
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National Attitudes




“eview of Factors Forming lational Attitudes

For the last several decades formal indicators point to steady
iszin{lation of the Jews into Soviet culture. Thevy are without a
-¢ctent national area of their own. Their natural increase is below
reslacement levels; the 1970 census indicated that their nurbers had
cecreagsed 5% since 1959. They have no viable cultural institutions
‘arart from a monthly journal and a few concerts). Jewish religion
i5 nracticed by small grouns, mostly hv those over 50 vears of are.
n snite of these factors, a major national revival movement has
anpeared among the Jews in the USSR, Its clearest manifestation is

tte movement for mass emigration to Israel.

Parallel to the movement for emigration there is indeed consider-
atle evidence of large-scale assimilation. The situation is complex.
On the one extreme, there are outright assimilationists who easily
denv their Jewishness. On the other, there are the traditional
Oriental Jews and extremist Zionists. The following factors influence
Jewish attitudes in the USSR; none are mutually exclusive, and their

impact on the major Jewish subgroups varies.

(a) anti-Semitism

(b) official Soviet doctrine and policies

(c) the revival of nationalism among Soviet ethnic groups
(d) 1Israel

(e) the Jewish diaspora

(f) the Judaic religion

(z) previous personal and group experience

(h) the dissent movement

During the first two decades after the Revolution, the Bolsheviks
actively discouraged anti-Semitism, Nevertheless, as an identifiable group,
Tews found themselves hated for supporting the Soviet government or for
hecoming successful and prosperous in its service, At the same time they were

often resented as private traders and blamed for speculation, During World War II,

L
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wicimseritism intensified it ali parcts ol e USSR, Since the war

{t has acquired a new form--that of nolitical anti-Semitism, which {s

basically motivated hv ideclorical and political concerns., Jews are
excluded first and foremost fron the general political sphere (con-
sisting of the Party ard state leadership and the securitv and
diplomatic services). Jewish culture has been practically extinpuished
and their ethnic identity suppressed in the interest of political
expediencv as understood bv the Soviets. (Political expediency was
also the basis of the Soviet leadership's attitude toward other
nationalities as well, e.g., the Crimean Tatars, the Meskhi Turks,
and the Germans in the USSR.)2 Political anti-Semitism is different
from its racial or national variety: it does not totally exclude all
Jews. Those prepared to accept the option of total assimilation are
accepted into the fold, though not quite equal to the Rusgsians and
other Soviet rationalities, This inherent contradiction in Soviet
official policy-~assimilation accompanied by discrimination--has a
decisive impact on the attitudes of both the assimilated and

nationally conscious Jews in the USSR,

To this rresent-day picture must be added the long history of Jew-

ish persecution from early tsarist and Soviet periods to the “Black

Years" under Stalin. The tragedy of the second World War which resulted

in the deaths of an estimated 1-2 million Soviet Jews compounds the

n{
picture., Except for the Oriental communities, there is no Jewish Ry
family in the USSR which was not affected by the holocaust.3 £

ec

The revival of nationalism in the USSR has been a powerful factor e

in the shaping of Jewish attitudes. The original idea of everyone giv- ot
ing up his previous ethnic identification to become Soviet was recog- ce
nized to be unrealistic in the early 1930s as Stalin identified more and hé
more with Russianism, The most recent wave of Russian nationalist er
at

he

1See section on history.
2
See the Chronicle, 1968-1972 and Reddaway, 1972, passim.

3
Decter, 1971: 25; Schwartz, 1965; Fttinger, 1971,
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.iterature——both of the legal and samizdat variety--must have had a
:evastating effect on Jews, especially those who had assimilated into
*ussian culture, Among the most glaring examples of anti-Semitic

iiterature are the novels by Ivan Shevtsov, In the Name of the Father

ard Son and Love and Hate. The central character in the latter is a

Jew depicted as a mother~killer, a swindler, a pervert and drug pusher.

250,000 copies of this book were published.l

Among samizdat materials, the journal Veche has reprinted anti-
Seritic materials from the writings of the Slavophiles of the last
century and argued for a return to Orthodox Rusgsianism. Slovo natsii N
takes a flagrantly racist position, blaming white Americans for
despoiling the race by too lax a policv toward the hlacks. Not un-
naturally, such assimilated Jews as Chakovsky and Pomerants fight this
phenomenon as best they can, The former publishes attacks on it in the

Literaturnaya Gazeta, of which he is an editor; the latter writes

powerful samizdat essays from the position of a dissident-democratic,

Pussian-Jewish writer and critic.2

Nationalism is also growing among other minority nationalities
of the USSR. Here the Jews are often caught in the middle: the local
nationalists regard them as alien Russianizers and Sovietizers and the
Russjans regard them as Jews (i.e., non-Russians). Some Jews have made
preat contributions to the development of the national culture and
economv of many of the republics. But when they identify with the local
population, they are again apt to arouse the ire of the Russianizers,
official and unofficial., It has been reported by recent emigres that
certain minority groups (the Armenians, the Georgians, the Latvians)
have adopted a sympathetic attitude toward the Jewish movement for
emigration and toward Israel in general. Ukrainian activists have
acpealed for a condemnation of anti-Semitism and for a new relationship

hetween Jews and Ukrainians.3

lU. Bergman, Soviet Jewish Affairs, 1971: 1:119-125,

%Pomerants, 1970: 123-127: Samizdat Documents, 103,590,1020.

3Dzvuba, 1970; Katz, 1973; and Reddaway, 1972, :
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At the same time, the forces for the integration of Jews into
Soviet society exert a powerful influence. Cenerations in the Russian
environnent have had their effect. Many Jews have immersed them-
selves in Russia and her culture and have accepted Soviet ideology so
deeply that they hold to it even after de-Stalinization and the dis-
enchantments of recent years. The Soviet Union is a large country with
much potential, and despite the many obstacles, many Jewish citizens

find careers and professional satisfaction.

Another strong assimilative force-—especially for the young in
the newly opened areas-- 1is intermarriage. There are no fully
representative data on the amount of intermarriage between Jews and
non-Jews in the USSR, but several partial surveys on intermarriage
have been conducted in a number of Soviet cities and in several republics
of the USSR, Following are some of the findings by Western writers

based on these surveys.

Nove and Newth, extrapolating from the 1959 census data, show that
intermarriage within the Pale was lower than without, In an attempt
to discern a general pattern of Jewish intermarriage, Altshuler found
that Jewish intermarriage in an old district of Tashkent inhabited
mainly by Bukharan Jews was 7.77% of all marriages involving a Jewish
partner (in 1962); whereas in a modern central district inhabited by
Ashkenazi Jews, the figure stood at 33.7%4 (up from 19.2% in 1926).

A Vilnius study showed that the rate of intermarriage was higher for
Jewish men than for Jewish women.

Gittelman estimates that the present rate of Jewish intermarriage
in the USSR is between 20% and 35Z. Though high, this is somewhat
lower than in the 1930s and not unprecedented in other Jewish communities
(e.g., Jews in Germany in the 1920s and in some North American
communities in the 1950s). Since the dispersal of the Jewish population
18 much higher than that of other ethnic groups in the USSR, Armstrong

sees the fact that most Jewish marriages are still endogamous as an
indication of strong national cohesiveness.1

1
See Altshuler, 1970: 30-32; Gittelman, 1972: 20-30: N
, d 3 Nove and Newth,
19702 143~145; Armstrong, 1971: 62-67. These findings a;e similar to thosec
ched from conversations with recent emigres,
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As to the consequences of Jewish intermarriage, a detafled Soviet

resort indicates that the children of mixed courles "usually choose that
rationality, the language and culture of which are most familiar."l This
would mean that the great majority of children from mixed marriages with

Tews choose Russian nationalitv,

Fvidence suggests, however, that there are several factors which mitigate
the acculturative effects of intermarriage. Where the father has a pronouncedly
lewish family name, where the Jewish side of the family {s dominant, where
Jewish-consciousness is high, or where the Jewish spouse is well known as

being Jewish—-it 18 difficult for the children to register as non-Jews,

fdward Kuznetsov, who received a death sentence (later commuted to

life imprisonment) in the Leningrad "highjackers" trial, is the son

of a mixed marriage and was registered as Russian in hls passport;

vet he is reparded, and regards himself, as Jewish. Several of the

leaders of the Jewish movement for emigration to Israel have non-

Jewish gpouses.

1Lit:. paz. (January 24), 1973: 13.

2
Talks with emigres by Zev Katz,




;7. sasic Views on Jews and Thelr lational Att{itudes

a.__The Soviet View

Soviet leaders, from Lenin to Khrushchev, have heen rather
sutsnoken in thelr views about Jews as a people and as individuals.

“auiet theorv differentiates between natsiva [nation}, national'nost' (nation-

alitv in the sense of ethnic group), narod (a people in the sense of an

et*nic cormunity), and narodnost' (a small ethnic group, not fully constituted
as a nationality). lLenin, and Stalin writing under lLenin's guidance,1 consis-
tently rrgued that the Jews were not a nation since they lacked such essential
characteristics as a common territorv, language, and a common economv, But
thev did recognize that the Jews "had a common religion, origin, and certain
relica of national character”" (Stalin) and "a common descent and natinnality”

(I,enin).2

After 1917, the Soviet Bolsheviks granted Jews the rights of a nationality
and even some degree of cultural and organizational separateness (e.g.,
the Yevsektsiya, Jewish schools). At the same time, the Soviets deny that
the Jews in the Soviet Union belong to the same group as Jews outside--that

thev are one neople.3

Among Soviet leaders M, Kalinin was most outspoken in arguing for the
nreservation of the Jewish nationality. In 1934 he spoke about the need of
the Jews "to have a state of their own." A Soviet decree stated in 1936 that
"For the first time in the historv of the Jewish people its ardent desire
to create a homeland of its own, to achieve national statehood, 18 being

realized" in Birobidzhan.a

lsee Stalin's book Marksizm 1 natsional'no-kolonial'nyi vopros which
appeared in 1913; an English translation, Marxism and the National and Colonial
Ouestion, was published in London by Martin Lawrence, undated. See also
Filosofskii slovar (Moscow: Izd. Polit, Lit., 1963), 298-301.

“Lenin, 1937: 293; Stalin, 1936: 6-8; and Korey, 1970: 76-77. See also
the detailed discussion in Schwartz (1951:24-58), and for a recent discussion
in the USSR on "nation," see Miller (1970: 48-51).

3See BSE, 1952: 15.

“oravda (Novemher 26), 1926; Goldberg, 1961: 171-174; Schwartz, 1951: 174, 181,
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The Soviet view that the Jews need a state of their own reanpeared in
Soviet statements in 1947-1948 when the USSR supported the partition of
Palestine and was among the first to recognize Israel, It would appear that
in accord with Soviet officfal . eory the Jews--or at least the Isracli
Jews--gshould be recognized as a nation, since thev displav the necessary

features, territory, lanpuage, culture, and a common economy.

Stalin's personal views on Jews are relativelv well documented. When
still a vounp delepate to the London Party conference (in 1903) he reported
that someone remarked "jokinely" that since most of the opposition to the
Bolsheviks was Jewish and the great majoritv of the Rolsheviks were non-Jewish

' There is some evidence that

"a 1little pogrom could take care of things.'
during his struggles against Trotsky, Zinoviev and Kamenev (all Jews) his
followers utilized anti{-Jewish feelings to pain support. 1Im 1931, Stalin
answered a question from the Jewish Telegrarhic Agency in which he condemned
anti-Semit{sm as "a phenomenon profoudly hostile to the Soviet system," The
statement was later (in 1936) made public by Molotov, and it appeared in
Pravda.1 However, evidence of Stalin's strong anti-Semitism in the latter
years of his rule comes from his daughter Svetlana and from Khrushchev,

According to them, he repgarded Jews as treacherous and dishonest.2

In several talks with foreigners Khrushchev admitted that "anti-Semitic
sentiments gtill existed in the USSR and exnlained that the "indigenous

inhabitants in the republics , . , have created new cadres and they would
take it amiss should the Jews want to occupy the foremost positions in
them," He argued that Jews "surround themselves with Jewish collaborators,"
and that they always argue about everything and do not agree among themselves
in the end.3 He also explained that there were no Jewish schools in the

Soviet Union and no Jewish theater hecause there was no demand for them,

1
Pravda (November 30), 1936; Lestchinsky, 1930: 263: W .
302-303, Y : ¢ Weinryb, 1970:

2
Alliluveva, 1967: 197-198, 206,217, Khrushchev, 1970, passin.

3
Korey, 1970: 89~92. See also Khrushchev 1970,
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:-e tie Jews themselves preferred o send their children to Pussian
s.ocols.  As to attitudes of the present leaders, it was reported that
it was rhosypin who attacked F. Kriegel, a leader of the Czechoslovak

‘rriny, calling him "this Galician Jew."1

~estern Views

John Armstrong has developed the notion of "mobilized diasporas'
using the Soviet Jews, "an ethnic minority that performs a special

function in the modernization process,"

as his model, The members of

such groups are, he claims, more urban-oriented, higher educated, and
ncssessing a greater degree of managerial and lanpuage skills than the local
sonpulation, Also, their women are more involved in the lahor force. PRecause
nf these scarce qualities "mobilized diasporas' obtain a disnroportionate
share of the key positions in a modernizing societv. However, when the local
nationality develops an educated stratum of its own, "this apparently

favored position of the minoritv group arouses jealousv, The diaspora group

2
hecomes gsubject to discrimination and usuallv ceases its specialized functions,"

Leonard Schapiro sees the fate of Soviet Jewry as intricately bound up
with the fate of the political system of the Soviet Union: '"The Jew suffers
more than the other Soviet citizen from the circumstance that he lives in a
totalitar{an state, in which the princinles of tolerance and equality before an

independent law are not observed." He points out that much of what Jews suffer

is directed not against the Jews alone, but rather apainst any nationality
(especially of the diaspora kind) and against any religion in the USSR, But
"the national consciousness of the Jew, where it exists, revolves around...
relieion and Zionism,.. Propaganda against priests does not...arouse hostile
feelings against Armenians or Georgians or Russians, I- contrast, lurid
stories about the immorality of a rabbi,..suitably caricatured with a hooked

nose and other distinctive Jewish features stimulate hostility apainst Jews

lll<~!veﬂl‘»er‘sz, 1970: 39-40. Other reports relate this incident to the then
First Secretary of the Ukraine, P, Shelest,

2Armstrong, 1967: 131-135.
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as such." Moreover, this “creates a sense among non-Jews that the Soviet
authorities treat the Jews as second-class citizens, and that the Jews are,

l|]
therefore,'fair gpame.' The same line of reasoning applies to anti-Zionism,.,

Rothenberg points out that "the anti-Judaic propaganda impupning the
ethics and historical past of the Jewish people charts a distorted and maligned
picture of the Jew. The negative assumption applies to every Jew and the onus
of disproving the assumption lies on each Jewish individual."2 While not dis-
puting the effect of anti-Zionist propaganda camnaigns, J. Frankel comes to the
conclusion that this propaganda ''was not part of a general policy directed
against Jews per se, Rather, it represents ad hoc responses to new moves in
the campaign for the freedom of Jews to emigrate to Israel--moves from inside
and outside Russia."” There is a deep division between "would-be Leninist
attitudes and neo-Stalinist attitudes" among people in the Soviet Union. The
latter attitude finds expression in extremely harsh trials and crude intimidation,

The former--in attempts at nersuasion--and greatly stepned up emigtation.3

Alex Inkeles sees the attitudes toward Jews as a function of stress which

develops when there is a "shift from class interest to ethnic interest: a class-
based party becomes a ruler of an ethnic nation-state and comes to identifv the clas-

interest with the ethnic interests." Also, under Soviet conditions there has

been a very high rate of social mobility into the elite; its new
members bring with them mauy folk prejudices including anti-Jewish
feelinps. Moreover, the Soviet system has not done away with the
socio-economic reasons for anti-Semitism: good positions are scarce,
and the success of Jews in the competition for these positions breeds
111 feeling. Of the two possihle responses to the situation: "to
deny one's identity more and more...(or) to build a heiphtened

identity, Inkeles believes that the second is taking place in the

1
Schapiro, 1970: 6-9,
2Rothenberg, 1971: 217-218,

3
Frankel, 1972: 53-54, See also Ben-Shlomo, 1970 passim.
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ioviet Union. Anti-Semitism also plays a role for relieving
-ensions between the USSP and the countries of Lastern Furope vhich
are in a difficult period of transition (e.g., when the Jews are

wsed as scapegoats during a crisis).1

Zvi Cittelman makes an attempt to discern the specific and
corplex processes going on among Soviet Jewry, to point out their
simultaneous occurence and contradictory effects., Jews undergo a
rapid (and mostly willing) process of linpguistic assimilation into
Pussian and of general Russian acculturation., But, as has already
heen mentioned, for some Jews this leads to total assimilation,
while others become more nationally conscious, '"Jews in the USSR
are culturally Russian but legally and socially Jews. This split
asersonality creates an internal dissonance the resclution of which can

1

ne achieved by becoming wholly Jewish or wholly Russian."” The Soviet
authorities create this contradictory situation, since on the one
hand they press the Jew into assimilation while at the same time they

make 1t impossible.2

c. Views of Soviet writers and dissenters

The problems of anti-Semitism and of emipration to Israel have

become siynificant themes in the writings of the more liberal Soviet

writers and dissenters in the post-Stalin period. One of the main
characters in Ehrenburg's "“Thaw" was a Jewish doctor who suffered

during the doctors' plot period., '"Babi Yar" was the name of the well-
known poem by Yevtushenko as well as a book by A. Kuznetsov. The largely
unknown letter bv the writer Boris Polevoi to the Party Central

Cormittee asking for the revival of Jewish culture in the USSR was one

of many similar activities among members of the Soviet intelligentsia,

3
Jewish personages are prominent in Solzhenitsyn's First Circle.

Y nkeles, 1971: 76-85.

%Gittelman, 1972: 1-5; 33-48.

i
3F,hrenburg, The Thaw (London: Mayflower-Dell, 1955); A. Solzhenitsyn, i
The F.rst Circle (New York: Bantam Books, 1968); Politicheskii dnevnik i

{Amsterdam: llerzen Foundation, 1972): 102-105.
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Amons dissenters, Yuli Daniel and A. Sinyansky have included
passages on anti-Semitism in their stories. A. Marchenko described

anti-Jewish prejudice in Soviet prison camps and A. Amalrik among

Soviet students. At first, the dissent movcment did not take an
active stand on the Jeuish issue, but the Jewish national revival
hecame stronger and as the authorities intensified their struggle
against it, prominent dissenters became more involved in {it.
Sakharov, the brothers Medvedev, Chalidze, and others have published
appeals in support of the right of the Soviet Jews to emigrate to
Israel and condemning anti-Jewish discrimination in the USSR, Roi
“‘edvedev devoted a special raper to the Middle East and the Jewish

problem in the Soviet Union. In his book On Socialist Democracy, he

argues that the Jews have been living for hundreds of years in Russia
and therefore should be regarded as a rooted [korenoze] population,
much like any other. He also stated that the development of the
previously backward nationalities had reached the level at which
there was no longer a need to give them preference in appointments,

and that these should be made without reference to nationality.1

1

On Trial (New York: Harper and Row, 1966); A, Amalrik, Involuntary
Journey to Siberia, (New York: Harcourt, Brace, Jovannich, 1970);

A. Marchenko, My Testimony (London: Pall Mall, 1969); A, Sakharov
Progress, Coexistence and Intellectual Freedom, (New York: Norton 1968);
Roi “edvedev, Kniga o sotsialisticheskoi demokratii (Amsterdam: H;rzen

Foundation, 1972),.




vecent Manifestations of MNationalism

2ecent manifestations of Jewish nationalism are inextricably
\inke: with recent events in the USSR, especially in the post-
srushcihev period. Immediately after the removal of Khrushchev
there was an improvement in the situation of Soviet Jews. The
economic trials were discontinued. An editorial in Pravda explicitly
condemned manifestations of anti-Semitism in the country.1 A

virulent anti-Jewish booklet ("Judaism Without Embellishments"),

su'lished under the auspices of the Ukrainian Academy of Science by
Trofim Kichko, aroused worldwide protests--even among Communist parties
in the West, It was officially criticized by the Ideclogical Committee

of the CPSU and reportedly was withdrawn.

From 1964 to 1967 (until June) there was also an improvement in
tre relations hetween the USSR and Israel. Cultural and tourist ex-
changes widened (including a visit by the Soviet writer K. Simonov to
Israel and a tour by the Israeli Singer Geula Gill in the Soviet Union).
Also, for the first time, several thousand Soviet Jews (mostly older
citizens) were allowed to emigrate to Israel. At the same time,
however, the Soviets were becoming ever more involved in support of

the Arab position in the Middle East.2

The Six Day War in June 1967 led to far reaching changes in the Soviet
position, Diplomatic relations with Israel were severed; the miniscule but
significant emigration was halted. Soviet media undertook a most vicious
and vituperative campaign against Israel, Zionism and Judaism~-with direct and
indirect anti-Semitic features.3 The previously rebuked Kichko reappeared with
a new book published in Kiev (Judaism and Zionism) in which Judaism was pre-

sented primarily as "a creed teaching poisonous hatred for all other peoples,"

1
Pravda (September 5), 1965.

ZWeinryb, 1970: 315-316; Decter, 1971: 29-30; Lawrence, 1970: 33-44;
Cang, 1969: 147-167.

For an extensive review, see Korey, 1973, passim.
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ard one which advocated "thievery, betrayal and perfidy." All during
this period, the Sovie: Union became more and more involved on the side
of the Arab countries apainst Israel. On the other hand, the Jewish
writer Ehrenburg freely expressed satisfaction with the Israeli victory

in the Six Day War and criticized Soviet policies.1

In 1968 the pattern of blaming an "international Zionist alliance
which was playing the role of a secret channel between reactionary
forces in the Imnerialist states [primarily the U.S., Cerman Federal
Republic, and Britain] and Israeli militarists" for anti-Soviet develop-
ments, spilled over into Eastern Europe. In March 1968 during student
riots in Warsaw, the Polish First Secretary of the Party, V. Gomulka--
with the active support of the Soviets--blamed the "Zionists" as
instigators and initiated a major expulsion of Jews from Poland.
During the Soviet-Czechoslovak crisis Soviet leaders consciously used
anti-Semitism to weaken and split the Czechoslovak Spring movement by
demanding the elimination of the Jewish leaders E. Goldstuecker,

F. Kriegel, and O, §1k. In the USSR similar procedures were used to

weaken the growing dissent movement, in which Jews were playing a
significant role.2

In the fall of 1968 Soviet authorities began again to issue exit
visas for Israel for some while denying them to others. Pressure from
those not allowed to leave mounted. They had learned from the tactics
of the dissent movement and arranged sit-ins, circulated appeals in-

side the USSR, and sent protest documents to prominent personalities

outside the Soviet Union. 1In this way the foreign press was constantly

kept informed. The Soviet security police conducted a constant
campaign of harassment, suppression, and arrests in an attempt to

limit the extent of the movement for emigration.

1
Korey, 1970: 45-46; Katz, 1968: 27; Frankel, 1972,
passim;
A. Verth, Russia: liopes and Fears (London' Cresset Press, 1969) : 242,

2 -
Korey, 1970: 43-52; Lendvai, 1971, passim; Soviet Jewish Affairs,

1971: 1; 1972: 3; and otlier {issues,
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Ir November 1968 a Kiev enpineer, Boris Kochubievsky, vhc had
cersistently criticized Soviet policies toward Jews and Israel] was
arrested and later sentenced to three vears' imprisonment. Simflar
cases were later reported from Odessa, Kharkov, Sverdlovsk, Moscow,
*ipa and other places. Vhen in March 1970 the Soviet Foreign Ministry
arranged a press conference in which prominent Soviet Jewish person-
alities condermed Zionism and supported the official peclicies, a group
of Jewish activists made a statement denying the right of these
people to speak in the name of Soviet Jewry and demanding the right to

1
enigrate to Israel.

In June 1970 arrests of the so called "hijackers" began, Thirty-
four Jews were arrested, first in Leningrad, then in Riga, Kishinev,
and Thilisi. In December two were sentenced to death in Leningrad
(Eduard Kuznetsov and Mark Dymshits), and nine others were condemned
to various terms of imprisonment. Several other trials followed. An
attempt to hijack a plane in order to escape from the Soviet Union
to Israel was accepted by the court as an act of treason. The harsh
sentences and prospective executions aroused a global response, and
the Supreme Court of the USSR commuted the death sentences to life
imprisonment, lowever, instead of weakeninp the movement for emigration
the trials strengthened it and gave it worldwide support and recognition.
In spring of 1971, a world conference of Jewish communities convened
in Brussels to deliberate on the position of Soviet Jewry. In Moscow,
Jewish national activists from all over the USSR staged several
demonstrations, including a sit-in in the building of the Central
Committee of the CPSU. A samizdat Jewish chronicle entitled Exodus
appeared, Following these developments Soviet authorities allowed
a relativelv large-scale emigration to Israel, which is continuing at

the time of this writing.2

1Jews in Eastern Europe, 1969, 1971 (various issues); Katz, 1970:
328-329; Redemption, 1970, passim.

2Jews in Fastern Europe, 1971: IV: 6-7; Soviet-Jewish Affairs,
1970-1972 (various issues).
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The exact numbers in the Jewish emigration from the USSR are

unavailable since neither Israel nor the USSR publishes official
figures, and the unofficial fipures often vary. Table C.1. shows

estimates based on several sources,

Table C.1.

Jewish Emigration from the USSR to Israel

up to 1964% 4,667
1965 750
1966 1,613
1967 1,412

total up teo 1967 8,442

1968 231
1969, 3,033
1970 1,000
1971 12,923
1972 32,200

c
1973 (first 6 months) 16,400
total since 1967 65,787

grand total 74,229

BThe figure was given by Prime Minister Kosygin during a visit to
Ottawa in October 1971.

bFigutes up to 1971 were released by the Jewish Agency.

CEstimated by Zev Katz. Cf. a report in the New York Times

(September 10, 1973: 5) saying that 18000 came to Israel in the first
seven montha of 1973,

Source: Gittelman, 1972: 9-10; Schroeter, 1972: 3-4; personal information
of Zev Katz.

By the end of June 1973 almost 75,000 Jews had left the Soviet
Union--about 8500 before the Six Day War and more than 65,000 since.

In June The New York Times reported that Brezhnev had assured the U.S.

that Jewish emigration would continue "at the rate of 36,000 to
40,000 a year."

1New York Times (June 2), 1973,
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llata on the composition of the emigration are even more scarce.

.atimates of the composition are given in Table C.2.

Table C,2.

Jewish Emigration from the USSR by Community
(up to June 1973)

Potentfial
Total no. Total % % of total
in USSR emigrated of all group emigration

(1000) (1000) emipres emigrated (1000)

feorgians 55 25,0 33% 45.0% 49,5 (90%)
Central Asian (Bukharan) 100 4,0 6% 4,5% 60.0 (60%2)
3altics 80 19.0 25% 24,0% 60,0 (757)
Urraine (including Bukovina) 1,000 9.0 127 0.9% 330,0 (33%)
voldavia 130 9.0 12% 7.0% 97.5 (75%)
RSFSR 1,000 6.0 8% 0.6% 2000 (20%)

other (Belorussian, Mountain 385 3.0 4% 0.8% 115.5 (30%
Jews)

2,750 75.0 100 912.5

Source: Estimates by Zev Katz.

According to these estimates, Georgian Jews may complete a total
exodus to Israel within two years; almost half have emigrated already.
Atout one in every four Baltic Jews has already left, and within
several vears the overwhelming majority of them will have dome so.
Altogether the Western and Oriental Jews who comprise only 20-25% of
the total, make up some 85% of the emigres. So far, less than 1% of
all Core Jews have left (altogether some 15,000, including the "Western"
Jews of Bukovina and Transcarpathia). In the emigre total they amount

to only 15%, though they are 75-80% of the total Jews in the USSR,
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The reasons for this diffenentiated behavior lie partly in the
history and background of the different Jewish communities (see the
sections on demography and history). But it is also a result of the
planning of the central authorities and of the different attitudes
of the local and national leadership. The Core Jews live in the
large cities, the centers of Soviet power, culture, science, and
education. Manv of them are educated or "important,"” and the
authorities place all kinds of obstacles in the way of their
emigration., In the list of 1000 Soviet Jews reportedly submitted to
the Soviets by U.S, representatives (asking for their release), there
are few Oriental Jews hut many Core Jews, Knowledgeable observers
think that the Soviets regard the Oriental Jews as expendable, and
the Western Jews as nationalist (Zionist) and therefore undesirable
(or dangerous). The latter designation certainly applies also to
Jewigsh activists from among Core Jews; they are suppressed, harassed,
imprisoned or allowed to leave. The basic policy seems to be to
allow the departure of those Jews who are least assinilable into
contemporary Slavic Soviet society--especially (riental ones, Jews

whose childhood was spent in non-Soviet areas--but to retain the

Soviet-educated, professionally competent Jews of the core areas.
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Ter At ion

- roe USSR the name "Tatar” is today applied to two distinct ethnic groups:
--. 447ar. Tatars, who have an autonomous republic of their own on the Volga and
Va~a wiyers to the east of Moscow, and the Crimean Tatars who were exiled by
;.0 turinz Yorld War IT from the Crimean peninsula on the Black Sea to fCentral
/ Throughout much of their history these two groups have shared a common
i-.r~. Pussian conquest and settlement eventually led to their zeographical

ra*iun and partial dispersion.

AN

¢ ==+ almost 6 mi.lion Tatars in the USSR about 300,000 are Crimean
;haru.z Some 2.5 million Kazan Tatars live in the Tatar and Bashkir ASSR s,

4 aresner 1.5 willion in adjoining territories. (Nther Tatars live in

‘r.a and in other areas and large cities of the RSFSR, as well as in the five
~+ra} Asian republics. The number of Tatars in the remaining union republics

~glizible.) Soviet statistics do not distinguish between the Kazan and

i« rhapter deals with the Kazan Tatars and the Tatar ASSR. However,

~ auhar occasionally refers to the Tatar-Bashkirs as one =roun. The Bashkirs
a4 nweighboring Turkic people with close historical, cultural, and demographic
.77~ *o the Tatars. They live primarily in the Bashkir ASSR in which, however,
wre are more Tatars than Bashkirq.a About one third of the Bashkirs regard
*sr o4+ their mother tongue. The line of distinction between the two groups
unclear and a topic for dispute, but differences do exist. Indeed,

i Bashkir national conscinusness has heen observed.

", “..., Malaya Sovetskaya Entsiklopediya, (Moscow: Sovetskaya entsiklopediya,
XS O B U

"i*i6n by Crimean Tatars to the Supreme Soviet of the USSR of Julv 1972,
“iter dignateh from Moscow of August 17, 1972,

Lo 1) IV 9

12-17, 329.

cotaon A-IV o of this chapter.




THE TATARS AND TIIE TATAR ASSR

PART A

General Information
P —




[. Territory

The historical homeland of the Tatar-Bashkirs stretches from the
(ka-Don lowlands and the Vclga uplands in the west to the Siberian slopes of
the Ural Mountains in the east. 1In the north it extends to the Vyatka-Uval
uplands near Kirov. 1In the South its boundaries run along the southern
section of the Volga upland, on the right bank of the Volga, to the Caspian
lowland and the city of Astrakhan.

This territory, the boundaries of which approximate those of the
Kranate of Kazarn (early 1400s- 1552), is now administratively divided into
the Tatar ASSR (in the center), the Bashkir, Mari, Udmurt, Chuvash, and Mord-
vinian ASSRs; and parts of 10 oblasty of the RSFSR.1 The present-day Tatar

and Bashkir ASSRs comprise about a quarter of this historical homeland.

The Tatar ASSR (26,250 square miles) is the area of the confluence

%f the Volga and Kama rivers and extends from the lower Belaya (Aghidel)
River in the east to the Sviyaga, a right affluent of the Volga, in the

west. The Volga and Kama rivers divide the republic into three distinct
natural regions: (1) the right bank of the Volga, with a moderate continental
~limate, black earth, and deciduous (mainly oak) woodlands;(2) the right bank
»f the Kama, in the northern coniferous forest zone with a more extreme
~limate and podzolic soils; and(3) the left bank of the Kama, with a

noderate, dry climate and black-earth wooded steppe.

llhn projected horders of the Tatar State of Tdel-l'ral, proclaimed
‘v oouenher 1917 (see Section A-TID), dic not stretch as far west and
“ertnoas those of the Lhanate of razan., lovever, its eastern and
“atuern borders were shiftew more tovard the east and south.




1. Economy

Tatars took an active part in the industrial development of Russia
as early as the 18th century. Between 1750 and 1800 Tatar entrepreneurs
built textile factories near Kazan. By 1814 these factories accounted for
75% of all textile manufacturing in Russia. A Tatar leather factory was
established in Kazan in 1881; in 1812 there were 18 such factories, 13 of
which were owned by Tatars. 1In 1854 10 of the 13 soap factories in Kazan
wvere owned by Tatars. In addition, Tatar enterprises produced candles, paper,

paint, and metal goods.1

By 1913 there were 388 industrial plants in the area inhabited by
Tatars. Their output for that year totaled 99 million rubles.2 Nevertheless,
because of a manpower surplus many Tatars emigrated to seek work in other
industrial centers such as the Donbas, Baku, Astrakhan, the Urals and Siberia.
From 1906 to 1910 alone, 219,000 Tatars left the province of Kazan to search

for work elsewhere.3

Good transport facilities, a large labor force, and its secure loca-
tion in the interior led the Soviets to speed up the industrialization of the
area. The post-war discovery of oil turned the Tatar ASSR into one of the
Soviet Union's most important economic areas. Today the ASSR has highly
developed o0il, chemical and engineering industries. O0il output in 1971 was
102,-00,000 tons, by far the highest in the USSR.4 Tatar oil is piped to
Moscow, Yaroslav, Ryazan, Odessa, Novorossiisk, Orsk, Ishimbay, Saratov,

Kuibyshev, and other industrial centers.5 The Tatar ASSR is first in the

lDevletchin 1958:72, quoting Bertold Spuler, Der Islam (Berlim, 1949),
29:2:170.

21219., quoting Revolyutsionnyi vostok [The Revolutionary East] (Moscow,
1935) 1:21:156.

3Ibid., quot ing Revolyutsionnyi vostgk (1934) 5:27:162.

“Total o1l output in the USSR for 1971: 371,800,000 touns, See
Nar. khoz. 1972: 137,736,

*Qazan Utlary 1972: 11:142.
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manufacture of fur goods, phoutographic film,1 film gelatine, and liquid gas.l
Heavy machinery, optical instruments, medicines, and high-heat-resistent
glass instruments are among other items manufactured in Tataristan.3 The
production of timber, building materials and textiles is expanding. Clothing
and food are important industries. Among the major industrial centers in the

republic are Chistopol, Elabug, Bugulma, Almat, and Leninogorsk.

The capital, Kazan (population 904,0004),has shipyards, railroad yards
and auto repair works. Typewriters, calculating machines, agricultural imple~
ments and aircraft are manufactured there and about half of all fur processing
in the USSR is done inthecity. It also has clothing, shoe and felt-boot

industries and large food processing plants.

The Tatar ASSR supplies the Chuvash, Bashkir and Mari ASSR's and

the Gorky and Kuibyshev oblasty with electric energy.5 Total output in 1971
was 14.7 billion kwh.6

The largest automobile works in the Soviet Union are under construc-
tion on a 13,400,000 square foot area on the Kama river.7 About 2000
industrial products manufactured in the Tatar ASSR are exported to 60
countries in Europe, Asia, Africa and America.8

Industrial production in ihe Tatar ASSR in 1969 was 337 times
as large as in 1913 (compared with 119 for the RSFSR and 121 for the entire

1
The Tatar ASSR supplies half of all filp used i :
Utlary, 1972:5:4-7, n the USSR. See: Qazan

2Qazan Utlary, 1972:11:141.

3bid., 1972:5.

4Population as of January 1, 1971,

5Qazan Utlary, 1972:11:142.
SNar. khoz. 1972: 736,

See Nar. khoz. 1972: 22,

sL o=

P

7Qazan Utlary, 1972:5.

81bid., 11:142.
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:?i?,l Lespite this enormous industrial expansion, however, large numhers
of Tatars still seek work outside their native homeland. In fact, the
nepulation of the republic has grown only 8,47 since it was created in

2

1320,

Since 1970, when construction of the new automobile works on
the ¥ama bepan, an unspecified number of Tatars seem to have returned to
their native republic with the intention of staying on after the
completion of the huge project. But there has also been an influx of

non-Tatars of 40 nationalities.3

Another important factor in the republic's economy is
azriculture, Wheat and rve are grown throughout its territory, but
wheat predominates in the northwest, Oats are grown south of the Kama
River and millet and hemp north of it. Hemp is also grown in the area
southwest of the Volga. O0ther agricultural products include leguminous
plants and fodder crops. Dairy cattle are raised extensively along
the Kama River, and poultry along the Volga River.A In 1970 there

were 388 collective and 167 state farms,

bid.: 141.

" B2
“The total population of the Tatar ASSR in 1920 was 2,919,300.
0f these one half (1,459,600) were Tatars, Devletchin, 1958: 70.

3(lazan Utlary,1972: 12:22,

4
Shabad, 1951.




J[r. History

Today's Kazan (or Volga) Tatars are descendents of the Volga-Kama
30lzars, the Qypchaq Turks from Central Asia who came to the Volga-Ural region
in the 13th century, and Turkicized Finnish tribes. The Turkic-speaking Bolgars
appeared in the region in the 7th century. By the 9th century they had formed
1 state which gradually expanded to include those Bashkirs who lived west of the
Crals. They accepted Islam in 922 A.D. The Bolgar state eroded during the
2arly 1200s when the Mongol-Tatars under Batu invaded the area and established
the Golden Horde. The Mongols, who were a small minority in the conquering
force, were quickly assimilated by the Turkic majority, and the Bolgars and
Jypchaq Turks became the ethnically dominant elements in the Golden Horde.

Juring the second half of the l4th and into the 15th centuries the Bolgars moved
further north and west. They merged with the aforementioned Turks and Finns

and became known as "New Bolgars,"

and finally "Kazan Tatars.'

During the first half of the 15th century the Golden Horde broke up
into the Khanates of Kazan, Astrakhan, Crimea, and Siberia, and the Noghay Horde.
The Khanate of Kazan also included the Turkic-speaking Chuvash, the western
Bashkirs, and most of the Finnish-speaking Mordvinians, Maris, and Udmurts, all
of whom had been part of the Bolgar state. The Khanate of Kazan remained a
formidable opponent of Muscovy for more than a century. It finally succumbed to
superior Russian power in 15352, opening the way for Russian expansion toward

the East.

During the two centuries following the fall of Kazan, the Moslem
Tatars found themselves subjected to political persecution and to severe economic
and religious ptessuresl which forced large numbers of them to leave their
homes and move eastward to Bashkiristan, the Urals, and beyond. Others moved
to the lower Volga region in the south. Their situation began to improve after

t"e Pugachev uprising of 1774. Although Pugachev and his armies - which

t

“Yor exanple, in 1744-1755 in the area of r.nzan,alon? 416 out of a
. 3 ) 5 . )
oral o 46 nosaues vith achools vere destroved, Tarikh', 1959: 230,
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corn~? ted mainlv of Tatars, bashlirs, and Chuvash - were eventually defeatc.,
the uprisine broupht Tatars important religious and ecoromic concessions,

A decree in 1788 estal'lished the 'uftiat of Orenburg, givine Islam official
status ir Russia, and in 1792 Tatars were yranted extensive rights in
Pussia's trade with Turkestan, Tran, and China, Due to the fact that they
spoke a sipilar lancuape and shared the same religion as their Turkic
tradine nartners, Tatars soon contrelled mest of Russia's trade with the
“osler fast. Tihis period of Tatar-i'ussian cooperation lasted for more thar
half a centurvy until the 1860s vien Tatars were sul jected to new, organized
atterpts at Christianizatian and Russification. Tatars responded with
local unrisinys and nmanifestations of a still more faratic adherence to

Islam. Some emiprated to Turkey.

At the sare tire, the Russian conauest of Turkestan in the second
half of the 19th centurvy created a new situation to which Tatars had to
adjust, Combined with a growing realization that Furopecan education was
necessarv in order to win equality with Russians, and with avareness of
Turkey's turn toward Lurore, this chanpe resulted in a growinyg orientation
toward Lurore and an awakening of Tatar national consciocusness. Three
Razan Tatars, Shihabeddin Mardjani (1318-18£9%), Husseyin Fayveshani
(1821-1866), and Qavyum Nasiri (1825-1902) were responsible for early
reforms in religion ard education. The Paris-educated Crimean Tatar
Ismail Bay Gaspiraly (1851-1914), under the motto "Unity of Lanrguage,
Thought and Action," promoted the unity of all the Turkic peoples in the
Russian erpire and the introduction of Luropean methods of education.

Uith the Kazan Tatar Yussuf Aqchura and the Azerbaidzhani Topchybashev,

he was instrumental in the formation of the "Union of Moslems of Pussia"
in 1906,

Under the morc liberal conditions of earlv twentieth-centurv
Fussia, Tatar political and cultural life propressed rapidly, The Tatar
press was bv far the most irpartant Turkic rress in the empire. Tatar
newspapers and journals of various political views, which appeared in such

national centers as Hazan, !'fa, Orenbure, Astrakhan, Troitsk, and Uralsk,

were distributed throuphout the empire,

In the Mosler: strupgle for greater




Tatars - historv - 3

-.r :a1 and political freedom and for social and economic chanres, Tatars
-~ ¢ the leadersuip. The fall of the Russian monarchy in 1917 forced
- .=~ z¢ re-—cxamine their position within the Russian state and te reassess

- ..r rolitical, national, and cultural relations with Petrograd.

In May 1917 a congress of all Moslems of Russia was held in Moscow
undar the motto of national unity. The congress elected a "free" Muft: (the
lireral and progressive Tatar scholar Ghalimdjan Barudi), declared the

salitical equality of the sexes, prohibited polygamy, decided to form Moslem
naticnal military units, and demanded the abolition of private landed property
ind the introduction of thé eight-hour working day. However, the delegates were
split on the question of whether Moslem autonomy should be territorial within a
Zederal republic or cultural in a unified, but democratic, Russian republic.

To coordinate joint political action it established the Moslem National Council

el Shural.

In July 1917 a united Moslem congress convened in Kazan and proclaimed
the cultural autonomy of the '"Moslem Turko-Tartars of Inner Russia and Siberia.”
Ir named a national administration headed by the Sorbonne-educated Kazan Tatar
Sadri Maqsudi (forﬁerly a leader of the Moslem faction in the Russian Parlia-
ment {Dumaf). In November this administration convened in Ufa and organized

free multi-party elections to a National Parliament of 120 members. On November
2% it declared the Territorial autonomy of the state of Idel—Ural,1 which existed
until the middle of April 1918 when {ts National Council and National Assembly
were nfficially dissolved by the Bolsheviks. A few days earlier, on March 23,

1212, the Bolsheviks issued a decree calling for the formation of a Soviet

. 2
“rrialist Tatar-Rashkir Pepublic (the Soviet version of the state of Idel-Ural).

1The Bashkirs who had participated in the Moscow congress subsequently held
thelr nwn congress in Orenburg and, under the leadership of Zeki Velidi Togan
#statlished on August 1, 1917, a "Bashkir Central Council," whose principal

ta:s was the solution of the land question. On November 29, 1917, Bashkirs

»r laimed national autcnomy within a "Little Bashkiria," which lasted until
Fetnary 4, 1918,

“he decree was siynecd hv Stalin and by ‘ullanur Vakhitov, chairman of
te ertral “oslem Commissariat, Chalimdijan Ibrahim and Cherif “anatov, bofh
“emers of the same Commissariat, and Dimanshtein, fecretarv of the People’s
erriscariat for the lL.ationalities. (See Tatarstan, 1925: 239.) x

g_—-———ﬂ;
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The deeree had a considerat le salitical impact ard gained the surport «f
rare . oar=bashbir intellectuale for the bholsheviks, but it evoled the
onposition of practicailv a1l issian cormurnists in the Volga=-lUral resicor,
Its irrlerentation wae delaved by th e outhreak of the civil war, and
eventually the decree vas rescinded, Idel-lral was broken up into sralj«r
components. The Lashlir ASSY «as established ‘larch 23, 1919 (enlargec
Julyv 14, 1922); the Tatar ACTP  on June 25, 1920, The formation of two
srall, scparate Tatar and !ashi ir autenorious repuhlics instead of the
prormised Soviet Socinliet Tatar-Bashlir Tepublic undermired the strencth
0f Yasler unitv, Tt left three-cuarters of tine Tatar porulation oytside
the boundariee of the Tatar revub.lic and nmore Tatars than Bashkirsl
livinr in Lashbiriatan. ‘oreover, it relegated the fifth largest ethnic
sroup in the USST to a political-administrative status irferior to that cf

sraller grouns wiidich had heen ecranted union repuhlics.

As a result, the "otar-Bashkir intellectuals wvho had joired the
olsheviks in 1017 became disillusioned. Dissatisfaction also spread amcng
]
the leading Tatar-lashkir conmunists., *Mirsayit Sultanyhaliev® began tc

werk, in part with cexiled Mosler nationalists, toward the estahlishrent of

a genuinely autonomous Tatar-lashlir state, Ixpelled frem the Cormunist

Tarty in 1923, he set ur a clandestine nolitical networr aired at the
formation of ar independent "Federated Peoples Socialist Pepublic of
Turan," which was to corprise Tatars, bashkirs, the five Central Asian
republics (Kazakh, Rirgiz, Uzbek, Turkmen, and Tadjik) and possibly

. 3
Chuvashia and Azerbajdzhan. fultanghaliev was eliminated, and during the

According to the 1970 census there vere 898,092 nashkirs and 947,96
Tatars in the bhashkir ASST,

“Mirsayit Sfultanghaliev vwas the hichest-nlaced “oslem in the cormmunist
hierarchy. Iie was chairman of the oslen Cormissariat in Kazan, chafrran cf
the Central 'foslen Milirarv Soviet and later (in 1920) one of Stalin's rrisar
assistants in the People's vommissariat for Sationalities (ARKOMIATE)

was the first comnurist leader in history te organize a national communist

rmovenent in his otn country and Lo rarks with .5, Pov in his erphasis on the
revolutionarv primacv of the underdeveloped vorld, ‘ee Ceton Watqon 1960
N . - son, :

R7. See alan Section C-IT of thie chanter.

- ['.\'

3

The astate wonld have had
vvould have Leen Turkic Moslens.
in 1929,

a Wébﬂlntinn of over 36 million, of whom 79
‘he attempt ended with his arrest and tridal
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~.rres of the 1930s the Tatar-Bashhirs lost virtuallv tieir entire

~~llirentsia.

Tatar-Bashkir national life revived somewhat ir the mare liberal

izmesphere after Stalin's death and particularly after the 20th Vartv

v

~rzress. The publication of many Tatar classical cultural works was
illoved, a fact of great immortance not only for Tatar literature, but
1lse for national education and national cultural life in seneral. The
~ercentare of Tatars holding key posts and other rositions in the ad-
winistrative apparatus of their republic is aprroaching their nercentage
of the population. Tatars also hold important positions in the industrv
1l economy of their republic. however, due to the fact that thev have
an Autonomous and not a Union Repuhlic, Tatars as a groun are more
restricted and have fewer rights than those nationalitv groups possessing
"nion Republics. Tor examnle, on account of their ASSP status, the

. nillion Tatars have only 11 deputies in the Soviet of lationalities,

thereas the 1 million Fstonians and 1 million Kirgiz have 32 deputies each.

This paradox has not gone unnoticed by the Soviet authorities,
#1966 studv in the Tatar ASSR hv the Institute for State and Lav of the
Acadermv of Sc{enccs1 called for an extension of the rights of the Tatar
ASSP to correspond with the high cultural and economic level of the
renublic.  Some steps have been taken in that direction, For examnle,
the Supreme Soviet of the Tatar ASSP and its executive organs have been
riven a stronger role in the nanagement of enterprises and organizations
Itirmatelvy controlled by hirher organs of the RSFSP. The state organs of
the Tatar ASSR have heen granted more richts and privileges in apartrent
liilding, culture, consumer poods producticn, water pollution, and other

Areas,

1
Sovetskove posudarstvo i pravo, 19e7: 4.

Al
"Tatarstan lormunisty, 1972: 1l:lb.
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sccording to the 1970 census there vere 5,931,660 Tatars ir the

1 . -
1o that vear,  an increase of 1Y.4) over 1950, Their distribution

.0 tne USSR and rates of growth since 1Y5Y are summarized in Table A.I.

Table 2.1,

Distribution of Tatars in the USSR 1959-1970

1959 1970
Territory Tatar % of all Tatar s~oof all .. increase
population Tatars population Tatars 1959-1970
(1000) (1060)
ngren 4,075 82,0 4,758 30,2 1.5
of riich:
Tatar ASSR 1,345 27.1 1,536 25.9 14,2
sashkir ASSR 769 15.5 945 15.9 22,9
tentral Asia 588 11.8 750 12.7 27.6
razayh GEp 192 3.9 238 4,9 56G.0
tther Pepublies 113 2.3 135 2,2 19.5
TOTAL 4,964 100.0 5,931 100.6 19.4

Source: Jtogi 1970: 1IV:9,12-17,329,

The total population of the Tatar ASSR in 1970 was 3,131,000, an increase

of aleut 9,97 over the 1959 total. The Tatar ponulation ircreased
considerablv faster--14,27=--and its snare of the republic's total

peralation increased fron 473 to 490,

The balance between the twe principal ethnic groups in the

Tatar ASSPe--the tatars and the Pussians--has remained within narrow lirits

iver since the remublic was estahlislied, as Table A.2. shows,

1

either the 1959 nor the 1970 census distinguishes between Kazar and
Lrirean Tatars,
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Table A2,

+atars and Pussians in Tatar ASSE
(rercentage of total population)

Year . Tatar 7% Russian
1920 50 N.A,
1924 51.1 40,9
1426 45.0 43,0
1939 50.4 41.8
1956 49,0 43,0
19549 47.0 43.9
1970 49.0 42,4

Source: Dergi, 1958: 14:70,

Fiftv-three percent of the population of the Tatar ASSP in 19706
lived in urhan areas, but only 38.6. of the Tatars in the republic did so.
Thev thus constituted 367 of the total urban nopulation, a slight increase
over 1Y59. According to the Lureau of Statistics of the Tatar ASSR, the
percentare of Tatars in such major cities as Kazan (33.27.;'),l Almat

o ' N

(43.6%), and "inzele (35.97)° remained virtually urchanged from 1959 to
3

1968.

In 1970 the proportion of Tatars in the Bashkir ASSR was 24.77
or 947,986, up 23.3% from 768,566 in 1959.“ Together Tatar-Bashkirs made
up 48,17 of the republic's total population, up from 45% in 1959.°

Yip from 19.4% in 1924,

See Bish yil echende Tatarstan, 1925-26:
233-34,

In comparison, Uzbeks make up 33.8% in Tashkent, Kirgiz are 9.4%
in Frunze, and Turkmens 29.8% in Ashkhabad, Sovetskaya etnografiya, 1967: 5:25.

3Sovetskaya etnografiva, 1970: 3:6.

aSovetskaya etnografiva, 1972: 6:40,

5
In 1959 Russians made up 42.4% of the total population of the

Bashkir ASSR. The remaining 12.6% consisted of Chuvash (109,970), Mari

(¥3,%2), Ukrainiaus (b3,594;, “lordvinians (43,582), Udmurts (25,388),
»
and Belorussians (20,792).
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o 107, 25.97 of all Tatars and 72% of all Bashkirs lived in their
rogrective republics.l Approximately 707 of all Tatar-Bashkirs 1ived
;thin the horders of Idel-Ural as proclaimed in 1917. Calculated on
-se nasis of thelr growth rate for the RSFSR, their number in this area
sheuld now he close to 5 million., OGutside their historical borders,
wut within the RSFSR, Tatars live in large numbers in and around

“escow £133,000 in 1959) and Leningrad (51,500 in 1959).2 In Siheria

~sere were approximately 300,000 to 400,000 Tatars in 1959.3

0f the Tatars in Central Asia (Crimean and Kazan together),
~gre tran half, i.e., 574,000 (up 29% since 1959) live in Uzbekistan,
where they are mainly concentrated in and around Tashkent, Samarkand,
indiian, and Ferghana. In 1959 657 of the Tatars in Tzbekistan lived
iz urbar areas. In Kazakhstan, Tatars numbere. 284,000 in 1970 (up 507
since 1959), mostly in the "virgin lands" region and in southern
sazazhstan. As in Uzbekistan, two-thirds of the Tatars there live in
the cities. In the Kirgiz SSR most of the 69,000 Tatars live in and
around "sh, The numher of Tatars in Turkmenistan is small: 36,000
{up 207 since 1959), of whom 877 live in and around the cities. In
Tadzhikistan, Tatars in 1970 numbered 71,000 (up 24.5%7 since 1959);

. 4
/37 live in urban areas.

As of November 16, 1970, 109,200 Tatars with higher education
and 173,300 with a specialized secondary education were employed in the
national ecomomv. At the end of 1970 there were 11,617 Tatars listed

. e 5
as scientific workers.

1
“Sovetskaya etnografiya, 1972: 6:40,

. .
“Practically all Bashkirs live within the historical borders of Idel-Ural,

“uzcluding those West Siberian territories which fell within the
horders nf Idel-l'ral,

4
Ttopi 1970: 1V:202,223,284,295,306,

‘Lar, obhraz,, 1971: 240,270,
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Data showing the membership of Tatars and Bashkirs in the
Communist Parties of their republics are extremely difficult to come
by, especially for the more recent years. More complete data are

available for the pre-war years, and indicate that Party representation

tended to be noticeably lower than the share in population, as shown

helow.l
Percent of
A natives in Percent of natives in

rea population Party organization
1926 1922 1927 1930
Tatar ASSR 48,3 19.8 32.4 36.3
Crimean Tatar ASSR 25.1 2.5 4.8 10.7
Bashkir ASSR 23,7 17.8 15.6 17.8

In 1959 Tatar Party membership in the Tatar ASSR had risen to
407 of a total of 101,000 members, still 77 short of their percentage
of the republice'’s total population.2 In 1967 the Communist Party of
the republic had 160,000 members.3 The chairman of the Presidium of
the Supreme Soviet of the Tatar ASSR (Salikh Batyev), the chairman
and the vice-chairman of the Soviet of Ministers of the Tatar ASSR
(Ghabdulkhaq Abdrazyaqov and Khasanov), and the TFirst Secretary of
the Tataristan Obhlast Committee of the Communist Party of the USSR
(Fikret Tabeyev) are Tatars. In the Bashkir ASSR the positions of
chairman of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet (Fayezrahman Zaghafuranov)
and the vice-chairman of the Soviet of Ministers (Ghabbas Shafiqov)

are held bv PBashkirs. Of the 61 de]egatesa from the Tatar ASSR who

1

Data from Righy, 1968: 369,

2

Tatarstan ASSR Tarikhy, 1970: 620,

Ihid.: 661. Tatar percentage for the more recent years has not
been made available,

According to the Tatarstan 488R Tarikhy, the Tatar ASSR sent 64
Qelegatcs (see p.h%4), Lut the "Stenographic Report of the 23rd Conpress
of the Communist Party of the USSR (Mloscow, 1966, pp.389-623) lists the
names of only A1 delegates.,
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~articinated in the 23rd Partv Congress in 1964, 29 were Tatars;
of the AN delepates from the Bashkir ASSR 34 were Tatar-Bashkirs.1
The report on the 24th Party Congress (1971) does not indicate the

delepates' home territories,

In 1959 labor unions in Tataristan had a total of 672,000
~embers., Ry 1966 membership had grown to 915,000.2

-62
1“Stenographic Report of the 23rd Party Congress," pp. 389-623.

2Tatarstan ASSR Tarikhy, 1970, No ethnic hreakdown given,
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The Tatars have a rich written heritage in the Tatar language,
icr has roots in the ancient common Turkic literature and was molded
ind zeveloped under the all-pervading influence of Islam until well inte
=-e luth century. Tatar poets were also greatly attracted by legends

an¢ themes of romantic love. Early Tatar literature mirrored historical
and sccial events, national customs, and traditions. By the 19th century
traditional Islamic forms were subjected to the modernizing influence of
Turiish reform movements and of Russian and Western Luropean writing with
which Tatar intellectuals were familiar. This introduced new types of

Tatar prose--novels, novellas, dramas, and comedies.

In the later 19th century Tatar literature became important in the
strugizle for cultural and soclal reforms and for the spreading of new ideas.
Eduzational reforms, the oppression of Moslems in Russia, the emancipation of
Tatar women, and the fight against religious fanaticism were among topics

t.eated in the literature of that period.

After the revolution of 1905 a whole group of likeral democratic
awi:erql emerged. Working under the comparative freedom which prevailed
until 1917-18, they lifted Tatar literature to new heights which--except
~erfaps for the first 10-15 years after the Bolshevik revolution--have not since
heen =qualled. This period is generally referred to as the Golden Age of
~lassical Tatar literature. Major issues raised in the works of this period
wera: the hard life of workers and peasants and the rural poor; education
if the young generation; national aspirations of the Tatar people; love for
tie Tatar homeland and language; anti-Tatar discriminatirn among the Russians;
and the role of youth in the revolution. When the Bolshevik revolution came,
Tatar literature had firmly established itself as an important and effective
wiicle for the realization of social, political and national-cultural aspira-

tion,.

)These included Ghabdulla Tugqay, Madjit Ghafuri, Ghaliasghar Kamal, Sharif
“amal, Fatih Amirhan, Ghalimdjan Ibrahim, Fathi Burnash, F. Sayfi Qazanly, Karim
Fin hurin, Ghayaz Ishaqi, Mirkhaydar Fayzi, Saghit Soncheley, Derdemend, Saghit
Remi, Shaykhzade Babich, and others.
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Up to the creation of the two separate Tatar and Bashkir republi--
Tatar was the common literature for Tatars and Bashkirs. No distinction wx.
made between Tatar and Bashkir writers, both of whom used the Tatar literar-
language. However, the Bolsheviks set about creating a separate Bashkir lir=ra-
ture based on the Bashkir dialect. Until the late 1920s Tatar literature "ad
been comparatively unrestricted, and the ranks of prerevolutionary writers w-r=
swelled by many new writers of the younger generation. Important topics
included: prerevolutionary times, the revolution and the civil war, the con-

flict between old and new, the birth of a new life, a ne- man, the formaticr

cf a new moral order.

Stalin's more repressive nationality policy initiated a tragic
chapter in Tatar life and literature. In the process the Tatars lost almost
all their political leaders, and only a handful of Tatar writers survived
the disaster.1 After Stalin's death Tatar literature began to revive,
especially after the 20th Congress of the CPSU. Practically all of the previcusly

arrested and "'convicted" Tatar writers were rehahilitated (most of them

posthumously) and many of their works repuhlished. Tatar literature received

further stimulus in 1963-64 and has since managed to produce some impressive

works. These works, which reflect concern for human problems and issues as

well as a love for the Tatar homeland, mother tongue, culture and history,

are often remarkably candid in the presentation and criticism of existing

social and national conditions. Tatar literature has thus shown remarkable

resilience and has recovered much of its old vigor and aggtessiveness.2

Tatar dramas first appeared in the late 1800s, }owever, due to

the strong conservatism of the Moslem clergy and Tatar society, performances

were held in private homes. The first public theater performance, which

also marked the official establishment of the Tatar theater, took place in
Kazan in 1906.

Tatar theaters opened in Ufa, Orenburg, Astrakhan, Uralsk,

and other cities soon thereafter. Tatar repertory comapnies began to travel
|

laashir, 1965: 11:363.

2cee Burbiel, 1969: 40-46,
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ail over the country, performing even in Siberia and Central Asia. 'ntil
+»o fclshevik revolution their repertoire consisted mainly of comedies
ard dramas written by such renowned Tatar playwrights as Ghaliasghar
ranal (1879-1933), who is regarded as the father of Tatar theater,

tarin Tinchurin (1887-1947), Fatih Amirhan (1866-1926), Chayaz Ishaqi
£137%=1934), and Mirhaydar Fayzi (1891-1928). Tatar translations of
russian and West European plays were also included, The first Tatar
rusical was shown in 1916-17 and the first Tatar opera in 1925. During
the 1920s Tatar theaters also presented numerous satirical plays which

~ocked both the old-fashioned bourgeoisie and the Dolsheviks.

During the purges of the 1930s the Tatars lost practically
all their prerevolutionary writers, and the Tatar theater declined
sharply. Until the 1956 20th Partv Congress its repertoire consisted,
with certain exceptions, of poorly written and rather primitive
sronaganda plays. The subsequent rehabilitation and return to the Tatar
peonle of a large part of their literary heritage, as well as the
relaxation in Party control over literature and art, gave new life to
the Tatar theater. Today, Tatar theater repertoires comprise both
modern plays and prerevolutionary classics, as well as Russian and

foreign dramas, comedies, and operas in Tatar ttanslation.1

As the direct heirs to the culture of the Bolgar state (9th-
12th centures) bequeathed by their Moslem ancestors, the Bolgars and
other Ovpchaq tribes, Tatars have traditionally been a part of the
Islaric world, For centuries Islam has played a tremendous role in
their social, economic, political, cultural, and spiritual development.
fontinued deep adherence to the principles and spiritual values of
Islan enabled them to resist attempts at Christianization by their
Pussian neighbors and their Islamic tradition continues to limit the

success of Russification today.

IXX {0z bashynda Tatar adahiaty [Tatar Literature at the Beginning
of the 20th Century] (Kazan, 1966); see also publications of The
fhaliasghar Kamal Tatar State Academy Theater, Kazan, 1970,
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The awakening of Tatar national conscicusness in the second
half of the 19th century and the steady growth of Turko-Tatar natiomalisr
Turkism) after the revolution of 1905 led to reform and modernization
in Islam without, however, diminishing its importance in Tatar life.
U'ntil after the Rolshevik revolution Islam formed the roof under which
the Moslems of Russia rallied in their efforts to unite and coordinate

their political and cultural actions.

Todav the 'oslems of the Volea=l'ral area and Siberia (mostly
Tatar-Nashkirs) are under the jurisdiction of the Spiritual Directorate
for the Sunni Moslems of Furopean Russia and Siberia, which has its head-
quarters in Ufa, Bashkir ASSR.l Data showing the exact strength of
Islam in the territories administered by this Nirectorate are unavailable,
however, two studies published in 1970 and 1971 show that adherence to
Islam or Islamic practices among Tatars living in the rural areas of the
Tatar ASSR is strong. According to the more recent studv2 one-fifth
of Tatar men and more than a third of Tatar women (average 30.47%)
questioned helieve in Islam, while approximately another fifth were
undecided. Turthermore, more than half (50.9%) favored circumcision,
and about two-fifths (39.9%) said that they celebrated Moslem holidays,
Also, the study showed how the lloslem clergy, by presenting religious

rites as part of the national heritage, wins the undecided over to Islam.

showed an
even higher percentapge of Tatars celebrating such Moslem holidays as

The other study, published about a vear earlier,3

Qurban Bayram and Ramadan and favoring circumcision, particularly when

questioned by Tatar interviewers.

1
There are three more Directorates: one for Central Asia and
Kazakhstan, one for the North Caucasus, and a third for Transcaucasia.

2Sovetskaya etnografiva, 1971: 1

3Sovetskaya etnografiva, 1970: 2,




Celehrate Moslem holidavs
non't celebrate
Indifferent

PDifficult to answer

Tavor circumcision
Apainst circumcision
Difficult to answer
YNo answer
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Natjionalitv of Interviewer
Tatar Russian
0l 1
245 417
287 -

47, 257
597% 457
117 187
207 5%
10% 32%




xternal Relations

The Tatars and Dashkirs are part of the large farilv of Turkic

~e-rleg who inhabit a broad belt of territories stretching fror (hirnese
c.rrestan (Sinkiang) and Mongolia in the east, across Central Asia and
creions of Siberia, to the middle Volga basin, the eastern Caucasnus,
wr the eastern Mediterranean in the west. Theac ~oorle nurler ahout

. -illion, of whom about 33 million live in the Soviet-Urion.

rcapving the northwestern corner of this huge area, the Tatar-
-ashkirs have since earlyv times had contact with Finno-Ugric and Slavic
~eonies dwelling among them or in territories adjoining their western

rerders,

After the loss of independence to the Russians, Tatar-Bashkir
relations with the latter remained generally strained, though there were
~eriods of cooperation. An enterprising people, the Tatars developed a
‘airlv strong merchant class which established close trade relations with
otier Turkic peoples in Central Asia. Cultural ties between the Tatar-
sashwirs and other Turkic peoples had, of course, existed for centuries,
and with the Tatar national and cultural renaissance in the second half

nf the 19th century, especially after the revolution of 1905, Kazan

becare the most dynamic and enlightened Turkeo-Tatar center in Russia,

ith pan-Turkism as their political ideal, the Tatars sought to unite all
the Turkic pecples of Tussia into one nation. Kazan reformers maintained
strene cultural relations with liberal circles in Ottoman Turkev. Turkish,
ttev theought, should become the commcn lanpuape of the united Turkic
“#omles of Russia, Turkey was viewed as the home of all Turks, and manv
“arars went there to study, or to take up permanent rcsidence.] During
crld Var 1 most Tatar-Tashkirs sympathized with Turkev and hoped for a
‘tory for Russia's enemies. After the Bolshevik take-over many prominent
Tatar-hashkirs and other Turkic intellectuals found a haven in that
‘eantry, But the pan=Turkic idea was also pursucd hv the Tatar

srurists, who under the leadership of Sultanghaliev tried to establish

! ‘ )
Turrish policv has traditionallv perritted anv Turkish immigrant to '
ciate a citizen of Turkey immeliatelv on the basis of ethnic and linguistic

vinshinp,
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a Socialist Teople's Repuhlic of Turan, According to Soviet histerians
Sultanghaliev's underground organization maintained close relatfons witn

1
the Basmachis in Turkestan and with emipre circles in Turkey and Germany.

As part of their general policy of discouraging the integrati-n of
Turkic peoples into cne nationm, the Bolsheviks for more than 30 years kept thex
isclated from each other and from the outside world. This isolation ended for
Central Asian Moslems when, after the rapprochment of the Soviet Unijon with tre
Asian and African world, their usefulness for Soviet foreign policy became appare::
to Moscow. The Tatars were kept isolated for a much longer time. (Kazan was pene:

to foreign tourists only In the late 1960s.) With the relaxation of this policy-

Tatar-Bashkirs and the other Turkic peoples of the USSR began to re-establish
mutual relations.2

Turkish cultural festivals were organized and the study of Turkic

culture intensified. 1In Central Asia, Moscow, Leningrad and other surrounding

regions, Tatars again became active in matters concerning their original home-

land (Idel-Ural). The desire to establish stromger cultural ties with both

the Tatar and Bashkir republics was expressed.

Tatar writers and officials are now permitted to travel abroad, and

several of them have published travelogues in the journal Qazan Utlary. For
example, the Minister of Education of the Tatar ASSR Mirza Makhmutov traveled

to Chile in 1971 to acquaint himself with the school system in that country.q

The Tatar literary critic Rafael Mostafin made a trip to Syria, North Korea

and Singapore in 1970 and to East Germany in 1971.A The well-known Tatar

writer Ayaz Ghiladjev traveled in Turkey as a member of a Tataristan tourist

delegation.5 Other countries visited by Tatars within the last six years were

Egypt, Iraq, India, Nepal, Turkey, Greece, Italy, France, England, Denmark,
Sweden and the USA.

1Bennigsen and Lemercier-Quelquejay, 1967:184.

2See Qazan Utlary 1966, and the Bashkir literary magazine Aghidel of the same
year.3

Qazan Utlary, 1972:7.
Agazan Utlary, 1971:2,3,4; 1972:4,




Tatar emigration is mainly directed toward Turkey, the USA,
and Firland. In Turkey there are several thousand Kazan Tatars. The
vazar Tatar Culture and Relief Society publishes a 64-page cultural
and literary mapgazine called Kazan which appears in Istanbul once
everv 3 months., The journal is in Turkish, but examples of Tatar

literature are usually given in Tatar with Turkish translation.

In the USA there are about 1500-2000 Tatars, most of whom

ive {n New York and San Francisco. They have no community organ.

In Finland Tatars are settled mainly in Helsinki and

Tampere. Their community organ is the Mahalle Heberlere

[Cormunity News], published in Tatar with the Arabic alphabet.

Unlike the Tatars in Turkey or the USA, the Tatar community in
Finland maintains cultural relations with Tataristan, and Tatar
artists and scholars from the Tatar ASSR have given concerts and

lectures in the Tatar communities in Helsinki and Tampere.l

1
fazan Utlary, 1969: 9:192,
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Note:

THLE TATARS AND THE TATAR ASSR

PART O

Because data for the Tatars and the Tatar ASSR do not appear
in the sources for union-republics, tables B.2.-B.5. are
incomplete.




.. language Data

LBoth Tatar and Bashkir belonp to the northwestern,

or “vnchaa,

;roun of Turkic lanpuages. The difference between Tatar and Dashkir is

~asically phonetic; the vocabulary and grammar are similar. Xazaki and
.ireiz also helong in the Ovpchaq proup. liowever, while these latter two
iarzuages are closely related to one another, they differ from the Tatar
ard Bashkir languages 1In phonetics, grammar, and vocabulary, A Tatar-
speaking person cannot readily understand Kazakh without special study,
Althoueh it does not helong to the Ovpchaq group, Uzhek is closer to

“atar than Kazakh is,

Until the late 1920s both Tatars and bashkirs used the Arabic
alphabet which ‘their ancestors, the Volga Bolgars, had used since the 9th
ccntury.l In 1927 the Arabic alphabet was officially--against strong
onrosition--replaced by the Latin alphabet.2 Twelve years later in 1939-
%3, in line with Soviet nationality policy toward Russification, the Latin
alphabet was in turn replaced by a modified Russian alphabet.3 This last '
alphabet change pave the Soviets a convenient opportunity to reprint, in
the new Cyrillic alphabet, only those works they considered acceptable,

thus relegating all others to oblivion.

In 19704 89.27 (down almost 27 since 19595) of Soviet Tatars
considered Tatar their mother tongue, The rest indicated Russian, Bashkir,
Yazakh, Uzbek and, to a lesser extent, other languages. The percentage of
Tatars claiming Tatar as their first language varies from more than 98% in
the Tatar ASSR to /1Y in Leningrad, and it is still lower among smaller

eroups of Tatars living in the Soviet Far East.6 Almost two-thirds (62,5%)

of the Tatars in the USSR are fluent in Russian., As is to be expected, this

1Ourhatov, 1960: 25.
thid.: 77.

3Ihid.: 105,

AItogi 1070: 1V:20,

¢

*doversl iva etnoprafiya,1972: 6:4b, quoting the same census, gives 93.67
for 1959 and 90,57 for 1970,

6Itn,i 1970 TV:70,74,77. Sep also Section C-1 of this chapter.

[

_ :
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percentage is lower in the Tatar ASSR, especially in rural areas, and

higher in areas where Tatars live in a more or less totally Russian

environment.

For example, in 1969 the percentage of Tatars in rural areas
of the Tatar ASSR who had a command of the Russian language (degree not

indicated) was as follows:1

Age Command of Russian
16-17 25,0%
18-22 27.97
23-27 31.6%
28-34 23,87%
35-49 16.5%
50-59 11.8%
60 and over 5.67.

Tatar is also the mother tongue of approximately one third

of the Bashkir population.2

1
Voprogy filosofii, 1969: 12, Cf, Itogi 1970: IV:144,370. Data are
given there separately for urban and rural Tatars in the Tatar ASSR, and

separately for all Tatars by age., No data are available for urban Tatars
by age.

The 1970 census gives no information on the mother language of the
remaining 33.8% of the Bashkirs. According to the 1959 census, 344,556,
or 36.1% of the then 953,801 Bashkirs in the USSR indicated Tatar as their
mother tongue. Jtogi RSFSR 1959: 300,302.
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“o-al Media

According to the Tatar journal Azat Khatyn [Free Woman] a tctal of

-1 ~mwgpapers and 11 journals were published in the Tatar ASSR in 1970.1 These

“:3.rzs include local and kolkhoz publications. Qazan Utlary lists five republica:

4 71 district newspapers and eight journals for 1966.2 But the Letopis' Period-

Ctazaikn lzdanii SSSR 1961~1965 [Chronicle of Periodical Publications of the

532 1941-1965] lists 90 newspapers, 6 of them republican, 22 city, and the rest
itgrrict papers.3 Forty-two newspapers (not including local or kolkhoz papers)
.it% a combined circulation of 860,000 (up from 801,000 in 1970) and 6 journals
+ith a total circulation (usually monthly) of 712,000 (up from 533,000 in 1970)
isoeared in the Tatar ASSR in 1971.4 According to the same source the total
sumher of Tatar newspapers appearing inside and outside the Tatar ASSR in 1971

v15 81 with a total circulatioen of 731,000 (up from 77 newspapers with total
-irculasion 703,000 in 1970).5

0f the Tatar-language newspapers appearing inside the Tatar ASSR, the
fsllowing are republican:

Soviet Tatarstany [Soviet Tataristan], which had a circulation of 131,000 in

197, It has been the organ of the Tatar Oblast' Committee of the CPSU since
seril 13, 1917,
Sotsialistik Tatarstan [Socialist Tataristan], also an organ of the Tatar Oblast'

7
Cormittee of the CPSU, which had a circulation of 150,000 in 1972.

lAzat Khatyn, 1970: 7. Divergencies between figures in the text and the media
tables in this section reflect differences in inclusion (e.g., with or without
kolkhoz papers), sources, and dates.

,
‘razan Utlary, 1966: 11:93.

*Letopis periodicheskikh izdanii SSSR 1961-1965 (Moscow 1967), 11:313-326.

6°echat' 1971: 184, These figures seem to refer to Tatar journals only.
They to not Include the Almanach ldel (Volga; sec below) and the two theater ;
~agazines Kynelle Saxnase [The Gay Stage] and Pioner Saxnase [The Pioneer Stagel }
“hich appear in Kazan.

"o further breakdown was given.

h
“ovet 'fektehe [Soviet School}, 1970: 12:30.

]
Tatar Calendar, 1972,
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Tatarstan .Jashlere [Tatar Youth], the Komsomol organ, present circulatior

unknown,

Jash Lenenche [The Young Leninist], the organ of the Pioncers.

All republican newspapers are published in Kazan. l.ocal Tatar
newspapers appear in the cities of Almat, Bogelma, Buinsk, Jelabuga,
Zelenogorsk, Leninogorsk, Tetyush, and Christay. The average circulation
of newspapers in the Tatar ASSR in 1972 was 1185 copies per 1000 1nhabitants.1

The most important Tatar newspaper outside the Tatar ASSR is Qyzvl
Tang [The Red Dawn]. This paper, which is published in Ufa, is also a Party

organ with a circulation approximately that of Sotsialistik Tatarstan.

By far the most important Tatar journal is Qazan Utlary [The Lights

of Kazan].2 It is a monthly literarv and social-political journal, and the
organ of the Tataristan lnion of Writers., Since the mid-1950s the journal
has consistently followed a liheraliline and its monthly circulation has
grown from 6000 in 1957 to nearly 90,000 in 1972, 1t enjoys great popularity
among Tatar readers inside and outside the Tatar ASSR as well as among

Tatar-Bashkir intelligentsia, peasants, workers, and members of the Armed Services.

Other important journals include:

Azat Khatyn [Free Woman], an illustrated socio-political and literary journal

for women, It has appeared since 1926, and in November 1972 its circulation
was 303,500.

Sovet Mektebe [Soviet School], the organ of the Ministry of Education of the

Tatar ASSR. In november 1972 {its circulation was 21,646,

Yalgyn [The Flame], the monthly organ of the Tatarstan Pioneers, with a
circulation of 71,346 in 1970,

loovet Mektebe, 1972: 11:62.

2From 1932-1965 1t appeared under the name

Sovet Adabiaty [Soviet Iiterature].
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’

“izirsian Rommunisty [Communist of Tataristan], an organ of the Tatar “hias:’

cmm.zzee of the CPSU., In Tatar it had a circulation of 17,246 {n Novemter 14

..iie in kussian its circulation was roughly comparahle (17,854 in ‘overter

lavan (The Scorpion], the official satirical journal. It appears twice

~er menth. In June 1972 its circulation was 240,500 (up from 406,000 in

‘ouerter 1966) .

ol [The Volgal, an almanac for younp writers and readers. Its publication

~ezan in connection with the 50th anniversary of the Tatar ASSP in 1‘)70.1

Export abroad of Tatar and Bashkir newspapers is prohibited, hut

wcst ¢ thie journals can be obtained through sulscription.,

In 1971 583 books and booklets were published in the Tatar ASSR,
with a total circulation of 6,472,000.2 0f these, 302, with a total

circulation of 4,538,000, were in Tatar (up from 195 books and booklets with

an edition of 2,891,000 in 1970).3

A considerable portion of the Tatar-Bashkir literary heritage
remains "'taboo," i.e., 1t 1is not republished. Also '"taboo" are all the works
¢f Tatar-pashkirs who have emigrated abroad. Those classics whose re-
nutlication is permitted are chronically out of print. Often reprints
arpear in intervals of 10 years or more. Ccntemporary novels are also
hard to get because their editions are usually small.a The reason for this

is oscow's publishing policy, which is highly discriminatory in that it is

““ar a time 1t seemed as though the first issue would also e the last,
"ut two vears later issue #2 appeared.

“Pechat' 1972: 11,

5

"“f the 302 Tatar books and booklets 132 were helles-lettres and 106
tities were translations into Tatar (total edition 2,058,000; up from S4
rrarsiated titles with an edition of 1,287,000 in 1970).

4

For example, the three-volume Selected Works bv Fatih lusni, who for
7¢ars has heen the most popular Tatar novelist, appeared in 1966-68 with an

#iitier of 14,000 copies for each of the first two volumes, 12,000 for the

ira,

b

*
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guided not bv a nation's size, cultural and educational level, or needs,

but solelv by its nolitical-adminjistrative status -~ as a union or autono~: .

renublic, for example. Consecuentlv, the six million Tatars and approvima‘t...
400,000 Bashkirs who consider Tatar their mother tongue, although thev cnn-
stitute the fifth largest ethnic groun in the USSR, are allotted lower
nublishing nuotas than the smaller nationalities in union republics. Thus.
bv contrast, in 1971, 817 books and booklets with a total circulation of
9,922,000 covies were published in Azeri for 4,380,000 Azerbaidzhanis, and
€57 titles with an edition of 13,189,000 in Kazakh for 5,300.000 Kazakhsﬁ

In 1970 there were 900,000 radio sets and wired loudspeakers
2
(no breakdown available) in the Tatar ASSR.” Broadcasts are in Tatar and

Russian (no breakdown available). The unumber of television sets in that

3
vear totaled 300,000, There are two dailv programs in Russian and Tatar

. 4 .
(again no hreakdown avaflable.) The republic has a motfor picture studio

and (in 1972) 2500 movie theaters (sece Section B-IV),

Foreipn press organs (mostly communist ones) are quoted in the
Tatar press, but news items are usually classified by the capitals of the

countries from which the news has heen received, The only foreign radio

station hroadcasting in Tatar is Radio Libertv, 1ts Tatar nrograms total

four hours per dav,

Foreign films are shown in the Tatar ASSR. 1In fact, almost a

quarter of all films shown in the republic in 1966 were from countries of the

"socialist camp," and 66% were Soviet (Russian and films from other union

republics).5 The rest (9.27%) presumably were from non-socialist countries.

A study conducted by the Institute of Ethnography of the Academy of

Sciences of the USSR on the subject of social-ethnic aspects of rural culture

1 pechat’ 1971: 10

2Azat Khatyn, 1970: 6:7,
Ibid,

LSnvet Mektebe, 1970: 12:29,

5t)azan Utlary, 1966: 11:93,




- = ¢ Tatar ASSR reveals that arong the rural -:-.;

aticn radic {s the ~gsa-

~<-rezi means of mass communication.l Tatars lister to the Tatar larg.a,e
rai.c -coerars from Kazan because thev understand ther., Tre local radio net
; sazisfies Interest in local news but also meets the need for ratiocnal
-.5:-, imost all requests for musical radio progrars made hy Tatars 1ivire
i~ villares are for Tatar natfional music, This interest is especially
-etinea~le among the rural Tatar intelligentsia, whose letters alwavs

arntai. such requests., Besides the interest in traditional folk music there

is aisn a great interest in contemporary music,

According to the same study, 58% of the Tatars and 482 of the
“ussians in the Tatar ASSR read newspapers repularly. Records of sub-
scrictions to periodicals as of January 1, 1969, show that 790 persons per
Lt surscribed in the Tatar districts while in the Russian districts the
ratie was 610/1000, Tatars are especially interested in the republican

~ress, i.e., 1n Tatar language publications.

The same source indicated that while the Russians only read books
-u*iished in their own language, 63.97% of the Tatar readers read books in
srlv Tatar, Alout one-quarter of readers in the Tatar ASSR read bhoth Tatar

ane

*ussian, and 11,17 Russianr only. Workers in the republic read mostly

n0¥s in the Tatar language only. The intelligentsia usually reads hoth

Titar and Pugsian, Tatars appecar to go to the movies sorewhat nore frequently
*man Zussians do. If films deal with Tatar national themes, the audience is

Sualet only Tatar.

‘'ore than 10% of the Tatars and 17.7% of the Russians watch television.
2

rA
“e larynapes of the television broadcasts were not indicated in the source.

t

‘nvetskaya etnografiya, 1971: 1:3-13.

“INid. The study reflects the situation in the late sixties. Since
Yer. te televisfon audience may have expanded considerably. See also
€ridvsern 4 Lemercier-Ouelquejay, 1960: 225,
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S ‘cucational Institutions

"ntil 1918 the Tatar educational rvster was closely tied v

roliiimas institutions. It dincluded roth prirarvy schocls (mektens ) ar
5. i@ of Yigher learning [medreses], hoth under the adrinistration of
~.» Unsle- clergv. Tsarist colonial policy froze an.- prospect for

innrent of this svstem and was also responsible for the destrucrior
-“ a ~onsiderahle number of mosques along with their sctools, “ith the
itar nultural renaissance of the late 1800s, modernization of the schools
~ca~e one of the central issues of Tatar national life. After the 1955
reve ation, school reform and the huildine of new schools nrorressed

rawitlv,  In 1911 there were 1822 pekteps and medreses (with 132,70

5, in the school district of Kazan., Ir the district of "fa -here

Cn . - 1
cre 570 nekteps and medreses with 53,000 pupils.

lLarge medreses existed in Kazan, Ufa, COrenburg, Troitsk, ard
several major villages in 1911, Anong them, the ‘uharredive redrese,
Al vas built in Kazan in 1901 by Chalimdjar Parudi, a progressive
ruliricus leader and later mufti of Orenburg, becane well Fnovm among
“osiors of Russia.  Its curriculum comprised Foran Science, ladit
"v o Uronhetic Tradition relating to the acts and utterarces of “‘ohammad
ars “is associates), Islamiz History, Arahic lLanpuape and Literature,
T.r'{st Langpuape and Literature, Russian, Yatural Science, Arithretic,
arl Tecpraphv,  The medreses in Lazan attracted students from all over
NS e Pussin.z Bv the time of the Bolshevik revolution rost voung Tatar
“¢n o ard vomen were 1iterate.3 Tatar achiieverents in the field of
ecication are especially impressive since the Russian state did not allocate
arv firancial support for Moslem schools. Tatar schools were usually
msta lished bv propressive clergv, rich Tatar merchants and industrialists,
1 1 voluntary contributions,

A reorpanization of the tatar educational system bepan ir 1918. 1In

e rourse of the Tatarization [W; decreed in 1921, the Tatar languarge

1

‘Tatary, 1967,

?

“herpd, 1958: 13:16,

Cazan (tlarv, 1968: 11:144,
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was given official status in Tataristan and a number of institutions of higzner
learning (among them the Society for Tatar Studies) were established. In 1937

1931, more than 97 of all Tatar children were receiving their entire educati--

in their mother tongue.

In 1927 the Arabic script was replaced by the Latin alphabet, and
Kazan appeared to be on its way to establishing itself firmly as the foremost
cultural center of all Moslems of the USSR.2 However, a more repressive Sovie*
nationality policy toward the Tatars, emphasizing Russification, began in 1929-
1930, and put a halt to the burgeoning Tatar cultural life. In the fall of
1929 the Society for Tatar Studies was dencunced as a 'center of nationalism"
and closed. 1In the three following years extensive purges were carried out
in the Pedagogical Institute of the East and in Tatar schools for the prepara-
tion of national cadres. In 1939-1940, in a further move toward Russification,

the Latin alphabet was replaced by the Cyrillic in a somewhat modified form.

Since then the general level of education in the Tatar ASSR has risen
considerably. In 1970 the total number of schools in the republic was 3236-3
0f these 1480 vere Tatar and Tatar-Russian (mixed), 130 Chuvash and Chuvash-
Russian, 36 Udmurt, 20 Mari, and 2 Mbrdvinian.a In addition, in 1958 there were
approximately 2000 Tatar schools outside the border of the Tatar ASSR;5 1225
in the Bashkir ASSR and the rest in other ASSR's and provinces of the RSFSR.

No Tatar schools are permitted in other union republics.6 At present

only primary and secondary education is offered in Tatar; higher education

1
12:63 Dergi, 1960: 20:55, quoting Revolvutsiya i natsionalnosti (Moscow, 1937)

2
Samoylovich, 1925: 1-2,
3Nar. obraz., 1971: 3.

4
Tatarstan kommunisty, 1971: 12:13,

5
Devletchin, 1960, quoting Natsionalnyvye shkoly RSFSR za 40 let
(Moscow, 1958),

This may be {nterpreted as discriminatory Soviet educational policy. For
example, there are Armenian schools in Georgia, Kazaklh and Tadzhik schools in
lizbekistan, and Uzbek ¢ -hools in Kirgizistan and Tadzhikistan. lowever,
Belorussians and Ukrainians are denied the right to an education in their native
lanpuapes outside the “orders of their own republics. The Tatars are denied
this right except in the PSFSR. There are no restrictions on Russian school::
thev may he established anyvhere in the Soviet Union. Crimean Tatars did
receive permission to conduct clasces in the Crimean Tatar language in their
8reas of deportation after their partial rehabilitation in 1967,
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3

is ~irmally in Russian. Exceptions to this rule can he found in tie
varirnal Pedagopical Institute and in the Tatar Philological Faculty of
. 1 .
sazan niversity, In 1970 the Faculty had 250 students, many of whor

~,arned to become teachers.

Soviet conditions have resulted in increased Tatar attendance
ar "ussian schools, While in 1948 less than half of all children in the
Tatar ASSR attended Russian schools, by 1966 their percentage had in-
creased to almost two-thirds. Approximately one-quarter of all Tatar

children attended Russian schools in 1969.3 During the same period

bR

P’

the nercentage of Russian schools in the Tatar ASSP rose from 4
to 44,97, By 1968, however, there was a slight drop to au.zz,‘
vevertheless, the number of Tatar children attending Tatar schools also
rose steadflv, In 1971 211,000 Tatar childrern in the Tatar ASSP recefved
their education in Tatar,s up from 170,000 in 1965.6 The number of those
conrleting their secondary education in Tatar schools rose fro- 41, .0,

in the 1950s to 63,000 in the 19605.7

According to the 1970 census the average level of educatior
in tiie Tatar ASSR was slightly over the average for the RSTSR,  [r the
Tatar ASSE, 664 of every 1000 employed persons (up from 45¢ in 13345,
rad had a higher or secondary education (including the %-vear secondarw,.
(The average for the RSFSR was 656 per 1000, up from 440 per 1037 in
1039.8) In 1970 87,000 Tatars were studving in institutes of higher
learring and 98,000 in specialized secondary schools. There were 11,617
Tatar scientific workers. Of the Tatars employed in the national economy
104,200 had had a higher education, and 173,500 had received specialized

secordary education.

Yhergi, 1960: 20:55.

)

"ITNESCO Features 16703 IT1:571.

“Joprosv filosofii 19n9: 12:134.

“Ihid.

"Tatarstan kommunisty, 1971: 12:13,

¢
fazan Utlary, 1966: 11:89,

¥
fatarstan kommunisty, 1971: 12:13.

dIzves;tm (April 17), 1771,
;
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In republics with large Tatar populations the average level of
education of Tatars was somewhat below that of the Russians but considerati

ahove that of other Turkic groups.

In Tatar-language schools the study of Russian is compulsory
beginning in the first grade, In fact, as shoun below in a tabulation
for the 1972/73 school year, the total hours per week dedicated to Russian
language and literature exceed the total of hours reserved for Tatar

2
language and literature.

Weekly hours by grade level

Subject T It 1IT IV Vv VI VIT VIII 11X X Total
Tatar language and

literature 8 7 7 5 5 4,5 4 3 2 2 47.5
Russian language ,

and literature 6 8 7 7.9 6.5 6 3 6 3 65.5
Foreign languages - - - - 2 2 2 2 2 2 12

Russian schools in the Tatar ASSR are lepgally required to
provide two hours of Tatar per week in grades II to VIII. However, it

appears that this rule is not always observed.3

In 1970, there were 723,000 pupils in 3236 schools in the Tatar
ASSR; 420,000 of them were in schools with grades 5 to 10, 52,000 were in

general secondary schools (8-10 pgrades only), and 47,700 were in 39
specialized secondary schools [tekhnikum].a 0f the Tatar schools, 607

were elementary, 277 were eight-vear, and 30% secondary.5 The 11 higher

1
See Itogi 1959, volumes for individual republics, Tables 57 and 57a.

2Data from Sovet Mektebe, 1972: 7,

3
Qazan Utlary, 1973: 4: 164
“Nar. obraz., 1971: 34.

5Sovetskava etnografiva, 1972: 6:47,
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.

ciucational establishments had 60,300 students.

The University of

vazan, founded in 1804, had 8 faculties, 60 chairs and 9997 students.

It provides specialist training in radio-physics, electronics, bio-

¢leristrv, astronomy, geodesy, etc., and for 150 years it has also

Leen an important center for oriental studies.

1
1774 libraries in the Tatar ASSR.

In 1970 there were

lxar. obraz., 1971: 35.
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Table B.4.

Selectoed Data on Education in the Tatar ASSR_ (1969-70)
population: 3,131,600 (1970)

Yer 1000
All schools populatior
- number of schoole = 3,446 1.1
- number of students - 827,100 264.1
Newly opened elementary, incomplete
secondary, and secondary schools
- number of schools -
- number of student places -
Secondary special schools
- number of schools - 52
~ number of students - 45,900 (of whom Tatars 18,100
14.66
Institutions of higher education
-~ number of institutions - 11 + 3 branches of other
institutions
- number of students = 60,000 (of whom Tatars 22,600)
19.48
Universities
- number of universities - 1
- number of students
9,007
Total - 9,007
day students - 5,340
evening students - 1,561
correspondence students - 2,106
- newly admitted
Total - 1,726
day students - 1,125
evening students - 302

correspondence students - 299
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Tabhle B.4, (continued)

, Lata on HEducation in the Tatar ASSR L1969-70)

Per 1900 pop.lation
crevaities {continued) p

- zraduated

total - 1,659
day students - 915
evening students - 322
correspondence students - 422

-

fraduntez students (1969)
- total number of - 1,052 0.34

- in scientific research
institutions - 132 0.04

in Vuzv - 920 ().29

Number of persons with (in 1970)
hizher or secondary (complete and
incomplete) education

- per 1000 individuals, 6
10 years and older - 468
- per 1000 individuals
employed in national economy - 664

Yumber of workers graduated from

professional-technical schools’, 1969

23,100 7.38

Source: Nar, obraz., 1971: 8:8-11, 160; TsSU RSFSR, 50 let
Tatarskoi ASSR, 1970: 136,153,157,164.
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A branch of the Academy of Sciences of the USSP is located
in razan, witn 39 scientific research institutions. The director of
its rhalindjan Ibrahinm Institute of Language, Literature and istory,

is !, Mokharramov, a Tatar,

The work of the Kazan Film Studio is limited mostly to the
rroduction of documentaries and local-language sound tracks for full-
lerpth films, TIn 1971 the studio produced four documentaries and 36
newsreels in Russian, Tatar and Chuvash.l The newsreels dealt with the
four autonomous republics on the Volga which are served by the Kazan
Film Studio., Furthermore, the studio produced Bashkir, Tatar, Chuvash,
Yari and Udmurt synchronized sound tracks for 70 full-length films.

It produced one artistic film, ahout the famous Tatar composer Salih

Saydashev,

In 1972 there were 2500 movie theaters in the Tatar ASSR.2
In 1966 the average urban resident of the republic went to the movies
15 to 22 times per year; for those in the countryside, the ratio was
7.9 to 13.6 times per year.3 Nine state theaters and 48 "people's"
theaters and music ensembles operated in Tataristan in 1972, Among
them were the Tatar State Academy Theater and the Tatar State Opera and
kallet Theater, both in Kazan, and the Tataristan Song and Dance
Insemble, There are also 8 museums, a conservatory, and a Tatar State

Philharmonic Society in the republic.4

lhazan Utlary, 1972: 11:155,156.

2Sovet Mektebe, 1972: 11:62.

*nazan Utlary, 1966: 11:90-93.

“Sovet Mektebe, 1972: 11:62.
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Tahle B..’)A

Selected Data on Sclentific and Cultural Facilities and Personnel in the
iatar ASSR (1969

Population: 3,131,600 (1970)

Academy of sclence

- number of meshers

- nunher of scienurric
irctitutions affiliated
with the Acadeny

- total nurher of
scicntific vorkers

in these
Museinms
- nurber of nuseums 10
- attenqance 1,113,000
- attendance par 1000
population 355.4
Theaters
~ number of theaters 9
- attendance 1,722,500
~ attendance per 1000 550.0
population

Number of persons working
in education and culture

- total
- no, per 1000
population ND

Number cf persons working
in science and scientific
services

- total
- nunber per 1000 ND
ropulation

, Number of public libraries 1,763

~ pnumber of br~lg and
mapazines in public
I S 17,263,000

J.umber of clubs

2,553

Source: TsSU RSFSR, 50 let Tatarskoil ASSR, 1979: #,166-H,




THE TATARS AND THE TATAR ASSR

PART C

National Attitudes
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. Review of Factors Forming National Attitudes

Tatars are the most Westernized of the Turkic peoples of the USSR.
Thev were the first Turks to develop a middle class, and on the eve of World
war | they possessed a rather large proletariat. However, since most Tatar
workers lived outside of Tataristan (in the Donets basin and the industrial
regions of the Urals and Siberia), they did not exert much political influence
in their homeland., The first Tatar socialists emerged from the more radical
section of the young bourgeois intelligentsia, and early Tatar communism was

dominated by non-proletarian elements.1

S5ince then a new generation has grown up and a new intelligentsia
he. appeared, Tatar and Bashkir publications of the 1960s and 1970s
(particularly the Tatar literary monthly Qazan Utlary and the Rashkir
literary mapazine Aghidel) have shown a firm adherence to their traditional
rational values and culture., Th. Tatar-Bashkir intelligentsia has bhecome
verv outspoken in its demands for improvements, especially in the cultural
ard national sectors. This attitude is also shared by the Tatar diaspora

In Lentral Asia and other parts of the Soviet Union.

On the other hand, there have been instances of Tatars displaying
relative indifference toward their own culture and language, especially
arong Tatar youth in the cities. These have provoked open criticism from
such Tatar intellectuals as the well-known writer and former chairman of
the Tatar Uriters' Union, Ghomar Bashir, who decried "Furopeanization” and

2
advocated Tatar youth working among their own people.

It should be noted that Tatar men of letters have been among the most

ardent and articulate defenders and promoters of the Tatar language and culture.

Through their literary writings, critical articles and speeches at conferences ‘

and congresses, they have contributed (and continue to contribute) a great deal

1Bennigsen and Lemercier-Quelquejay, 1967:50-51.

Sovet Adabiaty [Soviet Literature], 1957:11. Note: Sovet Adabiaty is
the old name for the journal Qazan Utlary .
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to the strengthening of Tatar national consciousness, especially amomng the young,
Throughout the post-Stalinist period they have worked untiringly to popularize
the Tatar language and culture and to alert or sharpen public awareness to
current Tatar national problems. The Tatar Writers' Union headquarters in

Kazan has become a veritable Mecca to Tatars from all over the Soviet Union.

In addition, Tatar writers freoguently travel throughout the Tatar ASSR

to meet their readers and to discuss with them their own works, as well as

literature in general.

In spite of the fact that in the Tatar ASSR Tatars hold only a small
majority over the Russians, Russification does not seem to have made significant
headway. The Tatars have lived with the Russians for centuries and, as we have
seen, the present balance between the Tatar and Russian population in their
republic has, with slight fluctuations, existed ever since its establishment.
According to Ghomar Usmanov, Premier of the Tatar ASSR, and Murkhazid Valiyev,

arty secretary for ideology, this balance is not expected to change in the
near future.1

As the 1959 census has shown, Tatars residing in the Tatar ASSR
and in the oblasts and the other autonomous republics lying within their
historical borders have preserved their language to a very high degree.
For example, more than 987 of the Tatars in the Tatar ASSP pave Tatar as
their mother tongue, In the Bashkir ASSR the percentage was 97.6Z and in
the Mordvinian ASSR, 98.5Z; elsewhere in the Volga-Viatka region the
percentage ranged from 92%~98%. For the Tatars in Central Asia the figure
was 907 (with the remaining 10% divided between Russian and the local
Turkic languages), and in the Siberian oblast of Omsak, 94, Fven in large
Rusgian cities, such as Moscow and Leningrad, the great majority of

Tatars, 78% and 717 respectively, considered Tatar their mother tongue.2

INew York Times, March 25, 1970.

Among other non-Slavic groups residing in and aro
und Leningrad the per-
centage of those indicating the language of their nationality asgtheir mosher

tongue was the following: Estoniang (14,067) 26.1%. A
Latvians (8,752) 31.5Z, Lithuanians (5,017) 41.5%. menlans ) 015

See ITtopi WSFSR, 1959: 312.
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“arever, a considerable number of those Tatars w'o gave Pussiar as
< ,.ir rother tonyue undouhbtedlv retained a command of Tatar. Tor
prxa-nley of the Tatars in Kazan who indicate Russinn as their rother

Lreue, 19,27 continue to sneal Tatar at howo.]

Alexandre Bennigsen of the Sorbonne considers the Soviet
art+ the principal instrument of Russification, To this the educational
svster should be added. The unavailabilityv of higher education in Tatar
ané the obvious advantage of knouing Russian induces many Tatar parents
+ send their children to Russian schools at a very early age. This
disrunts Tatar socialization processes and contributes to the process

of russification.

1
Sevetsbava etnografiva, 1972: 2133,

5




rasic Views of Scholars on National Attitudes

Geoffrey L. Vheeler, retired Director of the Central Asfian Fesearc
“entre in London, and Alexandre Bennigsen and Chantal Lerercier-tiuelquejay,
»~ti. of 1'Fcole Practique des Hautes ltudes, Sorhbonne, seer to he rather
crtirmistic about the future of the !foslems in the USSR, Thev have expressed
=« nrinion that Islam and the Moslems of the USSR rmav nrove te te rore
:an. a natch for the Soviets and that the latter have up to now failed in

tieir attempts to assimilate them,

Wheeler writes that even convinced cormunists may he ‘foslems

at .‘xeart.l In his opinion, the Soviet Moslems are technically, mentally
and spiritually far better fit to undertake the independent government

of their own people than many former colonial Moslem countries of whosge
independence the Soviet government has heen such an eager advocate.
“ilent but persistent struggle is sensed, if not thoroughly comprehended,
tv the Soviet authorities. Though less spectacular than the triumphant
nropress of the Arab and Ottoman armies during their earlier empires, it
demonstrates just as strikingly the inherent vitality and inteprity of

Islam as a social force, and may in the long run prove just as effective,.

hennigsen argues that the attitude of the new generation toward
the fundarental problems facing the Moslem peoples is reminiscent of that
of Sultanpghaliyev, the earlier Tatar and communist leader, who was "'firmly
attached to this national culture, not only in its form but also in its
content."2 That the Moslem Tatars wish to preserve their religion and

traditional heritage-~even if that heritage is gcarcely compatible with
Their idealization

Finally

oroletarian culture--is obhvious, according to Bennigsen.

of the Moslem past brings them into conflict with the Russiams.

1Benni;zsen and Lemercier-Quelquejay, 1967: foreword.

zlhid.
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and it is here that one can detect most clearly the influence of the ic,
¢ tultanghalivev--thev seem to want to relate their own notion of
communism to antecedents other than those of the Russian Rolsheviks,

implving that "Oriental cormunism'" is an original concert.

Bennigsen goes on to state that more than his predecessors of the 1Y2us
and 1930s, the Moslem intellectual of today is emerging as the real repre-
sentative of his people. His national consciousness is at once more keenlv
felt, more rational and, in the final analysis, more firmly hostile to

Russian influence than that of any other sector of the Moslem population

It should be noted that Tatars and Bashkirs have traditionally belongec
to the most devout group of Soviet Moslems and that long before the

Bolshevik revolution they had developed a rather strong national consciousness.

A study of the ethno-social structure of the urban population (mostlv
Kazan) of the Tatar ASSR published the following results: ©

Tatars residing in Kazan had, on the average, 47.8% Tatar friends and

42,4% Russian friends., For the Russians the figures were 58,3% Russilan
and 31.97% Tatar friends.

In Kazan B7.4% of the Tatars had spouses of their own nationality,
10.7% were married to Russians, Of the Russians in Kazan, 91.6% were
married to persons of their own nationality; more than 5% were married

to Tatars. The percentage of intermarriage was higher among intel-

lectuals, lower among unskilled workers.

More than half (51.,4%) of the children born of Russian mothers and Tatar
fathers chose Tatar as their nationality,

Bennigsen and Lemercier-Ouelquejay, 1967: 225.

2Sovecakaya etnografiya, 1970:3,




-7, 7ecent Manifestations of Nationalism

in contrast to the Crimean Tatars whoge strugple for return to
c-eir -omeland has attracted worldwide attention, Kazan Tatars and Bashkirs
have 57 to now not produced any samizdat. Nevertheless, there is plenty of

sviderce of the evistence of Tatar-Bashkir nationalism.

“or <he Tatars and the Bast'irs the preservation of their national
intezritv, culture and language against the current Russification drive of
the Soviet government is an important issue. Tatars and Bashkirs in the
Partv and government apparatus of their respective republics, as well as the
Tatar-Bashkir intellipentsia, use everv opportunity (sessions of the Sunreme
Soviet of the USSR and the RSFSR, writers' congresses, confereices of
scientists and professional groups, in publications, etc.) to speak up on

behalf of their people and to promote the interests of their republics.

Jervever, it is in literature that Tatar nationalism becomes nost
conspicuous, HResides a few prominent scientists, Soviet poets, playwrights,
rovelists, and journalists constitute practically the only group in the population
whicl has succeeded in establishing a forum in which it can raise, withir

certain jimits, importrant issues that confront thie people. Bv skillfully

using their literary characters, Tatar writers have been able to convey
thoughts and ideas which could never be expressed directly through other
communication media. Since literature is extremely popular among Tatars
and Bashkirs, it {s therefore an excellent means of reaching large segments

of the population, 1

For example, anti-Russian feeling 1s reflected in the Tatar novel
Tamashev by Atilla Rasih,z In the story, set in the pre-revolution years

at the turn of the centurv, a somewhat "negative" character, the Tatar Jaghfer,

i
See Burbiel, 1969:40-46,

2 9
rublished in Qazap Utlagy (1967:9-12), its author is one of the more
Important modern Tatar writers., Husseyn Yamashev was a leading Tatar soclal~

democrat (1882-1912),
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confronts the "positive" social-democrat Yamashev, He is told by the
latter that after socialism all nations will prosper, and this is the maicr
theme of the work. However, during the ongoing argument between the two,
Jaghfer, as a Tatar suffers certain indignities and disillusionment; it is

not difficult for the Tatar readers to identifv mainly with the '"negative'  a::-%er,

Another example is found in a poem by Ildar Yuziev entitled "What Thines
Does the Smith Make?"l The author enumerates all kinds of things made by the
smith, such as fish hooks, nails for caskets, wolf traps, etc. Among them:

"Locks which lock up the writer in jail
Hoops to lav around the necks of the freedom loving."

Besldes furnishing Tatar youth with a solid national foundation by
acquainting {t with the Tatar national heritage, Tatar literature tackles such
topics as: Russification, discrimination against Tatars, intermarriage,
the forced assignment of Tatars to work outside their republic, distortion anc
vilification of the Tatar image, promotion of education in Tatar schools, ex-
posure of existing class differences in Soviet society, corruption among
Party and government officials, exploitation of the worker by the existing
Soviet labor svstem, etc. This is done with the aim of stimulating the
reader's national feelings, fostering in him a devotion to the welfare of his

own people and his native homeland, and showing him the injustice and short-
comings of Soviet society,

Nationalism and anti-Russian feelings among Tatars and Bashkirs have
also been reported by recent emigres from the Soviet Union, In 1969 the
Ukrainian Information Service Smoloskyp (Baltimore, Md,) reported a
document in which a pro-Russian Ukrainian living in Ufa, Bashkir ASSR,
warned against natfonalism in Ufa, and Kazan and in other republics, 7The docurent
congsisted of a letter written to a member of the CPSU Central Committee in
Moscow by a Ukrainian "renegade" who had married a Christian Tatar woman and

was teaching in one of the institutes of hipher learning in Ufa,

1Oazan Utlary, 1972:5:80.
poet.

Tldar Yuziev {s a prominent contemporary Tatar
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The author of the letter cited a number of exanples of

conterrt
<vart evervthing Pussian  awonp the Tatars in Dashliria and ir the
wivoia, Daltic, Kirgiz, Yoldavian, and Ukrainfan rerublics, “oat of she

saroen are of cvents that happened in Ufa during the author's residence

= at citv. lie claimed that cadres were selected hv nationality (t.e.,
“reo amorg the native people) even 1f they were "hlockheads." In the sare
-4, v rrofesscrs’ chairs were filled, and the same applied to uriversities

o~ tieal irstitutions.

According to this author, the Secretarv of the Ufa Partv
“ermittee had said that it was not necessary to invite specialists and
sctolare from the outside, that thev already had their own, and that, in

rereral, the Lashkir ASSR was ready to become an independent state.

The letter also reported on a banquet given in May 1966 bv
tae local authorities to celebrate the Day of Victory, Seating was
weordiny to nationality, The Tatars sat and talked together in their own

lanruage, and the Nussians sat as though theyv were puests or poor relatives.

In the institutions of higher education, nationalism {s (not
surrrisinrlv) implanted by the memhers of the social science departments.
I>citents at the Institute of Agriculture were related in the Ukrainian's
letter, A teacher hegan his seminar in Tatar. The Russians asked him to
arear so that thev too could understand. lie otliged. Teachers pathered
in their departments and talked in their own language; when there were
Pussians among them, they behaved as 1f they weren't there. At a Party
formittee meetinp of the Institute, the Tatars (the rector, vice-rector,
and the heads of social sclience departments) switched to their lanpuage

as though the Russians were not there at all,

The letter also alleged that 90%Z of the inmates of a privileped
local sanatorium were Tatars and Bashkirs, although Russians made up half

of tle population of the Bashkir ASSR,
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Finallv, the author writes “the preat Russian people, who have led
Tatars, Bashkirs. . . out of the darkness of slavery, injustice . . . are
little by little encroacned upon here, but this process will go on more

rapidly if measures to stop it are not taken on a state-wide level . . ."l

-—

Y krains'kiy visnyk, 1971:1-IT:111-118.
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MOLDAVIA AND THE MOLDAVIANS

PART A

General Information




“ince the various national designations used in this craster -aw -e

~-mf..ing to the reader, definitions are supplied below.

Zumanian Moldavia: A portion of northeastern Rumania.

zssarabia: Formerly part of Rumanian Moldavia; arnexed bv Russia in
712, restored to Rumania in 1918, annexed bv the USSR in 1940.

Y]

Moldavian Autonomous SSR: The original Soviet "™oldavian" renublic,
establishad in 1924 as part of the Ukrainian SSR and consisting of a
sortion of the USSR whose boundaries included a significant Rumanian
rec ‘dent population.

“oldavian SSR: The present union republic consisting of the Moldavian
Autonomous SSR plus Bessarabia.

“nldavians: Members of the officiallv designated titular nationality of
Mrnldavia; basicallv ethnic Rumanians.




The Moldavian Soviet Socialist Republic was formed on August 2, 1940,

--+...- rhe incorporation of the central section of Bessarabia into the

«-'43;.2n Autonomous SSR. The smallest of the constituent repuhblics of the
ik, it rovers an area of 13,012 square miles.l The Moldavian SSR lies to
«-s sxtreme southwest of the USSR, bordering on Rumania, by the river Prut, to
“1p sontnwest and on the Ukrainian SSR to the north, northeast, and southeast.
The Msldavian SSR has 32 districts, 20 towns, and 33 urban settlements.2 Its

~asital is Kishinev.

The central portion of the republic is a plateau known as the
lessarabian-Moldavian upland, which rises to 1410 feet and extends westward
Sevand the Prut. The upland is composed of young sedimentary rock, mainly
limestone, covered with a layer of loess. 1Its higher, wooded portions, known as
the Kodry, have podsolic soils which support deciduous forests of oak, ash, and
naple. North of the plateau lies the level, treeless Bel'tsv steppe, and to the
south, the dry Budzhak steppe. Both are covered with rich black-earth soils.

[n the south, tree vegetation is found only in the flood plains of the lower

Dniestr and Prut rivers.3

The republic is one of the warmest regions of the European USSR,
naving a mean annual temperature of 50° F. In January average temperatures
ranze from 27° F in the south to 23° F in the north. In July the respective
temperatures are 68° F and 73° F.? Precipitation varies between 22 inches

in the north and 12-16 inches in the south yearly. Most of the rains occur

!
shabad, 1951:464.

"BSE Yezhegodnik., 1971:1%1.

,

“oldaviya, 1970:17-27; Shabad, 1951:464.
“Moldaviya, 1970:28-33.
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. 1 . .
in June and Julv. The prevalent winds are northeasterly.

Construction materials constitute the chief mineral rescur. -

gvpsum deposits lie in the vicinity of Lipkany, in the extreme norti !

republic. Granite, chalk, and cement rock are found in the Dniestr wval.-

A AR

, Lyoldaviya, 1970:33.
Z5habad, 1951:464. . :




Agriculture, including livestock-raising, is tre r juf eroeom

*; 5f the Moldavian SSR. Moldavia includes about one-trird -f

LI

‘inevard acreage of the USSR. Grain crops, of which corn is te =ost widelv
-iltivated, occupy 75% of the total cultivated area which, in turn, represent .
“17 - the total area of the republic. Aside from corn, winter wheat, “arlew,
i21 vinter rve are the main grain crops. The chief industrial crons are
“+52°-3, sugar beets, soybeans, sunflowers, flax, and hemp. The main croressing
wdustrizs are fruit and vegetable canning, wine making, distilling, flour
=illing, vegetable oil extraction, tobacco processing, and sugar refining.
¥ lesser importance are tanning, knitting, woodworking, and quarrving indus-

i

tries.

Animal husbandry, while well developed in terms of the needs of the
repunlic, is significant in terms of total USSR figures only with respect to
viz raising - 3.8% of the total. The actual number of pigs in the Moldavian SSR
reached 1,573,000 in 1970, in contrast to 1,187,000 in 1965. Bv contrast, the
aumher of beef and dairy cattle was lower in 1970 (903,000) than in 1965
914,090). The number of sheep and goats also declined: the figures for
1970 and 1965 respectively were 1,417,000 and 1,676,000.2 Livestock and animal

srodusts accounted for 30% of the gross value of Moldavian agricultural output in
3
1970,

Moldavia ranks first among the union republics in the production of
wine and related products. 1In 1970 the winemaking industry produced 64,700,000
tallons of grape wine as against 42,200,000 gallons in 1965. The wine pro-
duction in 1970 was approximately 18% of the total for the USSR.‘ In 1970
the canning industry produced 945,800,000 tins of canned food (about 5% of the

|

Moldaviya, 1970: 101-134.

2

UYL Yezhepodnik, 1971: 153.

i
dar. khoz. 1972: 222.
"BSE Yezhegodnik, 1971: 152; Shabad, 1951: 466-467.
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total for the USSR) as apainst 684,800,000 1in 19651. In the same vear t'«
vegetatle oil industrv produced 159,000 tons of vepetable oil as apainst
132,700 tons in 1965. The increase in the profuction figures of other hr
of the food industrv since 1965 has been much less spectacu]ar.2 However, -
ruble value of Moldavia's food industry output in 1970 reached 2.3 billion
against 1.5 billion in 1965. The average annual volume of the gross outnut
of agriculture increased by 26.7% since 1965, and the general growth ip gros:

. . 3
industrial production ranks among the highest for the union republics

Light industry, primarily tanning, footwear, and knitwear, has alzn
developed rapidly since 1965, as have the machine building and metal working
industries. Even so, the food processing industry represents approximately
60% of the tota} industrial structure as against 257 for light industry, and
15% for heavy industry.4 In terms of total industrial development, Moldavia

still has the lowest productivity, the lowest capital investmeit, and the

lowest rate of industrial employment of all union republics.5

Statistics indicative of the standard of living in the republic
uniformly rank Moldavia well below the other European republics of the USSR.
They suggest that in these aspects of development, Moldavia is more closely
comparable to Central Asia than to the rest of the European USSR. Savings per
capita in 1970 averaged 93.70 rubles, less than half the USSR average. Trade
turnover per capita was 488 rubles, compared to 639 for the USSR as a whole
and 956 for Estonia, the most favored republic in this respect. The number of
doctors per 10,000 inhabitants in 1971 (21.5) was well below the USSR average
(28.3), but equally far above Rumania's 14.1 doctors per 10,000 in 1968. 1In
the number of television sets per 100 population, Moldavia also compared

favorably with Rzmania (11.5 versus 6.4), although not with the average for
the USSR (14.5).

1
BSE Yezhegodnik, 1971: 152.

2Ibid.

—————

Pravda (April 4), 1971: 2-3.
BSE Yezhepodnik, 1971: 152,

5
6Cole and German, 1970: 127, 133, 160, 163-164, 166, 171, »717

Nar. khoz, 1970:

564, 5793 Nar., 24 e
Abstract of the U.S., 197]:' %nﬂ: 83; khoz. 1972 515ff, €10, 616, Statistical

—— S |
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On October 12, 1924, an Autonomous Moldavian Soviet Socialist Republirc
423 »stablished as part of the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic to formalize
-1s Kromlin's opposition to the inccrporation of Bessarabia into Rumania at
rns ond of World War T and to provide a political nucleus for the eventual
rsunification of all "Moldavians."1 From its inception the Moldavian Republic

¢18 an instrument of Soviet political action against Rumania.

The boundaries of the republic were so drawn as to include a substantial
;eoment of the Rumanian population east of the Dniestr but by no means all of the
rumanian-speaking jnhabitants of Transdnistria and the Ukraine. The boundaries
wer: drawn in such a way that only 30% of its population was "umaniap. It has
seen angzested that this was done in order to 'prove" that the relative provportion
¥ ¥gldavians in the entire area stretching from Rumanian Moldavia to 0Odessa was
similar, and thus to invalidate Rumania's claim that its seizure of Bessarabia
was ‘ustified by the overwhelmingly Rumanian character of that province.2
These demographic arguments were supplemented by "historic proofs' stressing
Russia's historic rights to Bessarabia based on possession of the province
at the time of the Bolshevik Revolution and the allegedly illegal dismember-
ment and subsequent transfer to Rumania in 1918 of the Democratic Moldavian

3
Repurlic, first established in December 1917.

The Soviet claims to Bessarabja can be challenged both on demograpt ic
amd on historic grounds. Bessarabia was historically part of the Rumanian
principality of Moldavia and its incorporation into Russia in 1812 was
prompted by strategic and political considerations related exclusively to
Russo-Turkish relations and Great Power interests. The return to the prin-

~ipality of Moldavia of parts of Bessarabia at the Congress of Paris of

le1ark, 1927:239¢¢
2
“Pabel, 1926:198-233.

| .

The most eloquent and most thoroughly documented statement of the Soviet
po=ition is by J. Okhotnikov and N. Batchinsy, La Bessarabie et la paix
frrcprenne (Paris, 1927).
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1856 was agairn a decicion cf the pcwers, as was the restituticn of those «.re
sections tc Russia in 1878 at the Ccngrese cf Berlin. And despite determire-
effcrts by the tsarist regime to Russify Bessarsbia between 1812 ara 1917
(largely through the settlement of Ukrainisns, Russians, and Jews), over twc-
thirds of the inhabitants cf Eessarabia were Rumanians at the time <f the
Bolshevik Revoluticn. The Lemocratic Moldavian Republic, establishec in 121,
by the domirant Rumanian pclitical forces in Bessetrabia, was expressly anti-
Bolshevik in character and was intended as an instrument to allow the
incorporaticn of the province into Rumania should its autonomy be threatened

by the Bolsheviks., 1In fact, therefore, the union of the Moldavian Republic

with Rumania in April 1918 was voluntary.1

The Autonomous Moldavian Soviet Socialist Republic, the theoretical
reincarnation of the Democratic Moldavian Republic of 1917, was assigned by
Moscow the task of working toward the reincorporation of Bessarabia through
propaganda as well as through revolutionary action within Bessarabia proper.
The promotion of Moldavian culture in the Autonomous Republic by the Ukraine,
the development of a national "Moldavian" language and literature, and the

sporadic revolutionary activity exported to Bessarabia by members of the

Communist Party were, however, ineffectual.2 The reincorporation of Bessarabia

into the USSR was made possible only by Soviet military action which occurred
early in July of 1940, when the USSR, on the basis of the secret provisions
of the Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact of August 1939, was permitted by Hitler to
march into and annex Bessarabia and Northern Bukovina.

It was then that the
Moldavian Soviet Socialist Republic was established as a union republic. The

boundaries of the republic were changed to imnrove its "Moldavian" image by transfer-

ring 1900 of the 3200 square miies of the former Autonomous Republic to the Ukraine

and incorporating most of Bessarabja into the Moldavian SSR.

After the 1941 German attack on the USSR, the Moldavian Republic and

Lotrark, 1927:151-157.

2
1bid., 261-276: Okhotnikov and Batchinsky, 1927:149-153.
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sne area previously comprising the Autonomous Republic were overrun by
Rumania, allied with Berlin, largely to recover Bessarabia.l Only in 1944 was
=ne l2zitimacy of the Moldavian SSR formally guaranteed when the Soviet-
Rumanian Armistice Convention recognized the legality of the Soviet annexation

{ 3essarabia and Northern Bukovina. The reaffirmation of this agreement by
tre Rumanian peace treaty of 1947 closed de jure if not de facto the Bessarabian
and "Moldavian" questions.2 But it is precisely in the context of the
"illegal"” reopening of these questions by "forces inimical" to the USSR that

tre nistory of the Moldavian SSR must be understood.

The history of the Moldavian SSR since 1947, and particularly since
t~e development of the Rumanian "independent” (or anti-Soviet) course in
tte early 1960s, has been characterized by consistent Russian attempts to
strengthen the bases of Soviet power in Moldavia and to isclate the republic
{ro>m Rumania and Rumanian influences.3 The former aim has been implemented by
sazuring control of the party and state apparatus by non-Moldavians, by
s7stematic communist indoctrination of the Moldavian population, and by
development of the republic's economy. The latter aim is pursued by
~ultural propaganda designed to prove the historic validity and legitimacy
>f the Moldavian Republic, by constant attacks against pro-Rumanian nationalist
manifestations on the part of the Moldavians, and by the virtual elimination
~f all personal contacts between Soviet Moldavians and Rumanian Moldavians.
[rese policies, carried out by several First Secretaries of the Moldavian
Communist Party--including in the fifties Leonid Brezhnev himself-~have proven

satisfactory to the Kremlin, and possibilities for change from the present

status of the Moldavian SSR appear inconceivabie at this time.

lCioranesco, 1967:165fF.

2Ionescu, 1964:91,129-131.
3Cioranesco, 1967:196ff.; Fischer-Galati, 1967:55¢¢€.,78£f.




T-e Moldavian SSR was inhabited by 3,568,873 people in 1970, a 24%
---2332 sver the 2,884,477 inhabitants recorded in the censu of 1959.1 It
:--rded t-e highest birth rate (20.7-per 1000) and the lowest death rate

ser 10N0) of all of European union republics.2 2,304,000 ethnic Moldavians,

33,47 of the total 7 gQR 00N Maldaviana in the NMSCR 1¢wed {n the renurlic, consti-
-ininz 64,67 of the population there. The percentage of Moldavians had thus

iezlined from the 65.47% recorded in 1959. The percentage of Ukrainian inhabitants

.2 remaining nationalities the Turkish-gpeaking Gagauzy represent 3.5% of the
sezulation, the Jews 2.7%, and the Bulgarians 2.1%.3 The population density of

-+ inhabitants per square mile is the highest in the USSR.

The 1970 census records a substantial increase in the size of the
irhan population since the previous census was taken in 1959, The total urban
sizslation rose from 642,300 (or 22.3% of the total population of the Moldavian
SRy in 1959 to 1,130,000 (or 31.4% of the total) in 1970.* The population
»f e capital, Kishinev, increased from 216,000 in 1959 to 374,000 in 1970
wmd, amonz other major towns, that of Tiraspol from 63,000 to 106,000, that of
3eitsy from 61,000 to 102,000 and that of Bendery from 38,000 to 43,000. Never-
eless, the level of urbanization of the Moldavian SSR is the lowest of all

dnion republics.

Little specific information is available with respect to the social

itructure of the population of the Moldavian SSR. Some relevant data

1

sovetskaya Moldaviya May 5), 1971:1.
2

Coie and German, 1970:105.

3.
Sgvetskaya Moldaviya (May 5), 1971:1; Itogi 1970:14,
A

Souetskava Moldaviya (May 5), 1971:1.
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data from the 1970 census have been released, including evidence of an increa-.
in the number of workers and emplovees, accounting for a major share of the %

. . > H
large increase in the republic’s urban population. In 1959, there were 113,007 :

white-collar emplovees and 294,000 workers, representing, respectively, 3.97

and 10.2% of the total popu]ation.] In 1970, the corresponding figures were ?
2 - ' ‘.

269,000 (7.4% of the total population) and 675,00n (18.77%). The number of fuil-

time students (at all levels) in 1970 is given as 891,000 or 25% of the g

3 .
population, but no breakdown between urban and rural students is available.
46,6% of the total 1,604,000 employed inhabitants of the republic are engaged

in agriculture, including 570,000 kolkhoznik{.a

In 1959, 90% of the Moldavians lived in rural areas while 677 of the ?

Russians in the republic were urban dwellers. The pattern was similar in 1970:

82% of the Meoldavians were still in rural areas, while the urbanized Russian

. o 2 ,
population had grown to 777. According to other sources, of the 113,000 emplowvs->

only 35,000 (31%) were Moldavians, and of the total number of specialists with
higher education employed in the Moldavian SSR in 1959 one-third each were

Moldavians and Russians, 177% Ukrainians, and the rest members of other nation-

. 6 . \ '
alities. No such detail has been published for 1970, but calculations based o

the available data indicate that 31% of tle persons with higher education in

7
Moldavia are Moldavian. The insignificance ~f the number of Moldavians classifie”

as "scientific workers'" is striking. In 1955, out of 223,893 recorded for the USSF

as a whole, only 305 (.015%) were listed as Mo]davians.8 By 1971 there were

2624 Moldavian "scientific workers," 8.5 times as manv; but they still amounted to

only 0.267% of the total in the USSR, much less than their weight in the overall

Soviet population (1.1%). Thus, the Moldavians are grossly underreoresented in

leading social strata, even in their own republic.

LManchester Guardian (April 29), 1966. The Russian word "sluzhashchiye,"
translated as "employees'" implies white-collar occupation.

2Nar. khoz. 1972:512.

3Moldaviya, 1970:234.
Ibid.:612-613.

[SLT

Manchester Guardian (April 29), 1966: Ttogi 1970:1V:276-278.
Pravda (October 27), 1961:3-4.
Itogi 1970:111:18 and 1V:380,513.
Tsameryan and Ronin, 1962:99.
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‘nformation with respect to membership in political and nrofessinnal
-rzi~.zations is also limited. The Supreme Soviet of the Moldavian SSP con -
si37o4 in 1970 of 315 deputies, of whom 113 were women.] The memberarip nf

- » fogmmunist Party as of January 1, 1971, was 110,131 exclusive of 5033
“3ri.date members. The party's Central Commitee consisted of 210 members and

2
-ar:date members, of whom 163 were workers and members of collective farms.®

T - Leninist Union of Communist Youth had a membership of 338,139 at the beginning

2 E K”l.a At that time rembership in professional unions reached ],OA1,926.A

Data on the actual or relative representation of different nation-
aliviss in political organizations are scarce. On the basis of studies of the
-omznsition of the republic's Partv organization and of its Central Committee
made available during the 1960s, it has been established that in 1963 the Partv
memaership was 3 4.6% Moldavians, as compared to 36.9% Russians and 23.57
Ckrainians.s Only 1.3% of the Moldavian population of the republic belonged to
tve Party in centrast to 7.3% of the Russian and 3.8% of the Ckrainian.6 For
tie CPSU as a whole, Moldavians are the most underrepresented of the republic

wationalities. They constituted 0.4% of the CPSU membership in January 1972,

7
versus 1.17 of the total Soviet population in the 1970 census.

No comparable statistics are available for determining the configura-

tior of the CPM Central Committee on the basis of nationality. However, the

:BSE Yezhegodnik, 1971:151.
“Ibid.:152.

oid,

“thid.

“Rigby, 1968:381.

Kommunist vooruzhennykh sil 24:12 (December 1972).

b
7
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supreme body of the Party, the Bureau of the Central Committee, elected at

the Thirteenth Congress of the Moldavian Party in February 1971, consisted «f
9 members, of whom 5 were Russians, 3 Ukrainians, and one Moldavian.1 An
analysis of incomplete data on the composition of the Supreme Soviet and of -
Council of Ministers by nationality suggests that nearly two-thirds of the l-::

i

cadres are Russians and the rest about equally divided between Moldavians and

Ukrainians.

1
BSE Yezhegodnik, 1971: 151.

1
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Culture

The Moldavian SSR, both within the framework of the Soviet Urnisn and

;- *essarabia in the context of Rumanijian civilization, has alwavs been on tne

-»zisnerv of Rumanian and Russian culture. The population of Bessarabia and of
- 2 Moldavian republic has produced no writers, artists, musicians, or other
.~tellectuals who have made a mark in the historv of Moldavian civilization. The
:rimary reason for this has been the isolation of the Rumanian inhabitants of tnese
ar=as from the mainstream of the cultural life of pre-World War II Rumania and
¢ -sarist or Soviet Russia. writers, including such well known “igures as Grigore
Ur22n, Miron Costin, Gheorghe Asachi, and Bogdan Petriceicu Hajdeu, practiced their
~raft outside Bessarabia, usually in the cultural center of Iasi, the capital
=f historic Moldavia. They identified themselves with the Moldavian intelli-
zentsia rather than with the Bessarabian peasant masses or non-Rumanian
irtan dwellers.1 Writers and artists who made their r~ontributions to
Yoldavian culture within the borders of Soviet Moldavia have attained
iittle distinction. This is primarily due to the preponderance of
Pussian and Ukrainian authors and artists in the Moldavian SSR, and also to
se customary restrictions imposed upon all authors and artists by the Soviet
razgime, The literary works of such better known Moldavian writers as

S. Delianu or A. P. Lupan are limited to socialist-realist
themes and as such have cultural value mainly interms of Soviet plans for

2
the cultural development of the Moldavian SSR.

The aspects of Moldavian culture encouraged by the Kremlin are limited
"5 those involving raising the educational level of the Moldavian population,
di1sseminating propaganda through the printed word, the theater, and other

~~dia of communication, and preserving and developing folk culture, particularly

in the spheres of music and dancing. In these terms much has been achieved.

lConstantinescu, 1969:425-443;532-542.

2Qghgxk, 1963:93-223,
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Illiteracy, which was among the highest of all the Rumanian provi- -
prior to the incorporation of Bessarabia into the Moldavian republic, has
been eliminated. The educational system, extremely backward before World
War II, consisted in 1970 of 2, 7 regular primary and secondary schools, 4¢
secondary special educational institutions, and 8 institutions of higher
learning with a total number of students of respectively 795,000, 51,700, and
44,800.1 The Academy of Sciences of the Moldavian SSR, established in August
1961, by 1971 had as many as 17 academicians.2 In 1970 there were 7 theaters,
including the Moldavian opera theater, 1925 choirs and 420 orchestral ensembles

exclusive of 247 ensembles specializing in Moldavian folk music. Also in 197¢,

there were 1897 public libraries with holdings of 17,100,000 books and newspaper-,

22 museums, and 1749 film projectors. 1710 books were published in 11,778,000

copies in 1970. In the same year 201 newspapers and periodical publications

appeared in the Moldavian SSR.3 (See also Section B-IV.)

Impressive as these statistics may be, they require qualification

with respect to the Moldavians of the republic. The republic's cultural

activities, except for folklore, are dominated by non-Moldavians. This is

also true of the higher educational institutions.4 The content of cultural

activities is also non-Moldavian if not actually anti-Moldavian in the
historic sense because it denies the Rumanianism of the Moldavians' national

origin and cultural heritage even in relation to contemporary Communist

Rumania. This is even true of the folkloristic cultural manifestations in

music and the dance which historically were intimately linked to, if not

actually the same as, those of Rumanian Moldavia and which are now stylized

to blur and minimize that organic relationship. The customs of the Moldavians,

based on the Rumanian rural patriarchal society and steeped in a profound and
fundamentalist Rumanian Orthodox tradition, have also been subject to attack

in the predominantly rural Moldavian territories.5 The collectivization of

;Moldaviza, 1970:93-94,234; Pennar, 1971:311-323.

BSE Yezhegodnik, 1971: 153-154,

Tbid,, 154-155,
4Moldaviza, 1970:81-100.
1bid., 81-93.
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s.ri-~ulture, which affected the Moldavian peasant onlv after the incorporation
jesgarabia into the Moldavian republic, was a major cultural as wel! as

»-.momic blow, since Bessarabia was one of the oldest strongholds of private

arship of rural property in Rumania.

The extent to which urbanization, Sovietization, and educaticn have
affected the cultural values and traditions of the rural Moldavian masses is

+.fficult to assess. Probably the essential elements of the Rumanian peasant

:lture have not been obliterated. However, almost no data other than that
related to "nationalist manifestations" is available with respect to the youth,

*.e educated, the urban, or the non-resident (the latter approximately 15% of the

total Moldavian population of the republic) Moldavians which wonld nermit an
intelligent assessment of the cultural transformation and current values of

trese important segments of the Rumanian population of the Moldavian SSR.

1C1oranesco, 1967:254-256.




-«x~ernal Relations

The external relations of *he Moldavian SSR are determined primarilvy
- rapublic's underdeveloped economy and bv the Moldavians' zeozraniiic

~.minn with respect to the Socialist Republic of Rumania.

Tre republic's relations with other component republics of the U3ISR
a3n@2r "o be limited to normal inter-republic affairs. The special political
anq »eounomic ties which linked Moldavia to the Ukraine (as an Autonomous Republic
»itir tre Ukrainian SSR) before the annexation of Bessarabia and in the vears
mmediately following World War IT have been eliminated in recent years. Due to
toe zroximity of Rumania, with its historic national ties with the Moldavians,
relations with that country have always been restricted. They have all but ceased

since 1964 when the legitimacy of the annexation of Bessarabia was de facto

questioned by Bucharest.l

The only external relations, exclusive of foreign trade arrangements,
mentioned in the Moldavian press and by official speakers of the Moldavian SSR
ave those with Bulgaria and Hungary, which are restricted to exchanges of
infrrnation in the field of agricultural production and processing. However,
“ontracts for reciprocal trade, concluded by the Ministry of Trade of the
Moldavian SSR and its counterparts in socialist countries, are in force
between Moldavia and Hungary and Czechoslovakia, and bilateral foreign trade

arrangements concluded by trading delegations are in effect with all European

socialist countries.

]
Fischer-Galati, 1967:99ff ; New York Times (November 6), 1971.

2
Pravda (April 4), 1971:3.
Sovetskaya torgovlya (January 24), 1967.
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_.anguage Data

“at in official post-1945 terminology is called the "Moldavian" lanzuaze

-~ of the regional dialects of Rumanian. Therefore, Moldavians and ..*".or
#».ranians understand each other readily, and we refer to the "oldavian" lan-
:.z:+ in quotations. The Soviet regime has imposed the use of Cvrillic srript

© & republic. Thus, writtan "Moldavian" appears different from Rumanian.

According to data provided by the 1970 census, 95.07 of all Moldavians
o USSR (2,188,000 out of 2,214,000) regard '"Moldavian" as their native

lanzuaze, a slight decrease from 1959 when 95.2% did so (see Table B.l.).

In the Moldavian SSR itself, where 85.4% of the USSR's Moldavians
tive, 97.7% claimed that their native language was 'Moldavian." In addition,
11.9" gave Russian as a second language of fluency, as did nearly half of

1
e 394,000 Moldavians living in other parts of the Soviet Union.

Of the 1,264,957 non-Moldavian inhabitants of the republic, only 13,79C
snsider "Moldavian'" to be their native tongue and only 173,612 speak it as a
s2rond language. Only 40.3% of the total urban population of the republic, and
.77 of the population of Kishinev, speak "Moldavian" as either their first

st second language.

(April 17), 1971.

lSovetskgya Moldaviya (May 5), 1971; see also Pravda
?ltogi 197031V;276-279.
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ncal Media

in 1971, 192 newspapers and periodicals of all tvpes, with a total ner-
.a3ae circulation of approximately 3,280,000 copies, were published in the
“eiAdavian SSR.1 About 457 of these publications were in "™oldavian' and 557
in Russian, although the circulation of the "™oldavian'-language publications
wvas aearly twice as large as that of the Russian-language publications.2 The
sr.oncipal newspaper, the official publication of the republic party organiza-

zion. and government, is Sovetskaya Moldaviya, in Russian, of which an identical

ve~sion in "Moldavian," Moldova Socialista, is printed for the use of the

Mnidavian inhabitants. Both papers are dailies and are typical of republican
newspapers in that they carry relatively little news of strictly republican
“waracter. No recent circulation figures are available for these newspapers

»it it js known that the total circulation of "Moldavian'-language newspapers

in 1971 was 1,364,000 as against 651,000 for Russian-language newspapers3

‘Sce Table B.2.). The seven republic-level newspapers included four in
"oldavian," two in Russian, and one with both "Moldavian" and Russian editions.
%f the four city newspavers, those of Kishinev and Tiraspol have both "Moldavian'

and Russian editions, while those of Bel'tsy and Bendery appear in Russian only.

Of the periodicals the most important is the Party journal Kommunist Moldavii.

iis is published in Russian, and its thecretical articles show no regional

~haracteristics.

. . s " . "
As far as can be ascertained by reading several publications in "Moldavian,

. "n 2 " -
the Moldavian press is the Russian press in translation. The "Moldavian' lan
suage used in the press is staid and artifictal in comparison to that currently

used in the Rumanian press, and to a Rumanian reader it would appear to be written

includes bulletins, scientific notes,

’ 1 " £ .
. . icals:
Pechat' 1971:159,189 Periodica shurnaly (magazines).

and other serial publications not included in the category

2Moldavixa, 1970:236.

Mopkins, 1970:198.
4

SSovetskaya Moldaviya (February 16), 1967.
{November 6), 1971.

Gazentyi mir, 1971:52053.
See also The New York Times
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by fcreigners. Tt is unknown whether the Rumanian press is availabie [

but on the basis of statements by Party spokesmen it would appear rnat 25— o

language newspapers published outside the Moldavian SSR are not circulares

the republic.1

Available data regarding transmitters, radio sets, and other statistical
elements are provided in Table B.3. ILittle informationm is available on
the listening and viewing habits of the Moldavian populatidn . The official
programming, as far as 1is known, 1s more regionally oriented in radio than
in television transmission. About 12-15 hours a day are devoted to the
broadcasting of local materials by local radio stations.2 The dissemination
of news, foreign and domestic, adheres strictly to the patterns established
by Moscow. The extent of the reception of foreign broadcasts 1is unknown.
No information is available with respect to reception or popularity in
Moldavia of broadcasts emanating from BBC, Radio Free Furope, Radio Libertv.
or other western stations. It is known, however, that broadcasts and
television transmissions originating in Rumania are received and viewed Irn
the Moldavian SSR.3 It is also known that the Party has repeatedly at-

tacked the nature of these transmissions because of their anti-Russian

orientation and has warned Moldavians against listening to foreign prop1ﬁﬂﬂda-a

All this indicates that the massive Soviet efforts at indoctrination and

isolation through the vast use of network media originating in the USSR
have not been altogether successfui.

i
Sovetskaya Moldaviya (February 16), 196 X .
(Novaﬂgg;-gjj-f%717-————i—— , 7. See also New York Times

2Hopkins, 1970:259.

3Sovetskgya Moldaviya (February 16), 1967.

AIbid.
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7. Educational Institutions

In 1971 Moldavia had 2165 primarv and secondaryv schools with 804,000
s-.deats, 45 secondarvy specialized educational institutions with 52,400
s-udents, and 8 institutions of higher education with 43,800 students, (see
Tisle B.4.). The increase in the number of students at each level since 196l
w25 impressive since in that year the respective enrollment figures were
343,000, 19,200, and 17,200.1 Nevertheless, the Moldavian SSR ranks next
tc last among all the union republics in the percentage of inhabitants who
-ad either attended or completed a course of instruction in a secondary or
-iz-er educational institution. In 1970 only 39.7% of the inhabitants of
Moldavia had a complete or an incomplete secondary or higher education, and
snlv 50.8% of the employed population of the republic had similar cualifica-

tions in contrast to the all-union percentages of 48.3% and 65.3% respectively.

In the school year 1970-1971, 199,000 of a total of 734,000 students enrol-
led in primary and secondary schools were attending urban Sc:hools.3 The vro-
sortion of urban vs. rural school attendance (27.1% vs 72.97%) was somewhat
~igher than that recorded during the school year 1962-1963 (23.7% vs. 76.3’4).4
Eowever, the growth did not keep pace with the size of the urban pooulation of the

Moldavian SSR (from 22% in 1959 to 327 in 1970), indicating a sustained higher

hirth rate in the countryside.

. . . 13
A significant decline in instruction 1n the "Moldavian" Janguage has

cccurred since the end of World War II. 1In 1955~1956 27% of the schools,

d Russian as the medium of instruc-

embracing 33% of the student body, use

—

1971.

Moldaviya, 1970:234; Sovetskaya Moldaviya (May 5) .
Pravda (April 17), 1971.

Nar. obraz. 1971:64-65.

Pennar, 1971:314-315.
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tion.1 This figure exceeded the percentage of Russians living in Moldavia
more than threefo]d.2 That trend was accelerated in the 1960s when the
doctrine of the supremacy of the Russian language as '"the language of the
common struggle of the peoples of our country for Communism' was officiallv

advanced in the Moldavian SSR.3

The unfavorable situagion of Moldavians in education and with respect to
their language is most evident in the area of higher education. As
late as the academic vear 1966-1967 the percentage of Moldavian students in
Soviet institutions of higher education was 0.6% whereas the Moldavian popu-~
lation in the USSR amounted to 1.1% of the total.4 Specific data compiled
for the academic year 1960-1961 on the basis of students per 10,000 of each
ethnic group gives an even better picture of the development of higher education
among different national groups living in the republic. There were 51
Moldavian, 70 Ukrainian, 150 Russian, and 129 Jewish students in vuzy
{institutions of higher education] per 1), 000 of their respective nationalities
in the 1960-1961 school vear. The USSR average was 111 per 10,070 inhabitants.
In 1970-1971 there were 114 Moldavian students per 10.000 of their booulation. a

significant increase but again the lowest ratio . of all union-republic

. . )
nationalities.

Official explanations for the small proportion of Moldavian students in
higher education center on the inadequacy of the preparation received by
them in rural schools, particularly in the Russian language.6 This appears
to be accurate but does not take into account the corollary reason: the
stringency of the Russian language requirements of theAggiz, given that
Russian is not the predominant language of the republic. The small

proportion of Moldavians is also related to the Russification of the elemen-

Pennar, 1971:315.
Ibid.

[ I

Sovetskaya Moldaviya (December 19), 1965,
Pennar, 1971:319,

3
4
5 ,
Ibid. See also Nar. obraz., 1971:196.

Uchitelskaya gazeta (July 13), 1957.

[}
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~a2r7 and secondary schools  This is beczuse the majoritv of the students
;-t-nding institutions of higher learning, whether Moldavian or of other
~a%ionality, specialize in education (68% in 1960-1961, in contrast ¢n 20.A"
in agricultural studies, and 9.5% in public health), and must therefore be

srapared to teach in Russian.

No breakdown by nationality is given for the instructional staffs of
anv educational institutisn in the Moldavian SSR. It is safe to infer
trat Moldavian teachers are still predominant in the rural school svstem and

rhat Russian teachers are dominant in the urhan and higher education svstems.

1Pennar, 1971:318.

—tprep b
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Table B.4.

Selected Data on Education in the Moldavian SSR (1971

population: 3,670,000

(p. 617) All Schools
- number of schools
- number of students

/ e 7 é i plete
(p. 615)§£y1y opcned olcwentjrx, incomp
secondary, and sccongary schools

- number of schools

- number of student places

(p. 617) Secondary special schools
- number of schools

- number of students

(p. 617) Institutions of higher education
- number of institutions

- nunber of students

(p. 438) Universities
- number of universities
-~ number of students

Total

day students

evening students
correspondence students

- newly admitted

Total

day students

evening students
correspondence stnd nte

2,165

804,000

65

37,300

45

52,400

43,800

7,635
4,035

3,600

1,346
940

406

Per 1000
population

.59

219.1

10.2

14.3

11.9

1of

total

53%

477

70%

30%




1

utions - ¢

Moldavia - Educational Institutions - 5

Selected Data on Education in the Moldavian SSR'{1971) (centinued)

Universities (continued)

Per 1000 éf%l
~ graduated population
Total - 1,412
day students - 855 617
evening studeu. - 0
correspondence students - 557 39%

2 108)Graduate students

- total number of - 756 .21
- in scientific research

institutions - 460
- in universities - 296

{p. 607) Number of persons with (in 1570)
higher or secondary (complete and
incomplete) education

- per 1000 individuals,

10 years and older = 397
-~ per 1000 individuals 08
employed in national economy - 5
e 61A)Numbg£ _of workers graduated from
professional-technical schools - 21,300 5.8
2.9of
total
532 Source: Nar. khoz: 1972. (page references given above.)
472
l
' 702
302




vy, Cultural and Scientific Institutions

The Moldavian SSR has standard Soviet cultural institutinns including,
3t the beginning of 1971, eight theaters, 1925 choruses, 420 orchestras, 247
~rrhestras of Moldavian folk music, 1775 houses of culture, 22 museums, and
1897 public libraries.] The data provide no specific information as to urban-

rural distribution of national renresentation or compostiion.

Only rudimentary information is available from Soviet and Moldavian
sources with respect to scientific institutions, except for the Moldavian
Academy of Sciences, established in 196].2 In 1970 the Academv had 17 acade-
micians and 20 corresponding members. From fragmentary data it would appear
that the majority of the academicians and section heads are Russian and that
the principal spheres of scientific investigation are mathematics, geologyv,
and history.3 The scientific contributions of the Academy appear to be
generally undistinguished (for additional data, see Table B.5.). Among its
works are monographs on the Moldavian working class in 1940-1965 and the
history of the Moldavian intelligentsia, and collections of research papers

in philosophy and socio]ogy.4

1BSE Yezhegodnik, 1971:154-155. Later 1971 figures: libraries down to
1865; museums to 21. Nar._khoz. 1972:106,451.

2BSE Yezhegodnik, 1971:153=154.

3Ibid.

4V K. Vizer, et al. Razvitiye rabochego klassa Moldavskoi SSR (1940-
1965) (Kishinev: Moldavian Academy of Science=. 1970); A. I. Babii,

Formirovaniye Moldavskoi intelligentsii (Kishinev: Shtinitsa, 1971),
V. N. Yermuratsky, et al., Filosofskive i sotsiologicheskiye issledo-

vaniya v Moldavii (Kishinov: Moldavian Academy of Sciences, 1970).

I
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Takh]e B.5.

Selected Data on Scientific and Cultural Facilities and Personnel ir - .

Moldavian SSR (1971)

P opulation: 3,670,000

Acadeny of Science

- number of menbhers 36
- number of scientific

institutions affiliated

with the Acadery 20
- total number of

scientific workers

in these 721
Museuns
- number of museums 21
- attendance 1,956,000
- attendance per 1000
population 532
Theaters
- number of theaters 8
- attendance 1,197,000
~ attendance per 1000
populaticn 326

Number of persons working
in education and culture

- total 120,000
- no, per 1000
population 32,7

Number of persons working
in science and scientific

services
= total
23,000
= number per 1000 >
population 6.3
Number of public libraries 1.865
= number of bocks and
l magazines in publie
libraries 17,926,000
Number of clubs 1,787
’

Source: Nar. khoz. 1972:106,451,617.
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P

I. Peview of Factors Forming National Attitudes

The nationalism of the Moldavians, according to Party critics, is
raoted in continuing adherence to pre~World War II traditions both social
and national.1 This criticism implies non~reconciliation, if not actual
opposition, to the social and cultural chanpes and the de-Rumanization to

wrich the Moldavians have been subjected under Soviet rule.

ilistorically, the nationalism of the Rumanian population of Bessarabia
was characterized by anti-Russianism and anti-Semitism.2 The opposition to
Russia, based primarily on the tsarist Russification of Bessarabia, was if
anvthing exacerbated by the Bolshevik Revolution and by communist activities
in Bessarabia in the interwar years. As beneficiaries of drastic land
reforms prior to union with Rumania in 1918, the Rumanian peasants of
“essarabia were at all times fearful of the agrarian policies of the Bolsheviks .
The Rumanian intellectuals always regarded the Russians as foreign oppres-

sors.> A corollary factor influencing the anti-Russian and anti-Bolshevik

sent{ments of the Rumanians was anti-~Semitism, The urban centers of

jessarabia, particularly Kishinev, were essentially Jewish towns and the
Pusaiang were held responsible for planting the normally non-Rumanian-speaking

lews in the cities as well as in certain rural areas of Bessarabla in the

rineteenth and early twentieth centuries. The anti-Seritism of the Moldavians

was exacerbated by the policies of the Bolsheviks, which not only temporarily
emancipated the Jews but sought to rely on parts of the Jewish populatiom

nf Bessarabia for the execution of their plans and programs, both before

ard after the incorporation of Bessarabia into Rumania and again after

‘e reincorporation of Bessarabia into the Soviet Union during World War

‘i. It is noteworthy that the Rumanians from Bessarabia were among the

rost virulent exponents of the anti-Russian and anti-Semitic programs

uard
nf such extremist right-uing Pumanian organizations as the Iron Guar

1Pravda, 4 April 1971: 2-3,

2fxscher-Galati. 1969: 373-395; 1971: 112-121; VWeber, 1966: 500-573.

JBoldur, 1943: 1ff.
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aré rhe League of Yatinnal Christian Lefense during the interwar vears
and that the orlv prgroms bv Rumanians recorded in ¥World war Il occurrec

{n Bessaratia followirp recccuration of tnat province ty the Fumarian

1
ar-ies during werld War II.

Tris rizht—wing Rumanian natlornalism, so prevalent arong the
weung, tae intellectuals, and even the peasant masses, 2t least until

che defiririve return cf zessaratia tr the USSP in 1%44, has evidently

rot -eer eradicated. Pather, ir has been converted into a rore

b

erxrlicitly Moldavian natirnalism, The collectivization of agriculture

-

did rect lesser tre enti-Fussianism of the Moldaviars., Tre restricticrs
irposed uron the Moldaviar wouth with respect to higher educational ard
srofessioral orcorturities appear to te contrituting factors to the
rain*enance of arnti-Scviet attizudes, The irposition of Soviet cultural
nolicies, offersive to thr ceeplv religious orientatior and prejudices

. ; . R <
cf tre Mcldavian rasses, appnear alsc to increase Mcldaviar natioraliss.

Yoldavian natiornalis~ has also fliouristed in recert years Lecause cf
the revival of historic natioralism in Purania orover and of the rnegative

reacticrn of the Scviet “rion tec that Pumaniar nherorencr ? The appeais

eranating fror Pumania frr the reurificatior threough Pumanianisz c¢f ail
ratives ¢f Pumania througiout the werld has anparently affected =cst <irec:l
the Purmarians =ost proxirate o Pumaria i:self.‘ The “olidavians' restcrce

¢ the neo-naticnaiisn of -omrwrist Pumania anpears to Se limited to

dinmeds &4 N - .
icentification with a Rumanian historical rather than a Zumanian comruris:t

*

(4]
o
-~

acition, The rilers of the Soviet Tnion, hewever, have cut off contacts

“etweer Moldavians and Purmanians while attempting to perfect and lepiti-‘ze

“Zioraresco, 1%47: 165¢fF,; Weber, 196&: 517f€€,

‘- P .«
“iscrer-Galati, 1370: 15-37; Scinteia . ay 7, 19t; Zovetsrava “Oiuz...:
"-1t’.". "’ 1"'6. ————— =t - ——————

Kl

‘“wearirgen, 197i: 3I3-3£4; Pravda (trri! «), 1971:

* -

rituna Pomarief, 197z: 1-3; 1973: 4-¢

‘e
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a "Moldavian' historic tradition and natiecnality separate from the
Fumanian. At the sane time, this process does not entail ahkandonment
of discriminatory socio-economic and cultural policies toward the
“gldavian inhabitants of the repubilic. For all these reasons Moldavian

nationalism has continued to manifest itself.1

The "Moldavianization"”
of Rumanian "bourgeois," Christian, anti-Russian, anti-communist, and
anti-Semitic nationalism may have chanped, albeit superficially, the
historic character of the nationalism of the Bessarabians, hut it would

seem only to have transplanted it, not to have rooted it out.

pravda (April 4), 1971: 2-3; Sovetskaya Moldaviya (August 3), 1971.




Basic Views of Scholars on National Attitudes

There are no studies by leading Western schalars on attitudinal
"1otors affecting the Moldavians or, for that matter, even the Rumanian
-nhabitants of historic Bessarabia. Several Western scholars such as
henry L. Roberts,l Eugen Weber,2 and Stephen Fischer-ﬂalati,3 who have been
awncerned with Rumanian national attitudes in historic Moldavia, are in agreo-
went on the essentially anti-Russian and anti-Semitic character of Moldavian
wationalism., The anti-Russian and particularly the antl-communist hases of
“cldavian nationalism are stressed by G. Cioranesco in a recent study on Russo-
Pumanian relations.4 Contemporary Rumanian scholars, for obvious nalitical
c-a30ns, have failed to mention Bessarabia by name during the past three decades
#nd have paid no attention to the problems of the Rumanian inhabitants of the

“nldavian SSR.

Soviet scholars have also shied away from the study of attitudinal

Tactors affecting the Moldavians. The few who have ventured into this field
wave stressed, routinely and dogmatically, the historically pro-Russian and
w,re recently pro-communist sentiments of the Moldavians. Among the more
-onsplcuous exponents of the view that the Moldavians are Russophiles by tradi-
“'an and communists by conviction are S. Afteniuk5 and V. A. Surilov.6 Their
~ntentions on the eternal brotherhood of Moldavians and Russians and on the
..anderous propaganda emanating from falsifiers of history with respect to
+lleged anti-communist and anti-Russian sentiments on the part of Moldavians
cannnt be taken seriously. Similar theses, in a strictly historical context,

~aue heen propounded in the collectior Igtoriya Moldavii, edited by A. D.

“4al'tsov and L. V. Cherepninz and in Istoriva Moldavskoi_ SSR, edited by

lpoberts, 1951:1¢F.

’Weber, 1966:501-574.

5Plscher—Calati, 1969:373-395; Fischer-Galati, 1971:112-121.
4

Cioranesco, 1967:1ff,

GAftenluk, 1957:1fFfF.

fsurtlov, 1967:1¢F.

7Udal'tsov and Cherepnin, 1951: Volume I.
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1 . .
I.. /. Cherepnir and other Moldavian scholars. Even more distorted tre...

dao

. N1 £ + i P o PO
stressing the "eternal friendship” among Moldavians, Russians, and Ukra - ;- -,

Jere presented at several Meldavian-Ukrainian-Russian "friendship confear--:
The "scholarly findings" of the most notorious of these, held in Ki<hinew ;-
November 195%, were published hy the Moldavian Academy in ]961.2 Their ron-
tentions cannot be considered to be scholarly contributions. In fact,

the politically delicate problems connected with the Moldavians and their
attitudes acrount either for the absence or for the falsification of dara
related to attitudinal factors affecting the Moldavians. Essestially, fLovies
sources argue that "the Moldavian language, much like the Tumanian, belorzs =
trhe East-Roman group of languages,'" and that the Moldavians are a separste
nationality, quite apart from the Rumanians.3 Western views of Mold-viz,

including those of this writer, can be summarized as follows.

The Moldavian SSR is among the most artificial of the union reputiics, :r
that its very name and national composition are based on the obfuscation ~f
historical reality. The majority of the republic's inhabitants are in far:
Fumanians separated from the Rumanian inhabitants of historic Moldavia ~v
artificial means. The historic arguments provided by Soviet historians,
politicians, and propagandists with respect teo Moldavian national character-
istics, language, and historic evolution and aspirations are baseless. They
serve only as a screen for obsruring historic reality. The leaders of the
USSR and of the Moldavian 55R, aware as they are of the true history of tne
republic, of the reasons for its formation, and of the dangers of the proxinits
of Soviet Moldavia to Rumanian Moldavia, are pursuing a conscious and deli-era®-
soliry of isolating the predominantly rural Moldavian population of the
republic from the political and urban-technological order of the Moldavian 339,
an order dominated by Russians and to a lesser extent by Ukrainians. T.e
Soviet regime has encouraged the development of the traditional agricultiral

pursulits of the Mnldavians with resultant economic prosperity for the Moldsuis

1
Cherepnin, 1968: Volumes I and I1.

2
Vekovaya Druzhba, 196):1ff.

L]

e eg., BSE, 1954:28:105. M) javia * ‘
: . ia hag been selected bv Snviet
ethnographers as the first union republic to he studied in connection with a

s::vey of natfonal att{tudes hLased on a pilot study conducted in the Tatar
?.JR. The extent to which the results of this study are published will ‘e
nteresting to ohserve, C‘ee Sovetskaya ltnografiya, 1972: 3:3-20,
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peasantry. It has alsc encouraged the maintenance of the traditional
folk culture of the Moldavians. however, in hoth tre Sevierjzation f
traditional forms of rural life through collectivization of agriculture
and de-Rumanization of the essence of !oldavian folklore and way of life,
the securing of the allegiance of the Moldavian population to the Sovie;
order and to the aims of the leaders of the Vremlin and of the Mcldavian

SSR has bheen at best tenuous,

The historic and national ties linking the Moldavians of the
republic with the Rumanian inhabitants of the Moldavia "across the river"
have apparently not been severed by the Soviet regime despite the "iron
curtain” erected on the eastern bank of the Prut. Vet the virtual
isolation of the Soviet Moldavians from the Rumanian Moldavianrs is in-
dicative of the delicacy of the Moldavian question in the USSR. Alone
of all union republics, the Moldavian SSR has an equivalent in the greater
Soviet empire in Eastern Furope, in adjoining Socialist Pumania, The
leacders of the Socialist Republic of Rumania have legally relinaquished
all rights to the reincorporation into Pumania of most of the territory
now cemprising the Moldavian SSR. iHowever, they are constantly trying
to remind the “oldavian inhabitants of tlie republic of their Rumanianism

and of their national ties with their brethren in Rumanian Moldavia,




'i1. Recent Manifestations - Nationalism

According to the First Secretary of the Moldavian Communist Party,
I. Bodyul, "harmful phenomena" - a euphemism for bourgecis-nationalist
nanifestations - occurred in Moldavia as late as the Twenty-fourth Congress of
“ne CPSU in April 1971. TIllustrations and details were not provided by Bodynl
rrefhior, for that matter, by any critic of Moldavian nationalism in recent
vears, but identification of the phenomena does provide a rlue as to the
nature of the nationalist manifestations:

We still encounter instances of the penetration into literature
and the arts of works that represent a distorted view of
socialist reality.... We cannot regard as normal the ohses-
sion of certain creative workers with the archaic past and the
glorification and poeticization in their works of long-outworn
customs and traditions and their contraposition Lo nur own
times.... Playing upon the people's respectful attitude toward
the past, upon feelings of national distinctiveness, the
authors of such works essentially prrach the idea of the
classless, uncritical acceptance of the past, and therefore
create conditions for the activization of harmful survivals,
especially among young people, and prepare the soil f-r the
penetr?tion of alien views and sentiments into the people's
minds.

Attacks of this kind, together with countermeasures designed to
invalidate the "unhealthy" nationalist attitudes of Moldavians, have been fre-
auent since the publication in Rumaniu, in December 1964 within the context

2
of rising Soviet-Rumanian tension, of the book Notes on the Rumanians. That

yolume, consisting of notes written by Marx himself on the 'rape of
Bessarabia'" by tsarist Russia in 1812, was not circulated in the Moldavian
%5R but its contents became known there. The first major public denunciation
of the volume, of the implicit Rumanian claims to Bessarabla, and of the
acceptance of the validity of this propaganda emanating from "certain
Lourgeois quill drivers' by Moldavians was by Bodyul himgelf on the occasion

of the Twelfth Congress of the Moldavian Communist Party in March 1966,

Ybravda (April 4), 1971: 3.
2Marx, 1964:1fFF.
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At that time, while reiterating the validity of the historic Russian claims tr
Bessarabia, he even went so far as to declare that the Moldavian people had
enthusiastically welcomed the incorporation of Bessarabia into the "Motherland”
in 1940 and that those Molda-ians who questioned that view should be set

straight by Party activists.]

Despite these admonitions, nationalist manifestations and sentiments
apparently survived long enough to evoke even more extreme official statements.
In February 1967 the same Eodyul followed the customary castigation of
nationalism with the statement that '"Our children and future generations must
know that their fathers did not conceive of a 1life for themselves ocutside of
Russia” and with the demand that a concerted -ampaign for the "elucidation in

depth of the real history of the Moldavian people' be initiated at once.2

Repetition of such statements and admonitions - combined with contin-
uing efforts to inculcate official Soviet theories regarding the Moldavians'
past and present aspirations into believers and gkeptics alike - may be
partly preventive in chararter. It may also represent a case of overreaction
by the rulers of the USSR and of the Moldavian republic. Nevertheless, the
constant repetition of this Party line by historians, by the press, and by
other media of communicaticn is indicative of the survival of nationalism
and provides substantiating evidence for the validity of Bodyul's criticisms

of 1971.3

lSovetskaya Moldaviya (arch 2), 1946,

2
Sovetskaya Moldaviya (February 16), 1967,

Moldaviya, 1970 63-10C,
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les in terms of specific dermesrarnic, reolitical, ecerneris, ecuce

talles which follow, the first 23 ranre tic mnfer

witural characteristics, Trhe rerairirrs tatles a

C.

re Zorrlex indicators of naticnal develeprent anu witalitv, eTever
=217 le, ranxines include all 17 aationalities coverad ir 20.is serics --
~ wnlcon-repuhlic nationaliries, the Tatars, and the ¢ s, eve doza

roluded,

Tot available or net anrlicable, only the uricr-re-u

e

-tororous Chlast," and verv few regard it as " the Jewish national area."

The rankirgs in Tables 24-29¢ vere cbtained tv comtining rankine numbers

from earlier tables, as follows:

Table 24 presents a rankineg for national rolitical vitalitv,
arrived at bv combining the rankings for norulation growth (Table I},
titular nationality as a percent of its republic population (Table

concentration of the nationality in its republic ropulaticer (Tahle 7),
nercentage for whor the national language is native (Tahle &), ard
weight of nationalitv in the CPSU" (Table 11).

In Table 25, a ranking for economic development was developed
combining the rankings for produced inceme rer capita (Table }3).
savings per capita (Table 16), and trade turnover per capita {Tatle

17).

Table 26 gpives a ranking for socio-cultural developrent, reached
bv combining the rankings for urbanization (Tahle 9), educational
standards (Table 18), students ir higher education (Tahle 19), scien=
tists (Table 20), doctors (Table 21), ~ad beoks (Tahle 23) rer

population.

In Table 27, a combined ranking for socfu=cultural aund economic
al
development is given hv combinine the indicators in Tables 25 and 26,

Table 28 presents a rankine for cverall national developrent,
reached bv combinine the indicators in Tables 24 and 27,

“ables dealing specificallv vith renu™lic ~erulaticns omif thie Jew
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In Table 29, nationalities are grouped Into bhroad ethnic-
geographic ratepories and a ranking developed for overall development
bv ethnic-geogpraphic category, usinp the indicators from Tables 24,
23, and 26,

The above approach -~ obtaining cumulative rankings by adding individua;
rankings -- has the virtue of simplicitv. lowever, the results camnnot hLe ta. .
as definitive statements of the relative political vitality and economic and
socio=cultural developnent of Soviet nationalities. The use of different cri’, -
or more refined and complex calculations for Tables 24~29 would prohably have
produced somewhat different conclusions. Nevertheless, it is unlikely that t!.
differences would be extreme -- that is, that a nationality's rank in any of @ «
tables would switch from Ligh te low or vice versa if a different approach ver:

used,

Some of the rankings would also change if all data used in Tables 1-7;
were uniformly available by nationality. In some instances, data on a partic:i.r
indicator were not available for a particular nationality, and data on that

indicator for the mational republic were used instead, The validity of the ra x-

ings thus obtained depends on the weight of the nationality in its republic,

The most important instarce of error introduced by this approach is the relatiw.
ranking of Kazakhs and Tzbeks in Tables 24-28, Most evidence suggests that tle
Uzbeks are penerally more developed than the Kazakhs; the Kazakhs rank higher i

the tables because most of the Kazakh data available were for the Kazakh S8k, 0

which the more hiphly developed Slavs are a majority of the population.

Thus, the assessments in Tables 24-29 are very rough and subject to
correction and refinement. Still, they are useful in providing an overall

picture whose outlines wauld be difficult to discern directly from the mass of

Separate data on which they are lased.

R R
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’ Tabhle 1
i BASIC DATA ON NATIONAL REPUBLICS

i Development Rank of

ual Area Population Titular Nationality?
en (sq. mi) (1970 census)
d
riteria RSFSR 6,592,818 241,720,000 1
ro Ckrainian SSR 233,089 47,126,000 8
the Belorussfian SSR 80,134 9,002,000 11
F the
rere Estonian SSR 17,413 1,356,000 3
Latvian SSR 24,595 2,364,000 4,5,6
Lithuanian SSR 25,173 3,128,000 4,5,6
cular Armenian SSR 11,175 2,492,000 4,5,6
Georgian SSR 26,757 4,686,000 2
ank- Azerbaidzhan SSR 33,425 5,117,000 7
b ive ‘ Kazakh SSR 1,048,305 12,849,000 10
}he o Kirgiz SSR 76,100 2,933,000 12
b in | Turkmen SSR 187,200 2,159,000 9
in Uzbek SSR 172,741 11,960,000 13
g Tadzhik SSR 54,900 2,900,000 15
i
. Moldavian SSR 13,012 3,569,000 14
Tatar ASSR 26,250 2,850,000 N.A,
Jewsb (Birobidzhan (total population of N.A,
13,900) nationality in USSR
2,151,000)

85ee Table 28.

bNot a national republic; only a small minority live in the "Jewish Autonomous
Oblast" of Birobidzhan., Data are given for Jewish nationality where applicable,




RSFSR

Ukrainian SSR

Belorussian SSR

Estonian SSR
Latvian SSR

Lithuanian SSR

Armenfan SSR

Georgian SSR
Azerbaidzhan SSR

Kazakh SSR
Kirgiz SSR
Turkmen SSR
Uzbek SSR
Tadzhik SSR

Moldavian SSR
Tatar ASSR

Jews

Table 1 (Continued)

Language Group Alphabet Religion

Slavic Cyrillic Christian/predominantly Russ{ar-
Orthodox also other Christian
sects, Islamic, and Buddhist

Slaviec Cyrillic Christian/Russian Orthodox and
Uniate

Slavic Cvrillic Christian/Russian Orthodox and
Catholic

Finno-Ugric Latin Christian/predominantly Lutherar

Indo-Luropean/ Latin Christian/Lutheran and Catholic

Baltic

Indo-European/ Latin Christian/predominantly Catholic

Baltic

Iado-European/ Armenian Christian/Armenian (Gregorian) Churd

Caucasian

Ibero~Caucasian Ceorgian Christian/Georgian Orthodox Church

Turkic Cyrillic Islamic/Shia

Turkic Cyrillic Islamic and Christian

Turkic Cyrillic Islamic

Turkic Cyrillic Islamic

Turkic Cyrillic Islamic

Iranian Cyrillic Islamic

Romanian Cyrillic Christian/East Orthodox

Turkic Cyrillic Islamic and Christian

Yiddish Hebrew Judaism
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RSFSR

Lkrainian SSR

Belorussian SSR

The Baltic Region

Estonian SSR
Latvian SSR
Lithuanian SSR

The Transcaucasus

Armenian SSR
feorgian SSR
Azerbaidzhan SSR

Central Asia

Kazakh SSR
Kirgiz SSR
Turkmen SSR
Uzbek SSR
Tadzhik SSR

CT=-9

Table 1 (Continued)
Mode of Accession to the USSP

Proclaimed November 7, 1917, as Federative Soviet Soctialist
Republic; became a union republic with the establishment

of the USSR in December 1922; presently includes 12
autonomous national repuhlics, 5 autonomous provinces.

After a brief period of independence (1918-1919),
constituted as a Soviet Republic allied with RSFSR; since
December 1922 a union republic within the USSR.

Lsteblished as Belorussian Soviet Republic, allied with

the RSFSR, after a brief period of struggle between a

national movement for independence and the pro-Bolshevik

forces; in December 1922, became a union republic within the ISSR.

Independent republics, 1918-1940; taken over by Soviet
forces in 1940 and incorporated as union republics in the
USSR.

A brief period of independence of the three republics
(1918-1920) was terminated with the victory of the Red

Army. A Transcaucasian Soviet Federation of Socialist
republics was created in 1921 and became a unjion republic
with the creation of the USSR in December 1922, The separate
national units were autonomous republics until December

1936 when the Transcaucasian Federation was abolished and

the units became full union republics of the USSR,

A Turkestan Soviet Republic within the RSFSR was pro-
claimed in the spring of 1918. After a period of civil
war between local movements for independence and pro-
Soviet forces (1918-1920), the Red Army established
effective rule. A Kazakh (called at first Kirgiz)
Autonomous SSR within the RSFSR was established

in August 1920, Soviet authorities also recognized
the autonomy of the Peonle's Republics of Khiva
(Khorezm) and Bukhara. In 1924-192> these autonomous
units and the Turkestan Reputlic were abolished

and the Turkncn, Uzbek, and Kirgiz SSR's were

created. The Tadzhiks had at first an autonomous
republic within the Uzbek SSR (1924). In 1929 it

was transformed into a union republic., The Kazakh
ASSR was created as a union republic in December 1936,




Moldavian SSR

Tatar ASSR

Jewish Autonomous
Province
(Birobidzhan)
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Table 1 (Continued)

An Autonomous Moldavian Pepublic within the Ukrainian

SSR was created in the left-bank areas in October 1924,
In June 1940, the Soviet forces entered Bessarabia

(the right bank previously under the rule of PRumania) and
in August 1940 a union republic of Moldavia comprising
both territories was proclaimed.

Established in May 1920 as an autonomous republic
within the RSFSR,

Jewish Autonomous Province within the PSFSR - first
decreed in March 1928.




Table 2

MAJOR SOVIET NATIONALITIES:
Ranked by Weight in Total USSR Population, 1970

!

Population in Thousands

CT-11

SIZE, GROWTH, AND WEIGHT

iRank |
Growth (%)

h
1959 % of Total USSR

2a-- Vationality 1926-  1959-} 1970 Population
1926 l_ﬁ 1959 44_ 1970 1970 | 1970|Growth| 1959 1970
USSR Total 147,082 208,827 | 241,720 64.37 15.8%d.v.a. 100.0 | 100.0
Russians 77,791 114,114 129,015  65.8 13.1 : 13  54.65 @ 53.37
. Ckrainians 31,195 37,253 © 40,753 b 9.4 14  17.84  16.86
? LUzbeks 3,989 6,015 ' 9,195 130.1 52.9 2 2.88 3.80
< Belorussians 4,739° 7,913 9,052 b 14.4 12 3.79 3.74
Tatars 3,311 4,968 5,931  80.0 16.4 10 2.38 2.45
"~ Kazakhs 3,968 3,622 5,299 33.5  46.3 6 1.73 2.19
" Azerbaidzhani 1,713 2,940~ 4,380 155.7  49.0 5 1.41 1.81
*  Armenians 1,568 2,787 . 3,559 127.0 27.7 7 1.33 1.47
Georgians 1,821 2,692 f 3,245  78.2  20.5 9 1.29 1.34
\" Moldavians 2792 2,214 | 2,698 b 21.9 8 1.06 1.12
!i Lithuanians 412 2,326 ? 2,665 b l4.6 11 1.11 1.10
Jews 2,672 2,268 | 2,151 -19.5 -05.2 17 1.09 0.89
2 Tadzhiks 981 1,397 2,136 117.7 ¢ 52.9 1 0.67 0.88
i+ Turkmen 764 1,002 1,525 99.6 ' 52.2 . 0.48 0.63
L Kirgiz 763 969 1,452 90.3 49.8 = 4 0.46 0.60
I Latvians 1512 1,400 1,430 b 2.1 15 0.67 0.59
1" Estonians 1552 989 1,007 b 1.8 ' 16 0.47 0.42
All Other 11,181 13,958 16,227 45.1 16.3 d.n.a. 6.68 6.71

Notes: %poes not include population in territories subsequently incorporated

into USSR, 1926-1970 Growth Rates not computed for these nationalities,

hSee a above,

Sources: Nar, khoz, 1972: 31; Itcgi 1959: 84,

d.n.a. = does not apply.




Table 3

SIZE, GROWTH, AND WRIGHT OF MAJOR NATIONALITIES BY
GEOGRAPHIC-ETHNIC CATEGORY

Growth (%) lWeight in Total
Nationality Population in Thousands 1926- 1959- USSR Population
Group 1926 | 1959 ' 1970 | 1970 | 1970} 1959 1970
Slavs? 113,725 159,280 . 178,820 | 57.2 | 12.3 76.3 74.0
: : : i
Other Europeansb 3,298 9,197 9,951 : 201.7 8.2 4.4 4.1
Islamic© 15,488 20,913 29,918 b 93,2  43.1| 10.0 . 12.4
Armenian-Georgian 3,389 5,479 6,804 i 100.8 24.2 2.6 . 2.8

Source: Calculated from data in Table 2.

aRussians, Ukrainians, Belorussians.

Estonians, Latvians, Lithuanians, Moldavians, Jews. 1926-1970 growth reflects
incorporation of territories inhabited by these peoples in 1939-1945,

CUzbeks, Tatars, Kazakhs, Azerbaidzhani, Tadzhiks, Turkmen, and Kirgiz.

Note: The Islamic group has the highest rate of growth and the "other
Furopeans” the lowest (ratio 5.25:1). The Slav ratio is second
lowest (ratio 3.5:1). Since the Slavs together amount to about
three-quarters of the population, they will remain the predominant

group for a long time even if they continue losing in relative
weight to the Islamic group.
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Table 4

REPUBLIC POPULATIONS, 1959~1970
Ranked by Growth Rate

Percent of USSR

2

ro

o~

WX~ N

1n
11
12
13
14
15
16

‘ Percent

Lfgfulatiénwjnv¥poos Qfoth ; Population |
Republics P 1959 1970 [1959-1970 ! 1959 | 1970 |
USSR TOTAL 208,827 241,720 | 16% %100.0 . 100.0 :

! : : !
Tadzhik SSR 1,981 2,900 1 46 0.95 1.20 E
Uzbek SSR 8,261 11,960 45 3.96 1 4,95 )
Turkmen SSR 1,516 2,159 | 42 0.73 | 0.8 |
Kirgiz SSR 2,066 2,933 , 42 0.99 1.21
Armenian SSR {1,763 2,492 | 41 0.84 1.03
Kazakh SSR 9,153 12,849 | 40 4.38 5.32
Azerbaidzhan SSR ) 3,698 5,117 38 1.77 2.12
Moldavian SSR i 2,885 3,569 24 1.38 1.48 |
Georgian SSR l 4,044 4,686 16 1.94 1.94
Lithuanian SSR L2,711 3,128 15 1.30 1.29
Estonian SSR L 1,197 1,356 13 0.57 0.56
Latvian SSR © 2,093 2,364 | 13 1.00 0.98
Ukraine SSR 41,869 47,126 13 20.05 19.50
Belorussian SSR ! 8,056 9,002 12 3.86 3.72
RSFSR 117,534 130,079 11 56.28 53.81
Tatar ASSR 2,850 3,131 10 1.36 1.29
Sources: Izvestia (April 17), 1971; CDSP, 1971: XXIII: 16: 16-18;

Itogi 1970: I: 12,
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Table 5
AB'LT POPULATION (204) OF REPUBLICS, 1959-1970
Panked by Grovth Rate of Total Populatiom, as in Table 4

% of Total Population Z oof USc: 2o ?i

= Adult Population in 1000s of Republic Populaticr :
& Republics 1959 1970 1959 1970 1959
USSR Total 130,656 149,747 62.57 61.95 100.n
1 Tadzhik SSR 1,057 1,287 53.36 44,38 0.8
2 Uzbek SSR 4,405 5,401 53.32 45,16 3.4
3  Turkmen SSR 219 987 54.02 45,72 0.6
4 Kirgiz SSR 1,144 1,433 55.37 48.86 0.9
5 Armenian SSR 576 1,266 55.36 50.80 0.7
6 Kazakh SSR 5,217 6,870 57.00 53.47 4.0
7 Azerbaidzhan SSP| 2,032 2,397 54.95 46.84 1.6
8 Moldavian SSR 1,677 2,079 58.13 58.25 1.3
9 Georgian SSR 2,524 2,855 62.41 60.93 1.9
10 Lithuanian SSR 1,746 2,048 64,40 65.47 1.3
11 Estonian SSR 839 957 70.09 70,58 Q.6
12 Latvian SSR 1,466 1,687 70,04 71.36 1.1
13 Ukraine SSR 27,489 31,538 65.65 66.92 21.0
14 Belorussian SSR | 4,976 5,624 61.77 62.48 3.8
15 RSFSR 74,290 83,316 63,21 63,87 56.9
16 Tatar ASSR 1,707 1,853 59.89 59.18 1.3

N

Source: Itogi 1970: II: 12-75, 157,

Note: Moslem republics have most youthful populations; Estonia and Latvia, the olces
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SSR Adult
ation Tatle 6
3% TITULAR NATIONALITY AS PEPCENT OF REPUBLIC PAPULATION, 1956-1071
100, !
6y
YR Ranked bv % of Population, 197N
0.; | NMen.mbers.of Titt'xl;‘sr Titula: Nationalit- y,u;';)?::,;.-.
ationality Residing as " of total .
Lo @ T+ Republic in Republic (1000) ; Republi: Prpuiation %"
0.8 1959 1970 1959 | 1970 jese-1ugn
4.6 | Armenian SSR '1,552 2,208 88.0 88. 4 0k
1.6 RSFSR 97,864 107,748 | 83.3 82.8 .5
e L pelorussian SsR 6,532 7,290 | 81.1 81.0 0.1
1.9 . Lithuanian SSR % 2,151 2,507 1 79.3 80.1 - +0.8
1.4 S Ukraine SSR 32,158 35,28L 76.8 . 74.9 -1.9
0.6 4 Azerbatdzhan SSR | 2,494 3,777 1 67.5 | 73.8 +6.3
1.1 7 Estonian SSR © 893 925 | 74.6  68.2 6.4
21.1 “  Georgian SSR ' 2,601 3,131 § 64.3 £6.8 +2.5
3.6 9 Turkmen SSR ; 924 . 1,417 1 60.9 65.6 +6.7
35.6 10 Uzbek SSR . 5,044 7,734 E 61.1 64.7 i +3.6
1.2 i1  Moldavian SSR 1,887 2,304 f 65.4 64.6 | -0.8
- 12 Latvian SSR 1,298 = 1,342 | 62.0 56.8 ; -5.2
13 Tadzhik SSR L0851 1,630 | 53.1 56.2  ,  +3.1
oldest. 14 Tatar ASSR ; 837 ; 1,285 40.5 43.8 | +3.3
15  Kirgiz SSR Doo2,723 4,161 29.8 32.4 +2.6
16 Kazakh SSR f 1,345 | 1,536 47.2 49.1 +1.9

i Sources: Izvestia (April 17) 1971; CDSP, 1971: XXIII: l6: 16-18; Itopi 1979
o 203; Itopi 1970: IV: 144,

Note: Nations increasing as a percentage of their republic's population,
1959-1970: all non-Eurcpeans plus the Lithuanians.

Nations decreasing as a percentage of their republic's population,
1959-1970: all Europeans except for the Lithuanians.
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Table 7
CONCENTRATION OF TITULAR NATIONALITY IN REPUBLIC 1959-1970
Ranked by
7 of Total Population of Nationality in USSR
Who Live in their Own Republic
1959 1970 Net Change
% . ) % Living‘in’ é ' ; A Living.in in
i Nationality Respective 8 Nationality : Respective Percgntage
Republic Republic : Points
; 1959-1970°
1 Georgians 96.6 1 Georgians { 96.6 | -0.1
2 Latvians { 92.7 2 Lithuanians % 94.1 ' +1.8
3 Lithuanians 92.3 3 Latvians % 93.8 ; +1.1
4 Turkmen 92,2 4 Turkmen : 92.9 : +0.7
5 Estonians ; 90.3 5 Estonians : 91.9 +1.6
6 Kirgiz 86.4 6 Kirgiz : 88.5 +2.1
7 Ukrainians 86.3 7 Ukrainians 86.6 +0.3
8 Russians 85.8 8 Azerbaidzhani ' 86.2 +1.4
9 Moldavians 85.2 9 Moldavians § 85.4 +0.2
10 Azerbaidzhani - 84.8 10 Uzbeks i 84.1 t +0.3
11 uzbeks 83.8 11 Russians : 83.5 | -2.3
12 Belorussians | 82.5 12 Belorussians | 80.5 | -2.0
13 Tadzhiks i 75.2 13 Kazakhs 78.5 R
14 Kazakhs : 75.2 14 Tadzhiks % 76.3 : +1.1
15 Armenians ; 55.0 15 Armenians 62.0 +6.3
16 tatars 30.7 116 Tatars 25.9 © =4.8
MEAN CONCENTRATION: 84,33 85.39 +1.06
aSequence of nationalities as in 1970 column.
Sources: computed from census returns cited in Tables 4 and o.
Note:

Bplor_sEICGPt for marginal decrease in percent of Georgians in Georgia, Russians,
*lorussians and Tatars were the only nationalities to b. come less concentrated i

their own republics. The hi
. ghesat gains in concentrat Armeniaus
Kazakhs and Lithuanians. ration are smong che ] .
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Table 8
SPFAKERS OF LANGUAGES
OF MAJOR NATIONALITIES OF USSR, 1970
Ranked by Total Speakers
Fluent as Total

Language Native Speakers Second Lang. Speakers
Russian 141,830,564 41,937,995 183,798,559
Ukrainian 35,400,944 5,618,837 41,019,781
Uzbek 9,154,904 543,023 9,697,727
Belorussian 7,630,007 903,024 8,533,031
Tatar? 5,493,316 344,414 5,837,730
Kazakh 5,213,694 146,057 5,359,751
Azerbaidzhani 4,347,089 263,160 4,610,249
Georgian 3,310,917 190,115 3,501,032
Armenian 3,261,053 147,727 3,408,780
Moldavian 2,607,367 283,426 2,890,793
Lithuanian 2,625,608 152,523 2,778,131
Tadzhik 2,202,671 261,248 2,463,919
Latvian 1,390,162 215,376 1,605,538
Turkmen 1,514,980 50,996 1,565,976
Kirgiz 1,445,213 41,493 1,486,706
Estonian 974,649 69,520 1,044,169
Jewish® 381,571 166,571 547,649

Source: Itogi 1970: IV: 20,76,331-332,333-359..

aComplete data available only for RSFSR, Kazakhstan, Georgia, and

Central Asia,

bIncludes Yiddish and other languages of Jews in the USSR. Data not

avajilable on non-Jewish speakers of the language except in Jewish
National Region (Birobidzhan). lowever, the number of such speakers
is estimated to be negligible.
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Table 9
LRBAN=-RURAL DISTRIBUTION, 1959-1970
BY NATIONALITY
Ranked by trban Percentage
1959 1970

Rank Nationality % Urban % Rural Rank Natiorality % Urran 7 Pural
1 Jews 95.3 4,7 1 Jews 97.9 2.1
2 Russians 57.7 42.3 2 Russians 68.0 32,0
3 Armenians 56.5 43.5 3 Armenians 64.8 35,2
4 Latvians 47.5 52.5 4 Estonians 55.1 44,9
5 Tatars 47,2 52.8 5 Tatars 55.0 45,0
6 Estonians 47.0 53.0 6 Latvians 52.7 47.3
7 Ukrainians 39,2 60.8 7 Ukrainians 48,5 51.5
8 Georgians 36.1 63.9 8 Lithuanians 46,7 53.3
9 Lithuanians 35.1 64.9 9 Georgians 44,0 56.0
10 Azerbaidzhani 34,8 65,2 10 Belorussians 43.7 56,3
11 Belorussians 32,4 67.6 11 Azerbaidzhani 39.7 60,3
12 Turkmen 25.4 74,6 12 Turkmen 31.0 69,0
13 Kazakhs 24,1 75.9 13 Kazakhs 26.7 73.3
14 Uzbeks 21.8 78.2 14 Tadzhiks 26.0 74.0
15 Tadzhiks 20,6 79.4 15 Uzbeks 24,9 75.1
16 Moldavians 12.9 87.1 16 Moldavians 20.4 79.6
17 Kirgiz 10.8 89,2 17 Kirgiz 14.6 85.4
USSR average 47,9 52.1 USSR average 56.0 44,0

Sources: Itogi 1959: 190-196; Itogi 1970: IV: 20,27,28.

Highest urbanization: Jews, Russians, Armenians, Latvians, Tatars (hirhest 1slamic
group), Estonians,

Lowest urbanization: Central Asians plus Moldavians.

“ote:  Only three nationalities--Jews, Kussiars, and Armertans--are above
the 155R mean level of urhantzation, They and the Tatars are the only peoples who
exceerd the urbanization levels of their respective republics, The Tatars are

far more urbanized than the other Moslen peoples, who, with the Moldavians, are
grouped at the bottom of the urbanization ranking,

Tn 1970, the urbanfzation rat‘e between
the highest (Jews) was 1:6,7 and the second
rap closed somewhat {n comparison wi:ch 1959,

the lowest proup (Moldavians) and
highest (Russians), 1:4.7, However the
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Table 10

URBAN-PURAL DISTRIBUTION, 1959-1970
BY REPUBLIC

Ranked by Urban Percentayge

% Increase

i 1959 —g 1970 {n Urban

% Republic % Urban 7 Rural Republic Z Urban % Rural Population

ural 1959-1970
1 Estonian SSR 56 44 1 Estonian SSR 66 34 36.1
-1 2 Latvian SSR 56 44 2 RSFSR 64 36 37.0
:‘2) 3 RSFSR 52 48 3 Latvian SSR 64 36 30.3
9 4 Armenian SSR 50 50 4 Armenian SSP 61 39 80.2
o 5 Azerbaidzhan SSR 48 52 5 Ukraine SSR 56 44 41.0
3 6 Turkmen SSR 46 54 6 Tatar ASSR 54 46 45.4
5 7 Ukraine SSR 46 54 7 Lithuanian SSR 53 47 61.2
3 8 Kazakh SSR 44 56 8 Kazakh SSR 52 48 70.7
0 9 Georgian SSR 42 58 9 Azerbaidzhan SSR 51 49 52.3
3 10 Tatar ASSR 42 58 10 Georgian SSR 48 52 35.6
3 Il Lithuanian SSR 39 61 11 Turkmen SSR 48 52 57.1
g 2 Kirgiz SSR 34 66 12 Belorussian SSR 46 54 69.6

0 ; (13 Uzbek SSR 34 66 13 Tadzhik SSR 38 62 80.3 |

£ 114 Tadzhik SSR 33 67 14 Kirgiz SSR 38 62 67.2
6 i 15 Belorussian SSR 31 69 15 Uzbek SSR 37 63 68.5
6 Moldavian SSR 22 78 16 Moldavian SSR 33 67 90.7
USSR Total 48 52 USSR Total 56 44 36.0

; Sources: Nar, khoz. 1972: 499-725,
§ Itogi 1959: 20-29.

; . had a very high growtt
! Note: With some exceptions, republics with a low urban percentage
: of the urban population in 1959-1970, and those with a high urban percentage had a 1:“°‘
prowth. The ratio between highest (Estonia) and lowest (Moldavia) closed somewhat (from

2.5 in 1959 to 2.0 in 1970).
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Georgians
Russians
Armenians
Ukrainians
Belorussians
Azerbaidzhani
Kazakhs
Estonians
Latvians
Lithuanians
Kirgiz
Uzbeks
Turkmen
Tadzhiks

Moldavians

Other Nationalities

Total

1
Weight Index: Nationality's % of Party total divided by % of 1970 population total

Table 11

NATIONAL COMPOSITION OF CPSU, JAN. 1, 1972
Union-Republic Nationalities Only

Ranked by Weight Index

Nummber

242,253
8,927,400
223,372
2,333,750
511,981
206,184
246,393
45,454
60,843
93,271
45,205
282,918
43,111
57,271
58,062

1,253,821

14,631,289

Percent

1.66%
61.02
1.52
15.95
3.50
1.41
1.68
0.31
0.42
0.64
0.31
1.93
0.29
0.39
0.40

8.57

100.007%

Source: Kommunist vooruzhennykh sil 1972: 24: 12,

CT-20

Weight Indexl

1.24
1.14
1.04
.95
.94
.78
.77
.74
.71
0.58
0.52
0.51
0.46
0.44
0.36

O o O o o ©o

1.28

1.00
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: Table 12
§ NATIONAL COMPOSITION OF CPSU BY GEOGRAPHIC-
1
; ETHNIC CATEGORY, JAN, 1, 1972
i Group %Z of Party Weight Index
i Russians 61.02 1.14
;i All Non-Russians 38.98 0.84
: Other Slavs 19.45 0.94
;
! All Slavs 80.47 1.09
; Other Europeans 1.77 0.43
i
; Islamic 6.01 0.48
{
é Armenian-Georgian 3.19 1.14
¢
1
?. Source: Calculated from data in Table 1l.

total.
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Table 13
REPUBLIC COMMUNIST PARTY ORGANIZATIONS BY POPULATION
Ranked by Size Relative to Population, 1971
1 JAN 1959 % of 1 JAN 1971 7 of

lank  Republic Size ;Zi? Index fize %2;? Index
USSR 8,708,000 4.16% 1.00 14,455,000b 5.98 1.00
1 RSFSR 5,799,540  4.93 1.19 9,252,922  7.11  1.19
2  Georgian SSR 208,584 5.16 1.24 296,375 6.32 1.06
3 Latvian SSR 65,947 3.15 0.75 127,753 5.40  0.90
4  Estonian SSR 33,382 2.78 0.66 73,168 5.40  0.90
5  Armenian SSR 80, 350 4.56 1.10 130,353 5.23 0.87
6  Azerbaidzhan SSR 143,730 3.89 0.93 258,549 5.05 0.84
7 Ukraine SSR 1,388,488 3.32 0.80 2,378,789 5.05 0.84
8  Belorussian SSR 203,447 2.52 0.61 434,527  4.83  0.81
9  Kazakh SSR 318,000 3.42 0.82 575,439 4.42 0.74
10 Lithuanian SSR 54,324 2.00 0.48 122,469 3.92 0.66
11 yzbek SSR 202,865 2.50 0.60 428,507 3.63 0.61
12 Rirgiz SSR 61,646 2.98 0.72 104,632 3.57 0.60
13 Turkmen SSR 45,225 2.98 0.72 69,862 3.24 0.54
14 Moldavian SSR 54,324 1.88 0.45 115,164 3.23 0.54
15 Tadzhik SSR 48,225 2.43 0.58 86,407 2.98 0.50

Note: Party members in the Soviet Army units stationed in a republic are
counted as members of that republic's Party.

a
Computed by subtracting total of other republic parties from CPSU total.

b
Membership as of March 1971

cMembership as of 1 January 1970,

Source: BSE Yezhegodnik, 1960, 1971; Nar. khoz. 1972: 10.

Index = 7 of republic population in republic CP

% of USSR population in CPSU
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Table 14
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WEIGHT OF REPUBLIC COMMUNIST PARTY ORGANIZATIONS IN ADULT POPLLATION

Republic
USSR

RSFSR
Azerbaidzhan
Georgila
Armenia
Kazakhstan
Uzbekistan
Belorussia
Esconia
Latvia
Ukraine
Kirgizia
Turkmenistan
Tadzhikistan
Lithuania
Moldavia

Ranked bv size relative to Adult Population, 1971

January 1959 Party
members as Z of

January 1970 Party
members as 7 of

adult population Index adult population
6.66 1.00 9.65
7.81 1,17 11.11
7.07 1.06 10,78
8.27 1.24 10,38
8.24 1.24 10.30
6.10 0.92 8,38
4,61 0.69 7,93
4.09 0.61 7.73
3.98 0.60 7.65
4,50 0.67 7.57
5.05 0,76 7.54
5.39 0.81 7.30
5.52 0.83 7.08
4,56 0.68 6.71
3.11 0.47 5.98
3.24 0.49 5.54

Sources: As for Table 13, plus Itogi 1970: I, Table 3.

Note: Because more of their populations are adult, Baltic states fall

compared to Table 13,
Adult population = 20 years and over

Index = 7 of republic adult population in republic CP

% of USSR adult population in CPSU

Index

1,00

1.15
1.12
1.08
1.07
0.87
0.82
0,80
0.79
0.78
0.78
0.76
0.73
0.70
0.62
0.57

in the rankir

»”
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Table 15
PRODUCED NATIONAL INCOME BY REPUBLIC, 1960-1970
Ranked by Rubles Per Capita
19602 1970°

1 Estonia 872 1 Estonia 1587
2 Latvia 855 2 Latvia 1574
3 RSFSR 732 3 Lithuaria 1334
4 Turkmenia 708 4 RSFSR 1332
5 Ukraine 658 5 Ukraine 1158
6 Lithuania 636 6 Belorussia 1092
7 Kazakhsgtan 601 7 Kazakhstan 979
8 Azerbaidzhan 590 8 Moldavia 9A9
9 Belorussia 552 9 Armenia 923
10 Armenia 530 10 Turkmenistan 878
11 Moldavia 521 11 Georgila 871
12 Uzbekistan 506 12 Kirgizia 797
13 Georgia 501 13 Azerbaidzhan 737
14 Kirgizia 492 14 Uzbekistan 728
15 Tadzhikistan 443 15 Tadzhikistan 673

USSR Average 678 USSR Average 1194

a
Computed from 1960-1970 growth rates, in "comparative prices.”

b
In "actual prices.”

Source: Narggnqxg khozyaistvo Latviiskoi SSR, 1972 (Ripa, Statistika, 1972),
p. L]

NOTE: Produced National Income 18 a Soviet unit for measuring the performance

oi t?e ;c;n?my which is not identical to any Western measure., See Campbell

ﬁig:e;t th. éi2—146. Measured by this unit the Baltic republics rank

hig s : e slavs second. Lxcept for Kazakhstan the Moslem republics are
est, he numbers for Armenia and Georgia are low because they do not

n de h roaquc ’ h u ()11[ pr vate sectol‘, hlliCh is esp e
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Table 16
MONEY IN SAVINGS ACCOUNTS BY REPUBLIC, 1960-1970
Ranked by Rubles Per Capita
1960 1970
37 1 Russia 61.81 1 Estonia 297.20
14 2 Estonia 59,90 2 Armenia 252.09
36 3 Georgia 53.09 3 Georgia 248,08
32 4 Latvia 51.98 4 Latvia 240,02
58 S Ukraine 46,92 5 Lithuania 237.15
92 6 Armenia 45,89 6 Russia 216,15
79 7 Kazakhstan 35.26 7 Ukraine 194,17
69 8 Azerbaidzhan 32.18 8 Belorussia 161.89
23 9 Lithuania 32.13 9 Kazakhstan 139,58
78 10 Kirgizistan 31.85 10 Kirgizistan 103,34
n 11 Belorussia 31.69 11 Azerbaidzhan 102.40
97 12 Turkmenistan 28,96 12 Turkmenistan 97.27
37 ! 13 Tadzhikistan 24,43 13 Moldavia 93,70 !
28 14 Uzbekistan 24,11 14 Tadzhikistan 87.03
73 15 Moldavia 21.66 15 Uzbekistan 79.72
USSR average 52.24 USSR average 192.78
94 :
; Sources: Computed from Nar. khoz,, 1970: 563-564.
NOTE: 1In 1970, the Balts and Armenia-Ceorgia were at the top,
the Slavs in the middle, and the Moslem republics and
Moldavia at the tottom.

}

|
.

|
ire _
. )




CT-26
Table 17
TRADE TURNOVER BY REPUBLIC, 1960-1970
Ranked bv Rubles Per Capita
1960 1970 Z increase,
Republic Rubles/Capita Republic Rubles/Capita 1960-1971,
USSR mean 376 USSR mean 639 70
1 Estonia 530 1 Estonia 956 80
2 Latvia 518 2 Latvia 944 82
3 RSFSR 414 3 Lithuania 702 115
4 Kazakhstan 374 4 RSFSR 700 69
5 Lithuania 327 5 Ukraine 582 82
6 Turkmenistan 324 6 Belorussia 579 112
7 Ukraine 319 7 Kazakhstan 557 50
8 Georgia 307 8 Armenia 507 72
9 Armenia 295 9 Georgia 492 60
10 Kirgizistan 286 10 Moldavia 488 108
11 Uzbekistan 284 11 Turkmenistan 466 44
12 Belorussia 273 12 Kirgizistan 466 63
13 Azerbaidzhan 267 13 Uzbekistan 417 47
14 Tadzhikistan 253 14 Azerbaidzhan 397 49
15 Moldavia 235 15 Tadzhikistan 396 57

Source: 1960: Ekonomika Litvy, 1970: 457. Computed on hasis of 1959 population.
1970: Nar, khoz, 1970: 579. 1970 population figures.

NOTE: Baltic republics at the top followed by the Slavs. Armenia-
Ceorgia are relatively low because these data do not reflect

the unofficial private market. The Moslem republics and Moldavia
are at the bottom,
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Table 18

PEOPLE WITH HIGHER AND SECONDARY (COMPLETE AND INCOMPLETE)
EDUCATION PER 1000 PEOPLE AGED 10 YEARS AND OLDER, BY PEPUBLIC

Ranked by 1970 level

Republic 1939 1959 1970
USSR 108 361 483
Georgian SSR 165 448 554
Latvian SSR 176 431 517
Armenian SSR 128 445 516
2stonian SSR 161 386 506
Ukraine SSK 120 373 494
RSFSR 109 361 489
Turkmen SSR 65 387 475
Azerbaidzhan 113 400 471
Kazakh SSR 83 348 470
Tatar SSR 89 359 468
Uzbek SSR 55 352 456
Kirghiz SSR 46 342 452
Belorussian SSR 92 304 440
Tadzhik SSR 40 325 420
Moldavian SSR 57 264 397 |
Lithuanian SSR 81 232 382

Note: Latvian and Estonian figures significantly exceeded USSR averages
in 1939, before incorporation.

Source: Nar. obraz.,(August) 1971, JPRS, Translations on Political and Soclal
Affairs,No. 180, pp. 29~34.
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Table 19

STUDENTS IN HIGHER EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS
BY NATIONALITY, 1970-1971
Ranked by Student/Population Ratio (Relative Weight)

Z of Total
Per 1000 Pop. Students Relative

Rank Nationality No. Students of Nat'lity in USSR Weight
USSR 4,580,600 18,95 100.00 1.00

1 Jews 165,800 49.19 2.31 2.60
2 Georgians 87,800 27.06 1.92 1.43
3 Armenians 81,500 22.90 1.78 1.34
4 Russians 2,729,000 21.15 59.58 1.12
5 Azerbaidzhani 86,000 19.35 1.88 1.04
6  Kazakhs 100, 300 18.93 2.19 1.00
7 Lithuaniansg 49,800 18.69 1.09 0.99
8 Kirgiz 26,400 18.18 0.58 0.97
9 Estoniang 17,900 17.78 0.39 0.93
10 Uzbeks 150,700 16.39 3.29 0.87
11 Ukrainians 621,200 15.25 13.56 0.80
12 Latvians 21,800 15.24 0.48 0.81
13 Tatars 87,000 14.67 1.90 0.78
14 Turkmen 22,500 14.75 0.49 0.78
15 Belorussians 130,200 14.38 2.84 0.76
16 Tadzhiks 28,100 13.16 0.61 0.69
17 Moldavians 30,800 11.42 0.67 0.60

% of all Students (USSR)
% of all Population (USSR)

Relative Weight =

Source: Nar, obraz., 1971:196,

KOTE: The fipures include students in evening and correspondence
studies. The ratio between the lowest (*‘oldavians) and highest
(Jews) - 1:4.33; second highest (Russians) - 1:2.38.
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SCIENTIFIC VORKEPS BY NATIONALITY

Ranked by PRelative Veirht Index, 1971

Teint

1960 1971 Chanre
in

weight

“ark Lationalitv Number Z of Total Index Sumber .. of Total Index 13:3??:71

USSR 354,158 100.0% 1.00 1,002,930 190.07 1.0

1 Jews 33,529 9.47 8.69 66,793 h.hH 7,45 -1.21
2 Armenians 8,001 2.26 1.70 22,054 2.20 1.3 -2
3 Georgians 8,306 2.35 1.82 19,411 1.94 1.45% -N.37
4 Russians 229,547 64.81 1.19 66,059 hh.41 1.24 +1.75
5 Estonians 2,048 0.58 1.23 4,959 0.49 1.17 =Lk
A Latvians 2,662 0.75 1.12 6,262 n.42 1.05 -0.07
7 Lithuanians 2,959 0.84 0.76 8,751 0.87 n.7% +1.03
8 Azerbaidzhani 4,572 1.40 0.99 13,998 1.40 n.77 -.22
9 Ukrainians 35,426 10.00 0.56 107,475 10.72 .44 +0.08
10 Belorussians 6,358 1.80 0.47 20,538 2.05 0.53 +0.08
11 Tatars 3,691 1.04 0.44 12,619 1.26 0,51 +0.11
12 Turkmen 707 0.20 0.42 1,946 0.19 N.40 -0.02
13 Kazakhs 2,290 0.65 0.38 8,629 .86 0.39 +0.01
14 Kirgiz 586 0.17 0.37 2,100 0.21 0.35 -0.02
15 Uzbeks 3,748 1.06 0.37 12,928 1.29 N.34 -0.03
16 Tadzhiks 866 0.24 0.36 2,550 0.25 n.28 -0.08
17 Moldavians 590 0.17 0.16 2,624 0.26 0,23 +0.07

‘Index = %z of USSR Sci, Vorkers
Weight (%) of Total USSR Pop.

Source: Nar. khoz, 1972: 105, )
Note: Jews, Armenians and Georgians who had a very high weight rgtxo have"gone
considerably down. The Russians have gone up, though considerably "over-

represented."

TR
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DOCTORS PFR 10,000 INHABITANTS BY REPUBLIC:

1960, 1966, 1971
Ranked by Number

s % T
1960 Doctors per 1966 Doctors per S*Y 1971 e
10,000 pop. 10,000 pop. S & tE
Georgia 33.0 Georgia 35.5 O Georgila 36.8 0
Latvia 26.4 Latvia 32.6 0 Latvia 36.2
Armenia 24,0 Estonia 30.7 +1 ] Estonia 33.8 ¢
Estonia 23.9 Armenia 28.4 -1} Russia 30.1 41
Azerbaidzhan 23.7 Russia 25.8 41 | Armenia 29,4 )
Russia 20.8 Ukraine 24,8 41 | Lithuania 28.6 42
USSR average  20.0 USSR average  24.6 Ukraine 28,3 -1

Ukraine 19.9 Azerbaidzhan 24.1 -2 { USSR average 28,3
Turkmenia 18.7 Lithuania 23.1 42 } Belorussia 26.7 +1
Tatar ASSR Belorussia 22.6 42 | Azerbaidzhan 25,1 2
Lithuania 17.4 Turkmenia 21.4 -2 } Tatar ASSR 23.5 +1
Belorussia 16.4 Tatar ASSR 19.7% -2 | Kazakhstan 22.9 42
Kirgizia 15.4 Kirgizia 19.4 0 Turkmenia 21.9 -2
Moldavia 14.3 Kazakhstan 18.9 +1 Moldavia 21,5 +1
Kazakhsgtan 14,1 Moldavia 18,5 =1 Kirgizia 21.4 -2
Uzbekistan 13.8 Uzbekistan 17.9 O Uzbekistan 21.0 0
Tadzhikistan 12,7 Tadzhikistan 15.4 O Tadzhikistan 16.5 0
High-Low Ratio: 2,3:1 High-Low Ratio: 2.2:1

21965 data
Notes: 1. All European republics rise in rank or stay the same.

Sources:

See Fllen Mickiewicz, Handboo

(New

2, Two out of three Transcaucasus republics fall in rank.
3. Central Asia {s clustered at the bottom, led by the Tatars and Kazakhs.

1966:

Soviet Union 50 Years, 1969:

261,

1971:

Nar. khoz, 1972:

101-118,

k of Soviet Social Science Data

e o ess . 1971 101-118
York: The Free Press, 1973): 101-118,
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Table 22

BOOKS PUBLISHED IN THE LANGUAGES OF THE MAJOP
SOVIET NATIONALITIES, BY LANGUAGE, 1970
Ranked bv Copies/100 Speakers of the Languagea

Total Speakers Coples/100
2ank  Language No. Books Volume of Language Speakers
(1000) (1000) of Language

1 Estonian 1,346 9,290 1,044 889.7

2 Latvian 1,165 11,870 1,606 739.3

3 Rugsian 60,216 1,033,333 183,799 562,2

4 Lithuanian 1,415 12,019 2,778 432,6

5 Georgian 1,613 12,963 3,501 370.3

6 Uzbek 925 23,203 9,698 239.3

7 Turkmen 308 3,796 1,566 242,4

8 Kazakh 634 12,807 5,360 238.9

9 Ukraianian 3,112 92,800 41,020 226,2

10 Kirgiz 410 3,322 1,487 223.4

11 Armenian 822 7,224 3,409 211.9

12 Moldavian 550 6,102 2,891 211.1 ]
13 Azerbaidzhani 850 8,857 4,610 192.1

14 Tadzhik 377 4,118 2,464 167.1

12 Belorussian 430 9,371 8,533 109.8

16 Tatar 195 2,891 5,838 49.5

17 Jewish 4 10 382 2.6

Sources: Pechat' 1970: 10-11; Itogi 1970: IV: 20,76,331-332,333-359.

3Native speakers and all fluent in the language as a second language, with
exceptions noted in Table 7.

NOTE: The Ralts and Russians are high. Some Moslem nationalities are
relatively high, The Belorussians and Tatars are at the bottom
and the Jews very low. By copies/100 speakers Pussian is third
after Estonian and Latvian. but cf Table b which shows the
predominance of Russian in other ways.
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Table 23

BOOKS, PERIODICALS, AND NEWSPAPERS PUBLISHED IN
TITULAR LANCUAGES, BY UNION REPUBLIC, 1970
rercentage of Total Titles Published

National group
Z in the population

Republic Books ?’criodicalsa Newspapers of each republic
RSFSR 93 95 93 82,2
Ukraine 37 35 &0 74,9
Belorussia 21 26 75 8l.1
Uzbekistan 44 27 57 64,7
Kazakhstan 31 16 37 32,4
Georgia 73 73 86 66,8
Azerbaidzhan 64 64 50 73,8
Lithuania 64 70 81 80.1
Moldavia 31 22 47 64,6
Latvia 52 52 64 56.8
Kirgizia 47 40 55 43,8
Tadzhikistan 52 36 34 56.2
Armenia 75 73 88 88,6
Turkmenia 65 43 70 65.6
Lstonia 74 74 72 £€8,2

aIncluding periodically issued collections and bulletins.
b
Including kolkhoz newspapers.

Source: MNar, obraz., 1971: 359~363, 369-370, 378-379,
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Table 24
INDEX OF NATIONAL POLITICAIL VITALITY
NAT 7% CONC NAT NAT M MEAN
RANK CROWTI REP REP LANG CPSL  IND 1mp_
1 Georgians 9 8 1 6 1 25 5.0
2 Pussians 13 2 11 1 2 29 5.8
3 Turkmen 3 9 4 2 13 31 6.2
4 Azerdi 5 6 8 7 6 32 6.4
5 Lithuanians 11 4 2 9 10 36 7.2
6 Lzbeks 2 10 10 4 12 38 7.6
7,8 Kirgiz 4 15 6 3 11 39 7.8
7,3 Armenians 7 1 15 13 3 39 7.8
9 Ukrainians 14 5 7 15 4 45 7.0
10,11 Estonians 16 7 5 11 8 47 9.4
10,11 Tadzhiks 1 13 14 5 14 47 9.4
12 Belorussians 12 3 12 16 5 48 9.6
13 Latvians 15 12 3 10 9 49 9.8
14 Kazakhs 6 16 13 8 7 50 10.0
15 Moldavians 8 1 9 12 15 55 11.0
Tatars 10 14 16 14
Jews 17 17
high:low = 55:25 = 2,2:1
Growth - Population growth (Table 2).

Nat % Rep - Nationality as percentage of republic population (Table 6).

Conc Rep - Concentration of the nationality in its republic (Table 7).

Nat Lang - Percentage who declared the national language as native (Table 8).
Nat CPSU - Weight of nationality in CPSU (Table 11).

Cum Ind - Cumulative index (sum of all indicators).

Mean Ind - Mean index (cumulative index )
number of indicators

S ———— ¢ T




RANK

7
8,9
8,9
10
11
12
13
14

15

Estonians
Latvians
Lithuanians
Russians
Ukrainians
Armenians
Belorussians
Georglans
Kazakhs
Moldavians
Turkmen
Kirgiz
Azeri
Uzbeks

Tadzhiks

Table 25

INDEX OF ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

high:low = 44:3 = 14,.7:1

P1 Cap
Sav Cap
TR Cap
Cum Ind

Mean Ind

- Produced income per capita (Table 15).
- Savings per capita (Table 16).

- Trade turnover per capita (Table 17).

- Cumulative index (sum of all indicators).

- Mean index (Cumulative index )

number of indicators
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Tahle <6
INDEX OF SOCIO-CULTURAL DEVELOPMENT
:
g 1 Georgians 9 2 1l 5 3
g 2 Rusgsians 2 4 6 3 4
g 3 Estonians 4 9 4 1 5
g 4  Armenians 3 3 3 11 2
é 5,6 Latvians [ 12 2 2 6
g‘ 5,6 Jews 1 1 17 1
? 7,&€ Lithuanians 8 7 16 4 7
7,8 Ukrainians 7 11 5 9 9
E 3 Azeri 11 5 8 13 8
10 Kazakhs 13 6 9 8 13
: 11  Turkmen 12 14 7 7 12
12 Tatars 5 13 10 16 11
13 Belorussians 10 15 13 15 10
? 14 Uzbeks 15 10 11 6 15
15 Kirgiz 17 8 12 10 14
16,17 Tadzhiks 14 16 14 14 16
16,17 Moldavians 16 17 15 12 17

high:low = 90:21 - 1:4,3

U/R - Urban-rural division (Table 9).
] STU - Students per population (Table 19).
EDU ~ Educational standards of population (Table 18).
BOK - Books per capita (Table 23).
sC1 - Scientists per capita (Table 20).
DoC - Doctors per capita (Table 21).
CUM IND - Cumulative index ( sum of all indicators).

MEAN IND

Mean index /cumulative index
number of indicators

DOC

11
12

10

15
14
16

13

CctM

IND

21
23
26
27
30
20
48
48
54
60
64
65
71
72
75
90

90
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MEAN

IND
3.50
3.83
4.33
4.50
5,00
5.00
8.00
8.00
9.00
10.00
10.67
10.83
11.83
12,00
12.50
15.00

15.00

x




Table 27

INDEX OF SOCIO-CULTURAL AND ECOKOMIC DEVELOPMENT

CUMULATIVE MEAN
RAXK INDEX? INVEX
1 Estonians 29 3.22
2 Russians 37 4.11
3 lLatvians 38 4,22
4 Georgians 44 4,88
5 Armenians 48 5.33
6 Lithuanians 51 5.67
7 Ukrainians 65 7.22
8 Kazakhs 83 9.22
9 Belorussians 91 16.11
10  Azeri 92 10,22
11  Turkmen 97 10,78
12 Moldavians 100 11.11
13 girgiz 109 12.11
14  Uzbeks 114 12.67
15 Tadzhiks 134 14,89

3arrived at by adding all indicators in Tables 25 and 26.
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' Table 28
A COMPOSITE INDEX: OVERALL DFVELOPMENT OF
4 SOVIET NATIONALITIES
!
i
5 soc, CULT, NAT POL ctM MEAN
RANK & ECON VITAL 1IND IND
z 1 Russians 37 29 66 5.50
? 2 Georgians 44 25 69 5.75
3 Estonians 29 47 76 6.33
4,5,6 Latvians 38 49 87 7.25
_ 4,5,6 Lithuanians 51 36 87 7.25
f 4,5,6 Armenians 48 39 87 7.25
; 7 Azeri 92 32 124 10.33
é 8 Ukrainians 65 45 100 8.33
E 9 Turkmen 97 31 123 10,67
: 10 Kazakhs 83 50 133 11.08
¥ 11 Belorussians 91 48 139 11,58
12 Kirgiz 109 39 148 12.33
! 13 Uzbeks 114 38 152 12,67
% 14 Moldavians 100 55 155 12,92
15 Tadzhiks 134 47 181 15,08
high:low = Tadz: Rus = 181:66 = 2.74:1.
ggg& CuLt, & _ Index of socio~cultural and economic development (Table 27). é
NAT POL VITAL - Index of national-political vitality (Table 24). :

CUM IND - Cumulative index (sum of all indicators).
MEAN IND ~ Mean index  gumulative index )
number of indicators
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Table 29
CovmaeT T TiTrs DFVELOPMINT OF SOVIEY NATIONALITITS
BY CLOGRAPHIC=T.THNTC CATHGORY
Ranked bv the Composite Index (column 4)
Rank ‘fean Index for Croup in: Compogite
a
Index
VAT POL LCON soc¢, CULT
VITAL NDEVEL DIVEL
1 Armenian- 7.00 4,00 6.50
Georgian 6.4
2 Palts 8.8 2,30 5.77 6.94
3 Slavs 7.5 5.67 7.88 8.47
4 Islamic 7.9 9,58 11.53 12,02

8vean index for previous columns,

Source: ‘''ean indexes from Tahles 24, 25, and 26,

'
'
}
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Summarl

Despite decades of far-reaching modernization, and official Soviet
declarations notwithstanding, there are still immense differences among
the major Soviet nationalities. In the tables based on indicators of
level of economic and socio-~cultural development, these differences are
fairly consistent, that is, the nationalities appear in about the same
order, with the Balts, the Russians, and the Georgian-Armenian group at
the top, the Islamic nationalities at the bottom, and the non-Russian
Slavs in between. This is also the order of the composite tables,

28 and 29.

However, in Table 24 the order is entirely different, because
the table reflects demographic data, such as natural growth and
national concentration in the republic, which are high for nation-
alities at a low level of development. As a result, Islamic nation-
alities like the Turkmen and the Azeris occupy a high position, while

the Latvians and the Estonians rank low.

Certain individual nationalities score consistently a similar
position: the Moldavians are low and the Russians are high on almost
all indicators. Wwhile some Soviet nationalities are urbanized, wealthy,
well-educated, and industrialized, other nationalities are still mainly
rural-agricultural, poor and with low standards of education. UWhile

the differences between them are narrowing in some respects, they are

simultaneously widening in others. It is questionable whether major

gaps among the Soviet nationalities can be closed in the foreseeable

future.
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