Mupocnas LLlymuno

Ha 26 anmpun B 3aB3etus Kutomup [uncyacku oTnpass Npu3nB KbM KUTEIUTE
Ha YKpaliHa, KaTo MEXJy Apyroro mnuime: ,,[Iosckure BOMCKHU 1€ OCTaHAT B YK-
paifHa KOJKOTO BpeMe € HeoOXOIMMO, 3a Jja MOXe Ha Te3W 36MHU J1a Ce yCTaHOBU
HCTHHCKO YKpauHCKO yrnpasieHne. OT MOMEHTA, KOraTo HapOJHOTO MPABUTEICTBO
Ha PenyOnuka YkpaliHa cb3nane Abp’KaBHHM OpPTaHH, KOraTto Ha pyOeka 3acTaHar
BbOPBHKEHUTE CHUIIM HA YKPAaWHCKHS Hapoj, CHOCOOHW Ja Ma3aT Ta3u CTpaHa OT
HOBH HamaJeHus, a CBOOOTHUST HAPOA CaM Ie MOXKe Jia moeMe chadara CH B CBOU
pblie, MOJCKUAT BOMHUK LIe ce BbpHE B rpaHuLnTe Ha PemmyOnuka [lonmra, u3nbi-
HUJI C YeCT MHCHsITa cu 3a OopOata 3a cBoOozara Ha HapoauTe '”.

Crnen mbpBHS ycnex moJickaTa araka € 3aabpkana 3a 10 gau. Cieasamoro
HamaJeHue rnomnaaa B O€3BB3AYIIHO MPOCTPAHCTBO, 3aIOTO HNPOTUBHUKBT CE
nsrens 3an Juensp. Ha 7 mait orpsaure Ha Tpera apmus Ha reHepai [Imur-
nu-Pun3 3aB3emat nu3ocraBenus: Kues. [lusncyncku e yoenen, 4e ,,001eBUKATE
e u3ryosIT moutu uenus opar Ha J{nensp uyak go YepHo mope*. Toit Bb3HaMe-
psiBa J1a U3MpaTH yKpauHckara apMus Ha odansuBa B Omeca'l). 3a cwxaseHue,
OOJILIEBUKUTE HATXUTPAT MOISUUTE, N30ArBalKM pelInTeHa OUTKa B YKpaiHa.
3aroBa bk Ha 14 mait 1920 r. 3anouBar odansuBa B benopycus. Ts e crpsiHa,
HO C LIeHaTa Ha NPEXBbPJICHHU TaM MOJICKA PE3EPBHU BOCHHHU 4acTH. B ¢bIoTO
Bpeme, Ha 5 1oHu OonmeBumkara [IpBa koHHa apmust Ha ByapoHu npeoposiBa
¢ponToBara TUHUS Ha toT OT KneB u u3i113a B THII Ha MOJICKUTE BOWCKH. B Ta3u
cutyanus komaHasamuar Tpeta apmus renepan UImurnu-Puns 3anossijgsa na
ce HanycHe Kues, u ce orrers B nocoka Ha Kopocten. CrnacsBa Bolickara cH,
HO HE U3II'bJIHABA 3anoBeATa Ha [Tmicyacku, KOMTO HCKa PEIIaBallo CPAXKEHUE C
xonHunara Ha byneonu (Wrzosek, 1992: 272 — 274).

Twpceliku NpUUYMHHUTE 3a HEyclexa Ha ,,KUeBCKHS MOXoa ™, Tpsa0Ba Hal-Ha-
npea na oTOeNneXuM pesia Ha HallpaBeHUTE TPELIKH OT BOEHHO ecTecTBo. [Ipe-
1 BCUYKO HE € M3MBJIHEH CTPaTerHYeCKHsT MIaH, KOMTO mpeaBuxkaa pa3ou-
BAHETO Ha MPOTHUBHUKA B YKpaliHa, a cjej TOBAa MPEXBBPISHETO Ha INIaBHUTE
cunu B benopycust. Cnen Tpu AHM ampuiickara odaH3uBa € cIpsHa, KOETO
OOJNIICBUKUTE M3MOJI3BAT M ce M3Ternar 3aa Juemsp. B pesynarar HacTpmBa
0oTONBCKBaHE Ha MPOTUBHUKOBUTE CUIIM BMECTO TAXHOTO YHHINOXeHHE. [Ipy-
ra BaxkHa rpemka npasu LlImurno-Puas, 3abassiiku HamyckaHeto Ha Kues,
a cjej TOBa M KaTO HE M3IMBJIHABA 3all0BE/ATa 3a yjaap Io apMmusta Ha bynso-
Hu. [To MmHeHneTo Ha reHepan KyTxkeba e uMano TpyIHOCTH B OIEPATUBHOTO
PBHKOBOJICTBO MOpAJU JUIICA HAa KOMIETEHTHU reHepanu. Apmus 3a orOpaHa
Ha YKpaliHa € uMajo A0CTa rojsMa, Ho oTOpaHara e Ouia 3jie PbKOBOAEHA
(Potocki, 1999: 92 — 94; Kutrzeba, 1937: 250 — 284).

I'maBHaTa mpuuMHa 3a Heycliexa Ha IslaTa olepanus, OCBEH TaKTHMYECKHUTE
IPEIKY, HAlpaBeH! OT MOJICKOTO KOMaHABaHe, € MIPeKaJeHo OaBHATa OpraHU3aLus
Ha ykpanHckara apmust. [Ipe3 ronn 1920 . apmusita Ha YKkpanHcKara HapojHa pe-
nmyOnuKa cTura easa 10 21 Xuisgau BOMHUIH U OULepH.
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B monckara nctopruorpadus 3a ToBa ce 00BHHSBA MPEAN BCUYKO YKpaHMHCKaTa
crpana. [Ipu3uBbT Ha CuMmon [leTropa, npuKaHBan KbM JOOPOBOIHO BCTHIIBAHE
B pelOBETE HA YKpaWHCKaTa apMus, Cpellla MHOTO c1a0 OT3BYK cpel Hapoda. YK-
PaMHCKUTE CEJsIHM, c1ab0 OCh3HATH KaTo HApoJ M M3MOPEHH OT pa3opHTENIHATa
BOIHA, OT €lHa CTpaHa, ThIyBaT 3a BJIACT, KOSATO A2 T'M W3BEE KbM CIIOKOMCTBUE U
pen, a oT Apyra, ce mojjaaBar Ha OOJILIEBHUILIKATa MPOIaraHaa, KosSTo T IUIAIIN C
BPBILAHETO Ha ,,TIOJICKUTE TAaHOBE* M OTHEMAHETO Ha pasnaplieupaHaTa UM 3eMsl.
[To cpmoTo Bpeme nmpusuBbT Ha [leTnropa — [Iuscyacku He ChIbpka 0OILIECTBE-
HU JI03yHTH. [ToTeHIanHo MoaCcuiIBaHe MOXKE J1a UMAT BbCTAHUYECKHUTE OTPSIH,
MPEIBOKAAHN OT MECTHH aTaMaH!, HO MHOI'O-MHOT'O HE M C€ UCKa J1a Ce MOTUMHS-
BaT Ha AMCLUIUIMHATA B penoBHara apmus (Wandycz, 1967: 21; Legie¢, 2002: 89).

TpsiOBa 12 TOMHUM, Y€ 3HAYUTENTHO BIMSHUE BbPXY MECTHOTO HACENICHHE OKa3Ba U
HEeZ0OPOTO MOBEICHHE Ha TOJSIMTEe. BoeHHHUTE KOMEHIaHTH ChBCEM He Obp3ar ¢ pesa-
BaHETO HA BJIaCTTa M MECTHATA aJMUHUCTPALIMS HA YKPAUHIIUTE BHIIPEKU H3PUUHNTE MH-
CTPYKLMH Ha IIaBHOKOMaHBarws nosckara apmus (Bojko, Mychajtowa, & Werstiuk,
2012: 108 — 109)'?. ITo-romnsiMara 4acT OT OpULIEPUTE, TOMHEIIM OUTKHUTE CPEILLy yKpa-
uHimTe B [anvims u Ouneiiku mon BiusiHUETo Ha eHaenkute (HapomHa nemoxparys)
BB3IVIEM, He pasbupar norpedHocTTa oT ¢hio3 ¢ Ilemmopa'®. Ha 6 maii FO3ed TTni-
cyAckH muie a0 npemuepa CKyncku: ,,ApMusaTa cTaBa BCE MO-TOMISIM TOBAp, Jpa3Hel]
HAaCEJICHHETO U MH/IyLIMPAILl BCE MO-OTpUIIaTeNHK 4yBcTBa Y. OCOOEHO Jola caBa CH
CTIeUesNBaT rpadelTe HaceIeHNeTo TIO3HAHCKH TOJIKOBE. ,,HanucTuna, ¢ Te3u Mep3aBLu
HE MOJKE J1a CE BOIOBA — OIJIaKBa c€ BBbpXOBHUAT IIaBHOKOMAaH/IBALl] — BEY€ MU JOKJIA-
BAT, Y€ Ta3H MOJI0Ca, TI0 KOSITO Ce JIBIDKAT, € TOTOBA JIa BAUIHE BECTAHHE cpelry Hac™ ™.

[onckara cTpaHa McKa OT YKpaWHIMTE Ja OPTaHU3UpPaT apMusi, ChCTaBEHa OT
LIECT HAITBJIHO OKOMIUIEKTOBAHH TIEXOTHU JTUBHU3UH (00110 0K0JI0 70 XUIISI I BOWHH-
uy). Ouensia ce, ye cPopMHUPaHETO 1 0OYUEHHETO UM 1€ OTHEME OKOJIO TPU Mecela
(Kutrzeba, 1937: 74). Ha npaxTrka BpeMeTo, C KOETO ce pasrojara, € HarmojJoBHHA
M0-KPaTKo, KOETO U Taka B [O-ToJIsIMaTa CH 4acT € u3ryoeno. Hait-noOpust Hauus 3a
Obp30 yBeIMYaBaHE HA YUCICHOCTTA Ha apMUSITa € OMII0 MPOBEKAAHETO Ha 00111 MO-
ownmmzanums. Ho mygaoctTa Ha Biactute Ha YHP 1 3aTpynHeHusTa, KOUTO MOJICKUTE
KOMaH/AWPY Ch3/IaBart, NPaBsIT Taka, 4Ye yKpauHCKaTa IMBHIIHA U BOCHHA aIMUHHCTpa-
1Sl Ha 0CBOOOJICHUTE TEPUTOPUH Ce Ch3naBa MHOTO O0aBHO (Legiec, 2002: 97).

Pasnmopexxnanero 3a moOunm3anus Ha Habopu 1896 — 1898 e oOsiBeHa enBa Ha
25 Maii ¥ MpaKTUYECKH HE ce OChUIecTBsIBa. YacThyHa MOOMIM3auUs € MpoBese-
Ha caMo0 B HaJJIHECThPCKUTE okosnu: Smmon u MorunwsoB [logoncku, B pesynrar
Ha KOATO B penoBere Ha apmusaTa Ha YHP Bamsar 6 xunsan HoBoOpanuu. HukakbsB
HaOOp 3a apMUsITa HE € OpraHW3UpaH Ha TePEeHUTE MEXIy (QpoHTOBaTa JMHHS OT
25 anpun 1920 r. u noroBopeHara BbB Bapiiasa moscko-yKkpanHCKa T'paHUIa, T.e.
B oxonuute Kamenen Ilomoncku, Hosa Ymmna, Ilnockupys, CTapokoHCTaHTHHOB,
3acnaB u 3Bsaxen (Bojko, Mychajtowa, & Werstiuk, 2012: 105 — 106). Tyk e moro
Jia ce 00sIBU U MPOBeJie MOOMIIM3AIMS BEAHATA CIIE/ 3all0YBaHETO Ha O(aH3MBaTa.
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3a chbKaleHue, MUBUIHOTO YINpaBiICHUE HAa 3eMUTE OT BONMH U MOmONCKUS
(pOHT He MO3BOJISBA BIACTTA JIa CE Mpeajie Ha YKpauHIuTe B Te3u obnactu. [lo
TO3U HAYUH HE € U3M0JI3BaHa MPEKPACHATA Bb3MOXKHOCT 3a yBEIMUYABAHE HA apMUSI-
ta Ha YHP ¢ okono 20 xunsiiu BOMHUIM, KOUTO OMXa MOIJIH Ja TPBrHAT 3a (ppoHTa
ome B cpenara Ha touu 1920 roguna (Legie¢, 2002: 97 — 98).

[To BpeMe Ha HAacOUBAHETO HA 3amaj YKpauHCKaTa apMUs MOJ KOMaHABAHETO
Ha reHepan Muxaitno OmensiHoBuu-I1aBrneHKo 3anuTaBa rKHaTa 4acT oT (ppoHTa
Haja JIHeCThp M MpE/CTaBIIsIBa CHITHA U AKTHBHA 3aIllUTa Ha JISCHOTO KPUJIO HA IOJI-
ckute Boicku. [Ipe3 aBryct 14 ce orreris 3aa JJHecTsp, MonyvyaBailky 3amoBes 3a
orOpaHa Ha 150-KUIOMEeTPOBHS yUaCThK OT peKaTa OT pyMbHCKAaTa TPaHMIIA YaK JI0
paitona Ha MukonaeB. ToBa mo3BoJIIBa Ha HSKOJKO MOJICKM BOCHHU €AMHUIIM 1A CE
MIPEXBBPIIAT Ha CeBEP, KbCTO Kpail Bapmasa u kpait Bern ce pemasa cpa0arta Ha
BoitHara. [ToBepenara Ha renepan [laBneHko 3a7a4a € Ouiia MHOTO OTTOBOPHA, Thid
KaTO MOJICKOTO PBKOBOJCTBO YIPAXKHSABA CUJICH HATUCK BHPXY CTPATETHUYECKOTO
cebp3Bane ¢ PymbHus'®. Io chinoro Bpeme otienenara VI cTpenakoBa TUBU3HS Ha
MOJNIKOBHUK Mapek be3pyuko ocTaBa B cbcTaBa Ha mojckarta Tperta apmusi, Boaei-
KW TEXKH OUTKH Ha Teputopunte Ha Bomun. [To-Hararsk, npe3 aBryct 1920 1. ce
cpaxxaBa B paifona Ha Xeam u 3amorry'”. TToICKUTE yU4acTHUIM BBB BOWHATA MOJI-
YyepTaBar, 4Ye YKPAaWuHCKUTE BOWHUIU ca OWJIU AUCHUIUIMHUPAHU U cMenn. Criopen
rerepan Kytxkeba: ,,YKkpauHCKUTE [BOMCKH | ce OUSAT MOXBAIHO HE3aBUCHUMO Jalln
ca Ha POJICH TEPEH, WIH MPHU 3aMOIIM |[...], Talau ce o0JsAraT Ha MOJICKO PaMo, WIIN
ce OMAT CaMOCTOSITeTHO, TE3U BOWCKU U3ITBJIIHAXA CBOCTO JIOOPOBOJIHO MPUETO BO-
SHHO 33JIbJDKCHHE J1a U3ITBJIHIBAT Bh3IokeHuTe UM 3ama4un’ (Kutrzeba, 1937: 304).

[No-HararblHaTa CHI0A HA MMOJICKO-YKPAUHCKHS ChEO3 CE MPENONPEAeis OT pellie-
HUAATA, B3CTU TI0 BPEME Ha TOJICKO-OOJIICBUILIKITE MUPHH TperoBopu B Pura. Ore
Ha BPBOTO 3acenanue Ha 21 cenremBpu 1920 r. BomaysT Ha moJckaTa aeneranuys S
JloMOcKku TipH3HABa ITHJTHOMOIIMATA Ha MPEJICTABUTES HAa YKpauHCKaTa ChBETCKA CO-
[HAMCTHYECKa PEITyOinKa, KOeTO O3Ha4YaBa rpu3HaBaHe Jie (hakto Ha ChBeTcKa YKpaii-
Ha (Bruski, 2000: 206 — 207). ToBa MHEHHE € B ChITIacHe C IIO-PAHHUTE IOTOBOPEHOCTH,
KOUTO C€ B3UMAT Ha 3aceqanusTa Ha CbBera 3a 3aluTa Ha abp:kaBara. Ormie Ha 27 aB-
T'YCT MUHUCTHPBT Ha BbHIIHUTE padotu Eycraxu Carnviexa orOensizea: ,,.B ciayuaid, ue
ce CTUTHE JI0 MUPEH JI0roBOp, CKbcBaMe ¢ IleTmopa BOGHHUTE U MOIUTHYECKUTE OT-
HOIIEHUs], CJIe/l KaTo My MOMOTHEM Ja C€ M3TCIIM Ha U3TOK M3BbH rpaHuimre Ha M3-
Touna [amuius“®. B Pura npuctura v ouiHaiHa geferanyst Ha YKpauHCKara Ha-
poIHa peryOnrKa, HO T He € JOIyCHara JI0 yJacThe B ChBellanusTa. B oOsBeHara Ha
7 OKTOMBpY MPOTECTHA HOTA HEMHKTE YWICHOBE OTOCIISI3BAT, e ,,C noykpernara Ha [Tormma
(uKIMATA Ha CHBETCKOTO MPABHUTENCTBO 32 YKpaiHa MoiyvaBa peaaHo uaMepeHne !,

[NocranoBnenusiTa Ha ChBeTa 3a 3aIUTA HA IbP)KaBaTa M MIOCTHITKATa Ha MOJICKA-
Ta neneraiys B Pura ¢pakTrndecku 03Ha4aBaT MOTHIIKBAHE HA JIOTOBOPA OT 22 anpuil U
CKbCBaHE Ha MOJICKO-YKPAMHCKUS ChI03. JIOSUTHUST ChEO3HHK € OCTaBeH caM Ha cebe
cH, 3a4epraBaiiku joceraniHara nojiutuka Ha FO3ed [Tuncyncku mo oTHoOIIEHHE Ha
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yYKpauHCKHs BbIpoc. Boennure neiicTBust ca npekparenu Ha 18 oxrompu 1920 r,
KOTaTo BJIM3a B CHJIA JOTOBOPHT 32 pumupue. [lodeHUTE MOICKU OTPsAN TPSIOBAIIO
Jla ce OTTENIAT Ha OINpe/eeHaTa B HaualoTo IpaHnvHa JUHUsL. BTopa Touka ot moa-
MUCaHK IOTOBOP 3aIbJDKaBa ABETE CTPAHHM Jla He MOAKPETIST OPraHn3alliy, ,,AMaIin
3a 11eN BhopbkeHa 6opba ¢ Ipyra nperoapsiia crpana‘“. BB Bpb3ka ¢ TOBa o1ie Ha
15 okromBpH CeiMBT H3MCKBA OT BEPXOBHOTO KOMaHABaHE BCUUKU HETIOJICKH BOCH-
HH OTPSIIH JIa HAITyCHAT TepuTopusita Ha PemyOmikara®).

B nonckara ucropuorpadus Hail-uecTo ce moAYepTaBa, ue B OOIIUTE PEeIICHHUs
(na CpBera 3a 0TOpaHa Ha JbprKaBara u Aejeranusara B Pura) IoMuHUpAT MOIUTH-
YeCcKH NpOTUBHHULM Ha Hauannuka Ha qppskaBara, Hadeno ¢ S Jlombcku u Cra-
Hucnas [ pabcku, cTpeMsIIy ce Ha BesKa eHa Obp30 Ja MOANUIIAT MUPEH J0TOBOP
c 6ommesukute (Pisulinski, 2004: 267 — 268).

[To To3n Ha4YMH Te OTroBapsAT Ha OYAKBAHUATA HA OOJIIEBUKHTE, KOUTO CHIIO
ca 3aMHTEepeCcyBaHM OT ObP30TO CKIIIOUYBaHE HA MUPEH JIOTOBOP Ha IMOJICKUS (PPOHT,
3a Ja MOrarT Jla MPEeXBHPIIST BCHUKK CHIIH 3a OopOa ¢ Hamupamus oT or Bpanriep.
OcBeH TOBa TOJICKOTO OOLIECTBO BeUe € M3MOPEHO OT BOWHATa W HE pa3zdupa mo-
naneyHure konuenuuu Ha [uncyncku. Kakro ro onpenenst Cranucinas Llar-Mau-
KEBHUY: ,,3a aB'YCTOBCKara OuTKa ce Onmaromapeme Ha bora, a 3a kueBckus mapan
ce pyraeute [Tuncyncku“?). B chBpeMeHHaTa yKpaHCKa UCTOpUOTpadusi ChIIO ce
nosiBAIBaT MHEHUs, e [Iuicyacku e uckan aa goBefe BOWHaTa 10 1moOeleH Kpaid,
T.€. 10 0CBOOOX/IaBaHETO HA YKPAWHCKHUTE 3€MH OT OKyIalusITa Ha OOJILIEBUKHUTE.
Ho Toii e HsiMan BIMsHUE BBPXY PELICHUATA HA MOJCKOTO NPABUTEICTBO U BBPXY
MupHuTe nperosopu B Pura (Bojko, Mychajlowa, & Werstiuk, 2012: 127).

VYuynsam e GpakTsT, ye HadamHUKBT Ha AbpKaBaTa HE € HAIIPaBUJI HUKaKbB pe-
LIMTEJIEH MPOTECT Cpelly pelieHusTa, B3etu B Pura. Cnopen muenuero Ha Jleon
BammneBcku Toil He € BApBajJ B TpallHUS MUP C OONIIEBUKHUTE, OYaKBalKH HOBA
cbBeTcKa odan3uBa npe3 npojierra Ha 1921 . OTTyK u1Ba TPETUPAHETO OT HEroBa
CTpaHa Ha criopazyMeHusTa B Pura xaro Bpemennu (Wasilewski, 1935: 223 —224).
TpsiOBa na ce ordenexu odaye, ye cpes WICHOBETE Ha MOJICKaTa Jeneranus B Pura
€ UMaJjo xopa, cBbp3anu ¢ [luncyncku — ciomeHarust Beue Jleon Bammnescku, a
cbuio 1 Butong Kamenunnku u renepan Mueuncinas Kynuucku. Te cbiio He ce mpo-
THUBOIOCTABAT AOCTATHYHO PEIIUTEIHO HA OTCTHIKUTE KbM OOJILIEBUKUTE, KOUTO
npaest Jlomocku u ['padcku (Pisulinski, 2004: 279 — 280). dakruueckara nurca
Ha peakuus oT cTpaHa Ha [Tuicyacku mo ycinoBusiTa HA MUPHHUS IOTOBOP, CKITFOYEH
B Pura, moka3sBa, ue cie mopakeHMETO Ha KUEBCKUS MOXO/ OT mposerta Ha 1920 T
TOH Ce OTKa3Ba OT MOBTOPEH OIMUT 3a pealn3upaHe Ha CBOATA YKPAaMHCKa KOHIIETI-
uusi. BeposiTHO Beue He e BApBall B yclexa Ha TaKOBa HAYMHAHHE.

3a na naze Bb3MOXKHOCT Ha apMUsTa Ha YKpauHCKaTa HapoiHa penyOnukKa na
nponbibku Oopbata, [Iuncynacku ce ctapae B ChIIOTO BpeMe Ja MOCTUTHE Cropa-
3ymenue Mexny Ilermopa u ,,0enute. PazroBopure MUHaBaT TPyAHO, Thi KaTo
pYCHaIUTE HEe MCKAT Ja MPU3HAAT yKpanHcKaTa appkaBa. Ha 13 HoemBpu 1920 .
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BBIPEKH BCHYKO € IOJNHCAHO CIOpa3yMeHHE ChC Ch3JaJeHus BbB Bapiasa
Pycku nonutnuecku kabunet Ha bopruc CaBunkoB. B chi1oTo Bpeme Ha cTpaHara
Ha 40-xunsaHata ykpauHcka apMus B Ilomone ce cpaxaBaT pyckuTe OTpsiid Ha
renepan bopuc Ilepemukun, HabposBamu okono 10 xwnsau aymm. Ensa Ha 15
HOEMBpH Bede MOOEACHUAT OT OoneBukuTe BpaHriep ce chriacsiBa ia npu3Hae
He3zaBUCHMOCTTa Ha Ykpaiina (Pisulinski, 2004: 284 — 288). 3a cexanenue, Beue
e mpekaneHo KbcHo. Ha 21 HoeMBpu moj Hamopa Ha OONIIEBHKHTE apMHsITa Ha
[Metnropa ce marerns 3ax 30pyd. Okono 20 XUIsSAM YKpauHCKHA o(UIEpH U BOM-
HUIIM ca HATWKaHH B CIIELMAJIHY Jlarepu 3a uaTepaupanu (Karpus, 1999: 56 — 57).

B naute 8 — 12 oktomMBpu KoHHMIATa Ha renepan Omuym Pymen nposexkaa au-
BEPCHOHEH KaBajiepuiicku HaOer Ha KopocTeH. B xona Ha Ta3u akuus yHHIIOXKaBa
JIB€ IMBU3MUU HA HENPUATENS U B3UMa OKOJIO 8 XWIIAAM IIeHHUIM. Pymen, Bk aaiku
JeMopani3alusTa Ha Bpara, peasiara Iba00k pein Ha Kues, koiiTo obade € 0TXBbp-
neH ot prroBoncTBoTO Ha Illecta apmus (Rommel, 1934: 188). @akruuecku 601-
LIEBUILIKAaTa apMusi € Ouiia Beue M3LSUI0 CMasaHa, a IbTIT KbM KueB e Ot oTBOpeH.
lonsiva moaxpena 3a ChIO3HUMYECKUTE BOWCKH € aHTHOOJIIEBUILIKOTO MapTU3aHCKO
JBIDKCHUE B YKpaiiHa, HaOposiBaio npe3 ecenta Ha 1920 r. okomno 40 XHiIsau Ay1.
Ha nmoxacrenure 3a Kpum pasBuBar cBosita oaH3uBa PyCKHTE OTPSIIM Ha TeHepas
Bpanrnep, koiiTo Bp3Hamepsia 1a popcupa JHensp, 3a 1a ce cpelHe ¢ NoJsIIHUTe U
yKkpauHiute Ha tuHusATa Yepkacu — XepcoH (Potocki, 1999: 96, 106).

[Tpu Te3u 0OcToATENCTBAa MPOABIHKABAHETO HA BOWHATA OT HSIKOJKO CEIMHIIN
JlaBa LIaHC 33 MPUTHCKAHETO Ha OONIIEBUKHUTE 0 CTEHATa U MOBAUTAHETO OTHOBO
Ha BbIIpoca 3a Ykpaiina. ToBa gocta o0pa3no komentupa Taneym Xomysko: ,,[Ipe-
JaZloXM€ YKpauHIUTE, KOUTO BSIPHO YIbp)kaxa Ha OpaTcTBOTO CH B TparuuHUTE
IHU. A camo JIBe ceMMIM NMpOAbKEHUE Ha BoiHara W Boiickute Ha IleTmropa
msixa 1a ca B Kues u Modde 2 meme 1a ce ChIIach Ha MEPHH IIPETOBOPH C HAC U C
nenerarute Ha [leTmiopa, 1miemnte fa npu3Hae He3aBUCUMa YKpaiiHa, 3aI10TO ToraBa
IIEeIe Ja MUCJIM KaK Jia CriacsiBa CaMOTO ChILECTBYBaHE Ha OONIIEBUKUTE ),

3a chkaneHue, NOJICKUTE IperoBapsuy B Pura uckar 6bp30 1a 3aBbpIuaT BOii-
HaTa | J1a pa3AeiiaT YKpauHCKUTE U Oenopyckure 3eMu Mexny llomma u Gommre-
Butka Pycus. [ToBeaenneTo uM € 0CTpo OLEHEHO OT YKparnHCKuUs myOonuuucT MBan
Kenpun-Pynuunku, KOWTO OT TOIOBUHBEKOBHA NTEPCIIEKTHBA JIaBa CIIeHATA Xapak-
TepucTuKa: ,,B cBeTOBHaTa MUCTOPHUS MMa MHOTO CIIy4ad, KOraro ChbIO3HUK € U30-
CTaBsI ChbIO3HUKA CH, CKIIFOYBAJI € CENapaTUCTKH MUPHH JIOTOBOPH € Bpara, crapal
ce € 3a M3BJIeue MaKCHUMYM I0J3a 3a ce0e CH B HOBOBBb3HMKHaaTa cutyanus. Ho
TOBa CTaBa BUHArHM KOraTo ca Omiu B ryoema nozunust. [logensinero Ha YipaiiHa B
Pura mexny Ilomma n Pycus craBa ciepn criedeneHara MoJICKO-yKpauHCKa BOWHa
cpeury CopBercka Pycus. 3aroBa ToBa € ImpenareicTBO B KJIACHUECKHs CMUCHI Ha
tasu ayma“ (Kedryn, 1971: 25 —26).

B npomannoTo cu 00pbiieHHE KbM YKpanHCKUTE BOUCKH OT 18 okToMBpH 1920T.
103ed IMuncyncku nume: ,,O0mara nponsta KpbB U TpoOOBETE HA TepOUTE ca
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KpaWbI'bJIHUAT KaMBK MO II'BTS KbM B3aHMMHOTO pa30HMpaHe U ycliexa Ha JBara
Hapona. Cera, cie 1B€ TOIMHHU TEKKH OUTKM C BapBapCKUsl HAIIECTBEHUK, CE
MpoIIaBaM C MPEKPacHUTE BOMCKHM Ha YKpamHCKaTa HapoJHa pernyOnuKa U KOH-
cTatupam, 4e 1o BpeMe Ha Hal-Te:KKUTE MOMEHTH B HepaBHaTa 6opOa Te Hocexa
BHCOKO CBOETO 3HaMe, Ha KOeTo Oe M3MHCaH JIO3yHI'bT ,,3a BalllaTa U HallaTra CBO-
0oma‘“, KoeTo e CUMBOJI Ha Bceku nouteH BoHuK (Pitsudski, 1933: 177).

[Noamucanusar na 18 mapt 1921 1. B Pura noroBop o3nauaBa de facto nopaxeHue
3a eneparuBHata uaes Ha [luncyacku. [onsiMara BoeHHa mo0e/a € B rojsiMa CTEIEeH
OIpOTacTeHa MOJUTUYECKH, Thi KaTO HE Ce OCHOBaBa YKpauHCKa AbpaBa. Mapiia-
JBT MPEKPACcHO CH € JlaBajl cMeTka, ye [lomma e cnevenuna BoliHaTa, HO € 3aryouia
MHpa U € 3aryOuniia yKpanHcKaTa Kay3a. B To3u KOHTeKCT TpsiOBa J1a ce pa3miexkiar u
JIYMHUTE My, OTTIpaBeHu Ha 15 Mait 1921 r. kbM HHTEpHUpPAHUTE YKPAUHCKH BOMHHIIN:
A3 BH C€ U3BHHSBaAM, TOCIIO/a, MHOTO ce u3BnHsBaM ™ (Potocki, 1999: 130).

IIpeBon ot moscku: Mna Muxaiinosa
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POLAND AND THE UKRAINIAN PEOPLE’S
REPUBLIC IN 1919 - 1920

Abstract. The common enemy of the reborn Poland and the Ukrainian People’s

Republic was Bolshevik Russia. On the initiative of the leaders of both countries:
Jozef Pitsudski and Symon Petlura, an alliance agreement was signed between
Poland and the Ukrainian People’s Republic on 22 April 1920. Pitsudski treated
cooperation with Ukraine as a key element of his broader plan to rebuild Eastern
Europe. The result of the concluded alliance was the participation of the Ukrainian
army in defense of Poland against the Bolshevik invasion in the summer of 1920.
However, the great military victory was largely wasted politically because no
Ukrainian state was established. The Treaty of Riga, signed on March 18, 1921,
signified de facto defeat of Pitsudski’s plans.
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Abstract. “Prometheanism” meant the political cooperation of interwar Poland
with non-Russian peoples and nations in Russia directed against the tsarist, and
later the Soviet empire. The Promethean movement included representatives of
Ukraine (Ukrainian People’s Republic — UNR), Caucasus (Georgia, Azerbaijan,
Mountaineers of the Northern Caucasus), Crimean and Volga Tatars, Turkestan and
nations inhabiting Finland (Ingria, Komi, Karelia), as well as a part of the Don,
Kuban and Terek Cossacks. This article focuses on the relations between the Polish
side and individual nations and structures of the Promethean front, on those turning
moments in its development, as well as on the political and organisational evolution
of the Promethean movement.

Keywords: Promethean movement; Russia; Poland; Caucasus; Georgia;
Armenia; Azerbaijan; Ukraine; Finland; Cossack

The territorial expansion of the Russian state from the end of the 16th century took
place by subjugating or completely annexing states or peoples that bordered it. This policy
led to the creation of a huge Empire at the end of the 19th century, in which, despite a
consistent Russification, about half of the residents did not consider themselves Russians.
It was only the significant weakening of the tsarist state that took place as a result of
World War I, the Bolshevik revolution, and the civil war in Russia, that enabled the
subjugated peoples to try increasing their autonomy within the Tsar’s state or regaining
full independence. In 1918, some of them regained their previously lost sovereignty or
attempted to create new states. However, contrary to previous declarations, the Bolshevik
state did not intend to abandon the imperial policy pursued by Russian tsars. For this
reason, during 1918 — 1921, revolutionary armies eventually liquidated most of the states
that arose on the ruins of the Romanov Empire. Political and military elites of conquered,
subjugated peoples went into political emigration to Europe, to continue fighting. The
common goal and awareness of their opponent’s power led them to unite their forces in
one organisation, which was given the name of the Promethean movement. It included
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Ukrainians, Georgians, Azeris, Highlanders of the North Caucasus, Crimean and Volga
Tatars, Turkestanians and representatives of the Don and Kuban Cossacks, Karelians,
Ingrians and the Komi peoples. The Poles were not formally part of this movement, but
the Polish authorities and some of the important Polish politicians provided organisational
and financial support to the Promethean movement. Its functioning would not have been
possible without the support of the Polish authorities.

The Promethean movement should be seen as one of the many international
movements created by the nations conquered by Russia/the USSR, who strove
together to regain their independence (Stocky, 1947: 330). The aim of these
movements was to fight against the imperial policy of the Russian state, and to a
lesser extent its political system. In this case, anti-imperialism took precedence over
anti-communism, although the impact of the system and ideology on the functioning
of the Soviet state and its policy was fully realised. In this context, it is worth
recalling that the term ‘Prometheism’ means both the activity of a political group that
functioned during 1926 — 1940, and the trend of political thought, which postulated
the necessity of breaking up the Russian state into states of individual peoples. This
second phenomenon was undoubtedly broader and included also the thoughts and
views of people who were not directly connected with the activity of the Promethean
movement (such as Adolf Bochenski, Jerzy Giedroyc, Juliusz Mieroszewski and
others) (Libera, 2012: 219 — 220). This text is limited to the presentation of issues
related to the functioning of the Promethean movement, which was created in 1926
around the magazine ‘Promethee’ published in Paris, and which gathered émigrés
from various nations conquered by Russia/the USSR. The activity concentrated in a
few principal groups of the emigration, mainly in Paris, Constantinople and Warsaw,
and the ‘Prometeusz’ (‘Prometheus’) Club in Warsaw was the central meeting place
(1928 — 1939). The current activity focused on publishing periodicals in various
languages, political activity and, to a lesser extent, military and subversive actions.
The movement continued to function during the I World War, but in that period its
activity practically froze.

For many years, the issue of the Promethean movement was practically absent
in historical research. It is only in recent years that a markedly increased interest in
researching the Promethean movement history can be seen in both Polish and world
historiography. Until 1989/1991, this issue was addressed only in Polish research?,
conducted in conditions where science was more or less dependent on the current policy
of the communist Poland. At the time historians did not have access to all Polish or foreign
source material, and the perception and interpretation of this issue was subjected to the
requirements of current policy. The situation changed after 1989, but the gradual manner
of granting access to archival collections meant that the first works dealing with this
issue could not appear until late 20th/early 21st century. In recent years, after 2010, these
issues are being raised more and more often in other countries: in Russia, Germany, USA,
Kazakhstan, Azerbaijan, France, Georgia, and many others.

621



Pawel Libera

The aim of this text is to show the contribution of Polish authorities in the establishment
of the Promethean movement and in its functioning, and the relations between Polish
politicians and activists of the Promethean movement. The key question seems to be
the degree of dependence of the Prometheism on the Polish authorities and the extent to
which it was used by the Polish authorities in their foreign policy.

Traditions of cooperation between peoples conquered by Russia

It is impossible to study the history of the Promethean movement without recalling
the role played at its establishment by the experience and memory of a common struggle
against Russia present in the tradition of many nations. It existed in both the Polish
tradition and those of other peoples connected with the Promethean movement. It had
not always been at the forefront, but most often it was inseparable from the tradition of
struggle for the nation’s independence. No nation could fight this struggle alone against
the greatest superpower in the world.

Polish traditions of cooperation with other countries fighting Russia have focused
on three moments. The most distant in time were: the 1720 memorial of the Cossack
Hetman Pylyp Orlyk on the anti-Russian alliance with Poland, the 1733 proclamation of
the Sandomierz Confederates, and finally the activities of the Bar Confederates who tried
to form an alliance with the Crimean Khanate and the Ottoman Porte?. The second stage
took place in the 19th century and focused mainly on the eastern policy of Prince Adam
Czartoryskiand the so-called Hotel ‘Lambert’. The third stage, the closest to the Promethean
movement, has been the activity of Jozef Pitsudski and the Polska Partia Socjalistyczna
(Polish Socialist Party). The idea of cooperation with other nations conquered by Russia
was present in the Polish independence movement and a number of close associates of
Jozef Pitsudski took part in it. Because of the role that this milieu played in the struggle for
independence of Poland and in the subsequent period, it is worth writing more about this
episode. The issue of nationalist oppression of the tsarist authorities against the conquered
nations and the necessity to undertake a common struggle was displayed very clearly
already at the 3rd Congress of the Polish Socialist Party in July 1895. Andrzej Nowak
writes that Pitsudski believed it to be “the most powerful explosive that could blow up
(...) the Romanov state” (Nowak, 1999: 106 — 109, 129 — 130, 138 — 139, 142 — 143).
Pitsudski’s views on this issue were formulated more clearly in the memorandum he
submitted at the Japanese Foreign Ministry on 13 July 1904: “This strength of Poland and
its importance among the constituent parts of the Russian state gives us the courage to set
ourselves the political goal of breaking up the Russian state into its main constituent parts
and providing independence to the countries that had been incorporated by force into the
empire. (...) We consider this not only as a fulfilment of the cultural aspirations of our
homeland for independent existence, but also as a guarantee of this existence, because
Russia, deprived of its conquests, will be so weakened that it will cease to be a threatening
and dangerous neighbour.” (Pitsudski, 1937: 253)

It should be emphasized that similar traditions of cooperation with other nations in
order to organise a common resistance against Russia were also present in the past and
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the tradition of other nations, which acted together within the Promethean movement
during the interwar period. One of the most important here has been the establishment
of the Association of Autonomists and Federalists and the Union of Nations, as well as
attempted alliances between various nations.

The Association of Autonomists and Federalists was formed before the 1st Duma was
convened in 1905 and its goal was to bring non-Russian peoples of Russia to cooperate,
so that they could jointly demand greater autonomy and equality. The leading role in this
group was played by two Poles: Aleksander Lednicki (1866 — 1934) and Jan Baudouin
de Courtenay (1845 — 1929), but it gathered numerous representatives of nations living in
Russia. 115 representatives of 12 nations: Azeri, Belarusian, Estonian, Georgian, Kazakh,
Lithuanian, Latvian, Armenian, Polish, Tatar, Ukrainian and Jewish took part in the
Congress of the Association of Autonomists and Federalists during 19 — 21 November
1905 in St Petersburg (Bagirova, 1997: 140). The policy of the tsarist authorities made it
impossible to implement the demands proclaimed there, but the moment has grown into a
symbol of the effort of many peoples directed against the authorities.

The Office central des Nationalités and the Union des Nationalités were established in
1911 by the Lithuanian politician Juozas Gabrys. His activity focused on the journal ‘Les
annales des nationalités’ and the three large congresses of nations conquered by Russia,
which took place in Paris (1912, 1915) and in Lausanne (1916) and gathered more than
20 nationalities. This activity found its continuation in the Ligue des peuples allogenes de
la Russie, founded in 1916 in Lausanne by Gabrys and Baron Friedrich von der Ropp. Its
goal was to split Russia into nation states (Demm, 2002: 139 — 258; Castelbajac, G. De,
Soutou, G-H. & Gasquet, 1995). One of the manifestations of the League’s activity was
to issue, on 9 May 1916, a memorial to President Wilson on the situation of peoples and
nations oppressed by Russia.

Finally, it is necessary to note the very significant experience of the Russian
Revolutions of 1905 and 1917, when cooperation of many nations inhabiting the Empire
took place, including the Muslim nations (among others during the all-Russian Islamic
conventions in 1917 in Moscow and in 1918 in Kazan) (Isakov, 2004), as did attempts
of cooperation on a smaller scale between various nations conquered by Russia. The
latter include the traditions of the Caucasian nations: Armenia, Azerbaijan, Georgia and
the Highlanders of the North Caucasus, who attempted to create a common state, the
Caucasian Confederation”, in the face of danger.

All these experiences were a valuable precedent for the creation of the Promethean
movement after 1921 and were repeatedly referred to.

Short independence of the nations conquered by Russia in 1918 — 1921

From the last months of 1917 until the early 1920s, taking advantage of the
weakening of the Russian state, numerous nations that had previously been part of the
Tsar’s Empire proclaimed independence. Gradually a number of ‘okrainas’ (borderlands)
became independent from the Russian state, including the Crimean People’s Republic
(25 November 1917), Ukrainian People’s Republic (22 January 1918), Kuban People’s
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Republic (16 February 1918), Autonomous Republic of Turkestan (February 1918), Idel
Ural (1 March 1918), Republic of North Caucasus (11 May 1918), Georgia (26 May
1918), Armenia and Azerbaijan (28 May 1918), Poland (11 November 1918), Republic of
Northern Ingria (22 January 1919). Contrary to earlier declarations, the Bolsheviks decided
to continue the imperial policy of the tsarist Russia and from the very beginning began to
fight the emerging states. Only a few of those, like Poland or the Baltic states, managed to
retain their independence. The vast majority were conquered by the Bolsheviks between
1918 and 1921/1922 4.

Despite the victory of the Bolsheviks, guerrilla units continued to operate in many
regions, facing the Bolsheviks. However, the political, intellectual and military elite of
the nations conquered by Bolshevik Russia had to emigrate to Europe to continue their
struggle. Initially, the first attempts to fight for independence took place at the peace
conference in Paris, where representations of individual nations sought to be heard and
supported by the international community. These efforts ended in a complete fiasco.
Much better results were achieved in bilateral cooperation between the Caucasian nations
and Poland. Direct and constant contact with émigrés from the Caucasus was made by
the Polish military attaché in Constantinople, Col. Leon Bobicki. In the first place, a close
military cooperation was undertaken: in 1921, the Polish authorities agreed to accept into
the Polish Army a group of cadet officers and officers from the Caucasus as contract
officers. The first group of Georgian servicemen began training in Poland in December of
that year. The following year, they were joined by the Azeris and Caucasus Highlanders,
but the offer to accept the Armenians into the Polish Forces was rejected, as they were
accused of Russophilism. The purpose of this cooperation was to prepare personnel for
the future Caucasian armies that would fight for independence. By 1939, more than 120
contract officers from the Caucasus had served with the Polish Forces (Materski, 2016;
Rukkas, 2001).

It was much more difficult to establish close political contacts. In March 1921 Poland
signed a peace treaty with Bolshevik Russia, which ended military action and imposed
on Poland a ban on supporting émigrés who were hostile to Russia. These provisions
were particularly harmful to the Polish-Ukrainian military alliance of April 1920 and the
cooperation of the Polish authorities with Belarusian and anti-Bolshevik Russian troops,
but they also affected the policy towards émigrés from other nations. During this period,
it was primarily the influential circles of followers of Jozef Pitsudski concentrated in the
Zwigzek Zblizenia Narodow Odrodzonych (Union of Rapprochement of Reborn Nations),
the club with a similar name and the ‘Przymierze’ (‘Alliance’) journal advocated the
cooperation of nations conquered by Russia (Kornat, 2004). Despite attempts to propagate
this idea among politicians and the creation of a similar club in Helsinki, the activity of
this milieu died out in late 1921/early 1922. The resignation of Jozef Pitsudski in 1923
prevented development of further cooperation, and his successors tried to limit the number
of contract officers from the Caucasus and formally opposed cooperation with émigrés
from the nations conquered by Russia.
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The birth and expansion of the Promethean movement 1925 — 1932

Cooperation between Polish authorities and émigrés of nations conquered by Russia
gained more dynamism in 1925, when Polish representatives in Constantinople: Polish
MP Roman Knoll and the military attaché, Col. Tadeusz Schaetzel established closer
contacts with émigrés from the Caucasus. According to some later accounts, both Schaetzel
and Tadeusz Hotowko, who cooperated with him, apparently acted on the explicit
recommendation of Jozef Pilsudski (Podoski, 1972: 180) who, despite his withdrawal
from political life, accepted visits of émigrés, including Georgians and Crimean Tatars, at
his manor in Sulejéwek (Kirimer, 1950).

Following the May 1926 coup and Jozef Pitsudski’s return to power, the Promethean
contacts and work were immediately activated. As a result of cooperation of the Poles and
the émigrés from the Caucasus, the Caucasus Independence Committee was established
in Constantinople in 1926. It was soon joined by representatives of the Ukrainian People’s
Republic and by émigrés from Turkestan headed by Mustafa Shokay, and in November
1926 they began to edit the ‘Promethee’ journal published in French in Paris, which
became the official tribune of nations oppressed by Soviet Russia (Mamoulia, 2009: 101).

The largest dynamics of creating structures of the Promethean movement took place
in the second half of the 1920s. During this period, the organisational framework for the
entire movement was created and the goal was set: to create a broad front of the nations
conquered by Soviet Russia. On the Polish side, the main role in cooperation with the
nations conquered by the USSR was played by the Eastern Department of the Ministry
of Foreign Affairs, which was the actual decision-making centre at the time, headed by
Tadeusz Hotowko (1927 — 1930) who was close to Pitsudski. Other institutions, such as
the 2nd Department of the General Staff (intelligence), or the Ministry of Military Affairs,
took part in it to a lesser extent.

The largest groups of émigrés were in Turkey (Constantinople) and France (Paris),
but due to the policy of these states, reluctant towards any anti-Soviet activity, and
Poland’s increasing involvement in supporting the Promethean movement, Warsaw
became the third Promethean centre very quickly. According to the original assumptions,
the movement was to concentrate around the ‘Promethee’ journal and the Prometeusz
(Prometheus) Club, which was to be founded in Paris. Due to administrative difficulties
on the part of the French authorities, the Club was finally established in November
1928 in Warsaw”. Subsequently, its branches were established in Helsinki, Harbin and
Paris. In addition, there were other Promethean centres in Warsaw. The Orientalistyczne
Koto Miodych (Orientalist Youth Circle) was to promote the Promethean idea among
young people from Poland and the nations conquered by the USSR. It was established
in early 1929, and the following year it began publishing the ‘Wschod-Orient’ (‘East-
Orient’) journal and award scholarships to foreign students. At the beginning of 1931, the
Polish supporters of the Prometheism took over another institution, the Eastern Institute
established in March 1926 by Stanistaw Korwin-Pawlowski®. Moreover, other Warsaw-
based institutions cooperated closely with the Promethean movement, such as the Instytut
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Badania Spraw Narodowosciowych (Institute of National Affairs Studies), the Ukrainian
Institute of Science and many others. There were also two press agencies: the ‘Express’
Telegraph Agency in Poland, which operated since 1925, and the ‘Ofinor’ agency in
Geneva, established in 1929.

The aim of creating the Promethean movement was to achieve an agreement between
as many nations conquered by the USSR as possible and to create a platform to combat
the common enemy. To this end, during 1926 — 1928, the Polish authorities established
contacts and pledged financial support to politicians from the Caucasus (Georgia,
Azerbaijan and North Caucasus), Ukraine, Turkestan, and then the Tatars (Crimea and
Idel Ural) and the Cossacks (Don and Kuban Cossacks). Negotiations were successfully
conducted with Karelians and the inhabitants of Ingria, contacts were attempted in
Manchuria, as was the establishment of a Prometheus Club in Harbin. Discussions with
the Armenian emigration (Dashnak) took the longest, ending as late as May 1940. Because
few of the nations had emigration institutions with the rank of exiled governments (e.g.
Georgia, the Ukrainian People’s Republic), the Polish side exercised pressure to create
so-called National Centres of individual nations, which were supposed to be equivalent to
exiled governments and to coordinate the struggle for independence. In order to increase
support for these centres, it was attempted to create them by as many political parties of
individual nations as possible. For this reason, during 1926 — 1932, the Poles interfered
with internal relations between various political groups in order to reduce and calm down
the disputes. These activities concerned primarily the Caucasian nations: disputes among
the Azerbaijani Musavat between Amin Rasulzade and Alimardan Topchibashov, among
the Caucasian Highlanders (between Said Shamil and Haidar Bammat) and among
Georgian politicians (between the Menshevik exiled government and the party of national
democrats) (Mamoulia, 2009: 117 — 122, 143 — 144). In addition to political cooperation,
reflected in activities on the international forum and in propaganda for the liberation of
the nations conquered by the USSR and publicising their difficult situation, there were
also extensive publishing activities (in all languages of the nations of the movement).
Military activity was another field of cooperation, this time between Polish authorities and
individual nations. It manifested itself mainly in the acceptance of contract officers from
the three Caucasian nations into the Polish Forces, and from 1928 also of the Ukrainians.
In addition, the Polish side supported the underground military organisations of the
Ukrainian People’s Republic (Potocki, 1999: 227 — 292) and Georgia (Georgian Military
Organisation) (Zachariadze, 2013).

Crisis of the Promethean movement in 1932 — 1935

The dynamic expansion of the Promethean movement that took place after Jozef
Pilsudski came to power was significantly weakened in the first half of the 1930s. The
main reason for this was the non-aggression pact with the Soviet Union signed by
Poland on 25 July 1932. Among others, it required Poland not to support any anti-Soviet
organisation. The Promethean policy of the Polish authorities had to be subordinated to
the main directions of the foreign policy, but this did not mean a withdrawal of the Polish
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authorities from supporting the Promethean movement. This cooperation became more
secretive, and direct contacts with activists of the Promethean movement were maintained
by a separate cell: Branch 2 (Ekspozytura 2) of the 2nd Department of the General Staff
(intelligence). Nevertheless, all key decisions were still taken in close cooperation with
the Eastern Department of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs. However, the Promethean
movement suffered a significant blow during this period: a significant cut in the budget
for supporting the Promethean campaign. The budget reduction took place in two turns: in
late 1932/early 1933 and in 1935, but it must be admitted that also in the later period there
was a reduction in funding, although to a lesser extent. These restrictions were mainly
explained by the economic crisis and general restrictions in the budget of the state. The
scale of budget reduction is demonstrated by data: in 1931/1932, when the budget for
financing the Promethean movement reached its peak and amounted, according to various
sources, to between 1.2 million and 1.45 million zlotys. In the last year of 1938/1939, the
budget fell to 800 — 920 thousand zlotys (Libera, 2013: 52 — 53).

The signing of the non-aggression pact and the reduction of funds for the Promethean
activity had no major impact on the most important activities. Despite the difficulties, the
cooperation continued at various levels. In fact, no part of the joint activities has been
completely eliminated: during the budget cuts the funds were reduced, but all forms of
activity were maintained. A few new fields of activity should be mentioned briefly. In order
to activate the Ukrainian section and the Polish-Ukrainian cooperation, a new journal was
created in 1932, the ‘Biuletyn Polsko-Ukrainski’ (‘Polish-Ukrainian Bulletin’) edited by
Wiodzimierz Baczkowski, an activist of the Orientalist Youth Circle (Qruchik, 2009).
In 1932, the Prometheus Club in Helsinki was also established and a local variant of
the Promethean journal (‘Prometheus’) was issued (Libera, 2018). Negotiations with
Caucasian politicians continued, and eventually in 1934 they were persuaded to sign the
Caucasian Confederation Pact, and a year later to create the actual executive body of the
Confederation: the Caucasian Council (Mamoulia, 2012). At the same time, joint actions
were taken on the international forum, including a protest action against the USSR’s
admission to the League of Nations in September 1934.

Further expansion of the Promethean movement was threatened by a negative impact
of two factors: the mood of discouragement present among young immigrants on the one
hand, and on the other hand, the interest of other countries: Germany, Japan and to a lesser
extent Italy, in using émigrés from the nations conquered by the USSR. The discouragement
of the young people was caused by the lack of ability to find fulfilment within the previous
forms of activity, because they were already manned by older politicians, and on the other
hand, by the conviction about the need for a more active fight with the enemy. Seemingly,
this opportunity was offered by the countries mentioned above. Apart from the financial
perspectives, the younger political activists of the oppressed nations were also tempted
by the vision of an ‘active’ fight against the USSR, not just the propaganda, press and
diplomatic struggle supported by Poland. The attempts at reforming the Promethean
movement with the aim of radicalisation of the whole Promethean front and of activation
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of the youth were blocked by Col. Tadeusz Schaetzel, the second most important figure of
the Promethean movement after Tadeusz Hotowko”.

Attempts to reform the Promethean movement in 1936 — 1939

The last period of the Promethean movement before the 11 World War was primarily
recorded as the time when a reform of the Promethean front was attempted. This does
not mean, however, that the essential fields of Promethean activity were changed. First of
all, the propaganda and political activity was continued by publicising the situation of the
population in the USSR (e.g. at the congress of linguists of conquered nations in Warsaw in
May and June 1936)® or by demanding that this issue be raised on the forum of the League
of Nations (in 1936 and 1937)” and in books and periodicals. Military cooperation was
also continued. However, the issue of necessary changes in the Promethean movement
comes to the fore.

After the death of Marshal Jézef Pitsudski in May 1935, his close associates
came to power, which apparently guaranteed maintaining the same policy,
including that on the Promethean movement, but also led to hopes for reforms
that were becoming more and more necessary, as was confirmed by rapid changes
in the international situation. Some countries: Italy, Japan and Germany, showed
an increased interest in the Promethean movement, readiness to provide financial
support and to use it in their policy. From the Polish side, this raised a justified
anxiety, especially after the signing of the Anti-Comintern Pact in November 1936.
The newly created anti-Comintern front formed a new, powerful opponent for the
USSR, and a new potential ally for the émigrés from the countries conquered by
the USSR. This situation has led to increasingly frequent actions interpreted by the
Polish side as attempts at conflicting the milieu and breaking up of the Promethean
front. A perfect example here is the memorial handed in May 1937 to Marshal
Edward Smigly-Rydz on behalf of the Union of the Black Sea States. Its authors:
Armenian, Georgian and Ukrainian politicians who were in opposition to the
Promethean movement, proposed to the Polish authorities to establish contact and
to provide support for the initiative they represented, which was the organisation of
struggle against the USSR'?.

Conducting profound changes in the Promethean movement became more and
more urgent. The reform project was prepared in April 1937 by a Pole, Wiadystaw
Pelc. He claimed that first of all, one should bet on the young cadre and attract young
activists of Promethean emigration. To this end, it was necessary to break with the
current practice and provide the same place in the common Promethean front to those
nations and peoples who could boast of a long-standing state tradition (such as Georgia)
and those who had never had their own state (such as Cossacks or Karelians). The
demands made by Prometheus should be more radical and firm, and their aim should
be an open demand to regain independence. Pelc noted that the young activists were
more radical, and their views were definitely closer to the right wing, so in order to win
them over, the old emigration should be influenced to reject its socialist sympathies and
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contacts. This was particularly true of the Georgian Mensheviks who belonged to the
2nd Socialist International (Mamoulia, 2009: 173).

The radicalisation of public feelings has also affected Polish activists of the Promethean
movement. Young people, such as Wlodzimierz Baczkowski or Wiadystaw Pelc, played a
more and more important role. In contrast to the generation of socialists who had built the
foundations of the Promethean movement, young activists were more open to cooperation
with right-wing groups. The new Promethean magazine ‘Mys/ Polska’ (‘Polish
Thought’), established in 1936, was to help rapprochement between the previously hostile
political trends. Its goals, apart from propagating the Promethean ideology, included the
‘propaganda of the independent young thought of Pitsudski followers, expressed in terms
of constructive nationalism’ (Baczkowski, 1936). The magazine promoted views that
were definitely alien to the left wing, it showed interest in integral nationalism, declared
support for the idea of the Oboz Zjednoczenia Narodowego (OZN; Camp of National
Unity) and Marshal Smigly-Rydz. Attempts to reconcile the views identified with the OZN
with the Promethean movement were not easy. The attitude towards ethnic minorities
in Poland, and especially the Ukrainians, was the main point of the dispute. Supporting
many assumptions of the OZN policy, the Polish activists of the Promethean movement
could not agree with such repressions against the Ukrainian population in the second half
of the 1930s. In 1938, in two tests of strength between the Promethean activists and the
decision-makers in Poland, the former were defeated. First when Henryk J6zewski, who
tried to bring the Poles and Ukrainians to cooperate in Volhynia, was dismissed from the
office of the province governor in Luck (Snyder, 2005: 167 — 174), and then when the
‘Polish-Ukrainian Bulletin’ was liquidated (Jussis-Gonczynski, 2011; Libera, 2011). first
of all, not without argument and violent discussion, a reform of the flagship ‘Promethee’
journal was carried out on the basis of Pelc’s project, changing the title to ‘La Revue
de Promethee’ and turning what used to be a Caucasian-Ukrainian-Turkestan magazine
into a platform of the entire Promethean front (Mamoulia, 2009 : 179 — 180). In Poland,
the Eastern Institute was reformed on the basis of changes suggested by Wtodzimierz
Baczkowski (Maj, 2007: 148 — 155). The reforms were crowned with the congress of
Promethean activists from all nations in Warsaw in May and June 1938. Resolutions for
further activity were adopted at the congress.

Carrying out the reforms described above was a significant achievement, but it was
not enough to fully reactivate the Promethean movement. To this end, it was necessary
to obtain the decision of the supreme authorities, which should determine the place
of Prometheism and the Promethean movement in the policy of the Polish state. Maj.
Edmund Charaszkiewicz tried to obtain such an answer from his superiors since the death
of Pitsudski, but he never received it'". For this purpose, in the second half of 1938, the
Branch 2 of the 2nd Department of the General Staff prepared an extensive report on the
previous activities and the goals of the Promethean movement and on the importance
of contacts with it. The report presented the relations between the Poles and émigrés
‘in terms of political and military benefits for the Polish raison d’état in the East’. The
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main idea of the study was to present the Promethean movement as a great opportunity,
but also a necessity for Polish foreign policy. The authors of the paper claimed that in
contrast to the first years of struggle for independence in the east, when the emerging
nations did not fight together, they have created a common Promethean front in exile.
Currently, they want assistance in the fight against the Soviets, and anyway, supported by
Poland or not, they will act ‘towards weakening the Russian potency, and thus in favour of
Poland. However, in order to fulfil its role in the East, Poland must create in advance the
conditions to largely guide the course of these phenomena.’ In addition, they claimed that:
‘(...) a strong Polish state is needed by the future states of the Promethean front and vice
versa, Poland’s security from the East and our political expansion, and in consequence the
cultural and economic one, in this direction is only possible if instead of one aggressive
Russian state, we have a number of smaller nation states as neighbours’'?. This paper
submitted to Smigty-Rydz probably in March 1939, when it was too late to make such a
decision. Edmund Charaszkiewicz received no answer to his 1938 report until the end of
the war (Charaszkiewicz, 2000: 79).
The Promethean movement after 1939

After the outbreak of World War 1, the politicians of the Promethean nations left Poland
for Western Europe, but the contract officers in the Polish Army fought together with
the Poles against both the Germans and the Soviets. Immediately after the Soviet army
attacked Poland on 17 September 1939, Soviet security forces sought people associated
with the Promethean movement. A number of contract officers were arrested at that time,
but they were not shot together with the Poles at Katyn or other places of execution,
but were deported to Moscow and not further trace of them was found. Cooperation
between the Polish authorities and the Promethean movement continued. The outbreak
of the Soviet-Finnish war in November 1939 and the allied considerations of an offensive
action against the USSR gave the impression that the Promethean movement could also
be used in these plans. However, the caution of the Allies and the peace signed between
the USSR and Finland ultimately put an end to these hopes. The last chords of Polish-
Promethean cooperation included the ‘La Revue de Promethee’ journal still published in
Paris until April 1940, and the inclusion of Armenia’s representatives in the Caucasian
Confederation in May 1940™). Later, it entered a vegetation stage. The outbreak of the
Soviet-German war in June 1941, which transferred the USSR to the Allied camp, finally
put an end to the hopes of using the Promethean movement in this war (Kornat, 2012: 79
— 82). Some of the military (and to a lesser degree political) elites previously associated
with the Promethean movement sought support from the Third Reich, others maintained
contact with the Polish authorities, took part in the fighting of the Polish underground
resistance movement in Poland (such as Maj. Walerian Tewzadze).

After the war, most of the people connected with the Promethean movement, both
the Poles and other nationalities, found themselves in political emigration in Western
Europe, North America and other parts of the world. Only a few stayed in Poland. The
authorities of the communist Poland after 1945 sought them throughout the country, sent
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information about them to Soviet security authorities'¥, and sometimes even handed the
identified activists of the Promethean movement over to the Soviets (e.g. a Ukrainian
contract officer Aleksander Kuzmin)'®. Those who remained in Poland were supervised
by the security police, and even tried and sentenced to long-term imprisonment (such as
Jozet Zautaszwili) (Karpus & Wolos, 2007). There is also a case of a Georgian contract
officer who was hiding for the rest of his life under an assumed name and was never found
by the security police (Col. Walerian/Waliko Tewzadze) (Kresa, 2014). After the Il World
War, attempts were made to revive the Promethean movement in exile. Despite the fact
that they were successful initially, they failed to bring such visible and lasting effects as
those before 1939. In the mid-1950s the activity of the Promethean movement died out.

Concluding remarks

Establishment of close cooperation between Polish authorities and political activists
from the nations conquered by Russia was dictated by both the long-standing tradition
of joint struggle against Russia under the slogan ‘for your freedom and ours’ and the
awareness of the constant danger that Russia was to Poland. The international conditions
and the geopolitical position of Poland did not allow the use of the Promethean movement
in the current Polish foreign policy. The Promethean movement was an alternative that
could only be used in the event of an internal destabilisation of the Soviet state.

What was the balance of Polish-Promethean cooperation? It should be clearly
emphasized that there was no clear position among Polish politicians regarding
this issue. The Promethean movement required a large financial commitment of the
Polish authorities and in practice it brought no immediate benefit. The involvement
of Polish authorities in supporting and financing the Promethean movement
was criticised by some Polish politicians and military. It was believed that the
considerable resources absorbed by the Promethean activity could have been used
in a much better way, for example in the development of Poland’s military potential
or the subversive capabilities of Polish intelligence'® The Polish supporters of the
Promethean movement presented a different point of view. They believed that the
implementation of the Promethean plans is part of a long-term strategy to provide
security to Poland, and to support the nations that had fought against the same
enemy as Poland'”. It can certainly be said that the financial support for political
emigration from the countries conquered by Russia had an impact on strengthening
the national consciousness and national liberation trends in these nations. Magazines
and publications issued in exile and smuggled into the USSR contributed to the
strengthening of resistance and of national consciousness in the nations conquered
by the USSR. Finally, for Poland, establishing close contacts with the elites of these
nations was beneficial culturally and politically. It contributed to building a positive
image of Poland, as well as creating a wide range of friendly politicians who could
be used in various missions for Polish affairs (such as Roman Smalstocki’s missions
to Kaunas in 1927 and to Berlin and London in 1935) (Smaly-Stotsykiy, 1956;
Senn, 1966: 186). The contacts were maintained after 1945.
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It is also worth noting that after the end of the II World War, while former
Promethean activists were being pursued by security services and tried in court
in the countries behind the Iron Curtain, attempts were made to reconstruct the
Promethean movement in Western Europe. An organisation with a similar name,
rules and nationality composition functioned in the 1940s and 1950s. It quickly
turned out that without financial and organisational support, it was practically
unable to conduct any activity. Later, the model of cooperation of conquered nations
was taken over by various organisations. The most well-known among them were
the Congress for Cultural Freedom, the Anti-Bolshevik Block of Nations and the
Assembly of Captive European Nations, which benefited from the support of the
American authorities. They included representatives of almost all nations that had

previously operated in the Promethean movement.

NOTES

1.

The works dedicated to this issue published until 2013 have been described above
all in: Pisulinski, J. (2012). “Prometeizm — problemy i pytania historiograficzne”,
in: Ruch prometejski i walka o przebudowe Europy Wschodnie;j..., ed. M. Kornat,
pp- 91 — 104; Libera, P. (2013). II Rzeczpospolita wobec ruchu prometejskiego,
Warszawa, pp. 18 — 27. Many noteworthy studies which have since appeared,
but discussing them would require a separate publication.

. Hetmana Filipa Orlika plan sojuszu polsko-kozackiego z 1720 roku, ed. H.

Glebocki, ,,Arcana”, 1999, no 2, pp. 52 — 60; E. Charaszkiewicz, Przebudowa
wschodu Europy. Materiaty do polityki wschodniej Jozefa Pitsudskiego w latach
1893-1921, ,,Niepodlegtos¢” vol. V, 1955, pp. 125 — 130.

. See: Mamyuus, I. (2012). KaBka3zckast Kondenepaiust B opumnaibHbIX JeKIa-

panusx, TaliHOH nepenucke U CeKPeTHLIX JOKyMEHTax JBUXKeHus ,,[Ipomereii”.
COopHuk gokymeHToB, Mocksa; Libera, P. (2017). Polish authorities and the
attempt to create the Caucasian Confederation (1917 — 1940), in: “Studia z
dziejow Rosji I Europy Srodkowo-Wschodniej, vol. 3, pp. 231 —252.

See more: Pipes, R. (1964). The Formation of the Soviet Union, Cambridge (Mass.).

. Z dzialalno$ci Klubu “Prometeusz” w r. 1929/1930, in: Prometeusz 1930

[Warszawa 1930], p. 8

. See: Maj, P. 1. (2007). Dziatalno$¢ Instytutu Wschodniego w Warszawie (1926

—1939). Warszawa.

See: Protokoly z konferencji u Tadeusza Schaetzela z 12 listopada w sprawie
ogo6lnego sanu sprawy prometejskiej i wytyczne Tadeusza Schaetzela do
pracy prometejskiej, 5 December 1934, in: II Rzeczpospolita wobec ruchu
prometejskiego..., ed. P. Libera, pp. 309 — 315.

. Zjazd Jezykoznawczy narodow uciemi¢zonych ZSSR. “Wschod-Orient”,

Warszawa 1936. R. VII, no 2 — 3, p. 406.
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9. Memorial Ligii “Prometeusz” do Ligii Narodoéw, “Kurier Poranny”, Warsaw, 28
January 1937.

10. Memoir of the Union of the Black Sea States to Marshal Edward Rydz-Smigly,
21 May 1937, in: II Rzeczpospolita wobec ruchu prometejskiego..., ed. P.
Libera, pp. 406 — 412.

11. Cpt. E. Charaszkiewicz to Maj. W. Dabrowski, 5 December 1935, in: II
Rzeczpospolita wobec ruchu prometejskiego..., ed. P. Libera, pp. 346 — 348.
12. Report to Marshal Edward Rydz-Smigty on the significance of the Promethean
movement in Poland’s policies, 1 March 1939, in: II Rzeczpospolita wobec

ruchu prometejskiego..., ed. P. Libera, pp. 474 — 494.

13. “La Revue de Promethee”, t. IV, no 1 —2 (8 — 9), 25 avril 1940.

14. Libera, P. (2010). Zwalczanie ruchu prometejskiego w Polsce Ludowej. Wstep
do badan, ,,Historia i Polityka” part 1: no 4 (11), pp. 205 — 242, part 2: 2011, no
5 (12), pp. 201 — 230. See also: Corkos, JI. (2003). Hemu3BecTHBIH cemapaTi3Mm.
Ha ciyx6e CII u AGBepa. U3 cekpeTHBIX T0Che pa3Beaku, MOCKBa.

15. Archives of the Institute of National Remembrance, Warsaw, file no BU 2911/1.

16.The Polish Institute and Sikorski Museum, London, B Collection, file 970: cpt
W. Lipinski’s report, 10 February 1940,

17. For.ex. Baczkowski, W. (1984). Prometeizm na tle epoki. Wybrane fragment z
historii ruchu, “Niepodlegtos¢”, vol. XVII, pp. 28 — 54.
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