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Alexandre Bennigsen

he impact on Soviet Muslims of the war in
Afghanistan and the Islamic Revolution in Iran
has been the subject of considerable debate
over the last few years. Soviet sources, as usual, pro-
vide only incomplete information. Some Western ob-
servers have taken the position that a destabilized
Muslim world on the immediate borders of the USSR
has had virtually no impact on Soviet Muslims, such IS
the advanced state of Soviet Central Asia’s “moderni-
zation,” secularization, and *social mobilization.” By
this reckoning, Soviet efforts to purge the Muslim Cen-
tral Asian population of its Islamic consciousness
have been broadly successful, and consequently Is-

| lam is no longer important in the makeup of the iden-_

tity of Soviet Muslim elites (although it has greater in-
fluence among the more conservative masses).' Other
pbservers insist that Islam remains a common denom-
inator among the Turco-Iranian peoples of Soviet Cen-
tral Asia and the Caucasus.? This being the case, it is
inconceivable that Soviet Muslims can remain unaf-
| fected by the turmoil just across their borders, and it

}s probable that information and ideas, particularly.
undamentalist ones from Iran and Afghanistan, will-

Continue to penetrate the borders of the USSR. .

Th{:ieddet?ate. often centers on the idea of “spillover.”
Sore F?a lluminates less than it obscures for two rea-
Tan » n drskf itis not necessary for ideas to “spill” from
giver, the ghanistan into the USSR to Have an effect;

drop can

have an im N - I. - : L " i s
act w
Second, * P ell in excess of its volume.

Shllover” implies that Soviet Central Asia is

— = TTPles that Soviel Lerftal.nsid B

A’exandre

des HaUteBe"”"SSen is Director of Studies at L’Ecole

Versity of ; aﬁudes en Sciences Sociales of the Uni-
Unfversity ; Csh and forrper Visiting Professor at the
Centra) pcr) | ICago. His most recent work on Soviet
(1983) wh? s The Islamic Threat to the Soviet State
» Which he co-authored with Marie Broxup.

Closed nature of Soviet society the merest

somehow an empty vessel; in fact, Soviet Muslim

territories—with their long Islamic tradition—are simi- |~

lar to the other parts of the Muslim world where a new .
upsurge of Islamic awareness is evident. This aware-

ness among Soviet Muslims did not begin with the

events in Iran but was in fact visible considerably
earlier, being the resuit of local factors in Turkestan
and the Caucasus. An Islamic religious revival (partic-
ularly noticeable in the activities of underground, or
“parallel,” Islamic organizations), a new pride in past
glories, cautious manifestations of cultural national-
ism, and a growing xenophobia all began to surface
after Stalin’s death. It would be a mistake to believe
that events in Afghanistan and lran are contributing to
the ‘closed society of Soviet Central Asia something
that was not already there in substance. Their impor-
tance is that they have imparted additional energy and
self-awareness to an Islamic milieu already character-
ized by considerable political dynamism and religious
activity. |

There can be little doubt that Soviet authorities are

worried about the “Islamic problem.” They under- |-~

stand that Islam isbecoming more difficult to control

| in Central - Asia and thé Caucasus, that events In

Afghanistan and Iran have made this situation worse,
and that the worsening situation could be exploited by
foreign’ powers. In-a recent article about Soviet reac-
tions to events in Iran during 1981, Yaacov Ro'i sum-
marizes this concern: e

The fact that the republican party press has spelt out
its anxieties so plainly clearly demonstrates a serious
problem, That the central, all-Soviet media have not

o —————————————————————————————————————

'See, o.g.. Martha Brill Olcott, “Soviet Isiam and World Revolution,” World Politics
(Princeton, NJ), July 1982, pp. 487-505.

*This opinion, which happens to be that of the present author, is shared with other
scholars, e.8., Michael Rywkin, Moscow’s Muslim Challenge, New York, M. E.
Sharpe, 1982.
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themselves directly (0 this question,
the existence of any Muslim problem
hardly-convince the analyst elther of
or of official Soviet indifference to it.?

81 the volume of material in the
news media that has been -de-
" has grown enormously,
lus provided by occur-
Iran. This literature not

s the problem’s existence, but also de-
of its aspects in detail. The analysis that

follows 1S hased primarily OnN suqh Sovi_et sources,
nainly Caucasian and Central ASI_an-pe(_lod:ca|s.:‘ It
alSo draws on personal contacts with Soviet Muslims
abroad; on the testimony of numerous foreign visitors
to Central Asia in the period from 1982 to the present
(these include Europeans, Americans, Muslims from
different countries, and even 2 number of Afghans
who have recently been in the USSR ‘and have since

-

syaacov Ro'l, “The Impact of the Islamic Fundamentalist Revival of the Late 1970s
on the Soviet View of Islam,” in Yaacov Ro’i, Ed., The USSR and the Muslim World,
London, George Allen & Unwin, 1984, p. 168.

‘There are now a number of good sources of translations of the Central Asian
press. For this study, in addition to my own reading of the primary sources, | have
used three in particular: Foreign Broadcast Information Service, USSR Report,
Political and Sociological Affairs, Central Asian Press Survey (Washington,
DC—herealter FBIS); The Central Asian Newsletter of the Society for Central Asian

over, since 19
al Asian
“|slamicC problem
ggesting @ stimu
fghanistan and

Joted to the

only confirm
scribes some

Studies, Oxford: and Radio Liberty, Digest of the Native Language Press in the USSR:

Caucasian, Central Asian and Turkic (Munich). The FBIS reports unfortunately do
not give transliterations of the original titles of articles, which makes it somewhat
more difficult to use for those who read the languages of Central Asia and wish to

examine the original material.
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defected): and on increasing evidence In Central
Asian and Cqueasian samizdat.

New “Enemies”

-——_________'____———__—__—_-_-

Until 1980, Soviet authorities for the most part pub-
licly dismissed the possibility of Central Asia’s becom-
ing contaminated from abroad. Moreover, when the
Soviet media occasionally did allude to an external
threat, the anti-Soviet influences were always
identified as “Western imperialism™ or “Zionism.” Be-
ginning in about 1982, however, the tendency to see
only the West as the perpetrator and beneficiary of
destabilization in Soviet Muslim territories changed
significantly. Today Soviet observers frequently cite
Middle Eastern influences as the most dangerous.

This new emphasis on the Middle East as a sourcei/\;
of subversive ideas is exemplified in the works of Pro- -
fessor A. Doyev, holder of the chair of Scientific Athe-
ism at Frunze University in Kirghizia. Doyev singles
out such Islamic organizations as the Afghani Hezb-1
Islami and Jamiat-i Islami, the Rabitat ul-Alam al-
Islami of Mecca (which he denounces as a “terrorist
organization”), the Syrian and Egyptian Ikhwan al-
Muslimin (“Muslim Brothers”), and several Turkestani
and Caucasian émigré groups in Saudi Arabia, Tur-
key, Indonesia, the United States, and West Germany
as ones seeking to spread their influence in Soviet
Central Asia. He also points an accusing finger at ra-
dio broadcasts to Central Asia from ‘lran (Radio

970US heresy..
Mo ey ke
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. hidin, and Soviet Muslims

'S, Muj

ad Urumal

ave focused on three main themes
SV S?:grctise r;s|amic threat. First, they argue, Is-
: as an offensive instrument by for-
Soviet Muslims against the Soviet
Russian ‘‘elder brothers.”

s to incite |
d against their
we read:

oign POWE
gystem an
For example,

preach pan-Islamic ideas and ideolog-

disguised as dogma; they interfere In
ciety and spread hostility among So-

| Foreign circles
ical subversion

the life of our SO
viet nations.®

Also:

The number of foreign radio stations broadcasting re-
ligious lectures in the different languages of the Soviet
nations has significantly increased during the last
years. Imperialist forces exploiting events in Poland, in
Afghanistan, and in Iran are working hard to reinforce

religious propaganda.”’

Second, Soviet sources accuse foreign propaganda
organs of attempting to show—implicitly in the case of
A_yatollah Ruhollah Khomeyni's destruction of the lra-
nian communist left and explicitly in the case of Soviet
_ at_tempt_s to eliminate Islamic resistance forces in
Nghanlst_an-—that Islam and Marxism are inherently
[Pcompatlble.'This is not a message the Soviet author-
€S want their Muslim population to accept, and con-
sequently they have spent a good deal of time and ef-

f :
;”O:? refute it. A recent statement by a Professor
-Jrtiqov of Tashkent University is typical:

(0, -
d ur) enemies and adversaries in the Near and Mid-

le E - :
Unb ast distort the facts in order to negate

ZDeki ’ .
[ 'Stan’s achievements. They spread the lie that

eninism js .
patib} unacceptable to Muslims and is incom-

A
1sensi ngf Islam. They attempt to arouse religious
ngs. Theing, o imbue them with anti-Soviet feel-
Nt <ty m s e unscrupulously falsifyi -
ts:tuat:on of Islam in U?e USS;}:; . sitying tI{e pres
A Doyev, i _—

"Islam ang :
PP. 68.74, Atheistic Work,” Kommunist (Frunze), No. 2, 1984,

"Major g
an
Casign SralN. Ovez

of the g

'Edilnrim |

ov, ;
nniver: epuly chairman of the KGB of the Turkmen SSR on the
ary of the CHEKA, Sovet Tdrkmenistany (Ashkhabad),

nkK ;
v ";Jmmumst (Baku), Jan. 28, 1983
» The Leninist Friendsh . .

nFBIS, July 20 Ip of Peoples,” Sovet Ozbekistoni (Tashkent),

ont on Fep 16—1'7 1983, p. 37. This item was a report at a conference
etween Soviet Peo. |1 983, on the theme of "Brotherhood and
®) werg Cited i Ples.” Both the Ortiqov article and that of Doyev

abj an excellent e 4 .
2 (Lundon). No. 36, July l;an: IT:I;.:! o ey T

. in the People’s Republic of

Ayatollah Ruhollah Khomeyni and his Islamic Revolu-
tion have suppressed lran’s communist movement
and also pose a threat of revolutionary contagion lo

Moscow’s Muslim subjects in Central Asia.— """
—Ledru/SYGMA.

Third. with respect to current events in lran and
Afghanistan, Soviet sources insist that Islam there Is
primarily the refuge of “fanatics” and other anti-Soviet
elements, and that these extremists are encouraged
by foreign agents. Explicit in this line of argument IS
the fear that the Afghan example might inspire similar
wtanatics” within the USSR. Professor Anvar Qasimov

of Tashkent University spoke to this danger:

___ the Afghan counterrevolutionaries’ goal is the
overthrow of the [Afghan] government and the estab-
lishment of either a monarchy or a conservative 1s-
lamic republic. [Afghan] clerics ... back the counter;
revolutionaries and attempt to promote a “holy war
under the green banner of Islam.... Counterrevolu-
tionary ideologists accuse the Afghanistan People’s
Democratic Party of planning to eradicate Islam, of
burning mosques and holy books, of banning religious
rites, and of teaching atheism in the schools. ... EM
emy propaganda claims the USSR invaded Afghant
stan in order to establish its own institutions 1N that
country. These lies have an effect on backward and




S0urces.

ed segments of the [Soviet] pop-

lities in Central Asia. It claims
are being banned ... and talks

tion of Muslim peoples. ... Al-
| 0 tionalities . .. are united in a single
ihoUSha ¢ must never be forgotten that
family, ' n the shadow of reaction-

) | .

* nism, operating | . .
3”"?;{':;2 L;nd conspiring with the vilest traitors of var-
ary

s religious organizations, will never surrender
j0

woluntarily.®

s ———————

Adverse DomestiC Trends

. —

These themes, emphasizing that the USSR’s “Mus-
im problem” is being exacerbated by outside forces,
are supplemented by an abundant literature, mostly
tom the last three or four years, that locates the
causes of the problem mainly at home. Three phe-
nomena, all predating the recent events in Afghani-
stan and Iran, have drawn special attention: the con-
junction of Islamic beliefs and practices, on the one
hand, and heightened nationalism, on the other; the
related activity of underground (“parallel”) Islamic or-
ganizations in the USSR; and the growing interest In

viet Muslim intellectuals. :

"It_is.well known," wrote a Daghestani anti-religious
specialist in 1983, “that religious survivals are tightly
ied to nationalistic trends. The nationalistic survivals
?vflge"n take on a religious appearance (obolochiki),
" efrftl:glous survivals are propagandized under the
acEnC:) k- e(:j defer?sz_a of national traditions.”*® Thus, it is
Oﬁendine tghed, it IS not easy to combat Islam without
n s recge nte n_atlonal traditions of Soviet Muslims."
collcagus ot tahrtlcle, 0. Redzhepova, senior scientific
e Turkime i Department of- Philosophy and Law p_f
CUmmentator: cadgmy gf S_mences and a frequent
€PUblic, oy I?ptlnatlonallty and religious affairs in her
of fEligiau Plicitly aqknoxyledged that the overlapping

> and nationalist trends has its domestic

We bejj .
ism helg:et(t)hat nat{onah'stic propaganda of imperial-
Sustain and to stimulate the negative

— "8 and to stimulate the negative

"Anvar Qa
Si

*S. Musﬁm

M.haisiin PI’O
ﬁn_aahag

OV, "Crocodile Tears. '
v P42, |

Paganda,” Sovetsk

' Sovet Ozbekistoni, Feb. 22, 1983, in FBIS,

P .
8ISuasiveness—Some Pressing Problems of

propaganda maligns Soviet pol- .

| Islam and the Muslim world abroad on_the part of So-_
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phenomena in the national relationships in the USSK.
But we do not consider it the only reason. ... Besides
this external factor, there are also domestic contradic-
tions and miscalculations (proshchéty) that result
in deviations (otstupleniya) from international-
ism—which is the norm of the socialist way of life.?

The confusion between the national and the reli-
gious is, of course, not a new problem in Islam, but
the intensely national/religious experience of both the
Iranians and the Afghanis has forced Soviet authori-
ties to see that Islam and nationality are often inextri-
cably tied. At the same time, Iranian and Afghan na-
tionalism—as well as the “domestic contradictions”
noted by Redzhepova—have prompted Central Asian
and Caucasian Muslims to realize that religion and na-
tionality need not be separated.

Indeed, the tendency of Soviet Central Asian and
Caucasian literary figures to use themes that are im-
plicitly, and on occasion openly, Islamic or nationalis-
tic in flavor has accelerated since the beginning of the
Islamic Revolution in Iran and the war in Afghani-
stan.'® Also more evident is a move to purge foreign—
especially Russian—words from native vocabularies.™
These and other indications of a reexamination of
their roots (mirasism) were discernible among Central
Asia’s Muslims long before either Iran or Afghanistan
erupted, but events in those two countries have cer-
tainly further stimulated such a reexamination.

Similarly, if we are to judge by the increase in Soviet
denunciations over the last three years, the activities
of “parallel” Islamic organizations in the USSR have
increased remarkably, an expansion that may well be
related to events in Iran and Afghanistan. Singled out
for attacks are the activities of “self-appointed” (or

e

125ee 0. Redzhepova, “When the Arguments Are Missing,” Turkmenskaya ISkra
(Ashkhabad), June 30, 1984. Redzhepova’'s article sought to refute the argument in
my article, “‘Soviet Islam since the Invasion of Afghanistan,” Central Asian Survey
(London), July 1982, pp. 65-78, which had suggested a connection between the
Iranian and Afghan events and the increased Islamic activity in the USSR.

3For discussion of this trend, see Daniel C. Matuszewski, “The Turkic Past and
the Soviet Future,” Problems of Communism (Washington, DC), July-August 1982;
William Fierman, “Two Young Uzbek Writers' Perspectives on Assimilation,” Central
Asian Survey, November 1983, pp. 63-78: and Tdlegen Togbergenov's review of
Absattar Derbisaliev's book, Shyngyrau Bulagtar (Deeply-rooted Sources) in Qazaq
Adabiyaty (Alma-Ata), Nov. 26, 1982.

140n this subject, see Marie Broxup, “The Soviets in Afghanistan: The Anatomy of
a Takeover,” Céntral Asian Survey, April 1983, p. 84. Baku periodicals, especially
the literary paper in Azeri, Addbiyat va Injasanat, regularly publish information on
the cultural life of Iranian Azerbaijan, works of southern Azerbaijani writers, and also
poems by Soviet Azerbaijanis proclaiming their faith in the future unification of the
two Azerbaijans. See, for example, the article by Azeroglu in Adabiyat va Injdsanat,
Dec. 3, 1982; the poem by Esmira Mirzaeva, ibid., Mar. 4, 1983; and the article by
Yashar Garaiev, ibid., Jan. 1, 1983, in which he exalts the ‘‘common Eastern
heritage’ of northern and southern Azerbaijani literature. During Stalin's time, any
mention of a “common heritage™ in this regard was considered a dangerous heresy.
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“‘nonregistered”) mullahs,'® clandestine religious
schools and illegal mosques run by adepts of the Sufi
orders.'® and the activity surrounding “holy places.”
The “holy places,” usually associated with the mem-
ory of a Sufi saint, are centers of pilgrimages for thou-
sands of Soviet Muslims.~ ~ 7 T T
“The danger of ideological subversion,” writes an
Uzbek agitprop expert in a discussion of the activities
of unofficial Muslim clerics, “must not be underesti-
mated.”'” Writing in 1983, a Kazakh anti-religious ex-
Pert notes that unsanctioned Muslim religious organi-
%ahtilor'\s are “much more sophisticated than before.
finds l:s due to the fact that among believers today we
e wi(t)rt\ only culturally backward ‘people but also peo-
- “secondary and even higher education.”'® Re-
INg “holy places,” there has been a veritable flood

o critical articles i . :
es In th
three years 1s e Soviet press over the last

and |ran. 2o

T : T
. he third treng emerging in the post-1980 period Is

| )
(esp"eccf;?lsed Interest among educated Soviet Muslims
Y the younger generation) regarding Islam

angd t .
to th ehe Muslim world abroad. Particularly worrisome

of youti‘;tgogtl_es must be the increase in the number
the Val’i()usn Intellectuals showing political interest in
Iran, Alger revolunqnary “neo-Islamic” movements of
ments ~. o» @nd Libya. Although the last two move-

S a i
"¢ frequent recipients of Soviet largesse, So-

ares common borders with Afghanistan

This is particularly true in Turkmeni- -

and. founder of the Nagshbandi Sufi brotherhood, is one of

—Courtesy of the author.

viet Muslim readers are warned that the ideology of
these movements is reactionary and opposed to the
ideas of scientific socialism, in spite of their “‘tempo-
rary anti-imperialistic character.”?' The connection
hetween Iran and Afghanistan and this new interest in
Islam abroad was ‘made explicit as early as '1980 by
the head of the Azerbaijan KGB, Major-General Zia
Yusif Zade, who denounced the “harmful influence of
imperialist propaganda, of the ‘sectarian under-
ground’” (a synonym for the Sufi brotherhoods), and

of the “reactionary Muslim clergy” (another synonym
for the Sufi adepts) on “certain representatives of our

intelligentsia and young people.”™*
L

wBass Brown, "The Phenomenon of Self-Appointed Mullahs,” Radio Liberty
Research Bulletin (Munich), RL 220/81, May 29, 1981. See also Muslimov, loc. cit.,
p. 37.

19See, @.8., Sovel Ozbekistoni, Sept. 26, 1982; and B. Yalkabov and Yu. Yulin,
“Charlatans," Turkmenskaya Iskra, Apr. 3, 1982.

'"M. A. Usmanov, “Greater Effectiveness for Atheistic Education,” Pravda Vostoh#
(Tashkent), June 12, 1984.

\sXomsomol'skaya Pravda (Moscow), June 11, 1983.

1See, @.8., V. A. Kuroyevod, Religiya i tserkov’ v Sovetskom gosudarstve (Relg:o"
and Church in the Soviet State), Moscow, lzdatel'stvo Politicheskoy Literatury. 1981.
pp. 199-200; Muslims of the Soviet East (Tashkent), No. 2, 1981, and No. 1. 198 )

ro|n particular, see M. G. Gapurov, first secretary of the Central Commilleé of the
Communist Party of Turkmenistan, “Forever in One Family,” Turkmenskays Isk’e.
jan. 25, 1983; and S. Saparov, “The Real Face of the Ishan—the Truth about the
Holy Places,” ibid., Jan. 9, 1982.

»1See T. Khydyrov and K. Bagdasarov, “Islam in the Plans of Anticomm
ibid., Sept. 11, 1982. 2
2Major General Zia Yusif Zade, “Protecting the Country and the People.

Bakinskiy Rabochiy (Baku), Dec. 19, 1980, emphasis added.
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//,—__—_—_—/"— Union. Some Soviet Muslims, in fact, saw the repres-

-Ef; Chﬂﬂncls of In[()rmatlon sion of the Tudeh Party, one of the oldest communist
‘ parties in the Muslim world, as evidence that commu-

sources identify a variety of channels, old | nism could be defeated by militant Islam.?* Several

;;- 50wevtv through which ideas and information about foreign Muslim travelers to Azerbaijan and Central
i' i ?ein. iran and Afghanistan are transmitted to So- | Asia told me that the Iranian revolution’s populist di-
ef"enwiuslims. in the case of Iran, the most important mension had particular appeal to the younger intellec-
viet trom the amount of attention Soviet | tual Muslims of the USSR, who are tired of the corrup-

* conduit, judging T, . . . . . &
cources pay to attacking it, is foreign radio broad- | tion and oppressive bureaucracy of the Russian-domi-

' | casts, especially those from Iran itself. Most often | nated Communist Party. - .

; mentioned are Radio Gorgan'and_ Rac:jlo Tabriz. The Forelgn brqadcasts are also bl_amed for adverhsupg

tormer, located In Gorgan, an lranian city near the So- | to Central Asians the Afghan resistance to the Sowgt

viet Turkmen border, broadcasts in Persian and Turk- occupation of Afghanistan. Only one statio‘n, Radio

| men: the latter broadcasts in Persian and Azeri. Also | Free Afghanistan, actually broadcasts from Afghani-

: cited are broadcasts trom the Gulf States and Saudi | stan proper,2® but the information Is relayed by a mul-

E Arabia, which Soviet agitprop specialists link to the | titude of Western stations: Radio Liberty in all Turkic )
“nan-Islamic propaganda of the imperialists.” The for- | languages of the USSR and in. Tajik; BBC and the;'j_
eign broadcasts are condemned mainly for their reli- | Voice of America (in Russian, Uzbek, and Azeri);

gious rather than for their political content, although Deutsche Welle: Radio Urumqi; Radios Gorgan and

Soviet commentators are quick to point out that it is Tabriz; and Saudi Arabian Radio.?” Perhaps the most

impossible to distinguish the purely spiritual from the significant of these is Radio Urumagi, whose expanded

political and that “there is a general unity between im- | broadcasting to Soviet Central Asia was noted by some
perialism and clericalism.”** Western observers as early as 1980.%°

In addition to purely religious broadcasts, Iranian There can be little question that these broadcasts
radio stations have taken a consistently anticommu- | are listened to with considerable interest. In August
nist line since the downfall of the Shah. The liquida- | 1983, a Western visitor to Samarkand conversant in
tion of the Iranian Tudeh (communist) Party is de- | Uzbek and Tajik inquired of her hosts what they knew

; scrib_ed in Iranian broadcasts as a victory of Islam over | of the war in Afghanistan. She was taken by them to a

.~ | Marxism. Moreover, Iranian leaders have condemned local teahouse and invited to listen to a regular.broad- | ...

Soviet policies toward Islam in the Caucasus and Cen- | cast of Radio Liberty in Uzbek, which gave extensive

tral A'sia and proclaimed that Soviet verbal support for | coverage of the Afghanistan situation.®®

Muslims abroad is pure hypocrisy. They have pro- The responses of Soviet Muslims interviewed about

fESSed_ considerable sympathy for the mujahidin free- | their knowledge of events in Iran and Afghanistan

ggcj flghter§ in Afghanistan and have condemned the | strengthen the case for the radios’ impact. One Turk-
et Invasion of that country as an act of “imperialist | men listener to Radio Liberty (RL) said:

aggression. 24

Mdglilri’s?f course, difficqlt to assess how Soviet |/ am convinced of the truth of RL's bro_agicasts be-

east. b eact to these Iranian broac!casts. At the very |cause they bear out what people are saying among

» Droadcasts by Iran and by stations in the Middle | themselves. For example, as regards the war in Af-

East 3
sensean? Western Europe must have conveyed some | ____
of the enormous dynamism and excitement of |
An Azeri blue-collar worker from Baku who was interviewed in summer 1983

the Irani
!. n Ia n rev . ) . . . .
Sharp COntra ; 0| Utlon' Whate_ver ltS dlreqtlon—l_n declared: “People in Baku are very sympathetic to events in Iran. | heard that their
St to a more static Sowet SOCIth. It IS private feeling is: 'We should deal with (our) Communists like the Iranians did with

.,_
il

:' hi :

i Irag:llg |Ik€|y that many Soviet Musﬁms interpret the theirs....'" See RFE-RL, Soviet Area Audience and Opinion Research, Soviet

: N events 3 . : Background Notes (Paris), SBN 6-83, August 1983.

? ' mong Other thmgsr as an Increase Of 21The transmitter was established with the help of French technicians and could be

local :
auth Y L] L ] [ ] [ ]
Oflty against outside influences—and it iS | heard in some parts of Soviet Central Asia. It broadcast in Pashto and Dari and had 2

not

texthCh of |eap to transfer the lesson to the con- weekly 15-minute Uzbek-language program that treated, among other things, the

of the Multinational empire that is the Sovi history of Central Asia, including events like the Basmachi uprising. It is not clear if
. p al 15 € oviet this transmitter is still operating. | FRESLTNE

:
i —— t’RFE-RL, Soviet Area Audience and Opinion Research, “Listening to Foreign
/

Ylsa Dzhabba;m ( Radio Among Soviet Nationality Groups,” Research Memorandum (Paris), RM 6-84,
¥a San'ayj (Tashkant)‘labbamﬂ' "“The Life of Slander Is Short,” Ozbekiston Adabiyati May 1984,
R "“E.g.. Tehran Radi;.lgn. 27, 1984, in FBIS, May 25, 1984, pp. 76-77. . 1S Enders Wimbush, Nationality Research in the People’s Republic of China: A
€Port: Soug Asia (w' ec. 26, 1982, Foreign Broadcast Information Service, Daily Trip Report, Santa Monica, CA, The Rand Corporation, N-1713-NA, August 1981.
| ashington, DC), Dec. 27, 1982, p. 11. **Pgrsonal communication to the author.

33



L

|early 1984, -~ -

Mujnhidin, and Soviet Muslims

- = ) W L i ] L 4 & r
" o s “q o h, TR . = A% II_--'!.'I i i . ] . -
2 2 e et 4 S & * ) . =l ok T - 4
i k& l-".' _"'t" Fy o ‘h R - 4~ p o Bl g - . e
" L] [

Soviet soldiers photographed in Kabul, Afghanistan, in
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ghanistan,: RL reports the same things people hear
from soldiers and the wounded who have returned to

the USSR. This differs, of course, from official propa-

8anda, and everyone can see the flimsiness of the So-

Viet reports. Far more people listen to RL now than

:zf the case a few years ago. This is partly due to the

; f’” Afghanistan and events in Iran, and partly to
© lact that other Western stations are jammed.*°

2]t0hreer?n‘f3°mplé_iin that even with the radio broadcasts,
of ‘Afghgrmatnon 1? wanted. “Our own media talk only
they are :e rrte:t_:u-:-ls,. but we have relatives there and
tgig i ainly not rebels,” notes one Uzbek, who

0 Radio Liberty and Radio Iran to follow events

In Afghani y
Compg| anistan and Iran.” “But | don't understand.”

Plains a Soviet Tai; -
| dio importanc:::l,et"Ta“k by way of underlining the ra-

has become

why RL's information on Afghani-

Stan : -
. briefer and less frequent. It's very

34

there.””?? Some Soviet Muslims who are not reached
by foreign broadcasts have taken advantage of an-
other electronic development, the cassette tape re-
corder, to pass broadcast information from place to
place.?

Direct contact between Soviet Central Asians and
Afghans has also contributed to the transfer of infor-
mation and ideas into the USSR. These contacts were
established long before the Soviet invasion of Afghani-
stan when the first Soviet-Afghan cooperative projects
began in the early 1960's. Soviet advisers and techni-
cians arriving in Afghanistan at that time made exten-
sive use of Soviet Tajiks as interpreters and liaison
personnel. Another fairly, large group of Central
Asians, again mainly Tajiks, arrived in the 1970’s, es-
pecially after Nur Mohammad Taraki's ascent to
power in Kabul in 1978.2* More significant, Soviet
Central Asians constituted a relatively important per-
centage of the Soviet force that invaded and occupied
Afghanistan in 1979, although most of them were
withdrawn in early 1980.3% An important, perhaps the
most important, consideration in this withdrawal of
Soviet Central Asians was the all too brotherly spirit in
which Soviet Muslims met their Afghan “enemies.” An
Afghani defector described the following scene to the
author:

| was waiting in front of the Pul-i Charkhi prison in

= - [ - -

early 1980 for information about several family mem-

bers who were being held by the revolutionary govern-
ment. Along came- six Soviet armored personnel carri-

ers full of Soviet Tajiks and Uzbeks. When the APC’s
stopped in front of the prison, these Soviet Muslims

swarmed out and began buying Korans, swapping
weapons, and generally fraternizing with the local Af-

ghans. This was soon stopped by the Russian officers,

who forced the Soviet Muslim soldiers back into the

APC's at gunpoint and then shut and locked the lids.

There is now a substantial literature attesting to this
kind of behavior by Soviet Muslim soldiers. :
Soviet attempts to limi(bcontacts between Afghans
and Soviet Muslims have been only partially success-
ful. Afghan resistance fighters claim to have been

)bid., p. 14.

»N. Bayramsakhatov, Novyi byt i religiva (New Customs and Religion), Moscow,
Zananiye, 1979, p. 38, cited in Allen Hetmanek, “Spillover Effects of Religious
Broadcasts in Iran on Soviet Muslims," Radio Liberty Research Bulletin, RL 142/80,
Apr. 14, 1980. ;

3For an excellent analysis of the Soviet use of Central Asian cadres in Afghanistan
before the invasion, see Eden Naby, ''The Ethnic Factor in Soviet-Afghan Relations,™
Asian Survey (Berkeley, CA), March 1980.

5. Enders Wimbush and Alex Alexiev, Soviet Central Asian Soldiers in
Afghanistan, Santa Monica, CA, The Rand Corporation, N-1634/1, January 1981.




a2 number of occasions by Soviet Muslims
4 them of forthcoming attacks and who
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students, as well as from numerous other foreign
Muslim students from Algeria, Syria, Iraq, South

who warne itian 3% M foh .

ed them arms and ammunition.™ Many Afghan | Yemen, India, Jordan, and elsewhere (not all of them
gmugf rs and several foreign visitors 1o Kabul have | admirers of the Soviet regime), Soviet Muslims can
gelte %d goviet Muslims in the bazaars exhorting Af- | and are learning a great deal about the real situation
0bsewto continue fighting the Soviet invaders, other- | in both Iran and Afghanistan.
ghar our fate will be the same as ours.™’ Another channel of information may be via persons
WISCeon)l,acts also take place between Afghans and So- | directly infiltrating the USSR from Afghanistan and
viet Muslims in the USSR itself. /_t\fghan students, | Iran. Th_e Celjtral Asian and Caucagian press alludes
young officers, technicians, and engineers have been | to crossings into the USSR by “splgs,” "‘saboteurs,”
~oming to train in Soviet Central Asia since the late | and “agitators.” Although the specific points of entry
1950's. In 1980 In Tashkent alone there were approx- | are never mentioned, the fact that such articles usu-

‘mately 600 Afghan students—admittedly mostly
members of the communist Afghan People’s Demo-
cratic Party or recruits of the Afghan security agency
KHAD: since then the number of students in Tashkent
has risen to about 5,000, and the number in Du-
shanbe, to several hundred. By the end of 1982, there
were approximately 25,000 Afghan students through-
out the Soviet Union.®® Persistent but unverifiable sec-
ondhand reports and several verified firsthana reports
about the intense nationalism and anti-Sovietism of
these Afghan students have reached me. From these

e

ally appear in the Turkmen and Tajik press strongly
suggests that the foreign interlopers are coming from
Afghanistan or Iran. A simultaneous campaign in all
Soviet media glorifying the role of the KGB Border
Guards, particularly in Central Asia, lends credence to

*On this subject, see Marie Broxup, “The Soviets in Afghanistan...,” pp. 83-109;

see also ““Panjshir—The Seventh Offensive,” Central Asian Survey Incidental Series

(Oxford), No. 1, August 1984.
’Marie Broxup, “Afghanistan Update,” Central Asian Survey, September 1983,

p. 141].
3sMarie Broxup, “The Soviets in Aghanistan...,” pp. 99-100.
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right: The Life of the Great Muhammad; Prayer; and Is

Kutab, author and Ibadi, translator).

the claim by Afghan resistance groups to having ex-
tended their activities to Soviet territories themselves.
Major General V. F. Zaporozhenko, chief of the Politi-
cal Department of the Central Asian Border Region,
even admitted: “Qur troops protecting the southern
borders are facing extreme difficulties in carrying out
their duty.” 2 Articles describing fighting by KGB units -
along the borders are becoming commonplace in the
Turkmen press.*® Moreover, Edward Girardet has re-
Ported that Afghan Jamiat-i Islami groups have dis-
tributed membership cards to Soviet Muslims on So-
Viet territory.** Other mujahidin groups, particularly
Hezb-i Islami, are said to have developed similar net-
Works inside Central Asia. *2 '

'”_addition to making direct contact with Soviet
:\gf;ﬂ{ms' Afghan (esigtance groups, especiall.y Hezb-i
dlir ) are becoming increasingly successful in smug-
Asiag V;_l;tten and other materials_into Soviet Central
nam.h ese include _s_,o-called night posters (shab

€n), leaflets, political and religious tracts, and

. s 3. 1982; see also Major General G. Zgerski, chief of
"uary Units of the Turkestan Military District, *Guarding the
e . 5.' :rurkmenskaya Iskra, Dac. 7, 1982.

u. Zhukov, “Gallantry,” Turkmenskaya Iskra, Dec. 5, 1983.

-8.. Major
‘énce Monitor (Boston, MA), July 26, 1982. This activity was

cun;].rhe Christian $¢
|rm&d b
i Y Sevaral v 5 o ‘
N Mghanistan. tCent Western visitors to Pakistan and to mujahidin-controlled

N ;
“Ws Brief (Munich). No. 10, 1984, p. 8,
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There Really No More Need for Religion? (Mukhamed

—Photoreproductions by the author.

cassette tapes. These activities are confirmed by both
Soviet and Western sources. For example
M. Abdyldaev, director of the Institute of Philosophy
and Law of the Academy of Sciences of the Kirghiz
SSR, recently attacked the activities of the Institute of
Regional Studies in Peshawar, Pakistan, whose job,
he alleged, was. “to prepare and publish in Russian
translation anti-Soviet falsifications (falshivki)."
Abdyldaev mentioned several such publications to be
found in Peshawar, which seem to have been smug-
gled to points as distant as Kirghizia. They include
“The Life of the Great Mohammad" (Zhizneopisaniye
Velikogo Muhammada), 1982; “Prayer” (Namaz), an
Illustrated guide on how to conduct Islamic prayer,
complete with photographs and printed with Russian
transliteration and translation, 1983; two works by
Arab fundamentalist theologian Muhammad Kutab
translated in 1983 from Arabic into Russian—*"Is Re-
ligion Really No Longer Necessary?' (Razve bol'she
net neobkhodimosti v religii?) and “Is Islam Really an
Opium of the People?” (Razve Islam yavlyayetsya
opiumom naroda?); and one work by Pakistani theolo-
gian Sayed Abdul Ala al-Mawdudi, “Islam and Social
Justice” (/slam | obshchestvennaya spravedlivost’).
The last is a hand-written manuscript; the others are
typeset.*’

‘M. Abdyldaev, “Behind the Screen of Isiam," Sovetskaya Kirgiziya (Frunze),
June 30, 1984.
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s that he has examined “Is Islam
f the People?” and the translation of
“give a favorable im-

sion.” gut this IS “only at first glance,” he says,
pre ce the position of the Communists, of the Com-
USSR, regarding Islam and the in-

cotherly assistance of the Soviet People to
y falsified.”* Soviet dissidents

also confirm the smuggling of Afghan mujahidin litera-
oviet Central Asia. For example, they report
the arrest in Dushanbe in the second ha]f of 1982 of a

roup of Tajik aationalists accused of circulating leaf-
lets (smuggled in or produced locally?) against the war
in Afghanistan."

Two things are significant about the literature smug-
gled Into Central Asia. First, it invariably focuses pri-
marily on Islam -ather than on current political ISsues,
nationality problems, or “Soviet colonialism.” Second,
it is, to our knowledge, all in Russian. As one Middle
cast commentator put it. “in an ironic twist of fate, So-

viet power has provided Central Asian Muslims with a

~_“bid. | o
wySSR News Brief, No. 3, 1984, p.'4.
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common language 1o read these uncommon publica-
tions.”*¢ It should be noted that Islamic samizdat pub-
lications are also being produced locally in Central
Asia (in local languages and in Russian). These have
received extensive coverage recently in the Soviet

press.*’
Finally, the Afghan mujahidin have made a con-

certed effort to reawaken awareness of the historical
ties and a sense of common purpose among the
Tajiks and Uzbeks i1 northern Afghanistan and their
brethren directly across the border on the Soviet side.
In 1983, for example, the Islamic Union of the Prov-

e

ssSoyiats Step Up the Propaganda war,” loc. cit., p. 37.
«0n the new and interesting problem of the Muslim samizdat in Central Asia

(mainly religious texts of Sufi character), see Timur Kocaoglu, “Muslim Chain Letters
in Central Asia,” Radio Liberly Research Bulletin, RL 313/83, Aug. 18, 1983,
quoting several Kirghiz and Kazakh newspapers; and the important anonymous
article “The Deceivers,” Sovel Ozbekistoni, Sept. 26, 1982 (analyzed by H. B.
Paksoy, in “The Deceivers,” Central Asian Survey, Vol. 3, No. 1, pp- 113-31).

In the Caucasus, samizdat publications appeared earlier, in the late 1970's. See
|. A. Makatov, Ateisly v nastuplenii (Atheists on the Offensive), MOSCOW, Sovetskaya
Rossiya, 1978, pp. 116-17; S. Murtazalieva, “Taking into Account Local
Conditions,” Sovetskiy Dagestan, No. S, 1982, p. 47; and M. A. Abdullaey,
Nekoloryye voprosy teologii Islama (Some Problems Concerning the Theology of
islam), Makhach-Qala, Dagestanskoye Knizhnoye (zdatel’stvo, 1973, p. 105.
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A gr
Mgis:;i of armed Naqshbandi mdrids of Tajik and Uzbek background study shari’yat law at a madrassah in the
a region of northwestern Afghanistan in August 1983.

—Olivier Roy.
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{ Northern Afghanistan (/ttihadiy-i Islami
| inces © shimal-i Afghanistan) began to publish in

lVﬂa}’al'ir " b”mgual (Uzbek and Dari) newspaper | “- i
'Pes']aw(alra(herland)' which devotes considerable at- A

o to Soviet Central Asia and the Caucasus. The 7
lenu[;::ﬂc‘f Aoril 4, 1983, is typical: it contains among B S m——
e - ticle on Imam Shamil and S

s a front-page ar | - P
ﬁfgegotﬁﬁgﬁ, which is captioned “The First to Lead a /;:@f/,-f---g&b-:.”fﬂ(”’ ¢/ #g

112 Holy War Against the Infidels,” and a long ar- il TS vk Bl
Guerr”:i Huzybek, entitled “The Tragedy of Great el fooglbis v ’U;/ g

il

ticle,

- bpw #py Ji.r-*;'..- .f,.r'.q.-'r'l.lﬂ Jud’lﬁ‘ﬂ .-.-'j'"—- ly g

rurkistan,” by Musa Tdrkistani, a historian of Central | ='=inuit Zalue, ieeemiar ez :
; ' [ " " . Poilras vl o i, ) | ot h et e WP amtyp ) ¥ A i . -
5 Asian origin now living in Saudi Arabia. There is no SO s SIRIT BT |
" | qoubt as to the target of publications of this R et Niils Skt e gt | 4-

» e R - = 0 -"- -j.:.-l-- [ ]
i = o
Lo mp g e st » ty&—fi’#tfh—y"{#':ﬂ dd,ﬂ 4
e e et H:LM
| .

«ind—Shamil, for example, is of singular significance

only for Soviet Muslims (see below). We should not be ,;g,d.,u, irfi A5 s

surprised if this material eventually turns up in Soviet P _rc/__.’__j%'m- h
Central Asia. o 4"# . -....*...,.{__
Themes of Soviet Historiography D T 2]

One can trace a variety of Soviet responses to the e
perceived heightening of Islamic awareness in the -
Central Asian republics in recent years. Moscow has
evidently not seen the problem as sufficiently severe
lo undertake any drastic institutional or cadre meas-
ures. Russians and others of Slavic background con-

% | tinue to retain the same positions of authority in the | A copy of the front page of the April 4, 1983, issue of
C_entral Asian republics that they held before the inva- Vatan, a newspaper in Uzbek and Dari published by
sion of Afghanistan or the revolutionary developments | the “Islamic Union of the Northern Province of
in Iran‘. Al second secretaries of republic party central | Afghanistan.” This issue features an article on Imam
ggg:r?'tt?es n the regiqn _and the majority of second Shamil, a prominent leader of the North Caucasian
'teesec?)”?'S of oblast, district, gnd cjty. party cpmmit- Mdarid guerrillas that resisted Russian domination in
tE‘mmlonnlnue to be.non-Mushm. Sn:mlarly, with few | the 19th century. .
h'gh Coms the Chalrmen of republlcan KGB'S! the —Photoreproduction by the author. f\
miltan Omand qf the Borc;ler Guards, anc! other senior
I there ri;-l'sfsbm the region are non-natives.** | (2) the reappearance in recent Soviet historical and
[stitutiona] ooy e;en NO upgrading or tightening of in- | political writings of references (all critical) to the
| "Cwriting of Cerc; alr"a"}gemgnts, Moscow’s increased | Basmachi guerrilla war in .C_entral Asia in the 1920's.
effort o COUnte? trf? Asian history cleaﬂy suggests an | Both movements bore a striking resemblance to the
Afghanistan To € Impact of events in both I(an a_nd current war in Afghanistan: like the Afghan resistance,
lterpretations: o tcr: eXamples stand out: (1) revised in- [both had an Islamic dimension and a deeply rooted
| MoUntainers (the '€Sistance of the North Caucasian popular character, and in both, as in the Afghan re-
| Shamjjy to Russ; € Mirid movement led by Imam |sistance today, the well-organized Sufi brotherhoods
lan conquest

In the 19th century; and | played a primary role.*°
,kﬁ‘ Soviet historiography has shifted widely in its treat-
‘ hig

Situalion hag oo, ment of Shamil and Miiridism over the last 60 years.s°

an

Changed sing
e the as

t of Chernenko. In January 1984
ary of the Central Commit

n
(Dyq 'eplacey tee of the Communist Party of -
a MU:;I::W) January 19:: 3:'0llhgﬂr Russian. See Kommunist Tadzhikistani | |
g ; » 1N : ¢
"alakhma: 'CS werg Russian orB;Lrof‘"_“f 31X chairmen of the KGB in the USSR's “*See Oliver Roy, “Sufism and the Afghan Resistance, Central Asian Survey,
cﬁmmilteas‘ Sfee ur ocaogly “Thfalmar?; two were Muslims—in Azerbaijan and December 1983: and the July 1983 issue of that journal, which is devoted entirely to
"34134. OF the Soviet - e Chairmanship of the State Security “The Russian and Soviet Experience with the Muslim Guerrilla Warfare."

Ja MUSIim R ) e - g
N. 19, 1984 epublics,” Radiog Liberty Research Bulletin, *°See Ann Sheehy, “‘Yet Another Rewrite of the History of the Caucasian Ware?"

Radio Liberty Research Bulletin, RL 39/84, Jan. 30, 1984.
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goviet regime, it portrayed
"“nositive phenomenon,” a
ment.8' In the early

in), however, the

er Stalin
armies of Nicholas |

onary.” After Stalin’s
to the national pride of
graphical compro-
habilitated and
oression of the

Ithough itsS essential Is-

deology and “its back-
» “fanatical,” and

t

t (its |
“clerical,

mponen
demned as

lamicC qufi CO

hone')

the North Caucasus or elsewhere 1
Russian armies in the prerevolution

once again roundly C
Maksimovich Bliyev,

ary period were
rticular, Marks

head of the Department of His-

tory of the USSR at the North Ossetian University, ar-
gued in an important 1983 article in [storlya SSSR
that muridism had been “an aggressive doctrine call-
ing for holy war against the Infidels."*? According to
Bliyev, tsarist Russia had ‘waged a purely defensive
war against Shamil. This “Stalinist” thesis cofre-
sponds with what Soviet media are currently telling
the Soviet public about the Soviet role in the war In
Afghanistan. By a cunning feat of historical sleight of
hand. the Russian cause in the North Caucasus IS
deemed to have been just, and the tsarist armies of
Nlchol.as | and Alexander |l are proclaimed 10 have
been its proper instruments. By analogy, the Soviet
war in Afghanistan and the role of the Soviet army arc
justified, a_nd the Afghan resistance is condemned.
Soijiﬁasmg-the Basmachi:s, the qfficial approach of
e 1|stor|ography remains basically the same as
~ e 1980. Opposed to botn communism and Rus-
n dominance, the Basmachis harassed and de-

| |
ayed the Soviet takeover of Central Asia in the 1920's,
en treated as ene-

fter Stalin's death,

I —

“'Karl Mar :
5 Bliya: Tmsell was a staunch supporter of Shamil and his murids
(Mosca , “The Caucasian War—Social Sources, Essence,”’ Istoriya SSSR
W), No. 2, 1983, pp. 54-75,
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o the Muslim guerrilla rebels, though not
ame rarer. After

however, the
a burning
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he Soviet invasion of Afghanistan,
denly reemerged as
5,52 memoirs and novel

proliferation of mate-
ect Soviet authorities generally had
ried? Perhaps a decision was
level to remind Central Asians
s, despite their gallantry and
had been beaten decisively by
hal Mikhail Frunze. To those
pathize with the Afghan
“In the 1920’s, when
d unstable, we be??’

y, when our powe "’
able we will beat,

What is the motivation for this

their romantic appeal,
the Red Army of Mars
who might be tempted to sym
mujahidin, the warning is clear:
Soviet power Wwas still weak an
your rebellious grandparents. Toda
ic strong and our army unconquer

sooner or later, the Afghan rebels.”
Still it is puzzling why the Soviet leadership would

raise this controversial issue, for it is sure o stimulate
private debate and interest in the subject by Soviet
Muslims, who ultimately might be tempted 10 reject
the official version. Most likely, the recent reopening
of the book on the Basmachis 1S a reaction to audible

vibrations emanatin | Asia itself. The

Basmachis remain a
Asians on both sides of
.Shalinsky concludes oOn
northern Afghanistan:

many who remembered

In the late 1970’s, there were
Their experi-

life in the Central Asian «“homeland.”
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al works is Yu. A. Polyakov and's

kikh Respublikakh SSSR (The
of the USSR),

important recent historic

Chugunov, Bor'ba s Basmachestvom V. Sredne-Azials
Struggle Against the Basmachis in the Central Asian Republics

Moscow, Progress Publishers, 1983.
Recent Soviet sources 1ake considerable liberties with the truth in discussing the

ideological struggle against the Basmachi, focusing on the purely military aspect of
the war and ignoring its political aspect. In reality in the 1920's, Mikhail Frunze,
commander in chief of the Red Army in Turkestan, made important concessions 10
Islam—such as reopening religious schools and mosques, rastoring Shari'at courts,
and returning waqf properlies-—in an attempt to forestall evolution of the revolt into 2
genuine religious war. Yet, 3 Professor Inoyatov, writing in Sovel Ozbekistoni of

Dec. 16, 1982, states: “During the early 1920's, Lenin’s nationality poliCy was
implemented in Turkestan, and ways were tound to overcome religious opposition to

added).
table: lvan Bulanov, Sointse Revolyutsii (The Sun

yet unpublished, which appeared in Pravda
{ the Yellow Dominion,

»3Among the most

ssfrom 1984 the following are no

of the Revolution), part of a heroiC novel
Vostoka, May 3, 1984, and Rahim Asenov, Shadows O
reviewed in Sovel Tdrkmenistany, Jan. 6, 1984, in FBIS., May 25, 1984, p. 54,

w film on the Tajik republic’s Chekists and their heroic deeds

“Do Not Shoot in the Pass,”” complete with Russian, Uzbek, .
ti Tojikiston (Dushanbe), Oct. 21, 1983, in

ssfor example, the né
against the Basmachis,
and Tajik actors. Reviewed in Madaniya
FBIS. May 25, 1984, p. 48.

sefor example, “Hero of the Bord
Kommunist radzhikistani, Feb. 3. 1983.

er,” about the Basmachi war in Eastern Bukhara,




and Soviet Mushms |
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ment and corrective labor of up to two years for “so-
cial vagabondage,”®® which, as dozens of articles

make clear, amounts to an attack on nonofficial

o Muslim preaching and teaching.
and (21ES: Another measure of the rising intensity of the anti- |

| Central Asian failing to draw an Islamic campaign is the upsurge in the number_ of
asmachi resistance to the Rus- anti-religious books and pamphlets directed against

known (O all ethnic groups across north-
s e and resistance to the Russian pres-

widely celebrated in sayings

e T e T

that of the Afghan mujahidin, many.c')f
are in fact the sons and grandsons of the origl-
e ic 88 \Where memory of the Basmachi had
Central Asia, contacts with the popula-
hern Afghanistan (including those between
3| goviets of Uzbek and Tajik ori_gin anc_i Afghanistan’s
| Uzbeks and Tajiks), together with foreign brpan_asts,
| |probably have served to reinforce both an individual
| and a collective historical consciousness.

| We cannot now—and may never—know the pre-
| Icise order of cause and effect, but it Is reasonably
| clear that Soviet authorities are treating the Basmachi
«sue as something altogether serious and potentially

wars and the Basmachis is strong evidence that Soviet
eaders are not yet sufficiently confident that Soviet
“social mobilization” —the development of a “new So-
viet man” with an ‘“internationalist” mentality—has
| provided Soviet Muslims with the proper intellectual
| | tools to come up with the “right” interpretation of

. | events in Afghanistan and Iran.
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A New Anti-Islamic Campaign

tiesmovnd this shift in historiography, Soviet authori-
? ” Musl? since 19_80 adopted severe new measures In
hWhat Wem republics of the USSR aimed at countering
im rtingtocy:n or!I}_' assume on the basis of Soviet re-
| Was nothir e t? rising level of {slam‘ic awareness. There
' | measyre '8 haphazard or coincidental about the new
t. S: the new offensive against religious “‘surviv-

| als" s | .
 Lof ig Inked by local Soviet authorities to the “spread

emproym(',"a' legislation has been more frequently
aMic. soho altack the existence of underground ls-
lion of ChurcTn (on the pretext of enforcing the separa-
aSite” o ' and state) and to eliminate “social par-
decree of N vagabond clerics.” For example, the
ovember 30, 1982, of the Presidium of the

! TUrkm
: e
; n SSR Supreme Soviet provided for imprison-

subversive. The current treatment of both the Murd

Islam. In 1980, of 154 anti-religious items published

in the USSR, 27 were devoted to Islam; in 1982, 37 of

161 such books and pamphlets were targeted on Is-
lam: and in 1983, 52 of 209 anti-religious books were
anti-Islamic.®’

Moreover, the character of anti-Islamic literature
has undergone a noticeable change since 1980. Be-
fore the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan, these publica-
tions stressed the antiscientific nature of all religions
(including, of course, Islam), the “archaic” nature of
Muslim customs, and the contradictions between SO-
cialist and religious morals. Today these publications
insist on the need to reorganize atheistic propaganda
and education of the youth (the majority of anti-
Islamic publications are devoted to this particular
topic) and on the absolute incompatibility of Islam and
Marxism-Leninism.®2 In contrast to the ‘scientific”
discussions of the nature of Islam that characterized
most of the anti-Islamic propaganda of Brezhnev's
era, today's agitprop resembles that of Stalin’s time,
with direct attacks on clerics and denunciation of the
“slass nature” of ISIam.®. . cocme oo mrmm

The scope of the anti-Islamic campaign is also re-
vealed by the quite spectacular numbers of atheistic
cadres deployed in the Muslim republics. In

Azerbaijan (with a total population of approximately 6
million), in 1983 there were 3,761 atheistic “political
information groups,” 6,911 propaganda collectives,

more than 50,000 professional agitator-propagan-

dists, 6,754 “political reporters” (also specializing In
anti-religious propaganda), 3,091 lecturers for various
party committees (lecturing occasionally on anti-
religious themes), 40,000 members of the “Bilik”

eas - ; . - :
hasis forgfnt:te' |slqmjc Revolut_lon, which creates the | (Knowledge) Society (the Azeri equivalent of the Rus- |
Soviet lonalistic and anti-Soviet atmosphere.”s® | sian “Znaniye” Society), and 32,250 instructors spe-

'*M. Gapurov, “Forever in One Family."

*°B. Berdiyev, minister of interior of the Turkmen SSR, Do Not Just Punish.”
Turkmenskaya Iskra, Jan. 20, 1983; also, Sovet Tdrkmenistany, Jan. 7, 1983 |

*'These figures are based on the weekly Knizhnaya Letopis’ (Moscow). The‘fact
that the percentage of anti-Islamic books dropped in 1983 does not reflect a decline
in the volume of anti-Islamic publications; rather there was a huge increase in anti
Catholic books, presumbly aimed at Poland and Lithuania. i

*?See among many others, M. A. Usmanov, “Greater Effectiveness for Atheistic

[}
Alldrg
:._....rjpars y C. ShaliNSk - Education.”
[~ " SPectivg Y. “1slam and Ethnicity:
| N . City: The North ' : .o 00
78 . p. 76. Islam), Moscow, lzdatel’'stvo Politicheskoy Literatury, 1982, which had a print run of

100,000 copies.
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u;'dm anti-religious apitprop.”® In Kirghizia
3 6 million), in September 1987
27,5()() anti-religlous propagandists.” In
in the summer of 1983 the number of

e “Bilim” (Knowledge) Society—all
d in anti-religlous prog')agganda----was' 150,000,
ed 1IN0 7. 500 primary organizations.”® In
district of the Turkmen SSR alone, in June
1983 there WErE “more than 3'60 atheist lecturers of
the ‘Bilim’ Society.”®’ Curreql figures for lhe' other re-
publics and autonomous regions are not ayaﬂable_, but
we can assume that similarly massive anti-Islamic ef-
orts are under way there. In addition to these D'O'.es'
sional propagandists, thousands of part-time special-
sls are engaged In the same anti-religious work,
cluding all Communist Party and Komsomol mem-
hers, veteran WOrKers and soldiers, teachers and uni-
versity professors, village elders, kolkhoz executives,

| and medical workers.*°®

oy Lrail
ally 11

(rained
organi
chardzhou

Since 1980, party and Komsomol central and dis-
Itrict committees have held numerous seminars on
atheistic propaganda and atheistic education. Exam-
| ples include the plenum of the Turkmen SSR Kom-
somol Central Committee (Ashkhabad, 1983):°° the
“20nal seminar” in Andizhan (January 1983) devoted
specially to the formation of anti-religious activists in
the Ferghana Valley;’® another “zonal seminar in the
same city (March 1983) for the benefit of anti-
| religious militants of Azerbaijan, Uzbekistan, Kirghizia,

Tajikistan, and Turkmenistan;”' the conference of the
Ashkhabad City Party Committee (September 1982)
| devoted to improving atheistic propaganda in the
Turkmen SSR:’? and the seminar organized by the
Central Committee of the Communist Party of Azerbai-
jJan (Baku, December 1982) on "“How to Improve
| Atheistic Propaganda and Education.””?

All educational institutions—from the lowest kinder-
garten to universities and acadernies of sciences—are
exDECl?d to participate actively in the new anti-Islamic
Izz”v:f?algﬂ-”fkll Soviet higher educational nstitutions

Cennme a Department of Scientific Atheism.”’® Re-

Y, special "people's universities™” were created In

—_—
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all Muslim republics, where scientific atheism 15 one
of the main subjects. In the Turkmen SSR alone there
are 360 such “universities” with 93,000 students.”
Many olher institutions are also mobilized for the
intensified anti-lslamic work. Various writers’™ unions
have been recently reminded that atheistic themes
must be prominent in native-language literature.”’
Then, too, village councils of elders (agsaqals)—in
areas where clan and tribal structures survive (mainly
in Turkmenistan, Kirghizia, and the northeastern
Caucasus)—are being pushed to participate more ac-
tively in the introduction of new secular domestic rites
and ceremonies to replace religious ones.”® Moreover,
famous ‘‘holy places’ are being turned into anti-

Islamic museums: examples are the Shah-i Zenda
both 1n"

the Khizr mosque,

mausoleum and

Samarkand.”
In 1982 a new anti-religious institution was created

n Central Asia, a republic “"House of Scientific Athe-
<m” in Uzbekistan. Located in Tashkent and having
affiliates in every oblast of the republic, this organiza-
tion has the mission of publishing anti-religious DOOKS
and other materials, training anti-Islamic experts, and
improving the activities of atheistic schools and peo-
ple's universities.®® It 1S probable that similar institu-
tions now exist or are planned for other republics of
Central Asia and the Caucasus. Yet another type of
anti-religious institution, an “|deological Center
(Ideologicheskiy Tsentr), was founded in 1982 or
1983 in the Azerbaijan SSR. Its purpose IS the prepa-
ration and inculcation of new “Soviet” traditions and
rites to replace existing religious ones.”’

Despite its vehemence, this new anti-lslamic cam-
paign has a curiously defensive character.®? All Soviet
sources focus on the shortcomings rather than on the
successes of the campaign in the Muslim republiCs.
[ ——————

“AAL the seconddary school level, responsiinhty 1ot anbe f2oplaus e ucalign is
el sted 1o Tosloty feacher: See. e 2, the arhicle by A Mamualova, 0 Jg fuech.
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'he Imam Isma'il al Bukhari madrassah in Tashkent. one of only two legal madrassahs in the USSR.

lgiza"‘:?k”‘)w'ffdge,. for example, that some “atheistic

-~ atllc;nal cougculs" are dominated by believers,

anothe Mpt to “substitute one religious custom for

el and that too many representatives of official

Party believe'tgndgdmg* members of the Communist

N0thing w: at “religion is so well entrenched that
5 Will do any good in any case.

Ll

lempis lpg:ze. dré some creative, if poorly informed at-
OSODhiéal S”jStanCe. G. Aqyniazov, Candidate of Phil-
ha “lénces at the Turkmen State University,

S intl'()du :
he figp “€d classical Central Asian literature into
dgainst Islam.

IStic traditions of the past must
Our educational work, especially
Y's (Mahtum-QuH) poems --directed
- Other-worldliness and clerics. as well
'Ce against falling into the hands ol
lellors. Ishans and mullahs, and the

H‘hll‘l[iﬂ, YOy 1

A,
LY IIN VY Koyt (Alimag Ala), Nu X, [YN,

‘”*‘”“hr 10
Y My | )
\ ), l'}Hi
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—Courtesy of the author.

lies and intrigues of (Sufi) sheikhs at the “‘holy
places” —which retain their importance to this day
and can be profitably used in atheistic education.®

Does Candidate Aqyniazov really not know, or is he
simply pretending not to know, that Mahtum-Quli, the
most celebrated Turkmen poet of the 18th century,
was an ishan—a sheikh of the Nagshbandi Sufi
order—and that all his poems are deeply marked by
Sufi mysticism? Such are the dilemmas of anti-islamic

propaganda!

Role of the Otticial Mutts

In this climate of strict anti-Islamic vigilance, a tem-
porary change occurred in 1980 in relations between
the Soviet regime and the official Mushim hierarchy,
which is headed by the Muslim Spiritual Board of
Central Asia and Kazakhstan in Tashkent. In the
Brezhnev period, a mutually fruitful modus vivendi
was established between the official Istamic hierarchy
and the Soviet government. Anti-Islamic pressure was

-M—__p—
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4 dunng s P '
e opened every yed and an institute for
“lmam Ismail  al-

qques We |
m::m:wec islamic  studies the
il ;:n'lri' nadrassali - was lounded in Tashkent 1n
DAIBLE official Mushim leaders acted as

1971

joyal middiemer
helievers at home (
OrthodoX hierarchy)

1o Lhe Musiim world abroad.
Among Vvarious manifestations of this seemingly

paradoxical cooperation were rnumerous internatiqnal
| 1slamic conferences organized by the mufti of
rashkent in different cities of Central Asia, visits of So-
| viet Muslim religious delegalions abroad, and visits of
oreign spiritual leaders 1o Central Asia. All were In-
iended to depict the Soviet regime as the "best friend
of Islam’ and the USSR as a “great Muslim power.
n the autumn of 1980, this strategy met with a ma-
| jor setback. Following the Soviet invasion of
| Afghanistan, a large international Islamic conference
planned for Tashkent to mark the 15th century of the
| Hegira was boycotted by the majority of the important
Muslim states, causing it to fail spectacularly. This as-
| pect of the Soviet Islamic strategy was put on ice, with
no Islamic conferences being organized in the USSR
after that date. Moreover, foreign travel by official So-
viet muftis was temporarily reduced to a minimum.

| Cooperation between official Islam and the Soviet
'egime resumed in late 1981, and in the 1982-83 pe-
| riod Soviet Islamic dignitaries visited Saud Arabia and
IEEYDL Tunisia, several African Muslim states, the
Ma%h_feti, Ethiopia, Finland, Bulgaria, Canada,
| Kuwait, and Jordan. Lest anyone think that these were
??TEly.routine visits, it is revealing to know that Muft
baluf_d'” Talgat of Ufa was received in Mecca In 1982
Myakh'ng Khaled; that Mufti Mahmud Gekkiev of
(Octota)Ch-Qala (Daghestan) was received In P_(uwalt
-~ 1§r831983) by th_e Crown Prince; aqd that“ln‘ Au-
was gre t' a delegation led by the Qadi of Tajlkastan
prime mﬁf ed in Amman by the Crown Prince and
foreign M'"lS@r of Jordan. During this same period,
Muslims once again began to visit Soviet Cen-

ral Asia. these | . G
se included delegations from Nigeria,

hetween the Communist regime and
4 role similar to that of the Russian
and as "itnerant ambassadors”

lSln{:e lg?ul €%

Ihe mypy, Major international Islamic conterences hive been orgameed by

Musiim p:;uli:h:em October 1970, in Tashkent ("' The Umty and Cooperation ol
e Strugele EI'“:::RH""E lor Peace). 1973, in Tashkent {“Soviet Mushms Support
“”Hwe,m”? ol i t”:::h Peoples™), August 1974, in Samarkand (on the 1.200th

Vol fmam tsmail at Bukhar), October 1976, 1in Tashkent

\Celer
fatign ol 1t
1
1979 n - e 30t anniversary of the tounding ot the muthat ol lashkent), July

Mu’;hn”, of 1

" atian of the 10th anmwversary of the tounding ol the journal
e So : .
et East), and September 1979, 1n Dushanbe (" The Contribution

limg |
0 the Cause ot Peace and Social Progress™)
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Benin, North Yemen (led by the Supremie Moftr
Ahmad Zabara), Syna (led by thee Supresme Mg,
Ahmad Kuftaru), Tunisia (led by the dean ot Turms
University and the mayor ot Tums), Jordan {led by the
rector of Jordan University), India (led by the director
of the lIslamic Cultural Center of Hyderabad),
Bangladesh (led by the secrelary general of lslamic
Societies and Organizations), Algena (a delegation
from the Islamic Council), and of course from varous
communist countries (Bulgaria, South Yemen. and
Ethiopia) and Afghanistan. Without doubt. the official
Soviet Islamic establishment is once again enltrusted
with an important high-level diplomatic mission.
Moscow's aim in sponsoring the official Islamic €
tablishment is both transparent and highly successtul.
In the Muslim world, Soviet Muslim dignitaries are ac-
cepted as “We Muslims,” even when they serve loyally
a godless regime. The message they bring to their Co-
religionists abroad may not be very different from offi-
cial Soviet propaganda, it may be rather crude and not
very sophisticated, but it is accepted with a certain
sympathy because it 1S oresented by authentic Islamic
scholars, persons trained in the best Islamic universi-
ties of the Muslim world (Al-Azhar in Cairo or

ISLAMIC st 3adl
CONFERENCE A ,' e
NCIAMCKAR KOHefPEHUNA 29K,

An international Islamic conference opened In
Tachkent in September 1980, under the cloud of the
ongoing Soviet occupation of Muslim Afghanistan.

—TASS from SOVFOTO.
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Muj:thi(lin, and Soviet Muslims

——— \_'--l---l_'H:.-.-.-,.i.—"_'--I a

....-----*""T‘"T;"}-.ﬁ cez). Thanks 10 the aclivity of these rep-
MOSCOW managed 10 neulralize to a cer-
e the disastrous nropaganda Image of the
nocide, as well as foreign Muslims' criticism
astic treatment of Islam. It also enables
ot regime (O retain in the larger Muslim world
tions it might otherwise find more problem-
atic. ONe might well ask how long the Soviets can play
clicated but dangerous game of supporting
5lam abroad while trying to deslroy it at home. Stalin
could get away with it after World War 1| when Central
Asia wWaS well shielded Dy an ron curtain. But is this

| ctrategy realistic today’

-

Conclusion

We are in no position directly to assess the real Im-
pact of the Islamic Revolution in lran and the Soviet
|invasion of Afghanistan on Soviet Central Asians. Yel
| we do have the Soviets' own testimony and the limited
lfieldwork of those who have been fortunate enough to
gain recent access 10 Soviet Muslim regions. From
this evidence alone, it is clear that the Soviet authort-
| ties believe that events in Iran and Afghanistan are di-
rectly or indirectly responsible for the heightened In-
leresll in Islam among all social strata of the Soviet
Muslim population. Although events in Iran and
Afghanistan (or elsewhere in the Mushm world) did
not create the Islamic revival, they did impart to it a
.?Oe":{ concentrated energy. and are likely to continue
N ave this remfgrcnng effect in the foreseeable fu-
‘e. Indeed, the influence may even intensity.

be?ozlfel official sources betray anxiety about a num-
Musiin tSOCI_al qand nolitical problems in the Soviet
e Witsrptorles, bgt Islam anq the problems assocCl-
fiscussed it are raip|d|y becoming among those mMOoSt
lnize o " There is no doubt that the Soviets recog-
- religio?qeecj t‘o lcounter strongly the renewed interest
among lh' {j“%{ous Culturg, and religious tradition_s
viewed ased'US“m' populatlo‘n of the USSR. Islam 1S
home. i isruptive to Soviet social engineering at
- as an opportunity for foreign interference

Vi .
hgtlrlsneadlllzttzzace' edt_lcation_a| programs, and man-
Ieadership is kto anlil-lslamlc ac_twllles. the Soviel
l e thy aking this malter seriously. T
| lancy in ‘rann lWE_” continues, as does Islamic mili-
these two Sill; t‘ IS naive {0 believe _lhal f. or when,
the Soviet 1ations begin 10 Iuse their edge the threal
authorities perceive in Islam will recede. |

._..._..p..-.__.,_._-—q-.rg-_-ﬂ-ﬁ T A e B ---.rl-.-—lu-!m,.l--—_—

N Sovj i -
viet affairs. Judging from the vast amount of So- |

Ahmad Keftaro, left, Chief Mufti of the Syrian Arab Re-
public, with Mirzoabdullo Kalonov, center, member of
the Ecclesiastical Board of Muslims of Central Asia
and Kazakhstan, and Muslihiddin Mukarramov, Imam
Hatib of the | eninabad Mosque. during a 1982 visit to

the Soviet Union.

__TASS from SOVFOTDR—

would be rash o believe thatl ideological forces Once
el in motion can be easily restrained, even in the 1M-
probable evenl of a Soviet military victory in
Afghanistan or d collapse of Khomeynt's revolution In
lran. lslam today 1s a potent ideological and political
force. The war mn Afghanistan and the revolution 1N
lran are first of all ideological conthcts, and it 1s pri-
marily in the realm of ideology that the long-term ef-

fects will be felt i Centra! Asia. Soviel Muslhims can no
longer D€ isolated from foreign “contamination,  as
Soviel sources themselves acknowledge. “There can
| be no harmless rel1glous heliels,” noted an Uzbek
anti-lslamicC spectalist recently." He was certamnly
speaking tor all of Soviet otticialdom, his eyes upotl

the present but his thoughts upon the future
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ne iron curtain drawn by Yosif Stalin around the
Muslim territories of the Soviet Union, hermeti-

L cally sealing Soviet Central Asia and the Cau-
sus off from the Middle East, has gradually parted
dnce 1953 as Stalin’s successors have begun cau-
iously to employ Soviet Islam as a means of address-

'|ing the greater Muslim world. These caretul and con-

olled beginnings have accelerated in dramatic and
ess controlled fashion as a result of the revoiution in
ran and then the major increase in Soviet involvement

{|In Afghanistan. Soviet Muslim lands are reestatlishing
1contacts with the Dar ul-isiam, to which they befonged

Bliom the earliest centuries of the Hegira and in the

1| e Mug)
{ | Gev

history and culture of which they had piayed a major
part. There appears no likelihood that this evolution
Wil be reversed within the reasonably foreseeable fu-
re, Thus, it becomes essential to examine its proba-
?I:e CO”_SEQUe:nces--short— and long-term—for both
¢ Soviet Union ang the Musiim worid.

idégt?'f?at-m”ov’& we shall first examine the bases for
Then \;—2 IO: Detween Soviet and non-Soviet Muslims.
Sali Ieas 2l explore the ways in which the post-
kadersp ersfh'D, particularly the post-Khrushchev
Sovie lsaaa'0~ the USSR has attempted to exploit
im:,: NSututions to further Moscow's ends in
e'ODment O.r'd* F'”a”)’.' we shall trace the impact of
>IN Iran and Afghanistan and the dilem-

NS poOsS : :
A umber of Pose for the Soviet Union.

’/ factors have served to link the Muslim
["r. Bepp; —

" Un .is V"_S"ﬁng Professor at the Department
U:;?Cteur d'Evaerde of Chicago (Chicago, IL), and

Versity of O'e_*s at the Ecole des Hautes £tudes,
alion oS (Paris). He is coauthor of Muslim

‘ al Cg

f : m ' .
ﬁ;'9n|a| Worlrgumsm: A RE‘Volutlonary Strategy for the
F .Vlet Union 1. 1979, and author of Islam in the

on, 1964,
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peoples of the Soviet Union with Muslims elsewhere in

the werld. Among them are religion and ethno-
linguistic ties.

Religious identity. That Soviet Islam has served as
such a link may, at first glance, seem somewhat
paradoxical. In the Soviet Union, the religicn found it-

self uncer the dominaticn of an atheist st3ie. whose

Religious and Ethnic Bonds = }

AVOWEG alm was—ang stil iIs—thea thorough and svs- .
lematic eradication ¢f zif religious creeds. As a resuit
ct half a century of aniireligious camipaigns, lslam in i
the USSR lost a portion of its believers. Some became |
iInditferent, whiie cthers (more rare) turned intc au-
thentic atheists. Islam also lost, more or less com-
pietely, its hold on the economic and political life of
the believers’ communiiy. In many ways, Islam be-
came a “private affair,” and its administrative struc-
ture was modified to fit in better with the realities of |
the Soviet system. Islam, in other words. has adjusted |
to new circumstances with apparent submissiveness. l
Moreover, its official leagers in the Soviet Union have
seemed to be willing to cooperate with the authorities
iIn certain domains, especially-——as we shail see
below—when the cooperation concerns relations with
the Muslim world abroad.?

However, though forced to adapt itself to the nfewI

_'_-_____'—'——_—————__—__—_-—___
' The meekness of Islam, though surprising at first sight. is

-understandable enough. As tar a3 Soviet Muslims were concerneq,

there was not much difference betweon their “infigel”
Christian-Russian masters of tsanst gays and (nose same masters
lurned athotsts. If anything, In thalatter quise these masters may even
have appeared more acceptable, mrasmuch as they now cectarea aif
religious creeds equally obnoxious and enaeavored o prove Dy wora
and deod the lrailty of talse behels that the former Orthodox |
government had tried lor centuries 10 torce on the Islanuc faithiul.
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> ﬂ';"'”'-wldslarn has N NO way been COﬂlarm.-
Marxism or by secularism. From the
islamic 18w and theology, Islam in the
ame unadullcraliod. pure religion that it
o 1917, and_ IS Iead.ers. though for-

bee nissive 10 the godless Soviet regime, have
ub accused by anyone—friends or adversar-
or DE sy (shirq), infidelity (kufr), or even innova-
paradoxically, nowadays, Islam in the
on appears mor_e conservative, more tradi-
«t and 1€sS modernist than the creed practiced
o Muslim countries of the Middle East or the
rogressive islam of prerevolutionary Russia.

very P 2 Soviet Muslim and a Muslim from
reel completely at home with each other in
they meet. Both belong to the same
smillet” (nation), o the same Dar ul-Islam,
the same spiritual background which rules
. everyday life. They observe the same religious
ites and social customs. They have the same d_ietary
raditions, wear almost the same clothes, and display
| the SAME attitude of deeply rooted mistrust toward the
| on-Muslim West (represented by Americans and
ruropeans in the Middle East and by Russians in Cen-
wal Asia). In short, they are brethren facing together a

hostile world.
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their coreligionists with differing levels of contact with
which is thgeiope’?ts-' abroad. The first is Sunni Islam

. Igion of ' . '
Turkic, Iranian, agn the immense majority of the

| d Caucasian Muslims of th

' . e USSR,
tSal?nceedWorld_ War 11, Soviet Sunni Muslims have main-
continuous, though limited, contacts with the

religi
I\;eg?ausa sjn;j; i[agro:z.d stt:::hlas the holy places of
Al-Azhar X e “slarnlc unwersntlgs of
and Qarawyin. The “parallel” (unofficial)
popular Islam is represented in Central Asia, the
Caucasus, and the Volga region by the great Sufi
brotherhoods (tarigat), the same that exist throughout
the Muslim world—especially the Nagshbandiya and
the_ Qadiriya. These Sufi orders are highly decen-
tfallzed, but their spiritual doctrine and the mystical
rifuals and practices of the adepts (zikr) are rigidly the
same everywhere. |
A second branch of Islam in the USSR is Shi‘a Isiam
(the Ithna Ashariya or “Twelvers’). Unlike Sunni
Islam. this branch has a centralized hierarchy of
clerics within an organization that can be termed a
“Church.” with spiritual centers in Iraq (An Najaf and

Karbala') and Iran (Mashhad and Kom). However, in |

the Soviet Union, the Shi'a “Church,” to which some 3
million Azeris belong, is cut off from these spiritual
centers abroad. |

Finally, there are the Ismailis of the Nizarite rite
(followers of Aga Khan)—consisting of some 60,000
to 100.000 Pamirian peoples In the Autonomous Ob-
1ast of Gorno-Badakhshan. It 1s 2 highly centralized

| sect. which until the 1950’s seems toc have maintain=2

certain illegal contacts with the lsmaili spiritual anc
political centers in India. '

Ethnic and linguistiC kinship. Soviet Muslims glso
identify with Muslim brethren abroad_through feelings
of ethnic kinship. The southern frontler:f,_of the Soviet
Union have been traced in a purely artificial way a_ng
do not reflect any natural nabtiona!' or geographnc_ divi-
sions. As a result, almost all Soviet Muslim national-
ities possess more of less important corresponognt

“hrother’™ groups abroad..

These national groups m ‘ b
categories. The first category COmMPrises large nation

alities distributed In practically equal numbers tbe-
tween the JSSR and one Of severgl_ foreign sta.essl;i
These include the Azeris (with 5.5 million in the US

as of 1979 and OVer 4 million In iran); the Turkmen (2

nd a total of about 1 mill_i_on in
e ): and the Tajiks (3

.Afghani_stan. et 011 million In Afghanistan, and
). With the Turkmens, who con-
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Soviet Turkmenia.

stitute a tribal federation rather than a modern con-
SOIIQated nation, the sense of kinship among Soviets,
Iranians, and Afghans is reinforced by the fact that
often meémbers of the same tribe are separated only
by mere political frontiers. Such is the case with re-
Spect to the Yomuds, the Goklens, the Emrelis. and
m: Ealyrg,__who live in the USSR &and Iran—as well as
" rsaris, the Saryks, and the Aili E“S_-——Who dwell in
¢ USSR, Iran, and Afghanistan. -
| itielg tffle second category are large Muslim rjgtional-
Yondoththe USSR with corresponding minorities De-
(ith 12e SO_V'_et t_Jorder. These include the Uzbekf
millior .‘5 mlllloq in the USSR in 1979 and gbOL_Jt 1.5
USSR In Afghanistan); the Kazakhs (6.5 milliion in the
m‘nO,{tsma“ groups in Afghanistan, and an lrpportant
iy ~=2bout 400,000—in Xinjiang); the Kirghiz (2
Chins in the USSR, probably more than 100,000 In
| People. and a small group of less than 10.1000
but harthe Wakhan—who once lived in Afghanistan
€ now migrated to Pakistan).
Nird category consists of the immigrant
ese inltles in the USSR, with majorities abroad.
1979 ancUde the Uighurs (210,000 in the USSE
as many as 7 million plus In China); the

Dy . |
bk (50,000 in the USSR and 3.5 million IN

M"ﬂ“'ii
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China): the Baluchis (13,000 in the USSR in 15970
[they were not counted in 1979] and an indeterminate
number in Pakistan, Iran, and Afghanistan); and the
Kurds (over 150.000 in the USSR in 1979, 1 miiiion in
Iran. 4 to 6 million in Turkey, and 1 million in lraq).
Finally, there are Soviet Muslim nationalities that

have established more or less important coloniesl\

~ =-Phoins by Bijan Eanjanmad/rictarial Parage and Keystone. E

abroad. These have not lost their original national
identity or their language, and they maintain in somes
cases official or clandestine contacts with their original |
homeland and their brethren in‘the USSR. This is the

case of the so-called Circassians (Cherkess) in Tur-

key, Jordan, lsrael, and the United States. The name ;
“Circassian’ 1S @ common appellation designating the

descendants of various North Caucasians.

religion and the ethnic and sometimes
een some 43 million Soviet Muslims
and the Turco-lranian world—more than 100 miilion
strong—beyond the Soviet borders have _made fo_r a
complicated relationship between the Soviet Musiims

and the Muslim world abroad. In particular. two impor-
tant questions arise. First, what and where is the real

national center of these populations? s it in the USSR,
where Muslims enjoy

The bonds of
tribal kinship betw

4 measure of cultural and lin-
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gt -:""'Fecdom and are lormf]lly e'ndowed with "au-
SUC L nd distinct administrative and territoria|
ybul where de facto they are subjected to reli-
<crimination l(oflen bordering on persecution)
Lere their political development is placed under
W -ulous control of the “elder brother"? Or is it
me“imere they are granted full religious freedom
' heoretically at least, they have, as indi-
Jccess 10 political power, but where their
Hities have no national existence whatsoeyver??
hat is the relationship between Soviet Islam
im world abroad? What official or under-
4 channels are used for their contacts? What
o position does Moscow assign to Islam, and
do Soviet Muslims play in the relations be-
USSR and the outside Muslim world?

%

e
goviet Muslims™ Attitudes
—__-_____————___——__—__——
Let us loOK at the traditional attitudes of Soviet Mus-
ims toward Muslims abroad. R should_ be noted that
such attitudes, or at least their expression, have been
imited by official policy. Specifically, the Soviet gov-
srnment has never formulated any irredentist claims
i+ connection with Azeris, Turkmen, Uzbeks, or Tajiks
iving in .Iran or Afghanistan. Soviet propaganda ig-
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42| < The Azeri language. for example, has not been officially recognized

in

as a wrilten literary language In Iran, ana tne same is true for Kuraish
in furkey and lran ang for Uzbek ana lurkman in Afghanistan.
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nmogtsstgfmé I,Slelrl_elhnic of r-eliga"ous kinship with ele-
mentioned. A uslim population In the USSR is never
onfiens e;c rccord'?g lQ Moscow_s official line, Sovigt
2 struggle g easioz io_udantg only with those engaged 1n
(Muslim or ogthe?) I,r__npena].‘sm, whatever heir creed
' . For Soviet Muslims their Russian
elder brothers™ are supposed to be the “nearest and
deargst," well ahead of any “bourgeois” or “feudal”
Mushm brethren residing abroad. This official doctrine
qxplams the scarcity of written sources about the rela-
tions between Soviet Muslims and the outside Muslim
world. Analysis of these relations must therefore be
based mainly on information derived from personal
contacts.

It can be said that, as a rule, the Central Asian
masses are ignorant of the world beyond the Soviet
frontiers. Where foreign Islam is concerned, their main
feeling is that of a vague religious kinship.®? . 8 |

The position of the Muslim elites of Communist up-
bringing is, on the other hand, complex and ambigu-
ous. In general, Central Asian intellectuals are In-
tensely interested in-and hence well acquainted with
the political evolution of the Muslim world abroad.
while, with few exceptions, the Middle Eastern elites
know little of Soviet Islam. The Soviet Muslim elites’
attitude toward their foreign brethren is a complex

——_ﬂ_ﬁ—

3 fhis feeling seems, however. to be fairly strong. As a-Soviet
Muslim solcier (a Turkman) who aeserted and joined the Afghan repeis
iecounts. Russian officers founa it necessary ¢ say that in
Afghanistan, Sov:et unsis were f:ghting not Musiims. Sul s?me_ i-cfnc.:!
nagans. [his was communicatec [0 the author by Afgnhan emigres (ng

author interviewed in Paris.
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hegpegarding Soviet policy in the Middle East Soviet

Muslim elites have traditionally been more radical ang
adventurous than the Russian leadership of the Com.
munisl Party gf the Soviet U'nlon (CPSU), In ap-
proaching the- issue of the Ghilan Republic in 1920
and the questions of Azerbaydzhan and Kurdestan in
1946, for instance, these. elites endorsed the most
Jrastic policy, the annexation of the whole of northern
ran. It is likely that the present-day elites favor Soviet
annexation of, if not the whole of Afghanistan then at
east Afghan Turkestan north of the Hindu Kush. Such
an annexation would considerably strengthen the
soviet Muslims’ demographic and political position
vis-3-vis the Russians.

Soviet Muslim political elites have also consistently
championed a ‘“transfer of revolutionary energies”
from Europe to the Muslim world at large. In the
1920's, many Muslims expressed the hope that Soviet
Central Asia or the Caucasus would eventually be-
come a ‘‘revolutionary springboard™ and that the
Soviet Muslims—Tatars, Azeris, Turkestanis—would
be the “middlemen™ between Moscow and Asia, the
torchbearers of the *‘socialist revolution” to the teem-
ing millions of Asians and Africans. Thus, Nariman
Narimanov, the First Secretary of the Communist Party
of Azerbaydzhan, wanted that republic to serve as a
“duct for [the passage of] Bolshevik-style revolution
Into all the states and nationalities professing Islam,”*
and Najmuddin Efendiev (Samurskiy), the Daghestani
Communist leader, considered that Daghestan “ought
0 serve 'as a bond of union between the USSR and
Asia and as a channel of Communist ideas flowing to-
ward the Near East.’’® Similarly, Mir Said Sultan
Galiev, the Tatar Communist, wrote in 1923: “Tatar
Workers were the,best conductors of revolutionary
Nergy ... in the entire East.”® Elsewhere he ob-
>Erved, “If we want to sponsor the revolution in the
East, we must create in Soviet Russia a territory close
0 the Muslim East which could become an experi-
Mental laboratory for the building of communism,™
INd, “Just as Red Turkestan is playing the part of a
'volutionary beacon for Chinese Turkestan, Tibet, Af-
ghamSta”:. India, Bukhara, and Khiva, Soviet Azer-

\—_—_—_—_——_—_———
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429?:: ,:a'i“‘anov's Bor'ba za pobedu Sovetskoy viasti v |

Power i1;‘;1!!:.:#:'19 1918-1920 (he Struggle for the Victory of S:owel 2
SN. Ef Azerbﬂmzhan. 1918-1920). Baku, Azernasher. 1967, p. <L.
"M. BSHGIEV (Samurskiy), LDaghestan, Moscow, 1924, pPP- 117-18.

Nalsiona; ultan Galiev, “ fhe fatar Autonomousﬂ#_pubhc. Zhizn

nostey (Moscow), No. 1, 1923, p. 25.  ~ °
?'Ulla" Galiev, "Decree on the [atar-Bashkir Republic,

ibid.,

- case of Maxhachkala). In

CMuslims and the World of 151,
TR W A R e N T A SO S R I 7o vy
/""#T_Eﬂr;:st disdain, and aTmm’"““ e —— |
olend of in - ' ardent desire 1o | bayd shan R

.. will become a Re Bere
- ed b
Arabia and Turkey,"s eacon.for Persia,

Suspicious of Such s

| " and eventually lig-
Galiev and Efendiey as traitors

In his bed but was denounced
post-
humously). Now, after half a century, the position of

Moscov:r 'émains unchanged: it is the Russian “elder
prother' alone who bears the responsibility for carry-
Ing qut d revolutionary strategy in the Third World.
Muslim Communists are no more trusted in such roles
today than they were 50 years ago. At best, they tend

o be used as technical advisers but not as political
cadres. | |

(Narimanov died

case of the Arab countries, in which they have shown
ittle interest.® However, they do feel stronger ethnic
and religious kinship with lran and, especially, Turkey. |~
Particularly among Soviet Muslim intellectuals there |~
are still feelings of empathy for fellow Muslims seeking
revolutionary change in those countries, and, as we
shall see, there is even the belief that these brethren
might in some way help Soviet Muslims ease the tight
control exercised over them by the Russian “elder |
brother.” | |

Islam—a Policy Tool?

It is paradoxical that, despite the CPSU's deep dis-
trust of Muslim cadres as means of promoting Com-
munist revolution -abroad, the Muslim religious estab-
lishment, represented by -the four Muslim Spiritual
Boards,'® appears today to be the most effective
“agent’’ that Moscow has for pursuing it_s state
strategy toward the Muslim world beyond Soviet fron-

viers. In contrast with the indifferent, ignorant, or: ™

y ineffective— West.

disdainful—and therefore large S
icted, but systematic

the USSR has a cautious, restr
—_—__—_____—__———_—____—_
“' M S. Sultan Galiev, " loward Declaration lof the Founaing| of the

ic. ibig.. Apr. 9, 1920.
Azerbaydzhan Soviet Repubiic, ibid., ) |
’ fhey"pogroms in Daghestan in the wake of the “Yom Kippur war

of 1973 were obviously sponsorea by the authoniies and cannol be

considered an expression of real popular anisemiism.

| n
v [hese are located in Tashkent, {or Central Asia ana Kazaknsla

' th
(because of its importance. its charrman, Ziautdin Eanaghanoj:. has the
ntle of “Grand Multi ); Ula. for European Russia and Siberna

P .
Makhachkala, for the Northern Caucasus. incluging the nraw_.:ts“zu -
Krasnouar and Stavropol , and Baxu. for the Shia !'#lus'.hm::1 ‘ Bgarcs
the USSR and tor the Sunnis of [ranscaucasia. he fist thre

Snaferin the
nt ang Baxu, ana Sha
nafi in the case ol lashke
e the case of the Baku Boarg, the chauwmanis

et Shiites, ana the vice-chaitmanis the

also the Sheikh ul-1slam of Sowi
Sunni mult.
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Q aimed al using the Islamic religion for

This strategy, inaugurated after Nikita
. downfall, seeks to advertise the “free-
m in the USSR through the testimony of
¢ representatives; to present the Soviet
.5 43 million Muslims as a better partner
st for the world of Islam; and, finally, to
~tacts with the conservative pro-Western
tes, such as Saudi Arabia, Jordan,
d Egypt.
4 Soviet Muslim territories of Central Asia
ucasus have opened their frontiers to
ims, welcoming delegations for “friendly
or participation in the numerous lavish in-
conferences organized by the Tashkent
ard. The pattern of such visits is predicta-
itation is issued by the Grand Mufti of
iautdin Babakhanov. The visit begins in
ith a reception by the officials of the Board
_ nough not always, by those of the Uzbeki-
S ment. Then there is a trip to the two Soviet
' adrasahs (universities)—Mir-1 Arab in
1d Imam Ismail al-Bukhari in Tashkent—
1e of the “"working" mosques in Tashkent,
and Samarkand. After Central Asia, the
=gation is taken to Baku, where the Sheikh
-sets it at the Taze Pir mosque. Finally, the
goes to Leningrad and Moscow where the
sre received by the local imam-xhatibs
sads of mosques). In Moscow, they are also
n behalf of the Soviet government by AD-
-ullayev, an Uzbek who is deputy chairman
1cil for Religious Affairs of the USSR Council of
Sometimes they also visit Uta."
.~ drsare intended to produce the general im-
A R2 g ‘hat in Sovietland, Islam is free and opulent
' 'he government treats its Islamic leaders as
" and not as “tools.” Abd al-Bari Isaiev, the
o ~uropean Russia (Ufa), put it this way in an
! " Nguage broadcast on Radio Moscow:

b __We’CO_me in our country our brothers in reli-
i he guise [sic] of various delegations. They

mosques and say prayers with us. They ¢an
S
| :‘::'”9 are just a sampling of the Muslim gelegations that
| am Q'UPSSF! In recent years: in the winter of 1974, Jama at-i
of h: IBKISlan. YOUﬂg Muslim Society ol Eg’fpl. and a
s h::s Ims from Singapore: in the winter-Sprng of 1975.
- of S Ohammega, Deputy Prime Mimuister of Mauntius. ang a
hea:ma“ ulemas: in the spring of 1970, an Afghan ulemas
€d by Alghanistan s Minister of Religious Aftairs; In

e
9auon of [uraish ulemas, a Pakistan aelegation Neadea by

ary ¢
¥ General of the Worlg Islamic Conference. and a
Uelegauon,
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Grand Mufti Ziautdin Babakhanov, Chairman of the
Muslim Spiritual Board of Central Asia and
Kazakhstan, addresses a world religious conference in
Moscow in June 1977 on the theme “For Lasting
Peace, Disarmament, and Just Relations -‘Among Na-

tions."”
—TASS from Sovioto.

personally verify the truth of what we say concerning
the freedom of Islam in our country . ... Qur Musim
guests publish frequently their impressicns in the Is-
lamic magazine published monthly in our couniry
[ Muslims of the Soviet East]. They note with complete
satisfaction that the Soviet Union zealously sefeguards
Islamic monuments . . . and that the Soviet state does

not interfere with religious affairs ... ."

Various international congresses organized by the
Spiritual Board of Tashkent provide even better oppor-
tunities to demonstrate the “prosperity’” of Soviet
Islam and its unconditional support of Soviet policy. A

brief sampling follows:"

e In 1970, a conference was organized in Tas:hkeng

on the general theme of “unity an §
Muslim peoples in the struggle for peace. It was
chaired by Ziautdin Babakhanov and attended by 2

hundred Soviet ulemas and by rep _
lim countries. Violent attacks were launched against US.

Israeli. and Scuth African “imperialism.”

13 [he best source
is the journal Musiuns of the

English, French. Arabic, and
Central Asia and rnazakhstan.
journal are qiven for several 0

Soviel East. a monthly pubnsheyg 10
Uzbex by the Mushm Spintual Boara of

ashxent. Specthic citations 1o thus

m
w 1n the text

{ the acuviies Listed belo
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-*""]}]1973. the same Board convened'%'“““"‘“‘“-“— R Y e S

ference 1N Tashkent, on the theme “Soviet Myslims

support the just struggle of the Arab people against

Isracl imperialist aggression.”

o In August 1974, an important international con.
ress was held in Samarkand to commemorate the

| 200th anniversary of Imam Ismail al-Bukhari, High.
anking representatives from 25 Muslim countries
were present (including ones from Saudi Arabia.
Fgypt, Sudan, Moro_cco. and Jordan). On this occa-
sion, the congress, In an unusual departure from the
norm, abstained from attacking the US or Israel.

e In October 19/6, a congress was convened in
Tashkent by Babakhanov, to celebrate the 30th an-
niversary of the founding of the Central Asian Board. It
was attended by distinguished representatives from
Syria, North Yemen, Morocco, Jordan, Tunisia, India,
and Pakistan. | |

e On July 3, 1979, an international conference was
held in Tashkent to celebrate the 10th anniversary of
the establishment of the journal Muslims of the Sovief
East. The conference was chaired by Grand Mufti
Babakhanov and attended by high-ranking delegates
from Jordan, lraq, India, Turkey, Tunisla. Pakistan,
Kuwait, Iran, Lebanon, Japan, Bulgaria, and Ethiopia.
Its final declaration—signed by all the delegates, in-
cluding those from ‘“‘pro-Western countries — con-
tained vicious attacks against “‘Israeli, USA. South Af-
rican, and Chinese imperialism." "

¢ [n September 1979, a symposium was convened
by the Central Asian Board at Dushanbe, the capital of
Tadzhikistan. Its theme was ‘‘the contribution of the
Muslims of Central Asia, of the Volga, and of the
Caucasus to the development of Islamic thought. to
the cause of peace and social progress.” Delegates
from 30 Muslim nations were present, and Grand
Mufti Babakhanov took the opportunity once more to
denounce “Israeli and South African imperialism.”
~ ®In September 1980, a large international congress
S scheduled for Tashkent. It will be devoted to the
following subject: “the 15th century of the Hegira
Must become the century of peace and international
‘f'flendship.“ A permanent exposition bearing on

Islam in the USSR is to be organized, and a book on
the life of the Muslims in the Soviet Union is to be
Published. s _

All of these visits and conferences in the USSR are
Carefully staged and controlled so as to strictly limit
how much of Soviet Muslim realities the visitors See.

v——_

14 :
0.3, 1979 D. 18, |

13 :
Raaio Moscow in English, May 11, 1979.
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Nevertheless. 3 fair* num

. ber of foreign Mustirme e
seen behind the eign Muslirms naye

_ _Plous screen erected by the Spiritua|
223;315 t?nli)ggcil:f;etrf;e genuine misery of Islam in the
: R are probably less than 200
WOrking” mosques in all of Soviet Central Asia) and
the .cla_ssm type of colonial relations existing between
the rplmg Russians and the Muslim natives.'® )
Aside from receiving foreign Muslim delegations in
the USSR, Soviet Muslim religious leaders are con-
st-antly touring Muslim countries—especially those
with conservative and pro-Western governments. such
as Jordan, Morocco, Saudi Arabia. Egypt, and Tunisia.
The Soviet delegations are in general headed by
Z_lautdin Babakhanov or one of his two deputies:
vice-muftis Abdulgani Abdullayev and Yusufkhan
Shakirov. Members of these delegations speak perfect
Arabic and have a thorough knowledge of all aspects
of religion. Thus equipped, they are certainly the best’

possible Soviet itinerant ambassadors to the Musiim =
world.'’ . - r
The enumeration of services by Muslim spiritual
leaders to the Soviet government would be incompleie
if we omitted the propaganda broadcasts (such as the
one cited above) by Soviet muftis and other represen-

o Muslims of the Soviet East regularly publishes important articles
signed by the Grana dMufit of the fashkant Spiritual Boare 2r ks
ceputies denouncing foreign Muslims who, after visiting the USSH.
have publishec unpleasant reports. See, for insiance. No. 2. 16/4.
pp. 25-29 (criticizing a Moroccan visitor): No. 1. 1975, pp. 8-13. ang
No. 3. 1977, pp. 18-20 (attacking Pakistani visilors).

17 Some of the recent trips abroad by Soviet Muslim geiegations
include: |

e 1272, delegation led by Babakhanov, to Morocco.

e 1974, agelegation heaaed by the same mufti. 1o North Yemen.

e Summer of 1975. an important gelegation with Bapachanov among
its members. 1o Iraq. Joraan (reception by King Husseinj}. ana Ecypt
(reception at the University of al-Azhar).

e September 1975, Soviel delegation to a conference in Mecca on |
the ““mission of the mosques —Babakhanov receivea by King Khalia o{:r =

* Sauai Arabia.

e Oclober 1975, Soviet delegation 1o the International Symposium on
Islamic Eaucation, in Lucknow, India. | :
e October-Novemper 1975, delegation heaged Dy Yusulchan

Shakirov. to Somalia ana Mauritius.

® 1976. gelegation lea by Abdullayev, 1o a Muslim-
in Tapoli. |

e Winter of 1977, delegation under the direction of Abculiayev. 10
International Conterence on “IslamiC fhought n Quargla. Algena.

e March 1977. Sowviet gelegation headed by Abu furab Yunus.
imam-khatib of the "[iila Sheikh Mosque of fashkent. 10 an
international symposium in Bangladesh on the 'Musllm

Christian dialogue

the

preaication

(sermon).
¢ July 1978,

conlerence in Karachs _
e Summer of 1978, oelegation heade

ana Senegal.
¢ September 1978. gelegahion loan
international conference In Istanbul on the Hegira cd .

12th
e Winter of 1978, gefegation headed by Abdullayev, 1O zeﬂ:‘;
International Conterence on ~1slarmic Fhought 1n Batna, Algeria.

delegairon headed Dy Babaxhanov, 10 an international

on the propagation of Islam.

a by Abaullayev. to Nigefr, Mali,

led by Babakhanov. to an
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The interior of an Islamic madrasah, converted by Soviet officials into a Communist museum in Bukhara,
Uzbekistan.

—Hussein Rofe/Keystone.

énd now they have chosen the independent path of

latives of the Soviet Islamic hierarchy. These broad- _ _
growth and progress. All peace-loving forces, first and

Casts in Arabic, Persian, Pashto, Urdu, and Turkish

have:: Increased in frequency during the last two years.
Their themes do not vary much from standard Soviet

*Manations, but voiced by the highest religious au-

thorities, they may be assumed to have somewhat

-Ereater weight among foreign Muslim audiences. They

condemn Israeli, Chinese, American, and South Afri-
“an “imperialism": call for political harmony between
lSIa-m and the Soviet government; trumpet “‘freedom of
:ellgionn In the USSR; denounce numerous
c?a';;emiesi-- inCIUding Soviet Muslhm émigrés (espe-
e ¥ those working for Radio Liberty); anq (in r_ecent
fangt‘h S)...e’(hc'f't the Afghan people to resist “wicked
Lia 3. The following excerpt from a broadcast by
UWdin Babakhanov is typical:

The

fere MUSﬁmS of Afghanistan for centuries have suf-

d the oppression of the foul order of feudalism,

foremost the friendly people of the Soviet Union sup-
port them . ... But the counterrevo!utiopary' e_/ements
in Afghanistan who were deprived of their privileges as
3 result of the April revolution are trying (o r_estore the
regime of injustice condemned by I_slan? itself. The
glorious Koran says: ““God orders justice anq _a_’e-
cency.” US imperialism has_em'barked on activities
against Afghanistan and tries to distort thg zdeas. of the
revolution and to cast aspersions 0N (nendshrp and
mutual assistance between Afghgmstan and t:_‘?e
JSSR. American imperialism is arming tf?e rebels, mc;
terfering in the internal affairs of a sovereign étaée an

causing bloodshed which IS cono{emned b;/_ 0 m. >
We Muslims of the eastern Soviet republICs, ’_ ncé
cordance with our reh‘giousddugr a?th;u; :eoizic’_i ou;'

remain unconcerned aooul _
f?i?gnhotgormg Islamic counlry; W€ complerely support

-
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and

he interference by US imperialisrn and Chinese

ilitarism in the internal alfairs of Afghanistan be
wpped. We ask all our coreligionists'in the countries
;eighboﬁng Afghanistan not (o believe the lies of the
imperialis(s and to make eflorls 50 that bloodshed
should not take place among Muslim peoples. '

It is obvious that cooperation between the Soviet gov.-

ernment ana the USSR's Muslim leaders is fruitful ang
meneficial for the former. For some years now, re-
spected religious leaders in the USSR have praised
the Soviet government at every Islamic conference in
every Muslim country—including some held in the
holy cities of Saudi Arabia. Moreover, not a word has
neen said at these conferences in defense of the US
or of the West in general.

On the other hand, the Soviet regime must pay in
wcash” for any action by the Muslim leaders in its
favor— by immediate and important concessions such

18 Ragio Moscow in Pashto, Jan. 29, 1980 (Ziautdin Babakhanov s
talk at the lashkent Central Mosque on the occasion of Mawlug—the
Prophet's birthaay). See also Raaio Moscow in Arabic to the Arabic

world, Jan. 14, 1980.

_,7,.;—-5;;;5,9' ol Alphanistan in its slrupgle f_g;/;&a,;
(h€ againsf l'fnpeflahsm. We deCfSiVE}fy demand that

Soviet force occupying

down of antireligious propagands. 1re.

W mosques, or the pUincation of reli-

tion wnt_h the demographic explosion of the Muyslim
DODI:JIBUOHS of Central Asia and the Caucasus'? ar;d
the'mtense activity of the xenophobic fundamentaiict
Sufi brotherhoods 2° js bound to become 3 fnaj-:;;
threat to the future stability of the Soviet regime,

] . ' -
Soviet Muslims in Afghanistan
-_—

Beyond participating in exchanges of Islamic dele-
gations, Soviet Muslims had. until recently, generally
not been assigned to diplomatic, economic, technical.
or military missions abroad. Only two or three of them

il

m.ﬂ.

19 See, for example, Michael Rywkin, “Central Asia and Soviet
Manpower, Problems of Communism (Washington, DC),
January-February 1979,

< [he best sources on this phenomenon. admittedly from Soviet
eyes. are two antireligious perioaicals: Vestnik nauchnogo ateizmz. a
quarterly, and Nauka i religiya, a monthly, both pudlished in Moscow.
For fuller getail, see the author s articje, “*Muslim Religious
Conservatism and Dissent in the USSR, Religion in Communist Lancs
(Keston), Autumn 1978.

»

Kabul in February 1980.

-

—K2thersine Tﬂﬁli*
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~ 4 ambassaderial rank (N.A, MUKhitdmay
<t Secretary of the Central Committee of
ommunist Party of Uzbekistan, vas Soviet am.
- in Damascus in the 1950°s). In foreign Mus.

O ;
bass:;tnlriCS* USSR Muslims were employed in sub.-

im- Lo capacities—as technicians, inlerpreters, or
aff (cooks, chauffeurs), and even then only
numbers.
< nattern has been disrupted by events in Af-
éhaniSlan. starting with the April 1973 coup against
oresident Mohammad Daoud and continuing through
the Soviel invasion of [_Jecember _1979,'whuch over-
hrew the regime of Haflzullat_] Amin. At first intent on
helping @ friendly Marxist regime, and then moved by
the need (O prevent a .total collapse of state adminis-
Afghanistan wracked by successive
purges Within the ruling Khalg (People’s) party, the
soviet Union undertook to send In large numbers of
.dministrative and technical cadres. Inasmuch as
here existed few Russians with sufficient knowledge
of local conditions and languages, Soviet authorities
were forced to employ Central Asians (mainly Uzbeks
and Tajiks, but also some Turkmen) in these missions.
By late 1979, there were several hundreds (perhaps
even thousands) of Soviet Muslims in positions at all
evels of Afghanistan’s administration, from the lowest
posts up to deputy minister jobs. The invasion only
increased their numbers. Moreover, the rank and file

| of the invading USSR forces included a fair percent-

i

§ | Was

age of Central Asians, even though the officers In.

command were Slavs.?’

The Soviet Muslims sent as administrative cadres 10
Afghanistan after the 1978 coup in Kabul enjoyed di-
rect contact with the native Muslim population uhder
conditions of practically no Russian ‘control—a thor-
oughly new experience in the history of the Soviet
Union. In effect, they found themselves realizing the
dream of the Muslim “‘national Communists™ of the
1920's (Sultan Galiev, Turar Ryskulov, Najmuddin
tlendiev, etc.), i.e., the building of communism in 2
"eighboring Muslim country, a large part of whose
IPODU]at‘ion shares a common ethnic, religious, and
Nuistic background with the Soviet Muslim advisers.

Before the invasion, certain Western observers had

Bued that the existence of some 30 million Muslims
k—_—/
4)

the Sl:v?etlacl that many Central Asian Mushm soldiers were serving In
'979"Januun“5 which invaced Afghanistan in December

Unils 1 1, hary 1980 suggests that the Soviets gia not expect these
Unitg shgg Lthe rebels It is a rule in the USSR that only purely S'av

!'d be useq in quelling uprnisings 1n Mushm territonies. Such

. e |
”*Stuma:ase in lhe repression ot the May 1979 nots in Lushanbe and
Ces in lashkent in the 1960 s.
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| al Asia mj ' ——
Soviet military o ght constitute a deterrent to 2

ccupation of Afghani -
far from opposi phanistan.?? However
posing the i -
land, the Centy g the occupation of a brother Muslim

al Asian Muslim elites '
2 seemed to wel-
come the adventure,?3 Conceivably, they sincerely be-

ILlJezvbedkthal they_/' were helping liberate their brothers,
nt ed and Tajik, from the “imperialists” and from
g:a”n i'p‘i?amﬁ?ati?n.” But their involvement in the Af-
Ing position v?it?x sro nas given them a better bargain-
sventuily obi theg?rd to the Russians and might
with importantge e latter to pay for the cooperation
crease indUSWc:mcessuc:ms. such as deciding to in-
ial investment in Central Asia rather
than attempt to siphon Muslim manpower off to proj-
ects in the purely Russian areas of Western Siberia
and northern Russia. |
| In all likelihood, the Central Asians were very useful
In the course of the military operations involved in the
Invasion. For instance, they probably served as inter-
preters for the Soviet armed forces. They likewise
made it possible for the Afghan administration to func-
tion under the occupation. Furthermore, their pres-
ence tended to give to the Soviet occupation of the
country the character of an intra-Islamic affair. Cer-
tainly, this seemed to be the intention of the Soviet
leadership in the beginning, when Central Asian Mus-
lims were spectacularly exhibited in Kabul.

But the operation did not prove a success. In Feb-
ruary 1980, the USSR tegan io systematically puif out |
units with Central Asian soldiers and replace them
with purely Slav units. ‘At the samé time, the Soviet
Muslims manning the Afghan administration began to
be superseded by Russians or even by East Germans.

One can discern several possible reasons for this
withdrawal of Soviet Muslim cadres. First, there is the
violent opposition of the Pushtuns—a self-styled Her-
renvolk who have traditionally viewed the Uzbeks and -
other Turks residing north of the Hindu Kush as L{n- ,f‘\
termenschen. The Pushtuns would rather be occupied
by the Russians than by despised and hated
neighbors from Central Asia. As a cons?quence. Cen-
tral Asian Muslims were attacked and In some Cases
«illed 2* and any hope of securing the support of the

e

«¢ For example, Louis Dupree argued: *The Musiim popu!:ulc:ln of the
goviet Central Asian republics themselves might omecstel: me; at_:“me
involved in the occupation of a brother Mushm land. See ,
~Afghanistan Under the Khalq. Proplems of Commu _

el involvement In Alghanistan
an émigrés in EUrope and
and aiplomats in MOSCOW.
arch 1980 told ot a nol ol

ver plans to bury in a non-Mushm cemelery

ad trom Atghamistan in cofhins.
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Members of the Jamiat Islami Afghan rebel forces opposing the Soviet-sponsored regime in Kabul, photo-

grephed in the fluristan-Kunar area of northeastern Afghanistan in Janvary 1930.

Pushtuns througzh them was doomed. This card had to

|'be abandoned.

Second. the non-Pushtun population—Tajiks,
Turks, and Haz:iras—greeted the Soviet Muslims only
too well. Friensyty contacts were established without
the Russians' l,cing able to intervene, and Soviet
Mu§l|ms were -ubmitted to systematic religious and
political "intr,sication’ by the Afghans. In some
places, includiniz Kabul, an active “black market’ In
Korans was orysnized. Eventually, in January 1980,
some Soviet tMi=lim soliders deserted and went Over
o the rebels, in spite of the extreme difficulties of
doing sg.25

Finally, even those Central Asians willing to assist

w

S
Ierfj::e‘ furkman yetactors have reached Pakistan and have been
|r| 'elﬂ !herﬂ -
Mar. ;;!d;;gn. a Maw ()eil dispatch by the Associated press dated
With thre e 30' qQuatess i tetiable Western source” 10 the efiect that he met
a rebel.cq oviet arrny raservists from Uzbekistan who haa geserted 10
eporteg I:Im“&” arag.a i Alghamstan. A UPI dispalch of the same aay
lolg the at onn of e three gelectors had said that they had been
of Algh:nwr:"”a ba highting Amencan, Chinese, and Pakisiam enemies
h'f:nhers. WUSI”""' liistudd, thay found they were “fighting ouf Muslim
- Ve Wara lind Q.

In

—=RAl2in Dejean/SYGMA,

their Russian “elder brothers” in" the mission of “liber-
ation” cooled off when ideology had to be translated
into action, which had a rather gruescme side.
“Liberating” Tajik and Uzbek brethren in Afghanistan
seemed to entail shooting these same Uzbek and Tajik
brethren. or—even worse—helping Russians shoot
them. Although the immense majority of Soviet Mus- |
lims in Afghanistan remained obedient to Soviet or- (‘”:,

ders. Moscow perhaps came to question the degree of | ~

their reliability as the need for military operations grew
more pressing.

—______________________
Moscow’s Options in Afghanistan
. .
These recent actions suggest some awareness on
the part of the Soviet leadership of the potentially d_e-
stabilizing impact of the Afghanistan venture on Soviet

Central Asia. One way of assessing this pq_lential is to
examine Moscow's options and their possible conse-

quences.’
If the Soviets prove un

sistance 1N Afghanistan rapl _
will have to face a lengthy guerrilla war.
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:"'EFE);IE)UC“ for sooner or later such a conflict
he bound 1O antagonize the Muslim world and

g also awaken the never quite forgotten attitudes
could 5 1ad the great Basmachi movement in Cen.-

Were the Soviets to succeed in liquidating or neu-

1he rebellion (which for the time being seems
ikely), they would then have the choice of
several solutions: (1) They could annex Afghanistan,
nich would thus become the 16th ""Soviet Socialist
qepublic” ©f the Union. This outcome would be wel-
comed DY the Sox_net Muslum elites, religious and
Communist alike, since it would add 15 million deeply
religious and natropahst brethren to the existing 43
million Soviet Muslims and thus strengthen their not
Jnreasondble hope of outnumbering the Russians. (2)
The Soviets could annex the northern, Turkic part of
Afghanistan to the Uzbek and Tadzhik republics of the
USSR and permit the country south of the Hindu Kush
to become a purely Pushtun state. This solution might
he even more favorable in the eyes of Central Asian
Muslims. (3) Soviet armed forces might withdraw from
Afghanistan in favor of establishment of an "inde-
pendent” but highly submissive Afghanistan ruled by
pro-Soviet but non-Communist leaders receptive to
Soviet civilian advisers. Such a modified “finlandiza-
tion" of that country may already be under considera-

tion by the Soviet authorities.
Further issues arise, however, with regard to the last

' | option. Would Moscow favor a Pushtun-dominated re-

gime, with the Pushtuns won over by a promise of
eastward expansion toward the Pathan territory of
Pakistan? In such a case, Soviet Central Asians would
be excluded from Afghanistan in deferencé to
Pushtun sentiments. Or would the USSR seek a re-
gime dominated by the non-Pushtuns (Tajiks,
Hazaras, and Uzbeks). Central Asians would then pre-
SUmably participate in the political and economic life
?;rﬂfghanistan. This would be a very favorable solution
a t.he ?ent_ral Asians but one with dangerous, far-
”8.'”8, Implications for the Russians. -

tem]tpm the framework of most of these pos_sible al-
muCh't’ES,‘ Central Asian Muslims would certainly have
ract &V the Afghans in the way of technology and

tical know-how, but also could receive much In

e '
MLUST' Gy suggested above, the iron curtain betwgen
Afgh 'M brethren on opposite sides of the Soviet-

an border has already crumbled, with active cir-

Culat; | .
lion ang uncensored exchange of information and

eas
i Ume“lsmn. which startea in 1918 ana lasted until 1928

(In S
om
@ 1Solateg areas until 1930).
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which could strike - One of the key sets of 1asg

responsnge chords in Central Asia 1S

natlonal!sts such as that which Shamil and his Nag-
shba_ndl murids provided all the nationalist anti-
Russian movements in the tsarist Empire.?’

The Soviets’ room for maneuver in Afghanistan is
therefore very narrow. Their victory must be rapid,
complete, and spectacular. A failure, or even a doubt-
ful_success, might be a dramatic signal to the Central
Asgn Muslims, not unlike that of the defeat of the
tsarist armies in Manchuria in 1905, which spurred
the birth of a8 Muslim national movement.?®

Iran’s Influence

While developments in Afghanistan seem to have
the greatest potential for immediate and profound im-
pact on Soviet Muslims, events in Iran may also have
3 direct, deep, and far-reachning efiect. lran is unaer-
going an Islamic fundamentalist and anti-imperialist
revolution not very different in character from thet of
the “theocratic state” of Uzun Haji and his followers in
1918-21. which has left long-lasting memories among
the Caucasian Musiims.?® (Curiously, the Ayatollan
Ruhollah Khomeini even bears a physical re-
<emblance to Uzun Haji.) Since the downfall of the
Shah, Caucasian-and Central Asian Muslims have dis-
played a passionate interest In NEwWs reaching th,em
from Tehran and Tabriz. lran has always enjoyed. ana
still enjoys, an Immense prestige In the Turco-lranian

R

Caucasian wars on the aevelopment of the
nonal movements 1s well known.

ues appeared immeaiately after
ong them were ltufax

e [artar country, ang

-7 [he impact of the
Ukrainian, Polish, and [artar na
.8 Almost all the Mustim pokincal par
Russia s aefeat «n the Japanese war. Am
al-Mushionin, fangchylar. ang Uralchylar in th

. A
Hu mmet and Musawal in franscaucasl |
S 1in 1918-19, Uzun Haji. a baghestan Sufi Sheikh (Naqshbanai).

: * 3 theocracy baseg on
~gmurate of Daghestan-Chechniya.
ekl 12 hough he was 1n his 90 s. he lea the

lly. even I

the shan a. Subsequen .
belhon of North Caucasan mountaineers agamnst the Soviets

Y o Hal anyg his tomb 1n the viiage

| the highung.
Uzun Hap aiea in 1921. quing 9 Soviel Socialist

Samnts In
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Ayatollah Seyyed Kazem Shari‘at-Madari, an Azeri |

S_hi'a Muslim from Iran who has called for greater reli-
gious freedom for his brethren in the Soviet Union.

—Alain Keler/SYGMA,

WOT|d, not on_ly because of the Country's unique a0
advanced culture but also because of its long tradition
of statemanship. This is especially true among the
Caucasian Muslims, for whom lran remains—in spite
of the uncertainty of its present position—an inspiring
model.

Sev§ra| aspects of the lranian revolution evoke
tSpecially resounding echoes in the Caucasus—
mong the younger generation of Muslim intellectuals
iannctjh.amcmig the quite numerous ‘‘religious fanatics’
ther IS region (i.e., members of the Sufi orders). Fn:st,
rev'e '.s the '_'anti—imperialist” aspect of the lranian
"“f Ogt'op‘ It is easy to draw a paralle! between the
"i;rmg'? 'f“perialism" of the Americans in Iran and tr}e
Cen‘ze”a"sm" of the Russians in the Caucasus and In
Ayatrﬁl Asia. As the Iranian Shi'a religious leader
TUrkOf ah Seyyed Kazem Shari'at-Madari (an Azer!

rom Tabriz) put it: '

T .

cgs _ffaman Muslim people's triumphant struggles

gIeSS‘tute a turning point in the history of world Strug-
 and the best model to follow by the oppressed
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.sal in the flow of influence between the Soviet Union

_ﬁ_-___‘*ﬁ_‘: ?‘F"J’ ," -Fi'.d-’ i .IF

Muslim peop[e“
[ 'ﬂ Of the = -
studying Iran’s world —

'S':tfc?rggi' _-t.herﬁ IS the “populist” character of
ni-Ism,” with its promise to bring to power 2
New category of younger political leaders of more pop-
ular origin. Third, there is the exaltation of the culturapl
mﬁgatl, and poliftical values of Islam. This flatters thé
e sense of superiori 1CaS]
lims feel with regarg tc:-otlrgirthnac:nt-?jle (Zlghcaélan_Mus- |
Armenian) neighbors. The fa PS o 'U'S'Slan"qr
. ; ct that “Khomeini-ism™ is
a _Shl_a_ phenomenon and has “reactivated’” Shi'a
minorities in lraq, Syria, and Yemen probably woulc
not be a great obstacle to a religious union of Muslim3 ;7
In the Caucasus, where differences of dogma between
the Sunnis and Shi'ites have been weakened during
the 60 years of the Soviet regime.

However, religious fundamentalism is not the only
ideology which lran can export to its morthern
neighbors. Radicalism of various sorts—always spicea
with the time-honored religious flavor—is another pos-
sible lranian influence on Soviet Islam. Among its
various forms is the wild romantic philosophv cf Ali
Shariyati, which attempts to reconcile Marxism with
Shi'a Islam. Such creeds do not always conform to the ;

L1l

laws of logic, but “Islamic Marxism™ (or “Marxist
Islam’). with its tremendous pathos, its constant ref-
erences to the glories of the past, and its promise of a

happy and mighty future, constitutes a powerful and

dynamic revolutionary ideal, more inspiring than the

emasculated, bureaucratic Russian model of_r_ﬁ_,
socialism. | o | N\
All of these factors help to explain a dramatic rever-4 -
|

and lran since the fa1l of the Pahlevi monarchy in.

January 1979. Where once Iranians listened to prop-

aganda broadcasts fro |
Soviet Azeris and Turkmen who follow wit

broadcasts from Tabriz and Tehran. In June

m Radio Baku, today it 1S the;
1979.
Allahshukur Pachayev, skhund (head) of the Baku

interest the

Jjami mosque and Shi'a deputy chairman of the Mus-

lim Spiritual Board for Tra
foreign journalists in Baku

-Madgarn

t in Persian, ‘Feb. 22. 1979. lhat Shari at
sufiering oppression wa
oadcaslt of an interview tne
quoled as saying.
ngion of the 45

nscaucasia, told a group of
that “‘events in Iran do not

v [eghran broadcas S SOON

incluged Soviel Mushims
evigent. In an Apr. 19, 1

Ayatollah had granted 10
USSR to show greater

among those

979, lehran bOf

Soviel newsmen, he was
respect for the re

~\We expect the
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mean that Islam will also make new inroads in the
Soviet Union,”"®' but one wonders how realistic this of-
ficial assessment was. Once more, as in 1908, Iran
oresents the picture of a ‘‘revolutionary™ country
where “something is on the move.” Even if the Mus-
ims of the USSR prudently express the view that de-
velonments in Iran cannot affect their life and ideol-
ogy, something of their inner joy still shines through: i
their Shi'a brethren in Tehran have succeeded In
humiliating what they see as one mighty “imperialism”
—the US—then its counterpart, Soviet “imperialism,”
May too be defeated one day in the Caucasus.

—
Prospects
——
SUIEEL:e|-IS thus considerable potential for events In
DTOfounnd”-(ely places as Afghanistan or Iran o have a
0ne oy Impact on Soviet domestic politic;, although
Should [hd- be foolhardy to predict its precise nature.
lrast sh S aCt_Ua“Y happen, the situation would con-
Sovier |-"PY With those obtaining at the birth of the
Wher SO”'.Q” and in its Stalinist period. In the 1920's,
E.‘t:t)ﬂomi(;”et RUSSF’_ was struggling against cogntless
toriag W and political difficulties and its Mushm ter-
lhe Civil . OOl 'Slowly emerging from the chaos of
War, Soviet |slam was a breeding ground of
¥____‘________._——
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A‘meeling of the Muslm_v Spiritual Board for the Northern Caucasus, presided over b;/ its chairman
| Hapiz Omarov (center) in Makhachkala, Daghestan, in August 1979. |
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revolutionaries and an exporter of ideas. Muslims who
had joined the Bolsheviks tried to elaborate theories
adapting Marxism to the specific conditions of a Mus-
lim society, and these formulations—for example, Sul-
tan Galiev's “national communism,” Turar Ryskulov's
“Pan-Turkic Marxism,” and Najmuddin Efendiev's

“Revolutionary Pan-lslamism”—made their way to the |

outside Muslim world. Indeed, their enduring echoes
may still be heard in the radicalism of Libya's Mu'am-
mar Qadhafi and in the programs of Algerian or Syrian
socialists. Then, with the advent of Stalinism, this

communication of ideas ceased.
In the post-Stalin period, Moscow suthorities cau-

tiously opened some communication channels be- |

tween Soviet and foreign Muslims, apparently on the
assumption that the technical and intellectual
achievements of Soviet Mushms and the facade of of-
ficial Soviet Islamic institutions would Impress the
' world. However, after decades of en-
itv to stale Russian Marxism.,. Soviet

Muslims had nothing to export in the political domain.
To the contrary, it 1s they who are Iik_eI)_r to be 1‘nflu-
enced by ideas, programs, and |deologles—-perna_ﬁs
even by models of political warf?re anq_gurirnnj
activity—moving northward from a 'destabuh;ed faom
radicalized Middle East. These idt—:*as—-ran.gmgt rthe
the most conservative religioys fundamentahsmmomon
wildest revolutionary radicalism—share 0ne r:v::sowmt
characteristic: the potential for destabihzing e

Islam, and thereby for underm

ining the unity of the
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