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— A BROAD OUTLINE

During World War II, the main aim of the Polish President, the Polish
Government in Exile, the Polish Armed Forces in Exile and the Polish Army
in occupied Poland was to regain full sovereignty, independence and territo-
rial integrity of the Polish state. The achievement of that goal was deter-
mined not only by the defeat of the Third Reich but also by the policies
exercised by the USSR, one of aggressors who dismembered the Second
Republic of Poland in September 1939 and later joined the Great Coalition.
During the war, Soviet policies addressing Poland’s quest for independence
posed the greatest legal challenge for the Polish Government in Exile and its
home divisions. The Western Allies approached the political aspects of that
struggle with a vast degree of ambiguity.

The complexity of the problem in Polish foreign policy resulted from the
fact that upon Germany’s invasion of Russia on 22 June 1941, the Soviet
Union automatically broke off its close alliance with Hitler, becoming the key
member of the anti-German camp. In the years that followed, the Soviet
army engaged the German (and not only) forces in a series of battles that
inflicted a devastating blow on the military and economic potential of the
Third Reich and its allies. The Red Army’s continued success gave impetus to
the Soviet Union’s expansive, imperial foreign policy. The Soviets launched
aggressive propaganda campaigns which undermined Poland’s right to sover-
eignty and territorial integrity in the Eastern Borderlands!. Those measures

1 W. Materski., Zerwanie stosunkéw polsko-sowieckich in: Historia dyplomacji polskiej, ed.
W. Michowicz, vol. 5: 1939-1945, Warszawa 1999, pp. 319-387; idem, Na widecie. II Rzeczpo-
spolita wobec Sowietow 1918-1943, Warszawa 2005, pp. 655-701.
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weakened Poland’s efforts to protect its rights in the east. The Western
Allies turned a blind eye on Poland’s struggle in fear of severing their
relations with Moscow?, especially since they failed to open a second theater
of war?.

The vast disproportions in Poland’s and the USSR’s military and eco-
nomic potential detracted from the government-in-exile’s significance in the
Allied camp. Owing to British and American war strategies, President Racz-
kiewicz and the successive prime ministers (Sikorski and Mikotajezyk) found
their efforts to protect Polish sovereignty in the eastern territories not only
difficult but, in the contemporary military reality, completely impossible and
futile. The Western Allies’ attitudes towards the Polish problem were best
illustrated during the breakthrough period in Polish-Soviet relations in April
1943 when the Germans had discovered a mass grave of Polish officers
murdered by the NKVD in 1940 in Smolensk?.

The USSR’s decision to break off diplomatic relations was a powerful
blow for the Polish authorities and their struggle to secure Polish rights in
the Eastern Borderlands. This problem took on a new significance in the face
of suspicions that the Soviet army would be the first to enter the territory of
the Nazi-occupied Poland. In the second half of 1943, Polish-Soviet relations
did not focus entirely on the Eastern Borderlands, but they also addressed
rudimentary issues, namely Poland’s independence which, despite Poland’s
efforts on the anti-German front, became highly debatable in the face of
Russia’s increasingly blatant imperial ambitions.

The Red Army’s advance towards Poland’s pre-war borders was one of
the key problems facing the Polish Government in Exile and, above all, its
factions in the occupied country. The Polish underground movement, in par-
ticular the Polish Underground State, became divided over the matter at the
turn of 1943 and 1944. The differences concerned the structure of the con-
spiracy movement which was to be preserved in the face of the encroaching
troops of “our allies’ ally”.

2 J. Tebinka J., Polityka brytyjska wobec problemu granicy polsko-radzieckiej 1939-1945,
Warszawa 1998, passim; M. Hatas, Goscie czy intruzi? Rzqd polski na uchodzstwie. Wrzesieri
1939 — lipiec 1943, Warszawa 1996, passim.

3 According to the Western Allies, there was a threat of a repeated scenario from 1918
when Russia and Germany had signed a peace treaty. In the absence of Anglo-Saxon armies on
the continent, the Western Allies were particularly cautious not to generate tension in their
relations with Russia.

4 Zbrodnia katyriska w swietle dokumentéw, ed. J. Mackiewicz, Londyn 1982, p. 85;
W. Materski, Zerwanie stosunkow..., p. 374; idem, Na widecie..., p. 701; E. Duraczynski, Rzqd
Polski na uchodzstwie 1939-1945. Organizacja, personalia, polityka, Warszawa 1993, p. 222;
cf: Prawdziwa historia Polakéw. Ilustrowane wypisy Zrédtowe 1939-1945, ed. D. Baliszewski,
A K. Kunert, vol. 2: 1943-1944, Warszawa 1999, p. 1005; Andrzej K. Kunert and Dariusz
Baliszewski suggest the date of 11 April 1943; for more information on the discovery of the
mass grave, refer to: A. Paul, Katyr. Stalinowska masakra i tryumf prawdy, Warszawa 2003,
pp. 197-209.
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The strategy to be adopted in the event of a Soviet invasion was one of
the key points of a national uprising plan developed by the 3™ Division of
the General Command of the Union of Armed Struggle (KG ZWZ) and the
Commander-in-Chief's Headquarters. In the initial uprising plan, “Opera-
tions Report No. 54”, forwarded to London on 5 February 1941, KG ZWZ
accounted for the threat to insurgent operations that could be posed by the
second occupant, USSR, on the anti-Nazi front®. A defense strategy account-
ing for the Red Army’s hostility towards the insurgents had been developed
before the Soviet-German war in a completely different political reality. The
Soviet occupation of Poland’s Eastern Borderlands plunged the USSR and the
Second Republic of Poland into a state of war, and the Red Army’s potential
advance was perceived as the greatest threat to Polish military efforts and
quest for independence both from the political and the military perspective.
After 22 June 1941, Polish territory was occupied by only one aggressor, and
the signing of the Sikorski—Mayski agreement completely changed the initial
concept of the anti-German uprising in Poland®. The USSR’s attitude to the
military and political strategies of the Polish Underground State was an
important consideration in the decision-making process both for the Govern-
ment in Exile and its domestic divisions. Despite the fact that Poland and
the Soviet Union had established official diplomatic relations, that a Polish
army was being organized in the USSR and that both countries were mem-
bers of the same political and military camp, by 1942, the command of the
Polish Army in exile’ and at home feared the military and political conse-
quences of the Red Army’s invasion of Poland. On 22 June 1942, General

5 M. Ney-Krwawicz, Koncepcje powstania powszechnego na ziemiach polskich in: Operacja
“Burza” i Powstanie Warszawskie 1944, ed. K. Komorowski, Warszawa 2004, pp. 68-71; idem,
Koncepcje walki i powstania in: Armia Krajowa. Szkice z dziejow Sit Zbrojnych Polskiego Parist-
wa Podziemnego, ed. K. Komorowski, Warszawa 1999, pp. 207-212; see also: idem, Koncepcje
walki Armii Krajowej in: Wiadze RP na obczyzZnie podczas II wojny Swiatowej, ed.
Z. Blazynski, Londyn 1994, pp. 527-533.

6 In “Personal and classified instructions for the national commander” of 8 March 1942",
Commander-in-Chief general Sikorski argued that the possibility of a Polish-Soviet treaty
should be taken into account in operation plans; Armia Krajowa w dokumentach 1939-1945,
vol. 2: VI 1941 — IV 1943, Wroctaw—Warszawa—-Krakow 1990, p. 202.

7 In his instructions addressed to General Rowecki (“Rakor”, “Kalina”, “Grot”), General
Sikorski noted that the Soviet army, pressured by German forces, could launch a counterattack
already in 1942. As the result “Germany would be defeated, and the Russian army wound enter
German territory, partially through Poland”. Sikorski emphasized that if the envisioned situa-
tion were to take place, “we would be unable to actively counteract the Russian troops entering
Poland in pursuit of the withdrawing German army. The State and the Polish Armed Forces at
Home could be effectively reinstated only if Russia were to act in good will to fulfill the
undertaken obligations [...]”. General Sikorski observed that anti-Russian campaigns could be
completely incomprehensible for the Western Allies; therefore, they could be subjected to acute
criticism, and they could be used by the Soviets as a pretext to “break off the agreement and
occupy our Country. This could lead to unnecessary bloodshed”. Nonetheless, “we should be
fully prepared when the Bolsheviks encroach into our territory”, argued Sikorski, and the Polish
Armed Forces at Home would stage a military attack against German troops; itbidem, p. 203.
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Rowecki, Commander of the Home Army, forwarded “Report No. 132. Poland’s
position on Russia and our options in the eastern territories”™ to the Com-
mander-in-Chief. The report listed issues that had a decisive impact on Polish
operation plans in the Soviet front. General Rowecki wrote that “Russia al-
ways has been and always will be our enemy”®. In “Instructions 1111/42”,
Rowecki recommended the observance of the provisions of the Sikorski-
Mayski agreement in the Polish army’s operation plans, and referred to the
agreement as “a tool in the battle against Germany. The agreement was not
a manifestation of the Poles’ and the Bolsheviks’ free will, but it was im-
posed on both parties by the German invasion of Russia”lY. Rowecki thus
implied that political guarantees would not offer real protection to Polish
interests in the event of the Red Army’s advance. In the “Kalina” report, he
analyzed three hypothetical case scenarios in the eastern front, he described
their impact on the planned uprising and the ensuing threat from the Soviet
armed forces. As regards the most pessimistic third variant which envisaged
the Soviet army’s victory over German forces and the USSR’s advance into
Europe in the footsteps of withdrawing Nazi troops, General Rowecki was of the
opinion that an armed struggle should not be initiated against the Germans. He
argued that the German occupation would be swiftly replaced by Soviet mili-
tary control. The following recommendations were formulated in the “Kalina”
report: protecting state administration by appointing the Government Dele-
gate for Poland, his cabinet and public security agencies (National Security
Corps /PKB/ and Internal Affairs Department /DSW/), keeping the Polish
army in exile and refraining from exposing the Home Army!l. The possibility
of armed retaliation against Soviet aggression could not be ruled out!2.
Although the USSR was listed in the “allies”!3 section of the successive
uprising plan detailed in “Orientation report No. 154”, developed by the

8 Ibidem, pp. 273-278.

9 Ibidem, p. 273.

10 Thidem, p. 274.

11 According to General Rowecki “The Home Army would emerge from hiding only when
we have a sufficient guarantee that Moscow will be loyal, and that it will not hinder our efforts
to restore an independent Polish Republic”. The Soviets were expected to provide such
a guarantee as the result of the efforts undertaken by the Polish Government in Exile on the
international arena with the full involvement of the Western Allies; ibidem, p. 275.

12 According to the General Command of the Home Army, an armed retaliation was part
of the third option during the anti-German rising. When faced with the threat of being dis-
armed by the approaching Soviet troops, the Polish Armed Forces at Home stationed in the
insurgent base (the “redoubt”) would take military action to shake the conscience of the West
and give a clear answer to Britain’s and the USA’s position on the Polish-Soviet conflict.
Rowecki did not support this scenario because it would imply Poland’s defeat, nevertheless
“even if we are in for a hopeless fight, we can’t give it up on account of our responsibility to the
future generations”; ibidem, p. 277.

13 Rowecki wrote: “Russia. I consider it to be an ally only for formal reasons, and I deeply
believe that Russia will demonstrate a hostile attitude to Poland as soon as it has regained its
strength [...]”; ibidem, p. 332.
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General Command of the Home Army on 8 September 1942, the author of
the “Kalina” report demonstrated a highly cautious, if not pessimistic, ap-
proach to the Soviet invasion of Poland. General Rowecki was of the opinion
that the Red Army’s advance into Poland would ultimately end in yet another
occupation which the country would not be able to resist effectively. According
to the Home Army commander, the Polish Armed Forces should remain a part
of the conspiracy movement, and their existence could be communicated to the
public only upon the commander-in-chief’s explicit orders4.

As the eastern front advanced towards Poland’s pre-war borders, the
Soviet threat became a predominant topic of debate in the underground
movement’s plans to stage an anti-German uprising!®. In radiogram messa-
ges forwarded in 1943, General Rowecki proposed to replace the plans detailed
in reports No. 54 and 154 with a series of local uprisings. Leaving aside the
military considerations, in particular the combat potential of the Polish
Armed Forces on the German front, the purpose of an armed struggle was to
manifest the “Polishness” of the Eastern Borderlands. In the face of USSR’s
increasingly brutal territorial claims16, this concept became a crucial motiva-
tor underlying the Polish military effort. The local uprising concept proposed
by General Rowecki was approved by the Commander-in-Chief who wrote in
a telegram of 25 March 1943 that in the event of the Red Army’s invasion,
only the civilian administration should be revealed, whereas Home Army
troops exposed during military struggle against the Germans should be
“withdrawn deeper into the country to prevent their destruction”l7.

The USSR’s decision to break off diplomatic ties with Poland was a clear
sign of the Soviets’ true intentions towards Poland, in particular on the eve
of the Red Army’s invasion of Poland’s eastern territories. On 25 April 1943,
the former Soviet ally became the “our allies’ ally”, and this fact had
a significant bearing on emergency scenarios developed by the Polish author-
ities. The Polish government had to swiftly develop clear guidelines for
facing the Soviet army and preserving Poland’s sovereignty. This urgent
need was communicated by General Roweckil® in his telegrams to the Com-

14 Thidem, p. 333.

15 According to General Rowecki’s report of 26 February 1943, the outbreak of the upris-
ing should be coordinated with “the encroachment of the Russian army, rather than the col-
lapse of Germany”; ibidem, p. 423; see also: M. Ney- Krwawicz, Koncepcje powstania..., p. 78;
idem, Koncepcje walki..., p. 216; idem, Koncepcje walki Armii Krajowej..., pp. 540-541.

16 Ref. W. Materski, Na widecie..., pp. 685-700.

17 Armia Krajowa w dokumentach..., vol. 2, pp. 485—-486.

18 In the telegram of 19 June 1943, he wrote: “Whereas I am fully aware that our Soviet
policy is wrought with problems, I find it difficult to keep track of the sudden and unexpected
twists in political relations. In the underground world, every change of orders is extremely
difficult to execute, and when it comes to the eastern borderlines — it is practically impossible.
[...]. I can command the army to adopt only one attitude towards the Russians at a time”;
Armia Krajowa w dokumentach 1939-1945, vol. 3: IV 1943 — VII 1944, Wroctaw—Warszawa—
—Krakow 1990, p. 29. According to “Kalina”, a defensive position defined in a cohesive and
logical manner would lay the foundations for a further plan of action which would be consistent
with the operations on the anti-German front; ibidem, p. 32.
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mander-in-Chief. Based on the former Soviet policy addressing Poland,
Rowecki argued that Poland should adopt “an active and defensive stance,
therefore, a generally hostile stance” towards the USSR19.

The General Command of the Home Army became clearly divided over
the Polish-Russian issue in 1943, in particular in the second half of the year.
The General Commander of the Polish Army, General Komorowski — Bor,
Chief of Staff General Petczynski and Colonel Irenek — Osmecki upheld their
uncompromising positions regarding Soviet territorial claims. They were
clearly opposed by other Home Army officers, among them General
Stanistaw Tatar (“Erazm”), head of the 3rd Division of General Command,
and lieutenant colonel Marian Drobik (“Dzieciol”), head of the 2°¢ Division of
General Command?2®, who argued that in consequence of Soviet victory in
the eastern front, the Red Army would invade Poland already in the winter
of 1943/1944. They claimed that Poland’s fate would be decided by the USSR,
and any attempts to resist the Soviets would be sheer madness, a futile
struggle aimed at saving Poland’s honor that would ultimately lead to the
downfall of the Polish Underground State?l. They advocated a flexible tactic
towards the USSR that would be based on a rational analysis of Poland’s
resources in 1943 and 1944 and its ability to win the political and military
conflict with the Soviets. The results of the analysis left no room for hope —
every confrontation with the USSR would end in a devastating defeat of
Poland. General Tatar and Lieutenant Colonel Drobik suggested in two sepa-
rate reports that urgent attempts should made to reach agreement with the
Kremlin, even at the expense of the Eastern Borderlines?2. In their opi-
nion, the proposed solution was Poland’s only chance of establishing its own

19 Thidem, pp. 30, 31. General Rowecki argued that depicting the Soviets as allies to the
Polish independence movement was a big mistake which undermined the Polish army’s morale
and disintegrated social unity; ibidem, p. 30.

20 W. Buthak, Raport szefa Oddziatu II KG AK pptk. dypl. Mariana Drobika “Biezqca
polityka polska a rzeczywistosé” i sprawa jego aresztowania (listopad-grudzieri 1943) in: Wywiad
i Kontrwywiad Armii Krajowej, ed. W. Buthak, Warszawa 2008, pp. 15, 23-47.

21 Drobik was of the opinion that continued passivity without any efforts to reach
a broader compromise with the USSR was sheer madness that was deprived of any logic; ref.
Pokonani w obozie zwyciezcow — o sprawie polskiej w latach II wojny swiatowej z Markiem
Kazimierzem Kaminiskim i Tadeuszem Kisielewskim rozmawiajg Witadystaw Buthak i Barbara
Polak, “Biuletyn IPN” 2005, No. 5-6(52-53), p. 40; see also: W. Buthak, op. cit., p. 27;
Z.S. Siemaszko, Dziatalnosé generata Tatara 1943—-1949, Lublin 2004, p. 24

22 7, S. Siemaszko, op. cit., p. 24, J. Stepien, Lieutenant Colonel Marian Drobik’s memo-
randum of November 1943 advocating changes in Poland’s policy towards the USSR, “Teki
Archiwalne”, new series, 2001, vol. 6 (28), pp. 173-198; The authors of the memorandum, in
particular Drobik, subscribed to Winston Churchill’s opinion that the Polish-Soviet conflict
could be permanently pacified by satisfying the USSR’s territorial claims. M. K. Kaminski
argued that this line of thought offered no guarantee that Russia would accept Polish independ-
ence after the war. The authors of the memorandum seemed to disregard the idealistic founda-
tions of Soviet expansionism. For the USSR, the annexation of Poland’s eastern territories was
not the ultimate goal. For critical remarks to Drobik’s memorandum, refer to: W. Buthak,
op. cit., pp. 39-40.
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overnment and rescuing everything else that could be saved. Generals Ko-
morowski and Petczyriski23 were openly resentful of the concept and, conse-
quently, the proposal was rejected by the General Command. Drobik?* was
arrested by the Gestapo on 8 December 1943, and Tatar?® was dispatched to
London on 14/15 April 1944 as part of operation “Bridge 1”7, therefore, the
contents of their reports did not influence the Home Army’s official position
on Soviet claims.

The Polish Underground State’s action plan in the event of a Soviet
invasion was based on a set of instructions forwarded by the Council of
Ministers to the Home Army commander and the Government Delegate at
Home on 26 October 194326, Three case scenarios were analyzed: 1) rein-
statement of diplomatic relations between the government of the Republic of
Poland and the Soviet Council of People’s Commissars, 2) continued absence
of Polish-Soviet diplomatic relations, 3) conclusion of a separate agreement
between the USSR and the Third Reich. According to the first, most optimis-
tic variant, underground administration would officially take command over
Polish territories, and the reinstated Polish Armed Forces at Home would
remain a part of the conspiracy. Should the Red Army attempt to incorporate
Polish territories into the Soviet Union, Poland would file an official com-
plaint on the United Nations forum?2’, and the Home Army would restrict its
operations to self-defense measures. In the event of the second scenario, the
Polish government announced that “the matter would be brought to the
attention of the United Nations in an official protest against the violation of
Polish sovereignty — Soviet troops invaded Poland without consulting the
Polish government. In its communiqué, the Polish government would also
renounce any cooperation with the Soviets”28. The national authorities
should remain underground, and the armed forces would act in self-defense
in the event of Soviet repression. In the third variant, the government
advocated the scenario that had already taken place before 22 June 1941
— civilian and military authorities should go even deeper underground, limit-
ing themselves to the “most necessary acts of self-defense”2.

In the face of the Red Army’s imminent advance into Poland’s eastern
territories, Home Army soldiers in eastern districts had to be provided with
instructions for responding to Soviet regular and partisan troops. The com-
manders of Home Army districts were given the following orders under
Instructions No. 1300, issued on 20 November 1943 for Operation Storm:

23 W. Baliriski, Cztowiek w cieniu. Tadeusz Pelczyniski. Zarys biografii, Krakéw 1994, p. 84.

24 Refer to: Buthak, op. cit., p. 47.

25 7.8. Siemaszko, op. cit., p. 34.

26 Prawdziwa..., vol. 2, pp. 1332-1334; see also: Armia Krajowa w dokumentach..., vol. 3,
pp. 182-185.

27 Ibidem, p. 1333.

28 Tbidem, p. 1334.

29 Tbidem.
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“1) Soviet partisan troops entering Polish territory should not be prevented
from engaging in military combat with the Germans. Direct engagement
with the Soviet enemy should be avoided. Polish troops that had already
entered into a conflict with the enemy and, therefore, would be unable to
repair their relations with the Soviets should be relocated. Our operations
will be limited strictly to self-defense”30. Polish soldiers were advised to play
host to the advancing Soviet troops, obstruct any attempts at incorporating
Home Army units into Berling’s army and obey only the orders and direc-
tives given by legal Polish authorities.

The threat of the Red Army’s regular troops crossing Poland’s pre-war
borders gave rise to yet another dilemma, namely the choice of strategy
addressing Soviet partisan units that had already made their way to Po-
land3!. Home Army commanders fully recognized the problem. In a series of
telegrams sent in October 1943, General Komorowski, Home Army com-
mander, informed the Commander-in-Chief of a series of attacks staged by
the Soviet partisans32. The problem was not solved in 1943. Komorowski was
faced with the difficult task of protecting national interests and, at the same
time, controlling anti-Soviet attitudes among his soldiers. In order No. 126 of
12 January 194433, Komorowski argued that in view of the logic of war,
Poland was unable to deny the USSR the right to fight against Germany on
Polish territory, therefore, no such attempts would be made by the Polish
government. Whereas Poland sanctioned the Soviet partisans’ struggle
against the German army and administration, it would not tolerate any
political efforts aimed against the sovereignty, independence and integrity of
the Republic of Poland. In this regard, General Komorowski instructed his
troops to resist any such attempts by acting in self-defense.

During the occupation, the attitude towards the Soviets was a frequent
topic of debate in various press titles associated with the conspiracy move-
ment. In 1943, with the eastern front approaching Polish territory and the
continued absence of diplomatic relations with Russia, this issue was widely
discussed by underground publications. Those articles were an important
awareness-building tool which prepared soldiers and members of the con-

30 Ibidem, p. 1373.

31 Zob. K. Sacewicz, Centralna prasa Polski Podziemnej wobec komunistéw polskich (1939-
1945), Warszawa 2009, pp. 135-168; idem, Obraz sowieckich akcji dywersyjnych w okupowanej
Polsce (1941-1943) na tamach “Biuletynu Informacyjnego”, “Echa Przesztosci” 2003, vol. 4,
pp. 127-151; Putawski A., Sowiecki partyzant — polski problem, “Pamieé i Sprawiedliwos¢” 2006,
No. 1(9), pp. 217-254.

32 Armia Krajowa w dokumentach..., vol. 3, p. 154.

33 AAN, 203/1-2, Zotnierze Sit Zbrojnych w Kraju, 12 January 1944, col. 48-48a (also
AIPN, 0397/251, vol. 2, col. 344-345); refer to: “Biuletyn Informacyjny”, 3 February 1944,
No. 5(212) in: “Biuletyn Informacyjny”, part 3: Przedruk rocznika 1944. Konspiracja, “Przeglad
Historyczno-Wojskowy” 2003, special issue No. 3(200), pp. 1793-1796; Prawdziwa..., vol. 2,
pp. 1449-1451; Tadeusz Bor-Komorowski w relacjach i dokumentach, ed. A.K. Kunert,
Warszawa 2000, pp. 120-122.
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spiracy movement for the possibility of a Soviet invasion. They featured
recommendations, guidelines, instructions and analyses of future Polish-So-
viet relations. Above all, those publications attempted to answer the follow-
ing question: which political and military force was approaching Polish bor-
ders? Biuletyn Informacyjny, the flagship publication of the Information and
Propaganda Bureau of the General Command of the Home Army (BIP KG
AK), attempted to provide the answer already in November 1943. Its article
stated that the Red Army was the military force of an imperial state “which
is not an army of friends or a liberation army for Poland”34. The authors
emphasized the USSR’s aggressive claims to Polish territory, its attempts to
disintegrate the Polish political scene by creating pro-Soviet initiatives, such
as the Union of Polish Patriots (ZPP) and Berling’s army “which enabled
Russia to engulf the remaining Polish territories through Sovietization”35. In
conclusion, the authors wrote that “[...] Poland’s historic aggressor, Russia, is
approaching the Polish border without much display of good will, fighting
our deadly enemy, Germany, on its way [...]. Our nation will be forced to take
one of the most important political exams in its history”36.

As part of national preparations for the arrival of Soviet troops, efforts
were made to manifest the Polish roots of the Eastern Borderlands. This goal
was to be achieved through the revolutionary ardor of Polish civilian author-
ities during Operation Storm and displays of national spirit in the local
community. In official communication of 15 November 1943, the Government
Delegate at Home instructed local residents not to panic and to remain in
their respective territories to protect Polish property and support the nation-
al authorities. Members of the local community were also told to act “with
dignity and politeness” in the face of the encroaching Soviet army3’. In
addition to the orders instructing Polish people to give uncompromising
support to the Government in Exile and to preserve national unity38, the

34 Front wschodni — u granic Polski, “Biuletyn Informacyjny”, 18 November 1943,
No. 46(201) in: “Biuletyn Informacyjny”, part 2: Przedruk rocznikéw 1942-1943, “Przeglad
Historyczno-Wojskowy” 2002, special issue No. 2(195), p. 1598.

35 Ibidem, p. 1598.

36 Tbidem.

37 Wskazania dla obywateli ziem kresowych, “Biuletyn Informacyjny”, 25 November 1943,
No. 47(202) in: “Biuletyn Informacyjny”, part 2, p. 1611. An underground publication of the
Polish Socialist Party — Freedom, Equality, Independence (WRN) also issued an appeal to the
Polish citizens inhabiting eastern territories, instructing them to stay put and refrain from
panic. The authors of the appeal wrote: “We will show the Red Army that these territories are
our home where we have set our roots, that we are still citizens of the Republic of Poland. We
will demand respect for our rights, including the right to self-determination, within the frame-
work laid down by the Polish national authorities”; Jezeli wkroczy armia rosyjska, “Robotnik
w Walce”, 21 November 1943, No. 6.

38 Refer to: O wlasciwg postawe, “Ajencja A.”, 10 December 1943, No. 12; Jezeli wkroczy armii
rosyjska, “Robotnik w walce”, 21 November 1943, No. 6. WRN wrote: “[...] loyal to our authorities
and the Polish Republic until the end, we will demand that the encroaching Russian army fully
respects our rights to self-determination”. See also: Przed kresem drogi, “Biuletyn Informacyjny”,
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manifestations of Polish identity in the Eastern Borderlands were a key
element in political and social preparations for the Soviet invasion. The
authorities appealed to the public not to give in to hostile propaganda, to
remain calm and to steady their nerves when the moment finally arriveds®.

The Red Army crossed the eastern border of the Second Republic of
Poland on the night of 3 to 4 January 194440, The Polish territory was
invaded by the military forces of “our allies’ ally”, a hostile power which did
not maintain formal diplomatic relations with Poland. In the face of the
Soviet offensive, the underground authorities were forced to develop detailed
propaganda instructions as well as an official political and military position.
Whereas the Home Army required an in-depth interpretation of the provi-
sions of instructions No. 1300, the political elites were confronted with
a serious organizational challenge in the process of responding to a tangible
Soviet threat.

In January 1944, the General Command’s Information and Propaganda
Bureau issued propaganda guidelines, signed by Colonel Rzepacki, that were
a reflection of the Home Army’s position on the Soviet invasion. The follow-
ing statement was made: “Poland desires good neighbor relations and coope-
ration with Russia on terms that do not hinder our country. It was not
Poland’s decision to break off its diplomatic relations with Russia. If our
diplomatic ties are reinstated, we are ready to collaborate with the Russian
army on Polish territory. We demand that Russia respects our independence
and territorial integrity and ceases to intervene in our internal affairs”*!.

6 January 1944, No. 1(208); The Government Delegate’s Office for Home wrote: “The Polish
government represents the Polish State and the Polish nation engaged in an armed struggle in
the country. [...] Maximum unity symbolizes maximum democracy”; Jeden jest tylko polski osrodek
wtadzy, “Kraj. Agencja Informacyjna IP”, 4 January 1944, No. 1(18). These appeals took on a special
significance not only in the face of the approaching eastern front but also the heightened
activity of the communist underground; See also: K. Sacewicz, Centralna prasa..., p. 293-.

39 Noworoczne wskazania, “Biuletyn Informacyjny. Z Frontu Walki Podziemnej”, 30 De-
cember 1943, supplement to “Biuletyn Informacyjny” No. 52(207) in: “Biuletyn Informacyjny”,
part 3, p. 1731. The appeals were continued in 1944, refer to: Oswiadczenie, “Agencja Prasowa”,
20 April 1944, No. 16 (209).

40 M.K. Kaminski, Dyplomacja polska wobec dyktatu mocarstw (lipiec 1943 — luty 1944) in:
Historia dyplomacji polskiej, ed. W. Michowicz, vol. 5: 1939-1945, Warszawa 1999, p. 467; refer
to: Wojska sowieckie w granicach Polski, “WRN”, 14 January 1944, No. 1(132); Powaga sytuacji,
“Przeglad”, 21 February 1944, No. 16; Przekroczenie granicy Polski przez wojska sowieckie,
“Biuletyn Informacyjny”, 13 January 1944, No. 2(209) in: “Biuletyn Informacyjny”, part 3, pp.
1759-1760. Members of the Polish underground argued that the encroachment of the Red Army
into Polish territory fuelled the communist propaganda. They warned the public of the propa-
ganda’s negative consequences. Refer to: Taniec szalericow, “Polak”, 2 March 1944, No. 4; AAN,
206/2, Polacy! Robotnicy! Chiopi polscy!, July 1944, col. 4—4a.

41 AAN, 203/July-1, Wytyczne propagandowe No. 1/44, January 1944, col. 5; zob. tez AAN,
203/VII-1, Wskazowki do prowadzenia rozméw z Armiqg Czerwong, 1944, col. 12-15; Polskie
“Paristwo Podziemne” w obliczu ofensywy Sowietéw, “Biuletyn Informacyjny”, 4 May 1944,
No. 18(225) in: “Biuletyn Informacyjny”, part 3, p. 1987-1989; O wolng Polske, “Wolnosé Robot-
nicza”, 21 February 1944, No. 4(6).
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The Red Army invasion spurred a debate in the political community. The
People’s Party (SL) advocated a polite stance to the Soviets without surren-
dering the key goals of Poland’s eastern policy*2. In the absence of Polish-
Soviet diplomatic relations, the following recommendations were formulated:
“a) resist forced or voluntary conscription to the Soviet army and Berling’s
units by all means available, b) refrain from taking up employment in the
Soviet political administration or the Soviet police, c¢) refrain from participat-
ing in election campaigns held by the Soviet authorities, d) go deeper under-
ground in the event of a Soviet occupation — the Polish Workers’ Party is
better versed in the conspiracy movement than the Gestapo™3.

In its public appeal, entitled “Citizens” (Obywatele), the Convention of
Independence Organizations claimed: “Our country is invaded by Russian
troops, the army of our second eternal enemy”#4. This was a clear signal that
Poles should adopt the same attitude towards the Red Army that they had
exercised with regard to Wehrmacht forces, or at least a very cautious ap-
proach.

The same stance was adopted by the command of the National Armed
Forces (NSZ) which wrote in “General instructions No. 3” of 15 January
1944: “In addition to its claims covering half of Poland’s territory, the USSR
relies on the Polish Workers’ Party and the People’s Army to carry out
a revolutionary communist campaign aimed against the entire Polish nation.
[...]. In line with the NSZ’s statement claiming that ‘Poland’s eastern borders
established by the Treaty of Riga are not debatable’, I hereby announce that
the National Armed Forces will fight to restore Poland’s eastern territories.
The following guidelines and orders are hereby issued: 1) Soviet forces on
Polish territory shall have enemy status. 2) In view of the situation in the

42 “Polska Ludowa”, a press publication of the “Roch” People’s Alliance, wrote: “We firmly
claim Poland’s eastern border as defined by the Treaty of Riga in 1921”; Polska a Rosja, “Polska
Ludowa”, January 1944, No. 1 (42).

43 AAN, 200/2, Circular letter No. 6: Do zarzadéw wojewédzkich i powiatowych, March
1944, col. 27-28.

44 Ag cited by W. Chojnacki, Bibliografia zwartych i ulotnych drukéw konspiracyjnych
wydanych pod okupacjq niemieckq w latach 1939-1945, Warszawa 2005, p. 461. Already in April
1943, a similar position towards the Soviet army was adopted by the “Blok” Anti-Communist
Alliance, yet another right-wing movement in the Polish Underground State, headed by Hen-
ryk Glass. Glass addressed a “Memorandum on the dangers of a communist revolution in
Poland” to the key decision-makers. He wrote: “Poland has not one, but two deadly enemies:
the Nazi Germany and the Soviet Russia, 2) the German-Russian war and the gradual deterio-
ration of both military powers significantly benefits the interests of the Polish State and nation
[...] 4) Poland may not aid either party in this war”. An evaluation of the communist under-
ground, based on Memoriat w sprawie niebezpieczeristwa rewolucji komunistycznej w Polsce
(April 1943), ed. K. Sacewicz, “Pamie¢ i Sprawiedliwos¢” 2009, No. 1(14), p. 413. The “Blok”
Alliance regarded the Soviet offensive in the eastern front as a measure supporting the
achievement of Moscow’s imperialistic ambitions. Ref. “Blok” Henryka Glassa wobec zagrozenia
sowiecko-komunistycznego na podstawie “Planu C” (paZdziernik 1943 r.), ed. K. Sacewicz, “Echa
Przeszlosci” 2007, vol. 8, p. 226.
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international arena and the need to unite all enemy forces in the battle
against the German occupant, [...] any conflict with regular Soviet troops
should be avoided [...]. 3). In view of the Polish government’s instructions of
27 October 1943, indicating that any collaboration with Soviet troops would
be allowed only after the reinstatement of Polish-Soviet diplomatic relations,
any attempts at cooperating with the Soviet military forces will be regarded
as a breach of national interests and treason. 4) The efforts to restore diplo-
matic relations with the USSR and the achievement of this goal will not put
an end to our struggle against the spread of communism and the establish-
ment of Bolshevik agencies on Polish territory”4.

The National Armed Forces’ guidelines differed significantly from the
instructions formulated in the report entitled “The independence movement
and the Soviet invasion”, developed by the Information and Propaganda
Bureau of the Home Army’s General Command on 16 February 194446, The
report postulated that the absence of anti-German measures would support
the “Soviet game”, and Poland “would be liberated from German rule by
Bolsheviks and their Polish agencies”’. The above could shift the public’s
support away from the Polish government and towards the communists. The
administrative authorities*® were to emerge from hiding upon the Soviet
invasion, although in the face of an anti-Polish campaign staged by the
Ukrainians, they would not make their presence known in areas where the
Polish community had been decimated and where agreement could not be
reached with the national minorities. It was postulated that partisan forces
which had exposed themselves during anti-German operations should
emerge from the underground. The need for a second conspiracy movement
“comprising members of political and military elites, with a uniform struc-
ture throughout the entire territory”4® was advocated in the event of a civil
war, Soviet military intervention and “persistent police control which takes
place in a formally independent state”®?. The author of the report concluded

45 «“N'SZ”, 23 February 1944, No. 2; see also: Wrdog, “NSZ”, 5 April 1944, No. 3; A. Rawicz
[d. Lilpopl, O co walczq Narodowe Sity Zbrojne?, Warszawa 1943 in: Narodowe Sity Zbrojne.
Dokumenty, struktury, personalia, ed. L. Zebrowski, vol. 1, Warszawa 1994, p. 92.

46 AAN, 203/VII-38, Ruch niepodlegtosciowy wobec wkroczenia wojsk sowieckich, 16 Feb-
ruary 1944, col. 7-9

47 Tbidem, col. 8.

48 The report provided for other activities aiming to influence the Poles’ attitudes towards
the Soviets in Polish territories situated east and west of the Curzon line. Its authors envisaged
a long-term occupation of the Eastern Borderlands, and a shorter period of foreign control in
central Poland. They believed that Anglo-Saxon support would prevent the Sovietization of
Poland. The existence of economic relations between the USSR and the Western Allies would
enable the latter to exert political pressure on Moscow; ibidem, col. 7.

49 Tbidem. Starting in the fall of 1943, a secret organization under the cryptonym “NIE”
was developed under the orders of the Home Army’s commander to safeguard Polish interests
in the event of a Soviet invasion; see also: A. Chmielarz, Epilog Armii Krajowej in: Armia
Krajowa. Szkice z..., pp. 323—-328.

50 Thidem.
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that the failure to initiate an anti-German rising and the escalation of Polish-
Soviet hostilities would be a serious mistake. Poland vested high hopes in the
support of the Anglo-Saxon countries, but according to the author, only a British
and American intervention could bring positive results®l. The report empha-
sized that unless those powers interfered in the immediate future “any hopes
of a post-war intervention would be completely futile2.

Soviet military encroachment in the footsteps of withdrawing German
forces brought diplomatic consequences that had been detailed in the govern-
ment’s instructions of 26 October 1943. On 5 January 1944, the Polish go-
vernment printed a statement in the London-based dailies Dziennik Polski
and Dziennik Zotnierza®3. The British authorities intervened, and the state-
ment was largely toned down in the part relating to Poland’s territorial
integrity and its position towards the USSR. The published postulates were
also a part of Prime Minister Mikotajczyk’s radio speech broadcast in Poland,
and they were distributed in underground press and on leaflets®?.

The Soviet authorities gave a clearly negative answer. The message

broadcast on 11 January by the TASS news agency dispelled all illusions®®.

51 The Polish authorities were advised to adopt the Western Allies’ political position.

52 AAN, 203/VII-38, Ruch niepodlegtosciowy wobec wkroczenia wojsk sowieckich, 16 Feb-
ruary 1944, col. 9.

53 Oczekujemy uszanowania praw Rzplitej i jej obywateli. Oswiadczenie Rzqdu RP Gdy
armia czerwona wkracza na ziemie polskie, “Dziennik Polski i Dziennik Zolnierza”, 6 January
1944, No. 4 in: Prawdziwa..., vol. 2, p. 1433. It emphasized the constitutional legality of
the Polish government and the willingness to reinstate international relations that had been
severed in April 1943, on condition that the USSR showed respect for the rights and interests
of Poland and its citizens. Reports on the prime minister’s operations in the occupied Po-
land were delivered by “Biuletyn Informacyjny”; see also: Oswiadczenie premiera do kraju,
“Biuletyn Informacyjny”, 13 January 1944, No. 2(209) in: “Biuletyn Informacyjny”, part 3,
pp. 1755-1756.

54 The statement read: “Having regard to Poland’s unconditional right to independence,
the declarations and obligations undertaken by our allies, we demand that the rights and
interests of the Polish Republic, its state authorities and citizens be respected in every war and
every political situation in the international arena. We demand full recognition and respect for
our rights”; Prawdziwa..., vol. 2, p. 1437; Oswiadczenie premiera do Kraju, “Biuletyn Informa-
cyjny”, 13 January 1944, No. 2(209) in: “Biuletyn Informacyjny”, part 3, pp. 1755-1759. The
government’s position was fully approved by the Home Political Representation (KRP), the
Government Delegate for Poland and the Council of National Unity; ibidem, pp. 1438-1439;
Armia Krajowa w dokumentach..., vol. 3, p. 247.

55 Prawdziwa..., vol. 2, p. 1446. The Polish Workers’ Party argued that the “contents and
form of the government’s statement is in keeping with the traditional, anti-Soviet propagan-
da”;Koniunkturalne tamarice, “Przeglad Tygodnia”, 13 January 1944, No. 2(51) in: Publicystyka.
konspiracyjna PPR 1942-1945. Wybor artykutow, ed. A. Przygonski, vol. 3: 1944-1945,
Warszawa 1967, pp. 42-45. “Glos Warszawy”, another communist newspaper, was of the opinion
that the Soviet position “demonstrated the USSR’s understanding [...] that the Polish problem
should be solved in the spirit of historical justice, and that this process may not be disrupted by
a group of schemers and rabble-rousers”. Wytknieta droga, “Gtos Warszawy”, 18 January 1944,
No. 6(98) in: Publicystyka..., vol. 3, p. 49-51; see also: Bankruci brng dalej, “Trybuna Wolnosci”,
15 January 1944, No. 48 in: ibidem, pp. 47—48.
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The USSR refused to acknowledge Polish borders established by the Treaty
of Riga, and acting on the decision of the People’s Assemblies of Western
Ukraine and Western Belarus, it claimed every right to annex Poland’s
eastern territories. The Soviets argued that the Polish government’s negli-
gence of the nation’s problems and desires had led to a crisis in the two
countries’ mutual relations. On 14 January, the Polish government issued
a tempered statement in response to Soviet accusations, requesting the Al-
lies’ direct intervention with the Soviet authorities®®. In a statement of
17 January, the Kremlin officially criticized all Polish initiatives®”.

The Soviets’ position evoked much criticism in underground press pub-
lished both in Poland®® and abroad5?, thus further consolidating the nation
around the Government in Exile and its home divisions. According to the
journalists, Moscow’s reactions exposed the real goals and qualities of the
Soviet state®?. Some reporters hoped that the Western Allies would no longer
turn a blind eye on Poland’s dilemma in the face of the USSR’s increasingly
imperialistic policies®.

In response to the Soviet statement, on 20 January 1944, the Council of
National Unity and the Government Delegate for Poland sent a telegram to
Prime Minister Mikotajczyk whose contents were published in underground
press®2. In the weeks that followed, the USSR’s growing animosity towards
the Polish government, in particular its claims to Poland’s eastern territo-
ries, evoked a powerful response from the underground community which

56 Thidem, p. 1456; M.K. Kaminski, op. cit., p. 473; Odpowiedz rzqdu polskiego, “Biuletyn
Informacyjny”, 20 January 1944, No. 3(210) in: “Biuletyn Informacyjny”, part 3, pp. 1768-1769.

57 M.K. Kaminiski, op. cit., p. 473; Prawdziwa..., vol. 2, pp. 1465-1466; Rosja odmawia
rozmow z Rzqdem Polskim, “Biuletyn Informacyjny. Z Frontu Walki Podziemnej”, 13 January
1944, supplement to “Biuletyn Informacyjny” No. 2(209) in: “Biuletyn Informacyjny”, part 3, pp.
1770-1771. The “Antyk” subdivision of the Information and Propaganda Bureau of the Home
Army’s General Command referred to Soviet diplomatic tactics as “double-dealing and outrageous”;
Czy dojdzie do porozumienia z Rosjg, “Wolnos¢ Robotnicza”, 18 January 1944, No. 2(8). A complete-
ly different view was offered by the press of Polish Workers’ Party, ref. Dwa oswiad-czenia,
“Przeglad Tygodnia”, 20 January 1944, No. 3(52) in: Publicystyka..., vol. 3, pp. 52-54.

58 Ref. Nie bedzie Targowicy, “WRN”, 14 January 1944, No. 1(132); Stanowisko rzqdu
sowieckiego wobec Polski, “Przez walke do zwyciestwa”, 20 January 1944, No. 2(98). Spér polsko
—rosyjski, “Glos Ludu”, 21 January 1944, No. 2.

59 Ref. Prawdziwa..., vol. 2, pp. 1446-1447.

60 Ref. Moskwa bez maski, “Robotnik w Walce”, 23 January 1944, No. 2(10); Zdemaskowa-
nie polityki Moskwy, “Robotnik w Walce”, 23 January 1944, No. 2(10); Czy dojdzie do porozumie-
nia z Rosjg, “Wolnosé Robotnicza”, 18 January 1944, No. 2(8); Zaborczosé bez ostonek, “Robotnik
w Walce”, 19 March 1944, No. 5(13).

61 Ref. Zdemaskowanie polityki Moskwy, “Robotnik w walce”, 23 January 1944, No. 2(10);
Polska a Rosja, “Polska Ludowa”, January 1944, No. 1(42); Nasze stanowisko, “Rzeczpospolita
Polska”, 6 March 1944, No. 3(75); Dzis i Jutro, “Biuletyn Informacyjny”, 27 January 1944,
No. 4(211) in: “Biuletyn Informacyjny”, part 3., p. 1179.

62 S. Dzieciolowski, Parlament Polski Podziemnej 1939-1945, Warszawa 2004, pp. 49,
181-182; see also: “Rzeczpospolita Polska”, 7 February 1944, No. 2(74); “Biuletyn Informa-
cyjny”, 24 February 1944, No. 8(215) in: “Biuletyn Informacyjny”, part 3, p. 1837.
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was not limited to official approval for the Council of Minister’s policies®3.

The roots of the Polish-Soviet conflict were widely discussed in government®4
and party press®°. Those reports had a purely informative purpose, but by
spreading the awareness that Poland was threatened by the loss of its terri-
tory to its eastern neighbor, they built support for the preservation of Polish
integrity, and they shaped social attitudes towards the Red Army. They also
came as a response to underground communist publications which supported
Western Ukraine’s and Western Belarus’ rights to self-determination, i.e. the
annexation of those territories to the USSR®6. Members of the independence
movement could not remain a passive witness to those claims®’.

The Polish underground was fully aware of Russia’s imperialistic ambi-
tions. In 1943 and in early 1944, members of the conspiracy movement knew
that Poland was not about to be liberated from German occupation by an
allied army in the name of building an independent, sovereign and territori-
ally integral Polish state, but that the intervention served Soviet military
goals. Despite this awareness, the independence movement was not united

63 Ref. Podziemne Paristwo Polskie wokét jednolitych wtadz — zjednoczone spoteczeristwo,
“Biuletyn Informacyjny”, 13 January 1944, No. 2(209) in: “Biuletyn Informacyjny”, part 3, pp.
1753-1755; “Biuletyn Informacyjny. Z Frontu Walki Podziemnej”, 3 February 1944, supplement
to “Biuletyn Informacyjny” No. 5(212) in: “Biuletyn Informacyjny”, part 3, pp. 1803-1805;
Prawdziwa..., vol. 2, pp. 1454-1455. The appeal of the Polish Underground State reads: “This
appeal is a summons and an order. Summons: if the Country is disciplined and united in
solidarity, we will overcome the greatest obstacles, and we will find sufficient
strength to fend off the enemy, [...] Order: [...] Poles have to overcome the existing
divisions. Those who disobey the call for unity and solidarity are not only mad - they
are criminals!”

64 Ref. Kraj wobec roszczeri sowieckich. Kraj stoi na stanowisku nienaruszalnosci wschod-
niej granicy Rzeczypospolitej, ustalonej w traktacie ryskim, “Rzeczpospolita Polska”, 10 March
1944, special supplement in: Prawdziwa..., vol. 2, pp. 1511-1512; Po linii grabiezy z 1939 r.,
“Kraj. Agencja Informacyjna IP”, 15 March 1944, No. 11(28); Polska a Sowiety, “Biuletyn Infor-
macyjny”, 16 March 1944, No. 11(218) in: “Biuletyn Informacyjny”, part 3, pp. 1383-1384; ref.
W. Chojnacki, op. cit., p. 125.

65 Ref. Rosyjskie apetyty na Polske [supplement] “WRN”, 25 February 1944, No. 4(135);
Curzon — Ribbentrop — Mototow, “WRN”, 24 March 1944, No. 6(137); Porachunki dziejowe,
“Droga”, 10 May 1944, No. 5; Wschodnie granice, “Droga”, 10 May 1944, No. 5; AAN, 203/VII-
19, Linia Curzona to linia 3 rozbioru, col. 7.

66 Ref. Problem granic polskich, “Glos Warszawy”, 4 January 1944, No. 2(94) in: Publicy-
styka..., vol. 3, pp. 35-37; Problem granic wschodnich, “Przeglad Tygodnia”, 6 January 1944,
No. 1(50) in: ibidem, pp. 37-39; Nardéd polski a Sowiety, “Glos Warszawy”, 8 February 1944,
No. 12(104) in: ibidem, pp. 76-79; Czy Polska etnograficzna, “Trybuna Wolno$ci”, 20 February
1944, No. 50 in: ibidem, pp. 91-93.

67 The Socialists of WRN wrote: “We are exposing Soviet lies about Poland’s right to self-
determination every step of the way. We have to oppose the Soviet propaganda that is being
spread by the Polish Workers’ Party. Millions of Polish citizens will unite in protest against
Soviet aggression. If we don’t willfully succumb to Russia, it will never break the spirit of the
Polish nation, and the democratic world headed by our allies will force Russia to give up its
territorial appetite”; Rosyjskie apetyty na Polske” [supplement] “WRN” | 25 February 1944,
No. 4(135).
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in its attitudes towards the Soviet army. While some factions postulated that
the USSR was an enemy just like the Nazis, others argued that the although
the Soviets demonstrated a hostile and aggressive attitude towards Poland,
they were “our allies’ ally”. Regardless of the dominant option, Poland was
unable to maintain its sovereignty and territorial integrity, prevent the an-
nexation of its Eastern Borderlines and the Sovietization of social and politi-
cal life, in particular in the face of the Western Allies’ negligence and the
helplessness. Despite the brutality of the Nazi occupation, the Soviet army
was greeted by the Polish Underground State with much reluctance and
mistrust, if not open hostility. Many initiatives undertaken by Poland’s pup-
pet communist authorities, the Polish Committee of National Liberation,
were torpedoed by the conspiracy movement and its propaganda, bringing
humiliation to communist organizations in Poland®8.

68 Ref. T. Zenczykowski, Polska Lubelska 1944, Warszawa 1990, pp. 113-116.



