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RESEARCH NOTE)

Making Borders Stick:

Population Transfer and Resettlement
in the Trans-Curzon Territories,

1944-1949
1)

Bohdan Kordan

Un;wrs;ty of S4slt4l\342\202\254h\037n)

In the final stages of World War II, when the shape of the postwar European

order was being discussed and
negotiated,

there was the underlying but unspo-
ken belief that its future success depended on

resolving
the difficulties of the

past. The polyethnic nature of East European states and territorial inrongruity
in the region, where frontiers failed to ronform to the natural boundaries of

ethnolingiuistic communities, were considered panicularly troublesome. Both

had invited irredentist claims and/or provided the grounds for intervention,

opening the door to the conflict that lay ahead. If nothing else, the lessons of

the interwar period had convinced key postwar planners to believe, if not in the

neassity of bringing some
logic to the map of Europe, then ccnainly the polit-

ical imponance of introducing a balance in
European affairs without the

offending complications which earlier had such disastrous results.

The legacy of the interwar years, in effect, had highlighted the importance

of securing frontiers on the basis of practical considerations, if not indisputable
claims. It was to become a central point of iliscussion and bargaining at
Teheran, Yal\302\243a,and later Potsdam. Although there were obvious tensions

regarding specifics and even a few moments of doubt during the process of

diplomatic negotiation, all the representatives of the Grand Alliance implicidy
understood what was at stake. Indeed, there was little fundamental disagree-
ment on this point, just as there was no real alarm or protest voiced over the

implications of the proposals being raised, which taken together amounted to

nothing less than the vinual demographic makeover of East Cenmd Europe.

\037Ine result was that, in the concluding years of the war and its aftermath,

boundaries in East Central
Europe

were adjusted to coincide with ethnolin-
guistic

communities while populations were realigned to conform with the new

frontiers. This would translate into no less than 18.3 million people in the

11nc author acknowIcdgcs the support of the Office of the Dcan, Sr. Thomas More College,
University of Saskatchewan, and wishes to express his thanks to Mr. Byron Moldofiky of the

Canogaprhic Division, University of Toronao, as well as Professor f! R. Magocsi and the

anonymous rdCI'ttS of (hc IMR for thcir welcome and most helpful comments.)

o 1997 by (he Cmter for Migration Saudia of New York. All righu racncd
0197-9183/97/3103.0119)

704 IMR Volumc 31 Number 3 (FaJII997): 0704-0720)))
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region being uprooted and moved from their ancestral homes as pan of orga-

nized population mmsfers and resettl ement (Magoai, 1993:164-168).The

most important of such transfers was the expulsion of 3 million Germans from

the Sudctenland and another 3.3 minion from the territories along the Oder-
Ncissc Rivers and in East Prussia, territorics which had been separated from

Germany after the war as pan of the postwar \037parations. But perhaps morc sig-
nificant still, at least from the perspective of the Soviet Union, was the formal

acceptance of the historical Curzon Line as the boundary demarcating
the new

frontier between Poland and the U.S.S.R.which would lead as well to a mas-
sive population exchange between the two countries.

Designed in 1919-20 by the British mediator Lord Curwn as an armistice

proposal between the then warring powers Poland and Soviet Russia, the

Curzon Line served to identify the maximum territorial reach of Soviet politi-

cal inRuence in Europe (U.S. Department of State, 1944). In the years to fol-

low, it had become a conventionof sorts (U.S. Depanment of State, 1945) and
in the politics of postwar Europe would find once again a purpose, providing
both a reference in the discussion on state boundaries in Eastern Europe and a

political I'2tionale for the new Soviet boundary in
Europe.

It also, however,

offered a diplomatic solution to a number of political problems. It satisfied

Soviet gcostrategic interests without damaging the essential &ropean balance

of power and resolved once and for all the vexing Polish Question which for so

long had threatened to bring down the Grand Alliance but now further

promised to complicate Allied postwar relations. In the
spirit

of Allied solidar-

ity and in the expectation of postwar cooperation, the Curzon Line, first pro-

posed at Teheran and then
adopted at Yalta, was imposed on Poland and

Eastern Europe. Any funher fonnal disam ion of the matter ended when

Winston Churchill declared shonly after the Crimean oonference that the
Soviet claim to Poland's eastern territories was both \"just and right.\"

Territorial oompensation - the German lands in Pomer.mia and Silesia as

well as East Prussia - was offered to the new pro-Soviet Polish government in

Warsaw in order to make the
changes

in the cast morc palatable. From the
per-

spective of the Soviet leadership, however, for the new Polish-Soviet border to
be enduring and binding, cemin romplicating political features had to be dealt
with. There was, of course, the problem of the

large Polish population now

located in the U.S.S.R.,but there was also a frontier that still did not coincide

with Ukrainian oontiguous ethnographic territory. The solution was to be

found in a program of resettlement which would target oommunities on both
sides of the new border, a policy eventually affecting some 1.4 million individ-

uals, including 810,000 Polish inhabitants of former East Galicia and Volhynia
and 630,000 individuals identified with the Ukrainian cthnolinguistic com-
munity ncsded primarily in the borderlands of Podlachia, Chdm, Jaroslaw, and

the Lcmko region (Map 1).)))
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lne process of population exchange began almost immediately with the sign-
ing

of the Polish-Soviet agreement of September 1944 which had set the new
frontiers. In the Soviet Union, the resettlement policy was represented as part
of the normal postwar repatriation process whereby those ethnic Poles and

Jews who were citizens of Poland prior to September 17, 1939, and had

expressed a desire to migrate to Poland could do 10. In this regard, a declara-

tion of intent, either written or verbal, was sufficient. Under the terms of the

agreement, those digible could also take memben of their immediate fami-
lies with them, but only if they too expressed a willingness to leave.
Adolescents over the age of fourteen were given the independent right to
choose whether to remain. Families were permitted to take with them live-

stock and the equivalent of two tons of household posKSS iOl1S, while incen-)))
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rives were used as a means to induce outmigrarion. For purposes of start-up,
a sum of 5,000 rubles was to be credited to each family that would leave, the
full amount to be paid back within five years (Shchyrba, 1975:167). In the

end, some 885,302 individuals would register for patriation and, of this num-

ber, 810,415 (92%) were eventually resettled (U't' Bilinksy, 1964:59). These

were primarily ethnic Poles, urban dwellers from several imponant historical

centers of Polish settlement and activity in East Galicia, notably Lviv,

Ternopil', Stanyslaviv (later lvano-Frankivs'k) and Drohobych as well as

Rivne in
Volhynia.

Responding to the resettlement campaign, the anti-communist Polish

underground, Armija Krajowa (Home Army), appealed
to the indigenous

Polish population in Ukraine to reject the offer and resist if possible. The

reaction was mixed. The historical connection to the region made the deci-

sion to resettle a difficult proposition, but the repressive nature of the Soviet

regime and at times brutal ethnic conflict between Poles and Ukrainians dur-

ing the war convinced many of the necessity to leave and to Stt in this an

opponunity finally to quit the U.S.S.R. However reluctantly, a majority
would accept the offer and migrate. The resistance that did materialize was

sporadic and largely localized, with some 5,616 farms being destroyed either
at the hands of their respective owners or as a result of local skirmishes with
security troops (Shchyrba, 1975: 168), the operation being

conducted under

the administrative authority of the internal security arm of the U.S.S.R., the

Ministry of Interior (Ministn'stVO V\"utTmnylth lklor MVD).
Parallel developments took

place simultaneously in Poland. Between
October 1944 and September 1946, 497,682 Ukrainians were registered for

patriation. Of this number, 482,880 individuals or 97 percent were eventu-

ally relocated to the Ukrainian Republic, settling primarily
in the Ternopil',

lvano-Frankivs'k, and Cviv oblasts, in the southern and south-central oblasts

of Mykolaiv and Dnipropctrovs'k, and to a lesser extent in the Donbas region
of Eastern Ukraine. Population losses (Map 2) were heaviest in the border

counties of HrubieszOw - 68,658, Pnemr'l - 64,831, and Sanok - 60,878,
followed

secondarily by the counties of Lubacz.6w - 43,172, Tomasz6w -

40,742, Lesko - 39,505, Jaroslaw
- 36,666, and Chelm - 33,195. Even areas

with but a few Ukrainian inhabitants were also affected, such as the counties
ofLuban6w- 811and Radzyta

- 274 (Evseev, 1962:124-125).
Officially, Ukrainian resctdement from Poland commenced November 15,

1944, but efforts at
repatriation

had begun a week prior to the
agreement

coming into effect. Indeed, by the official stan of the campaign, the
process

was already wdl underway with 3,500 having been resettled; the plan called
for the transfer of the entire population by December 31, 1945. During the
campaign, all

eligible individuals were required to register with local district

commissions administered from the key centers of Jaroslaw, Gorlice,
Krasnystaw, Chdm, l.A1b1in, Bilgoraj, JasIo, Zam\037, and Nowy SClCZ (Hvat\\)))



708) INTP.ItNA11ONAL MIGRA110N REvIEW)

,)

2

nON TRANSFER TO USSR

ERRl R, C - C

.

,

I
I)

1)

UKRAINI N

Vs-)
OP)

.....
.)

.....
'

.\037

\037.

,-
R.ulz\037 .

C)

POlAND)

fOOaW2

lA.halt .,w

\\
<kfm

w

\037Iwt

I\"..111M ..(

uti

.
..\037

Jau \0371.1\\\\ .

\\: . ..1 LubcL\037kl
..

p nn Lub.K76)

UKRAINIAN)

No\\ Y
S .)

Sanuk
tor)

\\)\037 y
T.uR)

,nrt) c \302\267)

...)

o)
::..!.-.

o _ k.M \037r\037
c;. I\037)

II on) ) I boy... I 'n(,.\037.I j9) NUD1bn uf pea Ie b county)

- .. t- 1.\037\\'1Ctdc:null IIK)l1 I..
Sq .cmlX.T I 'June I 1)

Jl1 I ne. I' 19

- Ukra_m.ln s..c;R pc\037-w.u hCM.met.

o Ukramun t.-dmc:).lill us.I)

10 (XX). 19\
1 . 99')

II ) 1)))



PoPuLATION TIANSFER IN TRANS-CuRzoN TP.RJUTORIF.S) 709)

1988:243). The oommissions were staffed with both Soviet and Polish per-

sonnel whose primary function was registration. but who were also charged
with the task of coordinating and facilitating the

traDSpon
and relocation of

families as well as oonduaing propaganda work among the
target population.

Initially, some su ccesses were had, especially in the counties of JasIo, Gorlicc,

and Krosno where wanime devastation made the offer of relocation attrac-

tive. By August 1, 1945, there were no funher applications for resettlement

(Kwilecki, 1967:279). h a result, the
operation

of relocating the population
entered into a new phase, the push to resettle beginning in earnest with the

summer of 1945 (Table 1).)

TABLE 1
PoPuunoN TuNsPa AND 1tIsErn..DoHr.
TaANs-OJuoN TIunomsa 1944-1\"\

Poland

lime Period U.S.S.R. (ZimW \037\".,,,,) Toca1

1944 Polish-Soviet Agreement 15. 1-14. XlI\037 3.505 222.S09

15. XI-I. 11945 36.\037 I 81.323

2. I-I. 1111945 41.477 39,846
2. 11I-IS.VlIII945 1\"1.186 3.505

16.. VlII-I.lV 1946 122.524 345.033
2. IV-I. IX 1946 137.629 482.662
2. IX-I. XlI\037 5.950 488.612

Operation Willa 29.JV-3I.VIII947 139.467 628.097

Postopcrarion Relctdcmcnl: VIII 1947-XII 1949 2.695 630.774
Total 488.612 142.162 630.774
Source Szadniak and Szora. 1973; H..e'. 1918; Misilo. 1993.)

To achieve the political objective of
resettling

the ethnic Ukrainian popu-
lation from Poland, the relatively passive character of the

policy was aban-

doned in &vor of more aggressive means. In this regard, special Polish and

Soviet security forces - the KDrpus Bn:pi\302\253ululUNl W\037..h (KBW) and
MVD respectively

- were engaged to playa more active role. Mass arrests of
local elites as well as various other coercive measures were applied to pressure
families and individuals to register and relocate. As force became routine, the

voluntary became compulsory. Families and entire communities, under con-

siderable duress, were compelled to embark on transports bound for the
Soviet Union. Within the course of a single year Ouly 1945 - July 1946),
some 400,000 were uprooted and deponed. The operation tapered off only
in September of 1946 (1ft' Table I) when, for all intents and pu\037, the

population base that was the foundation of a territorially compact ethnic
Ukrainian community in Poland was destroyed.

Popular resistance to the
expulsions was widespread, providing ready

recruits for the organized Ukrainian nationalist insurgency, UlmUns'lta

Ptwst41U'It. Armiill (UPA) which had been operating in the area since 1943

against both German
occupation and Soviet power (st'\037 S \037 niak and SlOta,)))
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1973:255-258). To combat the insurgency, regular units of the Polish mili-
tary were formally brought into active service against the UPA in September
1945 and deployed alongside detachments of the civilian militia - the Milicja

O/,ywaulslta (MO) - as well as the security units of the KPW and Soviet

MVD. Although the insurgents proved both stubborn and resourceful against
the combined Polish and Soviet efforts to extirpate them from the country-

side, this only served to accelerate and intensify the process of resettlement as

a means of undermining their resistance (S\037niak and SlOta, 1973). This
escalation led invariably to a substantial increase in the tempo of violence, the
effect of which was to deepen the conflict and create a climate where a more
drastic solution to the crisis could not be ruled out. When the legendary
Polish military figure

and deputy defense minister General Karol

Swiercz.ewski was ambushed by UPA on March 28, 1947, the necessary pre-
text for a final and more decisive action was provided: the displacement of the
entire ethnic Ukrainian population west of the Cunon Line.)

OPERATION WISU)

Conducted as a military operation, the action was assigned the code name
\"Wisla.. In this, the cooperation of the three regional powers

- Poland, the
U.S.S.R., and Czechoslovakia - was required with both regular infantry and

internal security formations pressed into service for the dual task of crushing
the resistance and relocating the entire remaining population. Polish forces -

totaling some 18,000 - included an air squadron, six regular infantry divi-
sions, a special security division of the KBW (consisting of three brigades of

infantry), and auxiliary units from the MO and border patrols (Misilo,
1993:27). In Czechoslovakia, the 7th Army was deployed along the frontier,

primarily to cut off population Right across the Carpathians and to capture

UPA raiding units, while an indeterminate but large number of Soviet MVD
and border patrols were also involved in the action.

The military operation was carried out between April 29 and July 31,
1947. In a number of planned phases, villages throughout the'lrans-Cun..on
territories were systematically encircled and the population in each given but

a few hours to prepare
for departure (Misio, 1993; Jaworsky, 1988; Truhan,

1990). The inhabitants were herded together and force-marched to gathering
stations and rail terminals such as at Zag6rz, Komancza, Szczawne-Kulaszne,

Chotylow, Bchec, Pn..eworsk, and Chelm, where they were transponed on
boxcars and convoys to processing centers in Warsaw, Lublin and Ojwiecim
(Auschwitz), among others. A population of 139,467 was deponed in the

two-month period (Map 3) and dispersed primarily throughout the newly

a\037uired
German territories - the so-called \"regained territories\" (Zinnie

Udzyslutne)
- of East Prussia (Olsztyn) and along the Polish-German frontier

(Szczecin and Kozsalin). A significant number of individuals were also re1o-
cated to the voivodeship (woj\037) ofWroclaw (15,491).)))
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The Olsztyn voivodeship or province received the majority of deponecs,
serving as the final destination for 40.6 percent (or 56.625) of the total
deponed during the military aaion. The voivodeship of Koszalin followed

with 22.4 percent (oW Map 3). By and large, however, Ukrainians were not

allowed to concentrate. The result was that, in terms of geographic distribu-
tion, small groups of uprooted Ukrainians could be found in anyone coun-

ty within the nine provinces targeted to receive the deportees. Ultimately,

Ukrainians were resettled across 70 counties and, of these, only 24 became

the destination for 2,000 individuals or more (gt Table 2). The county of

Gitycko in the province of Olsztyn would receive the largest share, absorbing
11,462 of the new arrivals, but still only accounting for 8.2 percent of the
total number

deponed during the military action (Table 2). Of the 70 coun-

tics, 56 would each receive a fraaion of 2 percent or less of the total number

expelled. The rationale behind the variegated distribution pattern was that

the widest possible dispersal would lead to their assimilation. To facilitate the
process, deponces were selectively mixed by county for resettlement in the

receiving provinces (Map 3). The iarKe numbers expelled from the areas of
Sanok (28,133), Lesko (19,610) andPneworsk (17,882) meant, however,
that individuals from these counties would still be disproponionately repre-

sented in the receiving areas.)

TABLE 2
CouNnII REaMNG IN IbrrIICC OF1,OGO nu.v..-.d

BY RANK 0mD, ho\302\245INa, AND AI A Paa!NTAcB or 11111 Tcnu. Nuaaa or \037)
P.wMtlCounry No. of Deportees \037Pnwincc

Gitydw 11,462 0Isztyn
KosaIin 7,006 Kosr.aIin

Dzia&dowo 6.624 0Isuyn
r.Hdt 6.256 OIaryn

Braniewo 6.240 0Iszryn
\037 5397 0Isztyn

CzIuchow 5.175 Kosr.aIin

Kemyn 5.M6 0Isztyn
Swpd 4.934 \037i n

Banou)U 4.347 0Iaryn

Sza.ecinek 3.551 KoaaIin

Sua 3.202 0Iszryn
Wolow 2.887 Wrodaw

RaId 2.856 0Isuyn
WaIa. 2,734 KosaIin

KoIobrrq 2.547 Kosr.aIin

Miano 2.520 Koaalin
s&.wno 2.321 Koszalin
Lobez 2.255 Sza.ecin

SuIccin 2,219 ZidonoFrsk
Lcpica 2.149 Wrodaw
0IIr6da 2.111 0Isuyn

<Aoa.ano 2,059 Sza.ecin

0Idnica 2.0 12 WrocJ.w

SouIu: M... 1\"'.
8'JM coal numba of \037ea durine Operation \\Va... 139.467.)

Toeal Dcponca (\037)

8.2

5.0
4.7
4.5
4.5
3.9
3.7

3.6

3.5
3.1
2.5
2.3
2.1

2.0

2.0
1.8
1.8
1.6
1.6
1.6
1.5

1.5

1.5
1.4)))
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At a policy levd, no effOn was made during Operation Wisla to distin-

guish between supponers of the regime, neutrals, and sympathizers of the

Ukrainian panisan movement.The military action was to apply equally to all

those of non-Polish origin, irrespective of political allegiances, highlighting

the doctrine of collective responsibility. Appeals from activists, old commu-
nists, and veterans of the antifascist struggle, requesting

that they be allowed

to remain on their ancestral lands, were ignored (Truhan, 1990:22), while

those suspected of aiding or abetting the armed resistance were arrested and
sent to the Jawormo concentration camp. In excess of 3,800 were interned at
the camp and, although the majority were released after 6-12 months, an

estimated 15 percent
of the inmates are thought to have perished there

(Truhan, 1990:26).
In the end, the outcome of the military action was decisive. Of the nearly

1,800 armed combatants and 740 civilian operatives who were still active in

the Trans-Curron territories at the time of Operation WISJ.a, the Ukrainian

resistance would lose nearly half of its personnel: 543 were killed in action

and 792 captured, of which 173 were summarily executed (Misilo,
1993:460). But the determining factor was the expulsion of the entire ethnic

Ukrainian population from the region, which made funher armed struggle
untenable. It was within this context that the remaining UPA units aban-

doned the Trans-Curron lands, either breaking through to the west or cross-

ing the Soviet frontier to oontinue operations in the Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic. Significantly, by defeating the insurgency, Operation
WisJa would also more fundamentally resolve the difficult question of

Poland's ethnic and territorial integrity. In the pr \037 of cleansing the area of

its Ukrainian ethnic minority as a means of eliminating the armed resistance,

an undisputed border identifying the political geography of the postwar
Polish state was finally and clearly demarcated.

Although Operation Wisla was conclusive in that it met the primary mil-

itary and political objectives, individual families continued to be forced from
their homes in the border counties. From August 1947 through to December

1949, an additional 2,695 individuals were relocated to Poland's nonhwest,
mostly from mixed Ukrainian/Polish families considered politically unreli-
able. With these expulsions, the drama of resettlement came to a close:

630,774 ethnic Ukrainians being the final number relocated from the Trans-

Curron territories during the years 1944-1949, of which 77 percent were

sent to the Soviet Union as part of the original Polish-Soviet population
exchange agreement and the remaining 23 percent being those expelled dur-

ing the course ofOpcration Wasla and its aftermath (st't'Table 1).

As a consequence of the resettlement process, the border counties became

virtually barren of population. It was left to the
postwar regime to take steps

to consolidate political authority over the territory by encouraging ethnic)))
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Polish migration to the region. However, the still fresh memories of the strug-

gle which had exacted 3,685 Polish lives, including several hundred civilians
(S\037niak and Swta, 1973:422-423), made recruitment to the area diffi-

cult. Polish authorities consequently would have to look elsewhere for new

settlers, primarily to the some 14,392 Polish families, uprooted from the

U.S.S.R., who would eventually assume the
still-standing homes of the for-

mer Ukrainian inhabitants of the region.)

LEMKO REGION)

The terms of the Polish-Soviet concord on population exchange identified

those to be resettled to the Soviet Union from the Trans-Curzon territories as

Ukrainians and/or Ruthenians. Faced with the prospect of deportation, the

highlanden of the
Subcarpathian region, known as Lcmkos, argued that on

the basis of ethnic origin the agreement did not apply to them (Truhan,
1990: 17). It was not a convincing argument. As elsewhere in the Trans-
Curzon territories, the push was on to repatriate all non-ethnic Poles.

Although there had been some voluntary migration among the Lemkos in
the Krosno and Gorlice countics, the

general disposition of the local popula-
tion was overwhdmingly negative

- a not unexpected development for a peo-
pic whose customs and traditions were closely linked to the highland geogra-

phy. Moreover, information regarding conditions in Soviet Ukraine had cir-
culated widely in the region, the source of which were those Lernkos who, as

pan of an earlier 1940 German-Soviet population exchange, had experienced

Soviet rule first hand and returned disillusioned to their mountain homes

during the war. Consequently, private as well as community initiatives were

undertaken to convince Polish authorities of their civic loyalty, including for-

mal acceptance of the Latin rite by some 5,000 Uniate Lemkos of the coun-

ty of Novy \037cz who had hoped through this symbolic g\037ture
to avoid the

deponations (Kwilecki, 1974:94, 1967:280). Individual exceptions were

made, but the terms of the Polish-Soviet agreement were explicit. Indeed,

given the Soviet postwar preoccupation
with finally gathering all the East Slav

peoples under Soviet rule, no general
allowance could be made. The decision

to force the deponations of the Lcmkos had a resonating effect, lending cre-

dence to the activity of UPA as well as to the Ukrainophile tendency in the

region generally. It also bolstered the armed insurgency and the civilian

underground network with willing recruits especially
in the eastern rnches of

Lemko territory
- the counties of Lesko and Sanok (Golash, 1988; Potichnyj,

1996).
The UPA in the Trans-Curron was organittd into a hierarchy of military

and tactical districts as well as tactical sectors. \037rhe T rans-Curron territory. or

the .Sian\" military district as it was called, was divided into three tactical dis-)))



PoPULA11ON TRANsPE.R IN TlANs-CuRZON TERRITORIES) 715)

trias coinciding roughly with the Chelm.Jaroslaw and Lemko regions. The

Lemko tactical distria (identified by the code name -Beskydl was comprised

of eight taaical sectorsj the majority (six) being located in the administrati\037

counties of Lesko and Sanok where the local Lemko population was both

more concentrated and organized and the UPA was panicularlyaaive, espe-

cially after October 1945 when the official drive to resettle began with
resolve. The UPA in the Lemko region, as elsewhere in the Trans-Curzon, pri-
marily fought a rcarguard action, attempting to disrupt the work of the reset-

tlement commissions while engaging security patrols and garrisoned troops.
The intent was to prolong the stru\037e, at least until the East-West conflict

erupted into a new war, which, they believed, would offer the promise of lib-
eration (Potichnyj, 1987).The outcome, however, was a foregone conclusion.
Between October 1944 and September 1946, the Lemko region, like much

of the Trans-Curron
territory, was stripped of its indigenous population, with

a total of 145,533 relocated to the U.S.S.R. The Sanok and Lesko counties
alone accounted for 81,305 of those reseltJ ed, while the remaining 64,228
individuals were inhabitants of the six counties of Krosno, Brz0z6w, Jasio.

Gorlice, Nowy \037cz, and Nowy Targ (Map 4).)
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Despite the organized and systematic nature of the expulsions carried out
in the Lemko

region during the yean 1944-1946. significant numbers of

Lemko Ukrainians managed to evade the initial effons at resettl ement by
retreating to the forests. returning to their homes when the

opponunity pre-)))
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scnred itself: However, the character of O\037ration Wisla, with its substantial
resources, made retreat or escape no longer possible. Consequently, a total of
71,000 inhabitants, or virtually the entire non-Polish population, were
forcibly expelled during the military operation from the Lemko region. These
were largdy dispersed throughout the former German territories in Poland's

nonh and nonhwest, although in the case of the Nowy S\037cz and Gorlicc

counties a large number (9.529) were also sent to the Wroclaw voivodeship

(Map 4). The majority of the deportees originated from the Sanok and Lesko

counties - 28,133 and 19.610, respectively
- and secondarily from Gorlice

(11,518) and Nowy Sap (9,251). Resettlement efforts in the Sanok and
Lesko counties remained consistently high during both the 1944-1946 expul-

sions and Operation Wasia because resistance was especially entrenched in
this area and civilian suppon needed to be broken as a means of

dcfeating the

insurgents locally.

Although interethnic conflict had resulted in certain population losses for

the local Polish inhabitants in the Lcmko region, Polish settlements remained

relatively unaffected. Based on the 1930 and 1950 censuses, Maryataski's

comparative study (1961) on the relative disposition of the ethnic Ukrainian
and Polish settlements would show a marked shift in ethnic population den-
sities throughout the Lemko tenitory with few exceptions. An 80--100 per-)
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cent change, for example, occurred in the ethnic composition of the popula-

tion for much of the Lesko and Sanok counties where Ukrainians predomi-
nated (Map 5). Lesko, Baligrod, Wolkowyja, and Cisna - centers of mixed

ethnic composition but with significant
numbers of Polish inhabitants - wit-

nessed only a 20-50 percent change, primarily
the result of the cleansing of

their Lcmko Ukrainian minority. In contrast, the Polish enclave that encom-

passed the village of Ternawa and nearby Zag6rz would remain rdatively
.
Intact.

As with much of the Trans-Curron territory, new settlcrs were actively

encouraged to migrate to the region to bolster the remaining Polish commu-

nity (Biernacka, 1974). Notwithstanding statc assistance and the promise
of

land, migration to the area was weak. The primary source for new setdcrs,

therefore, in the immediate postwar period would be ethnic Poles expelled

from the Soviet Union and, interestingly, several hundred Greek families,

political refugees who had fled Greece in 1948 after pro-communist forces

werc effectively defeated there during the 1946-1949 civil conflict

(Biernacka, 1973).

In keeping with the political thaw that swept throughout the
region

fol-

lowing Khrushchev's revdations of Stalin's crimes at the twentieth Congress
of the CPSU, the Polish United Worker's Party in 1956 would eventually

condemn Operation Wisla, acknowledging that Polish authorities had erred

in assigning collective responsibility to the Lcmkos for the activity of UPA.

Uttle effort, however, was made to redress or reverse the consequences of the
policy. Of the 10,000 Lemkos who had expressed a desire to return to their
ancestral lands, only 4)000, whose homesteads were not occupied by Polish
settlers were permitted to do so. All others wcre prohibited from returning.

ostensibly to avoid a renewal of ethnic conflict in the region (Slaw, 1958:57).)

MATERIAL CULTURE)

For the most
part,

the material symbols of Ukrainian ethnic settlement such

as churches and cemeteries were also destroyed or altered during and after thc

Trans-Curron territories were cleansed of their Ukrainian inhabitants

(Iwanusiw, 1987). For example, of the 690 Eastern Rite Uniate or Greco

Catholic churches located within the autochthonous Lemko Apostolic

Administration and the joined Eparchies of przemySl, Sambir, and Sanok -
churches whose distinctive architectural forms represented a visual challenge

and symbolic reminder of the cultural legacy of the indigenous population -
351 were destroyed (see Figure I), notably in the Sanok and Lesko counties

where resistance was unyielding and entire villages razed. Another 243 came

under the jurisdiction of the local Roman Catholic ordinaries when trans-
ferred for use to the local Polish population after the Uniate Church ceased)))
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to exist both tk juw in 1946 with its liquidation and tk faCIO after the depor-
tations. &venty-one of the churches were abandoned and remained in vari-

ous states of disrepair or were turned over for nonsacred use (warehouses,

museums, theaters).
In the Lemko region. the appropriation of the Uniate churches and their

conversion to Polish use occurred mostly on the periphery
of those counties

- Nowy S\037CL, Gorlice, Krosno, Brroww - where the ethnic Ukrainian pop-

ulation was relatively less established numerically and Polish settlement and
territorial reclamation proved less problematic. \037rhe destruction of the sacred

material culture of these local mountain peoples, however, was not an end in
itself but rather symptomatic of the larger process which aimed at securing
the frontiers while dealing with the problem of ethnic heterogeneity, long

viewed as a source of Poland's domcstic political troubles during the interwar

years.)))
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