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Abstract

The purpose of the study is comprehensive analysis of how Soviet diplomatic structures
instrumentalized a segment of the Russophile movement in Eastern Galicia to form the left-radical
party “Sel-Rob” as a legal political base for subversive activities in Western Ukraine. This influence
was directed both against the institutions of the Polish state and the diverse ideological currents of
the Ukrainian national movement.

The methodological framework of the study is based on the principles of objectivity,
reliability, historicism, scientific rigor, and consideration of alternative perspectives. This approach
makes it possible to single out a specific segment of the Russophile movement as an object of Soviet
influence in interwar Poland, to characterize its ideological foundations, political platform, and
organizational structure as the basis for the formation and noticeable influence of the legal political
party “Sel-rob” on the socio-political situation in Western Ukraine in the 1920s. The party was
formed through the unification of the left-radical party “Narodna Volia” with the “Peasants’ Union”
party under the active organizational efforts of Soviet diplomacy in Warsaw.

The scientific novelty lies in the identification and analysis of a previously underexplored
mechanism of Soviet influence through the creation and support of a far-left legal political entity
intended to destabilize the socio-political landscape of Western Ukraine in the 1920s.

Conclusions. After the incorporation of most of the Western Ukrainian ethnic lands into the
restored Polish state, socio-political processes unfolded under new geopolitical conditions. These
changes, among other factors, influenced the institutional and political transformation of the
Moskvophile (Russophile) movement in Eastern Galicia, Chelm Land, and Podlachia during the
1920s. The splits, separations, and emergence of new legal political entities within the reestablished
Polish state did not escape the attention of Soviet diplomats and the USSR’s special services, who
sought to exploit these processes of socio-political structuring both to exert a destabilizing
influence on Polish state institutions and to oppose the legal Ukrainian national movement while
also curbing the influence of Russian émigré structures with anti-Bolshevik orientations. It is
worth noting that contradictions within the leadership of the newly formed “Sel-rob” party became
increasingly irreconcilable, and on September 11, 1927, the majority of former “Narodna Volia”
members announced the formation of “Selrob-Left”, which in the following years played a key role
in spreading Soviet influence in Western Ukraine.
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MOCRKBO®LIbCbKUI PYX IK OB’ €KT PAJIIHCHKOTO JJECTPYKTUBHOI'O BILTUBY
HA CYCHLIBHO-TIOITHYHY CUTYAIIO ¥ SAXIIHIN YKPATHI 20-X POKIB 20 CT.

Amngpii Ilersi08

AHoTaIisg

Mera pOOOTH TOJATae Yy KOMILIEKCHOMY aHATI3I BUKOPUCTAHHS — PaJSHCHLKIMUI
JUILIOMATHYHAMI ~ CTPYKTYPAMH  YACTHMHH  MOCKBOMLIbCbKOro pyxy Cxigmol TIammamHm s
(bopmyBaHHA JTiBopaIuKaIbHOT TApTil «Ceab-po0y K JerarbHOI MOMTUIHOI 0a31 JeCTPYKTHBHOTO
BIUIMBY B 3axiggiin VKpaimi, sk nporu iHcTuTyiil IToJIbCHKOI Jep:KaBi, TaK IPeJCTABHUKIB
VKPaIHCHKOT0 HAI[IOHAILHOTO PYXY Pi3HOTO i€0I0TTYHOT0 CITPSIMYBAHHS.

MeTtogoJ0riuda 0aza JOCTKEHHS IPYHTYETbCA HAa NPUHIUIAX 00 €KTHUBHOCTI,
JOCTOBIPHOCTI, 1CTOpM3MY, HAYKOBOCTI Ta AJIbTEPHATUBHOCTI, IO J03BOJIIE BIJILIATH OKPEMUI
CErMeHT MOCKBO(MIIBCBKOIO PYXy MK O0'€KT PAIIHCHKOIO BILIMBY Y MIiKBOEHHIH [ToJibI,
OXapaKTEPU3yBaTU W00 i1e0g0riui 3acaau, MOMTHIHY IIATHOPMY, OPraHi3aIiiiHy CTPYKTYPH SIK
OCHOBY IIsi (DOPMYBAHHSI 1 MOMITHOIO BILIMBY HAa CYCILIBHO-IIOJITHYHY CHUTYAI0 y 3axigHiit
VKpaiHi 20-X pp. 20 CT. JerajbHol Mo aTnaHol mapTii «CeTb-po0», YITBOPEHOI HLIAXOM 00’ € THAHHS
JiBopaIMKaabHoi maprii  «Hapogna Boagy i3 mapriero  «CeafHCHKMI  COI03» 32 YLIBHUX
OpratizariiHIX 3yCIIb PAISHCHKOT AuIIomMaTil y Bapiiasi.

HaykoBa HOBHM3HA I10/IATa€ Y BUSABJICHHI I aHATi3l paHilie MagoJ0CTKEHOro MexaHisMy
PAIHCHKOIO BILIMBY Yepe3 CTBOPEHHS Ta MATPUMKY VJILTPATIBOIO JIETaJbHOrO TOJTHYHOIO
VTBOPEHHS, TPU3HAYEHOTO IS JecTaOLm3aIlil CcomiaabHO-TIOMTUYHOTO JaHmmadTy 3axiTHol
VKpaiHu y 1920-X POKax.

Y BHCHOBKAX aBTOD BUXOAUTH 3 HACTYIHMX Pe3yJbTATiB JOCHIKeHHA. [licaa BKIIOUEHHS
OLIBINOT YACTUHH 3aXiTHIX YKPATHCHKIX €THIYHIX 3eMeTh 10 CKIAMY BiTHOBIEHOT [10IbCHKOT Tep:KaBu
CYCILILHO-TIOJITHYHI TIPOIIECH PO3TOPTAINCS Y HOBUX TEONOJITHYHUX YMOBAaX, IO CEPeJ iHIIOTro,
BILIMHYJIO HA IHCTUTYIIHO-TIOATHYHY TPAHCHOPMAIIEI0 MOCKBOMILILCHKOr0 (DyCOMLILCHKOI0) PYXy B
Cxiymint Tasmraumi, Xovimi Ta [T 20-X pp. MEHYJIOT0 CTOJITTS. PO3K0/IM, BHOKPEMJIEHHS I
MMOYATKHU JISUIBHOCTI HOBUX JIETAJBHUX Cy0'€KTIB IMOJITUYHOI JisIbHOCTI Y BijHoB/IeHil [10bChKil
JiepsKaBi He MOTJIM 3aJIUIIIMTHCS 11032 YBAroI0 PAIAHCHKUX JUILIOMATIB Ta CIIeIiaIbHuX cIy:Kk0 CPCP,
AKI MparHy M BUKOPUCTATH TIPOIIECH CYCITLILHO-TIOITHYHOI CTPYKTYPU3AIl OJHOYACHO, AK IS
JECTPYKTUBHOIO BILUIMBY Ha iHCTUTYIHI IT0JBCHKOI JIep;KaBH, TaK JIIA OINOHYBAHHS JIErAIbHOMY
VKPAIHChKOMY HAILOHAJIBHOMY PyXy 1 OOMEKEHHSI BILUIMBY POCIHCHKUX €MIrDAHTCHKUX CTPYKTYD
aHTHOLTBIIOBUIILKOTO  CIIPAMYBAHHA.  BapTo BKazarw, IO CYNEPEYHOCTi MK KepiBHUIITBOM
HOBOYTBOPeHOI mapTii «Celb-po0y» cTaBaIi Bee OLIBII HEMOIO0JAHHIMUI Ta 11 BEPECHS 1927 P. OLIbIICTD
YIEHIB KOJMIIHLOI “HapogHoi Bogi” orogocum 1po cTBopeHHs «Ceabpo0-JTiBull»y, AKa B HACTYITHI
POKH BijirpaBa/ia diJibHy POJIb Y TOIIMPEHH] PASIHCHKOr0 BILIMBY B 3axiIHiil VKpaini.

KmouoBi csoBa: 3aximna Vkpaina, /Ipyra Piu Ilocrosmra, CPCP, MOCKBOMLILCTBO, TAPTIsT
«HapopaHa BoJ1sty, napTist «Cetbpoos
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Introduction. The issue of external influence on the socio-political development of
Western Ukraine within the restored Polish state is not only a theoretical problem
involving the generalization of relevant historiography with the inclusion of new archival
materials, but also has practical significance for analyzing the aggressive policy of the
Russian Federation in the context of the implementation of President V.Putin’s
revisionist foreign policy course in the first quarter of the 21* century. Modern historical
science, in the context of the Russo-Ukrainian war, not only requires the generalization
and systematization of previous research, but also needs to focus on new interpretations
of the Russophile movement as an object of Soviet subversive influence on the socio-
political situation in Western Ukraine during the 1920s.

Analysis of Recent Research and Sources. The historiography of the study
includes both general publications of contemporary Ukrainian historical scholarship and
specialized studies by domestic researchers such as O. Vlasiuk’, R. Husak?, L. Matiushko?,
V. Misko*, M. Pyrih® and 1. Soliar® which focus on the reasons for the unification, the
political program, and the early activities of the legal Western Ukrainian political party
“Sel-rob”. At the same time, the place and role in these processes of one branch of the
interwar Russophile movement - represented by the figures of the left-radical party
“Narodna Volia” and guided by Soviet diplomatic efforts - are mentioned only in passing.
In our view, this aspect requires a separate historical analysis, considering the nature and
evolution of the hybrid methods of political influence employed by Soviet Russia, the
Soviet Union, and the Russian Federation against the Ukrainian national movement in
general, and in Western Ukraine during the interwar period in particular.

The source base of the study consists of archival documents introduced into
scholarly circulation for the first time from the Central State Archive of Public
Associations of Ukraine, the Central State Historical Archive in Lviv, and the State
Archive of Lviv Region.

Research Results. The political and ideological spectrum of the Western Ukrainian
lands incorporated into the reestablished Polish state was marked by distinct historical
and cultural characteristics, which acquired new significance in the context of the

'Baaciok O. JlisSUIbHICTD YKPAIHCHLKOTO COLIalicTUYHOrO 00’eqHaHHs «CeIAHCLKUI COI03» Y 1924-1930 DP.
Haykoei 3anucku Hayionaasnozo yuicepcumemy «Ocmposvka axademiay. Iemopuyni nayrku. 2011, Bur. 17. C. 149-
162.

*Tycak P. JliBopagukaapHuil pyx Cxizpoi Taimuympum Ta 3axiznoi Boumui MikBoennoro uepiogy. Haykogi
sanucku  TepHoninsevkoz0 HAUIOHALHO20 Ne0azoziunozo YHicepcumemy imeni Bonooumupa T'namioxa. Cepi.
Icmopin. 2014. Bur. 2, 4. 3. C. 51-56.

3 Matiomko JI. TToaiTMKO-HAiOHAILHA 11€0J0Ti8 TaIuIbKUX MOCKBOQLIIB y MizkBoeHHUil nepion. «lires:
HAYKOGULL GICHUK ». 30IPHUK HAYKOGUX npays. 2017. Buil. 124. C. 66-69.

4 Micbko B. KomyHicTiuHa ekcnancia na repenu IobebKoi aepskasu (epuia moIoBuHa 1920-X pp.). «Vipaina
— Gepona — Ceimy. Mixcnapooruil 30ipHux Haykosux npauys. Cepia: Icmopis, MiHcHapoOHi GIOHOCUHU. 2016.
Bui. 18. C. 131-138.

5 [upir M. CTaHOBJEHHS Ta OpraHizaliilgi NPUMHIMIM JiSILHOCTI «YKPAiHCLKOIO CeISHCLKO-POOITHUYHOIO
couiaricTHaHoro 00’ eHaHHAY («Ceabpod») y 1926-1928 pokax. Manopiceus. 2013. N2 4. C. 31-37.

6 CoJisip 1. «Cearbpo0y» Biji CTBOPEHHS JI0 PO3KO.IY (1926-1927 pp.). [aauyuna. 2006-2007. N2 12-13. C. 126-132.
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emerging geopolitical realities. Notably, one of the key currents was the Moscophile
socio-political and cultural-educational movement, which inevitably drew the attention
of Soviet Russian diplomats and intelligence services, as part of their policy aimed both at
weakening Poland and countering the Ukrainian national movement as well as Russian
anti-Bolshevik structures in its eastern territories.

The Moscophile political party known as the Galician-Ruthenian People’s
Organization (HRNO), established in 1919, cautiously supported the concept of Galician-
Ukrainian statehood. Its representatives believed that, following the Treaty of Saint-
Germain, Galicians had not become citizens of Poland, as the Polish government had
received only a mandate for military occupation’.

After the annexation of Eastern Galicia in 1923, the Galician-Ruthenian People’s
Organization disintegrated®. Conservatively minded wealthy peasants and members of
the intelligentsia declared the establishment of the Ruthenian People’s Organization
(RPO)°. The left wing of the Galician-Ruthenian People’s Organization gradually took
shape as the People’s Will Party (PWP)™°.

Ivan Kostetskyi was elected honorary chairman of the Ruthenian People’s
Organization, which declared its “favorable attitude” toward the Polish state and the
“loyal fulfillment of duties by the Ruthenian people as citizens of Poland”, although in
practice it was led by Volodymyr Trush".

Among the strategic objectives of the RNO’s activities was the promotion of the
idea of regional autonomy for the Ruthenian lands within the Second Polish Republic'.

The Ruthenian People’s Organization was proclaimed a national party, the purpose
of which was to defend and protect the national and popular interests of the local
Ruthenian population. The main ideological and programmatic task was considered to be
the improvement of the social and economic conditions of peasants and clerisy®.

Moscophile leaders defined cultural-educational and social-enlightenment work as
effective means of implementing their political program. Delegates from the RNO
participated in the Ruthenian Congress dedicated to public education, which took place
from March 22 to 25, 1925, in Warsaw. H. Malets called on the participants to actively fight
for a Ruthenian school for the Ruthenian population in Poland, based on the belief that,

"Mariomko JI. IToxiTHKO-HaI[ioHaIbHA 11€0/I0TiS raIMIbKIX MOCKBOMLIIB y MiKBOeHHUil nepion. «litea:
HAYKOGULL GICHUK ». 30IPHUK HAYKOGUX npaus. 2017. Bui. 124. C. 67.

8 Baciora L. [leperpymnyBaHHs B 3aXiIHOYKPATHCHKOMY HAIOHATHHOMY PyCi B iepui poKH micas anekcii CxizHoi
Tasunnu (1923-1926). Bicuuk JIveiccwrozo yuicepcumemy. Cepia icmopuuna. 1999. Buil. 34. C. 353.

9 Baciora L. I'atuusko-BoauHcwke ceno mixe cegimosumu giinamu. JIbBiB. 2010. C. 423.

19 Baciora 1. IleperpynyBanHs B 3aXiIHOYKPaiHCLKOMY HALLIOHAILHOMY PYCi B IIepIi poky micas anekcii CXigHoi
Tanunnu (1923-1926). Bicuux JIveiccwrozo yuicepcumemy. Cepia icmopuuna. 1999. Buil. 34. C. 353.

" Ibidem. C. 353.

2 MaTiomko JI. IToaiTuKo-HalioHaIbHA i1e0.10Tid TalubKUX MOCKBOMLIIB y MizKBOeHHUI nepioy... C. 67.

B Mariomko JI. Erniuna camoigenTudikauiga ykpainuis CxigHoi I'aauuuHn y MiKBOeHHMI 11epiox: (peHoOMeH
TaIUIBKOI0 MOCKBOMLIbCTBA. CycninwsHi mpaucopmayii i Oeanexa: Aw00uUHA, Oepicasa, couivm: mamepianu
oonogioell Beeykpaincokol naykoso-nparmuumol koudepenyii (17 uepBHs 2016 p.). JIbBiB: JIbBIBCHKUI iHCTUTYT
MAVII, 2016. C. 21.

X 43 %



KOHC CEHCCY C
C ONSENSUS Howmep 2 / 2025

like Volhynia, Polissia, the Chelm region, and White Ruthenia, Eastern Galicia with
Lemkivshchyna had always been, and still were, Russian lands inhabited by part of the
ereat Russian people, united by origin, culture, and “tribal madness™.

The Moscophiles referred to their political organization as democratic, considering
it one that promoted the free and full expression of all the creative potential of the
people®.

In the interwar period, the Moscophile movement enjoyed, although not as
powerful, support from a certain segment of the Greek Catholic clergy, the secular
intelligentsia, and representatives of the business circles. This was enough to influence
several tens of thousands of Galician peasants with an active civic stance. In turn, this
allowed them to claim support from several hundred thousand more traditional peasants.
For example, in the mid-1920s, the circulation of one of the most influential Moscophile
publications, the monthly “Science” of the Society of Mikhail Kachkovsky, was 3,000
copies. Another Moscophile publication, “Russian Voice”, had a smaller circulation of
1,200 copies'™.

Interwar Moscophilism, having lost its influential pre-war position in the Galician
political scene, and being fundamentally conservative, sought to adapt and adjust to the
new realities of the time". Therefore, the Moscophiles sought support from Polish
governmental circles and closely collaborated with the Russian minority and Russian
émigrés in Poland®. Such pro-governmental policy allowed, to a certain extent, the
implementation of their cultural, economic, and political plans. However, the latter were
only possible with the support of the official Polish authorities. Moscophiles almost
always entered into coalitions with pro-government political forces™.

However, later the Ruthenian People’s Organization split into two minor groups -
the right-wing and more compliant ones - the “Ruthenian Agrarian Party” (RAP) and the
“Ruthenian Peasant Organization” (RPO)*°.

In the atmosphere of growing Sovietophile sentiments and communist
propaganda, in 1924, a left-wing radical group split from the Moscophile Galician-
Ruthenian Organization, led by K. Valnytskyi, which proclaimed itself the Socialist
Peasant Party “People’s Will”™. An extraordinary supplement to the newspaper “Volya

“ Mariomko JI. IToiTuKo-HalioHaIbHA i1€0.10Tig TaIubKUX MOCKBOMLIIB y MizKBO€HHU niepioy,... C. 67.

5 Mariomko JI. ETHiuna camoigenTudikanis yKpainnis Cxiznoi ['aimunum y MiKBOeHHMI 11epiof... C. 21.

16 [eHTpaIbHUIL ICP/KABHIH apxiB IPOMAJCHKUX 00’eaHanb Ypainu (IJIATO Vipaiun). ®. 6. [IeHTpaIbHIi
Kowmiter KomyHicTuuHol naprii 3axigHol Vkpainu Orr. 2. Crip. 222. JoKAa0Has 3anucka 0 maxiceaom noai0uceHull
YEpaumncrozo Hacenerua 6 Ioavue. Apk. 28.

T Muxanscbkuii 10., CoBa A. MockBo®in Ta yKpaiHCHbKUI HanjoHaapHuil pyx v Taanmuuni B kinni XIX - Ha
rmovaTky XX CTOJMTTS: MOLJISAA Kpishb NPUBMY CydacHOCTI. Bicnux Jlveiecvkoi womepuyiitnoi axademii. Cepia:
2ymanimapui Hayxu. 2010. Bui. 9. C. 13.

18 Mariomko JI. TToJiTHKO-HAIIOHATHHA II€0I0TIS FATHIIBKUX MOCKBOMLIIB y Mi7KBo€HHUI 11epiof... C. 67.

9 Muxaabcokuii 10., CoBa A. MocKBo®iIM Ta yKpaiHCHKMIA HAOHAILHMIL pyX y ['amnumHi... C. 13.

20 Mariomxo JI. ETniuna camoizenTrdikanis ykpainuis Cxignoi laimynny y MizKBoeHHuil nepio,... C. 21.

2 RKyryrak M. Tasuvuna: cmopinku icmopii: Hapuc cyeninsno-nosimuunozo pyxy (XIX cm. — 1939 p.). IBano-
dpankiBebk, 1993. C. 176.
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Naroda” from October 24, 1926, features a thesis that particularly stands out: “Only
socialism will break the chains of national bondage™2. Therefore, it is not surprising that,
at this time, the leaders of “People’s Will” became the object of interest for the diplomatic
and special services of the USSR, which sought to use the slogans of national liberation
and social justice for subversive activities against the Polish state in the ethnically
Ukrainian lands of Western Ukraine.

Seeking to expand its influence and acting on instructions from Moscow, the
Communist Party of Western Ukraine (KPWU) planned to create a peasant organization
that would encompass all of Western Ukraine in its activities.

At the beginning of 1926, communists noticed a shift towards a socialist radical
direction in the two “previously half-hearted and unclear groups” such as the “Peasant
Union” and “People’s Will”, which managed to increase their influence over the peasantry
and the working class®.

The intermediary role between the true initiators of the unification (the Executive
Committee of the Comintern, the governments of the USSR and the Ukrainian SSR) and
its direct participants (“Peasant Union”, “People’s Will”, and the Communist Party of
Western Ukraine) was performed by the advisor to the Soviet diplomatic mission in
Warsaw, M. Lebedynets. Between 1925 and 1927, he reported several times a month to
Kharkiv about the political situation in Western Ukraine and the unification processes
within the communist movement in Poland**.

From July 7 to 11, 1926, M. Lebedynets held meetings with representatives of the
Central Committee of the Communist Party of Western Ukraine (KPWU), the “Peasant
Union” and “People’s Will”. During these meetings, the name of the new political force
was agreed upon - “The Ukrainian Peasant and Workers’ Socialist Union”™.

During the discussion on the need for unification with the “Peasant Union” the
main argument in favor of creating a new party was the criticism of the KPWU, which was
accused of inefficiency, as its members were widely imprisoned?’.

This position was merely an official cover, as the further activities of the party
were coordinated with the KPWU. The main goal of creating “Selrob” was to cover those
areas of political life that were inaccessible to the communists. Specifically, the status of
deputies in the Sejm gave the party’s members the opportunity to freely hold assemblies,

2 [leHTpaabHUil iepsKaBHUI icTropuuHuil apxiB Vkpainu y M. JIbBosi (IJIIA y M. JIbBoBi). d. 351 YKpaiHcbKe
CeJITHCHKO-Po0iTHHYE couianicTuune 06’eaHanis («Cean-Po0», M. JIbBiB. Om. 1. Crp.99. Bupizku cmameli,
3amimox i3 zazemu «Hawe Cnoeoy npo diansnicms napmii « Ceav-po6yy, 1926-1932 pp. APK. 20.

3 [Iupir M. CTaHOBJEHHS Ta OpraHizaliiiHi NPUHIMIN JiSAbHOCTI «YKPAiHCLKOI0 CEIAHCHKO-POOITHUYHOIO
couiaricTHaHOro 00’ e HaHHIY («Ceabpod») y 1926-1928 pokax. Manopiceys. 2013. N2 4. C. 60.

2 Baaciok O. JIisuIbHICTh YKPAIHCLKOIO COLIaMiCTHUHOr0 00’¢aHanusa «CeJsSHCLKUIT COI03» Y 1924-1930 PP.
Hayxkoei 3anucku HayionansHozo yHigepcumemy « Ocmposvka akademiay. lemopuuni Hayku. 2011. Bu. 17. C. 157.

» Ibidem.

26 NepskaBHuil apxiB JbBiBcbKOT 001acTi (TATO). . 121. JIbBIBCbKA BOEBOICHKA KOMAH/IA JICPAKABHOI MOJIILL.
O 2. Crp. 112. Cnpasa cnocmepexcerun 3a 371300m napmii «Hapoowa 60412y ma «VEpPaiHcbK0z0 ceAAHCHEOZ0
€003y, wo 6i0oyeca v JIb60si, 3 NUMAHHA IXHB0O20 00 €OHAHHA 6 «VKPaiHChKe CeNAHCLEO-POOIMHUYE 00 €OHAHHAY
ma cnucku oenezamic. 1926 p. ApK. 1.
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meetings, and congresses to activate propaganda among workers and peasants. This
unification also allowed for expanding the electorate, as, unlike “People’s Will”, which
traditionally, for communist-oriented organizations, focused on the working class, the
“Peasant Union” directed its efforts towards the peasantry®.

The final unification of both parties was postponed until the fall of 1926. Before
this, several joint meetings were held to coordinate positions and reach a compromise —
on September 12-13 in Lviv, September 26 in Gdansk, and finally, on October 3 in Warsaw,
the date of the unification congress was set — October 10, 102623,

So, the issue of creating the new organization was discussed at a meeting in Lviv on
September 19, 1926, in the premises of the General Secretariat of the “People’s Will” party.
The meeting was attended by 18 people, including M. Zayats, K. Pelekhatyi, and
K. Valnytskyi®.

During the meetings with the Soviet “curator” Lebedynets, the organizational
foundations of the unification were agreed upon. It was decided that the future united
party would be led by a central committee consisting of 9 or 11 members (on the basis of
an equal number of representatives from both parties, 3 or 4 from each, two
representatives from the Communist Party of Western Ukraine (KPWU), and one from the
youth wing of the party). The “Volenarodivtsi” immediately agreed to the inclusion of two
representatives from the communists in the Central Committee, while the “Selsouzyvtsi”
did not give a final answer yet. It was then decided to nominate S. Makivka (from the
“Peasant Union”) as the head of the Central Committee, K. Valnytskyi (from the “People’s
Will”) as his deputy, and a representative from the KPWU was to be the secretary. The
nominees for the united Central Committee from the first party were S.Makivka,
M. Chuchmai, and S. Kozytskyi, while from the second party, they were K. Valnytskyi,
K. Pelekhatyi, and M. Zayats. It was also decided that the press organs of both parties
("Nashe Zhyttia" and “Volya Narodu”) would change their names, and a representative
from the KPWU would be included in their editorial boards®°.

The KPWU was confident in its success and focused on establishing leadership over
the new force. The main task before the communists was to ensure the existence of the
unification not as “a legal organization of a united revolutionary front, led by the
communist party™'.

The unification process continued on October 3, 1926, in Warsaw, where a sort of
conference of the “People’s Will” took place with representatives from the “Peasant
Union” during which it was emphasized that the goal of creating the new party was to

T [Iupir M. CTaHOBJCHHA Ta OpraHialiiiHi NPUHIMIM JiSAbHOCTI «YKPaiHCHKOI0 CeISHCLKO-POOITHUYHOIO
couiaricTiaHoro 06’ eqHaHHgY («Ceabpod») y 1926-1928 poxax. Manopiceys. 2013. N2 4. C. 61

8 Braciok O. JlisIbHICTD VKPATHCHKOLO COMIATICTHYHOrO 00’¢HAHHS «CEISHCHKUHA COI03» Y 1024-1030 PP.
Hayxkoei 3anucku HayionaasHozo yuigepcumemy «Ocmposvka akademiay. emopuyni Hayku. 2011. Burl 17. C. 159.

2 [upir M. Vipaincoruii aisopaduraavuuts pyx v Hoavwi (1919-1929 pp.): JUc... KaHa. icT. H.; CIIEIL.: 07.00.01 —
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avoid both the mistakes made by the communist deputies in the Sejm due to their
principled position and the mistakes in local activities®*.

On October 1o, 1926, a new congress was scheduled in Lviv to finalize the
unification process, with about 50 members of the “Peasant Union” from Volhynia,
Holmschyna, and Polissya, and 50 members of the “People’s Will” party from Galicia
expected to attend®.

On that day, in the small hall of the Lviv Music Society named after Lysenko, the
united congress of the “Peasant Union” and the People’s Will Party took place. The
congress was attended by 55 delegates from the “Peasant Union” from the Volyn, Polissya,
and Lublin Voivodeships (the districts of Brest, Volodymyr-Volynskyi, Wlodawa,
Horokhiv, Hrubieszdéw, Dubno, Drohichyn, Kobryn, Kremenets, Lutsk, Luboml, Ostroh,
Rivne, and Kholm), 4 delegates from three Galician districts (Brody, Berezno, and
Stanislav), and 6 Sejm deputies (A.Bratun, P.Vasylchuk, S.Kozytskyi, S.Makivka,
S. Nazaruk, and M. Chuchmai). From the People’s Will Party, 92 delegates arrived, of
which 76 were from Eastern Galicia, 7 from Volhynia, Holmschyna, and Polissya, 3
delegates represented the student youth, and 6 were members of the Central Committee
of the People’s Will Party. The congress voted for the unification of the two parties and
adopted a resolution stating that all local committees of the People’s Will Party and the
“Peasant Union” would be renamed as the “Selrob” committees*. The declaration of
unification was announced on behalf of the “Peasant Union” by M. Chuchmai, and on
behalf of the “People’s Will” by K. Valnytskyi®.

It should be noted separately that 5 delegates from the “Peasant Union”, led by
Sejm deputy S. Nazaruk, opposed the majority and voted against the unification. This
group, representing the Volodymyr-Volynskyi district organization of the “Peasant
Union”, expressed its desire to cooperate with the Ukrainian Peasant and Workers’ Party.
Soon after the founding congress of “Selrob”, in December 1926, a group of Sejm deputies
- leaders of the previous “Peasant Union”, headed by P.Vasylchuk, also left the
organization. Together with members from the Kholm and Volodymyr-Volynskyi
organizations of “Selrob”, he revived the “Peasant Union” with a new press organ - the
newspaper “Peasant Path”. However, the revived organization turned out to be much
weaker than its predecessor, as its branches were mainly located on both banks of the
Western Bug River?.

Despite what seemed like the clarification of many positions, there remained many
political differences and mutual distrust between the two parties. It seems that from the
very beginning, the merger of such different, essentially antagonistic, political forces was

32 IAJ10. &. 121. JIbBIBCbKA BOEBOACHKA KOMAH/A AepsKaBHOI no.inji. Om. 2. Crip. 112. Cnpasa cnocmepexcenns 3a
3'i300m napmii «HapooHa 60112y ma «YEPAiHCbKE020 CEAAHCHE020 €O103Y», WO 8i00YV6ca Y JIb606I, 3 NUMAHHA IXHb020
00°€0HANHA 8 «VEPAIHCOEE CeNAHChKO-PoOTMHUYE 00 €OHAHHAY MA CNUCKU 0eAe2ami6. ADK. 2.

33 Ibidem. Apk. 6.
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doomed to failure. After all, the “Peasant Union” in its programmatic documents declared
its struggle for the slogans of independence and the unity of Ukraine, while the radical
wing of the Moscow-philes from the People’s Will Party (PVP) denied the very existence
of the Ukrainian people, considering its language one of the dialects of Russian. In its
programmatic documents, it was stated that “Russian socialists of Eastern Galicia reject
the aspirations to create new independent nations from the tribes of the Russian people”,
and that there was no need to depart from the Russian language®.

The definition of “Galician-Russian population”, which they used to refer to the
Galicians, was condemned and rejected by the leadership of the Communist Party of
Western Ukraine (KPU), which also considered the denial of the Ukrainian nation to be
erroneous. Under the influence of the Communist Party of Western UKraine, the
leadership of the People’s Will Party (PVP) was forced to break away from the most
radical Russian nationalists and even began publishing their periodical in the Ukrainian
language. The party’s program included a provision on its vision for solving the national
question: “In the current conditions, in solving the fundamental political-state relations
of nations (independence, federation, the right to separation), the People’s Will Party
considers the application of the principle of self-determination as the only means™®.

For the Moscow-oriented “Volenarodivtsi” it was extremely sensitive that the word
“Ukrainian” would be used in the name of the new union. Representatives of the People’s
Will Party accused the “Selyansky Soyuz” of nationalism, while at the same time
criticizing the “Volenarodivtsi” for their national nihilism?.

The statute of the organization was adopted on November 26, 1926, and the program,
after long discussions, was finalized only in February of the following year. The discussions
lasted throughout January 1927*°. Two drafts were presented, authored by M. Chuchmay
and K. Valnytsky. The first version attempted to combine the programs of the “People’s
Will” and the “Peasant Union”, avoiding conflictual issues and shortcomings. As a result, it
was decided to develop an entirely new draft, which was eventually approved*.

In particular, the program emphasized that the organization, as a result of the
merger, had created “one new party of Ukrainian peasants, workers, and the working
intelligentsia, thereby strengthening a unified front of the working masses against the
united front of the bourgeoisie™>.

One of the fundamental theses of the new party was an appealing statement for its
supporters, asserting that “the “Sel-Rob Party” considers the national question in Poland
one of the main problems of the policy of the peasant and working masses™?>.

37 Ibidem. C. 158.

38 Ibidem. C. 138-150.
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However, another programmatic position that should not be overlooked is that
“the Sely-Rob Party fights for the replacement of standing armies with a system of
people’s militias™*, which was essentially aimed at weakening the defense capability of
the Polish state against the backdrop of the growing military strength of the Red Army.

In the activities of “Sel-rob”, traditionally for organizations with a left-radical
orientation, the position was taken on the radical struggle of Ukrainian peasants and
workers “for socialism, the establishment of a working people’s order, where there would
be social, political, and national equality for all people”. It was guaranteed that the social
and national interests of Ukrainian peasantry would not suffer, with the provision of
ensuring the peasants’ right to participate in political and civil life, which “belongs to
them in view of their number and labor™®.

The new party had the most influence in Volhynia and the Khomshchyna.
Supporters of “Selyrob”, like most political parties, considered traditional “village
gatherings” their main method of struggle, which, under certain circumstances, could
escalate into strike actions*.

The creation of the party network was delayed significantly, as in some areas, “Sel-
rob” members had to overcome substantial, not just financial, problems. For example,
local representatives of “Selyrob-left” reported to M. Zayets that by the beginning of 1928,
they were unable to organize a cell in the village of Bortnyky, as the peasants considered
the party “Moscow-oriented”, and their sympathies were with other political forces*.

In early February 1927, the so-called former “Narodovoltsiv’ demanded an
expansion of the Central Committee, as despite agreements made during the merger,
they were in the minority®®. However, their remarks regarding the inclusion of more
representatives from peasants, workers, and youth were not supported*.:

By mid-1927, the contradictions within the party leadership became
insurmountable, and on September 11, the majority of former members of the “People’s
Will” announced the creation of the “Selyrob-left™°.

The analyzed societal and political processes were not only organizationally
inspired by Soviet diplomatic and intelligence agencies, but were also accompanied by
corresponding illegal financing. Specifically, historian V. Misko is convinced that it is
difficult to establish the exact scale of funding for the left-wing radical movement in
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Western Ukraine. However, it is indisputable that a significant portion of this funding
came directly from the Bolshevik government through party structures or indirectly via
international communist organizations. Some evidence points to the financing of political
and public organizations in Western Ukraine that sympathized with the left-wing radical
ideology and were positioned on a pro-Soviet platform®".

Conclusions. After the inclusion of most of the ethnic Western Ukrainian lands
into the newly restored Polish state, the socio-political processes unfolded in new
geopolitical conditions, which, among other things, influenced the institutional-political
transformation of the Moscophile (Russophile) movement in Eastern Galicia, Volhynia,
and Podlasie during the 1920s. The splits, the emergence of new legal political actors in
the restored Polish state could not escape the attention of Soviet diplomats and the
USSR’s special services, who sought to exploit these societal-political structuring
processes both to undermine the institutions of the Polish state and to oppose the legal
Ukrainian national movement while limiting the influence of Russian émigré anti-
Bolshevik structures.

Despite Soviet influence in the formation of a new influential political force, there
remained many political disagreements and mutual distrust between the former parties
“Peasant Union” and “People’s Will”. From the outset, the merger of these fundamentally
different, essentially antagonistic political forces was doomed to failure. The
contradictions between the leadership of the newly formed “Sel-rob” party became
increasingly insurmountable, and on September 11, 1927, the majority of members of the
former “People’s Will” announced the creation of “Selrob-Left”, which in the following
years played a leading role in the spread of Soviet influence in Western Ukraine.

A promising direction for further studies, in our opinion, could be a
comprehensive analysis of the Soviet tools of influence on the socio-political situation in
Western Ukraine in the second half of the 1920s.
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