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ABSTRACT
Sovies social history lends itself to comparisons. The main

characteristics of collectivization of agriculture 1in the Russian

Republic were mirrored for example in East Ukraine. West Ukraine,

.however, was exceptional, since historically the bulk of {its territories

had remained outside the Russian gphere. Thisg thesis examines the

process of collectivization in the West Ukrainian areas annexed by the
Soviet Union in September 1939 until the outbreak of the German- Soviet
war on June 22, 1941. | .

1 have attempted to elucidate the changes in rural life following
the Soviet takeovet, by looking at the social and ethnographic structure
of the population in the pPre-Soviet era, when thesge areas were under
Polish and Roumanian rule. In addition, Chapter Two has been devoted to
political movements in interwar Poland in order to investigate Soviet
claims that there was a strong movement amongst the local Ukrainian
Populatibn aimed at reunion with East Ukraine.

\ The complex social upheaval in the West Ukrainian village in 1940‘
has necessitated a detailed perusal of agriculture in 'the thirties in
Volhynia, Galicia and Bukovyna. Land usage, distribution, agricultural
production and the socio-economic position of’ the Ukrainian peasantry '
have been taken into conseideration. This section concludes with an
assessment of Ukrainian farming on the eve of‘£¥e Soviet takeover. -
o The annexation and initial measures of the new rulers in West
Ukraine are dealt with at some length. The thesis concerns the temnorary

organs of power, economic measures, and the 'rural revolution" in the

former Polish areas and the takeover of Bessagbksa and Northern Bukovyna

-dv
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following the ultimatum to the Roumanian government in June’1940.\ Chapter®
Six deals with the agricultural develobment of West Ukraine beforé\
collectivization was begun, ﬁhying particular attention to the firét

oblast party conferences of Spring 1940.

. :
The main part of the work 18 contained in Chapter Seven, which -

concerns the collectivization of agriculture. This enéompasses the \
. _ |
formation of Machine-Tractor Stations and state farms, the first stages
of colléctive farﬁing, production results and collectivization from |
January to June 1941.

.The successes and defects of socialized agriculture in West Ukrainé
are outlined. The Conclusion analyzes the reasoning behind the changes

implemented in the villages and their close assoclation with the precarious

international climate which existed after the Soviet-German dismemberment

of Poland.

T
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Preface

The main aim of this dissertation is to investigate the changeé
in rurél life in the western areas of Ukraine, 1n;urporated into the
Soviet bnion'after September 1939 and held until the German invasion of
June 22; 1941. My emphasis 1s primarily on the collecti;ization of peasant
farms. }his encompasses ;he nature and extent of collectivé farm
construction, social changes in the Vill% results of collectiQe farm-
ing and the overall s;tuation on collective farms in June 1941. In order
to assess the relative‘merits and defects of the kolhosp, this work examines
at some length agricuiture under Polish aﬁd_Romanian rule in the Ukrainign
areas. ‘ |
Also, 1 haVe‘gonsidered closely the officilal Soviet versions of
this period of history. The Soviets claim, for example, ‘that these
territories were anneied on historical and ethnic grounds.’ M;reover, it
is maintained that although the proximity of thé German army necessitated
R »
rapid Soviet action in Eastern Poland in September 1939,.the policy was,
in reality, designed to satisfy the "age-0ld" desire of the Ukrainian
people to be united in a single state and under one government, which in
Soviet worKs was a ‘Soviet govefnment.
This viewpoint necessitates twé prelimin;ry inquiries. First, to
what extent were the populations of the annexed regions Ukrainian in
ethnic makeup? Secoridly, was there a movement aiqfd at reuniting West
kaainé with Soviet Ukraine? Regarding the second question, it isﬁessential
to take into'account the Soviet portrayal of the severe exploitation of

the Ukrajnian peasant by the Polish and Romanian "occupation regimes'.




‘Consequéntly, this study concerns the population and ethnography
of the West Ukraininﬁ regions, the political movements of the thirties,
tée attitude of the Ukrainian peasants toward the Romanian and‘Polish
governments and the soclo-economic position of the peasant in the social
structure of the community. .The pre-Soviet period considers the size and

distribution of landholdings,. crop production and harvest yields and
-
v

:draught-animals. .

The Soviet period investigates the mechanics of takeover in the
Polish and Romanian regions, the initial land measures and the land reform.
An/ analysis has been made of the initial progress in agriculture and

the reaction of the Ukrainian farmers to Soviet rule in 1939-1940.

The major part of my work is devoted to the period of collebti&ization

from Januéry 1940 until June 1941. It has been possible to give detailed

figures concervning the growth of collective farms by oblast. The final
chapter also looks at the establishment of Machine~Tractor Stations MTS)

1
and their provision with machinery. It examines the comparative harvests

on collective and individu;l farms, labor-day incomes, animal production
and the progress of collectivization prior to the outbreak of war.

There have been‘few reliable works on this period published in the
Soviet Union. The difficulties experienced by the Soviets in West Ukraine
have apparently precluded a dispaséionate approach. However, the post-
Stalin interpretations differ markedly from thosevof the Stalin period.
These lafer works, written in the Khrushchev period denounce the defects
engehdered bf the so-called "cult of personality"‘evoked by Stalin. Thus
the Communist Party of West Uk;aine, (Komunistychna Partiia Zakhidnoi
Ukrainy,vKPZU), dissolved on the orders of Stalin in 1938 has been re-
habilitated with the help of these later writers.

vii A
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-Despite changing ‘interpretations however, the value of Soviip "
works 1s by no means negative. The most useful for the purposégjof this
study has been V.L. Varetsky's Sotsialistychni peretvorennia u
zakhidnykh oblasti&kh URSR (Kiev 1960)*. This contains several useful \h\\\\//w,
tables, Eulled from Soviet archives, many oé which have bgen used in tﬂis
study. Varets}y perceives that the dissdlution-of the.KPZU was groundléss,
but on:the other hand lauds party work in West Ukraine and the progress
made in industry, éducation and agriculture. | d
* The most'emiﬁent scholar of collectivization in Wésf Ukraine 1is
M.k. Iva;iuta, author of maﬁy works on the subject. In particular . his
doctoral thesis has become the stgndard work on the topic, entitled Narysy
18torst ‘kthospnzho budivnytstva v zakhidnykh oblastiakh Ukrainskoi RSR
(Kiev 1962). (A Bfief History of Colléctive Farm Construction in the
western provinces of Ukraine). Once again the views expreésed in th{s
work are somewhat more reasoned than those of the Stalinist era, although
they fail to give an objective portrayal of the resistance méﬁemen;.
Ivasiuta has also written an important regional study entitled Narys
ietorii kolektyvizatsii na Termopil'shchyni (Kiev 1958) (Brief History of
Collectivizagion in ngnppil région).

My own study has been enﬁanced by;two further Sovietvpublicationé.
The twenty seven volume Istoriiq mist i cil Ukraénskoi RSE (Kiev 1967-
l973?,éﬂistory of Towns and Villages of the Ukrainian SSR);‘of which nine

volumes relate to the western regions, has enabled a detailed look at the

3

*
(The Socialist Transformation in the western provinces of Ukraine).

Cviid




P

~

various oblasts. Also, this entire study has been made possible by th \\V\
L

publication of a collection of documents Qpecifically on this topfc

z LStOP;L kolektyvizatsii sil's'koho hoqudbrstva zakhidnyﬁh oblastei ﬁfh
. Ukrains 'kot RSR (Kiev 1976), (From the History of thé‘Collectivization

of Agrié\lture in the western provinces of Ukraine). Many of the

documents' in this collection has been taken from the oblast state archives

~

and from regional newépapers, not available to western researchers. The
cqllection is the most valuable source on this topic.
)
There have been no works published in English which have been
concerned directly with collectivization in West Ukraine and few that
have focussed on the period of Soviet rule prior to the German-Soviet war.
The most useful reference work has béen Ukraine. A Concise Encyclopedia
_(two volumes, Unive%sity of Toronto Press 1963 and lgfl), which contains
several relevant articles. John A. Armstrong's The Soviet Bureaucratic
Elite.. A Case Study of the Ukrammn @pamtus (New York 1959) is based
on unpublished Soviet dissertatlons, made available to scholars in the
fifties, but closed thereafter. Thus Armstrong is able to supply interesting
informatioq on the party appargtus in West Ukraine and the former East
Ukrainian career backgrounds of some of the personnel.
l Most of the research fof this thes.s was carriéd out at the British
Library in London and the‘Libr§ry of Congress, Washington, D.C.. Several
months were spent utilizinf;yéé source materials contégqu in the British
Ned;baper Lt.rary in London, the Centre of Russian and Eést European
Studies, University of Birmingham and the Institute of Soviet and Easé

European Studies, University of Glasgow. It has been possible to

conduct interviews within the Ukrainian communities on both sides of -,

N
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the.Atlantic and the Association of Ukrainians in Great Britain was

particulafly helpful.

Library in London.

]
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The, Polish sources were obtained at the Polish
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Chapter One - Population and Ethnography

After Poland's refusal to countenance an Iindependent or autonomous
v
Ukrainian state in Eastern Galicia after the First World War, the former
volvodships of the Austrian Empire, Lviv (Lwéw), Stanislav (Stanislawéw)
and Ternopil (Tarnopol) were lncorporated into Poland. In addition,
Volhynia, formerly part of the Russian Empire, became Volyn (Wolyn)
voivodship. According to Molotov, the entire area annexed from Péland
in 1939 constituted 88,000 square kilometres.l In the interwar period
however, the area was considerébly_larger, since the Soviets did not take
over all the western districts. Thus a later estimate of 110,900 squ;re
kilometres 1s closer to the truth,

In 1921, the Lviv voivodship encompassed an area of 27,024 square
kilometres with a population of around 2,718,014.3 However, the
seven westernmost counties of the voivodship were not included in the
Soviet Union and iarge areas in the counties of Lesko, Turka, Iaroslav,
Rava-Ruska, Lubachiv, Sanok and Briaza remainea outside Soviet jurisdiétion.
Consequently the area which was later divided‘into tﬁe Lviv oblast made
up around 21,500 squéxrq—kilometres.4

Stanislav voivodship in 1931 had an area of 16,894 square
kilometres and an estimated population of 1,480,300 according to the
Polish census. Ternopil had an area in 1931 of 16,240 square kilometres
and a population of 1,428,520. Finally,.the Volyn voivodship in 1931
totalled 35,754 square kilometres with a population of 2,085,600.5

The wegt'gkrainian areas possess ceétain distinct geographical-
characteristics. For example, approximately twenty five per cent of the

entire area is covered by forest. In the west, the Carpathian Mountains

occupy about forty per cent of the territory of Drohobych and fifty per

1



cent of 'that of Stanislav.6 Moreover, with the exception of the !
northern regions of Volyn, even in the interwar period, these were areas
of very high population density, averaging eighty five people per square
kilometre overall and exceeding one hundred in the forest steppe and
Prykarpattia regions.7

The ethnic makeup of the Ukrainian population of interwar Poland
1s a subject of some controversy. Polish, Ukrainian and Soviet sources
all give very different figures, with the former declaring high per-
centages of Poles and the two latter citing large Ukrainian majorities
within these areas. Stepan Horak has pointed out that whereas the
demographers of the Shevchenko Scientific Society have estimated that
there were 5,698,770 Ukrainians living in the Polish territories in 1931,

Polish stat.sr cs put the figure considerably lower at 4,441,600.8

It is not my intention to make a jhdgement concerning the relative
merits of the rwo estimates. Both sets of figures agree on the basic
points. For example, “nt: Pc.ish and Ukrainian statistics indicate that

the Ukrainians constituted a ma, r‘ty of the total population in the

Volyn, StanislaQ, Lviv and Tern~n“l voivodships in 1931-1933. The Polish

figuré is 50.9 per cent9 and ti.» 7l e 6204 per cent,10 with the per-
centages for the Polish populatiss 3% 25.6qper cent respectively.
Tables One and Two look at the ethn:ic . - of the population by
voivodship according to Polish an” Ukr- smrristd g,

Both sets of figufes indicate .arge i “fan  ajorities in Volyn
and Stanislav voivodships and substantial nim 5 of .. 28 ir  riv and

Ternopil. The Polish government's policy of .rt g Polish co_.onists in

these latter areas (see Chapter Three) may accoun: -r the igh numbers
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of Poles. However, the tables, although useful,‘conceal a vital point,
namely- that the ethﬁographic divide lay less between voivodships than
between urban and rural areas. All figures show that whereas the Ukrainians
' predominated in the countryside, Poles and Jews made up the majority in
all the major towns. As mentioned above, the Polish Ukrainian a¢eas‘
contained a particularly dense rural population, which made up 81.4 per
cent of the total population of theserfegions,_ranging from 87.8 per cent
in Volyn to a low of twen:; five per cent in the L'viv voivoidship.ll
The areas incorporated from Romania in 1940 were the northerg
part of Bukovyna and the Khotyn, Akkerman and_Ismail uezds of Besserabia.
Ukrainians constituted a sizeable portion, although not the mhjority of
the population of these areas. The area which was later to become the
Chernivtsi oblast (northern Bukovyna plus'ppe Khotyn wezd had a total
area of 8,400 square kilometres and a felatively large population prior
to the Soviet invasion of 875,000.12 The city of Chernivtsi itself had
an estimated population of 110,000 in 1930.13 Figures taken from the
Romanian census of 1930 indicate the position of Ukrainians within the
ethnographic makeup of the furure Chernivtsi Oblast (see Table Three).
The Romanian figures reveal that the Ukrainians were the largest

minority group in the Khotyn and northern Bukovyna regions. It should be

mentioned however that Ukrainian scholars disagree strongly with these

e

figures. Estimates drawn up by the well-known demographer Volodymyé
Kubijovyc nggest that the Ukrainians made up 63.1 per cent of the tétal
p;pulation in the Ukrainian areas in }lomania.14 'His figures though
include parts of the autonomous Moldavian Republic in whiéh Ukrainians

were the majority race in early 1940. -



Table One: Population of Polish Ukraine by Mother-tongue 1930-1931

in Thousands

Voivodship Total Ukrs Poles Jews
Volyn 2,085,6 1,429,3 346,6 205,5
\ 68.5% 16.6% 9.9%
Lviv 3,127,4 - 1,067,4 1,805,0 232,9
. 34.1% 57.7% 7.5%2
Stanislav 1,480,3 1,018,9 332,9 109,4
68.9% 22.4% 7.4% °
Ternopil 1,600,4 782,2 789,1 - 18,0

45.57% . 49.3% 4.9%

Source: Concise Statlstical Year-Book of Poland (Warsaw: Chief Bureau

of Statistics, 1938), pp. 22-23.



Table Two: Nationalities in Polish Ukrainian Areas in 1931 (thousands)

Voivodship Total
Volyn | | ‘ 2,086
L'viv | 2,284
Stanislav 1,480
Tetrnopil 1,600

Ukrs
1,449
69.4%
1,280
56.0%
1,083
73,2%
876

54.7%

Poles

325

15.6%

712

31.272

240

16.2%

587

36.6%

L4

Jews

208
10.0%

279
12.2%

140

134

8.4%

Source: IV Ukrains'kyl statystychnyi richnyk 1936-1937

-

(Warsaw and L'viv, 1937), p.

/.\

Others

104
5.0%
13
0.6%
17

1.2%



Table Three: Nationalities in Chernivtsi in 1930

Northern Bukovyna

Total 476,178
Ukrainians 213,762
. 44 .9%
Romanians ) 136,184
28.62 ’
Jews 66,569
14.0%
Russians & Germans 33,453
7.0%

Source: Breviarul statistic al Romaniei, Vol.

I1

(Bucharest, 1939), p. 53.

Khotyn uezd
392,430

163,267
41.6%
137,348
35.07%
35,985
9.2
53,776

13.7%



(.

Bessarabia also included the Izmail region, located in the South
6n the Danube delta and separated geographically from the rest of West
Ukraine, with a total of 12,400 square kilome .res and a population of
680,000 at the time of ité incorporation into the Soviet Union.15
A recent study of Bessarabia by A. Grekul indicates that in the Izmail,
Khotyn and Akkerman uezds combiﬁed, the nationality groups in per-

-

centages of the total population were as follows:
Ukrainians 25.4, Moldavians, 28.3, Russians 18.7, Others 27.4,%6
However, 1in 1940, eight raions of the Autonomou§ Noldavian Republic
were returned to the Soviet Union and these contained ; substantial
Ukrainian majority of 65.1 per cent.l7 A final point concerning the
Ukrainian regions of Romania is that with the exception of Chernivtsi,
the major town, they were predominantly rural. The demographic position
of the Ukraimian population resembled that of their compatriots in Pgland,
i.e. it constituted the bulksof the rural population, bug was under-
represented in the urban areas,\which had a majority of Romanians and Jews.
In terms of numbers thereﬁore,‘thefe is no reason to question the
Soviet assertion that the are;s annexed in 1939 were predominantly
Ukrainian in their ethnic composition. In Poland, the numbers were large
enough to constifute a major problem to the state. Yet the political
problems did not derive from numbers aioner Thus it is necessary at this
juncture to examine the political question in Galicia and Volhynia in the
interwar periéd, to ascertain whether the Ukrainian political movements

against the Polish government were seeking a reunion with the Ukrainian
-

-

SSR and with the Soviet Union or rather independénce or autonomy within

the Polish State.
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Chapter Two: The Political Question in Interwar Poland

Pl

1) Leghl Ukrainian Parties

The political position of the’Ukrainian popﬁiation in Poland has
beeﬁ the subject of considerable discussion amongst scholars. There 1is
dittle doubt that after the Council of Ambassadors had recognized Polish
authority over West Ukraine in March 1923, the Polish government treated
thesé regions as an integral part of the Polish state. Galicia bgcamé
known as "Eastern Little Poland" reflecting the chéuvinistic outlook of
the Polish leaders. ' Volyn as a former territory of the Russian Empire
fared much worse, lacking the network of popular organizations, press

=] y
and political parties which Galicia possessed. C:E

I have divided the Uk;ainian political response to Polish rule into
three categories, namely tﬁe legal parties, the illegal'pfo-Soviet parties
and the illegal nationalist parties. The former, which can be dealt
with briefly, consisted of fdur,main graups,-the largest and most important
of which was the Ukrainian National Democratié Union (UNDO); UNDO
eéncompassed a wide section of the Ukrainian populace and wés based around
the newspaper Dilo and an offici§1 parﬁy organ Svoboda.l

.Relations between UNDb_and the.Polish govef&ment in the interwar
period aiterhate&'from'attempts at cpoperétion, such as the "normalizaéiﬁn"
policy‘of 1935, to the dgclaration"of May 7, 1938 of its central committee
fﬁat normalization had not achieved qtfwdesired results and that the
Ukrﬁinianswrequired territorial autonom§ within Poland.2 A manifesto
issue&‘at this time condemned éhe forcible conversion of Ukrainians from

" the Greek Catholic (Uniate) to the Roman Catholic faith and attacked the
Polish policy of discrimination‘against Ukrainians with regard to the

acduisition of land, educational opportunities and employmgnt in the

o - £
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governmer{t.3 The politics of /NDO were essentially moderate and
represented a genuine attempt on behalf of the Ukrainians to identify
with the few democratic tendencies of the new state.

A second moderate party was the Ukrainian People's Renewal (UNO),
led by Hryhorii Khomyshyn, Bishop of Stanislav. UNO also made a
determined effort to cooperate with the Polish authorities. Two anti-
Polish parties were the Front of National Unity, a splinter group of
UNDO, influential in Volyn and the Ukratnian Soctalist Radical Party
(USRP), which was geuerally confined éo the Stanislav area. Both the
above groups were strongly anti-Soviet. The USRP consisted mainly of
small tarmers and agricultural workers. Both UNDO and USRP were old
parties, dating back to the 1890s.

As will be shown in later chapters, the tactics of the Polish
gbvernment prevented the legal parties from wielding much influence in
the Sejm. Correspondingly, it should also be emphasized that the legal

parties lost their hold over tﬁe Ukrainian population in the late-thirties

and no - pt was made to reorganize them after September 1939. As
Pol 1 becanm. ~ore authoritarian in the thirties, the efforts to respond
by thc a1, democratic processes were rendered more and inf)futile.

Moreover, Polish terror against the recalcitrant Ukrainian citizens in

' »
Eastern Galicia increased as political relations with the Soviet Union
worsened. The question arises of how strong was the pro-Soviet movement

-in the interwar period.

ii) The Commupist Party of Western Ukraine

When discussing the annexation of West Ukraine. in 1939, Soviet
historiography gives a persuasive portrayal of a strong strike movément,
accompanied by riots and demonstrations and demonstrations'aga{nst the

Polish regime, led by the Communist Part of West Ukrdine (KPZU). It is

10 - '
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claimed that this communist influence over the populace was maintained
until July 1938, when Stalin made the crass blunder of ordering the
Komintern to dissolve the KPZU and its parent organization, the Commimist
Farty of Poland (KPP), on the grounds that it had become infiltrated by
Trotskyists. How much truth is there in this viewpoint?

The Communist Party of West Ukraine was founded in February 1919,
although until 1923 it was known as the Communist Party of Eastern
Galicia.4 In April 1919, the Galician communi;t bureau was created,
attached to the Central Coﬁmittee of the Communist Party of Ukraine
(KP(bJU). The bureau evolved into the Committeé of the Com%unist Party
of Galietia aﬁd Northern Bukovyna.5 In 1921, the Communtist Party of
Eastern Galicia became an autonomous regional organ of the KPP, although
it kept up {ts close ties with the KP(b)U).6

Although autonomous, the XPZU was subject to the decisions of the
Congressés and Conferences of the KPP, and in the interim period, to
the deéisions of the KPP central Committee.7 In between Congresses, the
KPZU was permitted t. . -ganize its own Politburo and Secretariat and
its various sections; agitation and propaganda, p-nfessionms, rural, women,
military and others.8 An illegal, underground party, its central organ
was the newspaper Nasha Pravda, and it possessed several auxiliary mouth-
pieces, such as the newspapers Zemlia i volia, Profesyini visti, Nove
zhyttia, Selro‘b, Svitlo and Sylé and the journals Nova kultura, Kultura
and 08vita.9

Clearly the KPZU possesged an intricate organizational framework and
;here is little doubt that in the twenties, it attracted considerable

o

support from the Ukrainian community, especially in the Volyn region, with
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its historical ties with Russia. Soviet historians frequently allude to
the high degree of revolutionary activity in "red Volyn'" and in particular

the mass fo*lowing of the peasant '"movement' in 1924—1925.10 The overt

front orgaﬁization of the KPZU, named the Peasant-Worker Union (Sel'rob),

was created in 1926 and reportedly had q%ganizations fH seventy districts

by 1930,

In the twenties the politics ofrthe KPZU were closely connec:cd with
those of the KP(b)U and it displayeq¢ especially warm support for the
Shumsky faction, which advocated a# acceleration of the Ukrainization
program, then being implemented ig Soviet Ukraine.12 By 1927, the KP(b)U
leaders, Skrypsyk, Chubar and‘K@éanovich had resolved to openly denounce
Shumsky's position becauéé of its overt anti-Russian implications. Further,
by this time, Shumsky's line‘;as considered a contravention of official
party polfcx.

However, the KPZU un&er its leader Turiansky, refused to renounce
Shumsky, with the result';hat on February 28, 1927; the Komintern expelled
the XPZU leaders from tﬁeir membership. Although Shumsky recanted his
position in April 1930,'the pressure on the KPZU from the leaders in

iev continued. 1In 1933, Kaganovich accused the KPZU leadership of
Uk;ainian nationalism;and treachery and there;wgre further purges of the
m’embership.13 The cuimination point was theMAiésolution of the XPP and
the- KPZU by t%g"Kanintern in July 1938.

This decision'ﬁas been much criticized by post-Stalin Soviet
historians.lA The latter claim that the revolutionary movement had
effectively been beheaded at fhe_vorst possible moment, i.e. with the

.emergence of militarist Nazi Germény. This statement does not stand up to

-y
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close analysis, légg marked the end of a long campaign against the XPZU,
directed against its alleged nationalist, separatist and "Trotskyist
tendencies". An anonymous article pubiished in the journal Bolshevik
comments that in the conditions of the cult of persoﬁality and under a
constant stigma, the KPP and XPZU "could not utilize in full their
revolutionary traditions".!? |

After 1928, the KPZU declined as ‘'a force in West UkrainianApolitics.
This is exemplified by the following figures. In Volyn, where the KPZU
had always been at its strongest, membershfp at the start of 1938 was
3,375, or 0.16 per cent of the total population.l6 By mid-1938, the
numbers had fallen to 2,361.l7 The myth of strong KPZU.acti;ity in
the thirties has been upheld, on the one hand by Soviet accounts seeking
to.justify annexation and on the other by fearfuf Poli;h contemporaries,
who attributed every form of minority discontent to communist influence,
inspired by the hosti%e power to the east.

111) The Strike Protests

Despite the eclipse of the XPP and KPZU, the number of strikes in
interwar Polaﬁd was surpassed only in the much more a;vanced capitalist
countries,,Brifain and U.S.A.. Table Four illustrates the situation in
the thirties. It is evident from the Table that the peak of the stri&es
occurred in 1936, after which the number of strikers fell by 110,000 over
the following year. Before diséussing tbe state of affairs in the Ukrainian
regions, it should be stressed that as a Power deéendent upon investment
py the capitalist countries of the Wést, paréicularly France, Poland was
very heavily hit by the World economic crisisg of the early thirties. Thus

the high numbers of strikes to some extent reflect a general economic

hardship rather than dissatisfaction with the regime.r
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In general however, it 1s possible to distinguish between peasant
protests, usually for higher wages and better work conditions and urban
demonstrations, commonly focussed around the May-Day parade. The latter
were often political in content, but do not represent the peasant
response to the economic situation. Instead they should be seen in their
historical setting, closely linked with the rise of Fascism in Europe ‘and
the repercussions of the Civil War in Spain. It is necessary to look
first at thege urban protests, , in order to discern their ai@s and content.

1936 saw the creation of an anti-Fascist Popular Front, an attempt
to emulate similar orgaﬁizations arising in Western Europe, especially
in France and Spain. 1In Lviv in May 1936 an Anti-Fascist Congress of
Writers was held, in which members of the Ukrainian intellectual left
such as Stepan Tudor and Iaroslav Halz were present, although in a
decorative role.18 On May 27, the Polish Ministry of Internal Affairs
accused the Front of pro—Sovieg'éentiments for demanding the legalization
of the KPP.l9 The Front was in fact formed on the instructions of the
VII Congress of the Kominternm, which took place in July and August 1935;
but there is little evidence even from the Soviet side, to suggest thaﬁ
it was a lasting success.

In Lviv on April 14, 1936, a march of unemployed workers ended in a
bloody encounter wi pdlice. Ome of the marchers, Kozak, was shot by
the nearby coffee-mill owher, who fired in response to a hail of stones
in 'his direction.20 The resultant funeral turned into a massive demonstration
of 100,000 people and again ended in a skirmish with police after which
1,500 were arrested and geventy people reportedly interned at the Bereza

Kartuska concentration camp in Polissia.21 Although this was an emotional
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Table Four: Strikes in Poland, 1930-1937

Year

1930
1931
1932
1933
1934
1935
i936

1937

Source: V.L. Varets'ky;

Strikes

312
357
504
631
946
1,165
2,056

2,078

oblastiakh URSR

Enterprises
Encompasséed

]

1,185
1,154
6,219
7,282
9,416
11,631

22,016

25,242

No. of '‘Strikers

48,000
107,000
314,000
343,000
369,000
450,000
675,000

565,000

Man-Days
Lost
273,000
601,000
2,101,000
3,829,000
2,356,000
2,008,000
3,950,000

3,315,000

Sotstalistychni peretvorennia u zakhidnykh

15

(v dovoiennyi period) (Kiev, 1960), p. 64.




event, it was essentially economic in content, i.e. a protest against
unemployment. It was neither pro-Soviet nor directed toward the over-
throw of the government. S

Soviet historians lay great emphasis on the May-Day parades, noting
for example that in 1936, such marches could attract 50,000 people in
Lviv, 15,000 in Boryslav, 10,000 in Stanislav, 7,000 in Stryi, 5,000
in Drohobych and 3,000 in Skhidnytsia.zz' Yet not only is too much
st;éss laid on what after all, was only an annual parade, but also most
Soviet accounts 1eavé the reader to assume that the marches were of a
political, thereby a pro-Soviet nature. This was not the case.

Confidential reports of the Polish police reveal the diversity of
political viewpoints amongst the marchers. For example, in Lviv a police
report on the May-Day celebrations in 1938 outlines in some detail the
various speeches given by members of the demonstration. Whilst 8ne
speaker vowed to struggle "under the red banner for finmal victory", the
next promised a struggle "againgt'the red mob", portraying the total
diversity of opinions.23 After thé speeches, the pro-communist
demonstrators were attai}ed by right-wing students of Lviv polyte%hnic,
with a smoke-bomb and firecrackers.24 S

One does not encounterlsimilar confusion amongst the Ukrainian
_peasant actions, because they‘were almost always aimed at specific demands,
namely increasing wages and raising the market prices of agricultural

‘ el

products. The latter subject will be dealt with in the ne;;/ﬁhapter,
let it suffice to say that 'Iit created a éevere ’roblem for the ;;easant

economy in the thirties. To look at some of the protests in detail,

Spring 1935 saw a major strike of peasants in the village of Kozyrshchyna,

B
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Dubno district in Volyn, with 5,000 participants.25 In the following
year in Volyn, 250 villages were encompassed by strikers with 300,000
peasants. taking part.2

At the time of the 1936 Spring-sowing work, there went on strike
12,000 agricultural workers and day-laborers on sixty estates of twenty
five districts of Eastern Galicia. The scfikes were for higher wages
and the peas;nt requests were eventually satisfied.2 A similar action,
also successful, occurred on landowner estates in Rohatyn and Rudkiv’
districts of Stanisla? and Lviv voivodships respectively.28 One report
states that in the Rudkiv district, in the village Onstriv Tulyholovy,
eight were killed and over thirty-wounded in skirmishes with the police.29

From August 31 to October 21, 1936, a peasant strike boycott took
place in Volyn, e;bracing 250 villages of Kovel, Sarny, Volodymyr,
Liuboml and Lutsk districts.3o Over 10,000 people reportedly participated
in the strike, which occurred when peasants refused to bring their |
agricultural products to market because of the discriminatory 1;w prices. 1
Simultaneously, in the'Ternopilvvoivodship took place a strike of
agricultural workers on the landowner estates of Borshchiv district, in
" the Qillxég/Shmarikivchyky of Chortkiv district and the village
Ko;siubynfsi of Kopychyntsi district.32 In Ternopil throughout 1936,
police arrested sixteen arsonists of grain and forests on landowner eétates,
four arsonists of churches, seventy two arsonists of "kulak farms" and
forry five arsonists of farms owne; by Polish settlers.33

In 1937, the strikes enveloped several areas o; Ternopil, including
Buchach, Pidhaitsi, Zboriv and Skalat, and once again were aimed at

increasing the prices of agricultural products.36 In Lviv, there were

strikes in twelve districts and the Ministry of Internal Affairs of the
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voivodship reported thirty one peasants killed and sixty wounded in

¢

clashes with police.35 Polish statistics réEorded 2n the southern

\

A 4
region, which included the Lviv, Krakiv, Stanislav and Ternopil voivodships,

number the "anti-state actions', which were predominantly by peasants,
as follows: 6,095 in 1935, 6,532 in 1936 and 7,058 in 1937.36

Two points can be put forward to summarize the so-called "strike
muvement' of éhe thirties. First, it is undeniable that the actions -
outlined indicate a pfofound discontent with the status quo. Secondly
however, the connections between peasant actions and those of the

rger urban demonstrations were minimal. The eventg described were not

organized or politically-motivated movements, but rather a spontaneous
protest against a harsh and unsympathetic Polish overlordship. The
protests were dispersed and leaderless, a response to the difficult
economic situation.

Finally, it is worth re-emphasizing that after 1928, the KPZU had
lost its influence over the Ukrainian masses. The thirties were the
_ period of emergent nationalism throughout Europe with attacks on the
democratic and parliamentary.processes. West Ukraine was no exception
to this general phenomenon. On the contrary, as a repressed minority
within the Polish state, the Ukrainian community was particularly attracted
to a nationalist ethic, which strived for independent ethnic states and
looked to Nazi Germany as the force of the future. Ukrainian politics
of the interwar era cannot be explained without examining the development
of the Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists (OUN).

iv) Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists

The OUN owed its origins to two distinct events. The first was

- an increase in organized Ukrainian military activity brought about by
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the Second World War. The Sichovi Striltsi unit which had operated
in East Ukraine during the First World War and later supported the
Central Rada, sought. an outlet for its activities dfter the fall of the
sﬁor%lived Ukrainian government. The consequence was the formation
in Galicia of an 1llegal ﬁilitary unit, the Ukrainian Military
Organization (Ukrating'ka viis'ka orhanizatsiia Uvo)}, led bv the former
commander of the Sichovi Striltsi, Colonel Evhen Konovalets. This took
the form of an underground army and included members of diverse party
allegiances. UVO aimed at an armed Struégle for an independent Ukrainian
state.
The second event was the growth of the ideas of integfal nationalism
in Galicia, in particular the’ viewpoints of Dmytrp Dontsov. The latter
was a prominent publicist, literary critic and political thinkér who had
emigrated from Ukraine in _1908., His program, as outlined at the Second
All-Student Congress of 1913, in Lviv, foresaw a Ukrainian nationalistic
struggle, and evoked the romantic concept of heroism and the more practical
one of separation from Russia. In 191&; Dontsov led the Un%on for the
Liberation of Ukraine for a brief period. During the war years, he
opérated from the Ukrainian Press Bureau in Berlin. Dentsov had a crucial
influence over the development of the Union of Ukrainian Nationalistic
Youth (SUWM) in Galicia.d’ .
Two other groups were represented in the early nationalist movement,
namely the Group of Ukrainian Nationalistic Youth, operating in Prague
and the Legion of Ukrainian Nationalists in Podiebrad. At a conference
in Beriin, these groups united with SUNM, which in turn, at the First

Congress of Ukrainian Nationalists in Vienna in late-January and early-
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February 1929, merged with UVO to form the OUN. Konovalets became the
leader and remained so until his assassination in Rotterdam in May 1938,
Other prominent leaders included Stsiborsky, Aodriievsky, Kostariv and
Martynets.3

The OUN was a political movement which elevated the nation to
supreme importance. A cohesive blend of youth and experience under
Konovalets, 1t operated on a leadership principle, strict discipline
and employed terrorist actions against the Polish occupants of Ukraine
from 1929 to 1939. It stood for private ownérship of the land and free
entefprise and private ownership of industry and trade. The rank-and-file
members were young, predominantly students, sons of priests and village
youth. The atmosphere within the organization has been described as
one of ''fanatic patriotism".

The OUN possessed several press organs, the vast majority of which .
were deemed illegal by the Polish government. The official mouthpiece
of the leadership (Provid) was the monthly ROzbdébva NatsiZ, published

-

in Prague. 1In West Ukraine were circulated the Biuletem XKraivoi

'

E%zekutyby OUN and the youth organ Junak. Also in Galicia at various
times came o;t'papers such as Nash kdych and Nash front (weeklies prohibited
by the government in 1933-1934, Ridnyt Grunt, Visti and Holos Natsii.39
In Lviv were also issued two journals for students, namely Studentékyi
shliakh and Studentskyi uisnyk.ao

In the decade prior to the Soviet takeover, the OUN carried out
frequent attacks on the Polish occupants. After the ..rning of Polish
Filvarks in the Summer of 1930 by OUN members, the Polish authorities
d{Spatched military and police units into the villages to carry out the

t
so-called "pacification". Th- pacification was reportedly at 1its most
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Severe in Zbarazg, Berezhany, Ternopil, Pidhaitsi, Zboriv, Berbka,
Rohatyn, Stanislav, Lviv, Tavoriv, Sokal and Sambif.41 It resulted in
the most brutal attacks on the Ukrainian populace, ind13criminately and
without any attempt to discover”the perpetrators of the arsons.

As the OUN encompassed the bulk of the politically-oriented Ukrainian
youth, the number of terrorist actions increased.u In September 1933
the so-called "school action"” took place, directed against the polonization
of Ukrainian schools. The following year, an OUN member Matseiko
assassinated the Polish Minister of Internal Affairs, B. Pieracki, who
had been responsible for organizig§ the "pacification". Other victims of
assassination included the Segm dééuty Holowko, and the director of
a‘school department in Lviv, Sobinski.

The Polish reaction was to ho1ld % series of trials against oUW
members and in 1934 to 1936, the Polish police made a serious endeavor to
destroy the OUN by eliminating its leaders. 1t is.clear however that
persecution only made martyrs of the OUN leaders and the old cadres were
replaced by new ones., It did nonetheless lead directly to a .rift in 1940
between the old military caste, who by ﬁﬁ&; time were mainly operating
outside Ukraine and the younger terrorist faction in Galicia.l‘2 In
West Ukraiﬁe, the youthful image was maintained by Bandera, Rebet, Kordiuk,
Holovi@sky and others. |

The OUN featured prominently in the attempt to set up an independent g
Ukrainian state in Carpatho-Ukraine in March, 1939 and was dlrectly
responsible for the formation of the Carpathian Sich, organized to
combat the invading Hungarians. It is estimated that over 4,006 Ukrainians ~

lost their lives as a result of thig unequal battle.l’3 Moreover, among st

the dead were the prominent OUN leaders M. Kolodzinsky, Z. Kossak and
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S. Hynylevych.AA Contemporary newspapers record the trials of Galicians,
punished for attempting to cross the b;rder into Carpatho~Ukraine and
the Polish authorities handed out sentences ranging from seven months to
two years for offenders.4
Despite the collapse of the Voloshyn government in Khust, the
unsuccessful attempt to set upgan Independent Ukrainian state and the
loss of several leadets, the incident only enhanced the prestige of the
OUN. It had shown that the OUN was prepared to fight for its ideals.
The organization maintained close ties with Germany, regardless of the fact
that Hungarv had occupied Carpatho-Ukraine with the express permission of
_Hitler. It had become evident that Germany was the only countr; which
could act as a political catalyst to Ukrainian aspirations for independencé.
In the late-thirties, Polish repression of overt Ukrainian
natioﬁalism was exteﬁded to cultural organizations, particularly in the
Galician regions. In 1937 for example, the authorities closed one branch
organization and thirty seven reading rooms of Prosvita.46 In the following
vear, 104 reading rooms were closed.47 In tpe Lviv voivodship, it was
reported on April 23, 1939 that the village %eadman in Peremyshliany had
stopped the activities of all Ukrainian esgablishments in Zadvirie,

Ianchyn, Dusaniv, Kozelnyky, Hulkiv and Podusilna for their "anti-state

n : " 4
activities” which constituted a "threat to public sernrity". 8

V) Official Governpental Measures 1932-1939

In the 1930s, the Polish government took several constitutional
steps which increased the bitterness between Poles and Ukrainians in
Eastern Galicia and severely curtailed the hifherto existing democratic
rights of citizens of the Polish stéte. In 1932 for example, a new Penal

Code was issued, which gave wide powers to administrative and legal organs

- .
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to punish anti~-state agvit:atorz;.l'9 This -~. followed in March 1933 b;:a
vev local government law which reduced the power of the local village
beadman and turned the local self-government argand into advisory bodies. "

This law signified that in future, local appointments could only be made

ftom the county level and the county concillorg had to be Polish spé%kers.Sl

By a dectree of June 18, 1934, the concentration camp was organized
¢ .
at Bereza Kartuska and in the following year, over seventy five per cent
of the political prisoners interned there were Ukrainians,’predominantly

from Volyn.sg Perhaps the most crucial measure however was the new

—~Eéqétifution, fhtroduced on April 24, 1935, which gave more power to the -

President and the Council of Ministers at the expense of parliament and
" reduced the number of M.P.s. The President was permitted to appoint one
- third of his Senators to dismiss the Cabinet at will and to choose two

posaible successars to succeed him. 33 Furthet the administration had

- complete control over the nomination of electoral candidates, making

'

- elections\somewhat meapihgless.' The result of this Constitution, which

was geared to the needs of Pilsudski was a massive boycott of the 1935
u elections to the Sejm. In West ﬁkraine, the total turnout was 45.9 per
cent.sa In Prykarpattia. é; 5 per cent went to the polls in Boryslav,
- 18 per cent in Drohobych and only 12 5 per.rent 1n Stebnyk. 35 .
It is possible to make two poinCS from this examination of political
life 1n Poland in the interwvar period First, the Polish government .

J
- and’ tts Ukrainian q%pority\were on a virtual war-footing tW;oughout the

kg

petiadu As Poland became 1ncreasingly autocratic, persecution was stepped

o . 'up. The period af "normalization" between the governnent and UNDO in

‘a

1935 failed to bring about "a tapprocbement. Instead the hostilities

inuad up to the Ge:nan;actack on Poland in September 1939, UNDO Tost

a
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support amongst the'Ukrainian population with 1its attempt to compromise.

Secondly, the thirties saw the rise of the OUN as tha leading
Ukrainian part&, with a masg following. After the demise of the Kpzy,
the OUN was the only party which possessed the organizatign and

structure to go underground and survive Soviet rule. On the other hand,

the KPZU was purged of its leaders at a time when it might have helped
pave the way for the Red Army. In political terms, there y¢ no dOubti;g
thezdeep dissastisfaction with Polish overlordship within yhe Ukrainian
communlty. However, there is little evidence of ény pro-sgviet Sentiment
in the thirties. The Poles were the main foe, but the Ukrainisns did

’

not look to the East for theilr salvation.
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Chapter Three: Agriculture in Galicia and Volhynia in the Interwar

Period

In discussing agriculture, some initial explanation of term- g
necessary. In Soviet accounts, one comes across such tem porishehyk
(landowner), kulak (Ukrainian ~kurkul) (rich peasant), serednicx (middle
Peasant) and bidniak (poor peasant). Scholars of Soviet agriculture
have used a variety of ways to determine these categories and several
have come to the conclusion that the definition often depended upon the
political attitude or consciousness of the peasant and his willingness
to join a collective farm.

Yet emotive responses are not always possible to deduce. Further,
1t is dubious methodology which uses the factor of employing hired labor
or loaning out implements to define a kulak. My definition rests on the
only certain criteria, namely the sizes of the farms and the land norms
introduced by the Land Reform Act of West Ukraine on March 24, 1941.
Consequently, farms of under five hectares correspond to the category of
bidniak, those with five to ten hectares fall into the aeredhtak group,
from ten to fifty hectares signifies a kulak farm and over fifty represents
the landowner caste. Future use of thase’ Soviet terms will be on this
basis. .

1) Characteristics of Agriculture Under Polish Rule

We have already stressed the high proportion of rural dwellers
amongst the Ukraininan population of interwar Poland In terms of
occupation, the vast majority worked in agriculture. Table Five indicatés
that the number of agricultural workers in Volyn and Eastern Galicia was

considerably higher than the Polish average. Correspondingly; industrial
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de&elopment in these areas lagged behind that in the rest of Folgnd. The
result was overpopulation of the rural regions. Although syyplus
agricultural populations were a common feature in interwar Ceutral Europe,
those in Galicla were exceptionally high. Thus whereas the gyrplus
population in Polish agriculture in 1930 was 51.3 per cent, iy the Lviv,
Cracow, Stanislav and Ternopil regions, the figure was 62.1 per cent.
(Figuresnbased on European average per caplta level).

Agriculture between the wars was characterized‘by largn . “es and
so-called filvdrks and a vast quantity Qf very small fa'ms. 1In addition
the church owned considerable land. Before examining the individual
voivodships, one can make several points agbout the general situyation of
land tenure in Polish Ukraine. In 1921, there were 4,218 landowner
estates of over ome hundred hectares in size, or 0.4 per cent of the total
nuﬁber of farms, owning 47 per cent of the total landed property.
Simultaneously, 438,255 peasant farms of ynder two hectarés possessed
only ten per cent of the tbtal_lana. B

In the Prykaipattia region, there was an average of 0.9 nectares
sf land pef peasant farm, and in West Ukraine (excluding Chevnivtsi),
approximately sixteen per cent of peasant quirs were landlesy and sixty
per cent of bidniak and 8erednigk farms had only one or two hectares of
land.4 In Lviv alone, sixty five per cent of peasant farms couyld not subgist
from their own land.S The so-called "prolatarian farmg" of ynder two
" hectares and the "semi~-proletarian farms" of two to five hect'yres, making
\up 81.1 per cent of the totai farms, had twenty five per cent of the 1and
area after Polgnd occupied West Ukraine.6

At the same time, the group of Beredéiak farms of five to ten

hectares made up 13.9 per cent of the total number of farms and held 15.5
Py
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TablA Five: Population Acéording to Occggggipn in 1931

(in per-centages of the total population)

Voivodship Agriculture Induatry Commercg Communiﬁs
Polgnd . 60.6 19.4 6.1 3.6
Volyu 79.4 8.3 . 4.8 _ 1.7
Lviy 68.6 11,% 6.2 3.0
Stanyslav 74.7 11,4 4.4 2.5
Ternopil 79.6 8,1 4.5 , 1.4

Sourad: Coneise Statistical Year-Book of Poland (Warsaw, Chief
— AN

Bureau of Statistics, 1938), pp. 32-34.
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per cent of the total land at an gverage farm dimension of 6.9 hectares.7
Table Six gives an overall plcture of land tenure on peasant and landlord
farms and on state, cﬁurch and monastery lands in 1931. The Table
demonstrates the preponderance of large landowning.

Moreover, the pomishchyky also represented a form of ethnic
exploitation in that most of them were Polish. In 1921 for example, 81.5
per cent of pomishchyky ip West Ukraine wére Polish, 7.07 per cent were
Ukrainian, 5.0 per cent were Jewish and 3.8 per cent were Russian.8 ‘Only
In Volyn was there a sizegble stratum (17.6 per cent) of Ukrainian
landowners.9 It should also be noted that all the Russian landowners
residéd in the'Volyn regions, a reminder of Russian Im%erial rule here.

The number of kulak farms in West Ukraine remained small despite
the various attempts of the Polish governmeht to create a more prosperous
peagant strata. A Soviet historian has estimated that in 1921 and 1931,
kulgks made up about four per cent of peasant farms and possessed over
twenty per cent of the totral land.lo However, this figure is exaggerated.
Table Seven 1llustrates the number of kulaé\ﬁarms, utilizing the Pol h
1931 census and ca;:ulating farms of ten to fifty hectarés in size. The
Tasle reveals.a clear distinction petween Kuiak landholding iﬁ Volyn;
whlch.is fairly typical of interwar Poland and the other Ukrainian
' voiyoqships; whére the fayms were.generally much smaller.

’  In Lviv voivodship, 300 pamishchyky and 7,000 kulak farms constituting
aboyt three per cent of the total pumber.of households, had in their
utilization thirty nine per‘C&nt of Ehe land aréa.11 At the same time,
over 25,000 farms were landless and 33,000 had less than one hectare of
lzmd.'12 In the Drohdbjch reglon in the same v.ivodship, -187,357 peasant -

farms possessed 747,038 hectares of land, i.e. about 4.4 hectares per
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Table Six: Land Tenure in Polish Ukraine 1in 1931

Groups ‘ No. of Farms Area (thous % of Total Area
A ha.)

Peasant 1,175,449 4,401,7 49.0

Pomishchyky | 2,194« 2,064,6 | 23.4

State and Communal Lands =~——=———w— 2,223,1 24.2

Churches/Monasteries ~r—————— 300,8 3.4

Total e 8,990,2 100.0

Source: V.L. Varéts'ky, Sotstalistychni ; rete  »miq u zakhidnykh

oblastiakh URSR (Kiev, 1960), p. 47
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Table Seven: Holdings and Per-Centages of "Kulak" Farms in 1931

Voivodship Agricultural Holdings Per-Centage of
(thousands) 10-50 ha Holdings

Poland 309, 2 10.5

Volyn \ 23,0 - 8.2

L'viv 4,9 1.4

Stanislay 2,4 1.3

Ternopil 3,9 2.0

Source: Cyncise Statistical Year-Book of Poland, p. 63.
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farm or 0.9 hectares per head of peasant population.13

In the area which would make up the future Rivne oblast, the
situation was slightly different 1in that the average size of a peasant
farm was 5.2 hectares. Yet the pomishchyky were again predominant
making up 0.2 per cent of the farms whilst having in their possession
thirty five per cent of the land:}? Of 245,506 farms 1in Volyn in 1931
(territory of future oblast), 69.3 per cent hadlless than five hectares
of land, whilst 1,160 pomishchyk and kulak farms owned 782;000 hectares
of land 13 In Stanislav, out of 1,392,000 hectares of - nd, landlords,
kuZakB and churches had 69.3 per cent of the total area, whilst bidnigk
and 3Seredniak farms (94 per cent) owned 30.7 per cent of the 1a:nd.16

land tenure 1in the Ternopil voivodship is illusgrated in Table
Eight, Again, the land tenure system 1s unbalanced. In terms of farm size,
the Pidniak-seredniqk category of farms made up 96.7 per cent of the
total farms, the kulak stratum was very small and land ownership was

~dominated by huge pomishchyky estates. 1In Ternopil, in this‘period, there

were 143 such estates exceeding 1,000 hectares.17

ii)  Land Usage

¢ land structure of Wés; Ukraine differs from that of East Ukraine
in its low peér-centage of arable area and relatively high per—-centages of
meédows, pascdres and forest. The gxception to this general phenomenon
is Tefn0pil region, which possesses one of the highest proportions of
arable land in the‘presenc~day Republic. 79.3 per cent of the total land
in Terno;il voivodship was upilizedvfor agriculture, of which 66.8 per cent
was arable land, 16.4 per cenﬁ forest, six per cent meadows and 3.7 per

cent pasture.18
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Table Right: Land Tenure in Yernopil Voivodship (1931)

3

Farm Siaa (ha) Total Fawys % of Général Number Total Area (ha)~w>
under 1 69,910 27.7 18, 364
1-2 | 69,031 28.5 - 106,500 |
2-3 39,267 15.6 99,236
3-4 ' 24,272 8.7 84,702
45 14,938 - 5.9 | //' 67,040
5-10 25,967 3 10.3 180,924
10-20 5,585 : 2.2 71,898
20-50 1,183 ’ 0.5 35,174
50-100 382 0.2 27,058
100-200 ,' 191 - 0.1 28,288
200-1000) 644 o2 313,781
over 1000 143 0.1 242,036
Total 251,513 100.0 1,295,002

Source: M.K. Ivasiuta, Varys Zstorii kolektyvizatgii ma Termopil'shehyni

(Kiev, 1958), p. 7.
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/ : The other voivodships did not possess such exbaneive aregy of

f ' agricultural land. In contrast, Staniglav,MLviv and Volyn voivydships
)

; o L
all'poaaedsed large areas of forest. In Stanislav, forests ocquped 34.8

/' ‘ per cent of the total land area, in Volyn the figure was 23.2 aud in

*

/ . Lviv.24,.8 per cent.l9 Thus in addition to the peasants' shortage of land,

a high proportion of thée land available was unfit for agriculture. As <

L4
-

a fesult; potatoes often became the staple crop of the Ukrainian peasant

-
4] -

* farmer.

- In the tnterwar period, West Ukrainian agriculture was dowjinated

'
by grain'ferminé, particularly in the voivodships of Volyn and Ternopil.
. bhhéat and rye vete the main crops, with the latter prevalling iy the Lviy
region. In the mountain areaa of Drohobych, the main crop was gyts.
Table Nine overleaf portrays the sown area of the four voivodships in
| per—centages of the individual cropa. The total sown area in West Ukraine
under Poland from 1928 to 1937 averaged 4,218,000 hectares out of a
)

Polish total of. 16 850, 000 hectares, or almost twenty five per caat.21

111) Draug aAninals and Agr 1cu1tura1 Implements

Soviet agricultural speclalists.. when comparing life for tha
Uktainian farler utider the pre-Soviet and Soviet regimes constanyly stress
the peanantl lack of draught-animals agricultural implements in ghe
fofnr period. oue qualification should be made initially befory examining
these factorn. thil is that the pti-ary problem of the West Ukratuian
fat-r was the lhottase of land, rathef than the 1ack of aninals 24 ‘, :f
e machinery to fm 1t. °leverth¢1eu. even the smallest of farms could
' beaatse fro-hmn.aboru.or.m :

" “Th- thotta'p of ltvcctock 'tt! ind-ed acute. * The 1927 cénauﬁ

-

r-vnaln that 1n Uhst Ui!ninn 457 900 farmg -nre horeele-s, 273*400 poase-sed -
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Table Nine:

Ean --n-;'é‘x,w M‘ln,n,....' W

T o

Crop Volyn
Wheat 17.4
Rye 27.7
Barley 9.5
Oats 14.0
Buckwheat 5.7
Maize 0.1
Total Grain 75.8
Po;atoes \12.2
Industrial 2.7

Fodder Crops 7.

Soyrce: IV Ukrains 'kyi statystychmyi richnyk (1936-1537), p. 71. .

L'viv
16.0
22.2

6.9
20.8
1.2
0.2
68.6
17.6
1.9

11.1

38

15.8
19.9

5.5
14.8

0.7

Stanislav

8.1

65.7
19.9
2.0

11.0

-~

Ternopil
21.

19

11.

10.

73.

14.

8

.0

Sown Area of West YKraine in 1936 (in per-centages)

.
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a alngle horse and 2 ',500 had tyo horses.22

In termy of per-centages
of the total number of farms, thia signified that 70.7 perlcent wvere
efrher horgeless or owned a single horse. Moreover, even this figure
iy dEflated,.bearing in mind -that the landed estates were well endowed .

‘with 1iveatock. For example, in Kivne region, 416 farms of over.fifty
hectares in size possessed 5,333 borses and 1,i24 oxen, or 12,8 and
4,1 per fafm respectively.?3 145,835 farms of under five hectares owned
22 581 horses and 11,764 oxen, or 0,15 and 0,08 per farm respectively. 24

In Volyn voivodship, the situyation was ‘marginally better than in
tha southern voivodships. For evatry one hundred residegnts there were

417,7 horses, 36.2 cattle, 26,6 piga andten sheep.25 “Yn Stanislav
voideship, it 18 reported that f4fty nine per cent of pqasaﬁt farms had

no Norses and 21.2 per cent had“no'cows.ZG' In Ternopil in 1927, 46.5 per

ceyy of peagant farms were horseiegs°and 27.3 per cent had one horse,
18,7 per cent did not own aacow and 63.4 per cent had a single cow.2~7
. Reggrding the animals on agricultyyal land Lviv and Stanislav voivoéships
suf¥ered from the most acute lack yf horses and Stanisiav was the most
poqvly endowgd with gatt:le.28 |
Tﬂe agricultural tools used hy We%: Ukrainian farmars were quite
prigitive. .fhey'relied on the plough, the gcythe, thevvaoden harrow,
sickle and beater to cafry out thefir work. The shortage of more
sopniSticated equi.lrnt is shown by the fact that in the area which later
g,onat:ituted the Lviv obla«t, one harvester serviced 2,243 hectages of
grajin aowing; tﬁere was one seeher for every 668 hectares,L?ne threshing
m'nchiﬁﬁ per 4 382 hectares and one grain-cleaner'f“i every 8,819 hectares

of yovn area.’ 29 . ' . .
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In the same region, 231,079 peasant farms had 99, 389 ploughs,
7,659 cultivators and 2,359 iron harrows.30 131, AAl farms did not

i1 The

possess a plough and grain was gown ninety per cepf by hand.
collection of grain reportedly took from 200 to 240 days. In Rivne
region, on the eve of the Soviet takeover, only s§f tractors and 154
grain-cleaners were operating.32 A a&pilar situayfon exigtred in the
other areas of.Polish-rule; Ukraine.

We have seen from the above figures the plight of the UKrainian
farmer in ipterwar Galicia ahd Volyn. It 1s evideMt that there was a N
stark contrast between the predominantly Polish lavdowners with thei{
buge estates and the populous Ukrainian peasantry, subsisting on their
minute plots of land. Two quesfions arise. First, what were the attitudes
and policies of the Polish governﬁent to;arQS tﬂis'difficult situation
for the Ukrainian farmer2 Secondly, was the lattesp offered any incentive
ad improve his position? Had he any alternative ta an aéricultﬁral
occupation without adequate land or the proper meap\R with which to cultivate
- ie?

iv) The Polish Government and West Ukrainian Agrioulturez 1920-1939

In the period of Polish rule in West Ukraine  the government issued
three maip laws aﬁpertaining to agiicultural settlyyent. First, a law of
December 1920 stated that the unoccupied dreas of tbe eastern regions were
to be distributed amongst the demob;}ized soldiers yf the Poligh Atmy.33
Secondly, the Land Reform Act of 1925 led to a further allotment of
Ukvainian lands amongst settlers and military colonists (0sadnyks) and
to two key features of Bolishvrulc, namely-the parcAlling of portions of
landowners' estates and to komasatsii, ;he attempt &0 conaoii&ate dispersed
plots into a single holding. ' Thirdly, a law of Juls 1936 declared that a

. ) ‘ - \

¢
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belt of land thirty kllometres from the Soviet border was_directly subject
to state authority and to confiscation by the state should security reasons
demand 1:.3-4

It seems that these laws served a dual purpose. On the gne hand

they could provide yupstantial Polish settlements amidgt the large

_ Ukrainian populatioy, giving the regime more stability in the eastern

regions. On the othyy, the law of 1920 was a direct sequel to the Polish-
Soviet war which haq ¢unded without a victoryvfor either side. C(Consequently,

the ogadnyky were tq provide some security in the event of a renqyed

Soviet threat. Further, the law of 1936 can only be satisfactorily

, explajned by the featr of a Soviet attack. On both counts, the Ukrainian

peasant wa: : one ko suffer as his land wasnconfiscaced without compensation.
Although the laws of 1920 and 1925 were also diracted against the

v

pomighchyky, large laﬁdoﬁnership remained very strong in the Ukrainian
areas. Thus in West and Central Poland, landgwne;s' farms were restricted
to 180 hectares in sfze, whereas in the eastern districts, the maximum
norms were raised to 300 to 400 héctareé.35 Land prices were doubled ‘and
were discriminatory vith régard to the Ukrainian areas, Estimates of
the Polish Chief Buryyuy of Statist;cs indicate that whevreas the price oF
wheat and beet land wyg 1,800 zloty per hectare in Bialystok and 1 ,020
in Vilno, Novogrodek yuyd Polissia, in Cracow and L'viy the price was
3,970 zlotys and in {ywnislav and Ternopil, 3,430 zlotys per hectare.36

t Such pigh Pricey put the land beyond reach for the poorer_strata
of peasgnts. Those whv did buy land incurred debts, which they could only
repay by personal lahat. A Soviet source cla that the peasants often

had to work up to one hundred days a year to pay off thase debts.37 The

reforms benefitted ﬁip settlers. A Western scholar stacas that from 1926
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to 1929, 560,0Qp he¢tares of land occupiad by Ukrainian farmers were
confiscated and handed over to settlers and military c010n18t8.38

From 1919 ‘to lé37 in the four Ukrajfnian voivodships wergvparcelled
665,200 hectares of ponishchyé land, frow which-327,300 hectares were
in Volym- 112,900 in L'viv, 171,400 in Teynopil and 55,600 hectares in
Stanislav.39 Thus £§st of the osadnyk fyyws were constructed in the
strategically important Volyn voideship, near the Soviét Russi;n border,
After parcelling in volyn, 7,047 osadnyk farms were created,‘each with
from ten to fifty heptares of 1and.4O In Ternopil in 1934, there were
4,976 such farms with over 80,000 hectares of 1and.41 There were
smaller numbers of §¢£tlers in L'viv and Stan;glav.

A major problem in pre-Soviet Ukrainian agriculture was the practicy
~of‘land division on g heréditary Basis. Aa lands were divided amongst
the sons of a family, the farms became progreasively smaller. A second
consequence was d‘&t ¥ single farmer oftey possessed five to ten plots of
land at great dist&nqes apart. In the thyrties, the government, with
the aétive cooperatiofy of local Ukrainian e¢conomic organizations, such as
Silsky Hospodar made gome efforts to consolidate these holdings.

Soviet sources atiticize the komasatyii, on the grounds that the
newly-created farms confiscated Iands fronm smaillpeasant farmers. In 193¢
in Polish Ukraine, 717,803 hectares of strips were liquidated from 131,23y
farms.42 "It is evidenf that the Polish authorities were trying to leave
the power of the landlords intact. The land measures whittled away at ‘

his estate without sériouely affécting‘his position. On the other hand,
o

little support was off¢re& to the Ukrainian peasants.

v) Agricultural Production under Polish Rule

How did the Ukrayuian areas compare with the rest of Poland in terms

42



of productivity? One way to ascertain this §4 to compare the harvest
returns of the various crops for the four voyvodships and relate: them to
the Polish average. Here however there are yv¥e obvious problems. Was
the crop yield evaluateq before or after the bervesting? Could some of
the grain have been destroyed by frost? Yet these deficiencies of

assessment apply equally to all areas and can thusg be a reasonably good
ndicator of the worth of the harvest, .

The figures in the .Ukrainian regions oves the 1928 to 1937 period
fell below the Polish average for virtually ev&fy'category of crops.
Whereas the average figwre, in centners per hyytare for the wheat harvest
in Poland was 11.8, Volyn. registered 11.3, L'wyv 9.6, Stanislav 10.2,
and Ternopil 10.4.43”Rye, the most widely cultivated crop in L'viv, was

. .
harvested at only 9.7 centners per hectare, cappared to the Polish average
of 11.2.44 The average pdtato h?rvest in PolapAd 1in this period was a
relatively low 117 centners per hectare, but ip the Volyn, L'viv, Stanislav
and Ternopil voivoﬂships, the average was 106.9% centnerg per hect:are.(‘5

Two points should be borne in mind here. ¥irst, although the yields
;appear-tO'be relatively law, they compare quite faverably with large
agricultural cOuntries, such as Canadg and interestingly, with the
Ukrainfan territories of Romania. This 1is highlighted in Table Ten.
Secondly however, ylelds do not take into accjrat the social structure of
a population, alternative means of subsistence aAd the density of the
population. Since Canada was spatsely populated, the~yie1ds &o not imply
a low level of consunption. However, in West UUfaine, overpopulation in
the ryral regions, acconpanied'byvlow cr;; yieidv, few iuplenents and lack

of state help left the Ukrainian co-.uni:y in seyyous difficulty.

Western Europe, also densely populated, achleved wmuch higher yields

-
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Table Ten: Crop Yind;'1931—1935. A Comparison of Ukrainian Regions
of Poland and Romaniél andC;m\(ffntners per hectare)
Crop Ppiish Ukraine Romanian Ukraine Chnadai
Wheat 9.8 ' }.2 é.l
Rye ' 710.3 7.1 ' 8.2
Barley' . . 10.8 6.7 ) 10.6
Oats - 10.1 . o 8.9 - - 10.2
Maize 9.9 ‘ 10.2 ., : 24.2
| Potatoes 102 111 ' 96

Source: IV Ukrainy'kyi Statystychnyi richnyk (193¢-1937), éﬁ 98.,

¢
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than Poland, thanks to the employment of machinery, fertilizer ang wore
intensive cﬁltivation of the land. Iy the United Kingdom for exampje,
wheat was harvestad at 20,6, garley ay 20.6, oats at 19.8 and potatyés
~at 159.7 centners per hECtare.46 Morgover, in England and Wales, ouly
five pef cent of ghe population wés dependent ypon agriculture, compdgred

47

to sixty per cent fn Poland. In thiy resPect however, Poland was

typical of the coyntries of southern and eaStepn Europe. The situation
could‘only have bg¢n improved by developing Industry and thereby deploying
manpower to the uyban areas.

vi) Socio-Economyc Position of the,nkrainian Peasant Farmer on the

<

Eve of the §gviet Takeover

The Ukrainian farmer;.unable to auppoft himself and his family on
his small farm was often obliged to hiye himself out for labor. His
indebtednesé was increasing. A Soviet gource calculates that in 192¢~1927,

»
the average debts af peasant farms in Poland and Wegt Ukraine stood gt

103 per cent of thair income and that by 1929-1930, they had risen ty -
" 328 per cent.48 The land tax was particularly gevere as he poorer pvasants

paid twice the.tar{ffs per hectare paiq by the landed estates of ovey
49 '

' 2,000 hectares.
fu;ther bufden was the low priqe~tag€3 put on agricultural products.
At -r,~ e of the g¢conomic crisis of 1929-1933, agricultural prices fell
by sixty two pe; ceyt, whilst prices on’ industrigl géods decrgased by
only twenty one pevr cent.so iooking at the index of optimum prices fat
agricultural products and taking 1928 aga one'huﬁdréd, in Poland thg prices
had dropped to 43.8 per cent of the 1928 level'by 1935 and even fn Mapeh
1938, éad risen to anly forty eight per cen;.?l In the United sé:tes,

taking 1926 at one hundred, prices in hafch 1939 had decreased by 34.7

’
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per cent from the 1926 level.

Thus from 1929 to 1935, the purabasing power of the peasant was
suffering a constant deciine. In monatary terms, .his total gross-income
per annum'averaged about 120 zloty.53 Out of this total, from twenty to

fifty zloty would be needed for foraga, to buy a simple horse plough would

54

cost sixty to one hundred zloty and for a single horse 400 to 600 zloty.

' The annual income was thus inadequate, 1In 1931, 62,050 farms in West

Ukraine employed hired labor, or 5.9 per cent of the total number.55

28,085 of these weré located in the Syanislav and Drohobych regions, and

only 1,526 in Volyn and Rivne >0

The high level of rural unemploywent caused the risghgf several
groups of agricultural workers, which vhe landed estates could use ag forms
of cheap labor. Amongst these Qere thy "day-laborers'" and the seasonal
workers employed frém April to October, Others were paid for théir services

with a hut, a small plot of land and a pasture area for a cow. This

peasant stratum was known as the "deputatist".57 Tﬁe large numbers of

agricultural workers, often nomadic, also eroded any bargaining power the
peasants might have possessed in conditions of a labor shortage.

The years 1925 to 1938 saw an avégage of over ZQJOOO people a yéar
emigrating from Volyn,L'viv, Stanislav and Ternopil voivodshipg.58 It
is estimated tﬁat during this period 70,764 people emigrated from Volyn,
34,875 from Stanislav, 80,145 fromATeruopil and 158,358 from L'viv§59
However,-festrictive imﬁidration policies in North America and the lack'-

of financial resources resulted in aboyy half of the emigrants returning

to their.nativg land.60

The aforementioned chauvinstic policies of the Polish government

antagonized the Ukrainian population and welded it together politically.

*
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One consequenceg was the widespread development of the Ukrainian cooperative
8o0cieties, cregted grior to the Second World War. The central body of

the cooperatives was the Ukrainian Cooperative Audit Unioﬁ (RSUK), with
divisional organizations such as the Maglbsotus for retailers of dairy
PToducts, Centrpgoiuz and Ngrodna Torhivla for retail trade and the
Centrobank for cooperative credit societies.61

By ail acg¢ounts, thege socie;ies were very well organized and found
an enthusiastic response ;mongst the\native population. Development
W48 rapid. Wheyess in 1925 there were in operation a total of 1,029
Ukrainian coopergtive societies, by 1935 there were 3,013, from which
1,972 were socigtyes of agricultural trade.. 62 Table Eleven highlights

\rthe grOWth -of tooperative membership in codperatives of the first degree,
the county Uniona and- the Audit Union, according to Ukrainian statistics.

The Table iaveals that by 1935, the Ukrainian cooperative societies
haA'over half a willion members. This ‘figure applies only to Galicia,
beCayse the RSUK did not encombaSS‘Volhyniavand Polissia which possessed
their own centra) ynionms. ﬁy SoViet estimates, in 1937 these cooperatives

: (RSU¥) had a trade turnover of 159 million zloty and profits amounting to

1, 246,000 zloty.63 This study will not analyze the économic Practices of
the RSUK, For oyr purposes, its significance lies in its role of catalyzing
the Ukrainian people into running their own affairs .

The cooperacive mOvement slggests a tendency towards the pooling of
resOuyces, towarda a ae1f~run community. On the eve of the Soviet ihvasiou,
the Ukrainian peasantry under Polish rule had shown a deep hostility to
Polish occupation They had protested by means of strikes, arson and

assasginations of Polish officials. They had developad stXong nationaliscic

tendencies as the mfluence of OUN spread throughout West Ukraine.
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Table Eleven: Membership of Ukrainian Cooperative Societies, 1925-1935

Year Total Members R In Audit
. .: Union
1925 158, 087 ? o5 6,647
1926 197, 709 ~ 190 081 6,190
Ly o AT ]
1927 237,867 . 230,000 - 41,495 6,372
1928 270,744 262,876 1,304 6,564
1929 328,229 319,674 1,861 6,69/
1930 369,555 360,563 2,317 6,675
1931 395,206 386,000 . 2,404 6,802
1932 404,311 395,008 2,231 7,072
1933 448,239 438,872 2,137 7,230
1934 492,069 482,286 - 2,253 7,530
.1935 541,508 531, 688 2,237 7,583
./,/
\ .
Source: IV Ukrainsg'jyi statystychnyi richnyk, p. 186.
<
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Economically they were amongst the most depressed social strata of
interwar Europe, being forced to sell their own labor at cheap prices and
receiving little aid from the fovernment. In such conditions, the

invasion from the East was not altogether an unwelcome event,

§
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Chapter Four: The Annexation of Galicia and Volhynia

1) Politicsl Background and First Meagures

U

‘The Soviet invasion was a dd.rect result of the Na#A - -Soviet pact

snd capot be v‘éwed in isolation fron .the German _attack on.Western

en.Se e-ber 1, 1939. Molotov swpeech.on the radio on % )
" l
- ¢ “ “ .
&r 1?, stressed the danger which the Polish collspse posed to
-

o

[N
the gg’zet state and stated{ the yeeg;ity of pr(’tecting the "consanguinous
‘Uﬁninf’sns and Belorussiani who reside in Poland". 1 The irfftial premise

for the occupation of these are\d was that Poland had ceased to exist

o,
and thns WestUkraine -and West Belorussia had been lef't to their fate.
4’

. : V]
’ Consequently, the population required protection against Nazi Germany.

y

. Thi® "protection" was something of a facade. The Commander of °
the Ukrsinian Front, S. Tymoshenko dropped .leaflets from airplanes to
the local population of these areas on September 17, which declared that
the Red Amy was invading also ih ord}(/t them of the oppressive
Polish landowner.s.2 Similarly, theg soldiers of the Red Army, in this
cage “predominanvtly Ukrainians, were informed by political commissars

that they were entering Eastern Poland as liberators, rather than

3 . . 3 o«
conquerors. . . - ." .
: ; PO .
In West Ukraine, the ethnic unity between Tymoshewko's troops and
the native population was emphssized frog ﬁe first. Khru’shchev, as
|

. Firgt Seéretary of pkrsine, crossed the border alqngﬁde Ty-oshenko

e Y

and Fast Ukrainian nevspapérs were sent into West Ukraine.l' Members of

ho ‘were to administer the occupied terr‘itories .

.5 Such car%ful preyarationsxfor fut;ure

rnlc sdtgeae chn? the wii little ngre than a‘uilitary parade.

- |
T It 18 o ,evident hauev! .

', that there vas at lustv some resistance.
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Red Army casualties on the Ukrainian Front totalle-d 1,650, including
491 dead, which was twice the casualty rate of the Belcrussian Front.
A member of the 1nvading Army has commented that . enconntering no
resistance on the first day (September 17), there was dtunborn teeietance-fron
Polish forces at the approach to a large town, which took two deyn to repulse.

seem;/iikely that the town in question was Ternopil, where resistance 1is ’

reported to have been stubborn.8

As West Ukraine came under Soviet occupation, both Polish and

Ukrainian associations were dissolved and their leaders arfesfed. The
Polish administrative machinery was disbanded at once. UNDO teased to

exist as o party Prosvfta, Ridna Shkota

and the Ukrainian sports association were forced to-cease their activities.
¥ -
The Church enjoyed a brief respite. Despite these measures, eyewltnesses

have stated that the general feeling was one of sympathy for the troops,

I
-

not least because they we.c badly clothed and often close to star&“ion.

7

It

1)  The Temporary Organs of Power o e

&

.
Soviet sources maintain that even prior to the entry ¢f the Red e,

4

Army, the loeel population, upon the collapse of the Polish state, had
‘'begun to form the "Provisional Administrations" in the towns and the
"Peasant Committees" in the villagee. This ¥s extremely unlikely.d The

decline of eommunist influencerin Hest Ukraine has already been shcwn

QIt is possible however that after Germany 8 attack on Western Poland

NKVD representativeS'were smuggled oyer the border, in an attempt to

-

prepare the local population for ﬁhe Red Army invasion. .
In Volyn, a Red Guard was reportedly created befote the Red Ammy.

artived in Lutsk “Liuboul.cYOlodylyt Volynsk and Kovel, which on Sep:enber'

17, disarmed the Polish police forc.ea.n'

. e o
b | SRR .

By ertenber 18, revolutionary 5

Ve
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committees and armed units had been set up in Stanislav, Kolomiia,

Sniatyn and Kostv yaions of the Stanislav voivodship, in Liuboml, Kolko

and Olytsa of Volyn and in Brody, Zolochiv, Kamiansts-Buzkyl of Lviv and
12

Ternopil voivodships. The tasks of these "revkoms" were to organize

a workers' guard and a peasant militia, to take public propert§ under

N - ‘
St g >~ their protection, to .drive out the landlords Snd to prepare a welcome
/ RSN :

. ‘;’ fdr&their Soviet "liberators".l3 ¥

,After’ghe occupafion of the capital of Wést_Ukraiﬁe, Lviv, on
Sgptember 20, the Soviets could concentrate on establishing the temporary
administrative organs, hamely the Provisional Administrations in the
towns and the Peasan& Committees in the viilages. These were "elected"
at meetings in towns and villages and averaged eight to ten members, or
more depending on the size of.thg population, Tﬁey were made up primarily

. \ .

of Red Army personnel, and party and Soviet wérkers.l4 '

F The predominance of the urban over the rural organs of power is
very clear. The Peasant Committees were elected subject to the approval
4 >4

of the Provisional Adminigtrations.l5 The principal organs of- authority

in the first weeks Qere the Provisional Administrations in the four major

v

towns of Lviv, Lutsk, Stanislav and Ternopil. In turn however, the whole
new order wus‘under the direct supervision of the Army o% the ﬁirst |
/ \

Ukrainian Front and its Commandey, Tymoshenko. The latter approved the
creation pof the Peasant ‘Commiptees on September 29 and on Octéter 3 che
Military Council of the Fr t sanctioned the Provisional Administrations
of the Volyn, Lviv, Stanislav and Ternopil rggions.16 ]

The tenporary syateu was divided into five main spheres;. the obZaBt

?rovilional Adninistrations within the borders of the voivodshipu, the

-~
.

&
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Provisional Adminisg;ptiOQS'of the towns and districts; the district and

volost congresses of Peasant Committees convened by the Proviaional

Adminiscrations, the Peasant Committees of the voZoate and the Peasant

Committees of the villages.17 Order was maintained by the parallel

organizations to this general structure, namely the Workers Guard and

8o s
the Peasant Militia.18 ) A

The various administrations were set up rapidly in the early days -
. , ' ./
of October. In Rivne, in the area which was to make up'the future oblast,

1

g j
there were fn operation five district Provisional Administrations, fifty

one volost and 1,203 Peasant Committees encompassing 7,500 people.19 In

'Stanislav, on the territory of the former voivodship, was created an obLast

Provisional Adm&nietration under M.V. Hrulenko, ten district and 119
volost Administrations and 915 Peasant Committees.>0

As its mouthpiece, the chief Provisional Administration base&vin
Lviv, used the newspaper Vilna Ukraind, which prior to October 1, was
distributed free amongst the population.’z1 In each main region, newspapers

were issued almost immedietely upon occupation. For example, in

* Stanislav on Septembef'23, the firsp issue of Rgdianska Ukraina was -

published.22 Viilne zhyttta circulated in the Ternopil region from October
G
23

'{ 3. The Volyn oblast naﬁbpaper Vilna Prateta .came out in Lutsk for

the first time on Septembefmks along?rge,the youth paper, Mblodb Hvard 24

s

iii) The Elections of chgg 4 %2, 1939 :%i. . o o
N L

The purpose of thib elahorate, indeed cﬁuotic,;getwork of

administratfon soon became apparent. On Octo%q;ﬁli 1939. the Lviv

Provisional Adminii!ra:ion sent an appehl to the Provisional Administtationd
)

of Ternopil, Stanislav and Lutsk, suggesting that an assembly be convoked

to detetmine :hofquestion of who should rule West Ukraine.25 A committee

- . . . v -
- -
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was set up in Lviv to organize the elections, which’vére fixed for October
22. Simultaneously, an Electoral Register appeared, reportedly issued
‘by the Soviets without prior oonsultation with the local oopulation.zé

The main committee for organizing the elections contained two -
prominent Soviet citizens, General F.M. Ieremenko and S.M. Horbatienko.27
_ At the reqﬁest of the West Ukraine eleotion committee, two special
representatives of the Soviet government, A.I. Korniiohuk dnd the Presrdent

of the Ukrainian RSR Supreme Soviet, M.S. Hrechukha were sent to Lviv

to supervise the elections.28 The party organs attracted an estimated

A

total of 51,725 agitators for propaganda work towards the elections, in-

* cluding 40,000 from the local population.29
An appeal to the electord on October 19 declared that the elections

would take place on the basis of general, equal and direct ve $hg rights,
. a'&

with a secret ballot, and that all citizens of West Ukraine had the

-

right to elect and be elected as ﬁembers of the Ukrainian Peoples AssemblyQBo
); :

However, _the eléctions were conducted on a much more rigorous basis ,

-

than this address would suggest. All attempts to set up alternative '

candidates to those of the "ofﬁicial" commud!’~ party and hon-parxy bloc

.

were thwarted and the candidates in question arrested.

Interviewees have described the rigid control of the Red Army over
’ 4

the elections. Army units divided the streets into groups of ten, and
made one pgrticularAhousehold>responiib1e forfbnsuring that the other

' nine"went to the‘polling station.32- The voting proceas 1tse1f was
“~

-

facilitated by declaring election day a holidny and by providing a vodka

. and bread reception at the polling etation.33- Army units convgyed invalids

and elderly people to the stations.by truckior cgr.34 The éhees speed

of thalfrooeos thwarted attemptss at coordinated opposition. In just over

-
4
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two weeks, electoral registers had been drawn up and 2,242 electoral

districts organize with 11,967 polling'booths.35
Eleetions took place with one candidate elected from each raion

to the People's Assembly. The results are illustrated in Table Twelve.

Altogether were_elected l,484‘deputiea,~including 402 workers, 819

Peasants and 234 representatives of the "toiling intelligentsia" 36

In terms of nationality, the results show the uprooting of the Polish

&r L
residents. In Stanislav, where Poles had constituted about twenty two

per cent of the, pre-Soviet population.'only four out of 313 candidates

' »

were Poles.37 In Lviv, which had contained the-ﬁarﬁest pre- Soviet

.

Polish population, Ukrainians made up 92.2 per cent of those‘elected,

»
Jews 4.3 per cent and Poles -a mere 2.9 percent.38

-

On October 27,1939, the People's Asseémbly of West Ukraine issued
a Declaration which 'carried out the unanimous will of the liberated
people" and proclaimed the establishment of Soyiet power on all territories
of -West Ukraine.39 Two days later, the Assembly issued a second
pr;olamation, asking the All-Union'Supreme Soviet to reeeive West Ukraine -
into the Ukrainian RSR and tnus oomplete thefect of reunion of the'
40 ) . g

Ukrainian people in one stete.

A Law of the Supreme Soviet decided “to satisfy the request of the

"People's. Assembly of West Ukraine'and to include West Ukraine within _the

Soviet Union.41 This Was followed up two weeks later by a Law to include )

-

West Ukraine in the Ukrainian Republic. which redolved to "welcome in

every possible way the historical decision of the All-Union Supreme

42

Soviet of November 1", The whole process took only twenty four days

follawing the electione. As a'result, western hiétorinns_have commented

-
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Table Twelve: The "Plebisdite Elections" in West Ukraine, October 22; 1939

Oblast & Town B of Electors % Who Voted For
Who Voted Candidates
Lviv oblast 91.59 88.30
Lviv ‘ 195.68 93.48
Ternopil oblast | 88.03 92.53
Ternopil T 93.32 ,, 96. 36
Stanislav oblast i 96.13 93,20
Stanislav 92.72 " 94,21
Volyn oblast 95.44 : 90.62
Luts'k 91.49 94.53
» _. : : . ok
Source: ‘V.L. Varetsky, Sotsialistychni peretvoremnia, p. 132. '
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that the "plebiscite" was a formgality organized‘in order to give some
semblanée.of legality to the annexation.

Theré is much truth in this. The "elections" wete‘essentially a
Red Army run operation; which ruled o;t any possibility of an unfavorable
vote. Moreover, the electoral process in a situation of military
occupation was repeated only once, during the following Summer when
Lithuania . was occupied. However, the high election turn-out w;s not . .

an invention of Pragvda, as some critics have maintained, voting was

compulsory and the population was in no position to resist.

iv) Economic Measures

When the Provisional Administrations had been set up, various
| ‘
sections were d‘iated in them for running the country, such as industry,

food and trade;43rhe USSR people'g Commissariat of Trade sent 10,800

tons of salt, seventeen waggons of\matches, 1,500 tons of kerosene and

thirty six waggons of makhorka into the towns and villages of- West

Uﬁéiﬁnﬁ.aa In addition, cammercial workers were dispatched into the lafger

‘towns to organize trade operations.45 By October 3, 1939, the food

saction of the Provisiona} Administration had opened seventeen restaufants
for the unemployed and refugeés.46

It is clear however, that it ﬁasthe Soviet civil servants and dignitaries wl

derived “the most immediate benefit from the invasion. The zloty;rquble

- exchange race'yas Placed omyan equal level, although formerly the ratio

had been about twelve roubleg to ‘one zloty. The soldiers were unable 4

Y

to resist using this newly-acquired burchasing,power in the érovisién-

\ X
filled sﬁops.&7 Initially, the existing system of trade was. respected

-

and it was establigbed that” all shops mnd cooperatives had to work

- -
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conatantly.48

In the first days of occupation, there was widespread speculation.
Thus the new rulers declared that prices for industrial and agricultural
products must not exceed those‘of the pre~Soviet period.49 Owners of
bakeries wére prohibited from selling‘bread directly from the baker&

and were only allowed to sell through shops.50 A Law of December 11, 1939,

" nationalized shops and ten days later, the zloty was finéily taken out

of circulation and all oank deposite in thi; currenoy were requisitioned.51
The probiem of unemployment was resolved by‘the twin expedients

of nationalization and the enforced removal of excess pe}sonnel. Industry

was oationalized and an eight hoor working day instituted.szl Natiooali—

zation of banke.however was not completed until March 16, 1946.53 In

addition to deportations, ohich will be discussed later, 19,677 peoéle

were sent to work in oblasts of East Ukraine and simultaneously 116, 756

roubles were donated in aid to the unemployed. 54“Sixty eight per cent

[

of those transferred eastward went to enterprises and oil industries

By February /1940, unemployment in Lviv oblast had been liquidated

Lviv as the principal urban'cehtre.57 Yet the increase in urban population

can-in no way be compared with the@n\atic upheaval that took plece. in
t

the Weet Ukrainian countryside in e second half of 1939, %

- 6 4 =



v The Rural Revolution

The: invasion of the Red Army was the signal for an-all-out attack

on Polish landholding. The Polish landowners were the first victima of
the Soviet takeover, although it 1s difficult to ascertain how many
fled to Romania and how many were taken into custody by the Soviet

" authorities. In the Tq{nopil region, the Peasant Committees began

-dividing up landowner and monastefy land in ‘the first days of occupation.58

Distribution began gn a llarge-sca1e' at the end of September and »n,c.'mning

of October 1939.59 5 ‘Q ' v
On October 28, 1939, the West Ukrainian People's Assembly formally

announced the confiscation of the land of the "pomighehyky, monasteries
60

and great state bureaucrat ". = 'This land was confiscated and transferred

'3

to the control of the Peasant Comﬁlittees.61 The latter decided which

peasants merited land, what should be done with the lands of the stete
’ )

officials and had, in tﬁeory, the sole right to diétribute the lands of

West Ukraine until the area was officially incerporated into the Soviet

Union. %2 . ) N Y

' - . v

Looking briefly at individual regions, in Stanislav from November .- .

17. to December 1% 1939, the Peasant Committees distributed amongst the

8

landless and land-hungry peaSants 143,920 hectareé of,former landlord
and‘mohaste:y 1and 4 733 horses, 7, 796 cows and 3f 942 centners of grain.63 -

In Volyn, 292 900 hectares of land were initially expropriated from land-

lords, monasteries, military settlers and state officials.§4 The

nl"

Peasant Committees allotted 153, 600 hectares of this ihnd to “the poorer

65
peasants.

R

. 'S ’
- . In Lviw, 107, 1063hecteres of land were divided amongst 16 675

batz-ak 33, 648’ btdm.ak an,d 6, 878 8ered’m.ak farms.“— Theg\poorer peasant
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farms in eight districts. of Lviv received directly from the estates
bf the former landowners, 11,970 head of cattle, 2,971 horses and

-

1,847 pigs.67 By the end of 1939, in West Ukraine, a total of 2,753,000
hectares of lafid had been confiscated From the landlords, kulaks and
monasteries, which was 29.9 pei cent of the total land of these oblasts.68

Table Thirteen illustrates land confiscation in the ln&ividual oblas:s,

The Soviet government also donated to the bidniak stratum of

- farms about 90,000'Horse§, 2,000 oxen, 86,000 cattle,119 OOO pige and

//‘
Y
v
¢

-

‘ landmcor 2.6 hactag)s per farm and in Ternopil, where the density of

9

32,000 sheep, which had been expropriated from landowner estates.6
Thirty five per cent of bidniak farms were exempted from paying taxes
and further, denLa% fatms were .awarded a long~term loan of 9,265, 000
roubles to purchase eround.40,000 cows.70 By the end of . 1939 474,000 -
landless and land-hungry peasants had teceived over 1,136, 000 hectares
of pomishchyk land, over 84,000 horses, 1,600 oxen, 76,000 cows, 14,000>
pigs and 27,200 BHEep 71:

It is possible to make some qualifications about this wholesale

-
-

-land distribution after the Soviet'takecver. Firat, t worst sufferers

were, 1nevitably, the great Polish landowners who were arrested if they

had remained and awaited deportation to the east. Until the end of
the year, ‘the churches, military settlers and especially the kulak

atratum of peasants, were essentially left alone.72 Moreover, it is clear

k4

‘that in certain regions, the poorer peasantry gained very 1itt1e at first

'from the change of. rule. In Drohobych for example, one c&?the poorest

areas in terms of land supply, 99, 050 farms reﬁbived a total of .90,000

hectares of land or 0 9 hectares per fatm.73

D v

In contrast, in Volyn, 59 778 farms received 159, OOD hectares of .

1’

3
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Region Hectares Confiscated {é:x:—Cent of Total
‘ (thousands) » ‘Land Area
“Volyn, 390 ' 20.5 SRR
Drohobych 400 v 40.0 . : \
Lvi\; , 430 " 37.5
Rivne 4@ - 580 ,30.0 )
Stanislav % 415 29.0 -
Ternopil 303 | 22.5 i.
o
" Total ' - 2,518 0.0
, .

. , . .
PR SRR M D A T FA AT IS 0 TSI A R 3TN A MmN A% AT s ke o e

Table Thirteen: Confiscation of Land in the ‘Ex-Polish Ukraine,

_ Séptember—December 1939

o

Source: Sotsialissychna perebudova, p. 88.
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‘ Qpbpuht:lon tivallod‘ﬁut of . Droiﬁych 102 lloO peasant farms rec‘eived =

ot 315,000 hnct:u:u of luhd, or overg thrcp hcctarq per fatn.n ‘One can
* .l,c w

only surmise thc rmbm t'or the - apparopt discrepancies in land allotment,

R bg: it:/(.hpvuiblc that cha Soviet authoriths retained the bordetlund
- areas, 1ln fo!- of L th‘un invuion fm the Vest. « ' s

o ' e e
ot Ihe urly -onth- of Soviet rule witnessed a parcixl :ransfomtiom
o . - ‘3

g __*1n land tcnuu.. m hnd vas dinttibuted firstly to farms witp littlc ?

v -

, v * ¥
. or no hnd uﬁ ucondly, <o thoce with land under ‘the norm fot individual

‘\)..

| m, 1.0. mh% luctaru.ls 'I'here vas no’ attelpt to 1uu¢ a 1and reform

"

”-c: vhiqh W sp-cifically to chg oconggciow of West Ukraine, and.

. R r

- Bovipt poucy m.tdu t:he Dkninhn pmnnto in 1939 was relatively

'; Luz.cnt when co-parﬂd to thg dt;ttic uuure- applied in Eut: mtnina ' J :
| adccadonarlicrr e e « T o ‘ )

. .
- ’

. 3

e .tb- ron-, 1; eﬁﬁg were reated Harshly. Almost totally .
A't*hud lpprox:lutely 1.5 nillirm vere dcpotted 1n three vayes
' m md Juaé ‘1950. 'Rw fir-t deporteu vere fm
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~ Soviet Aruy vas to occupy tha kay towns of Chernivtai, Kiainev .and ',
'Akkerun I'o enaura a apdedy ra-oval of the l.quaian An-? and Rmnian

-

q,ﬁ'e . [ .

3 ) - “

I Chapter Five: The Inco;poration of Northern Bukovyna and the Khotyn

Akkerman and Izmail uezds of Be!‘hrabia into the Ukr!inian RSR

P

1) - gggkggpund and Takeover

. A
-, The Soviet Union had never been reconciled to Romania's seizure

v

of Bessarabia in‘1918, at a time when tha very existence of the new

J‘q.

Soviet state was at stake. Following the Naziésovgat'pact
Staldin and Molotov decided to incorporate Beaaarabia aa“pon as posaible.

In addition, they alao—laid c@pdm to orthern Bd}ovyna. which poqseaaed

&

a large Ukrainian population, but which had nevers hiatorically belonged

to: the old Russian Eppire. This was sqen by ghe Soviets as a neceapary‘
@ * Li 2 - RS hg

oOmpenaation for the "damage perpetrated“ﬁb :

'fgnia upon e UGSR and. |

'S
-s -,.
l L )

. )
‘ . : o !5
. the population of Besgarabias.l STt w

On June 26, 1940 “the Soviet govetnment sent a note to. the government
of Romania, demanding the return of Beasarabia and the: adrrender of
Northern Bukovyna to the Soviet Union.? _The note reqoested a reply on s

the following day. The reaponse was too vague for the Soviet ledders.'

.Ihua the‘Ronanian ambassador in Moaeow, P, Davidenko, was approached and

N

. interviewed and according to Soviet reporta, explained that the reply of N

hia government signified its consent o Soviat wishea’3

-

A sepond note to tha.Bolanian government on’ June 27 ordered that

= -

within a period of four daya, co-nancing Jupa 28, Ramanian troopa were -

to evacuate tho tlrritoby'bﬁi!‘hta!abia and ﬂortborn : ;&f, 1hﬂ .
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" . occ\?ation'actually took place. Pravdd’ whichhad given no pro'vious

coverage of the Bessarabian question, suddenly announced on June 29, that

at two o'clock, the Soviet Army had cros-ed the RdnaBian border;’6 It

4 g . w

, was reported that a tuzunit and Red Army convqu had advanced into thaet
towns of Chernﬁrtsi Khotym, Soroki, Bel%sy. Kishinev, Bendety and

A 5 (-
Akkerman and that no "incidenté” had occurred.7. The opetatiorr appears L

' to have been much smogther than that in Eastern Poland nine monti;s earliet,.

1 "'"
U k13 + )

ie:‘:lthere vere no plebiscite elec;tiong‘ in these

newly-_“ayn‘ne. Wnstaead, Sovi#t Ukrair‘ian p#ty personnel were trans-

ferred f&m olish areas to the Chernivtsd. district, which wae to

b
™ v - B

form a s’eparat*e oblast. Thus on July: 4 1940 the TsK KPBb)U approved the

! - \_\ .

<
composition of the Chernivtsi district committee of the KP‘(b)U. The Firs.t

Secretary was I, S Hrushetsky, who had been Second Secretary of Stanislav

oblast committee and the ‘*'m:h'd Secretary was V T Ocheretiany who i:ad been in

S |

*éharge Qf. ‘!!Q.rnopil Provisional Admin:lstration.9

Also in early July, the Chetn:ivtsi district execut!te committee
- . )

. was established which on July 5 approved the composition of town and-

-
»

. “village Sovir. 10 Urban production vas placed in the hands of workers' . Yy

‘comittees, ich were set up in sll the factoriea and }uriadiction over land

mattera, i patticular bver pmnahdhyk and kuZak farms was handed over to,

. the village Soviets. In ciiis ponth Ukrainiana made up 94 2 per cent of .

'the.mblrchip ‘of the latter bodies and a11 £ive ‘member )/of the Preaidium of

- ﬁ\ernivtsi tqm Soviet.u, . . f- s -

Qn August 2, 1940, the VII Seuion of tlfe All-Uﬂion Suprene Soviet
By _divided-'tha nrm W fro- Romnia as follm 'l'he Moldavtm Autononoiu v
on: m 12‘ 1924, -a conponent part of the. Ukrainian R

. ‘upmm,sovm Sacialtst n'.pubuc.’f?_ A




.

\

A 11) *élnracteritic

e of the new],y-founded

Into the new Republic went the town Kishinev, which became the *ital

and six uesds of Bessarabia,‘namely Beltsy, Bendery, Kagul Kishinev, . .
Orgeav and Sor:oky.l.3 It also included the town Tiraspol and six raions

from the Moldavian ASSR, Grigoriopol, Dubossar, Kamena, Rybnitsky,

Slobodzei and Tiyaspol. 14 The Moldavian SSR Egnatituted an area of

33,480 ‘equare lstilome.t:resl5 and a populat‘l@n of 2 7 million, seventy per

’ 16 '

cent of whom were Moldavians.

This same Law also included Northern Bukovyna and the Khotyn, -

Akkermﬁn and Izmail uexds of Bessarabia wi ‘xe Uk‘rainiap Re_public.

" On August 7 1940 the Soviet Constitution fided to include two ~ . °

new oblasts named Akkerman and Chernivtsi within. the. Ukrainian Ehepublic.]‘7

'I’he latter was composed of No:chem Bukovyna and the Khotyn uead of
Bessarabia, andvconsisted of fourteen raions. 'l‘he Akkerman oblast was '

Ca

renamed the Izmail oblast in December 1940 in‘ 1954 &t was incorporated”

%to the Odessa obladt. . T e ¢ .
On August 15, an Ukaz of the All-Union Suprem& Soviet: nationalized

-
- . V‘ . &A o

banks, heevy industry, railways and land.18 On the same day a* conference

‘rnivtsi m: comit’tee of the perty isaued a

-~ -
~

prgfocol‘o 'orga z‘e. a ily newspaper in the town of Chernivtsi 19 This

with a circulat QR of 30 00'0 cOpies.zo Once again the prbcesa of fotmal .
incorporetion of tenritories by the Sovietp had been completed in a'?e;;y ‘
ll‘Qrttiumriod- R ‘ : C '5 o _ .
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| winnower 500 hectares and one seeder 850 hectares of land.

B T T T T ol ea] s LB g

B
a

amongst landowners and peasants‘ Table Fourteen highlights land tefure
in the Chernivtsi and Khotyn districts In Bukovyna in t&e‘thirtiea,
9.9 per cent of peasant farms were landless21 and bnet fifty per cent of

peasant farms were obliged to rent land from the pomishchyky, the kulaks

L)

and the churches.22 68.7 per cent of farms had under two hectares of

land.23 3,229 pawiehchyk and kulak farms, constitpting 1.4 per cent of °

:the total .nugber of farms, possessed 16.5 per cent of the 1and area.

. . % t . .
8 In-the entire region of Bessarabia before 15&0 it has been .

-
s

estimated”that 7 3 per cent of peasant farms were landless-and 38.1 per
I 4
25

cent possessed under three ‘hectares of land. This land ‘was subject té

*

wide dispé’hal,'with-striﬁs ogten far removed from each other. 2® In théy
Izmail region, for whichslittle documentation isvavailable, it is reported

that at the time of annexation, there were 7,396 iandless peasant farms

and about 2@‘000 in need of land. 27 *

/ .
Over 20,000 peasant farﬂs in Northern Bukovyna had do livestock,

* 118,000 were hdrseless and 80,000 did not possess a cow (or 8.9, 2.9

and” 35.9 per cent respectively).z8 The shortage of cows was at its
. ; ) . . R
mosf ‘acute in the counties of Chernivtsi, Kelmentsky, Zastavniv_and

Sadahur, where over fifty per cent of the total farms were without Fows.29
‘ .

Land cultivation was by means Qf wooden implements and these were in
: " : . te ' .
short supply; qne iron- plough served twelve hectdres of land, one -

30.'
The-productyiivit};nf crops of the Uhr'ainian areas under Romanian'
rule was rclatively low, although the yieldo in Bukovyna’ﬁere asneraliy
‘hisher 'than those in Beu;tabia. ~ From 1932 to 1936 {n Bukovyha, in terms
‘of contn@tl bet hnctate,,thc yicida vate as' followo' uheat 10.0, maize |
'10, A,uuruy 11. 0, rye 1s. 1, okts 10.4, and potatoes 139231

L1

In Beuara'bia‘ :
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Table Fourteen: Landholding in Chernivtsi and Khotyn on.the Eve of the

. [
. Soviet T feﬁvar-(in heé{ares)

: ‘T_"‘a(f‘k_“— N

. S T
.Chernivtsi ' Khotyn

Total Land | 490,169 346,173
Peasants ' 392,212 , 305, 960
Pomishchyky - 72,584 <. 17,621
¥ 20 .

Church ’ 16, 804 ‘ -1, 4;&

. ’ - i
Others 4 ..8,569 ‘ 21,1%3

Land Distribution (Nps;‘of‘Fa;ms)

Chernivtsi A ggggig‘
Landless 87700 13,410
0-1 hecs 42,277 . 36,234

1-2 hecs ~ 24,090 . 29,654 .
2-5 hees | 28,454 S 25,090

. (5-10 hegs 3,387 . 8,204
- aver 10.', Wees 1,021 .. "7,,,_ % '_ ..2 208
 Total 107,929 +. 114,800

Source: "Infornation of Chernivtsi oblast land section concerning Land—

Total

. 22,1

. 78’.%1 ~

53,744

53,5
11,5
3,2

222,7

< ]

10

44
91
29

29 .

’utilization in the oblaat", September 9, 1040, ‘in quzanaka
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over the same period, the wheat yield was 8.0, maize 10.9, barley 10.3,
rye 10.4, oats 9.Pnnd potat8es only sixty centners per hectare?2

Maize was ‘the chief crop of these peasants.33' )

14149 }vietland Measures in Bukovyna,. August-November 1940
: ’ =

‘ The Seviet land measures in Bukovyna were implemented even more
thoroughly than in Galicia and Volhynia a year earlier. Less than_t_g%

weeks after the invasion of the Red Army (July 11), a resolution o‘f }&

-

Co?xncil\df—the heads and secretaries of the Chernivtsi executive 5 o s
< e} 3
comittees and rural ‘Qnd urban Soviets 'declared thaﬁithiu three da&%

the 1ands of the. pomishechyky and the churches were to be exproplated. ”

£
The land confiscated was to be distributed amongst, the landless and

-

land 15'i!!dy farms by July 15-17 lt the latest. 35

| In the Chernivtsi oblast, 235,000 hectares of land were, init-ially"‘-

confiscated from the great landowners 36, 60,000 landless and land—n&dy

Bukorvynian peasants received from the state: ﬁout 134 000 hectares of this
N

land, and in addition, 6,000 horses, 1,700 cattle, 5,395 sheep, @3

%sidential buildings and 2,770 farm buildings.37 On, August 16. 1940,
Sl
an Ukaz~ of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet SRSR formally natio.vlize

14 all lands on the territory of Northern Bukovyna, retroactive to June,:!B

19%0.38

-
.
»

decision "C‘oncerning taxation on peasant farms of Chernivtsi and Akkerman

on August 22,the UkSSR Council of Peoples éormnissars igsued a

oblast . 'l'his freed sll peasant f(ms of these areas from ta.xzarrears .

and encouraged peasants to join’ collective farma by reducing the - . °

\‘,\’r’ .

[

'agricultural tax on such farms by twenty five per cent and eliminating the

. agricuitural tax on small 1ivestock of coll@ctive fama 39 Also, the

d'e!cisi.on astabl:l.shed an"‘i.ucome tax on farms, scaled accordiug to earnings,

LA s
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which was imposed on all farms with a tanable as,q‘essment income exceeding

?00 roubles per annum.*? : . .

. The areas annexed.from Romania and ipcorporated into the Ukrainian

public were subjected to land reform.on September 26. ‘This declared

B )

t, the maximum land norm per peasant household was to be twenty hectares

*n the Akkerman and Izmail districts, ten hectares in Chernivesi and- ‘
.

2,, “Storozhyntsi and seven hectares io\l(hotyn 41 All surplus lands ”re to '

. --be transferred into a fund for distribution amongst landmeedy peasants.

s

’ The villag?i::riets were to carry out both the confiscation of 1 d over
L
norm and the allotment of these lands to the poorer

w1
h

crthe esﬁbli ’m}‘ : : o

4
‘. _peasants ..

.

The nationalizetion okand was implemented rapidly On November -

Ve 4

20,° the Chernivtsi land-regulation authorities announced _that 175 000@

hectares of land hsd been nationalized inclu ing 90 200 hectares from

’pamzehahykyr and 18, 200 hectares from the ch this land,

79, 600 hectares, or fosty five per cent vwas allotted to the bzdm.ak

-peasantry.é5 The following montb Hrushetaky declared that the Soviecs had

nationalized 191, 074 hectares of pamwhchyky, church, official ax\d kulak ", )

~
. lands.4~6 The nverage dimensions of a peeeant fam in Chernivtsi had

thereby bcen raised to 2.5 hectares."? : e R
S " It is pqssible to dietinguish certain: featnres‘ conceming Soviet

. iagﬁcbltut&l policiee' in the nev iy ‘nnexed areas. It wea mentioned |

;’i»‘}'earlier that the Soviet land meneurea were mplemented very rigorﬁsly. . ,
The Rouninn Ukraininn territoriea were politically norg relial%e‘ - " S
- ecomically leu vnlunbh chau Galicé.a and Volhynia. An a resuli!s . ig_t B |
g ..';policy vu noxe mtk;pas nnd‘el.uncnt. In cﬁut’rﬁt r.o tht ex-PoIAh ' \\
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Y moﬁths and kulak landk_lolding attacked from the outset. " The poorer S

. . .
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“

peasants be'nefit.:t:ed in'v terms of land procurement, but it should be noted

\ " that most of the nationalized land rémained in the hande of the Soviet
. state. )
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Chapter Six: West Ukrainian Agriculture Before Collectivization

1) Former Polish Areas

After the initial redistribution of land in late-1939, West
Ukrainian agriculture was subjected to Soviet organization and planning.
On January 15, 1940, the Ukrainian Council of Peoples Commissars divided
the oblast_land sections into eight departments, namely: an agrf-ultural
iﬁstitute, which included a mechanization sector and an organization
. department; a planning and finance department; an institute of land
regula%ion and improvement; a sector for selecting and preparing cadres;

a veterinary institute; a livestock raising institute; a department
of accounting and business insfitute.

The Plan for the M40 harvest waé announced on February 4, and was
to be passed down to the raions by February 15.2 It stated that the
sown area under grain in 1940 was to be 4,048,000 hectares, of which
Spring crops were to ma- up 2,457,000 hecta?es and Winter crops 1,592,100
hectares.3 Bidniak farms were to be given aid in repairing agricultural
machinery and implements and leaflets explaining the more complex processes
of agrotechnology were to be distributed by February 25.

The Soviets assigned, 1.2 million roubles from the State budget for
the development of the ecomnomy of West Ukraine in 1940.5 In addition,
thirty million roubles were set aside for agricultural needs in the
localities and forty million roubles for the organization of Mgchine—
Tractor Stations (MTS) and the mecﬁanization of agr;culgpra\§ At the same
time, a register of peasant property was é%mpiled, derived from several

independent surveys, the.purpose of which seems to have been to evaluate

kulak holdings.7
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At the start of 1940, {t is evidenf that land tenure had been
substantially, although not totally, transformed. In Lviv oblast, from
the data of eight povits,59.5 per cent of the total farms now possessed
two to seven hectares of land.8 In January, the peasa;ts of Lviv had
begun to sow both the Winter %ields and, despite the proximity of the
German-Polish war, considerable sections of former pomishchyky land.9 An
oblast conference of peasants on February 20 declared that the peasants .
must sow 317,274 hectares of land in the Spring and over 350,000 hectares
in the Autumn.lo

The early months of 1940 saw a large-scale development of
‘mechanization and the preparation of mass cadres for agriculture. Table
Fifteen illustrates preparation of cadres in Ternopil oblést. In Ternopil,
on January 27, 1940, the oblast committee bureau submitted for approval
the establishment of a technical school for the mechanization of
agriculture, a fruit technical school at Zalishchyky and a zooveterinary
school at Iaziovetsk in Zolotyi Potik raion.l] Two schools were founded
at Chortkiv and Kremenetsk in order to pfepare 400 cadres per annum.

7~ In April, there to;k place the Ternopil oblast party conference, which
provided the first detailed look at the agricultural situation, by means
of reports issued.by the oblast committees. (The growth of collective
farms as highlighted at these conferences will be dealt with in Chapter
Seven). From Drohobych, it was reported that by April 27, the peasants
had received 86,365 hectares of pomishchyk, church and monastery land,
and 20,000 hectares formerly occupied by sflitary settlers.13 Pomighchyk
landholding had been liquidated and the size of the average kulak farm
had been reduced from 18.5 to 15.0 hectares.lA

From Lviv on April 23, it was stated that the oblast possessed 231,079

.
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Table Fifteen: The Plan of Preparation of Mass Cadres of Ternopil

Oblast Land Section in 1940 -
Funded Courses No. Prepared Place of Instruction
Tractorist preparation 200 Iazlovets School
" " 200 Krements Mech. School
" " 240 Chortkiv Mech. School
" " 160 . " " "
‘Combiner preparation 160 Ternopil Mech. School
Brigadiers of tractor brigades 120 Kremenets Mech. School
Retraining of tractor mechanics 40 Ternopil Tech. School
Motorists and machinists 380 Ternopil Tech. Iazlovets

School, Kremenets Mech. School

Approved specialists of market 15 Oblast land section
garden crops

Requalifying zootecnnicians 55 Iazlovets zoovet. tech.

Seminar of zoovet techs. for 13 Oblast land section

pedigree matters

Seminar of zoovet techs on 13
horse-breeding

Grooms 26 Derzhstan

Instructors of bee-keeping 38 Zbaraz RZV

Seminar for retaining agronomists 38 Oblast lahd section
" " . " ( " 22 1" " 1"

Approved grain crop agronomists 28

Seminar of goodesists . 28 " " "
Seminar of forest protection 325 oo " "
Vetetinary‘seminar 80 " " "
Total 2,101

Source: '"Decision of the bureau of Ternopil oblast committee KP(b)U and the
oblast executive committee 'Concerning agricultural schools and
the preparation of mass agricultural cadres in the oblast'",

January 27, 1940, in Radianska Termopilshchyna 1939 1958. Dokumenty
T matemaly, (Lviv, 1971), No. 40.
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peasant farms, which occupied 800,150 hectares of land, or approximately

v
3.5 hectares per fa .15 The distribution of land in Lviv oblast 1is

W\
portrayed in Table Sixteen. Of the 617,§X§ hectares of arable laad in
the oblast, 1t was nned to sow in 1920, 421,080 hectares with grain,

—

14,859 hectares with technical crops, 131,835 nectares with vegetables,
10,600 hectafes of orchards and 5,184 hectares of ponds.16

The "toiling peasants' of Lviv had reportedly received from the
Soviet government 134,655 hectares of land, 8,920 cows, 1,509 heifers,
5,084 horses, 150 oxen, 1,058 pigs“ sheep and 10,000 centners of
grain.and potatoes.17 Nevertheless, there were still 80,000 horseless

farms in Lviv oblast in April 1940.18 The oblast committee also noted

that less than ten per cent of the cattle were of pedigree stock.19 The

report mentioned that there had been established an agricultural institute

in the village of Dubliany and a veterinary institute in the city of

!
Lviv.20

At the Rivne oblast party conference, the First Secretary Behma

?
reported that the Soviets had nationalized 233,481 hectares of agricultural

land, 4,807 horses, 5,432 cows, 3,661 p 2,545 sheep and 1,795 other

animals.21 The poorer stratum of peasint farms had received 90,548 »
hectares of land, 2,998 horses, 4,918 cows, igs and 1,234 sheep.z?
The number of agricultural specialists over the six|months of éoviet rule
had beenvincreased from 146 to 242, with the latter figure including (
eighty ﬁine agronomists, forty veterinary surgeons and thirty nine
geodesists.23 t)
In Ternopil, the Soviets had nationalized 363,889 hectares of land,

from which 111,211.peasant farms were allotted-a total of 200,000 hectares.

From the former landlord estates were transferred to peasant farms

] 86 -
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Table Sixteen: Landholding of Peasant Farms of Lviv Oblast in'April 1940

Grps. ha. No. of Farms % of Total Land Area % of Total ,Av.Per
Farms Farm
0.5-2 79,010 34.2 95. .39 11.9 1,21
2-5 110,752 47.9 358, 826 45.0 3,24
5-10 34,292 14.8 234,401 29.3 6,84
10-15 4,877 2.1 59,783 7.5 12,26
15-20 2,090 0.9 45,565 5.7 21,8
50 and over 58 0.02 5,176 0.6
Total 231,079 100.0 ; 800,150 100.0 3,46

[y

Source: "From the report account of Lviv obkom KP(b)U at the first

oblast party conference concerning the situation oi\égriculture

in the oblast”, April 23, 1940, in Z ist., p. 1157

-
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11,229 horses, 11,062 cows, 1,222 oxen, 3,367 sheep and 5,223 pigs.25

For the 1940 Spring sowing campaign, the oblast committee envisaged a
total sown area of 658,600.hectéres, of which 652,061 hectares would be
in the peasant sector and 6,539 hectares under the cultivation of state
farms (see Chapter Seven).2

There are no documents available concerning the first oblast party
conference in Volyn.: Later reports however indicate similar attempts to
prepare cadres for agriculture. By September 5, the Trostianets school
had prepared fifty six veterinary éurgeons, thiry two zootechnicians
and thirty fiQe book—keepers.27 It was expected that by June 1, 1941,
‘the Buzhan agricultural school would have prepared 824 tractorists,
brigadie}s of tractor brigades, phauffeurs,'combine~dri§ers and their
ass&stants.28 The Soviet government assigned a total of 5,119,800 roubles
for the developﬁent of the economy of the Volyn oblast in 1940.29

It is clear that fhe Soviet government had very carefully planned
out the 1940 agricultural year in the western oblasts. The reports of
the party conferences reveal the close control exercised by the party
over agriculture. Two further steps were required to effect the change
from a backward agriculturalnaréa into a more developed and advanced
region in the eyes of the Soviets. First, the area required an input of
agricultural machinery from.butside West‘kaaine and production of the
same in the urban centres. Secondly, according to -Stalinist doctrine,
agricultﬁre could not progress whilst the bulk of the peasantry remained
on small individual farms.

i1) The Agricdltural Development of Chernivtsi Oblast Prior to

Collectivization

Soviet policy towards the newly-acquired Chernivtsi region in the
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Fall of 1940 was a combination of restrained benevolence and strict

enforcement of land distribution and communal farming. Prom the, oblaqt

budget, only 612,000 roubles were allocated for agricultura] needsxik\fh*

second half of 1940.%9 Alsa the oblast' branch of ubihosp Poqtaahannra

N

received for sale to the pddbrer peasants, 500 straw cutters, gﬁo.yinnowers
3 .
and seventeen threshing machines. 1 By the end of the year, the

peasants had recelved 49,819 hectares of pomighchyk land, 1,177 head of

cattle, 790 horses and ;,394 sheep.32

The Chernivtsi oblast possessed a total land area at the end of .1940.
of 752,700 hectares, which included 371,847 hectares of arable land,
184,308 hectares of forest and 60,643 hectares of past:ure.33 The ownership
o; this land during this period was divided as follows: peasants 72.1
per cent, state forests 22.4 per cent and state farms 3.2 per cent.

There were 175,229 peasant farﬁs in Chernivtsi oblast which remained
poorly endowed with land; sixty per cent possessed less than two hectares
of land per farm (compared to the established maximum norm of seven to
ten hectares).35 On average, each peasant farm was qSFut three hectares
in size. o

‘On December 11, First Secretary Hrushetsky presented a report to a
meeting of the oblast party aktiv. He announced that the Plan of
Autumn sowing had‘been'fulfilled by 103 per cent and with an increase of
27,000 hectares in grain sown.36 "~wever, the Hertsaliv, ekgiziftsi rural
and Novoseiytsk raions were singled out for their "backwardness" in terms
of raion committee guidance of agriculture and undue attention towards
incregsing the area urder plough.37 To overcome such difficulties,

16,987 joint-work or peooling groups had been created in the oblast.38 A

month later, this figure had increased to over 19,000.39

(3
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I'he provision of peasant farms with Livestock In the oblast [s
fllastrated in Table Sev- cen., Despite the distribution of IHvestock,
formerly owned by the great landowners, amongst the peasants, In
Jaguary 1941, fortw fiv; por_ront of all farms did not possess a cow and
44.3 per cent owned just one cow, 69.3 per cent of peasant farms did not
own a horse and 28.4 per cent had a single horse.ko In six months,
Soviet rulers, having driven out the former landowners, had done little
to alleviate efther the inadequate supptv of land, or the lack of 1livestock
amongst peasant farms.

The shortage of livestock was not offset by the provision of
agricuyltural machinery. Indeed the latter was in short supply prior to
the commencement of collectivization. On Janu;ry 1, 1941, the 175,090
peasant farms.had in their utilization 53,193 horse ploughs, 1,233

cultivators, 1,283 seediné machines, 5,454 winnowers uud a mere 129

41 :
tractors. Peasants were encouraged to pool their resources, thereby

preparing the way for the formation of collective farms in the Spring of | j
1941.- '

A report of the agricultural et n of the Chermivtsi oblast
committee issued on January 25, 19. revcaled the preparation of

agricultural cadres and specialists. Scientific research stations had
been opened, a school for tractorists had been established. attended by
205 people and a school to prepare zoo technicians, veterinary surgeons
and accountants, attended by 120 people.42 For the care of animals,
fourteen raton veterinary hospituls had been organized alongside fourteen

veterinary sections in the villages and an urban veterinary hospital.43

s
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C
6ne can conclude with the assertkon‘thac the peasants of
Chernivgsi oblast behefittéd little‘from the fir;t 8ix months of Soviet
rule. No effért was made to win the sympathy of the peasants with offers
of substantial amounts of land, livestock or machinery. Moreover, few:
efforts were made to persuade the poorer peasants to actually form

collective farms in this period. The agricultdral section head, Putyi,

noted in passing that by January 20, fifteen initiative éroups had been

Y
N

. 44
created as the prelude to forming a koThosp. In contrast, Tzmail oblast

reportedly had forty one cbllective farms by early December 1910().AS

Chernivtsi in early 1941 was a neglected region within Soviet  «xraine.

2
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Chapter Seven: The Collecpiyizationugf_éﬁfjfglflgf

i) The Beginnings

Why did the peasants of West Ukraine join collective farms? A
typical Soviet explanation taken from the Lviv oblast newspaper Vilna
Ukraina, (Free Ukraine) emphasizes the spontaneity and basic- democracy of
the collective movement:-
~ The bidniak peasants of the village Honiatychi in Shchyrets ralion
h@ve often debated the question of how best to cultivate and sow the
land given to them by the Soviet authorities, and always unanimously
reach this conclusion; in order to end poverty, once and for all, we
must unite in a collective farm.l -

The rationale behind collectivization as a means to overcome poverty was
that the small peasant farms were unable to utilize the more advanced
machinery and techniques available to the larger Sovieérfarms. Increased
mechanization thus signifies increased efficiency.

In contrast to the above quotation, any eyewitness, located in
Drohobych, maintains that "not.a single village in West Ukraine
voluntarily joined a kthosp".2 Soviet and emigre reports tend to clash
head-on in this matter and the truth is difficult to deduce. What 1is
clear however is that collectivization could not have been introduced
into West Ukraine without the intensive preparatory propaganda-campaign
on the part of the Soviet authorities, a campaign which began in September
1939, with an article in the same Vilna Ukraina illustrating the benefits-
of collectivization, entitled "Happily and Joyfully i1ive the peasants
of Soviet Ukraihe".3

| The newspapers were at the.forefront of the propaganda'campaign

and publicized the discussions concerning collective farm construction,
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and the formation of initiative groups In the vario.: oblasts. In

an article entitled "Astray from the ko/hoor path', the Rivne oblast
newspaper Chlervony: rapor criticized the leaders of Mezhyrytsky raion

for not helping the initiative groups to create collective farms.a Also
in the first months of Soviet rule, about one million books and brochures,
including the classics of Marxism-Leninism, materials of the All-Union
XVIII Congress and the eleventh edition of Stalin's "Questions of
Leninism'" were sent to West Ukraine and West Belorussia.5

Before embarking on the path of collectivization, it was necessary
for the Soviets to raise the number of party members and sympathizers
in the western oblasts. Initially, the new rulers wefe represented by
a tiny minority of helpers in the rural areas. 1In Ternopil after
annexation, there were-twenty to thirty communists in the oblast, a
figure which had increased to 1,000 by mid—Decembur.6 In Stanislav,
in February 1940, it was reported in the press that many new agitators
in Zhabie and Tlumach had no reports from the raion committees and ''do
not know where to start".

Of the 1,434 communists working in Lviv oblast in October énd
November 1939, 631 were operating in industry and transporf and 272 in
economic work.8 A Western source notes that’ in December 1940, the
number of communists in the viilage Soviets of West Ukraine amounted to less
than two per cent of total member_s;9 Nevertheless, communist
represenggtion increased steadily, and by April 1940, there were reportedly
over 16,000 communists in the party organizations of West Ukraine.

In Lviv in December, over 10,000 people from the local population had been

attracted into leading Soviet and economic work.ll
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Propaganda work tended to focus on certain basic 1issues, for
example, on the elections to the Peoples Assembly of West Ukraine in
October 1939 and the elections to the Supreme Soviets of the USSR and
UkSSR of March 1940. Thys for the former, 13,575 agitators worked in the
Stanislav region and 15,297 in the Volyn region.12 In the villages at
the end of 1940, were operating 1,176 primary party organizations and
1§9 ralon organizations. ’

However, most of the primary party organizations were very small.
For example, of 319 primary party organ;zations operating in Drohobych on
January 1, 1941, seventy had less than five communists, 109 had from
six to ten, and sixty nine possessed from eleven to fifteen communists.
The situation was similar in other oblasts‘of West Ukraine. The
implications are quite clear; prior to the Second World War, the Soviet
authorities did not succeed in building up a strong party network in
the rural areas of West Ukraine. This factgr was to have an adverse
effect upon thé rate of collectivization.

Although weak in numbers, the so-called "agit-prop" workers carried
out an intensive campaign of work. With eﬁery ufban and raion committee
were created party cabinets, in which were given lectures on Marxist-
Leninist theory.15 In Lviv, 497 lectures were deliveréd in the party
cabinets .up to April 15, 1940, and in Drohobych, 315.16 In the oblast
and urban committees, lecture groups were formed and within the sections of
| peoples' education, lecture bureaus, which disseminated propaganda.l
The number of lectures given increased at electiopn time.

In place of the former cultural ;rganizatibns of West Ukrainilan

villages, such as the Prosvita reading rooms, were set up Soviet models; A

houses of culture, red corners, clubs and reading huts. By the start
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of 1940, all major libraries had been nationalized and East Ukrainian
libraries dispatched supplies of books to the newly-annexed n%eas. Thus
in January 1940, the libraries of Lviv oblast received over 22;000 books
from Odessa oblast and the libraries of Vinnychchyna assumed ''patronage"
over those of Ternopil oblalst.18 West Ukrainian culture was gradually

converted Lo the Soviet model.

i1) Formation of MTS and State Farms

The organization of Machine-Tractor Stations (MTS) took place in
the Spring and Summer of 1940, when the drive towards collective farms
was being initiated. By March 12, 127 qualified workers, including
senior agronomists, senior mechanics and book—keeperé had been sent into
West Ukraine by the Peoples Commissariat of Land Affairs, in order to
work 1 the future MTS.lg On March 25, the Ukrainian Council of
P-ople's commissars announced the proposed formation of one hundred MTS
in West Ukraine, of which eighteen were to be in Volyn, ten in Drohobych,
sixteen in Rivne, twenty in Lviv, fourteen in Stanislav and tweﬁty two'
in Ternopil oblascs =0

This decision instructed the Peoples Commissariat of Land Affairs

(NKZ) to obtain for the MT- 4(" -2 tractors, one hundred STZ-NATI

tractors, 150 beet harves: -r¢ andred five-rake ploughs and 600
tractor-hoeing ploughs.21 "he s further directed to send-té the
MTS, one hundred MTS dire-tor. idred deputy “’rectors for political
work; one hundred book-keepers, N ~ed ~-chanics one hundred
agrqgomists, seven hundred trac.o- ir: .- *wo hundred brigadiers

Pl .
éf/trgﬁfor brigades.22 The MTS rece. '~ «aer’cultural m: hinery from former

pomishd%j? and other nationalized fz-ms.”

Ofe June 4, a second decision stipulated the o -anization of

‘

99 it
?



another seventy four MTS,’ to be divided as follows: Volyn twelve,

"Drohobych seven, Rivne fourteen, Lviv fourteen, Stanislav eleven and

Tefnopil sixteen.za

The number of MTS in each oblast then corresponded
approximately to the number of raions. In the regions annexed fron
Romania, the MTS were fofmally founded on December 18, 1940, when it
was resolved that forty MTS should be established by'February 1, 1941,
from which twenty seven were to be in Izmail and thirteen in Chernivtsi
oblast.25 :

Consequently, a total éf 214 MTS were to be set up on West

Ukrainian territories by Spring 1941. .They were to service newly-

founded kolhosps and individual farms byWmeans of planned ploughing

~

——

and threshing of grain. 1In 1940, the MTS of Ternopil ‘oblast reportedly

ajded 42,362 individual peasant farms by ploughing 135,267 hectares of

©

land.26 The thirty four MfS of Lviv oblast serviced 40,000 bidniak;
seredniak farms over the course of the yea’r.27 Table Eighteen
illustrates the work of the Burshtyn MTS in Stapislav oblast in 1940.
The MTS represented the so—called’"advanced techniques' of Soviet
agrigultﬁre as opposed to the primitive agricultural conditions under
Polish and Romanian rule. Nevertheless, the organization of MTS was far
from satisfactory. In December 1940, the head of the Ukrainian Council
of Peoples Commissars, L. Korniiets, pointed out that the plan of
tractor work had been fulfilled by only seventy seven per.cent, in
Stanislav by 63.6 per cent and in Rivne by 66.4 per cent,28 The .proposed
six workshops for major répairs had not been set up in good time and
only ninety eight per cent of thé 174 MTS had constructed workshops of

L~

current repair.29 ‘
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Table Eighteen: Fulfillment of Kolhosp Work in Burshtyn MTS,

Stanislav Oblast in 1940

Plan Fulfillment Per Centage

Spring Ploughing 117 141 120
Ploughing under 160 349 218
Winter Corm

Cultivation under 210 210
Winter Corn

Autumn Ploughing 100 365 365
Threshing 260 264 101

Source: "From the decision of the buro of Burshtyn raion committee
KP(b)U of Stanislav Oblast concerning the work of Burshtyn

MTS", January 17, 1941, Z ist., p. 152.
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Further, the plan of preparation of tractor drivérs in 1940 1in
West Ukraine had been fulfilled by only 74.6 per cent and conscription
in instruction schools by 71.2 per cent.30 An emigre source claims
that the methods used for ploughing the black soil of West Ukraine
were applied indiscriminately to the western regions, with the result that
the tractorists ploughed.so deeply that they destroyed the topsoil.31
It is evident that the application of Soviet techniques in West
Ukraine entailed several problems, although owing to the shortége of
native specilalistd, this was essemtially a formative period for the
newly-established MTS.

State farms were organized on former landlord estates, with each
farm specializing in a particular branch of agriculture. On April 9,
1940, Praqvda annéunced that forty nine state farms were being created in
West Ukraine and West Belorussia.32 In West Ukraine, eighteen farms were
to specialize in meat and dairy products, four in horse breeding, two in
meat and one in seed crops.33 A report by Zorniiets on September 17
however stated that only six state fa;ms had been seg up in West Ukraine
by this date.34

On January 27, 1941, six state farms had been created in Drohobych
qﬁlast, one for beets and five for animal husbandry, tgg\gatger
possessing 3,908 cattle, 667 pigs and 819 hc;rses.35 Nine farms were being
organized in Rivne at this time, in:'iding two for animals, two for
beets, two for horses and three for market garden products.36 These were
iocated on former pomtishchyk estaFes in Tuchne, Morochniv, Verbivtsi,
Mlyniv, Dubno, Kostopil, Derazhniéﬁwéﬁd Rivne raions, encompassing

9,531 hectares of’land.37 , ‘f .

102



O

In Ternopil oblast, a decision to create state farms was issued
as early as {angAry 29, 1940. This envisaged an animal farm in the
village of Bilokernytsia, in Kremenetsk raion, a beet farm in the
village of Laskivtsi in Budzd .raion and a grain farm on the former
German colony of Bekerdorf,vj:ughdhaitsi raion.38 To provide these
farms with draught animals, the decisién ordered the transfer from the

filvarks (manors) of thirty horses and fifty oxen to the Bilokernytsia farm,

fifty horses and fifty oxen to the one at Laskivtsi and 120 horses to

the Bekerdorf farm.->

In the former Romanian areas, twelve state farms had reportedly beer
organized by October 22, 1940, with a total. sown area of 30,000 hectares.
In Chernivtsi, Hrushetsky announced that nine state farms had been

established by December lL.41 On March 19, 1941, a total of seventeen

Lo . . . 42
state farms had been created in Chernivtsi and Izmail oblasts.
) ) 43
Other sources cite a total of twenty four state farms. It is possible
L
that several state farms were disbanded within a few months due to lack
of stability.
Thus in the former Polish Ukraine, the addition of reported figures

3
for the numbers of state farms in individual oblasts gives a total of ’

S
fifty twg for the. 1940-1941 period.  Yet an anti-Soviet source states
that Shly twenty radhosps were actually set up prior to the Gefmﬁn invasion
and that these were grossly inefficient, so that in the Spring of 1941,
many were\liquiéated and the state was obliéed to pay off huge deficits
for the others.44 Given the discrepancies in Soviet figures, it 1is
possible to assume that the total of fig¥y two represented some very

optimistic paper work. Howeyer, as will be shown, the state farms were

much better provided for than the first kolhosps.

103



f11) Flrst Steps in Collectivization
!
Collectivization In West Ukraine @AS not undertaken until the
Spring of 1940 (although a few scattered farms were éet up before that
timc). It was preceded by the visits of numerous delegations to the

oblasts of Fast Ukraine and to the All-Unlon Agricultural Exhibition

in Moscow.[’5 In turn, delegations from the Russian Republic,

7

{

Kazakhstan and Georgla visited West Ukraine prior to collectivization,

Political educators were sent from village to village, encouraging the

formation of collective farms in each parish in which church lands had
A)

V7

not been divided. Lands of nearbv peasants were partially transfertod

to the prospective kolhosps, whether er not they had expressed a desire

to join.l‘8

The first collective farms were founded 1n January 1940, in the
villages of Ukhovetsk, in Kovéiﬂféibn, Volyn oblas: and Smordva, in
Mlynivtsi raion, Rivne oblast.49 In the former region, 315 out of 630
farms in the village area had preéented appeals to join the knihésp, but
amongst them'were reportedly kulaks and former police agents, By
February, anothe; kolhosp was created in Volyn, in the village Brishcho,
of Lutsk raion.51 These early collective farms were encouraged to attend
the Republican Council of PeredovyksA (activists) of Agriculture, held on Feb
Q,and 9, by the Central Committee of the Ukrainian Party apparatus.5

The end of February saw the eétablishment of collective farms
throughout West Ukraine. 1In Rivne, new artels arose in the villages
Koritno of Kozin raion and Péchaliv of Kostopil raion and in Ternopil
oblast,‘in the village Kalaharivka, of Hrymaliv raion.53 In Lviv oblast, a
kolhosp was organized in the'village Dobriany of Horodok raiom, in

L]

Stanislav, in the village Bukivna of Tlumach raion and in Drohobych,

K
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fn the village BRolekhivtsi, of Drohobveh raton..”’ By the Spring of

1940, there were about one himdred Soldcsps on the territory of West

!
.

Ukraine. It is necessary to look at the process {n Its early stages In

the varfous oblasts., .
Drohobych Oblast ]
The progress made in collectivizing Drohobyeh 0 Tscussed at

~.

the flrst oblast party vnnfbronve, held {n April 1940. At this timd,

thirtv one collective farms had been set up, encompassing 1,5%
- 56 "o
peasant households with 5,686 people. The ~o/lhospe possessed 7,409
hectares of land, or about 240 hectares per farm, which included 4,019
5
hectares formerly owned by militarv sett]lers and German colonists.
, i
“rom the vsadnyk farms had been transfepred 509 cattle, 151 calves, 167

pigs and sixty eight sheep and a farm for animal husbandrv had been

organized on each kolhnsp.SS 625 horses had been collectivized and 366

59
more were to be sent to the artels.

Although the conference praised the efforﬁs made he »blast
gommittee made reference to sabotage and counter-revolui.onary agitation
éndertaken by remnants ¢ the '"enemy' against the new farms. In
particular, in the village Kalnykiv of Mostfska raion, twenty six
farms had applied to join the kolhosp and then withdrawn, and this
occurred also in Zhuravnyky and Medynychi raioﬁs.éo Thus, many of the
new farms may have lacked stability and subsequently have been disbanded.

-

Further, the number of collectfve farms in the oblast increased

-

very slowly. On May 15, forty kolhosps had been organized,61 yet by
1
August 23, the figurxe had risen only to forty five.62 The oblast

a

committee First Secretary, I.N. Tkach, reported on December 15 that the
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oblast had fifty six kolhosps, embracing about 3,000 peasant farms.ﬁa‘

Finally, oq\iiﬂuary 25, 1941, eighty seven collective farms had been

established, sixty Six of which possessed farms for the development of

6
various branches of animal husbandry. 4

The situation on the artel "Voroshilov", located in the villagg/~i
Horodovyéhi of Zhyriv raion, was described in a farming newspaper by
one A. Bondarenko. _On September 5, 1940, all 194 farms of the village
were unlted in the artel, which had 420 hectares of arable land,
thirty two hectares 6§ meadows, thirty two hectares of forest and

65

seventy nine hectares of pasture land. The kolhosp had three animal

farms; Qor dairy, wigp 110 cows, for pigs, with twenty two sows and for
- sheep, with eighty qur héad.66 The farm possessed eighty eight horses
and eleve&'foals/&iﬁ\

"Voroshilov" may have been an exemblary kolhosp, since the
problem farms rarely made the pages of'a‘nationally read ﬁewspaper.
Nevertheless, it was in some respects typical of a 1940 collecti;e
far;”in Drohobyph, being small in size and possessing a bare minimum
of animals. 1In terms of f;fmé collectivized in 1940, Drohobych was the

‘
most backward oblast: in West Ukraine.

Lviv Oplast

In Lviv oblast:Athe first collecti§e farms were founded early in
1940, 1in the villages of Dobriany and Zavydovych in Horodok raion,
Rohizno in Iavofiv raion, Lopushna in Bibrka raion, Poltva in Hlyniany
raién and Mistky in Sokal raion.68 On March 7, about ten kolhosps
had been created and thirty initiative groups had expressed a desire to

join the :new farms.69 By April 5, the figure had risen to twenty four

106 .
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collective farms, with initiative groups operating In fifty villages.70

The situation on one of the new artels was described in a report

~ by I.M. Nauholnyko, chairman of the kolhpsp in the village of Lopushna

mentioned above. Of the 196 farmers in the village, 167 had joined the
collective farm, the others apparently were willing to join, but they
were declared to be kulaks and thus their applications had been rejected.71
The farm possessed 950 hectares of land, 120 horses, eighty three ploughs,
146 harro&s, two seeders, seven cultivators and received forty five cows
and seven sows, as a donation from the state.

"Kulak opposition'" manifested itself in some villages where leader-
ship over the kolhosps was reported to be weak. For example, in the
villages Ohliadiv of Lopatyn raion and Mistsky of Sokal raion, "kulak”
elements "wormed their way' into positions of leadership and.carried out
"hostile agitation", with the result that the peasants left the kolshosps
en—mass.73 The First Secretary of ghé oblast, Hryshchuk, demanded that
one of the raikom secretaries from each area be assigned to the respective

ns, in order to supervise the Spring-sowing campaign.7

n April 20, at the time of the oblast party conference, Lviv

+i thirty wne collective farms, with 3,162 peasant farms and seventy
two initiative groups which had received appeals from 4,123 farms
wanting to join a kolhOsp.75 Data was collected fram twenty of the kolhosps
which showed the following picture. 2,101 peasant households had about
7,000 hectares of collectivized land and 1,074 horses.76 There were
fourteen cattle farms with 832 cows, ten pig farms with 235 pigs and
the state héﬂ transferred to the artels twenty five seeding machines and

1,574 centners of sowing material.77 -
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Table Nineteen illustrates the progress made in collectivizing

Lviv oblast in 1940. The figures suggest a gradual, but definite movement
of Lviv peasants towards collective farms. Yet by the end of the year,
only 1.6 per cent of all peasant farms in the oblast had joined kolhosps.
Moreover, many of these were unstable. On June 28, tge buro of the oblast
committee examined the question '"Concerning the organizational-economic
strengthening of collective farms in the oblast", which pointed out the
good performances and weaknesses of particglar kolhosps.78

The buro noted that on the collective farms "1 Travnia" and
"s. M. Kirov'" of Zhovka raion and "T.H. Shevchenko" of Sokalrraion,
no production and financial plans had been drawn up, the account of the
work of the collective farmers had not been compiled and the kolhosp
leaders had failed to strengthen "toiling discipline".79 Attempts
were made to Increase animailhusbandry, since Lviv, like neighboring
Drohobych oblast, 5ufféred from a shortage of livestock. By November,
thirty two artels out of seventy one had three animal farms and sixteen

80

possessed tv- :nimal farms.

Rivne Oblast

In Rivne, collectivization was begun relatively late in the
year. On April 23, 1940, the First Secretary of the oblast committee,
V. Behma, announc;d at the party conference on the formation of
seventeen kolhosps, uﬁiting 1,119 peasant farms.81 They had in their
utilization 7,889 hectares of land, 830 horses, 454 cattle and a
potential sown area of 3313.2 hectares.82 By November 30, seventy nine
collective farms had been created, which was 2.2 per cent of all peasant

farms.83

o}
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Table Nineteen: Collectivization in Lviv Oblast in 1940

Month Artéls Farms Land in ha.
February 4 256 1,583
Hz;i'th\ 28 2,371 13,553
April 43 3,399 19,896
May 46 3,501 20,791
June 48 3,641 22,025
July 50 3,676 22,344
August 57 3,905 23,421
September 68 4,276 "; 25,581
October 71- 4,381 26,044
November 71 ‘ 4,381 26,044
December 76 4,843 27,188

Source : Milena Rudnytska ed., Zakhidna Ukraina pid bolshevykamy,

11

(New York, 1958), p. 333.

(8
\
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Stanislav Oblast

The Figg; Secretary of Stanislav oblast committee, I.S. Hrush tsky,
declared on March 13, 1940, that the obkom had decided to support t:>)
petitions of peasants to join collecE}ve farms in the villages Bukiv&é

of Tlumach raion, Stetseva of Sniatyn raion and Strilche of

Horodenka raion.SA Committee members Ievtushenko and Onishchenko were

to dispatch reliable "comrades" into these villages to give practical

aid to the peasa\pts.85 The control and organization of the said villages
was given to the raion secretaries and heads of executive committees.

The collective farm at Bukivna was set up two days later, and
consisted of 189 farms with 46&:;L1e—bodied meﬂ,s7 which was over half
the total residents of the viliage.88 Seven of the best peasant
activists were "elected" to the kolhosp governing board and K.M.
Iakymovych was nominated collective farm chairman.sg» The farm, called
""17 Veresnia', possessed 660 morgues of land, 111 horses, eighty five
ploughs, 115 harrows and eighty five carts.90 It thus began with a ‘
marked deficiency in animals and agricultural implements.

Over the course of the year, there took place a slow growth of
collective farmiﬁg. At the April oblast party conference, Hrulenko
stated that twenty four kolhospe had been,created.91 On September 17,
1940, the newspaper Stalinska Pravda stated that fifty two collective
farms and one hundred initiative groups had been organized in Stanislav
oblast.92 By the end of the year, the number had risen to seventy three,

thus showing a threefold increase over the eight month period.

Nonetheless, this was only three per cent of all peasant farms.
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The newspaper Chervonyi Prapor publishe® a report of the

chairman of the kolhosp "Stalin" of the village Hory-Dobrovidka in
Kolomyia raion, which perhaps protrays a typical collective farm of
Stanislav in the Fa&l of 1940. Founded on April 4, "Staiin" united 128
bidniak and seredniak peasant farms.94 Although at first the artel
had "practically no livestock'", the chairman Petro Antoniv reported

- : 95
proudly that 1t now had eighty six horses, sixteen cows and ten pigs.
The 145 hectares of Winter crops were cultivated with the aid of four

seeding machines, four cultivators and one reaper.

Ternopil Oblast

In Ternopil, peasant farmers were encouraged to ''stand boldly
for the kolhosp road" and to engage in soclalist competition with Odessa
oblast, at the First Councill of Agricultural Workers, which took place

7 "he first farms were founded in mid-March

on February 21 and 22, 1940.9
in the villages Kuriany of Berezhany raion, Marianivka of Mykulyntsi
raion, Koshliaky of Novosilka raion, Trostianets of Ust-Zelenets raion
and Husiatyn and Vilkhivchyk of Husiatyn raion.98 The six artels were
set up to "satisfy" a totdl of 591 peasant petitions.99
The report of oblast First Secretary Kompanets to the party
conference on April 23, revealed that forty five kolhosps had been
set up, which united 3,905 peasant households and possessed 10,103
hectares of land and 8,325 able-bodied persons.loo The farms owned
2,003 horses, 1,776 cattle, 712 pigs and 282 sheep.lol Despite this
progress, certain defects were outlined, such as the inadequaté leadership
in éorshchiv raion and the subsequent mass exit of kolhosp peasants
_and the failure to scruti&ize appeals in Birky Velykii rd}on, which had

resulted in the admission of kulak farmers.102
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Over the course of the 1940 year, the state gave considerable
aid to the newly-founded éollective farms in Ternopil. The artels
received, mainly froﬁ former pomishchyk estates, 1,009 residential
houses, 1,167 other buildings, 375 mills, 140 pig stles, 340 cowsheds
and 310 corn depositories.103‘ The state allocated a further 234,000
roubles of credit for farm construction and transferred to the
collectives 1,570 horses, 3,240 cattle, 900 pigs and 1,440 sheep.lOA
In addition, courses and seminars were organized to instruct 240 leading
kolhosp workers, 900 tractorists and 5,000 other specialists.lo5

At the end of 1940, eighty six kolhosps had been organized in
Ternopil oblast, with 6,699 peasant farms and encompassing 35,191

hectares of land.106 126 initiative groups had also been formed and had

presented 35259 appeals of peasants to join the collective farms.lo7
Within the éollective farms had beén created ninety five farms for
dairy products, eighty eight pig farms, seventy seven sheep farms and
forty five poultry farms.108 The respective énimal farms possessed
5,262 cattle, 4,695 pigs and 5,362 sheep.l0?

The numbers of cattle in the oblast had been increased following a
decision of the executive committee and the obkom buro of October 17.
This assigned the various raions 900,000 foubles of credit, with which to
purchase 4,000 head of éattleAin 1950.1k0 The credit was calculated at
fifty per cent of.the value of the cattle and the peasants. were given
three years to pay back the 1oan.111 The aim of the decision was to try

and liquidate "cowlessness', since like the other West Ukrainian provinces,

Ternopil was very short of livestock.

-

112



Volyn Oblast

Soviet reports suggest that far more progress was made in Volyn
than in the other oblasts. As noted earlier, the first collective farm
established in West Ukraine was in Volyn, in the village of Ukhovetsk,
in Kovel raion. The number of collective farms reportedly rose from
thirty at the time of the XV Party Congress (XP(b)U) in Mayllz to eighty eight
on September 5.113 'At the end of the year, one Soviet source speaks
of 189 collective farms in Volyn, a figure which was more than aouble
that of 1its nearest rival Te!ﬁopil, six per cent of all peasant farms
and almost one-third of all collec;ive farms in West Ukraine at that time.lla
Yet these figures are open to question. A more recent Soviet
source States that there were only forty two kolhosps in Volyn by the
end of 1940.115 This would then be the lowest.total in West Ukraine.
Moreover, it is evident that there was substantial opposition to the
collective farm movement. Reports speak of the "acute class struggle"
and the fact that "Ukrainian bourgeois nationalists" were spreading
anti-Soviet rumors and intimidating the peasants.116 Certain local-
party orga@izations, on the other hand, were vio}ating the '"Leninist
doctrine of voluntariness" and were forciné relucgant peasants to join

11>

collective farms.

1

On September 28, a decision was issued "Concerning mistakes
permitted by the local party organizations of Rivne and Volyn oblasts',
which spoke of the inadequate supervision by oblast committees and
violations of the Statute of the Agricultural Artel.l18 A Plenum of

the oblast committee was held on October 26 and this remarked that in may

artels, brfgades and teams had still not been created and wages had been
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levelled off, irrespective of the amount of work carried out.119 One

must treat with some caution the Soviet claims of successes in Volyn
during this first experiment in the technique of collectivization.

iv) West Ukrainian Overview in 1940

The state of collective farming and the establiskment of state
farms and MTS at the end of 1940, is 1llustrated in Table Twenty. The
total of 556 kolhosps is not accepted by all Soviet authorities. M.K.
Ivasiuta, writing in 1962, puts the figure much lower at 276 kolhosps,
uniting 21,300 farms;lzo Ivasiuta’s figure may discount collective ‘
farms that were disbanded. The party conferences, the XV Party Congress
and the various Pienums held in west Ukraine in 1940 all stress that
stronger leadership is required in order to consolidate the collective
farms.

‘The deficiencies in livestock and agricultural implements will be
dealt with at a later point. The West Ukrainian farms were also lacking
in agricultural personnel. At the close of the year, Volyn possessed
ninety eight agronomists, forty eight zoo technicians and tﬁ&rty three
veterinary assistants and Ternopil 195 agronomists, thirty five zoo
technicians, seventy five veterinary surgeons?and ninety five veterinary
as-sistants.121 When one considers that Voiyn's agrarian population
numbered about 875,000 and that of Ternopil 880,000, then the lack of
personnel is immediately evident.

v) The Start of Collectivization in Chernivtsi Oblast

In Chernivtsi, the collectivization movement did not begin until
_early 1941. Since the region was not annexed until June 1940, it is
conceivable that the Soviet leaders decided to postpone the formation

of collective farms until the Spriﬁg sowing campaign of 1941. This

-
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Table Twenty: The Socialized Sector of West Ukrainian Agriculture

at the End of 1940

¥

Oblast Collective Farms MTS State Farms
Rivne 84 30 8 |
Volyn | 186 30 ° }0
Ternopil 85 38 ~/ 8
Lviv 74 34 | 10
Stanislav 69 25 - 11
Drohobych 58 17 12
Total 556 174 59

Source: V.L. Varetsky, Sotsialistychna peretvoremnia u zakhidnykh

oblastiakh URSR, (Kiev, 1960), p. 253.

|
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would give the new rulers six months to prepare the groundwork and to
carry out propaganda amongst Chernivtsi peasants. As a result,
Chernivtsi lagged well behind the other areas of West Ukraine and even
in 1941, collectivization made very slow progress.

On Jandary 18, 1541, the oblast committee issued an explanatory
report concerning the preparation towards kolhogp farming. Nine out of
fourteen raions had set up a totai.of nineteen initiative groups,
encompassing 212 peasant farms.122 ‘The committee had received 667
applications to join a kolhosp, including eighty five from seredniak

farmers.123 From these, 250 were received from farmers of Sekurian raion,

approximately one hundred from Khotyn raion and eighty four from

Kelmenetsk raion.124

The latter region was the site of the first'coliective farm in
Chernivtsi. Founded on January 28, it consisted of fifty five
households with 110 able-bodied warkers and had in its possession 122
hectares of 1dnd and seventeen horses.125 The governing body of the kolhosp
was made_up of five peasants, three of whom were bidniaks and two

126

seredniaks. On February 10, there were ten kolhosps in operation,

of which five were in Sekurian, four in Kelmenetsk and one in Chernivtsi

raion.127

In Khotyn raion, in April 1941, following the formationrof
thirteen initiative groups and 746 appeals, six kolhosps had been
organized with 430 farms and 1,142 hectares of land. 128 In the oblzst
as a whole, there were now sixty two collective farms, embracing 4,640
peaaant farms and 13, 46@ hectares of land. 129 From the non-toilers"

had been transferred to the kolhosps 184 cows and 323 oxen and in
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addition, the state had provided 5,600 centners of seed-loan and 930,000

roubles in long-term credit for the purchase of draught animals.lBo

The Plenum of April 15 discussed certain "defects" of collective
farms in the region, which were almost identical to those indfcated
in Galicia and Volhyni: Some party organizations had paid insufficient
attention to the question of preparing leadership cadres, with the
result that on artels such as ''28 Chervnia' in Sekurian raion, hostile
elements had managed to infiltrate.l3L The raifon committees, executive

committees, the oblast land committee and the directors of the MTS were

\
. \ P
ordered to make a systematic study of every kolhosp, and to proVige(khem

with strong leadership.132

On May 13, the oblast executive committee and obkom buro approved

a decision to allot two million roubles of credit to collective farmers
and individual peasants for the purchase of 9,100 head of cattle.133
Seventy five per cent of the cows were to be bogéht by October 1, 1941 and
the shortage of cows was to be liquidated completely by November 1.134

. The division of purchasing obligations between individual raions is
‘ S

—

illustrated in Table Twenty One. The peasants were giyen three years to

pay back rhe credit, but the outbreak of war prevented “the implementation

of this decision.

The animal husbandry department of Chernivtsi oblast land section
published a report on the animal situation on June i, 1941. 138 animal
farms had been established on kolhosps, including’forty three dairy,

twenty seven pig, twenty nine sheep and twenty nine poultry farms.l35

The sixt& two kolhosps possessed 732 cattle, 418 pigs and 1,142 sheep.l36
Twenty seven artels had constructed one animal f m and sevenfeen had

two, five had three and seventeen kolhosps had four farms, the latter

117



Table Twenty One: Plan to Eliminate the Shortage of Cattle in

the Raions of Chernivtsi Oblast, May 1941

Raion Cattle to be Purchased Credit Allowance
(thous. rbs)

Vyzhnytsky 600 ‘ 150,6
Vaskivtsi 500 115,0
Hlybotsk 350 87,5
Hertsaiv 400 88,0
Zastavniv 700 | 142,8
Chernivtsi Rural 300 63,6
Kitsman 600 " 123,6
Kelmenetsk 1,700 374,0
Putyl 150 37,5
Novoselytska 1800 k 164,0
Sadahur 600 126,0
Storozhyntsi 300 64,0
Sekurian 1,400 316,4
Khotyn 700 - 147,0
Total ‘ 9,100 2,000,0

Source: "Decision of Chernivtsi oblast executive committee and the obkom
buro KP(b)U concerning thé liquidation of thé.shortage of
éattle of collective farmers and individual peasant farms",
May 13, 1941, Radianska Bukovyna 1940-1945, (Kiev, 1967),

No. 98, p.15%.
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{including all collective farms in Storozhyntst, Chernivtsi‘and

*Sadahur raions.137

LS
N

This sam report- included an elucidatory comparison of collective

' and individual farme. It showed, for example, that whereas the kolhospe

had removed the problem of the total absence (although not ﬁbshortage)

of livestock, in the peasant sector, 30.8 per cth of farms had no

livestock, forty five per cent had no cows and sixty per cent hdd neither
138 ' é&

sheep nor pigs. Comparative production results will be discussed a

J later time. Nevertheless, /It seems gleqr that 1f there were difficulties

.
s

to be encountered on the kolﬁég;: life on the {ndividual farm remained
extremely harsh.

vi) Production Results, 1940 . .

—

The Plan for agricultural work in West Ukraine for the 1940 year

was outlined in a decision‘of the kaainian Council of Peoples Commissars
apd the Communist Party on February 4, 1940. This approved a ﬁlan to
sow 4,048,500 hectares of grain and a Plan to cultivate 2,457,000
hectares of Spéing crOps.139 From the latter ;otal,/l;&BZ,OUD hegtares
were to be Aevoted to Spring grain, 108,200 hectares to technical crops,
648,700 hectareé to potatoes and 166,400 béctares to fodder creps.lao
The: Plan also gave instfuctions for the organization of the
Spring-sowing campaign. The Peoples Commissariat of Land Affairs and
the oblast and raion executi§e committees QLre té organize aid to

bidniak famms in repairing agricultural implements and were instructed

to popularize agricultural techniques in ag -ian communities; clubs and

141

Q

meetings of peasants. The Plan however did not specify harvest

~

returns, nor did it offer, as in the following year, extra payment in~

-
>
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centives for good harvests.

1

-~

Since the collectivization pr ess, in theory at least, foresaw

the voluntary movement of peasants towards collective farms, the Plan

could not project the distribution of sown area between individual and

collective farms. On the collective farms in 1940, 70,8000 hectares
“~ :
were under harvest; of which 52,600 hectares were under grain crops

’

/
(divided equally}-bétween Spring and Winter grain), 6,000 hectares were

N

under fodder ¢ ﬁs; 9,200 hectares under vegetables and 2,200 hectares
o ~

142 N\
under technical crops. At the same time, the sown area on state farms
i ! ’

totalled 40,600 hectéres, of which’25,588 hectares were devoted to grain

143 ' ST e
crops. -

In West Ukraine (excluding Chernivtsi), the collective farms

. |
reportedly achieved an average grain yield of eleven centners per

44

hectére, including - wheat yield of 11.8.1 Sugar beets were harvested

. at 173,1 and §3Eatoes at .99.3 centners per hect:.en’e.l[‘5 Shese figures

can be compared favorably to the'Republican average. In 1940, the
Ukrainian RSR received a total grain harvest on collective farms of 12.6
centners per hectare, a hag&est of sugar beets at 157 and a potato harvest
’ S, . 146
of ninety two centners per hectare.

Approximately 150 kolhosps participated in the 1940 harvest in
West Ukraine. The best results were attained in Ternopil, oblast, where.

twenty eight out of thirty seven artels received a total harvest return

(all crops) of over twelve centners per hectare:147 In contrast, in

Drohobych oblast, fourteen out of twenty eight artels cultivated a total

T N _
harvest of under ten centners per hectare and in Stanislav, nine out of
L]

sixteen received less than twelve centners per hectare.las Soviet sources

149 but these had

pduheut on the poor weather conditions in Drohobych,
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little effect in Lviv, where harvests were much higher.

In Drohobych, the average grain harvest was saild to be three to

four centners per hectare higher than on individual farms.lso Further,

some Soviet sources state that collective farm production in the oblast
enabled a labor-day payment average of four kilograms of grain, five
kilograms of potatoes, one rouble and twenty seven kopecks, four and

151

one half kilograms of straw and two kilograms of hay. A report from

Zhydacgiv raion suggests a somewhat lesser hand out and notes also that
the plan for MTS aid had not been carried out and that Autumn ploughing
had been fulfilled by only eighty three per cent.lsz
Lviv oblast achieved a labor-day payment for each collective

farmer of 3.8 kilograms of grain, 2.7 kilograms of potatoes and about
two roubles.153 The highest grain harvest in the oBlast was obtained on
the artels 'Chervonyi prykordonnyk" in Rava-Ruska raion,which r%ceived

a grain harvest of 16.2 centners per hectare over an area of ninety
sone hectares and "Lenin" of Horodok raionm, which had a harvest of 14.5

154 The oblast had completed

155

centners pergﬁectare-over a 227 hecgare area.
its'grain obligatiome to the state in good time.
Labor-day pa§;ents in Rivné’were substantially: higher than in the
Galician regions. Each collective fa}mef'reééived an average in 1940
of; five kilograms of é?ain, 5.2 kilograms of potatoes, 6.2 kilograms of

straw and a cash payment of six roubles and fifty one kopecks.156 out

of 4,263 able~bodied collective farmers, 1,550 had worked up to 200
157

labor-days by October 1, 614 up to 300 and thirty seveﬁ, over 300.
In Volyn, the oblast average per labor-day was 4.2 kilograms of. grain and

it 1s claimed that each kolhosp household received an average of thirteen

-»/ 4
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centners of grain per hectare.

In Stanislav, the average grain harvest on collective farms in

1940 was 11.3 centners per hectare, compared to ten centners per

hectare on individual farms.159 For each labor-day was distributed

N

on average 3.7 kilograms of grain,almost six kilograms of potatoes,

160
about ten kilograms of hay and in cash, one rouble and eighty kopecks.

As one of the regions with a low harvest, the collective farmers in

the oblast received smaller incomes than their neighbors in Lviv and

Volhynia.
\

Thanks to the work of Soviet scholads in the region, there is more

data available about Ternopil oblast than the other regions of West

Ukraine. Here, four collective farms wereaapproved as candidates to the

[y

All-Union Agricultural Exhibition, due to their outstanding performances

in the 1940 harvest campaign. These were the Kolhosp of the village

Muzhyliv. in Pidhaitsi raion, that of the village Iarchivtsi in Zhoriv

raion, "Lenin" of the village Husiatyn in Husiatyn raion and 'Vilne
' 161

“zhyttia" of the village Brykun, in Shumiach raion.

The latter artel may serve as an examble of a "model artel'. It
achleved a h#ryest of 13.7 centners per hectare over an area of 667

hectares, including 152 hectares of barley at 17.4 centners and 152

hectares of rye at 16.8 centners per hectare.162

three 'animal farms; for cattle, with forty seven head, for sheep, with

162 The labor-day Vages

ten head and for pigs, with thirty three heads.
on "Vilne zhyttia" averaged five kilograms of grain, one kilogram of
potatoes, 3.6 kilograms of straw and three roubles and thirty five kopecks

in cash.164 .

122
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In the oblast as:a whole in 1940, the kolhosps received a
harvest, of grain crops at 13.2, sugar beets at 215 and potatoes at 139
centne}s per hectare, figures which were well above the West Ukrainian
average.165 &hese totals were surpassed by three raions, which all

achieved a grain harvest over fourteen centners per hectare, namely

Zboriv, Katerburzko and Shuniach.166 It 18 claimed that the artels

recelved much higher harvests than the individual farms.167 !

In 1940, sixty two kolhosps of Ternopil received profits totalling

4,060,856 roubles.l68 Collective farms averaged per labor day, five

kilograms of grain, 4.2 kilograms of potatoes, 6.9 kilograms of straw

169

and 1.64 roubles. The oblast obligations to the state had been

fulfilled and carried out ahead of time in Hlybochetsk, Pidhaitsi,

Berezhany, Lanivtsi and Pidvolochyska raions.170 Soviet reports thus have

painted a glorified picture of the first year of collective farm
e B
production in Ternopil. Yet it should be emphasized that such successes

wére achieved at a time“when igllectivization stood at less than two
per cent of total farms.

In terms of provision with livestock, a move to a éollective farm
would‘probably have benefitted a poor peasant farmer of West Ukraine.
However, the state farms weré assigned as the chief beneficiaries of

the distribution of livestock. Thus in 1940, whereas the kolhosps

possessed on average 41.8 horses, 33.7 cows, 17.6¢ ﬁigs and 22.3 sheet,
! 171

the state farms had 393 horses, 643 cows,’ 235 pigs and 105.4 sheep.

The Soviet rulers evidently preferred to favor the larger and more stable

’

state farms rather than the weaker kolhosps.
Livestock on the kolhospe for individual oblasts is’ portrayed

in Table Twenty Two. If one formulates the results in terms of livestock

-
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Table Twenty Two: Livestock on the Collective Farms of West Ukraine

in 1940
Oblast Horses Cattle Sheep/Pigs
Rivne 2,760 2,193 2,559
Volyn 8,170 3,838 2,804
Ternopil 5,056 4,671 7,866
Lviv 3,040 4,017 » 5,632
Stanislav 2,286 1,091 656
Drohobych 1,931 2,921 4,662
Total 23,243 18,731 22,179

Source: V.L. Varetsky, Sotsialistychna peretvorennia, p. 256.
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per able-bodied collective farmer, the severe shortages become clear.
Amongst one hundred collective farmers, Ternopil had thirteen horses,
Volyn twelve, Lviv and Rivne six, Drohobych five and Stanislav four.
Cattle ownership revealed similar figures, although in Volyn the figure
declined to six cows for every hundred farmers. For pigs and sheep,
using the same basis, Ternopil possessed twenty, Drohobych thirteen,
Lviv seven, Rivne five, Volyn four and Stanislav just one.

These figures were consideragly lower than the livestock ownership
of the West Ukrainian farmer under Polish rule, so much lamented in
Soviét works. This may have been due to the fact that having expropriated
the livestock of the pomishchyky and military settlers, the state
decided to retain the animals or‘put them on state farms until the new
artels became stronger, or in Soviet terminology "organizatidnally
consolidated”. On the other hand, eyewitnesses have claimed that it
merely indicated the unwillingness of the West ‘Ukrainian farmer to
callectivize the animals he had painstakingly réared.174

The shortage of draught animals was not compensated for by the
acquisition of agriculturai machinery. Ternopil oblast was rather
better provided for than the other provinces, yet the figures generally
show low totals. On January 1, 1941,'1n the soclalist sector of West
Ukrxainian agriculture, .there were iﬁ operation 1,860 tractors, 1,039
hoeing ploughs, 1,572 ploughs, 940 cultivators, 709 seeding machines, 173
automatic machines and a mere twelve combines.175 Again, it seems that
most of the machinery was donated first to the state farms.

The successes gchieved on ; few kolhosps, most notably in Termopil,

should not distract one from this bleak general picture. The former

bidniak farmer had fewer animals than before he joined his collective farm.
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It is t;ue that‘the kolhosps produced higher harvests than the individual
farms. However the primary role of the collective farms was to produce
surplus grain for state requirements, whereas the individual farmer worked
only for subsistence. Mﬁch of the expropiated land, animals and machinery
never found their‘way to the newly-formed artels, > that the {ncentives
to join such farms were few in number.

vii) Collectivization from January to June, 1941

The most rapid period of collectivization in West Ukraine in
the 1939-1941 period took place between the Winter of 1940 and Spring
1941, particularly in February and March. ThgﬂSoviet explanation for
this is that the seredniak stratum had begun to join the collective
farms.176 It seems also that, as in Chernivtsi, the kolhosp campaign
was sgepped up before the fields were sown for the Spring. Farms
established af this time would be mpré stable, since the peasants would
be deéendent upon the harvest.

In Volyn, collectivization was carried out at an unprecedented f
pace. At the time of the oblast committee Plenum on April 11, the
number of collective farﬁs had increased from 187 at the start of tﬁe
year, to 616, united 38,015 éeasént farms.177 Kolhosps had been creatéd
in every village of Berestechkiv, Holobsk, Torchyn, Ustyiuzk and Shatsk
raions.l78 in these, and in Kovel, Olytsk and Mariiev ralons, collectiv-
ization of peasant farms had reached thirty one to fifty per cent of
the total.l’? Sixteen kolhospé of Volyn were nominated as candidates to
the All-Union Agriculturql Exhibi:ioq.lao

In Drohobych-on January 1, 1941, there were sixty six artels in
operation. By Februéry %,“the,number had increased to 141, and on March

5, it reached 201.181 On April 10, the oblast possessed 318 kolhosps
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with over 14,000 farms, which was 7.1 per cent of the total number.182

In neighboring Stanisla;, it was reported that on March 16, there were

234 kolhosps, as compared to sixty nine at the end of 1940.183 In

the ralons of Horodenka, Zabolotiv and Chernelytsia, there was a

collective farm in every village.184 .By May 31, the raions Horodenka,

Stanislav, Burshtyn and Obertyn had villages which were fully éollectivized
C 185

and eighteen to thirty four per cent of peasant farms were collectivized.

At the Plenum of the KP(b)U in April, the head  the land section

for Lviv oblast, Maiboroda, reported that 240 kolh. =p: 'd br-n organized,
uniting 13,975 farms and having in their utilization ', < hectares
of land.l'86 Ten collective farms, 6ne state farm, two MTS, five dairy

farms and eleven peredovik (progressive) collective farmers were nameg

as candidates to the All-Union Agriculture Exhibition.ls7 Seventy one
of the artels in Lviv were served by MTS, which had carried out 36,274
hectares of conditional ploughing in the Spring of 1941.188

In Rivne oblast, on April 10, there had been créated 465 artels,

as compared to seventy nine at the beginning of the year.189 These

united 28,129 peasant farms, including 7,916 geredniak farms, encompassing

13.4 per.cent of the total farms and fifteen per cent of the oblast land

—~—

‘area.lgo Sources indicate the successes of collective farms in the

raions Dubno, Kozyn, Mizotsk and Ostroz, which achieved a labor-day payment'

of five kilograms of grain and three to five roubles in cash.191

However Rivne lagged behind Volyn in farms collectivized.
e
By Spring 1941 in Ternopil oblast, 529 kolhosps ymited 46,402

.

peasant farms, with a total land area of 173,840 hectares. 2 rable

. |
Twenty Three illustrates the course of collectivization in selected
— ) ‘ | )

1
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raions of the oblast in May 1941. The villages Brykun, Onyshkivtsi,
Rokhmaniv and Kordyshiv in Shumsk raion and the villages Tsebriv,
Chrystyliv and Hliadky in Hlubichok Velykyi raion were already fully

collectivized.lg3 However, sources note the '"raids' of "kulaks" and

"Ukrainian bourgeois nationalists" against the kolhosps in Zbarazh,

Zalozhtsiv and Zboriv raions.194

<

Moreover, a Plenum decision dated ﬁay'13, 1941 pointed out several
defects in the oblast agricultural work. In Terebovlia, Kopychyntsi
and Zoiotnyky raions, inadequate attention had been given to the
timely and qualitative composition of production plans; the raion
comnittees of Podchailevychi, Pidvolochyska and Novosilka had not carried
out political and educafional work amongst collective farmers and had

)

not consolidated the new artels; not all kolhosp brigadesyhad been
sgcured with teams and cerfgin teams had been created only from women.195

xhe Plenum observed also that whereas Vyshnivchy, Katerburzk
Husiatyn, Zbarazh and Strusiv raioﬁs had sown seveniy one to eight; per
cent of the planned Spring crops by May 10, other raions ﬂad fallen well

behi.nd.196

In Kremenetsk, Kozliv, Monastyrska and Pidhaitsi raions, die
to insufficient utilization of MTS tractors and draught animals,#sowing
had been deiayed and the ptan of Spring crops in these Fiions had been
fulfilled by only thirty nine t§ forty two per cent.197 It should'be
atrés;ed that such &efécts were evident in other oblasts at this time.
The state of collectivization of agriculture on the eve of the

German-Soviet war (including Chernivtsi and Izmail regions), 1s shown

in Table Twenty Four. 2,866 kotlhospe united 205,137 farms, which vaé
12.8 ber cent of the total ngnbér and 14.9 per cent of all arable land.
It can be aee; that the’ highest rates of collectiQization were in Izmail
oblast. However, conditions here were quite dissimilar to other regions

R oL
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Table Twenty Three: Collectivization in Ternopil Raions in May 1941

Bgigi Kolhosps Orgzd. Per-Centage Land Per-Centage
of Total

Velykobochetsk 25 ' 40 44

Shumsk 24 ' 33.1 43.2
Mykulyntsi 18 39 35.7
Berezhany 8 5.5 5.5

Buchatsk . iO 4.6 5.8
Zalozhtsiv 9 5.5 6.7

Source: V.L. Varetsky, Sotsialistychna peretvorennia, p. 260.
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Table Twenty Four: The Collectivization of Peasant Farms in the

-

Western, Chernivtsi and Izmail Oblasts of Ukraine

on June 1, 1941

Oblast . No. kols Total Farms £ Coll. Total Land % Coll.
in Them (arable,hecs)

Volyn 663 40,994 21.5 .. 167,213 22.3
Ternopil 529 46,525, 14.8 183,856 18.0
Rivne 471 28,349 13.4 103,126 15.0
Stanislav 295 24,740;. 12.8 31,972 10.8
Lviv 296 16,451 * 8.1 . 48,760 8.2
Drohobych 335 15,459 7.8 38,037 8.0
Chernivtsi 62 4,676 . 2.7 13,000 3.4
Izmail 215 27,943 23 190,'863. 24.2
Total 2,866 205,137 .8 796,827 14.9
Source: Sotsialistychna perebudov: 7 .ozyvtok silskoho /

hospodarstva Ukrainzkol RSR, I1 (Kiev, 1966), p. 93.
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of, West Ukraiﬁe.

Izmall oblast was geographically separated from Galicia and

Volhynia and collectivization had been facilitated by the emigration
of a large number of German colonists in Sep%ember and October, 1940.198
By Ma?ch 20, 1941, some ten months after annexation, there were already
132 collective farms in the oblast, uniting about 9,000 farms, and the
process occurred In a relatively smooth fashion, due to the lack of
"a developed national consclousness among the local popuiation.199

‘Further,/githough the highest figures in the former Polish Ukraine
were aégigyed in Volyn, the farms in Ternopil and Stanislav were much
larger than thoge in the north. Ternopil artels had the most arable
land. The Tablg suggests substantial progress towards collectivized
agriculture on the eve of the German invasion. Such high per-centages
were not achieved again until. late-1949. Approximately half the
villages of West Ukraine now possessed a collecgive farm. On the former
estates of great landowners and monasteries, huge state farms were being
¢ structed. The structure of villagé soclety had been transformed.

However, these "successes' have to be qualified,. Tt has been

. ]
shown that many of the artels were weakly organized ang/slow to follow

R

the cémplex bureaucratic procedures and instructions which arrived
conc;dntly from the oblast and raion committees. They were constructed
hastily, often fofcibly (even according to Soviet‘reports) and wefe lacking
in draught-animals, animal husbandry and advanced maéhiﬁery. The 2,866
artels were served by 214 MTS; which also aided the non-collectivized
peasants in cultivating the land.

Soviet gccbunts invariably refer to "kulak! and 'bourgeois

nationalist" opposition to the collective farms. How serious was this

© : 3 131 -



resistance? It seems clear that the kolhosps represented as alien
institution to the West Ukrainian peasant, who had grown accustomed

to a closely-knit self-run community under Polish rule. However, the
collective farms only rarely met with any organized resistance. The
OUN had.gone underground during Soviet rule and l1imited itself to
passive resistance. Ukrainian nationalists awaited the German lnvasign
from‘the West. 1In turn, the mass of the peasantry, having endured siyx
months of appeasement and then‘a year of Sovietization would welgome

the Germans with open arms. In itself, this is a revealing indicator

of the unpopularity of collectivization.
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Conclusion

fhis study of collectivization in West Ukraine prior\}p/the outbreak
of the Second World War does not offer.a clear indication of the
suﬁeriority of collective over individual farming. 1In fact, a precise
comparison 1s rendered almost impossible, since one lacks a suitable
basis from whic?-to apply some factors constant to both systems. There
can be little déubt that the West Ukrailnian farmer was producing more grain-
per capita under Sov;et rule. However, he had now made the transition
from subsistence agric&lture to a éupplier of goods to the newly-established
éoviet gtate.

Collectivization in West Ukraine possessed Se;Eral features common
to the introduction of the process in Ruésia and East Ukraine in the .ate
twenties. For example, Soviet accounts admit that some coercion was
involved, that the movement to the kolhosps was not altogether voluntary.
Further, the agcounts of "Kulak" and "bou%geois nationalist” opposition
are almost identical. How seriously should one treat these depictions of
frantic and hostile resi;tance on the part of the '"class enemy'?.

-First, it should be stressed that similarities in implementation
aside, orgaﬁized opposition 4in West Ukraine was negligible in comparison
with that of other Soviet regions in 1929-1930. The OUN was quite content

' -
to await the forthcoming German invasion, ;apher than risk a futile
encounter against formidable odds. Moreover, the so-called "kulak"strata
in West Ukraine was exceptionélly'small, since the indigenous Ukrainian )
population did not’occupy the dominant ﬁosition in fhe'cﬁuﬁtryside at the
time ;f the Soviet 1nvasioh.. Thus if one is to accept allegations of a e
cla . struggle in the West Ukrainian villageim 1939-1941, one musgﬁhmgk}

&

toward the middle (seredniak) peasant.
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Secondly however, collectivization did procepd at a §lower rate than

.

the Soviets would have wished. Also many of the /mew farms were shortly

disbanded or "subverted from within". This can be explainéd partly by a

traditional peasant preference for a private farm with its ccompanyi "
sudpicion of any new or modern process and partly by the(ffizward outlook
of the Galician peasant, nurtured under Austrian rule froq the

late nineteenth century had manifested a much greater degree of national

v

conigciousness than East Ukraine and this»yas heightened, rather than
subdued, by Polish rule.

Initially, the Red Army was Qel;omed by the West Ukraindan peasants,
since it signified the death knoll of.the hated Polish suzerainty. In
. turu, after a tentative six months of Soviet rule, it beca entlyv

c;!%r that an authoritarian regime had been replaced by a totalitarian
.J .
one, ‘This became eviQent through the process of collectivization.

However, in West Ukraine as opposed to other new%y&annexed Soviet regions

the social upheaval contained a unique t hough ‘the upper strata/
g

in rural society, for example the Polish_pomishchyky and military.coloni&ts,
) ! ‘ ¢

were exprapiated, moét of the land anéqiif and agricuituralrtools remained ¢

in State hands. ‘ . *\“\\,Q

~

It is possible to argue that the semi~feudal conditions of land

(4

tenure in;the‘Polish and Romanian ruled Ukralne,neéessitated a longer S

1 period before land reform was implemented. This however is.
. o

o
>

transit
\‘ -

’unlikely, Soviet dtrategy 1s rarely marked by an excess of patience.

Instead. one ghould view the rural changes in West Ukraine as being directed -

towards the stabilization of Sovfet control, i.e. it was political, rather

than economic or ideological motives which dominated the thinking of the

Soviet authorities. -

3

In the 1939-1941 period{_the Soviet regime was preoccupled almost

v L +

. solely with the defence of its western borderlands. In these circumstances,
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' ‘ ’
v . - .

. . the transformation of Vnt Ukratne cannot be compared with that of other

regions in peacetime. 1In fict the term "collectivization" is something
. : 7 -

ot of a misnomer, since the movement was initiated in order to facilitate

5. . o
f' . Soviet control over potentially ricn_léitrant villages, rather than to -

increase agricultural production or to "liberate" the Ukrainian peasant .
" from” d.'pcndcnce on a Polill.x landlord, and grant him some degree of self-rule.

. : One .ilould see the formation of socidlized agriculture in this light.

- Both the MTS and ltnie farms were first and foremést instryments of state

..

‘power., Once the peasant came. to. rely on tﬁe MIS for mchinéry or horses,
he had subjected hinself to Qoviet control. Consequently, it was a matter
of secondnry wtu\ce vhether the I;est Ulrainians were ',rppy and joyful"

’w . under Sov:let rule. To Stalin and Khrushchev, the needs of their new
I

1,::" - S‘ovi'et‘ citizenl pag.ed bgoide the secg-u;‘ity‘ of the Sovief state.
\ A . Why then ‘ds Soviet works conc‘entrate o‘n the succegses of collective
‘\ . - - " \"'fsm ;nd-mgmighg pr(;ducti;)n results, land divisiqn )
. & ‘ ,?ptgpﬁgcé’~1iyestock? The reasons fp; thia.arg qhité
.. :

need to justify the dramatic social revolution

r s

tcen -ontlu of rul,e Thus ’even thc calculated

' ¥ Sovict m.-ueu m. :rud to ut.il:ln the advantagey of
th rtgatd to coll.ctiv}mg the mte‘m areas of Ukraine. '
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of the enenta of 1939-1941. The prewar peria‘ became the starting point for
a process which was brought to completion in {951. The German 1nva‘;on
therefore is portrayed as an interruption of the anontaneouu_novenent

of w:;: Ukrainian farms to the kolhoeps:~’1n chevsame wdy, the "bourge&?n

nationalists" of 1939-1941 reportedly joined the Germans and continued to

fight’againstgthe Soviet liberation in 1944-1945.

The truth is snmewhat differnnt. Yet one is left with a dilemma,
This dissertation has shown that in West Ukraine, collectivization did
not bring any notable benefits fgr the peasant and my aasumption from this

has been that the motives behind itu imposition were primarily political.

J'Iq one then to assert that under normal circumstances the main rationale
behind collectivization is the imgrovement of the economiqk}ife of the

peasant? Such a viewpoint would receive many dissenters. Perhaps it is Y.
. " - ) .
safer to state that economic or idéological motives cannot .be discounted

- : :
totally in any general analysis of this process.

/,

f | In closing, one'should note ah additional point conc‘;ning theX\

g :
‘collectivization process in West Ukraine, as compared’ to the eastern /!

'S

regions, During the First Five Year 'Plan, the changes in agriculture—were
- !

needed in ordet to ensure that the rapidly expanding industrial workforne

obtaine& & constant aupply of’food. Yet in West Ukraine, - 1ndustrial£&at1bn
f‘@ fwk“' - ”,‘

rogreas-before June 1941. Without an 1ndustrial proletariat

Yy N
'”fﬁhf! ﬁio 1 ttle:need for a kthosp to maintain food supplieafﬁﬂﬂowever,
v.\!'_‘ll-‘

the s:iégt regpme 1hitially had little authorfty or recognﬁtion in the

)

rural&hreas and htnce it was necensary to cgntralize thf agricultural systen.
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