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NTRAL ASTIAN MUSLIMS AND THEIR BRETHREN ABROAD —-

Ma
rxiaf: Solidarity or Muslim Brotherhood?

The
present relationship of the Muslims of Soviet Central Asia

to thelir religiouaf-and to a great extent ethnic, cultural and linguis-

tic—~—kind
red to the south of the USSR's borders is best evaluated by

examining trends. Recent trends must be considered in light of (1)

19¢th and early 20th century history; (2) developments during the period ,7

of the rule of Lenin and Stalin; (3) the evolution of Soviet policy
toward the Muslim world from the mid-1930s to the end of the 1970s; and
(4) the aftermath and implications of the revolution in Iran and the
Soviet invasion of Afghanistan. In this brief essay 1 do not propose-

to engage in lengthy historical analysis but will merely sum up waat

geem to me to be the main characteristics of each period. I will also

from time to time make reference to developments in the Caucasus and

among the Muslim peoples of the Volga-Ural region. These areas have

always had--as they still have--:{mp;artant 1inks with Central Asia.
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the part of the ' |
major Turkish state and the region where the Turks

had their hi
‘ storical roots than nany Western students of the region

have realized * |
or than Russian historians have generally cared to acknow-

ledge. Awareness of, and contzct with, Iran was always substantial.

The boundary where the Russian advaucg into Central Asia halted--mostly
out of fear of a clash wi;h the British-;-—has now for more than a hundr*ed‘
years artificially wall;ad' off a region which through almost all of its
recorded history enjoyed continual im‘:-!erco-urse noi:, oﬁly with the lands

to the south but to the west and east as well.

Have these old links been broken or overshadowed by new ones to the

Russian/ Slavic world to the north and west? They obviously still exist-—-

but are they becoming less important? Has Marxism replaced Islam as

the predominant Central Asian ideology? These are the questions to

which this essay will-addresa itself.
IT
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Central Asian ¢ - -
0 concern with political and cultural renewal

and
economic and social progregs

fell easily into pan~-Islamic and pan-

Turkic ¢
, hannels with the Turkie currents gaining stfength over the

Islamic--in part because the gengse of common Islamic identity and

the Islamic cultgral base remained strong enough to be taken for .

granted. In the Ottoman Empire itself the initial impetus toward

pan-Turkic thinking came largely from the advanced Turkic Muslims

of the Russian Empire. *FN1 e

A subst.antial s‘ense of Turkestani nationalism had developed 'by 9
the time the Tsarist Empire reached its fiﬁsl years. It was encouraged
by the imperial patterﬁ of adﬁlinistration. Condifioﬁs for evolution
of Central Asia into a Turkic-Islamic nation were mucﬁ more favorable
than they were in the Caucasus, with its stronger religious and ethnic

distinctions and wider variations in response to Rugsian imperial

I don:;ination. The comparison 1s almost never made, because subsequent

~ developments were SO different, but an objective assessment of the

factors favoring-—-or not favoring-evolution into a modern nation-state |

Algeria by the eve of World War I.

farther. in Turkegtan than it had :Ln

d ationalism based on Ilinguistic, cultural, historical—
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{11-defined ved b '
sense of Islamice brotherhood survived but nationalism

and regionali ' '
g Sl were more important than Islam as motive forcesg. ‘The

Ataturkist state in Turkey was only residually Islamic in theory; in

practice Islamic loyalties were probably as important as Turkish na-

tionalism in the struggle against Christians such 'as the Greeks and

1
t
L]

Armenians., Less well articulated nationelism emerged as the dominant
force in the ethnically more complex states, Iran and Afghanistan.

- If Central Asia had not become .a battleground for rival Russian-based f’?
political factions, some version of the 'Ean—LTurkism represented by o
Enver Paga in extreme form might well have emerged as a political force

unifying much of the area into a national state, a Turkestan which

/
\

would soon have absorbed the native khanates. The triumph of the

Rolsheviks and Lenin's determination to preserve the Russian Empire,

insofar as possible,

colonial status. Only magsive British intervention could have made

\

any'difference. ' e R T L e

- e -

Bi1t Britain in epite of {ts commitment to continued rule of India, 7=
, | - ' ! A

been Iwilling to

*FNZ British intervention. in Central

the Crimean War, 70 years earlier.

which Sovliet historians "gt1ll like to dramatize

Asia and the CaucaSUS,

. . " -~ was amateurish and heSltant- The enthUBiasm Of the |
as a major threat, +

'5 never matched by 2 10ng-term commitment in

ENS . g true of the collapsing Otto-
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tives, such as
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No other foreign -
80 power had an interest in ‘Playing a major role in

Central Asia or even ip the

. |
aucasus. The United States was not then

a factor 1 ~
n this part of the world., A short-lived proposal for an

What remained_of the Ottoman Empire, its Anatolian core, was too

weak to challenge Lenin'sg reconstituted Russian Empire. If Enver Paga

Instead of Mustafa Kemal had led the Turk:l.sh independence struggle,

Turkey would probably have been plunged into an extended. entanglement
with Lenirl's revived empire. The results wculd have been even more
' disastrous than those of most of the Russo;-Turkish wars that wvere
fought between the 1l6th and the early ‘20th centuries. Atatlirk correctly
judged the limitations of the new state he built from the ruin in which
the final collaps‘e of Ottoman Ipower had left the Anatolian Turks and

made peace with the Bolsheviks. The cost for the Islamic peoples of

the Russian Empire was high in the ahort run., But we can see now, as

the 20th century nears its end that the result haa been to put the

Turks of Anatolia as well as the Turkic peoples of the Soviet Empire

e u stronger position to assert themselves against Russian encroachment

IIT

In C 1 Asia the Bolsheriks showed a healthy respect for the strength
n Central AS

1{sm as well as Pan—Turk:.sm. As soon as their
ona

of Turkestani nati
vital parts of the region was aesured
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nefghbors and discouragrn
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of the Caucasus, Uralg ang Volpa

experience of Sultangaliev demonstrates., FN4 TItg potential for revo-

i ' | |
lutionizing the Muslim East, though theoretically attractive, raised

the specter of intermal pluralism #n the application of communist

principles and dilution of Bolshevik control over outlying parts of

the empire. It could not be tolerated. So both Islam ‘and most normal

manifestations of Pan-Turkic and sub-Turkic nationalism were proscribed.

Economically- Central Asian integration into the reconstituted

Soviet Russian Empire wae accelerated. For all practical purposes the
economic isolation of the area from the lands to the south and east
was now complete.  The purpose of agricultnral collectivization and
of such infrastructure and industrial development as occurred in the

period before World War 1l was to secure full centralized control over

the region's resources and productive capacity and to ensure that this

capacity would be maximized to serve all-unionpurposes. There was a

great deal of propaganda both internally and abroad, about transforma—

tion from colonialism into a new form of economic freedom benefitting

the local population, but the primary result of pre-World War II pp—

development was that Central Asia became a prime producer of raw and

mi ed materials (cotton, minerals) that met priorities set by -
seml-process

the local populations benefitted from some

'GOSPLAN in Moscow. " While

Ithe?-played no role in the decisiondmaking

procesaes it

receive. FN5 | , .
n totalitarian colonialism. "Education

nothing nore tha

but it was really |
g were expanded *and a

greater degree of
public aervice - -




from collectivization which were

gevere in th
e Kazakh steppes. And the Great Purges took a severe

l .
toll of the native political eli tes that had evolved during the 1920s

and 1930s. In terms of culture and religion

¢ ‘

. almost entirely cut off from the Islamic
b

Soviet Central Asia was

Turco-Iranian world to the

south, though. there were intermittent contacts with Chinese Turkestan

and a few links to kindred peoples in the Caucasus and Urals were main— ’;?j 1
- Hi/
tained. On the wh_.ole, however, all Turkic/Islamic peoples were kept

gseparate from each other inside the USSR..

A great deal'of_'intellectual effort went into alphabet and language

reform and the creation of 'separate‘_ literatures and histories for each

individual nationality. The Arabic script was replaced By the Latin

alphabet in the late 1920s, but in less than a decade Latin began to be

replaced by Cyrillic. _ The reeult g epite of rapid increase of 1iterecy,

was to cut the Central Asian peoples off from both the Islamic world of

which they had so long fotmed a part-—and also from their own past. xFN6

Both Harxigt solidarity and Muslim brotherhood were suspect and permitted

L

to manifest themselves only within rigidly prescribed limits.

194]__1953-—Wor1d War II and its aftermath-—entailed

The twelve years
Central Asia an acceleration of all the developments of the
en .

ntensified economic development but entirely

for Soviet

immediate pre-war period: ‘i D
o | 'oals' slight easing of politi-

in the framework of

the wa.r years followed by a distinct:

during

" cal and cultural rt.'?.StT-':'-‘-'-tmIls

3 mained disco ted
o ended.  Central s remsined dlacomected

tightening as BOOH 35 the | Rl
| - - . 7go0lation increased after the end
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of the war. Central Agiang whto.

' had had the oOpportunity defected to
the Germans in sizable numberg, Those who fell back under Soviet

control at war's end were severely dealt with In terina of cultute
and religion,

the final Stalinist years were a period of .rigidity and

repression--histories and novelg yere condemned and reoritten; lingui-

l

stic works the subject of .endless controversy, Contacts with Turkey,

Iran, Afghanistan and Pakistan, let alone with more digtant Islamic

countries, were severely restricted. This was the perio‘d when maximum

eﬁphasie was placed on the notion that all'_peoples .of the USSR were
destined to tnerge into a new specles of "Sov'let man'', when languages
were to. undergo a process of sblizhenie leading eventually to slizanie; |
5_ The Great Russian people had emerged fron the war officially recognized
for what they had always been in fact—-the dominant people of the Soviet

Russian empire, and Rusaification was now more Openly edvocated than

at any previous period in Soviet ‘hietory. :

i ' =
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sing'of.tenaion, a less Li)'

" = —— i

. The death of Stalin soon brought an ea

o presgive atmogphere, but no fundamental changes in the general direc-i )
P

ti f Central-As:Lan economic development in Spite of changes that were
on o . | .

lead to greater regional autonomy.? Central As:l.a became con-
o lea S

| ' .f some' of the Soviet Union's most
t ag the locus o
tinually more imPOrtan .

suppoeed t

development and space techno-
logy. As far a _ + i Ty
i ;N 11 have been OL 'the moon. They were, and

| ad ht just ag we , . | | r o .
gtallationﬂ ° fari ad- all Central Asian' administrative arrange-
1 inso |

are, extra-territoria

 ments are concerned.
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Uunder KXhru -
shchev Soviet foreign Policy became more active and,

in comparison to the doctrinaire rigidity'of

the final Stalin years,

{mag |
more ginative and creative. Khruehchev was an optimist about the

Soviet system andlhelieved that Marxism could be dynamic and conetruc— '

tive. But he was also flexible. Power political congsiderations always

dominated when there was a conflict or potentia... clash between classic

Marxist principles and more pragmatic approaches. The éoviet Union,

by the end of “the 1950s, was deeply involved in the Hiddle Eagt and

Africa. Except in rare instances, Marxism as such did not prove to be

a useful 'tlrehicle' for furthering Soviet influence among Arabs and other
Muslims and such communist parties as existed eouth of the 'Soviet bor-
ders were more often a hindrance and a conplication rather than a help.
Soviet Muslims found themseliree .drawn into Soviet operations in the
Middle East in many ways--and 'some clearly welcomed the opportunity

to break out of the isolation in. which they had lived formore than

'three decades. Before we consider the implications of Soviet Muslim

participation in Soviet foreign policy-—and the limitations that also

‘ exam.ine the moat fundamental
became apparent in the Brezhnev era, let ‘us ; H:)

‘development that became apparent during the 19503 and 19603--population

There was aome influx of non-Muslims

- and growth accelerated afterward

diat ly after the war, but the major addition to the popu—
immediate

during and | _
one*whoae significance has only gradually become

lation of the region was.
expelled from ‘the Euro
These included almost all Crimean Tatars, |

" pean'USSR and the Caucasus for -
evident: peoples
- disloyalty during t |
ti o ula—
. ion of vﬂlga Germans and the entirerna ve1p P .
8 significant ProPpOTEIEt o o e Fg ]




had originally been.as-

d.
sume All the Muslims seem to have managed at least a modest level

of growth even during the ﬁirst years after their resettlement. During

the late 1950s a large proportion of the North Caucaaians were permitted
to return to their restored territories, These Caucaaians brought back
with them a broadened awareness of their Musglim co-religionists in

Central Asia. They left behind, among the Central Asians among whom
they had lived, the same kind of awareness. . Gradually evidence has
accumulated that the exile of these p-eople to Central Asia 'reinforced .

religious belief and created religious links which are increasing in

Importance today. %FN7 Most of the Crimean Tatars remained in Central

Asla, for they were not permitted to return to their attractive and

gtrategically important territory Perhaps as many'ae 400,000 Crimean

Tatars now reside in Uzbek_istan alone., Among the most culturally ad-

vanced and e\litically articulate of all Soviet Musllms, they contri—

and Islamic awarenesa of the local population.

" -
™

bute to both Turkic

But there is little evidence that Marxism has any significance at all

among Crimean Tatars. 'ﬂ;y!;i ;B .l;% ;_~"
's attempt to overcome the

l d t th program for developing "new 1ands" in the mid-1950s. The
ed to the

' ns
movement of large numbers of RUSSia

USSR's chronic grain deficits

and.other Slavs into Kazakhstan .

#
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The

in all likelihood going to overtake

the Slavic population by the end of the 1980g

l

Ther ‘
€ never has been any large—scale migration of Russians into

the four southern Central Asian republics while the native. populations

have continued to exhibit the highest rates of natural -'increase in

the USSR during the 1970s. Statistics are readily available and have

been commented upon at lengih in Western*_-literature./ They demonstrate
.the extraordinary strength'of the Muslim family Elelnentary improve-
ments in medical services and conditions of life which have occurred
during the Soviet ‘period have helped ensu're_‘ahigher rate of survival
and greater longevity, bu.t these .factors.haue not l.edlto continued popu-
lation growth among the European pop-ulation of the USSR : There is very

1ittle evidence that Central Asian Huslims share in the recent marked

decline in life—span, especially among males, that has afflicted the

| -'

Slavic population of the USSR., Central Asians pride themselves on

i

thelir large families and increasing numbers. ; In this they are similar

to their Musl:[m co-religionists south of the border.” The 1979 census

' prouided evidence that a net decline-—-largely as a result. of out—migrs.—

i in among Russians and other European nationalities :
ng _ | _

tion—-may be sett -
in the four southerm Central Asian repuhlics. :
th cause and effect of increased asser-

- onlg' (lentral Asian Huslims. Some features of

g "'tl‘.:an d:'ﬁri'ca.._glarge proportion of them
as



reversible-~-or rev *
ersible only at high cosL to Soviet foreign policy

ob} ectives. Educated Uzbeks, Tadzhiks and

others were recruited into

the Soviet for
elgn service and began appearing in Soviet embassies abroad

In military and economic aid

missions and even occasionally among KGB

teams in the Third World.

Learning

Arabic--and other Middle Eastern languages-—became permissible--sinoe

the knowledge was to serve overall Soviet foreign policy aims. Large

_:.'f/'. )
K fy;

numbers of delegations were brought fronHuslim countries to visit Cen-

- tral Asia. Central Asian awareness .of the Mu's'lim world beyond the
Soviet borders has increased steadily during *the past thirty years.
As Central Asians have increasingly assuimed'c'ontrol of their owm

local government, educational establishments,‘ media and publishing

enterprises, this prooess has‘ become to "some-degree self-propelled and

difficult for Moscow to control for Soviet Huslims have proved adept -

at turning manv features of what for. long were only theoretical "affir-

mative- action'" features of the Soviet system to their. advantage.

; 'i'.' ;

.E'J.tamination of publications such as encyclopedias issued in

" ey
b

native languages in Central Asia during the past two decades reveals

istorical material relating to the
a steady increase of cultural and h lea

f Central Asia and neighboring Islamic countries. The -
o

._Islamic past y | |
entral Asians write their languages have

. CYrillic alphabets in which C

| L] - i < W i . I

inguistic assertiveness | In 8

no v bstacle to 1 - . . - |
t proved to be an O l - i pite of

' f Russian terminolog and'wide—
| introduction 0 ' y..
official pressure for ‘

e ﬁOSt significant trends h&VE been the

' spread 1earning of Russian, t

| e S L t.i ultiva-
ditional terminology and the broad {nterest in cu a
renewal of tra | | Ps

tion of native laﬂguéges";f};;i g
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Islam has nlways been a way' of life;an

f l interlocking amalgam
OIl cultura
1 habitg, rituals of living and attitudes toward family andb

societ —
y-—as much as a religion. Even in urban areag, Islamjc pat-

rural populations elsewhere in the USSR. .Soviet authorities found it
in their interest--as a matter of control--to maintain an official i

Islamic clerical structure which has acduired bureaucratic status and

even a degree of independence. . *FN9 Alongside'-it,-'with some informal

1inks, unofficial Islam has continued to exist. Islamic cults and
brotherhoods have not only proved tenacious, but there is a good body

of evidence that their influence and the --number of Itheir adherents

,, *FN10 -
have been increasing for some time. / While the Kremlin has continued

to encourage atheistic propaganda, -it hasacquired the nature of a

bureauctatic ritual, and there is little evidence of its effectiveness '

Central Asian DGR L , e ® A
even among/ communists. MEE SR EERIR T S e B e~

- The Soviet relationship with China has also worked to the advantage

of Central Asians——many ﬂf Whom haVe (.‘.103& tieS With kindrEd pOPU.lations

. the Chinese side of the border.' At various periods in modern history,
on . .

th has been refugee movement 1n both directions, with the result that
ere

d
Of Uigurésu/lMuslim Chinese--Dungans——in Central Asia

- there are con'ununities

d 1 . umbers of Central Asians—-especially Kazakhs--whose origins
and large n

i h USSR living in Chinese territory. Competition between
~ gre 1n t e ’ _

USSR or China--but it has given Central Aslans some
E ;

§a . +
¥ .
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'_ifitted either th




to require Icontinual compromises with the result tha.t Soviet Muslimg--

n the basie of official information and activities alone-—can now

secure a great deal of reasonably accurate information about Islam

abroad which ‘had long been considered illegitimate for them to have.

7
Marxism, which has weakened in the European USSR and in Eastern Europe )

philosolahy capable of serving as asubstitute religion——is in an
even weaker position-_among Soviet'Muslims_..: It has very little to do |
with their relationship to Muslims in C'n:inal or. SOuth of the USSR's
borders. Moscow cannot permit independent Harxist development for the
same reasons it moved against Sultangaliewr: in lthe' 1920s--out of fear of - -
inability to control it. ..-Even seemingly ‘enthusiastic‘ communist activists

among Soviet Muslims have shown no serious interest in developing crea-.

tive forms of Marxism -.that could appeal to Islamic peoples outside the

£
J

 Soviet borders.

Ad'vanc-es wﬁich the Soviet Union was: able to make in Islamic countries

nd among Islamic'pe.npulations outside its borders during the past 25
a : .

.do with Harxism Conmunist parties, as .

| % A < . s they have often proved
e Eastern and | Africanl .countr;ie 3 t Y P

fluence in Middl
+ ¢ foreign policy goals (as in Sudan)

R "downplayed and indigenous Lcmuni




" but no firm commitment CO

Egypt, Iraq, Syri -
y Oyria, TIg ia not surprising that Central Asiang

gy

t
find communiSt_ ideolo herefO’rE,

and
Communist party links as guch of little

consequence i
q N relationshipsg with peoples to whom they are linked "bY

integration into the USSR economy as a whole., No distinctive Central 7:}
Asian economic relationships with kindred Islamic countries have de-

veloped. Only occasionally, and on a very limited basis, have.central
Asians played a special role in Soviet economic aild activity abroad ,

Within Central Asia, intensified agricultural development—-—grain in

l.' 't 3

Kazlak.hstan and cotton in the lsouthern.rep‘ublics--—has brought no unique
benefits to the local ponulations. | lilxploli:tation of minera‘l 'resources
(oi.l natural gas, uranium, 'aluminum) ‘has:_been | entirelytwithin the
framework of all-union ‘requirements.l .No l:arge-r-scale: 'industrial deuelop— -

ment hag taken place to satisfy specific Central Asian needs oY exploit. {fj ‘

| w
I* I

unique Central Asian potentials.' It became increasingly evident during

e
s

'the 1970s that Central Asia was generating a substantial surplus of man-.

power at a time when shortages in the older industrial regions of the

1.

USSR as well as in Siberia (where they are chronilc),_were ‘becoming .

| more gerious No. gsolution for this dilemma hasbeen found - Schemes

fo di ' ionof rivers to permit vastly expanded cultivation in Central
or vers . .

' . Iboth-at home and abroad,
lar-science reading,
Agia have made good popu i TN ,

investment of the vast resources necessary

implementsuch proj ects has been forthcoming.‘ The issue . 2
to begin to o Py i




acti-

vity that has resulted from ianow of profits from oilf into countries

RN,
1% :

immediately south of the border. Suchdevelo.pments bring home to

Central Asians the fact that the Soviet.,'_économio and political system
—which 1s supposed to bring them so man} advantages-—makea it quite
impossible for any separate region or natiﬂality-to benefit in the

gsame way from resources located in its ;territory.

Compared to conditions that exiatedjr;jbefore World War II, or even
to the situation in the '1950s, Central}Asians‘are now much less isolated
. from knowledge of the outer world. ',: Their' native-language media provide

large amounts of information—-—often carefully selected and. distorted |

om .

it 1is true, about developments: in the outer world including conditions fﬁf)
5 i . - \

in neighboring countries to the south.,‘ There is plenty of evidence that

s -wa

Central Asians have developed the same skills as other peoples of ‘the -

Soviet Union for reading between the lines._ They are also able to listen

l ]

to foreign broadcasts, sometimeq :Ln languages other than ‘their own, for

.knowledge of foreign 1angua;ges‘ among Central Asian educated elites has

Information flows through many other channels. The

& | ¢ ' in cultural identit :
Meanwhile interest in. “r°°ts S l}:i,s ory, | _ %

| re ional history-ethehsame phenomenon that
and family background and in ; s AR, Ry Ea B

L . % g

'!T. ' . ’
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-ntellectuals, teaching at univeraitiea‘:.

cultural publicationa

own regicn,

of local nationalisgm. -Suppressed in one-“'f'ield or aino'ng one group,- it

has constantly welled up among othera. Nationalism haa infected aports./ W

Self-assertion takes not only Ithe_form of interest in native traditions,
but also in independent- approacnee to o:ther cuitur‘ea . Recent observers
report keen intereat 'in Weatern music anong.(ientral‘_ “Aaian youth, wear-
ing of 'l‘-shirlta with European and Anerican' identificat'ion and even
wearing of U.S. militar)r uniform components with inaignia. *FN11 Sorae -

of this is undoubtedly sheer faddism, but :Lt is hardly e.vidence of

Marxist discipline. While 1iterary developments aeldom reflect the
inmediate concerns of the "broad masses . they are frequently highly

revealing of the pre-occupationa of thewopinion-f‘orming' elements in {;:)

.any society.- Concerna of anthropolngists are. often in the same cate-

”. --‘ N . _ i -

gOTry. Study of such materiale from Soviet Central Aeia provides a gre_at

deal of insight into contemporary life--insight which no journalisr_

making a quick tour or even academic exchange atudenta on officially

~ gponsored visits can gain-l_‘. I'N12 el S

. h of Soviet bordera haa attract_
try to the aout
If any single coun -

tention of Soviet Muslims timmally and in &
| There are many reasons. Turkic affinig;Y |

continnally and in greater depth than
ed the,at

B %
any. other, .it iS modem Turk Y iR
e iy vt e N DR E AR N
Ay | [ (g Rt




e"

1s deeply felt, | : e - _
’ I.tEligious t:7~'£1C1i.t:Lons'---the role of the Ottoman sultans

as caliphs~—- |
P play a residual role. But it is primarily the eXperience

f Turk
oL lurkey as a modernizing republic that has attracted the curiosity

of Central Asian elitea._ Kremlin rulers have never been confident of

attempt to

Central Asian loyalties, however to/ e:-:ploit .Central Asian affinity for

Turkey by turning it around and trying to influence Turkey itself.

The official policy of the Kremlin toward Turkey has generally been

one of formal good will with 1ittle warmth | Beneath .the surface there

b . = o, ‘.@?‘-
always llﬂ(s a fear of the positive intcrest Turkey arouses among Soviet "-- !

"I‘-j.. . S ,

Muslims. Internally, in Central Asia{and the Caucasus, Soviet leader-
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ship has actively discouraged interes't_'fin.Turkey‘_ and.d_enigrated indivi-
duals interested in Turkish historicalflties: as backward and reactionar'y. :
In 1945 Stalin tried to intimidate Turkey into accebting semi—satellite
status;—-the pressure baclx-'.fired and-Tur_l;cﬁejr" made a decisive turn toward -
the uest. During the past 20 -jrears; thie:Kremlin has deuoted major re-
sources to encouraging subrersion in Turkey Examination of Soviet

relations with Turkey is enlightening, for it demonstrates the essential

o
..-" .--.-.;l

insecurity of the Kremlin 1eadership as a constant factor in policy towa/—.

"‘"'-.,_‘-

this most dynamic modern state in the Islamic world R _ -

At rurkist Turkey, -even when followingfa policy of neutrality among
atu 1

hment of the Republic almost
it did from the establis
the preat powers (as

was feared by the Kremlin because of its

l [ lr* X
[ 1 ¥
i

example of successful --independent non—communist devel-
as an -CE t 1

'
.-‘1, \ 185

to the end of World War II),

T rkey turned decis:!_vely toward multi-party democracy
When u : .

the road to vigoroua economic deV81oment jn the -

ined economy, it became a greater danger.

' t

of a non-dogmﬂtic .

L w | hen it joined NATO in 1951. The insignificant Turkish
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communist part T e A
' , y was VO pemittEd by Moscow to develop ties to Turkic

Muslim co
mmunists in the USSR. When Marxism emerged into the open in

Turkey in the 1960s,

Turkish leftigtg were not encouraged by Moscow to

Interest themselves in the Turkic Peoples of the Soviet Union. When

the Turkish Labor Party fell into disarray in the wake of the invasion

o

of Czechoslovakia in 1968, Moscow, in effect, abandoned it and shifted

/

to a policy of encouraging extremism and anti—Western violence in

Turkey--but again without any reference to Soviet Hu'slims-. Turkish

leftists were generally not interested in Soviet Muslim Turks.. This
"was natural in view of the fact that from‘ the 1920s onward, disaffected
Tatars, Caucasians and Central Asians had.;*taken refuge in Turkey and
many rose to positions of prominence. . Hanyl of these people had been
liberals in the political contextof the declining Tsarist Empire——but

once settled in Turkey they found themselves denounced as reactionaries

and rightists by the Kremlin. They were ~accused 'from time to time of

.:‘-t .,
'r

subversive activity inside the USSR far beyond any capacity they possess-

ed—-or that would have been tolerated by the Turkish Republican govern-

y gl
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e —
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ment, mindful in the extreme to heed Ataturk's warnings against irrede,ntj-

-' BSTNE TR & >
N rtheless under the rampantly free conditions that prevailed
eve >

-i
!"‘ |'|+

in Turkish eociety after the 1961 constitution was adopted interest -_f_n
- in Turkis

Di “rurkler became a preoccupation of rightist politicians in Turkey.,
- L1y JurxR-=-

Thi ited the Soviet leadership they 1iked it that way. The presence
s su

Turkey gave the Kremlin a convenient excuse to.

but carefully controled formal contacts between Turkey
all bu

- of such currents in

r 'y

ples of the USSR to the level of folklore

'“restrict

and the TurkiC/MUSIim peo A |
ks and Soviet Muslims nevertheless often contrived
'l‘ur . | |
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including support

, '_.  ;Turkistharxists during
this period strongljr condemned all Turicish politicians' who -displayed any.
inte_rest in the Muslims of the USSR. There is not. much . evidence that
| great effort | |

Soviet subversive operatives made / --ntgegltolinfiltrate the sizable 7
communities in Turkey who are of first and s‘econd generation Soviet
(and Chinese) Muslim origin. " The same couldnot be said; howerer, of
thei‘Pan-'l‘urkist National *Mosement Partyl of Alparslan 'llirkes. The expo-
gsure ofﬁ the plot against the Pope has reuealed how extensively this

party appears to have been infiltrated and exploited for"Soviet sub-

versive purposes.
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Far from being able to foster oY try to manipulate feelings of

Harxist solidarity, the Soviet leadership ‘has displayed little confidence

in the actual existence of auch feelings among its Huslim/'l‘urkic peoples f;

. 1'.'..1

and great fear that even experimentation with such political currents

might provide a camouflage—-as far as the Muslim/Turkic peoples them-
talizing on feelings of Turkish and Islamice

— capl
gelves are concerned- -for P i

ubtedly do exist--and which would be Intensified by

brotherhood that undo

| I Cti 2
closer and more frequent conta '

I I . blem.for the Soviet leader—'
t pose the.same pro
Pahlavi Iran did no -
i 'with its Mnslims than Republican Turkey did " The fact
‘ghip in cop ng
p re. Sunni like'most Soviet'Muslims,'While*most
a : . .

“that most An-:-.'.t:t:>lif-1=mB R 85 ‘
' . have been oOf minor significance at least, but
may

Iranians are.Shias T, S i g‘;l;jw,
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t Iran did not embark on a

V Prohdemocratic modernization that

could have m '
ade it attractive to 'intellectuals as an alternative to

communist-style modernization In the USSR When, during the 19703,

Iran experienced a burst of economi.c growth as a result of sudden oil

| 7
wealth, the Shah S imperial pretensions and the equivocal nature of

many lIranian reforms made it questionable as a model that would appeal

v

to Central Asians as anything other. than a country that was benefitting

directly from its own petroleum wealth. ' It was only in respect to e

| Azeris (because of both Turkic affinity:ahd”religion) and Tadzhiks

(because of Iranian heritage) that a deg'ree of mutual. interaction compa-

rable to that which has always to some degree existed between Anatolian
and "Russian'' Turks could come iato play-’:;'-t In,both iﬁstances, some

‘,'.‘_l*;' .

degree of cultural and political influence may have been exercised

by the Soviet Muslim peoples on ‘their kindred on the other side of

the border. The subj ect is, however, complex and inadequately studied.
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o IR il in Iran and the Soviet - .
We are still too close_to the revoltf_ii:t i‘_”% | < %
I amatic events are still far from

invasion of Afghanistan-—and these dr

'thantspeculative answers to most of
e——to give more
running thelr cours . L )

eﬁabout cross-border influences. Kremlin leader-
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gshlp seems to ha e . 2

as the United States anll

1in leaders were as alarmed by some

d its European allies were.
Iranian monarchy' s

sible that some Krem H

It is even pOS | | |
. White House wag_; But it*was not their.
J. -

e
of these developments as .th_ ‘

ies that were: discredited before the world

' {nvestment NOT their. polic e -. ,'1

e i L. | :Let Embaasy that was captﬁred and its occupants made
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hostage in November 1979;

Iranian revolutionaries did not claim to
be Marxists and the |

any of them were, T

deal with., By the

time the Iranian revolution occurred, seireral years of increasingly

!

, intense Soviet meddling in Afghanistan had brought no clear-cut advan-

tages to the Kremlin. The Iranian revolution confronted the Russians

y

with new fears about what might happen in Afghanistan--but every move

that was made to improve the Russian position.there by political and

subversive means——as well as through partp, channels, relying on Marxist
appeals—-brought new complications. We cannot do more’ than guess at

the .complex of considerations that led to ‘the Soviet decision to be
prepared to internene militarily in Afghanistan. The too frequently
heard allegation that the move had nothing to do with fear that rising
politico-—religious disorder and ferment in Iran and Afghanistan might

eventually infect the Soviet Muslim population cannot be accepted on

the basis of present evidenee,

wp e e
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The Afghan invasion was carried out'i nnder a somewhat tattered

banner of Marxist solidarity-—but whatever credibility the notion might
| ne ‘

. Yoid at:' the time (1ittle) has long Since been dissipated by the
ave ha .

. 1ation'hae put up against Soviet
fervent resistance the Afghan popu o

ist factions in Afghanistan
' the fact that Mar*c
forces a5 well as by . , _ |

1 of uniting into anfiaemblance of a government
= et : ;

| e Mﬁ{than.24 honre if Soviet.
‘e maintain itself more ih ur _
that would be able tO R e T

e withdrawn.- BT
tanks and bayonets wer ‘ Pl Iy

h wag ; high degree of curioaity among the Soviet
We k:now that t ere .

events in Ira.n from mid-1978 onward.
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» by and large, to have continued Whether

1 "
interest can be differentiated into clearly definable attitudes is

much less clear.

i

Shias / few in Central Asia. Specific Shi ite senti-

ment 1s hard to verify. _ A more general interest in the spectacle of

an Islamic people taking its destiny into its own hands and accepting

a leadership largely because it has no outside, foreign links, is at-

tested to a greater degree.  There isg little evidence that Central Asians, oy

have interpreted Iranian developments in terms of Marxism. The Tudeh

Developments
Party, e.g., seems to evoke little sympathy /among groups such as

'II ,_
I

Azeris and Turkmens in Iran, of course,’ and..their struggles against e

religious authorities in Tehran, may be Tpfrovoking more concern among

their kindred across the border. |

Central Asian intercst,in Afghanistan_seems ‘to have been much

less. intense than in Iran until the invasion occurred. The invasion

changed everything. Soviet Central Asians are ' involved in it still

though early use of Central Asian troops and resultant difficulties,

Iwhich are reasonably well sttested led to more reliance on Slavs and

sians have been drawn into Soviet poli—

other Furopeans. But Central A

Afghanistan. The popu_
related'minorities in 1
| tical efforts to cultivate .
.Afghanistan includeSrlarge numbers of Turkmens,
rn ;
1]-.-
Among each.of these peoples, but especially among

Uzbeks and 'I'adzhiks- _ g
e direct descendants of parents who fled from

lation of northe

the Uzbeks, many people 31' j b
b rder during the 19203, when the Basmachi were =
0 ‘ ¥

et side of the Seery
the Sovi N the commotion that resulted from collecti-

"f the 19303 _ .Marxism would not have



et

much appeal to sy I L " '
ch people, but cloge ethnic and religious ties would

o %

till be real. The

in '
fluence coulgd 20 both ways. There i3 evidence

from Af '
ghanistan to Bupport almogt anyf interpretation one might ﬁSh
to emphasize, ' o I

On the larger international plane it is clear that the invasion

of Afghanistan is having, and is likely to continue to have, a profound

|‘

eff_ect on Muslim attitudes toward the Kremlin in the whole region from

the Mediterranean to Southeast Asia.' At the same time, it has heighten-

J':.—--

B4 the interest of many of these People in the status of Muslims in ﬂ

the USSR and in their attitudes and orientation toward the Soviet system.

Central Asian Huslims serving abroad f'fnd themselves in an equivocal

position when confronted with this curiosity K _they' try_to justify
the invasion of Afghanistan,. they_have.,l to do so on grOunds of pacifica~
i - tion and accelerated modernization—-nof}]":i{arrism as such. A few are
. lcno.wn to have expressed -the view' that.;thle areas- of Afghanistan inhabited

by the same pe0p1es as live across the Soviet borders should be incorpo—

rated with thelr "home" republics in the USSR. This kind of attitude

applears to have very little to do. with a desire to expand Kremlin/Marxisf’“

influence as such--more with their _own Qentral Asianl nationalism. S

- OWIEL G
's face in the 19803 the fascinrating spectacle of a much more
o we fa | .
' . Asian Muslim population confronted

confident, self-conscious Central

n the.r.egion :meediately to their south which
N " eriod inunediately following World War -Il. -

Rk S| SR | -esfromchinat'wherekindred Turkic peoples are
= | luence : o . .

approach to modernization that the rulers .
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adjustin to the pragm i _ _
, - j g d te.d alonz with a guch}lm_ore positive orientation -
. in Peking have a DP " | - & ; B 1 |

: e .5 'J i T | “ L
E L & ' l

i s f ) - :
j e J. o - - : P — | e— ] e o e o A w = L L e, e g e R R -
e e i g 1 = oy =i B = =



-
W _,._'.___L_:‘

- develop thelr relationship

| relationships iS d

Turkie. heritage-

o as Well_aé | i
to the outer world, / R 1 14

. | = g s - '
na ive population of Central Asia to do muéh more than capitalize of £

the opportunities the present situation--and their own position within
B

the Soviet Union--gives them to make further material and psychological

;

. | |
gains, *FN13 Many questions remain open--not only

in respect to foreign orientation but on domestic concerns as well.

Have the five republics, for example, gained the loyalty of their

-i'; I*

"nationalities" to the extentr that all prospects for future Turkestani
gsolidarity are dead? ‘C'an nationalism opefrate_ in Central Asia on two
or three different levels? Is there,__ind:eed ,j a version of the nenr
"Soviet Man" emerging there? What is the:.:_role of Islaln as a unifying

force? Are nationalism and religion diff:erentiated?'-

Consideration of these questions leads in turn back to the questions

with which we began this essay What is the basis of Central Asian

s and co-religionists beyond their borders?

interest in kindred people -

Some things can be said with relative assurance. Marxism does not‘ |

.

offer a basis for constructive relationships." It is,not necessarilj

an obstacle except 1in certain instances, such as Afghanistan. For
’ . .*-' -u_-' . .

th. ~ t part it 1is irrelevant.-, Centralc -Asians show no inclination to
e mos | .

S with kindred peoples in Marxist terms.,

i ase . Islamic—based
d toward increase interest in
On the other hand a tren

iscernible.i How 1t will develop is difficult to pre-

damental--is a sense of common

whether with peoples such as the

dict. Equally strong-—perhaps more fun

1t islnot clear

- génge of . n herigage is as strong or, if it is, whether

* Tadzhiks, th'-?-/comqn_lra?%a_ PP XL

| N | i ' ' ;-ﬁ{;%ﬁf“;J_ .
i consequences. - - ciohe oy
{t can have the same comsequemces: ' il
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