HaykoBuii BicHUK YepHiBelbKOT0
yHiBepcuTeTy imeHi I0pia ®eabkoBuya:
IcTopis. Ne 1. 2025. C. 66-74

History Journal of Yuriy Fedkovych
Chernivtsi National University. Ne 1. 2025.
pp- 66-74

DOI https: /doi.org/10.31861/hj2025.61.66-74
hj.chnu.edu.ua

YAK: [94(477.83/.86):323.13] «1920/1929»
© Andrii Shchehlov* (Lviv)

THE MOSCOPHILE MOVEMENT AS A TARGET OF SOVIET INFLUENCE
ON THE SOCIO-POLITICAL SITUATION IN WESTERN UKRAINE IN THE 1920S

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.

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, Chetm 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.

Keywords: Moscophile movement, Soviet diplomacy, «Sel-Rob», «Narodna Volia», Eastern Galicia, Western Ukraine,
Second Polish Republic, hybrid warfare, political subversion, Ukrainian national movement.
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MOCKBO®LIbCbKH PYX K OB’€KT PAIIHCHKOI'O IECTPYKTUBHOTO BIL/IUBY
HA CYCINUIBHO-TIOJIITUYHY CUTYALIIO Y 3AXIIHIN YKPATHI 20-X POKIB XX CTOJITTA

AHnomayis. Mema pobomu no/sizae y KOMNAEKCHOMY AHA/I3I BUKOPUCMAHHS PAOSIHCbKUMU OUNJIOMAMUYHUMU
CmpyKkmypamu 4acmuHu Mock8o@inbcbkozo pyxy CxidHoi I'aauuuHu 015 popmysaHHs sigopadukaabHoi napmii «Ceab-
Pob» sk nezanvHoi noaimuyHoi 6asu decmpykmueHozo enaugy 8 3axioHill Ykpaini, sk npomu iHcmumyyiil Ilonscokol
depotcasu, mak npedcmMasHUKI8 yKpaiHCbKko20 HAYiOHA/IbHO20 PYXY Pi3HO20 i0e0.10214H020 CNPSMYBAHHSL.
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HayKosocmi ma a/bmepHamueHocmi, wo 00380/s€ 8udiiumu okpemuil cezMeHm MOCK80PiNbCbKO20 pyxy K 06°ekm
PadsiHcbkoz2o enaugy y MixceoeHHill Iloavwl, oxapakmepudysamu iio2o ideos02ivuHi 3acadu, noaimuyHy naamgopmy,
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opeaHizayiliHy cmpykmypu sk 0CHO8y 01 (popMy8aHHs Ui NOMIMHO20 8NAUBy HA CYCNiNbHO-NOAIMUYHY cumyayin y
3axidniii Ykpaini 20-x pokie XX cm. sezaavHoi nosimuunoi napmii «Ceab-Po6», ymeopeHoi wisixom 06’€OHAHHs
sigopadukanvHoi napmii «HapodHa eoss» i3 napmieto «CeAsiHCbKUL COH3» 3a YiAbHUX Op2aHi3ayiliHux 3ycuaib
padsiHcbkoi duniomamii'y Bapwasi.

HcepenvHy 6asy docaidxceHHs cmaHoeaamev enepuie 88edeHi 0o HAYK08020 06i2y apXxieHI OokymeHmu
LlenmpanvHozo depicagHozo apxigy 2pomadcbKux 06’eOHaHb YkpaiHu, LleHmpaabHo20 depicasHo20 icmopu4Ho20 apxigy
y M. JIegosi ma flepacasHozo apxigy JIbsigcbkoi o6aacmi.

Icmopiozpagpiro docaidxiceHHs cmaHoeassmb SIK y3azanbHiokdi nybaikayii cyvacHoi ykpaiHcwkoi icmopiozpagii, mak
cneyianbHi po3sidku eimyusHsaHux Haykosyis 0. Baactoka, P. I'ycaka, /1. Mamiowko, B. Micvbko, M. [Tupie ma L. Coasipa no
memamuyi npuvuH 06'€0HAHHS, noaimu4Hoi npozpamu ma noyamkie JisibHOCMi s1e2anbHOl 3axiOHOYKpaiHCbKoi
noaimuyHoi napmii «Ceav-Poby». IIpu yvomy micye ma posb y yux npoyecax 00H020 i3 HANPSAMKIE Mi*BOEHHO20
MOCK0BO(I/IbCbKO20 PYXY, penpe3eHmo8aHo2o disuamu ieopadukaabHoi napmii «HapooHa eoas1» 3a opzaHizayitiHo2o
CNpsIMY8AHHS pA0SHCbKUX duniomamis npedcmas.ieHe NoBINCHO, Wo, Ha Hauly dyMKY, nompebye 0KpeMo20 icmopu4Ho2o
aHanizy 3 o250y Ha xapakmep U egontoyir 2ibpudHux memodie nonimuuHozo eénaugy Padsarcekoi Pocii — PadsiHcbkozo
Cor3y — Pociticbkoi @edepayii npomu yKpaiHCbkoz20 HAYiOHA/IbHO20 PYXY 3a2a/10M ma 8 3axioHitll YKkpaiHi MixceoeHHO20
nepiody 30kpema.

Haykosa HosU3HA no/si2ae y MoMy, Wo agmop enepule Ha OCHOBI y3a2a/1bHeHH s Cy4acHOl ykpaiHcbkoi icmopiozpadii
ma enposaddiceH s y nybaivHuUll 06i2 HU3KU apXigHUX JOKyMeHMi8 po3Kpusae niopusHy poab padsiHCbKux dunjiomamia y
Jpyeiii Peui [locnoaumitl 4epe3 oopMy8aHHs Ui nNiOMpUMKY 1e2a1bHOi NOAIMUYHOI cuau KpaliHb020 118020 i0e01021YH020
CnpsAMy8aHHs 0151 Yinoi 6a3u decmpyKmueHo20 8n/augy Ha CyCniibHO-noAimu4He Jcummsi nponazandu 3axioHoi Ykpainu.

Y sucHoskax aemop euxodumv 3 HACMYNHUX pe3yabmamie docaidxnceHHs. Ilicas ekatoueHHs Oiibwioi yacmuHu
3axi0HUX yKpaiHCbKux emHiuHux 3emenb do ckaady eidHosseHoi Ilonbcbkoi depicasu cychinbHO-nhoaimu4Hi npoyecu
po320pmanaucsi y HOBUX 2e0noJiMmuy4HUX YMO8ax, W0 ceped IHWIO020, 6NAUHYJAO HA IHCMUMYyYiliHO-noAimu4Hy
mpaHcgopmayiero Mockgodinbcbkozo (pycoginbebkozo) pyxy 8 Cxiouiil I'aauvuni, Xoamwuni ma Iioaswwi 20-x pokie
MUHYA020 cmoaimms. Po3koau, euokpemsaeHHs U noyamku Ois/1bHOCMI HOBUX /€2a4bHUX CY6'€kmie noaimu4Hoi
disneHocmi y eidHoseHill [Toabcbkill depicasi He mo2AU 3aAUWUMUCS N03A Y8A20H0 PAadsHCbKUx dunjiomamie ma
cneyianbHux cayxc6 CPCP, siki npazHyiu sukopucmamu npoyecu cycniabHo-noAimu4Hoi cmpykmypu3sayii 00HOYacHo, ik
0411 decmpykmugHo20 enugy Ha iHcmumyyii [lonbcobkoi depacasu, mak 0151 ONOHYB8AHHS /1€2A/NbHOMY YKPATHCLKOMY
HAaYioHAIbHOMY pYXY U 06MeNCeHHsl 8NAUBY POCITICbKUX eMigpaHMCbKUX CmpPyKmyp aHMubi16Wo8uybko2o CnpsiMy8aHHsI.
Bapmo ekazamu, wo cynepevyHocmi Mixc KepisHuymeom HogoymeopeHoi napmii «Cesab-Po6» cmagaau ece 6iibul
HenodoaanHumu ma 11 eepecha 1927 p. 6iabwicms uaeHie KoauwHboi «HapooHoi 8oi» ozo/n0cuAU Npo CMBOPEHHS
«Cenbpob-siguyiy, 1ka 8 HACMYNHI poku 8idiepasaa 4ibHy poib Y NOWUPeHHI padsHCbKo20 8naugy 8 3axioHitl YkpaiHi.

Kmiouoesi cnoea: 3axiona Ykpaiua, [lpyza Piu [locnoauma, CPCP, Mockeoginbcmeso, napmisi «HapodHa 8os», napmis
«Cesnbpoby.

Formulation of scientific problem and its significance. 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 21st
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 researchand the aim of ourarticle. 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. Matiushko3, V. Misko*, M. Pyrih5 and I. Soliaré 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.

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
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«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.

Presenting main material. 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 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
disintegrateds. 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 Republic2.

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?3.

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 since 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, like Volhynia, Polissia, the Chetm region, and White Ruthenia, Eastern Galicia with
Lemkivshchyna had always been, and still were, Russian lands inhabited by part of the great Russian people,
united by origin, culture, and «tribal madness»14.

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?s.

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!8. 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)20,

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»2l, An extraordinary supplement to the
newspaper «Volya Naroda» from October 24, 1926, features a thesis that particularly stands out: «Only
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socialism will break the chains of national bondage»22. 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 class23.

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?4.

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»?25.

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?é.

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, 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?7.

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, 192628,

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. Valnytskyi29.

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 boards3°.

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»31.

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 avoid both the mistakes made by the communist deputies in
the Sejm due to their principled position and the mistakes in local activities32,
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On October 10, 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 attend3s.

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, Wtodawa, Horokhiv, Hrubieszéw, 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» committees34. 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. Valnytskyiss.

It should be noted separately that 5 delegates from the «Peasant Uniony, 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 River3s.

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 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 language3’.

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»38.

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 nihilism3°.

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
192740, 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»*2.

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»*3.
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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»#4, 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-Robw, 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 labour»*5.

The new party had the most influence in Volhynia and the Kholmshchyna. Supporters of «Selyrob», like
most political parties, considered traditional «village gatherings» their main method of struggle, which,
under certain circumstances, could escalate into strike actions4é.

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“8. 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»s°.

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 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 platforms?.

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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