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EDITORIAL 
We are not Bolsheviks to make the people 

happy in words and to crush them in deeds. 
We are not Tolstoyans so as not to resist evil. 

N. Jordania 

The recent events ln Georgia have compelled 
the entire world and especialy the free world 
which is following with attention the develop­
ments 'in the Soviet Union, to pay attention to 
this country. In the last two years there have 
taken place in Georgia bloody purges ( 4 in two 

.-::, years). Every one knows that Georgia was the 
c:- birthplace of Stalin and Beria. Unfortunately the 
[!,/ country is often thought of only in connection 
U with the names of these bloody tyrants, and, if 

we may so say, it has become known only for its 
E: connection with them. Yet it is wrong to begin 
~ the study of the history of this country and to 
c:: think in general of it lnconnection the names 
"\( of these two men. Every Georgian patriot feels 
cQ very keenly the injustice of framing the ques-

tion in this way. 
The history of Georgia is so rich and interest­

ing and its role in the ancient and modern world, 
- thanks to its georgraphical position - is so 
important that we must consider it. But some 
50 years ago Bolshevism appeared on the theatre 
of universal hi.story and since then the Bolshevik 
empire has seized a third of the entire world and 
inveluntarily the figure of Stalin as the man who 
was responsible for the creation of this empire, 
has attracted universal attention and this has 
rai.sed the question of his origin. 

Any one who is familiar even to a slight degree 
with the lives and activities of Stalin, Beria, and 
the other Georgian renegades, will at once notice 
that all their lives they· served not the cause of 
Georgia but the cause of Bolshevism and world 
communism. So the Georgan people has had no 
sympathy for them. On the contrary the Georgian 
people have considered Stalin and Beria as the 
destroyers of all the spiritual and cultural values 
which they have built up through the centuries. 

The arrest of Ber1a startled the world and many 
people were surprised at the rapid disappearance 

of this all powerful and strong bloody tyrant, but 
in the "Soviet paradise" there is no reason to be 
surprised, if any one studies this "paradise" from 
all sides. The great police chief.s, Yagoda and 
Yezhov, disappeared in the same way as Berla 
in 1936-38. 

Stalin with the aid of the Georgian Beria and 
other russian and non-ru.ssian Bolshevik friends 
broadened the boundaries of the empire of red 
Russia and made them wider than the Russian 
emperors had ever dreamed of acquiring. Stalin, 
the red emperor of red Russia, definitely sur­
passed the emperors of white Russia. The monar­
chists, democrats and other Russian political 
parties willingly accept all this territory and will 
never give it up, even after the downfall of the 
Bolshevik empire but will hold it in their own 
hands. The Russian emigres are quibbling when 
they talk of the downfall of the empire of red 
Russia but this is only a fancy! When in February, 
1917, the tsarist regime fell and in October of 
the same year the democratic Provisional Govern­
ment passed from the scene, Russia was reduced 
to its ethnographical boundaries under Bolshe­
vism. There the Bolshevik-Communist regime was 
set up under the Russian leader Vladimir Lenin. 
Thus Bolshevism won its first victories within the 
border of ethnographic Russia. 

When the empire of white Russia fell apart, 
many nations were liberated, became independent 
and entered the family of free nations. There 
were set up independent nations in the Caucasus, 
in the Baltic region, Ukraine, ByelorU&Sia, Poland 
etc. Once tese were formed as states they were 
recognized by all the great powers. 

Unfortunately this period of happiness did 
not long endure for them. Red Russia under Lenin 
started to restore the old boundaries and to compel 
the populations to accept the Bolshevik faith. 
Between 1918 and 1921, with the exception of the 
Baltic states and Pola,nd, red Russia seized all 
the free republics which had been set up in 1917 
within the boundaries of the empire of Russia. 
This was the beginning of the imperialistic policy 
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of red Russia. In 1922 along with the foundation 
of the Soviet Union there appeared the red empire. 
To the Russian empire of Lenin, Stalin added in 
1939-41, the Baltic states, Western Ukraine 
(Galicia), Carpathian Rus, Bukovyna and Bes­
sarabia. At the end of World War II the red Rus­
sian empire took over Poland, Romania, Bulgaria, 
Hungary, Albania, Czecho-Slovakia, Eeast Prussia 
and the eastern part of Germany. In 1949 there 
passed under Russian control red China, red 
Manchuria, northern Korea and other lands of 
the east. So grew the empire of red Russia from 
1917 to 1949. Undoubtedly this appetite for con­
quest will not quickly disappear of itself.. On the 
contrary it will become more insatiable and reach 
out for the conquest of the entire world, which 
has been shown and is being shown to be the 
definite dream of the Russian land. This is no 
insult for Russian Prestige. Where there was the 
old White Russian empire, there has now been 
formed with wider boundaries the red Russian 
Empire! 

Russian men of affairs both in the the Soviet 
Union and outside its boundaries often cannot 
refrain from anger and consider themselves in­
sulted by the fact that Stalin was not a Russian. 
But why should this astonish any one who is well 
acquainted with Russian history? Russia has 
frequently had at its head persons of non-Rus­
sian origin but they were all devoted to the Rus­
sian interests and those interests were the exten­
sion of the boundaries. of Russia. 

The foreigners at the head of Russia often 
fought against those peoples from which they 
themselves had come. They carried on this strug­
gle consciously and seriously for it served the im­
perial interests. Ivan IV (the Terrible) did not 
hide but was proud of his German origin. This 
did not prevent him from being a purely Russian 
ruler. E:mpress Catherine II and her husband 
Peter III were of German ortgin (Peter III was 
the son of Duke Karl Friedrich of Holstein) and 
his descendants were not Romanovs but Holsteins. 
This did not prevent them from being real heads 
of the Russian state or from fulfilling the imperial • 
obligations of Russia. Catherine II fought with 
Prussia and it never entered her head that she 
was fighting against her own people. Nicholas II. 
a descendant of the Holsteins in 1914 fought 
against Germanv and there i.s no doubt that hP, 
never thought that he was fighting against his 
own people. 

We know that among the leading Russians in 
the 18th century there were many Germans -
field mashals, generals, professors. The leading 
men of the state, senators, ministers, governors, 
were often real Germans. The same situtaion 

prevailed in the 19th century, but they were loyal 
to the Russian empire. 

This has happened in other countries and es­
pecially in the case of the great French emperor 
Napoleon Bonaparte. He was a Corsican (an 
Italian) and in his youth was an ardent patriot 
and worked for an independent Corsica. Yet in 
time, when he became emperor of France, he 
forgot his Corsica and began to persecute the 
Corsican patriots like Stalin who acted against 
his fellow countrymen, the Georgians. Stalin 
likewise in his youth wrote patriotic poems and 
during Lenin's revolution some on the freedom 
of his own people but the feeling for power over­
came his feelings of patriotism. Like Napoleon 
he thought only of the greatness of -that state 
of which fate had made him the head. It is 
reported that Napolenon in anger and excitement 
used to forget French and curse in Italian. It is 
interesting that people who knew Stalin personal­
ly assert that under the same conditions he 
cursed in Georgian. Yet this did not prevent the 
Georgian or the Frenchman from serving the 
interests of his adopted country. 

Georgian history there are many interesting 
facts. When the Georgian dynasty of the nebro­
thids died out in the end of the 3rd century, the 
Georgians turned to the Persian dynasty of 
Chosrroes (the Sa.ssanids) and asked that the 
new-born son should take over the Qeorgian 
throne and this was done. When he grew up, 
was a true ruler of Georgia. During his reign 
Georgia accepted Christianity from Nina of Cap­
padocia. Mirian (that was his name), fought a­
gainst the old Iranian religion, Mazdeism in be­
half of Christianity, because he new that this 
was necessary in the interests of Georgia. The 
descendant of the first Georgian Christian ruler 
Mirian ruled for almost two centuries. All these 
rulers, especially Vakhtang I -'-- ( 460-488) worked 
with full devotion for the interests of the Georgian 
state, and often fought against the Iranian con­
querors without paying any attention to their own 
Iranian origin. 

In the 11th century when Armenia because of 
unfavorable circumstances lost its independence 
1044, it had t.o ask help from the neighboring 
Georgian Kingdom and during the next centuries 
many of its sons served the Georgian state with­
out thinking of their own family connections and 
even became Georgians, as example the Mkhar­
grdzels. 

On the other hand, the Georgians showed them­
selves able administrators and public officials in 
the 1\1...d of foreign affairs. It is sufficient to say 
that• Georgians filled high posts in Turkey 
and Persia. The rulers of these countries not 
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rarely placed them at the head of their armed 
forces and included them in their ranks. Georgians 
were often appointed governor generals, pashas, 
begs, minlsters. All of these officials were not re­
garded as in the service of Georgia and often went 
against the interests of Georgia. In tsarist Rus­
sia the Georgians held important military posts. 
In the course of a century the Georgians gave 
Russia about 300 outstanding Russian generals. 
The well known Peter Bagration fell in the War 
of 1812. Another general Pavel Zizianov (Zizish­
vili) aided in the union of Georgia to Russia and 
was killed in Baku in 1806. 

In 1917 after the February revolution in the 
government Georgians ventered the government 
of A. F. Kerensky, mostly know I. G. Tsereteli 
(now in USA). In red Russia, many Georgians 
held high posts. We only need to mention Stalin­
- Drugashvili, Sergey Orzhokonidze, L. P. Beria 
and others. As we have said, these men served 
not their own country but the red empire just 
as once the German renegades served tsarist Rus­
sia and the Georgians Turkey or Persia. For that 
reason it would be wrong to mention their na­
tionality and their national origin is completely 
without importance, and valueless. 

The Soviet state apparatus is an extremely 
complex phenomenon and is so constructed that 
it can mechanically eliminate all who fail in its 
ramifying growth and it is very easy to fail (in 
the "Soviet paradise". The Soviet leaders push one 
another into the. wheels of this machine and 
those remain on top who prove themselves the 
cleverer in standing it. Stalin, as we know, suc­
ceeded and removed all his opponents and thus 
asserted his domination. The modern successor 
to Stalin, Malenkov, has not shown himself a 
failure; so far he has freed himself from the 
venomous influence of L. Beria. The future will 
show whether Malenkov or some one else will go 
the way of Beria. • / 

The fall of Beria was noticeably important. We 
have to ask whether his arrest was the result of 
anti-Georgian moods. There were many signs of 
anti-Georgian and anti-nattional phenomena. 
Along witn Beria ther,e_ were. arrested. a_nd an 
nihilated General Merkulov - a Georgianized 
Greek reared in Georgia an known by the 
Georgian people and Dekanozov (Dekanozigivili), 
a russified Georgian who while in Georgia learned 
the Georgian langllage and passed as a Georgian. 
Others - Goglidze and Kobulov were Georgians 
too. 

Of the seven who were arrested, five were 
Georgians and two, Ukrainians - Meshyg and 
Vlodzimirsky. It is noteworthy that among them 
there was not a single Russian. Therefore the 
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assertion of some people that there existed a 
chauvinistic tendency in the case cannot be easily 
refuted. Georgia and Ukraine even during the 
tsarist regime and since have struggled with sur­
prising energy against Russian imperialism, since 
their national self-consciousness had been formed 
in the classical manner. And now the purges tak­
ing place· by the Kremlin's orders are especially 
savage in their attitude toward Georgia and 
Ukraine. 

Beria and his associates from the very begin­
ning were the enemies of the Georgian people 
and carried on in Georgia the imperialistic policy 
of red Russia. They were all selected by Moscow 
and sent to Georgia to hold high posts since they 
had already showed themselves renegades and 
therefore in the usual manner of renegades they 
mercilessly trampled upon the Georgian national 
interests. Moscow never trusted in Georgia the 
actual Georgian patriots. It relied exclusively 
upon the renegade element in whom the last 
feeling of love for their country had vanished 
and who on the contrary had shown themselves 
ready to drown their own people in their own 
blood. 

These five Georgian renegades during a number 
of years fulfilled steadily the orders of the Kremlin 
in regard to Georgia. Throug their activity there 
perished in Georgia several tens of thousands of 
the best Georgian patriots of all classes. 

Beria and his associates savagely suppressed 
in Georgia a series of larger and smaller urisings 
( 1922, 1924, 1926, 1931-2, 1937, 1940, etc.). On the 
order of Stalin Beria annihilated not only the 
patriots but also an entire group of idealistic com­
munists with a national tendency. These national 
communists were against the interperence of 
Moscow in Georgian affairs and called for the 
independence of Soviet Georgia. This trend in­
voluntarily reminds us of a similarity to the 
situation in Tito's Yugoslavia. 

The first deviation of the Georgian communists 
took place immediately after the occupation of 
Georgia by the Bolsheviks, i. e. in 1921. Then they 
started an energetic opposition to Moscow and 
demanded the withdrawal of the Russian tr_oops 
from Georgia. Moscow answered with the most 
bloody repressions and by force Georgia was in­
cluded in the Union of Soviet Republics which 
was formed 1922. 

The Georgian Communists who desired the se­
paration of the Georgian republic from the 
soviet Union long kept this idea in their hearts. 
In '1937 this group was finally liquidated by the 
·Bolsheviks. Beria shot the old Communists, Budu 
Mdivani, ,Malakia Toroshelidze, Levon Gogoberi­
dz°e, shalva Eliava, German Mgaloblishvili, Mikha 



I ti 11!1111l1 M111t1ly1 rkhelashvili and others. 
'l'l1t t t ·uLL 11 1·. f the day, Berla and his 

l 1•!1111<1 , ht v b •n later annihilat d by the same 
•Ht•t 110 I. wh1 h t,h y themselves had used. Out­
wardly Mo cow showed confidence in the 

org1an renegades but inwardly it still did not 
trust them. That is the nature of imperialists. 
Tsarist Russia likewise never fully trusted the 
loyalist element which had taken the oath of 
loyalty to the tsarist throne. For ex;ample, the 
well known Georgian figure, the Provincial Leader 
of the Nobility Dimitry Ivanovich Kipianni was 
a loyal collaborator with the Russians but when 
he interceded for the unjustly slandered people 
of his country, the Russian government ordered 
his arrest and sent him to Stavropol where he 
was killed in his sleep by a murderer sent for the 
purpose. The Russian government never tolerated 
the slightest free thought and defence against 
unjust accusations. We need not speak of the at­
titude of the Bolshevik government for all know 
its intolerance, barbarism and heartlessness. 

It is hard to say ether L. Beria had committed 
any deviation in the national question of Georgia 
because of the lack of precise data. We boldly 
say that Beria with his accomplices perished be­
cause of the Bolshevik self-devouring system and 
policy. 

The national question in the Soviet Union is 
very acute and calls for special consideration. 
The struggle with nationalism is going on by a 
completely different course than is the struggle 
for the highest positions. Beria was a dangerous 
rival for Malenkov and so the latter annihilated 
him as an obstacle and not as a Georgian. In 
the same way Stalin annihilated Trotsky, Zino­
vyev, Yagoda and others not as Jews but as dan­
gerous rivals, exactly as he removed Pyatakov, 
Yezhov, Bukharin, etc., not as Russians but as 
opponents. Stalin shot Avely Enukidze. his fel­
low-countryman and teacher as an opponent. 

V. Nanuaszwili 

That means that he did not consider the na­
tionality of his opponent. 

We involuntarily remember the word of Leo 
Trotsky, which he included in his book Between 
ImperiaH m and the Revolution, p, 66: "We ab­
solutely never say that it is impossible to be wily 
and to deceive. We hate our enemies or despise 
them, depending upon what they deserve. We kill 
or deceive - depending upon the situation, and 
even when we come to an agreement with them 
we do not feel a flood of all embracing love."*) ' 

This quotation excellently characterizes the 
Bolshevik morals. With the same cynicism the 
Bolsheviks deal not only with foreigners but with 
their own people. What can the free world ex­
pect such a system? It is a system which dees 
not accept God, or the nation or the country or 
companionship, or friendship or the family and 
which rests upon terror, lies and falsehood. How 
long will the world deceive itself and not see the 
actual danger of this bloodthirsty Communism? 

The Georgian people has well learned this 
definite Bolshevik morality and it considers Beria 
and his companions not as martyrs for the na­
tional idea. That would be an insult to those 
Georgian heroes who have fallen in the struggle 
against Bolshevism and Russian imperialism. 

"Judge not, that ye be not judged. For with 
what judgment ye judge, ye shall be judged; and 
with what measure ye mete, it shall be measured 
to you again" (St. Matthew VII, v. 1-2), says the 
Holy Scriptures. So These words apply to Beria 
and his companions. The other tyrants will like­
wise not escape them! 

G.K. 

*) This ouotation is from the article of I. Jr. 
Goldman. "Why Georgia was destroyed," in the 
iournal Zarya - The Dawn, No. 2, May 18, 1922, 
Berlin, p. 46.) 

THE BALANCE OF POWER 
The guns have been booming for a long time 

yet the world is in a state of official peace and 
does not want to recognize the bloody fighting as 
a war. Though the war is waged in the Far East, 
though the frontiers running through the streets 
of Berlin often attract the attention of the entire 
world, nevertheless the basic center of the bitter 
political conflict is located in the Middle East 

which throughout the XIX century was never ab­
sent from the columns of the world press. 

Bef.ore World Wor I the same inflamable points 
caused on~ocal outbreaks and often their local 
settlement the world returned to full peace for 
long periods of time. 

Today even a full settlement of each of these 

problems absolutely cannot bring peace to the 
world. 

The present state of affairs is described in 
various ways. 

It is called cold war, rmistice etc., however it 
is most accurately defined by Lenin's diagnosis, 
or rather his wishful prescription: "Neither war -
nor peace". 

It must be admitted that this permanent state 
of seething is the most efficient method of under­
mining the world and plunging it into the greatest 
historical catastrophies. 

The present state of "neither peace nor war" 
most efficaciously destroys all resources of the 
entire world, paralyzes its entire spiritual and 
material creativity, completely stops its develop­
ment and brings the state of seeting to a max­
imum intensity. 

Mankind was brought to the present difficult 
situation by a series of world wars which began 
in 1914. 

Until that time the world enjoyed one of the 
longest periods of peace which extended from 
1871 to 1914. 

Nevertheles.s this period was not one of absolute 
peace. In this period there took place on the 
European continent the Russo-Turkish war of 
1877-78 and the Balkan war, and a number of 
colonial wars and conflicts in the Eastern hemis­
phere. Yet these wars had a purely local character 
and did not shake the whole world system like 
other wars which in the old continent caused basic 
of the political constellation. 

Regardless of the wars mentioned, the period 
of 1871-1914 was for the world a period of the 
longest and almost absolute peace. In that period 
mankind won its greatest achievements in all 
spheres of life and the majority of European na­
tions reached the greatest prosperity. 

Two armed opposing camps were organized at 
that time in Europe: on one side the central 
powers, Germany, Italy, Austria-Hungary, and on 
the other Russia and France. Actually each of 
these camps was ground two continental powers 
competing with each other for domination over 
the old continent. 

In addition there was Great Britain, the greatest 
naval power of the time and it was she who formed 
the actual besis of the balance of power. 

This political constellation composed of three 
powerful masses, and the relative equilibrium of 
the armed forces on the continent gave the world 
this exceptional period of peace. Various pheno­
mena contributed to this. The level of the military 
technology of the time was characterized by the 
fact that the value of armed forces was not subject 
to frequent oscillations. 
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The armed forces of all continental nations 
(excepting Belgium) were already based on uni­
versal obligatory service, however military leaders 
were not yet able to take into consideration the 
nationality structure of the respective states. 

The majority of the models of infantry and 
artillery equipment dated from the nineties of the 
XIX century. They respectably served for two ge­
nerations, honorably passed through World War I 
an some of them survived even until World War II. 

Though the majority of European states them­
selves produced their own equipment, however the 
armed forces were not yet directly linked with the 
industry of their own country and did not' feel a 
need of this close touch. The productive capacity 
and its economic potentialities did not yet form 
an object of the full consideration and planning 
of military headquarters. 

This situation cannot even be called an arma­
ment race in the present sense of the word (though 
it was called by that name). Every nation could 
keep pace in this "race'' and the armament equi­
librium could be maintained for a considerable 
time without special effort. 

Nations outside the range of the land forces of 
the continent, in view of the military technique 
of the time did not feel threatened at all and did 
not participate in the race of land armaments. 
Great Britain and the USA did not even introduce 
compulsory military service and were satisfied 
with small professional armies. 

These phenomena supplied the basis for the 
longest peace period in modern history; it was 
an armed peace based on a balance of armaments. 

In 1914, on the day of the outbreak of World 
War I, the last peace in the world was interrupted. 

All nations and peoples which took part in that 
war had their own aims and ideals for whose 
realization they fought. 

Unfortunately all this was only an initial elimi­
nation struggle between the two last representa­
tives of continental imperialism who competed 
with each other for domination over that con­
tinent. 

Eventually, after so many tragic conflicts there 
remained on the old continent only one last vic­
torious representative of aggression USSR who 
prepares a military move to take advantage of 
the elimination struggle won by him. And this 
ultimate reward is to be world domination. 

The entire political constellation has been com­
petely overthrown and destroyed. The world, cut 
in two halves, shut itself off in two opposing 
camps: one is the aggressive imperialist camp 
of the old continent, the other the rest of the 
world defending its freedom. 

The tormented world makes efforts to make 
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peace of this situation. The last prescription for 
the consolidation of the non-existing peace is to 
arm so as not to be for the adversary a tempting 
objective which may be achieved by an easy vic­
tory. 

This principle seems entirely sound, however 
can it bring a radical solution in the problem? 

The armed equilibrium in the XIX century gave 
mankind the longest and almost absolute peace. 
But equipment in keeping with XX century tech­
nical progress and an armament race under pres­
ent circumstances can restrain an aggressor only 
for a very short. time and are unable to secure 
armed peace. 

. In view of the present technical progress the 
best types of basic ir force and panzer equipment 
as well as of land air means of transportation are 
useful for a very limited period, 4-5 years at best. 
After this time these types are already antiquated 
and cannot fight and adversary equipped with 
weapons of a newer type. Today equipment can 
no longer serve two generations as it did before 
World War I. 

Today's equipment may restrain an aggressor 
from attack for one or two years. The world will 
be absolutely unable to endure further rear­
mament and a further armament race. 

In this race the totalitarian side may endure 
somewhat longer. Not because it has a higher 
level of industry and productive capacity. By no 
means. In this respect it lags behind the demo­
cratic nations and will never overtake them. But 
the totalitarian side has reduced the low living 
standards of its citizens to the lowest possible 
level and from the legal and material points of 
view has brought them down to the state of live­
stock. The democratic nations cannot afford to 
do this and cannot prolong the armament race. 
at such a cost. 

Consequently no durable balance or a long peace 
can be achieved by armaments. 

It that case what may be the result of the op­
posite measure, i. e. disarmament? 

And precisely here mankind has reached a mali­
cious paradox. The principles of armament are 
understood today in a modern way, but the prin­
ciples of disarmament are still conceived ar-
chaically. • 

Disarmament on a world scale was envisaged 
in a twofold manner. One was voluntary, agreed 
upon and conditioned universal disarmament. The 
other - compulsory disarming of the defeated 
enemy, 

Voluntary universal disarmament is an old theo­
retical dream. In view of the present technolo­
gical level its realization would be a temporary 
expedient leading to disastrous results. 

The present potentialities of industry make it 
possible to arm the largest nation in a very short 
time. If under those circumstances universal dis­
armament took place, the possession of weapons 
would become the monopoly of industrialized na­
tions alone. Non-industrialized nations would be 
deprived of all means of defense. 

Such a disarmament would lead to the uncon­
trolled world domination of two or three nations. 
Ttie· rest of the world would become a helpless 
object of division. 

What are the results of unilateral enforced 
disarmament of a defeated enemy. 

The present generation witnessed how a nation 
striving for world domination twice in succession 
suffered a crushing defeat, surrendered uncondi­
tionally and was "completely disarmed". 

All its iron and steel equipment which it had 
pulled into the field were taken away from it, 
and military posts were temporarily placed in its 
industrial centers. 

However all these radical means of making the 
defeated country harmless were unable to give 
even such a peace which sometimes a decent arm­
istice could secure. 

What would be the result of the application of 
similar measures with regard to the present pre­
tender to world domination if he were defeated. 

Througout its history that nation suffered of 
chronic lack ·of armaments. 

It passed through the most acute phase of this 
chronic ailment in 1915-1916 and 1941-42. Fear­
ing the collapse of this clay giant the Allied na­
tions began, in both cases, a violent transfusion 
of life energy in the form of equipment and sup­
plies through all freezing and non-freezing ports. 

The last"injection was made in spite of the long 
and noisy publicity about the unprecedented de­
velopment of war industry. 

In spite of these chronic shortcomings, thanks 
to a chance combination of circumstances that 
nation is today actually the last and vict~rious 
representative of the imperialism of the old con­
ti!}ent and strives to dominate the entire world. 

Let us for a moment imagine the disarmament 
of that nation in accordance with the present 
principles of disarmament and the results of such 
a step. 

1) Taking away its equipment and the liquida­
tion of its rmed forces? 

Absolutely superfluous. Already since 1904-5 it 
has become ~nduring tradition of that nation 
that on every battlefield it leaves all the weapons 
in its possession in the hands of the enemy and 
surrenders to him the largest possible number of 
prisoners._ . 

2) The second means is occupation of the de-

feated enemy's territories and placing guards in 
military objectives. 

The entire territory of that nation can never 
be occupied even for such a period of time as 
the territories of the nations defeated in World 
War II and occupied by the Western. states. 

The appli~ation of these methods would make 
one more successive world conflict certain. It 
would only delay it for one period of arms produc­
tion and of training a few new classes of men. 

Today a single equipment of the armed forces 
of belligerents no longer determines the fate of 
war. This period has passed together with the 
era when professional armies existed. 

What does the strength of these nations consist 
in which defeated so many times ever again start 
a new struggle for world domination? Can they 
be deprived of this strength or not? 

Today a decisive role in the struggle, in a degree 
even greater that at any other time, is played by 
man himself, his own will, the living human mass, 
the productive capacity of the territory occupied 
by the belligerent, as well as by the strategic im­
portnce of those territories. 

This phenomenon brongs to the fore an enti­
rely new element which by the very fact of its 
existence occupies a decisive place in the actual 
relationship of the world's political forces. 

The world wars have demonstrated that no na­
tion of the European continent striving for world 
domination would have been able to provoke such 
military upheavals anc;l start a fight for world 
domination if it had at its disposal only its own 
ethnic manpower and economc resources derived 
exclusively from its own ethnic territory. 

In all these wars the greatest role was played 
by the abused living human mass of the sub­
jugated peoples, the productive potentialities of 
the ethnic territories of these peoples as well as 
the key importance of those areas. 

Depriving the aggressive powers of the continent 
of this powerful weapon source is a subject of 
which until recently it has not been permitted to 
speak, and of which today one speaks reluctintly, 
while tomorrow facts may speak under very dif­
ficult circumstances. 

The present primitive division of the globe into 
two parts and two opposing armed camps is a 
logical consequence of this historical development 
of events. 

Today the only means of disarming and render­
ing harmless the force striving for world domina­
tion and threatening mankind is to eliminate from 
the war machine of the old continent's imperialism 
the powerful military reservoir represented by the 
subjugated nations, their living force, the produc-

tive capacity of their ethnic territories and their 
key strategic importance. 

But without carrying out this kind of disarma­
ment of the old continent's militarism political 
balance on a world scale and no durable peace 
·can be achieved. 

The course of historcal events is underscoreci 
by one more detail. Already at the beginning of 
the series of world wars the totalitarian system 
appeared n Europe in its various shades. From 
then it was an inseparable element in the struggle 
for world domination. 

Without a totalitarian system it is impossoble to 
force large masses of the people to take upon 
themselves these absurd burdens and sacrifices 
which are necessary to achieve world domination 
for their oppressor. 

A summing up of all these facts leads to very 
simple and concrete conclusions, viz.: the problem 
of the liberation of the subjugated nations can no 
longer be regarded as an internal question of some 
conqueror or other, or only as the concern of the 
nation fighting for its freedom. It is a universal 
matter without whose solution mankind will never 
see peace, will not be freed from the nightmare 
of world wars, unending armament and the phan­
tom of totalitarianism. 

The subjugated nations enter the political arena 
of the world as one inseparable category, as the 
third powerful element of the poltical constella­
tion which provides the possibility of establishing 
durable balance. 

Within the world framework of these events 
also our national problems may be solved. The 
Georgian people, like all other Caucasian peoples, 
is one of the elements of mankind which can 
establish world balance and durable peace. 

The political development of events automati­
cally rases the problem of Georgia and of all other 
Caucasian nations to a foremost ,rank. 

O'ur recent history clearly shows that among 
the subjugated peoples each new political stage 
is first manifested in the life of the Caucasian na­
tions. All political elements of both parts of the 
official world are well aware of this phenomenon. 

Hence a clear task results for us. We must un­
derstand the significance and role of our common 
homeland, the Caucasus, of every individual Cau­
casian nation and of all subjugated peoples as 
one entity. We can quietly await the development 
of historical events because history gives us a 
voice in a decisive moment and place of the un­
precedented world showdown. 

V. Nanuaszwili 

*) The Georgian Text of this article was pub­
lished in Our Path M. 1-2, June-July, 1953. 



NOY JORDANIA 
(1868-1953), 

A speech delivered by Vladimir Arveladse in 
New York, February 7, 1954. 

(Printed in a summary.) 

A year ago on January 11, 1953 there passed 
away Noy Jordania - the first elected president 
of independent democratic Georgia. Noy Jordania 
for almost 32 years without arest, without slacken­
ing his hands, worked for the revival of the 
Georgian state. Unfortunately he did not succeed 
in freeing his country and he died in a foreign 
land many other patriots who fell in the struggle 

for liberation. He 1 many collaborators who 
are continuing his national idea and will not give 
up his national struggle. 

N. Jordania was a great patriot, a great thinker 
and a great humanist. He was a symbol of the 
Georgian national unity and the streersman of 
the political national fate for almost a half cen­
tury. He was the reformer for the laborers he 

' .• 

worked out his own social and national program. 
That program the Georgian people recognized ~nd 
began to actuate and if the Bolsheviks had not 
occupied Georgia, it would have been because of 
his program, and it would have been an advanced 
state politically and economically. He devoted his 
entitre life to his country and he wass always the 
servant of his people. His steel will and his sterl­
ing character became the symbols of the revival 
of the Georgian state in 1918. It was his persona-
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lity which brought little Georgia out of the chaotic 
conditions which prevailed after the revolution 
of 1917 .. N. Jordania became the head of his 
people, because he saved them as a democratic 
republic and proved to the entire world that his 
country was not dead but rising like a phoenix. 
This was enough to make Noy Jordania immortal. 
Eternal memory to Noy Jordania and all glory 
to his everlasting worlk. 

Declaration of the Independence of Georgia 
From the Minutes of the First Session of the National Council of Georgia 

In connection with the first anniversary of the 
death of Noe Nikolayevicch Jordania, the first 
elected president of the independent, democratic 
republic of Georgia we are publishing in English 
the contents of the document proclaiming the in­
dependence of Georgia, which took place on May 
26, 1918. On that day N. Jordania made a speach in 
which he expressed his ideas on a confederation of 
the states of the Caucasus. The document was prin­
ted in a special collection "Documents and Materi­
als on the Foreign Policy of Transcaucasia and 
Georgia," published in Tiflis in 1919 in Georgian 
and Russian (See the Russian edition, Chap. XIII, 
No. 164 and 165, pp. 332-339). 

Sunday, May 26, 1918. Tiflis. The Palace 

At the session are present 42 members and 36 
candidates. 
In the boxes and in the gallery a-a- is a large 

audience; representatives of the various nationa­
lities, among whom is Count Schulenburg, com­
mander of the German troops, accompanied by 
German officers. In the boxes there have taken 
their seats also Leonid, Metropolitan of Tiftis 
with his suite and Georgian officers. 

The square in front of the Palace and the 
neighboring streets are crowded with people. 

Over the roof of the Palace the Georgian flag 
has been hoisted. The wall against which the 
presiding officers are seated, is also decorated 
with two flags. 

The presiding officers is the President of the 
Executive Committee of the National Soviet 
(Council) Noy Jordania. 

The members of the Presidium are: 
Georgi Laskhishvili 
Grigory Veshapeli 
Pavel Sakvarelidze 

The duties of the Secretary are being performed 
by the Secretary of the National Soviet (Council), 
Ilya Zurabishvili. 

The meeting opened at 4:50 P. M. 
When the Presiding Officer takes his seat, the 

Co u n c i 1 and the audience welcome him, 
with continuing stormy applause and give him 
an ovation. 

The Opening of the Session. The Speech of the 
Presiding Officer: 

The session of the National Soviet (Council) 
I declare open. 

Citizens! To-day you have been witnesses here 
of a rare historical and yet a tragic event. In this 
hall one state has died*) and now in the same 

*) N. N. Jordania was thinking of the dissolution 
of the Transcaucasia Federated Diet, of which was 
replaced by the proclamation of three independent 
republics - Georgia, Armenia, and Azerbaijan, 
which had been together previously in the Trans­
ca ucasian Diet. The Transcaucasian Federated 
Republic (with its diet) was formed April 9. 
1918. and continued until May 26, 1918. On that 
day the Transcaucasian diet passed the following 
resolution: "In view of the fact that there has 
been shown on the question of war and peace such 
fundamental differences between the peoples who 
have created the independent Transcaucasian 
Republic and it has therefore become impossible 
to adopt a single authoritative government which 
can speak in the name of Transcaucasia, the Diet 
acknowledges the fact of the dissolution of Trans­
caucasia and lays down its powers." (Accepted by 
the majority of the votes with only two in the 
negative), May 26, 1918). 

The same day this decision was officially trans­
mitted to Berlin, Constantinopole, Paris, Vienna, 
London, Rome, Washington, Moscow, Sofia, Tokio, 
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hall the foundation of a new state is being laid. 
Between these two states, of which one has 

died and the other is being born, there could be 
no conflict of interests. 

And if the first ever arises from the dead, we 
must be certain that between them there will 
always exist a harmony of interests. (Applause). 

The new state of Georgia, which is being found­
ed to-day,· will not act against the interests of 
any nation, people, or state whatsoever. 

Its object is to protect itself in the present 
historical storm. 

And when this goal will be reached, it will move 
to the help of those who have met together with 
our country a great test. (Applause). 

You know well that the struggle for existence 
is no new thing to Georgia; it has been struggling 
for centuries to preserve its spiritual character, 
its national organism an.cl territory, but it has 
always been struggling for its existence and has 
not made a move against the existence of others. 

In addition to this, it has been struggling not 
only for the Georgians but also for those peoples 
which have been living within its state boundaries. 

I will say more - and outside of its boundaries 
it has been struggling also for the defence of 
others. 

As its guiding principle the Georgian people has 
accepted this great hfstorical example and in that 
is the reason that even to-day the Georgian people 
have preserved their basic historical endeavor -
to harmonize their interests with the interests of 
other peoples. 

And for that reason, not a single people, living 
in our country or beyond its boundaries, must 
feel any anxiety, spiritual sufferings or insult. 

And have not the orators who have spoken to­
day in the Diet declared that there is no people, 
which should have bad relations with the Georgian 
people? 

There must be no doubt that the new state, the 
new government, is fully justifying these hopes. 

We wish to maiotain friendly relations with 
the peoples. living in our country or outside of it. 

We are paying especial attention to the deep 
tragedy of that people, one portion of which is 
living on our territory, and another part outside 
of our boundaries. 

That is the Armenian people. 
The Georgians of the present day remember 

that old principle and the Armenian people will 

Bucharest, Teheran, Madrid, th~ Hague, Kiev, 
Stockholm, Christiania (Oslo), and Copenhagen. 
After this, the independence of Georgia was 
proclaimed (See ibid. pp. 330-331). 

find in us the same protection which they found 
under the Georgian tsars. (Continued applause). 

We wish to have the relations of good neighbors 
with a people who form an important majority 
of the population of Transcaucasia - the Moham­
medans. We would like them to follow our examp­
le - to found their own state and offer us the 
ahd of union. (Violent applause). 

Friendly relations with the peoples surrounding 
us will produce a firm basis on which our young 
state will grow strong, and also the neighboring 
states, and our common oponents will be derrived 
of the possibility of defeating us and destroying 
our country. 

Within the boundaries of our state there are 
living national minorities. We declare that our 
national minorities will enjoy as full rights as the 
national majority of our state - the Georgian 
people. 

• These peoples, united under a common banner, 
will conclude an alliance with the peoples living 
beyond the boundaries of our state, and in this 
way there will grow up a state bond which will 
establish again the state which has been destroy­
ed here before our eyes. This state will be the 
Confederated Union of the Caucasus. (Continued 
applause through out the entire hall). 

Our course, our ideal will lead to the formation 
of that Union. That Union will appear as a state 
organism - a Union of States - which by ral­
lying around itself the common resources, will 
appear with a single will before the face of our 
foreign enemy and defend itself from it (Ap­
plause). 

And then there will be brought about what the 
Diet could not create. 

And then those who now unconsciously are 
striving to go beyond the boundaries of Trans­
caucasia - will perhaps again return to us and 
take their place under our common banner. 

Then there will be brought about the unity of 
Transcaucasia and the powers of the peoples 
dwelling it will be strengthened. (Continued ap­
plause and ovations)." 

Presiding Officer. Now are ·you prepared to pass 
to that business for ·ch we have here as-
sembled? 

We have already prepared a Declaration of the 
Independence of Georgia, which will now be read. 

The Presiding Officer reads the Declaration of 
the Independence of Georgia: 

Act of Indpendence of Georgia 

The Georgian National Council, during its ple­
nary sitting of May 26, 1918, declared as follows: 

"For several centuries Georgia existed as a free 
and independent State. 

At the end of th eighteenth century Georgia 
voluntarily allied herself with Russia, with the 
stipulation that the latter should protect her 
from enemies without. 

In the course of the great Russian revolution 
conditions arose which resulted in the disorgani­
zation of the entire mHitary front and the aban­
donment of Transcaucasia by the Russian Army. 

Thus, left to her own devices, Georgia, and 
with her all Transcaucasia, took into their hands 
the direction of their affairs creating the neces­
sary organs for this purpose; but under pressure 
from exterior forces the links which united 
Transcaucasian nationalities were broken and 
the political unity of Transcaucasisia was thus 
dissolved. 

The present position of the Georgian people 
makes it imperatively necessary that Georgia 
should create a political organization of her 
own, in order that she may escape from the 
yoke of her enemies and lay a solid foundation 
for her free development. 

Accordingly the Georgian National Council, 
elected by the national assembly of Georgia on 
November 22 (December 5), 1917, declares: 

(1) In future the Georgian people will hold 
sovereign power and Georgia will be a State 
enjoying all the rights of a free and independent 
State. 

(2) Independent Georgia's form of political 
organization will be a democratic Republic. 

(3) In the event of international conflict 
Georgia will always remain neutral. 

( 4) The Georgian democratic Republic will ap­
ply itself to establishing friendly relations with 
all nations, and especially with neighboring na­
tionalities and states. 

(5) The democratic Georgian Republic offers 
to all inhabitants of her territory a wide field 
for free development. 

(6) The democratic Georgian Republic guaran­
tees to all citizens within her territory civil and 
political rights, without distinction of nationality, 
religion, social position, or sex. 

On the 12th of March, 1919, the constituent 
assembly of Georgia confirmed the preceding act 
in the following terms: 

"At its first sitting of the 12th of March, 1919, 
the constituent assembly of Georgia, elected by 
citizens of both sexes, according to the direct, 
equal, universal, secret, and proportional electoral 
system, proclaims before the world and history 
that it fully confirms and approves the act of the 
independence of Georgia, declared at Tifiis by the 
Georgian National Council, May 26, 1918". 
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(7) Until the convocation of the constituent as­
sembly the National Council, with the addition of 
representatives of the minorities and the provi­
sional government responsible to the National 
Council, is at the head of all Georgian administa-
tion". 

The assembly and the audience present listen 
to the reading of this Declaration, standing. Each 
article evokes noisy applause. At consusion of the 
reading there are long ovations. 

After the restoration of silence, on the proposal 
of the Presiding Officer, the secretary of the Na­
tional Soviet (Council) goes out on the balcony 
and reads from there the Declaration of Indepen­
dence to the people gathered by the Palace. Dur­
ing this reading of the Declaration a guard of 
honor with two national flags takes its place. 

Each statement of the Declaration calls forth 
enthusiasm and exclamations of delight, apllause 
and ovations from the people. 

At the same time in the assembly hall the Vice 
Presiding Officer, Grigori Veshapeli, on the pro­
posal of the Presiding Officer, reads the Declara­
tion in a Russian translation; the reading is ac­
companied by the appaluse and ovations. 

After this, the Presiding Officer puts the ques­
tion whether the assembly is agreeable to the ac­
ceptance of the Declaration of the Independence 
of Georgia. 

The National Council unanimously and 
enthusiastically accepts the Declaration and con­
firms it without any amendments. 

The Presiding Officer asks the members of the 
assembly and the candidates to sign the Declara­
tion of the Independence of Georgia on the con­
clusion of the session. After this was elected the 
Provisional Government. 

The Assembly greets with applause and ova­
tions all the persons named. 

With the exception of Akaki Chkhenkeli, who 
is in the peace delegation, all the persons nomina­
ted are in the hall. The Ministers take the places 
of the Government. 

The Confirmation of the Government. 
on the proposal of the Presiding Officer the 

Assembly unanimously confirms the list of the 
Government as presented._ 

Presiding Officer: Before we begin our legisla­
tive work, we must leave in force those laws which 
now exist and are valid in Georgia including in 
the number the regulations of the Diet. 

The Assembly unanimously accepts this propo­
sition.'' 



12 

The Ukrainian Precedent - 300 Years of Subjugation 

In the middle of the 17th century, Ukraine was 
one of the most free and democratic states. In 
its social structure it consisted of a military class 
- the Kozaks, the clergy, peasants and the urban 
population. The Kozaks were united around the 
Zaporozhian Sich, which chose for a limited 
period a Hetman as the head of the state.· At 
the basis of this organization lay the elective 
principle, which gave every Kozak the possibility 
of rising and occupying a post in accordance with 
his personal abilities. The Ukrainians who did 
not form part of the Kozak army, were agricultu­
ral peasants. They tilled the land which was re­
garded as their property and they enjoyed all 
those same liberties as the Kozaks 

After falling as a result of the political condi­
tions of the time under the control of Poland 
Ukraine was exposed to the efforts of the Polish 
magnates to limit the Ukrainian freedoms, to in­
troduce into Ukraine serfdom as in Poland and 
to take for their own property the Ukrainian 
lands. 

This led to a clash between Ukraine and Poland 
and opened a series of wars for liberation from 
the Polish exactions. The head of Ukraine was 
Hetman Khmelnytsky who at first had a great 
military success but later fortune deserted him. 
Ukraine found itself in a critical situation, pressed 
on three sides by Poland, the Khan of the Crimea 
and the Turkish Sultan. Under these conditions 
Khmelnytsky decided to appeal for help to the 
Russian Tsar Aleksyey, who was of the same 
faith. 

Khmelnytsky carried on negotiations with Rus­
sia for three years for the conclusion of an alliance 
on the basis of preserving for Ukraine its sove­
reignty. The Russians reflected for a long time 
but at the Zemsky Sobor of 1653, they empowered 
Tsar Aleksey to take Ukraine under his protec­
tion. There was to be preserved to Ukraine all 
its sovereign rights, including the right of having 
an independent army, its own relations with fo­
reign countries and full internal self-government. 
There were limitations only in the field of finan­
ces, while Ukraine was guaranteed military help 
and the integrity of its boundaries .. When these 
conditions were made known, representatives of 
all classes of the Ukrainian people assembled in 
January, 1654 in Pereyaslav at a meeting of the 
Rada and approved the alliance with Russia and 
swore an oath of loyalty (The present Moscow is 
now celebrating the anniversary of this). 

All the promises of Tsar Aleksyey were broken. 
This be_gan with the fact that the Tsar's envoy 

at Pereyaslav refused to take an oath for the 
Russian Tsar. The assistance on which Khmelnyt-; 
sky counted was not given in full measure. Russia 
concluded a peace treaty with Poland at the ex­
pense of Ukraine. The it;1ternal self-government 
began to be limited; the efforts of the Polish 
magualts were replaced by seizures by the Rus­
sian landowners. The free life of the peasants was 
faced with great difficulties by the introduction 
of heavy taxes and obligations in kind. Slowly but 
inevitably the political rights of Ukraine were 
abridged. In spite of the stubborn opposition of 
the Ukrainian people the process of russification 
of the state machinery was not stopped; step by 
step the right of choosing the Hetman was taken 
away, the Zaporozhian Sich was broken up, all 
the external signs of national sovereignty were 
destroyed and finally under Catherine II Ukraine 
as ordinary provinces (gubernias) was included in 
the body of the Russian Empire.*) 

When at a later period Georgia found itself in 
the same position as Ukraine 150 years before and 
also turned to Russia, a nation of its own faith, 
the latter was still finishing its experiment with 
Ukraine. The relations between Russia and 
Georgia began to take shape on the already 
developed and tested pattern. 

The example of Ukraine, although it took place 
150 years before the union of Georgia to Russia 
was identical and the two cases did not differ. 
Georgia was the oldest Kingdom in the world. In 
the III cent. B. C. Mamasaklis (the patriarch) of 
Mtskhet succeeded in unifying the whole of Geor­
gia and becoming tsar of tsars of Georgia. After 
this for 2100 years until 1801 Georgia had its own 
tsars. During this long time Georgia had more 
than one or two foes and several times was con­
quered by other nations but still Georgia remained 
Georgia and succeeded in keeping its tsars, and 
even its conquerors allowed it. Georgia in its two 
parts, Iberia and Kolchis, was conquered by the 
Romans in 65-63 B. C. but they did not abolish the 
Georgian state. The Romans in Iberia and Kolchis 
left the old system and were satisfied in confirm­
ing formally each new tsar and sending him the 
regalia of his power. The Romans had no army 
of occupation in Georgia. The Georgians quickly 
became friends with Romans. Both sides showed 
the same bravery and chivalry. In 69-70 the 
Roman Emperor Vespasian Augustus built forti-

*) S. West-East Antagonism in Perefaslavian 
Alliance, from I. J. Goldman in Ukrainian Quarter­
ly, 1954, I. 

fl.cation walls around the Georgian capital of 
Mtskhet. The inscription of this was preserved 
and set up in the main square of the city (it is 
still in the museum). In this the Roman emperor 
called Mithradates, the tsar of Iberia, and his 
people the friends of the Roman emperor and the 
Roman people. The Roman emperor Hadrian ( 117 -
136) erected in Rome an equestrian statue of 
Farsman II on the Field of Mars as a sign of the 
respect and friendship of the two peoples. This 
friendly relationship continued for almost four 
centuries. The old emperors did not try to wipe 
out the t.sardom of Georgia. If they sometimes 
succeeded in conquering it, they were satisfied 
with military and economoc tribute and they did 
not touch the religion or the state. 

In 643 the Arabs conquered Georgia. The 
Georgians did not resist their powerful forces for 
they at once understood the power of the young 
and fanatical Arab people. The Georgian nobles 
met them on the frontiers of their country and 
entered into an alliance without .a war. This act 
of the Georgians did not belittle their values and 
courage. Such actions of the Georgian rulers often 
saved their country in difficult situations. The 
period of Arab rule was one of the severe periods 
but despite this the Georgians succeeded in saving 
their state and even uniting all Georgia under 
the rule of the Georgian dynasty of the Bagra­
tiden. When the Arab caliphate weakened, the 
Georgians freed their country from them. 

After this Georgia was for almost two centuries 
a free, powerful and highly cultured state. In 1237 
the Mongols conquered Georgia. What they did 
is a matter of world history; but yet they left 
Georgia with its tsars and did not interfere in 
its domestic situation.; they were satisfied with 
the military and economic aid of the Georgins. 
This first occupation by the Mongols lasted 90 
years. The Mongols came a second time as con­
querors under the leadership of Tamuerlane at 
the end of the 14th century. Tamerlane destroyed 
Eastern Georgia. He did not intend to remove the 
Georgian tsars but he wished to subject them 
to his rule and include them in the Mongol empire. 
Tamerlane did not succeed in accomplishing his 
objects. Georgia recovered its freedom after the 
departure of Tamerlane and for about 80 years 
the Georgian state lived free and quiet. At the 
end of the 15th century there appeared on the 
boundaries of Georgia two threatening empire, 
Persia and Turkey. For almost 300 years Georgia 
survived the attacks of Persia and Turkey and 
was more than once devastated by them but, as 
was not surprising, they did not try to wipe out 
the Georgian state, but were satisfied with tribute. 
What these conquerors had not done, Russia did, 
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when at the beginning of the 19th century, she 
abolished the tsardom of Georgia and created of 
its territory two gubernias. 

The Georgian - Russian relations call for a 
close analysis. The Georgian tsars commenced 
their relations with the Russians in the second 
half of the 16th century. The only thing which 
they asked from their powerful Christian neighbor 
was defence of their faith from the common foe. 
Unfortunately they did not secure this. In the 
second half of the 18th century a Russian-Turkish 
war broke out. In 1768 Empress Catherine II tried 
to secure as allies the Georgian tsars Irakly II of 
Eastern Georgia and Solomon I of West Georgia. 
The Georgian tsars agreed on a military alliance 
on the condition that Georgia would receive back 
the lands taken from her by Turkey. Catherine II 
accepted this condition and sent 4,000 soldiers 
under the command of General Count Totleben. 
The army entered Georgia in 1769. General Tot­
leben was to join his forces with the Georgians 
and attack the Turks. The Georgians were ready 
for military operations but unfortunately Gen. 
Totleben began to act not as an ally but as a 
conquerer. He haughtily looked down at the 
Georgian tsars, took no part in the military dis­
cussions and did not improve the military dis­
cipline or morale. Finally he agreed to a battle 
against the Turks in 1770; but on the eve of the 
battle he led off the Russian troops and left Tsar 
Irakly with a small force to meet an enemy five 
times more numerous. Irakly did not lose his head 
but with surprising bravery in the village of 
Aspindza, he attacked the enemy, broke him and 
almost destroyed him. Gen. Totleben cynically 
laid the blame upon the Georgian tsars and denied 
his own fault. In turn the tsar Irakly gave a true 
account of the battle and demanded the court 
martial of Gen. Totleben as a traitor and betrayer 
of his friend. 

Catherine II did not listen to the request of Tsar 
Irakly II and thus protected the loathesome trai­
tor. This episode is like another which took place 
in 1723. Then Russian emperor Peter I, made a 
treaty for military operations against Persia with 
the Georgian tsar Vakhtang VI but turned his 
armies and left the Georgian tsar without help, as a 
result of which Tsar Vakhtang and his associates 
were compelled to emigrate to Russia. Vakhtang 
hoped that the Russians would restore him to the 
throne on which the Persians had placed their 
partisan Jese Bagration. This hope of Vakhtangs 
did not count to pass. Irakly II also hoped for 
Russian aid in spite of Totleben's treachery. When 
peace was made at Kutchuk-Kainardji in 1774, the 
Empress Catherine very indifferently abandoned 
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Georgia. Georgia not only receved nothing but was 
left in a very difficult situation. 

Finally the political rapprochement of Georgia 
and Russia came in 1783, when the fortress of 
Georgievsk (in the North Caucasus,) on July 24, 
a Russian-Georgian treaty was signed between 
Catherine II and Irakly II. Under his treaty 
Georgia voluntarily came under the protection Qf 

Russia. Russia promised to defend the Georgian 
state from its enemies and not to interfere in its 
internal and church affairs. In foreign affairs 
Georgia and Russia would cooperate and throne 
was to pass to the descendats of Tsar Irakly. The 
supreme power of Russia was shown in the fact 
that it was to invest with power each new tsar 
on his accession. Georgia for its part promised 
mlitary and economic aid to Russia and a free 
trade rout to the Near East and India.; in a word 
the Georgian-Russian treaty of 1783 did not wipe 
out the Georgian state and Georgian remained 
completely independent except in foreign policy. 

How did Russia fulfill its obligations under the 
treaty? In 1795 Russia did not give any help to 
Georgia. The Persians destroyed Tift.is and Georgia 
was defeated. Only after the withdrawal of the 
Persian did Russian trrops arrive, but it was al­
ready to late. In 1798 on Jan. 11 the 80 year old 
Irakly II died and to the throne came his descen­
dant George XII. 

The Russians did not succeed in interfering 
with the reign of Geogre XII though they ardently 
desired to do so, but they were able always to 
hamper and disturb the members of the royal 
family of Georgia. They noticed that King George 
was a sick man and often was unable to devote 
himself entirely to the affairs of state. They 
hoped that the days of the Tsar were numbered 
and they prepared for his death. George himself 
also knew his condition and tried to learn how 
sincere Russia was toward Georgia and how far 
it was inclined to carry out the conditons of the 
Treaty of 1783. Tsar George had the intention 
also, while he was still alive, to guarantee to his 
descendants the Georgian throne. So in October 
11, he wrote the Emperor, Paul I, that the promise 
had been given that his heirs would be protected 
in their full right to rule Georgia and that no 
one from outside would have the right to interfere 
in the work of the administration and that no one 
could give orders to the nobility and the tsar's 
subjects, except the tsar. Emperor Paul answered 
George and assured him that "in accordance with 
the Treaty he recognized George XII as Tsar of 
Georgia and David, his son, as his successor". 
Tsar George was satisfied by the answer of the 
Emperor and considered the Emperor's promise 
sufficient. 

In November, 1800, Tsar George became seriosly 
ill. His heir, David, seeing the serious condition 
of the Tsar, began to administer the oath to the 
population of loyalty to himself and he began 
to prepare for his own accession to the throne. 
He spread the report through the entire country 
that his dying father had called him his associate. 
With this in mind David wanted to test the realibi­
lity of the acts of the Russians. Before he died, 
Tsar George sent again a letter to Petersburg and 
in this he repeated the chief terms of the Treaty, 
the security of the sovereignty of Georgia. This 
letter was handed to Emperor Paul on November 
14, 1800. Instead of answering Tsar George, Paul 
on the next day after he received the letter is­
sued an order to the Commander - in-Chief of 
his Caucasian mission, General Knorring, in which 
he said among other things: "The condition of 
the health of Tsar George gives us the reason 
to think of his speedy decease, and so after his 
death do not allow without the permission of 
the Emperor any one to take the Georgian throne." 
In this way, the Emperor himself broke the promise 
which he had given to Tsar George XII that he 
would support George's son David as his successor! 
In a supplemental order Paul ordered Knorring 
to take the army nd immediately occupy Georgia. 
Gen. Knorring acted and obeyed the Emperor's 
order and. immediately commanded the comman­
der of the Russian army in Tift.is, Gen. Lazarev, 
to allow no one to take the throne after the death 
of the 'Tsar. This was on December 2, 1800. At 
this time the fate of Georgia was decided in the 
Russian Senate which finally decided to take over 
Georgia. On December 18, there was prepared an 
Imperial Manifesto on the annexation of Georgia 
and on December 22, Emperor Paul signed this 
manifesto with his own hand. Six days later on 
December 28, George XII, the Tsar of Georgia, 
died. Thus the destruction of the Georgian throne 
actually took place during the lifetime of Tsar 
George! 

After the death of the Tsar, Gen. Laza.rev by 
force stopped the heir from taking the throne and 
issued the Manifesto on the annexation. At the 
same time Gen. Knorring with a considerable army 
occupied Georgia. On January 20, 1801, Emperor 
Paul issued an order "I wish that Georgia become 
a gubernia subject in its type of civil administa­
tion to the Russian Senate, and in the spiritual 
realm to the Russian Synod. Let there be as 
governor a person of the Georgian royal family, 
but one who s fully loyal to the Russian control" 
(Al. Dubrovin, History of the War, Vol. III, p. 359). 
The heir David was appointed governor. He was 
greatly disappointed but he accepted the post for 
the moment in the hope that he. could later se-

cure a change in the Emperor's order. However 
there came then the tragic end of the life of 
Paul I and Alexander I succeeded him. The heir 
David, without delay, appealed to the new Emperor 
with a request to restore him to the rank of Tsar 
and to carry out the conttentts of the treaty of 
1783. Alexander I did not wish to decide this 
question personally and again presented_ it to the 
Senate for consideration. The Senate for a second 
time gave the same decision and confirmed the 
annexation. After this the old Tsar's son David 
was removed from the governorship and a Russian 
governor was appointed to succed him. David 
became more angry and appealed to the Emperor 
and demanded his restorattion to the -throne. In 
August, 1801, Emperor Alexander for the third 
time asked the Senate to reconsider the_ Georgian 
question. For the third time the majority of the 
Senate showed themselves in favor of the an­
nexation of Georgia against· the opinion .of the 
Emperor, Count S. R. Vorontsov, Count Kochubey 
and Prince Chartorysky. These preferred to ob­
serve the Treaty of 1783. 

On September 12, 1801 Emperor Alexander I 
proclaimed the full authority of the manifesto for 
the annexation of Georgia. In this way Russia 
in one blow removed the very ancient Georgian 
Tsardom and turned Georgia into a simple gti­
bernia. Later Russia abolished all nationalistic 
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elements, exiled all the members• of the royal 
family of Georgia, the Bagrations, from the count­
ry and sent the leaders of the nobles who opposed 
this to Siberia. By the annihilation of the Georgian 
tsardom, Russia committed an act of treachery 
and injustice which had not been committed by 
the Mongols, either Genghis Khan or Tamerlane, 
or any other terrible eastern despots, who had 
contented themselves merely with a military and 
had not touched the internal order. 

The Russian Revolution of 1917 probably would 
have changed the situation in both Ukraine and 
Georgia. But the Russian democracy was not 
capable of life and was replaced by Bolshevism 
in its cradle. 

The Bolsheviks for reasons of propaganda, 
during the first period of their control, declared 
them.selves the defenders of the rights of all na­
tionalities, Gradually they modified the principle 
of national self-determination into the formula 
"national in form but socialist in content". But 
even this formula did not satisfy the Communists. 
They adopted the path indicated by Tsar Aleksyey, 
Empress Catherine and their successors. Both 
Ukraine and Georgia received on paper the name 
of independent National Republics, but they were 
deprived of all rights and were declared insepa­
rable parts of the new Bolshevik Empire. 

• Dr. G. A. Kobachidse 

THE VOICE OF ARMENIANS 
To the appearance of our paper, Our Path, not 

only the Georgian emigration but that. of other 
countries reacted with extraordinary kindness. We 
must especially mention the greeting of the great 
neighbor of Georgia, the Armenians who devoted 
to it a complete editorial of their organ. Their 
newspaper praised not only its technical side but 
also the idea which the Georgian patriots expres­
sed on the day of the restoration of 'the indepen­
dence of their country. This feeling our Armenian 
friends have again and again confirmed in ap­
proving the idea of Georgian-Armenian-solidarity 
whiche is so necessary for the exiBtence of both 
countries. For 2700 years the Georgians and 
Armenians have been living side by side. During 
this long period they have written in history many 
splendid pages which speak cleaFly _of the friend­
ship· and brotherhood of· the two peoples. Their 
common enemies have oft.~n t_ried, to embitter 
their relations and to create ill feeling between 
them but they have never succeeded in their ob­
ject - the friendship of the Georgians and the 
Armenians has remained throughout the centuries. 
This friendship has been the reason why Georgia 

and Armenia have passed through dangerous 
times and at the present moment, continue to ex­
ist with full energy and ability to live. The friend­
ship of the two peoples is a pledge for the future, 
since without this friendship we can hardly im­
agine a strong and free Caucasus. Armenia has 
always played an important and positive role in 
the history of Georgia and the Caucasus as Georgia 
and the other Caucasian peop-les have played 
the same role in· the history · of t h e 
Armenian people. The historical well · being 
of the Cauca.5us and Georgia has meant 
a gre~t deal for the Armenians. The great role 
of the Armenians in the· history of the culture 
and civilization of Georgia and the Caucasus and 
our future happiness depends upon the brotherly 
union of these peoples. 

Mutual confidence, mutual inseparable aspects 
of their national. culture, the growth of every 
people without falsification, slander and abuse of 
their national heroes and leaders and the closeness 
of the historical territories of the Caucasian 
peoples is the basis of the friendship of the 
Caucasian peoples in the future. We are firmly 
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convinced that at the present time the Armenian 
people have the same idea and that they handle 
their national cause as reasonably and carefully 
as did their great ancestors. The Armenian people 
must be confident in the feelngs of the Georgians 
for their people. The Georgian people as a hospi­
table and friendly people, know they have shown 
this again and again in the past in their actions 
and that they will not depart from this path in 
the future. 

Our editors sincerely thank the editors of 
"Hairenik Weekly'' and hope-that together in the 
future we may continue our traditional friend­
ship, Georgian-Armenian friendship in practice 
~nd on the pages the national development. Long 
hve the great Armenian people and the noble 
Armenian patriots! 

S. Gashonia 
G. Gogoberidse 

EDITORIAL FROM "HAIRENIK WEEKLY" , 
NOVEMBER 19, 1953. 

HEROIC GEORGIAN PATRIOTS 

In the common fight against Communist tyran­
ny every new ally, no matter how modest is a 
contribution to the forces of freedom. s~ch a 
welcome reinforcement is the appearance of a 
new American publication, "Our Path," the of­
flicial organ of anti-Communist patriotic Georgi­
ans of the United States. "Our Path" is a Georgian 
publicati?n, bimonthly (the first issue, June-July, 
1~53), mimeographed in Georgian letters and 
with an English introductory section in prlnt. It 
ls an attractive periodical of 50 pages, double 
colu_mn, beautiful paper, and clean type. The 
~ditmg and the form are excellent. For a first 
issue, "Our Path" is a most reassuring beginning. 

As the litle indicates, "Our Path" is an ifflrma­
tion of a policy on the part of a handful of heroic 
Geo~gians i~ the United States who, in spite of 
tragic excoriation of their fatherland at the hands 
of the Bolsheviks during the past thirty-three 
years, are making a valiant effort to vindicate 
the name of their country by taking an unequi­
vocal stand in the present world conflict on the 
side of the freedom loving nations of the world 
and by direct inference, with the United State~ 
of America. The allegiance of the sponsors of 
"Our Path" is decidedly with freedom's forces. 

"Our Path" is definitely anti-communist, and 

with equal force it is patriotic and democratic. 
One cannot escape the sense of mortification and 
boundless humiliation which runs through its 
pages at the bitter realization that the architects 
of the Soviet structure, the greatest executioners 
of the century, Stalin and Beria, were Georgians. 
This was not the fault of the Georgian people, 
but it was their misfortune, we are made to feel. -
an appeal which can only evoke our profound 
sympathy. Stalin and Beria were renegades for 
all true Georgians and their accident should not 
be imputed to the good Georgian people. 

That the overwhelming majority of the people 
of Georgia are enduring the Soviet regime con­
trary to their will and under duress is made plain 
by a brief resume of the past thirty-three years 
in which the Georgian people rose off the foreign 
yoke each attempt of which was ruthlessly sup­
pressed in a blood bath. 

Dedicated to the cause of complete emancipa­
tion from the Soviet rule and the restoration of 
Georgia's lost independece, committed to a future 
free and democratic Georgia which shall be 
moulded on the American pattera, "Our Path" 
launches on the high seas with the avowed inten­
tion of enlightening the Georgian expatriates of 
the United States in regard to the plight of the 
homeland, of arousing in them the urge and the 
zeal to close ranks with the freedom-loving na­
tions to carry the psychological war to the gates 
of Moscow, and to accelerate the day of the father­
land's liberation. 

Attention is called to the fact that the Soviet­
bound peoples, including Georgia, will never be 
able to liberate themselves unless aid comes from 
the outside world and unless the pursuit of the 
emancipatory struggle is directed by patriotic 
leaders who live in the security of the free world. 
This is the justification of the creation of "Our 
Path'' and the group of patriots who stand be­
hdnd it. 

Indeed, in view of the woeful limitations which 
accompany this courageous enterprise, one cannot 
resist a feeling of admiration for a handful of 
persecuted expatriates (not more than a few 
hundreds at the most) who, without funds, with­
out material resources, and without numbers even 
without printing facilities and forced to res~rt to 
a mimeograph machine, have launched such an 
imposing and attractive organ to keep the torch 
of freedom burning in Georgian hearts. 

The Hairenik Weekly congratulates the Georgian 
expatriates on such a distinguished achievement 
and wishes them godspeed in their noble venture. 

rJ 
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A, Short ·Survay- of the Georgian Press 
'. .• ' ,·. ~ ' . . , • 

At the beginning of World War II the Georgian 
emigration had many publcatiohs of various poli­
tical nd culttural trends. Durng World War II 
many 0-eoi-gian publications ceased. At the end 
of the··war 'the situation of the Georgan emigra­
tion became much worse. Unfortunately at that 
time the Western· world did not stop the friendly 
relations with Moscow which they had had during 
the war; the demands of Moscow were almost 
unconditionally fulfilled; there were cases when 
there were deliver.ed to Moscow·political emigres. 
Thanks to this' the.·· Geotgian • emigres did not 
think of publishing anything btit' tried to hide. The 
only group small and unprincipled, that did, 
wished to approach the occupation and work with 
it. This insignificant ·group, barely 2% of the 
emigration, appeared among the Georgians. In 
1946 there appeared with the ·consent of the 
French government and with the material help 
of the Soviet government a ·newspaper "Zveny 
sakme" - Our cause - of whic;h, the editor and 
initiator was a certain Meunargfa. The paper 
frankly advocated a return to the native land and 
a reconciliation with the Soviet regime. The pages 
of this newspaper often contained threats and 
evidences of manipulation. . 

:tn spite of this the Georgian emigres held firm­
ly _and the newspaper stopped with _the ret\mi- to 
his country of the editor and a small number of 
~6lla,borators ( 1947): A few refused to go for they 
saw the hypocrisy of the Soviets but the larger 
part went on - to Siberia. .. 

• Around 1948 the picture changed. The Western 
world finally became hostile to. Communism be­
cause its aggressive policy really wa_s_. shown; 
after this there appeared from hiding places the 
Georgian emigrants and they began to edit their 
jornals and newspapers. Since then tri:e following 
have appeared: 

1. "Bedi Kartlisa". - (The Fate of Georgia), re­
sponsible ·editor Kalistrat Salia, a collection of 
32 pages-a fine publication and is a historicall 
literary and scientific journal. The first number 
came out in the July, 1948 in Paris. 

It was the first Georgian publication after the 
war, .if we except the "Zveni Sakme". This col­
lection was· published by the subscribers and 
donors. It had a great influence on Georgian 
groups. With this publication there cooperated 
the well-known figures: Prof. Michael Tsereteli, 
the well known linguist and political figure; the 
writer, poet and philosopher Grugory Robakidze, 
the publicist and former editor of Georgian pub­
lications before the war in Georgia - Gregory 
Diassamidse, the young histrian and doctor of 

medicine Givi Kobachidze; the protoierey theolo­
gian Michael Tarhnishvili; and the professor 6f 
theology Shalva Vardize etc. 

II. "Mamuli" (Fatherland) a journa:l of history, 
literature and culture. Editor - Doctor"· V. No-, 
zadze. This appeare in March, -1951 in Buenos 
Ayres (Argentina). Beside the editor there col~ 
la.borated the well known writers Tamar and Akaky 
Papava, Dr. Vakhtang Zizishvili - student of art; 
and others. This had 32 pages and was a fine edi­
tion. It was published at the expense of individual 
donors. 

III. "Saha;lho Sakme" - (National Cause) a 
collectidrr of· •history, literature and'i publicistics. 
Responsible •ectito"r - Akaky· Papava·. ·It· appeared 
in 1952 in Buenos Ayres. A :fine publication. 

IV. "Zveni" drosha~•.,.;.:__ (Our :Banner)·:a·j:iolitical 
organ of the Georgian -Soc·.' Democratic Party. "This• 
came out in Paris in ·February, 1949; It· had 48 
pages and was published· well. Collaborators-'- the' 
former President Noy Jordariia ( d.Jari. 11, 1953), 
the former Minister· of Foreign· Affairs of Georgia 
Evgeni Gueguetshkori; the . former Minis tr- of 
Finnce of Georgia Konstantine·· Candelaki; the 
former envoy of Georgia in Europe Akaky Tchen­
keli; Gr. Ouratadse a well· known political figure; 
Konstantin Gvardjaladse -· Secretary of the 
Georgian Social Democratic Party; Paul Sardju­
eladze, -- Editor of the· journal;· Tarasi Tsoula:dse 
- Secretary of the Georgian· government, etc. 
It was published by giftS' of donors. 

V. "Mebrdsoli Sakartvelo":.......:. (Fighting Georgia), 
organ of the Georgian National Council. :Respon'­
sible Editor - Nie. Ourousha:dse. The·ist··number 
appeared in the beginning· of 1952 in Paris. The 
collection appeared monthly. and was financed 
by the "American Committee' until the end of 
1953. It appeared according -to· the amount of 
material. It had 32 pages and was well edited; 
Collaborators were the former ·Minister of Na-'­
tional Education Noy ·Zihzadse; the· former Mi­
nister of Justice R. Arsenidse, etc. •• ·_· 
VI. "Iveria" - organ of the Natfonal-De:mocratic 
Party. This appeared in Paris in 1949. Responsible 
editor E. Pataridse. It appeared irregularly by the 
gifts of donors. Collaborators Alexander Asatiani 
(d. Dec. 28, 1953). R. Gabashvili - a talented 
journalist and a well known political figure, 
etc. it contained 56 pages and was edited satisfac­
torily. 

VII The newspaper "Sakartvelo" - (Georgia), 
Responsible editor Artshil Metreveli - a well­
known editor, professor of the Georgian Language 
in the University of Munich, Germany. The paper 
came out in September, 1950 as the organ of 

~~ 
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Georgian culture and politics. It was paid for by 
donors. 

VIII. The newspaper: "Sakartvelos damoukide­
bloba'' (Independence of Georgia). Responsible 
Editor R. Gabashvili - Organ of the Georgian 
Political Centre. This appeared in Paris in May, 
1951. Published at the expense of donors. 

IX. The "Eris Dideba" (Glory of the Nation), 
Responsible editor A. Manvelishvili. Organ of 
politics and history. The 1th number appeared in 
Paris in the middle of 1953. Published by the gifts 
of donors. 

X. "Kartveli eri'' - (The Georgian Nation). A 
newspaper in Georgian and Spanish. The 1st 
number appeared July 15, 1953 in Madrid, organ 
of the Georgian traditionalists. Published by the 
gifts of donors. Fine edition. Responsible editor 
Prince Irakli Bagrationi. 

XI. "Znobis furzeli" - (Information Sheet). The 
1st number appeared in February, 1953 in New 
York. Organ of the "American Council for In­
dependent Georgia, Inc." Responsible editor Dr. 
Givi Kobachidze, M. D. Published according to the 
material by the same organization. This was the 
first publication in Georgian in the USA. 

XII. "Zveni Gza" - Our Path). A journal in 
Georgian and English. Organ - American Council 
for independent Georgia Inc., Responsible editor 
Dr. Givi Kobachidze. The 1st number appeared in 
June, 1953. It contained 64 pages and was well 
edited and paid for by the organization. 

XIII. The Voice of Free Georgia. A journal in 
English. The 1st number appeared in January, 
1953 in 32 pages. Well edited. The name of the 
editor is no given but the staff which edits it 
are: the following collaborators - A. Tsomaja, D. 
Sindjkashvili (Sindikeli). M. Kvitashvili, etc. This 
is the 1st. journal in English in the USA edited by 
Georgians. 

XIV. "Vyera, Nadezhda, Lyubov''-Faith, Hope 
Love. A journal in Russian, edited in Munich. 
Responsible editor - Protoierey Fr. Alexander De­
metra (shvili) - This is the organ of the Georgian 
Orthodox Church in Munich. It is supported by 
the Georgian Church. The 1st number appeared 
January 15, 1950. 

Thus the Georgians outside their country have 
published 14 works. All have the democratic plat­
form and defend the idea of the independence of 
Georgia. They are all definitely anti-Communist. 

V. Abaszidse 
A. Soulhan. 

This is the gist of a letter sent by Vladimir 
Arvalidze in the name of our organization and 
its officers to Hon. John Foster Dulles, Secretary 
of ::;;tate USA. September 28. 1953. - Mr. Dulles 

read it with interest and gave it to his associates 
for appropriate distribution. (Printed in a Sum­
mary). 

"Addressing the Convention of the American 
Federation of Labor on September 24th you gave 
an impressive picture of the purchasing power the 
average workers have in the USA and in com­
munst USSR. 

However the comparison seems to be, the 
reality was and still is worse in the USSR. It will 
interest you, I hope, to have information from 
first hand. 

I am a former Soviet slave, now enjoying the 
freedom in this country. My native country -
Georgia, the homeland of Stalin, where· for many 
years I was a teacher in Batoum, the important 
Black Sea port. I have experiences of my own 
and these of my nearest relatives, friends and 
acquaintances and my data of living conditions 
there are beyond any doubts. 

There is in the USSR a categorie of workers, 
which is forgotten and never mentioned in this 
"socialistic" called State: these are the unskilled 
workers, the night-watchers, cleaners and non­
graduated nurses. Their wages are not higher 
than 60-65 roubles; they have to work 48 hours 
in order to buy one pound of butter or 12 hours 
for one quart of milk. 

I remember exactly how my co-workers in the 
Teachers Institute, Batoum, employed as house 
cleaners (Macharadse, Lobjanidse, Litsar, Tchich­
ladse, Tsyboulnik) and working 16 hours a day 
were constantly hungry and could not afford the 
simplest necessary clothes. 

The American People can not imagine that 
the workers must stand in long lines to buy bread, 
suggar and salt in small rations; that in tumult 
are pushed, beaten to death, treatend by the 
Soviet police as they were wild animals. 

How can the American people believe the 
story that 40 Kolchos-girls, who asked for kerosen 
(there is no electricity in the village Tchaganis), 
a small ration of one ltr. pro family, were all 
punished and the teacher Lejava, who wrote the 
petition, and the oldest girl were deported to Si­
beria. 

The picture of suffering can not be complete 
if the housing conditions are not mentioned. In 
that land of "equality and social justice" an en­
tire floor apartment (Batoum, 18 Roustaveli Str.) 
is occupied by a family of 3 of Communist bu­
reaucrat, and in the same house on another floor 
of the same size - 8 families are living, consist­
ing of 40 peoples. They claim they know no race 
discrimination but they did not find a decent 
room for a Negro-family of six ... " 

Editor-in-Chief Dr. G. A. Kobachidse 

xJ. R396n 88J 19. 
xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 

• • • • • 
• • • 

,, 13396 on:,C9}0.j'!)CJO cl6cl 

JclSo~(ioi:' bo_._.-_":oc, OJJcl;. 
U!)S,fi 09Srw t ,j_?(O ~ ::o.rn 

!JJj[:oo .;o vcl'J:'o.;>rw! ! 
13396 .. :o::,6 .:fl.CJ ?!Jon .,;:-J 

.J-l1io,. 6nC CJOi;O _!)o.l6 clS 

390Sdru:mo ! ! 
6. !)t1,;) J5 0 J. 
































	Scanned000105
	Scanned000106
	Scanned000107
	Scanned000108
	Scanned000109
	Scanned000110
	Scanned000111
	Scanned000112
	Scanned000113
	Scanned000114
	Scanned000115
	Scanned000116
	Scanned000117
	Scanned000118
	Scanned000119
	Scanned000120
	Scanned000121
	Scanned000122
	Scanned000123
	Scanned000124
	Scanned000125
	Scanned000126
	Scanned000127
	Scanned000128
	Scanned000129
	Scanned000130



