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Three articles, three perspectives, three visions of three fragments of Polish history: a Marxist vision 
from the People's Republic of China, a traditionalist conservative western version by a Polish 
American, and a vision of an ethnic American remembering the injustices that have never been 
rectified. The Chinese scholar deals with the last two centuries of Polish history, and the two 
American scholars speak of the second and third decades of the twentieth century as they unfolded in 
independent Poland fighting for survival against the Soviet colossus, and in the milieu of the destitute 
Polish immigrants fleeing the devastation of World War 1. 

POLISH HISTORY IN 

CHINA 


Cheng Renquian, Shanxi University 

Poland and China are geographically far from 
each other. In ancient times and in the Middle 
Ages the two countries develo separately with 
no mutual interests. In mo ern times, due to 
historical similarities in their struggles for 
independence against oppression and 
enslavement by colonialism, the Chinese have 
been provided an opportunity of gradually 
understanding the history and people of Poland. 
At the turn of the century, some Chinese who 
studied abroad, in their search for a road China 
might take to grow strong and rich, wrote briefly 
about the lessons from Polish history which led 
to the three partitions. After World War 1, there 
were commentaries in Chinese periodicals about 
the reconstruction of Poland. Before and after 
World War 2, the Chinese people sympathized 
with the struggles of the Polish people. There 
was a large amount of information in the Chinese 
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(Continued from Page 1) 
press of that time about the conflict between 
Germany and Poland, and the fascist German 
violence committed in Poland. However, in 
China at that time, understanding of the history 
of Poland was superficial and inadequate. 
Scholarly studies on the history of Poland did 
not begin until the founding of the People's 
Republic of China. In the late 1950s, Cheng 
Renquian published a review of the recent multi
volumed History of Poland edited by Tadeusz 
Manteuffel, in an important Chinese journal, 
Studies in History [Lishi Yanjiu]. Soon after, 
Professor Z. Kormanova published an article 
about the achievements of historical research in 
Poland in the same journal; the article was 
translated by Liu Zuxi and Cheng Renquian. It 
was the fIrst time that the Chinese readers had 
direct access to information on research in Polish 
history. 
In 1962, General World History [Shijie 
Tongshi}, a four-volume textbook for college 
students was published in China. It contained a 
sketch of Polish history from ancient times to 
1917. At the same time, using materials in 
Polish, Cheng Renquian started publishing 
papers on the history of modern Poland. 
The Cultural Revolution in China, lasting ten 
long years (1966-76), was disastrous to the 
development of China in all respects; studies in 
history had to stop almost totally. Polish history 
did not quite disappear from the Chinese agenda, 
due to a translation by Cheng Renquian and Yang 
De-you of Outline of Polish History [Bolan 
.{ianshi] (Stanislaw Arnold and Marian 
Zychowski, eds., Zarys historii Polski). Cheng 
Renquian also wrote "Rosa Luksemburg" and 
liThe Struggles of the Polish People against 
Russia for Independence," two pamphlets printed 
in the 1970s in an edition of 500,000 copies 
each. The latter was then translated into Korean. 
Cheng Renquian's paper on Tadeusz Kosciuszko 
appeared in the aforementioned Studies in 
History (No.4, 1976). 
From the late 1970s, China has begun a new 
period of historic development. Historical studies 
have expanded, and a wider range of themes 
appeared in the studies of Polish history. The 
number of scholars in Polish history has also 
increased. A number of monographs, pamphlets, 
and essays have been published on significant 
periods and important events of Polish history. 
These include works on the origins of the Slavs, 
the development of the feudal society in Poland, 
the peculiarities of the early stage of Polish 
feudalism, Poland in the Renaissance and the 
contribution of Copernicus, the expansion of 
Tsarist Russia and the partitions of Poland, the 

Second Polish Republic under Pi fsudski, Poland 
before and during World War II, the postwar 
reconstruction and the history of People's 
Poland. 
Among the writings of this period, those dealing 
with Poland's loss of independence should be 
mentioned. Liu Zuxi's essay "A Tentative 
Analysis of the Destruction of the Polish State" 
inWorld History [Shije Lishi, No.5, 1982] 
presents relatively new perspectives. He traces 
the rise and fall of Poland, discusses the 
differences between the political and economic 
systems in Poland and Russia, and analyzes the 
reasons for Poland's loss of independence. In the 
same journal, Zhou Cheng-fang'S "The 
Partitions of Poland among Russia, Prussia and 
Austria, and their Consequences" examines the 
internal and external causes leading to the loss of 
independence and the influence of the partitions 
on the development of European history. Liu 
Bangyi published a pamphlet "The Three 
Partitions of Poland" on the same topic. To a 
joint monograph, History of Tsarist Expansion 
[Shahuang Eguo Jinlue Kuozhang Shij 
(People's Publishing House, 1979, Beijing), Liu 
Zuxi contributed a chapter in which he discusses 
the stages of the Tsarist westward expansion, the 
process of annihilation of Poland and the 
resistance of the Polish people. In "The Place of 
the Polish National Liberation Movement in the 
History of the Modern World" (World History, 
No.3, 1979), Cheng Renquian argues that 
because of its strategic geographical position, 
Poland is a "battleground" between European 
revolution and counter-revolution; this is based 
on his analysis of the Polish national Uprisings 
of 1794, 1830, 1846 and 1848. As one of the co
authors of the monograph, History of the 1848 
European Revolutions, Cheng Renquian 
discusses positively the early development of 
Polish capitalism and the Polish Uprisings.from 
1846 to 1848 and their influence on Europe. In 
addition, Cheng Renquian, Liu Zuxi, Li Yin, 
Wang Chaowen, Zhang Zhe and others studied 
the relationships between the Polish Uprising of 
1863 and the revolutionary activities of Marx and 
Engels and the First International. 
Poland on the eve of and during World War II 
has been discussed in Cheng Renquian's liThe 
German-Polish War of 1939" (Studies in 
History, No.2, 1978). The essay discusses the 
pre-war situation in both countries, the surprise 
attack by fascist Germany and the fInal result of 
the war as deriving from international 
relationships, diplomatic politics, domestic 
situations, military forces and tactics. In liThe 
Polish Problem on the International Arena during 
World War II" (Jingyang Journal, No.2, 1981), 

(Continued on Page 3) 
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(Continued from Page 2) 
Cheng Renquian divides the topic into three 
stages: early (1939-41), formation of the anti
fascist alliance (1941-43), and later (1943-45). 
Commenting on the controversial Soviet
German treaty of 1939 and its secret protocols, 
Cheng Renquian concludes that the goal of 
Soviet diplomatic policy was to keep itself out of 
the war by sacrificing Poland and reaching a 
compromise with fascist Germany. The author 
evaluates the sensitive problems of the Soviet
Polish borders, the relationship between the 
Polish government in exile and the Soviet Union 
and the massacre in the Katyn Forest in 1940. 
Mter its publication, the essay was vilified most 
viciously by Soviet historians. 
In "A Tentative Analysis of the Warsaw 
Uprising of 1944" (World History, No.3, 
1983), Liu Bangyi states that, on the one hand, 
the leading force of the Uprising, the Home 
Army (Armia Krajowa) had the subjective 
intention of restoring the bourgeois domination; 
on the other hand, it wanted to save the country 
from the enemy. Besides the Home Army, the 
People's Army (Armia Ludowa) and thousands 
of Warsaw residents participated in the Uprising, 
which demonstrated the unity of the people. 
To a collective work History of the European 
Resistance Against Fascism (Shanxi Publishing 
House, 1985), Liu Bangyi contributed a number 
of pages dedicated to the Polish anti-fascist 
resistance. Other essays in this work discuss the 
policy and attitude of Western countries toward 
Polish events: Qi Shirong's "On the Guarantee of 
Britain to Poland in March 1939 and its 
Bankruptcy," and Zhang Sicheng's "On the 
Betrayal of Poland by Britain and France in the 
German-Polish War." 
Finally, of special interest in the study of Polish 
history are certain Polish historical figures. 
Among those who are known and admired by the 
Chinese are Mikotaj Kopernik, Adam 
Mickiewicz, Frederic Chopin, Maria Curie
Skrodowska, Ludwik Zamenhof, Rosa 
Luksemburg, and Henryk Sienkiewicz. Their 
works have been translated into Chinese, and 
books about them by Chinese authors have been 
published. The two women, Maria Curie
Skrodowska and Rosa Luksemburg, are 
particularly well known. Selected Works of Rosa 
Luksemburg has recently appeared, as well as 
Cheng Renquian's essays "Some Problems in 
the Study of Luksemburg" and "Some Problems 
in Revaluation of Luksemburg." The latter essay 
is considered to be one of the representative 
essays in contemporary Chinese Marxist studies 
and is included in Marxism in China published 
by Spokesman Company in England in 1983. 

Liu Zuxi's Outline History of Poland will be 
published in the near future, the first book-size 
treatment in China of Polish history in its 
entirety. Scholars in Polish history are looking 
forward to this event. 

Translated by Yang De-you 

Cheng Renquian is President of Shanxi 
University in the 's Republic of 
China. His translator, Yang De-you, is a 
noted scholar in Polish and Comparative 
Literature. 

-~ 

The title page of Stanislaw Arnold and Marian 
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Were Polish Immigrants 

Illiterate? 


The Dillingham Commission and 

Polish New Immigration 


1890-1924 

Francis C. Kajencki 


It is a thesis of this article that much of the 
divisiveness we fmd among Americans today can 
be attributed to the deliberate attempts to derogate 
and stereotype the immigrants who flocked to our 
shores around the turn of the century. I believe 
that the influence of individuals such as Senator 
Henry Cabot Lodge of Massachusetts, Senator 
F.M.Simmons of North Carolina, and writer 
Madison Grant have contributed to a deplorable 
miscarriage of justice in regard to the so-called 
New Immigration, and thus have adversely 
influenced the course of our nation, perhaps for 
all time to come. 

The Anglophiles repudiated 
democratic ideals and Christian 
values in order to promote Nordic 
philosophy_ 

You will recall that Senator Lodge championed 
the assumed superiority of the Anglo-Saxon over 
all other groups in the United States; that Senator 
Simmons denigrated the new immigrants as 
"nothing more than the degenerate progeny of 
Asiatic hordes;!! that Grant exalted the Nordic 
branch of the white race and, more than anyone 
else, taught the native Americans to scorn 
intermarriage with other white groups and to 
regard such mixture as a "destructive process of 
mongrelization." (1) 
Having thus expressed their dislike of the new 
immigrants, the bigots worked strenuously to 
make their views the official policy of the 
government. They have largely succeeded. 
Immigration from Poland to our shores was 
virtually throttled by Congressional action 
following World War I. The United States 
Immigration Commission played a key role in 
bringing about the drastic cut in immigration 
from eastern Europe generally. The Commission 
did more than that It stigmatized the millions of 
new immigrants already here, and it perpetuated 
the stereotype of the second class citizen. We the 
Poles have had to labor under that handicap. 

(1) John Higham, Strangers in the Land: Patterns of 
American Nativism 1860-1925 (New Brunswick, NJ.: 
Rutgers U. Press, 1955),272. 

Regrettably, very few of our citizens are aware 
of the machinations of the United States 
Immigration Commission. The attitude of the 
Congress in the 1920s did not lag far behind. 
The stringent immigration laws introduced at that 
time were without question discriminatory to 
immigrants from eastern and southern Europe. 
Let us examine one policy in particular: the 
literacy test. It was passed over President 
Woodrow Wilson's veto in 1917 (p. 203). The 
nativists had assumed that the vast majority of 
immigrants from eastern and southern Europe 
were illiterate. 
When European immigration resumed after 
World War I, the flow became nearly as great as 
before the war. Apparently the immigrants on the 
whole were not as illiterate as the nativists had 
assumed. So another ploy was tried: the quota 
system was forced through Congress in 1921.' 
This law limited each national group to a quota of 
three percent of that group residing in the United 
States in 1910. 
But even this did not satisfy the nativists. There 
were still too many eastern Europeans coming in 
spite of the quotas. Poland's quota was 
approximately 30,000 and Italy'S, 42,000 (p. 
319). So the percentage was changed from three 
to two, and the date pushed back to the 1890 
census, when relatively few immigrants from 
eastern Europe lived in America. 
As John Higham rightly says, Madison Grant 
and other Anglophiles had repudiated democratic 
ideals and Christian values in order to promote 
Nordic philosophy. On the other hand, they "had 
to live side by side with the spirit of democracy 
and the instinct of fair play" (p.319). 
Congressman Albert Johnson, chairman of the 
House Committee, was worried. He apparently 
did not mind being a bigot in private. But as a 
public figure, he had to rationalize the use of the' 
1890 census in a way that would appear to give 
equal treatment to all Europeans. Johnson's 
unofficial adviser, John B. Trevor, rescued the 
congressman by suggesting that immigration 
quotas should be based on the existing racial 
balance. Trevor reasoned that any census "could 
be construed as racially fair for restriction 
purposes if it yielded quotas roughly 
proportionate to the present ratio between the old 
stock and the new immigrant stock in 
the whole American population" (p. 320). 
Johnson seized upon Trevor's theory, making it 
the basis of the National Origins Act of 1924. 
Although it was practically impossible to 
determine the percentage of citizens of English 
ancestry in 1890, government officials made 
arbitrary and dubious assumptions that gave an 

(Continued on Page 5) 
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unfair advantage to the older stocks. 
Consequently, the new law reduced Poland's 
immigration quota from 31,000 to 6,000, a loss 
of 81 %. 
Prior to the President's approval of the National 
Origins bill, immigrant leaders made an eleventh-
hour plea for a meeting at the White House. But 
Calvin Coolidge refused to see them and signed 
the bill into law on May 26, 1924. The 
insensitive behavior of Coolidge and that of his 
predecessor, Warren O. Harding, stands in sharp 
contrast to the courageous position taken by 
Woodrow Wilson, Howard Taft, and Grover 
Cleveland, who attempted to treat the new 
immigrants with fairness. 

Most of the Polish peasants who 
came to America were indeed 
unskilled and Roman Catholic, but 
not illiterate. 

To return now to the literacy test which was 
supposed to keep out most of the immigrants 
from southern and eastern Europe. I would like 
emphatically to state that the notion of the 
illiterate Polish peasant immigrant is a myth. This 
myth has been perpetuated by recent historians. 
For instance, the British historian Maldwyn Allen 
Jones, discussed the Dillingham Commission in 
Chapter Seven of his American Immigration, and 
stated that "It was undeniable that Italian and 
Slavic immigrants, for instance, were 
predominantly male, unskilled, illiterate, and 
transient." (2) Similarly, Wieslaw Kuniczak's 
"Polonia: the Face of Poland in America" 
(American Heritage, April--May 1978) contains 
the following statement: "...most of the Polish 
peasants who came to America were illiterate, 
unskilled, and Roman Catholic ..." (p. 35). 
Most of the Polish peasants who came to 
America were indeed unskilled and Roman 
Catholic, but they were not illiterate. In The 
Slavic Community on Strike, Victor Greene cites 
data showing that the literacy rate, of Polish 
immigrants was 70%. (3) His source was The 
Catholic Encyclopedia, vol. 12 (1911), where an 
author named Seroczynski stated that the 
"percentage of illiterates from Poland for the year 
1910 was 30.1%" (p. 206). 

(2) M. A. Jones, American Immigration (Chicago: 
University of Chicago Press, 1960), p. 180. 

(3) Victor R. Greene, The Slavic Community on Strike: 
Immigrant Labor in Pennsylvania Anthracite (Notre 
Dame, IN: Notre Dame University Press, 1968), p. 17. 

The Dillingham report on immigration has 
similar figures for Poles. Table 15 of Senate 
Document No. 748 shows the number and 
percent of illiterates, 14 years of age and more, 
for thirty different nationalities admitted into the 
United States in the years 1899 to 1909, 
inclusive. Converting that table into a literacy 
rate, we note that 65% of the Poles were literate. 
The conclusion is based on a recorded total of 
three-quarters of a million Polish immigrants. 
The Polish literacy rate exceeded that of some 
other European groups, such as the Russians, 
South Italians, Portuguese, and the several ethnic 
groups of Yugoslavia. (4) 
These figures fit my own personal experience. 
The world in which I was brought up was the 
world of Polish peasant immigrants. Both my 
father and my mother were Polish immigrants. 
They were typical peasants, and literate. They, 
could read and write in the Polish language. My 
uncle Joseph, who lived with us for a number of 
years, regularly read the Gwiazda Polarna, still 
published today. My parents subscribed to the 
Erie, Pennsylvania Trybuna Polska, and I read it, 
too. There was the weekly Zgoda, all in Polish 
then, and also lay and religious periodicals. 
Going beyond the home, I recall the parents and 
grandparents of my boyhood friends. They were 
immigrants and literate. During the first twenty 
years of my life, before I left Erie, I came in 
close contact with several hundred Polish 
immigrants, predominantly blue collar workers. 
Although there might have been some illiterate 
immigrants in Erie, they were so few and far 
between that I cannot recall a single one. 
Therefore, my personal world and the world of 
established historical opinion clashed. It was 
only years later I understood that my personal 
world was typical and accurate; it was the other 
that was distorted and discriminatory. 

Francis C. Kajenc/d, a West Point graduate, is a Colonel 
in the U.S. Army (ret.). He is President of the Texas 
Chapter of Polish American Congress and has published 
articles on historical subjects in numerous scholarly and 
popular periodicals. 

(4) US Senate, 61th Congress, 3rd Session, "Reports of 
the Immigration Commission: Emigration Conditions in 
Europe," Document No. 748 (Washington, D.C., 1911), 
p.30. 

EUGENE'S **** 
POLISH RESTAURANT 

420 S. San Antonio 
Los Altos, CA 94022 



6 THE SARMATIAN REVIEW September 1988 

THE FORGOTTEN 

WAR 


Polish-Soviet War 1919-1920 

Witold P. Skrypczak 

Sixty-nine years ago, there began the fIrst 
military advance of the Soviets into western 
Europe. What exactly happened? Why, how and 
when did this war begin? Who invaded whom? 
Why is this war almost completely forgotten 
today? Let us try to answer these questions. 
On November 11, 1918, the day of the armistice 
on the western front, the German army was 
disarmed in the streets of Warsaw and J6zef 
Pilsudski, released from the Magdeburg Castle, 
arrived in Warsaw. Three days later, he assumed 
power as Chief-of-State and Commander-in
Chief of the Republic. 
On November 16, each of the allied 
governments received a telegram from Warsaw 
signed by Pilsudski and informing them o~ ~e 
"existence of a Polish independent state, umung 
all Polish territories. 
In fact, at that point nobody knew where exactly 
were these territories. The establishing of the 
Polish frontier was a major problem at the Peace 
Conference, and to make things worse, there was 
a serious dispute within the Polish delegation as 
to which territories they should claim in Paris. 
This dispute had its origins in a fundamental 
difference in political philosophy between Roman 
Dmowski and his party of National Democrats, 
and PHsudski and his followers. Dmowski 
believed that Poland could survive only as a 
centralized nation inhabited by Poles or persons 
who could be assimilated. Russia, according to 
Dmowski, would probably be Poland's best ally 
against Germany, an inevitable enemy of Poland. 
The followers of Pifsudski believed that Russia, 
whether tsarist or communist, was a greater 
danger. Thy supported a "federal~st" philosop~y, 
the aim of which was to neutralIze the RUSSIan 
threat. They hoped to associate the Poles with the 
Lithuanians, Belorussians and Ukrainians, and 
give them an autonomous status within the 
federation. It was foreseen that nothing would 
ever make Russia accept willingly the existence 
of an independent Poland. 
At the same time, the Bolshevik leaders wished 
to identify the frontiers of Poland with those of 
the tsarist Congress Kingdom. They were ready 
to tolerate some sort of Polish national state west 
of the Bug river, but to the east they hoped 

to inherit the realm of the tsars. They repeatedly 
professed their respect for Polish independence, 
but at the same time they openly supported Polish 
communists who were working for the downfall 
of the Republic. 
The Paris Peace Conference was supposed to 
settle all of Poland's frontiers. In fact, very little 
effort was expended on the eastern borders. One 
reason for it was that Soviet Russia was not 
represented at the Conference. In the end, the 
matter was left open, to be decided between the 
Poles and Soviets themselves. 
The eastern front of the World War had been 
quiet since March 1918, when Soviet Russia 
made a separate peace with Germany a~d 
Austria. The German army of the east stayed In 
position blocking the area in dispute both to 
Russia and to Poland. Some 500,000 troups of 
the German Oberkommando-Ostfront controlled 
the territory stretching from the Baltic to the 
Black Sea, 1,500 miles long and fifty to several 
hundred miles wide. 
The western allies could not decide what to do. 
The British and Americans thought that the 
German army should stay where they were to 
prevent a Soviet advance into Europe. The 
French wanted them to pull out immediately. As 
it happened, the chaos in Germany at that time 
forced the evacuation of German troups which 
proceeded from December 1918 onwards. 

The War Begins 
In January 1919, the Red Army invad~ 
Lithuania, which previously declared. Its 
independence. Within a. few weeks? the SO;'Iets 
occupied all of BeloruSSIa and the CIty of Wllno. 
They set up a Soviet Socialist Republic of 
Lithuania-Belorussia (Lit-Bel). This tum of 
events was unbearable to PHsudski who was 
born near Wilno. 
In the meantime, the Germans had left most of 
the Ober-Ost area. Their retirement created a 
vacuum. The Polish army and the Soviet army 
both moved in. The fIrst collision occurred on 
February 14, 1919. Captain Mienicki led a patrol 
of 57 men and five officers into Bereza Kartuska. 
He found it occupied by the Soviets. There was 
an exchange of fire, some Soviet soldiers were 
taken prisoner. The Polish-Soviet war had 
begun. 
The Soviet troops encountered at Bereza 
Kartuska were conducting a 'reconnaissance in 
depth' ordered by the Soviet Supreme 
Command. They reached as far as the rivers 
Niemen and Bug. Even though this operation 
bore the code name 'Target Vistula,' it is 
doubtful that it was intended to bring the Red 

(Continued on Page 7) 
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to create an Fln''>''...·r,.(Continued from Page 6) 
Army into Warsaw at that time. nationality problems 

manner that you yourselves will determine,Neither side appeared to be ready for any major 
without any sort of force or pressure from movement Poland was resurrected just three Poland.short months before this engagement. The law 


which formalized the structure of the armed *** 

forces was not passed in the Seym till the end of Lenin ordered Wilno reconquered immediately. 

February 1919, two weeks after the fIghting had For the first time, the Soviets noticed a lack of 

massesalready begun. The Polish army was an amazing support among the broad of workers. 
mixture of units raised originally by the The appeal of communism in the area was much 
Germans, Austrians, Russians and the French. weaker than expected. 
They used different equipment, wore different In the meantime, the White armies were attacking 
uniforms and had a different command structure. the Bolsheviks. Compared with the danger of 

Kolchak and Denoon, the Polish advance seemed 
r------~,...-:coo;o;-:=__:,..__:",____~-__r---..",.,.._, to the Soviets to be just a side show. So the 

Poles slowly moved eastward through the 
summer of 1919 because the Red Army was 
otherwise engaged. On August 8, General 

, Szeptycki captured Minsk, thanks mostly to the· 
Cavalry Brigade of the Poznan Lancers 
commanded by Lieutenant Colonel Wladyslaw 

. Anders. His cavalry rode fifty miles round the 
back of the city and outflanked the Soviets. This 
maneuver was to be seen again and again in this 
war. 
After the capture of Minsk, the republic of "Lit
Bel" ceased to exist. The Soviets pulled back to 
the rivers Dvina and Berezina; they were to stay 
there for nine months. The front which had 
initially covered 300 miles in Belorussia, was 
progressively extended till it reached over 500 
miles across the Ukraine to the Rumanian 

C2ECHOSI...OVA/<./A frontier. The Southern Group was commanded 
'--___...l..'.,.......-----...::.....~..:::..:.:::!.:::!.:.~!.....::!:!lI.....-_ ___1 by General Wladyslaw Sikorski, and it reached 

the rivers Ptycz and Zbrucz. The fIrst Polish-Ukrainian attack. 
By the end of August 1919, the Poles had 
reached a line which Pilsudski forbade them toThe fIrst months of hostilities saw little more 
cross. All three cities of the borders: Wilno,than maneuvering for position. Gradually a front 
Minsk and Lw6w, were secure. The front was.was established from the river Niemen (Neman) 
now halfway between Moscow and Warsaw.to the east of Pinsk. Then on April 15, 1919, 
Pilsudski, for all his romantic dreams, was not PHsudski arrived at the front. The next morning, 
rash enough to imitate Napoleon and make for led by General Smigly-Rydz, the cavalry and the 
Moscow in the autunm. infantry crossed the Soviet line and began to 
The fIrst round of this "semi-war" was over. It move toward Wilno. Pilsudski wanted to take 

Wilno away from the Soviets in person: he was was also clear that this semi-war had to lose its 
born in its suburbs. He reached his beloved city parochial character and would involve massive 
four days later. Next day, he issued a operations in which the survival of the Soviet 
"Proclamation to the Inhabitants of the Former Union and of free Poland would be thrown into 
Grand Duchy of Lithuania" in which he outlined the balance. In the face of such a prospect, both 
a possible Federation of the Borders. It said: sides hesitated. 

Not much happened on the Polish-Soviet front 
The Polish Army brings Liberty and Freedom to for several months in late 1919 and early 1920. 
you all. It is an army which I led here in person There had been a lot of diplomatic activity 
to expel the rule of force and violence, and to instead. 
abolish governments which are contrary to the In spite of appeals coming from the Entente, 
will of the people. Poland refused to support the advance of General 

(Continued on Page 10) 
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CURRENT AFFAIRS 

SPRAWY BIEZ1\CE 

CURRENT AFFAIRS 

SPRAWY BIEZ4CE 


What Polish editors are forbidden 
to print 

Printed below is a letter that was taken out by the 
censor from a Spring 1987 issue of Tygodnik· 
Powszechny, a Catholic weekly published in 
Cracow. 
In anticipation ofthe third visit ofJohn Paul II to 
his homeland in June 1987, it is time to think 
about all of the things which we would like to 
greet him with. It is accepted custom that the 
society which the Holy Father visits, places in 
his hands symbolic gifts. Such a symbolic gift in 
the hands ofa Slavic pope visiting Poland would 
be the presentation ofa gesture ofreconciliation 
ofPoles and their neighboring nations. 

The gesture initiated with a letter from the P oUsh 
bishops to German bishops in 1965 should have 
been carried further so that the many years of 
rancor and charges among peoples living in this 
part of Europe would be replaced by real 
brotherhood in the spirit of Christian 
reconciliation. 

Therefore, we ask forgiveness ofand forgive our 
Lithuanian brothers who together with us 
venerate St. Casimir, patron saint of Lithuania; 
our Byelorussian brothers on whose lands was 
born our greatest poet, Adam Mickiewicz; our 
Ukrainian brothers from whom we were 
separated for generations by oceans of blood 
beginning with the blood shed during the 
suppression of Cossack rebellions by Polish 
magnates. Let the millennium of the baptism of 
Rus' erase our mutual guilt and establish the 
beginning of the New Covenant. Let a bond also 
be fixed between us and our brothers to the 
south: Czechs, Slovaks, Hungarians. Let us 
show each other a lasting sign of peace even 
though it should cost more than one disc/aimer, 
more than one correction of ingrained prejudices. 

Jan Proko~ 
[Re~rinted from Opinia Krakowska, No.35 
(19 7)]. 

Letters to the Editor 
Serdecznie dziqkujemyza systematyczne 
przesylanie nam swojego pisma. Uwazamy, 
pismo to nalezy do celniejszych wydawnictw 
kulturalnych emigracji polskiej i stanowl 
cenny przyczynek do og6lnopolskiego 
wolnosclowego dorobku kulturalnego, 

Edward Staniewski (Sekretarz) I Stanislaw 

Zablocki (Prezes) 


Zwiqzek Wolnych Polak6w- -Malmo

Solidarnosc Box 18039 


20032 Malmo 

Sweden 


Czy Polacy potrafiij pominlllC wlasne 
interesy dla dobra sprawy polskiej? 

Artykul prof. Matejki w marcowym numerze 
SARMATY bolesnie mnie dotknf)l. ObserwujCjc 
(i biorqG udziaf) w wysilkach llcznej grupy 
Polek i Polak6w w Stanach Zjednoczonych I 
Kanadzie -
ktorzy " robiq prac€t 'grass roots' 
mowali si~ nie tylko pracq sekretarskq, ale i 
drukarskq, tragarzy, kwestor6w, etc, 3, na 
uniwersytecie Michigan stworzyli Copernicus 
Foundation, obecnie dysponujf)cfj sumfl 000 
dolar6w 4, nieraz w celu wzmacniania wif/zi 
kolezenskiej musieli znosic r6zne upokorzenia 
5, od 12 lat wydajfl, kosztem finansowych 
poswl~cen, pismo w je;zyku angielskim: 
STUDIUM PAPERS, w kt6rym ore;dowana jest 
sprawa polska 6, wielokrotnie, czasem nawet 
skutecznie wystf/powali w obronie wi~zni6w 
po 1 itycznych - - 
nie mog~ zrozumiec przyczyny pominifjcia 
przez Matej k€t wyjqtkowych in Icj atyw, tak ich 
np, jak NORTH AMERICAN STUDY CENTER FOR 
POLISHAFFAfRS (STUDIUM,), 
Nawiasem m6wiqc, prof. f'latejko drukowal 
bodajze dwa razy opracowanta w Blue Books 
wydawanych przez STUDIUM PAPERS, Dostaje 
on regularnte t za darmo STUDIUM PAPERS, Nie 
dostaje Komunikat6w, bo to wymaga 
Gzlonkostwa, a wifjc regularnego pfacenia 
sk ladek" " 

AS.Ehrenkreutz, Australia 
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MORE BOOKSAND 

ARTICLES RECEIVED 

Marxism and Christianity: the 
Quarrel and the Dialogue in 
Poland, by J6zef Tischner. Tr. by Marek B. 
Zaleski and Benjamin Fiore, S.l Foreword by 
Ad~ ~chnik. Washington, D.C. Georgetown 
Umversity Press. 1987. xxi + 251 pages. 
Hardcover $26.95, paper $12.95. 
Thi~ i~ an e~tremely impo.rtant book by a major 
partl~lpant In the Chnsnan-Marxist dialogue, 
adnnttedly conducted under duress in a country 
which is one of the world's strongholds of 
~atholicism and which is ruled by a Moscow
mstalled and supported atheistic regime. It should 
be read by anyone who is seriously interested in 
!he future of the Christian peoples. It argues that 
m. today's world, ~hristian principles compete 
WIth the energenc, powerful and effective 
proponents of atheistic cultures. The author is a 
Polish C~tholic prit?st who h~s been actively 
engaged m formulatmg the ethIcal principles of 
the Solidarity labor union. Foreword by Poland's 
pre-eminent agnostic thinker Adam Michnik. The 
book has been widely discussed in the Polish 
emigre press. Its Polish title is Polski ksztalt 
diaTogu (1981). 
Vaclav Havel, or Living in Truth. 
Edited by Jan Vladislav. London-Boston. Faber 
and Faber. 1987. xix+315 pages. Cloth $22.50. 
Havel's analysis of post-totalitarian societies in 
"T~e Power of the Powerless" is brilliant. 
Bnefly, "The post-totalitarian system has been 
built on foundations laid by the encounter 

between dictatorship and the consumer society." 
[54] . .Even the apparently powerless 
mamfestauons of truth can acquire political 
power in the post-totalitarian systems. 
Revolution from Abroad: The 
Soviet Conquest of Poland's 
Western Ukraine and Western 
Belorussia, by Jan T. Gross. Princeton 
N.1. Princeton University Press. 1988. xxii ~ 
334 pages. illustrations. Index. Hardcover 
$25.00. 
A much-needed scholarly work assessing the 
archival and published evidence about the years 
1939-1940 in Soviet-conquered Poland. The 
author discusses the deportations, atrocities and 
other subjects which have been treated i~ an 
emotional or fragmentary way in scores of 
previous books on the subject. 
Death in the Forest: The Story of 

the Katyn Forest Massacre, by 

J.K.Zawodny. [1962] New York, Hippocrene 

Books. 1988. xv + 235 pages. Paperback 

$8.95. 

Originally published by the University of Notre 

Dame Press, this poignant book traces in detail 

the unique crime of Katyn: the betrayal and 

murder of a large part of the Polish officer corps 

by the Soviets in 1940. 

Unpitied and Unknown: Katyn ... 

BOlogoye... Dergachi, by Louis 

FitzGIbbon. Foreword by Lord George-Brown, 
Pc. London, Bachman and Turner. 1975. 488 
pages + Index and Photographs. 
Contains the little known documentation about 
the death of those Polish officers who were 
murdered in .small groups in Katyn, Bologoye, 
and Dergachl. Over fifty photographs of Katyn 
taken, alas, while the Nazis were in charge of the 
area. The fact that the Katyn murders were' 
discovered by the Nazis at the time when the 
W~saw Ghetto ~as being liquidated made it 
eaSIer for the SOVIets to deny responsibility and 
to dampen w~stem oU1!age: At Katyn, Bologoye, 
and Dergachl, for the flIst tIme in history officers 
who were prisoners of war were executed en 
masse. 

SZWEDE SLAVIC BOOKS 
2233 EI Camino Real Palo Alto 
Open Tues.- Sat. from 10 to 5 


Phones: ~~15) 327·5590 & (415) 851·0748 

Mallmg Address: P.O. Box 1214 


PALO ALTO. CALIFORNIA 94302-1214 USA 
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Denikin's White Army against Moscow. 
Knowing that they intended to regain control 
over all of Russia's pre-war territory, this should 
not be surprising. 
At the end of 1919, the Soviets felt that they had 
defeated most of their opponents in the Civil 
War. Now they could turn their attention to the 
Polish front. 

PHsudski's victorious maneuver. 

At the same time, Allied intervention, which 
always seemed half-hearted, began to run out of 
steam entirely. The Allies' attitudes toward 
Poland changed dramatically and Paderewski's 
proposal for an invasion was rejected. British 
Prime Minister Lloyd George proposed that 
Bolshevism be killed by kindness, and that by 
reopening trade and thus restoring Russia's 
prosperity the Allied powers could benefit 
themselves. He said: "I would rather see Russia 
Bolshevik than Britain bankrupt," and at the end 
of 1919 he persuaded the cabinet to deny 
Churchill (then secretary of war) any further 
funds for action in Russia. 
How little they have learned since then ... 

*** 
Several attempts to negotiate were made on both 
sides. On the Soviet side, credit has to be given 
to Julian Marchlewski, who was once proposed 
as the first Soviet ambassador to Poland. 
However, it soon became clear, and it is very 
well documented, that the Soviet Union followed 
a double policy: it called for an immediate 
strengthening of the front, and 

REVIEW September 1988 
a diplomatic "peace campaign." Lenin's 
diplomats preached peace, while his generals 
prepared for war. The Soviet government swore 
to the Polish people that "our enemies and yours 
deceive you when they say that the Russian 
Soviet government wishes to plant communism 
on Polish soil with the bayonets of Russian Red 
Army men ... The communists of Russia are at 
present striving only to defend their own soil, 
their own peaceful constructive work. ..". But, at 
the same time, Trotsky, Commissar for War, 
declared: "The Polish gentlemen will snatch a 
temporary victory, but when we have finished 
with Denoon, we shall throw the full weight of 
our reserves onto the Polish front." 
The debate in the Soviet Union was not whether 
the Polish bridge to the west should be crossed, 
but how and when. At the end of 1919, Lenin 
became confident that the Revolution would 
survive and would sweep triumphant over 
Europe. 

Pil$udski's Dilemma 
Jozef Pilsudski was convinced that if he now 
made peace with the Soviets, they would break 
the treaty and crush Poland as soon as the Red 
Army had been revived. The only hope for 
avoiding eventual destruction was for the Polish 
Army to launch a full scale preemptive attack. 
And this offensive must come in the spring, 
before the anticipated assault by the Red Army, 
which was being rapidly reinforced on the Polish 
front. 
PHsudski found an ally in Ataman Semyon 
Petlura, a Ukrainian nationalist whose reputation 
was stained by allegations of anti-Semitism but 
who was devoted first and foremost to the 
independence of his country. A secret agreement 
with Petlura was signed on April 24, 1920. The 
next day, the combined Polish-Ukrainian forces' 
launched an attack. 

*** 
Many historians regard the Kiev operation of 
May 1920 as the beginning of the Polish-Soviet 
War. In 1919, when the war was vital only to 
Poland, the Soviets and their British 
sympathizers pretended that it did not really exist. 
In 1920, when it became vital to the survival of 
the Soviets, it suddenly was discovered as an 
'outbreak.' 
The Polish-Ukrainian Kiev operation was 
successfuL The attack was a surprise. The 
confusion on the Soviet side was enormous, but . 
the main body of Soviet troops was able to 
withdraw. In less than two weeks Polish troops 
moved 130 miles east and on May 7 marched into 
the undefended streets of Kiev. It was the first 

(Continued on Page 11) 
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victory by Polish armed forces since the 
eighteenth century. The citizens ofKiev paid little 
~ttention though to the Polish parade. For them, 
It was the fifteenth change of regime in three 
years .... 
The Poles had gained an enormous tract of 
territory but had failed to trap the enemy. In a 
proclamation to the Ukrainian people, Pilsudski 
promised that Poland had no design on their 
independence, and that the Poles would leave as 
soon as the Ukrainian national government was 
organized. The ball was now in Ataman Petlura's 
court. But he had too little support among the 
Ukrainians to discharge the task at hand. 

The Soviets Attack 
A principal instrument in the war of the Red 
Army against the White was the famous First 
Cavalry (the Konarmya ) commanded by 
Semyon Mikhaylovich Budyonny. His troops 
had little in common with Bolshevik politics: 
most of them were former Cossacks and bandits. 
For the Poles, they were the reincarnation of the 
hordes of Genghis Khan. The transfer of 
Budyonny's Army had been decided in March, 
when they were still fighting the remnants of 
Denoon's White Army in the Caucasus. Upon 
the Polish breakthrough Budyonny was 
instructed to quicken his pace and breach the 
Polish lines south of Kiev. 
Budyonny's Army had 16,000 men. By Civil 
War standards it was a large force. "If I had 
those 300,000 of the Tsarist Army," said 
Budyonny, "I would plough up the whole of 
Poland, and we would be clattering through the 
squares of Paris before the summer is out." 
On the day before it made contact with the Polish 
front, Budyonny's cavalry, moving at the 
phenomenal speed of75 miles a day, was spotted 
by an American volunteer pilot of the 
Kosciuszko Squadron, one of the few units of a 
new Polish Military Aviation, operating on the 
Soviet front 
On June 5, Budyonny's entire force cut through 
the Polish defences at one time and then, 
spreading out, swept through the Polish rear. 
This attack was a complete surprise. Many 
attempts were made to create lines of defense 
against the Red cavalry, but none was 
successful. The First Legion Division and other 
tr?Ops ~der General Smigfy-Rydz held out in 
Kiev unnl June 10, when they were practically 
cut off. On that day the Polish flag was taken 
down from above the Citadel and the troops left 
Kiev. 

For the next thirty years, June 5 was to remain 
one of the Red Army's annual festivals - a 
celebration of "the first victory of the Soviet 
military art over European arms." 
It also started an advance, unchecked for the next 
ten weeks, of the Soviet forces in the south. As 
always on the kresy (borders), an offensive 
given initial impetus could easily be kept rolling. 
The fear grew that the Reds would capture LwOw 
and then turn north toward Warsaw. 
At that point a new figure entered the Polish 
war. It was the Red Army's most celebrated 
commander: Mikhail Nikolayevich Tukh
achevsky. An aristocrat at the service of the 
proletarian revolution, he was dubbed by Stalin 
with the title of 'the demon of the Civil War.' He 
was given a command of the Soviet Army of the 
West holding the northern part of the front. He 
was only 27 years old. 
On the eve of the offensive, he issued the 
following famous Order of the Day: 
Soldiers of the Red Army! The time of reckoning 
has come. The army of the Red Banner and the 
army of the predatory White Eagle face each 
other in mortal combat. 
Over the dead body of White Poland shines the 
road to worldwide conflagration. ' 
On our bayonets we shall bring happiness and 
peace to toiling humanity. 
To the West! 
The hour of the attack has struck. On to Wilno 
Minsk, and Warsaw! March! ' 

On July 4, 1920, the Soviet Army of the West 
attacked. Soon the Poles were in full retreat. Ten 
days later, the Soviets captured Wilno, and soon 
afterwards they reached the infamous Curzon 
line. To advance further was to defy the Western 
Power~, to invade Europe. Tukhachevsky did 
not heSItate and ordered that Warsaw be occupied 
by August 12 at the latest 
The size of the forces involved is estimated at 
160,000 Soviet troops and 120,000 on the Polish 

(Continued on Page 12) 



12 THE SARMA TIAN REVIEW September 1988 

(Continued from Page 11)
sIde. Soviet attacks were 100 by the Thlra 
Cavalry Corps, the 'Kavkor,' commanded by 
Ghaia Dmitrievich Ghai. Soon the rumor of the 
effectiveness of his cavalry spread, causing panic 
among the Polish troops. The conditions were 
described by PHsudski as !fa kaleidoscope of 
chaos." The Kavkor kept speeding westward 
reaching on August 17 the river Vistula and 
cutting the railway between Warsaw and 
Gdansk. Poland had been truJ.y invaded. 
The Soviets believed that a collapse of 
'gentlemen's Poland' (panskaya Polsha) was a 
matter of days. They organized the government 
of the future Soviet Poland, a 'Provisional Polish 
Revolutionary Committee,' or Polrevkom whose 
chairman was Julian Marchlewski. But the actual 
leader was Feliks Dzherzhinsky, head of Cheka. 
The headquarters of the Polrevkom were installed 
in Bialystok where it awaited the fall of Warsaw. 
At the same time, in the south, where 
Budyonny's troops were approaching LWDw, the 
'Galrevkom,' or the Galician Revolutionary 
Committee, was established in TarnopoL The 
new Galician Soviet Socialist Republic was 
inaugurated. 
In Warsaw, the government resigned on June 9 
and for more than two weeks no replacement 
could be found. Finally, a coalition government 
was formed by Wfadyslaw Grabski who soon 
proposed the formation of a State Defense 
Council (Rada Obrony Pan stwa) , a supreme 
executive body, especially created for this critical 
situation. The Seym voted unanimously and in 
effect signed over its powers to the Council and 
ceased to meet during its existence. PHsudski 
became the chairman of the Council. For Poland, 
its creation was the most fortunate development 
Many fruitless efforts were made to receive more 
support from western Europe. For the British 
Prime Minister Lloyd George, this crisis was 
especially inconvenient because it threatened to 
kill his policy of opening of trade with Russia. 
The leader of the government which not so long 
ago conducted its own war against the 
Bolsheviks, reacted to the appeals of Grabski in 
the following way: "Poland had quarreled with 
Lithuania, and seized Lithuanian territory. She 
had marched into Russia and occupied territories 
containing between twenty and thirty million 
Russians. She had insisted on incorporating three 
and a half million Ruthenians. She had failed to 
agree with the Czechs. She had made difficulties 
over Danzig." Lloyd George advised that Poland 
must Ifaccept true nationalism and not imperialism 
as the basis of its policy." He concluded that 
"there was nothing the Allies could do for 
Poland." 

much for organizing the u'-'~'"'u.:'''' 
against the Soviet invaders. Incidentally, one 
cannot but but wonder about the British Prime 
Minister's knowledge of Europe's history and 
geography. After all, the territories in question 
formed part of the Republic for many centuries 
before they were swallowed by Russia. Polish 
troops never reached ethnic Russia! He also 
seems to have confused millions of Ukrainians, 
Belorussians, Poles and others who lived there. 
For him, they were all "Russians. II This 
ignorance is still typical of western politicians ... 
The British spent a lot of time pressing Poland to 
accept the Curzon line as her eastern frontier. 
Surprisingly for them, their proposal was 
rejected by the Soviets who at the moment were 
not interested in any kind of cease-fire. 
In the meantime, the Polish government found 
out that large quantities of arms and munitions 
which had been purchased abroad could not be 
brought into the country. The 'Hands off Russia' 
public relations campaign launched by the 
Soviets proved to be successful in western 
Europe. The dockworkers in Hamburg and in 
London refused to load the shipments of arms for 
Poland, the Germans in Gdansk went on strike, 
the Czechs blocked the railways. The 
government in Prague refused to declare its 
support for Poland and issued instead a 
declaration of non-intervention and neutrality. 
The British and the French clearly felt the 
pressure to make up their minds and take some 
concrete steps. Trying to buy time, they 
dispatched to Warsaw a mission of experienced 
diplomats, including General Maxime Weygand, 
to investigate and send back advice. 
Around August 12, most foreign observers in 
Warsaw became convinced that the last desperate 
week of resurrected Poland had arrived. The 
sound of artillery fire could be clearly heard in ' 
the city. The foreign diplomatic corps left 
Warsaw. Dzherzhinsky and his Polrevkom were 
moving to Wyszk6w, only thirty miles from 
Warsaw. 
PHsudski, too, had left the capital, but not in 
flight He went to Pulawy, 70 miles southeast of 
Warsaw. It was the place from which he intended 
to take personal cornmand of the Polish forces in 
a counterattack that he himself had conceived on 
the night of August 5-6. 
The Polish Army had suffered a series of 
demoralizing setbacks, but it had not been 
destroyed. As the s ly lines shortened, more 
Polish troops could brought to the front. By 
the beginning of August, the Polish Army 
outnumbered the Red at the front. About 191,000 
Poles now faced 177,000 Soviets. The 

(Continued on Page 13) 
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(Continued from Page 12) The Battle of Warsaw 
rapid advance had created problems for the Red 
Army. The supply lines practically did not exist. 
And there was not a sign of a Polish revolution 
and no strikes by the workers. Of the 20 000 
Polish prisoners of war, only 123 joined' the 
Communist Party. The Polrevkom tried to raise a 
Polish Volunteer Regiment - it attracted 175 men. 
It became clear that a Soviet Poland would be 
established only by military conquest. This 
finding was very discouraging to the Red Army. 
And then, the invaders made a serious strategic 
error. Once the two separate armies 
(Tukhachevsky's Army in the west and 
Yegorov's Army in the southwest) had emerged 
beyond the Pripet Marshes, they were supposed 
to move together to catch the Poles in a pincer in 
the area of Warsaw. Instead, Yegorov's army, 
where the principal commissar was Joseph 
Stalin, disregarded orders and moved toward 
Lw6w. Pilsudski saw the gap between the two 
Soviet armies and determined that he must strike 
at this gap, and that he personally must direct the 
attack. 
In a few days, five Polish divisions were moved 
from positions often one or two hundred miles 
distant and concentrated along the south bank of 
the river Wieprz to create the Central Front. Its 
principal strike force was commanded by 
Ger:er~ Edward Smigly-Rydz. All armies were 
redistnbuted and the new Fifth Army was 
organized with General Sikorski and instructed to 
contain the enemy to the north of Warsaw. 

I.,:·wa 7. 

.' 'C' DeTniOpfIH 

Fragment of an article on Petlyura which appeared in an 
emigre Russian paper Poslednie Novosti edited by P.N. 

Milyukov (paris, 27 May 1926). 

On the moming of August 16, the Polish 
divisions crossed the river Wieprz and, after brief 
fighting with various small Red forces soon 
broke completely into the clear as they headed 
north. By evening, each division had advanced 
nearly twenty miles. The next day, Polish troops 
covered an additional twenty miles and were now 
due east of Warsaw and in the rear of the Soviet 
Sixteenth Army. PHsudski was very surprised 
by the almost complete absence of Soviet troops. 
It was the Fifth Army of General Sikorski which 
attacked the main body of the enemy's center. He 
began the offensive on August 14, two days 
before the army of Smigly-Rydz was released 
from the river Wieprz. The next day Sikorski 
reached Ciechanow and separated the three 
S?viet ~es. The Soviets vastly outnumbered 
Sikorski s army and could easily reverse his' 
advance, but only at the risk of exposing 
themselves to total encirclement by other Polish 
forces. To avoid it, two Soviet armies the 
Fifteenth and the Third,were ordered to withdraw 
and the army most advanced to the east, the 
Fourth, was left alone, practically cut off. 
It is difficult to think of another battle that so 
profoundly changed a strategic situation as did 
the so-called Battle of Warsaw. On the morning 
of August 16, the Red Army was surrounding 
Warsa~ and it had every prospect of success. 
Forty-eIght hours later, it was in disorganized 
retreat to the northeast trying desperately to 
outmarch the Poles and not to be cut off. 
The Po~ish pu:suit of the Red Army was not as 
aggreSSIve as It could have been, or as it would 
have ,been had Pilsuds~i taken personal charge of 
practIcally every detail, as he had done in the 
o~ginal attack across the Wieprz. But the Polish 
VIctOry was enormous nevertheless. By August 
25, when the Poles paused to reorganize they 
had captured 70,000 prisoners. Another io 000 
were interned by the Germans in East Pru~sia. 
The Soviet troops, which represented the bulk of 
the Red Army's fighting capability, were 
destroyed. The Red Army committed its best 
forces and best commanders to the war with 
P~land. The, Polish forces saw action against 
eIght of the SIxteen armies of Soviet Russia. The 
Poles defeated them all. 

*** 
Pilsudski returned to Warsaw on August 18. 
There, n? one .was yet convinced of the totality of 
the PolIsh VIctOry. The government officials 
could not believe that the nightmare was over so 
abruptly, and that victory was theirs. 
It wa;; even more difficult to convince the 
western leaders of the sudden Polish triumph. 

(Continued on Page 14) 
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They could not believe that PHsudski, the 
untrained soldier with his ridiculous tide of 
Marshal, could possibly have brought off these 
battles. It was assumed that the French general, 
Weygand, must have done it. Weygand himself 
repeatedly disclaimed any role in the planning of 
the Polish victory. Yet the legend of "Weygand, 
the victor of Warsaw" was created. 
In Poland, a different candidate for a savior was 
found. It was, not surprisingly, God. It was the 
press of Roman Dmowski's national Democratic 
Party which fIrst launched a phrase destined for a 
long and notorious career: Cud nad Wisfq [the 
miracle over the Vistula]. In a country like 
Poland, the phrase was irresistible. 
But, if God had worked a miracle, he must have 
had an agent. This could hardly be PHsudski, an 
associate of revolutionaries and socialists, a 
friend of Jews and atheists. The defInitive 
solution was given by Count Zamoyski, Polish 
ambassador to Paris, a National Democrat and a 
colleague of Dmowski. He offIcially thanked the 
French government for the services of General 
Weygand. The legend was solidifIed. 

The Treaty of Riga 
In mid-September Pilsudski resumed the Polish 
attack.The Second Army under General Smigly
Rydz was assembled in Bialystok. It was a 
leading strike force in the Battle of the Niemen 
[Bitwa nad NiemnemJ. The Poles came close to 
cutting off Commander Tukhachevsky's troops. 
But Tukhachevsky eventually escaped, leaving 
an additional 50,000 prisoners of war. 
In the south, General Sikorski arrived to take 
command of the Polish troops facing the 
Konarmya of Budyonny. Their movements led to 
what the Polish historians call the Battle of 
Komarow, and the Soviets, the raid of Zamooc. 
The engagement lasted for several days and 
included the only occasion in the war when the 
two major cavalry forces confronted each other in 
mass formation. It was perhaps the last pure 
cavalry battle of European history. The Soviet 
Cavalry Army was broken but again the Soviets 
managed to escape. Sikorski was too cautious 
and too slow. 
The combined effect of these two battles was a 
major advance on all sectors of the front In 
October the Poles reached as far as Minsk and 
Korosten, only ninety miles from Kiev. They 
were almost back to the line they had reached the 
previous winter. This time though both sides 
were tired and wanted peace. On October 12, 
Pilsudski permitted the Polish delegation 
negotiating for some time at Riga to sign the 
armistice. At midnight on October 18, 1920, 
after twenty months of activities, the fighting 

came to an end. 
The final treaty of Riga was signed on March 18 
1921. It established a new frontier. However, the 
treaty was not satisfactory to either Russia or 
Poland, not to mention the Ukrainian nationalist 
movement. None of the contestants' war aims 
had been achieved. The Soviets had failed to 
spread their revolution across the continent. They 
failed to regain all of the territories belonging to 
Imperial Russia. Their failures forced them to 
think over their strategy and reinterpret their 
ideology. They understood that the global victory 
of the 'proletariat' would have to be postponed 
for some time. The complete lack of support for 
their heavenly designs among the Polish working 
class had disillusioned Lenin and his 
collaborators. 
The Poles, on the other hand, failed to rebuild 
the Republic in its original shape. Pilsudski's 
plans to creat the "Federation of the Borders" 
were not realized. The Ukrainian leader Petlura 
turned out to be a disappointment. The Soviets, 
of course, tried to present the Polish-Soviet war 
as a Polish attack on Ukrainian independence. 
They found quite a few Ukrainians who 
supported that stance. It seems that the Ukrainian 
leaders at that time did not identify their national 
interests correctly. 
The new eastern border split the Ukraine and 
Belorussia. The new Poland, as historian 
Richard Watt has said, was at the same time too 
large and too small. The mistaken Polish attitude 
toward her minorities only worsened the 
problem. 
The other consequence of the events of 1920 
was Polish grievance against Czechoslovakia. 
The Czechs blocked the military supplies from 
coming to Poland and used the turmoil to gain 
control over the area of Cieszyn Silesia. A lack of 
common policy with the Czechs and the hostility 
between Poland and Lithuania over Wilno led to 
the isolation of Poland in 1939. 

History's mistakes 
The year 1920 was the only time when Poland 
and the Soviet Union could muster the military 
forces of just about equal size. It was quite 
amazing, considering the inequalities between 
both countries and the fact that Poland was 
resurrected only a few months before the fighting 
began. 
The most striking characteristic of the war was 
the extreme mobility of the front. The 
effectiveness of the mass movements of cavalry 
and unimportance of mechanized troops, tanks 
and airplanes had influenced the Polish military 
thinking in the years to come. The results of this 
approach were to be disastrous. 

(Continued on Page 15) 
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PHsudski understood very well the 
consequences of his victory in that, as he had 
said, "brawl" (bijatyka). "This brawl shook the 
destinies of two states and of 150 million people 
and all but shook the fate of the entire civilized 
world," he wrote. 
The first western observer who understood the 
importance of the Battle of Warsaw was the 
British Lord D'Abernon. who called it "The 
Eighteenth decisive Battle of World History." 
This is the title of his book, in which he wrote: 
" ... had the Soviet forces overcome Polish 
resistance... Bolshevism would have spread 
throughout Central Europe and might well have 
penetrated the whole continent... Christianity 
would have experienced a dangerous reverse." 
Here I think lies the reason for the persistent 
Soviet attempts to destroy Poland, even though 
she could not possibly threaten their empire. 
In Tactical Genius in Battle, Simon 
Goodenought placed the Battle of Warsaw 
among the twenty-seven battles decisive for the 
history of the world. He lists Pilsudski among 
such leaders as Alexander the Great, Hannibal, 
Napoleon, Themistocles and Julius Caesar. 
Is it not surprising then that so many serious 
historians have completely overlooked the Polish
Soviet war? E.g., Paul Johnson, in his otherwise 
excellent Modern Times fails to mention the 
events of 1920 at all! The New Columbia 
Encyclopedia gives typically distorted 
information on both Pilsudski and Weygand. 
Clearly , the authors have never read the writings 
of Soviet commander Tukhachevsky. He made 
the Soviet intentions and their disappointment 
very clear when he stated: "It was the Polish 
bourgeoisie who stopped the revolutionary fire 
from spreading allover western Europe." 
The Soviets had learned their lesson and waited 
almost twenty years before they moved to 
reconquer the borderlands. This time they did not 
try to do it single-handedly. They found an 
excellent ally. His name was Adolf Hitler. 
One last note. Polish Military Aviation had up to 
100 aircraft on the Soviet front, organized in 
several squadrons. One of them was composed 
of American volunteers, veterans of the World 
War. There were seventeen of them. They came 
to repay, as they put it, a long-standing 
Revolutionary War debt to Poland. 
The American pilots played a signifIcant role, 
especially during the Kiev offensive. In May 
1921 they were replaced by Poles and went 
home. 
The traditions of the squadron were continued 
during World War II by the legendary Kosciusz

ko Squadron No. 303. Formed in England in 
1940 from former personnel of the Kosciuszko 
Squadron in Poland, it became the highest 
scoring fighter squadron during the Battle of 
Britain. This Polish squadron shot down more 
enemy airplanes than any of the British units. 
In 1942, when American pilots arrived in 
Britain, some of them were coached by the 
Polish pilots of the Kosciuszko Squadron. That 
way history turned full circle. 
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Witold Skrypczak. a Houston geologist. gave this 
talk at the Houston Circle meeting of the Polish 
Institute. February 26. 1988. 

ADVERTISEMENT 

Special Offer: Polish Heritage Calendar, 
Vademecum (chock-full of addresses of Polish 
organizations around the world) and three 1988 

Christmas cards can be purchased for $16.00 
(includes postage) from POLISH DOMEK, 60 
Flanders Road, Bethlehem, CT 06751, tel. 203

266-7967. 
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PIASA MEETING 


PLACE: 309 Sewell Hall, Rice University 

TIME: October 7, 1988 (Friday), 7:00 p.m. 

SPEAKER: Mr. Radek Sikorski 

TOPIC: The Soviets in Afghanistan: 

Successes and Failures 


Wine and Cheese Reception Will Follow 

Mr. Sikorski received his primary and secondary 
education in Bydgoszcz, Poland. He graduated 
from Oxford University and has lectured at 
Oxford, Sandhurst and other educational 
institutions in Great Britain. He is a foreign 
correspondent for The Spectator and has recently 
been appointed chief foreign correspondent for 
National Review. He has written articles for 
Tygodnik Powszechny, The Sunday Telegraph, 
and Encounter. He spent summer 1986 in 
Afghanistan. His book Dust of the Saints will be 
published by Chatto and Windus in 1989. 
All Members and Friends are cordially invited to 
attend. 

MAIL A CARE PACKAGE TO 
A BELEAGUERED INDEPENDENT 

POLISH UNIVERSITY! 

THE CATHOLIC UNNERSITY OF LUBLIN, 
the only independent university in Poland, has 
had difficulties obtaining typing paper and other 
office supplies. The government, which holds a 
monopoly on the supply of paper, claims that it 
does not have enough of it to sell to the CUL. 
Parcels with typing paper and other basic office 
supplies are urgently needed. Do not send large 
parcels--2-4Ibs. worth of typing paper has be«n 
suggested. This suggestion is not made at the 
request of the CUL. It has been conceived by a 
Sarmatian Review reader. 
Mail to: 

Rektor 
Catholic University of Lublin 

20-950 Lublin 
AI. Raclawickie 14 
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