— Ronald G. Suny {
. )

Pa
* 1* 1001-5558 2010 04-0005-22

C95 E

Ronald G. Suny 4 N
) The Revenge of the Past: Nationalism Revolution and the Collapse of the Soviet Union
Stanford University Press 1993 .

N

o
190 1 Rethinking social identities:
class and nationality 2 National revolutions and civil war in Russia 3
State—building and nation—making: the Soviet experience 4 —

Nationalism and Nation—state: Gorbachev’s dilemmas .

* ( ) 2010 8 10

2010 4 67
N. W. Journal of Ethnology 2010.No.4 Total No.67



— Ronald G. Suny ~ { N )

1949 N N
- 1949 € ) i
o 1964 1370 ‘ v
o 1964 1362
20 50
° o et o 1977 321~322
1946 2 « » « »
) 2002 277 « ” « » .
20 50 N o
1.
1991
1 0 “
. 1986
pa € ) 20 80
)
=
CED Robert Conquest o
EJ._ «
(1
S ¢ 5 B
L@
o
(@)
=
S
3 @
o “Less clearly recognized than the crisis in the country we study is the parallel crisis within Soviet
o studies in the West” Suny, 1993: 1 . ethnicity, ethnic group “ nation “
@  “But the fissures along ethnic fault lines run deep, and nationalism is perhaps more of an Achilles heel

for the Soviet Union than many of its better known and more celebrated problems. Its magnitude continues to in—
crease. Al present nationalism does not seem to be an immediate threat to the country’s stability.” Rakowska-—

Harmstone, 1986: 259
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D “Sovietology paid far too little attention for far too long to the non-Russian peoples, to the extrapolitical so—

cial environment, and to the particular contexts, contingencies, and conjunctures of the Soviet past”. Suny, 1993: 2
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D “Few understood, until it was overwhelmingly clear to all, that besides chronic economic woes, the great—
est threat to both the Soviet state and its potential for reform would be the emergence of mass nationalist .move—
ment.” Suny, 1993: 2
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(D “Lenin was both aware of the power of nationalism  even as he hoped to harness it to the proletarian
revolution and ready to concede the need to ally with ‘bourgeois nationalists’.” Suny, 1993 87

@ “He remained convinced that nationalism reflected only the interests of the bourgeoisie, that the prole—
tariat’s true interests were supranational, and that the end of colonialism would diminish the power of nationalist
sentiments.” Suny, 1993 87

@ “The new Soviet state was both federative, at least in name and theory, and based on ethnic political u—
nits. Indeed, for more than a decade following the civil war, nationalities like the Jews and Armenians, and the
Ukrainians in Russia, enjoyed extra—territorial privileges, with their own schools and soviets operating in republics
of other nationalities. Soviet practice was a compromise with maximal ideological desiderata. And the very expecta—
tion that such concessions to the national principle would lead to the consolidation of ethnicity, rather than to its
disappearance, proved to be correct for the larger nationalities. Rather than a melting pot, the Soviet Union be—

came the incubator of new nations.” Suny, 1993: 87
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@  “Most importantly, with little read ability to affect its will in the peripheries, the Soviet government made
a strategic shift in response to the growing number of autonomies and accepted by January 1918 the principle of
federalism. ----+ Both federalism and national—territorial autonomy were written into the first Soviet constitution,
adopted in July 1918. As Richard Pipes has noted, ‘Soviet Russia**+++* became the first modern state to place the

national principle at the base of its federal structure’.” Suny, 1993: 88~89
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D “Though in popular understanding and in nationalists’ ideologies the nation is usually thought to exist
g prior to the state and to be the basis on which the state has been formed, historians have long recognized the im—
% portance of states in the creation of nationals. A quarter—century ago, Victor Kiernan wrote ‘Of the two elements
CED nation—state included here, it was the state that came first and fashioned the mould for the nation’. The process
% by which the new state created the conditions for turning ‘a vague sense of nationality *** into conscious national—
= ism’ was intimately linked with the new  Renaissance monarchies’ relationship to the constituent social classes
. and their struggles. Ernest Gellner places the state at the center of his theory of nationalism, along with industrial
8 societies, and declares bluntly that ‘the problem of nationalism does not arise from stateless societies’.” Suny,
o 1993:97
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D “It was the communist regime which deliberately set up to create ethno—linguistic territorial ‘national
administrative units’, i.e. ‘nations’ in the modern sense, where none had previously existed or been thought of, as
among the Asian Moslem people or, for that matter, the Bielorussians. The idea of Soviet Republics based on
Kazakh, Kirghiz, Uzbek, Tajik and Turkmen ‘nations’ was a theoretical construction of Soviet intellectuals rather
than a primordial aspiration of any of those central-Asian peoples.” Hobsbawm, 1990 166

2000 199

@ “A subcommittee on the Negro question was formed---In the discussions 3 viewpoints clashed. One held
that the American Negroes represented a racial problem to be solved fundamentally by the achievement of full so—
cial and political equality. Another maintained that this was true in the North but not in the South, where the Ne—
groes, constituting a majority of the population, had been developing the characteristics of a nation and therefore
required the right of self—-determination. A 3rd view went still further and advocated the slogan of a Negro Soviet
Republic.” Draper, 1960: 345

@ “The Party must come out openly and unreservedly for the right of Negroes to national self-determina—

tion in the southern states, where the Negroes form a majority of the population. ” Draper, 1960: 351
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D “The policy of ‘nativization’  korenizatsiia , encouraged by Lenin and supported by Stalin until the

early 1930s, contributed to the consolidation of nationality in three important ways: by supporting the native lan—

JO

guage, by creating a national intelligentsia and political elite, and by formally institutionalizing ethnicity in the
state apparatus. = Suny, 1993: 102
@ “The Soviet policy of korenizatsiia  mnativization , which involved the promotion of national languages

and national cadres in the governance of national areas, increased the language capabilities and the politicization

ABojouyig

of the non—Russians in the national republics.” Suny, 1993: 105
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@  “The cosmopolitan capitals of Georgia and Azerbaijan now became the seats of native Communists, and
the infrastructures of national states, complete with national operas, national academies of science, and national

film studios, were built up.”  Suny, 1993:105
— 17 —
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(D “In each of the national republics, national identity was both transformed and reinforced in its new form.
In Ukraine, for example, where in pre—Revolutionary times Ukrainian peasants had easily assimilated to a Russi—
fied working class, the new political environment and the shifts in national awareness in the 1920s were reflected
in the increase in the number of ‘Ukrainians’ in towns. ‘There were two aspects to this process:++** the first was
the re—absorption into a Ukrainian identity of assimilated Ukrainians. -----+ We will not forcibly Ukrainise the Rus—
sian proletariat in Ukraine’, said a Ukrainian Communist leader, ‘but we will ensure that the Ukrainian------ when
he goes to the city will not be Russified.” Suny, 1993: 105

@ “The creation of national working classes, newly urbanized populations, national intelligentsias, and eth—

nic political elites contributed to the more complete elaboration of nationhood.” Suny, 1993: 105
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D  “Mobility, acculturation of political and intellectual elites, the preference for Russian schooling, and the
generalized effects of industrialization and urbanization created anxiety about assimilation and loss of culture. A
deep contradiction developed: on one hand, korenizatsiia and the ‘renationalization’ of ethnic groups in the Soviet
years created strong nationalist pressures; on the other, state policies transforming an agrarian society into an in—
dustrial urban one and promoted assimilation to a generalized Soviet culture.” Suny, 1993: 106

@ “Despite the brutal reversals in the nativization policies of the 1920s and the promotion of Russian lan—
guage and culture under Stalin, the processes set in motion of korenizatsiia continued until, by the 1960s, most of
the republics had become more national in character, not only demographically, but politically and culturally as
well. What were in effect ‘affirmative—action programs’ promoted cadres from the titular nationalities, often to the
detriment of the more urbanized and educated Russian  and in Azerbaijan and Georgia, Armenian population. ’

9

Suny, 1993: 109 “ 7 “ .
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(D  “Related to the process of nativization during the Soviet period was the territorialization of ethnicity.
Formerly, many ethnic and religious communities had much greater loyalty to and identity with either the area in
which they lived or, in the case of many Muslims, the worldwide Islamic community ~ the “umma . Supranational
and subnational loyalties competed with the more specifically national ones. For certain ethnicities, most notable
those of Central Asia, the establishment of territorial administrative units on the basis of nationality in the early
1920s was unprecedented and provided clear political and territorial identities as alternatives to earlier religious
and tribal solidarities. Following Stalin’s own definition of nation, Soviet authorities promoted an idea of nation
fixed to territory.”  Suny, 1993: 110

2 “With the coming of Soviet power, cosmopolitanism declined, except in parts if the RSFSR and the Baltic

republics, and many formerly multinational regions and cities gradually became more ethnically homogeneous.”

Suny, 1993: 111
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@D “The convergence of ethnic and administrative boundaries resulted in politicization of ethnicity and in
the emergence of nationalism. The identification of ethnic with political and socioeconomic structures sharpens the
perception of each group’s relative position in the competition for the allocation of social values.” Rakowska-—
Harmstone, 1986: 239

@ “The territorialization of ethnicity and the increased power of the titular nationality creased new problems
of national minorities and diasporas, peoples with few guarantees or means of redress for their accumulated

grievances.” Suny, 1993: 111
— 21 —
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D  “In a Russocentric empire, in which Russian was most closely identified with Soviet, proletarian, and
progress, ethnicity conferred both relative advantage and relative disadvantage. As a fundamental marker of official
if, for example, they were

Suny, 1993: 112

identity, ethnicity made people eligible for either promotion and access to privileges
members of titular nationality of a given republic or discrimination if they were not .”
@ “A fundamental contradiction between empire and emerging nations grew like a cancer within the Soviet
state. Much more than the tsarist empire, the USSR had become a ‘prisonhouse of nations’ indeed, of nations that
had grown up within the Soviet Union. The inherently inequitable political relations between the center and the
republics  and within republics, between the capital and the autonomies became increasingly intolerable as na—
tionalities became capable of self-development. By the post—Stalin period, both titular nationalities in the union

republics and minorities within republics expressed growing frustration at restraints on development imposed by

bureaucratic centralism.”  Suny, 1993: 113
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@ “The principle of nationality that buried the Soviet Union and destroyed its empire in Eastern Europe
continues to shape and reshape the configuration of states and political movements among the new countries of the
vast East European—Eurasian region. The ambitions of nations grow and change, splinter and clash, much as they
have in the past only now, discordance and conflict spread too easily into armed clashes and war.” Suny, 1993:
Ix—x
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