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I Yo 1848 the Ruthenian independence leader, Dobriansky, sent g levter teo
the Austrian emperor, Francis Joseprh, in which he agked that independence
be granted to Bukovina, Galicis ang sub-Carpathia, Tn 1918 Ruthenian
spokesmen addressed a memorendum to President Wilson asking for the in-
dependence of their homelang, In the seme Year, a large number of Ruthenian
delegates convened in Scranton, Pennsylva.nia, and debated the future of
Carpatl\o-Ruthenie.. About 26 to 22 g of those pregsnt voted in favor
of merging the area With the Ukraine, whereas 60 % favored the es.
tablishment of an autonomous ares within Czechoslovakia. Their votes
strongly influenced the disposal of that problem,

Czech DPolicy vig-a-vig Carpatho-Ruthenia. From the viewpoint of the
Rutheniang » this Policy had the following defects:

b,  The cultura) Policy was closely tied in with the personnel policy. In the
19308, more than 1,200 teachers in C&rpatho-Ruthenia vere of Czech national

orfin. Df contmat;i practically none of the schoclchildren were Czechs,
this narrow
Czech policy offered the Commnists 8004 propaganda arguments,

¢. Under a lang reform sponsored by the Prague goveroment, most of the land
re-distributed 1y Ruthenia was awardeq to Czech legionnaires {veterans
of World War I). The Communistg Buccessfully utflizea this fact for prop-
2ganda purposes ag well,
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d. In the political sphere the policy of the Czechoclovek Government favored L . i
the extension of Czech political organizations tothe Carpathian ares. Czech ‘]
parties established affiliates in tue Carpatho-Ukraine eltliough there was ¢
no indigenous need for them. 1

3. When confronted with the srgument that the Treaty of San Germain accorded
a high degree of autonomy to Cerpatho-~Ruthenia, the Czechoslovek Government
claimed that the cultural level of the Ruthenians was toc low to permit tle
application of such progressive principles. Autonomy was promised to the
Carpathian Ukreine at a late; date but in the meantime every single govern-
ment measure was directed towerd the suppression of Ruthenian influence in
the Carpatho-Ukraine.

b, The 1938 constitution of Czechoslovakia awarded to Slovekia and Carpatho-

Ruthenia the status of federated republics. In October 1938 a state govern-

ment for the Carpatho-Ukraine was formed in which Dr Bacinsky, (fnu) Brody

and Julian Revay were ministers; Mcnsigner Voloshyn and Dr Plescek served

as "secretaries" to that government. On 15 Mar 39 the government of

the Carpatho-Ukraine nroclaimed its independence from Czechoslovakia.

Monsignor Voloshyn became President; and Julian Revay hecame Prime Minister. '
These appointments were quickly confirmed by the Sejm (P&rliument]l 50X1-HUM

5. ...The esteblishment of an independent Carpatho-Usraine at that time was favored
also by the "Scranton group" which addressed s memorandum to that effecl to
the US Government. Almost at the moment that an independent Carpatho-Ukraine
was established, the Hungariars invaded the country. Resistance was fierce.
Count Teleki afterwards told the Hungarian perliament that the Hungarian
Army had suffered greater casualties in the occupation of the Carpatho-Ukraine
than in the occupation of ail other areas combined. Although the Hungarians
had established complete control over the country by 30 Apr 39 active
resistance continued throughout their occupation. Thousands of Ruthenians
were severely penslized by the Hungarians for activities directed against {

| their occupation authorities. Thousands of other Futhenians fled eastward
to Soviet-held territory. Prior to the occupation of Czechoslovakian terri-
tory by the Soviet Army, 90 ¢ of the soldlers of the Svoboda Army
were from Carpatho-Ruthenia; only the officers were predominantly Czech.
After the occupation of Slovak territory, there was a marked influx of Slo-
vaks into the so-called Czech Army of General Svoboda. After the occupation
of Prague by the Soviet Army, the Svoboda Army was disbanded and most of
the men returned to their homes.

6. Because of their disappointment with the Czechoslovak regime and their
hatred for the Hungarian occupation, not only the Communinst supported par-
tisans but also the Ruthenian nationalist underground viewed the Soviet Army
as a liberation force in 1944. Por the came reasnns politically vocal
elements among the Ruthenians favored the incorpuration of the area sub-
sequently known as the Carpathian cblast (Zakarpaiska oblast) into the
Ukrainlan SSR. A public drive for signavures in favor or incorporating
the Carpatho-Ukraine into the USSR was apparently quite sv-cessful. To
understand this one must bear ia mind the people's reaction to Eungarian
misrule and the effectiveness of propagands vhich at that time was more
or less echoed by Western information media. In November 1944k a council
or rada was convened at Mukacevo eri voted unanimously to join the USSR.

7. | |initial reasction to collectivization in the Carpathian 50X1-HUM
oblast was likewise favoratile and that there was no significant opposition
to 1v as late as 1950, Lavge landholders, especially Bungarians and churches,
had owned most of the land in Carpatho-Ruthenia prior to collectivization,
vhereas the majority of the people led a sub-standard existence. When the
Saoviets transformed the former estates into big ccllectives, many Ruthenians
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were therefore gquite pleased. Although no detailed information is available

\ | eigne of opposition and even acts of sabotage sgalust
collectives have cccurred during the last three years and indicate tlat the
Ruthenian population has finally understood that any short-range gains under
the Soviet system are elusive.

The people of the Carpathian cblast are most stromgly oppesurd to Soviet
policy in r>ligious matters. Following the practice adopted earlier in the
Soviet Ukraine, the Soviet regime has suppressed tbe Catholic Church of the
Eastera Rite in the Carpathian ~hlaat. All Catholic »priests who would not
announce their subservience to the Orthodox Church lead an illegal existence
in the country but it bas been stated that they are supported ideologically
and meterially by maxy people. | |Catholic
masses are still being celebrated in the forests. Many Crthodox priests
are considered as Moscow sgents since it has become known that they use
confessions to obtain demunciations of anti-Orthodox and anti-Soviet indiv-
jduals.

Russianization, which is being advanced all over the USSR, is as wholeheartedly
opposed in the Carpathian obles® as Magyarization was some years &go.

\ \ In general, consumer goods including clothing end
mechanical equipment are more plentifid in the towns (at the cooperative
storec) vhereas the rural areas are relatively btetier supnlied with agri-
cultural products. The result 15 & considersble extre-lepal barter and
outrigbt black market trade between urtan and rural areaa.

The largest military defachments reportedly are stationed at Uzhorod.
According to rumors, up to 15,000 troops were stationed there in 1950.
Population figures are believed to demonstrate tha influx of personnel of
the armed forces or working in defenss industries. The total pre-World

War II popuwlation of the Carpathian Ukraine wag 750,000, Of the 120,000
Jews included in this number, fewer than 20,000 are £till residing in the
area. Of 100,000 Hungarians; only about one half are left in the Carpathian
oblest. Some 50,000 inhabitants of the area were forcibly resettled in
aifferent regions of the USSR. there have been no reports
on the whereabouts of these people) |In spite of these sizable population
movemente, the population of the Carpathien oblast was estimated at 950,000
to one million in 1950 or considersbly more than the pre-war figure. Of
the total population, some 600,000 are believed tc te ethnically Ukrainians.
Only a sizable influx of uwon-Ukrainian elements, presumably from other areas
of the USSR and for military service and defense industries, could account
for the present population picture.

the Sovict-Czechoslovak border is much more strongly guarded than the
Soviet-Hungarian border. On the Soviet slide of the frontier an area sev-
eral kilomsters deep has been cleared and mine fields laid.

‘ .

‘ | VD border patrolz in the &xes are ac- |
companied by dogs. The reason for theae extraordinary security precautions
18 presumably that many Ruthenians have relatives or friends in Slovakis
and would attempt to escape in that direction rather than to Hungary.

Adout 150,000 Rutkanisns of Ukrainian ethnic stock now live in Slovakis.
They enjoy certsin sutonomous rights, maintain a Ukrainian National Raca
in Presov snd live altogether inder less preasurc than their fellow country-
men on the Soviet side of the dborder.
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>l many young
Ruthenians have taken to the woods and formed anti-Soviet partisan urits.
While it cannot be claimed that they control any given aree, theymske the
more lnaccessible reglons extremely hazardous. Thus army or MVD escort in
company strength is said to be required for Soviet officials moving through
mountainous areas in the Carpathian ob)ast- At least prior to 1950 several i
bridges were blown up end trains on the line from Uzhorod to Kiev - :
peatedly sabotaged. [ 50X1-HUM
= |the high percen-~
tage or Uxkrainian nationalists awong recent Soviet Gefectors provides adequate
proof ot its continued existence even in the generation born under Soviet rule.

1k, The future of  the Carpatho-Ruthenians appears doubtful even if the Soviet
regime vere removed and Russian influence reduced. Ruthenien emigres are
split into groups--not necessarily well organized--one of which seeks the
establishment of an independent Ruthenian state ia a federation of Central
and bast European countries. Other Ruthenian elements favor a Rutbenia in-
tegrated into & f r e e 'Jkraine. And there are still other Ruthenians who
aspire to a certain autonomous etatus for Ruthenia in a new Czechoslovakia.

15. The attitude of Czechoslovek emipgre g-oups toward Ruthenia lilrewise varies
between the different organizations: '

8. The Prchala Group claims to represent only Czech natinnality interests; it
does not attempt to represent 8lovaks and Ruthenians. It takes the position
that friendly relations with these nationality groups would be desirsble from

the Czech point of view but that the initiative should rest with the repre- 50X1-HUM

sentatives of the other nationmslities. A member of the Slovak National

Council | \told|:|that Prchala did not appear to 50X1-HUM
!

be opposed to Slovak independence, Prchala views the Ruthenians as a part
of the Ukrainien nationality stock and believes that Czech politicians should
' not complicate the future by renewing territorial ~leims to Carpatho-Ruthenia.

L.  The Czeche-lovak Nationsl Cummittee under Zenkl is working for the restoration
of the Czechoslovak Republic as it existed prior to 1936. Some Slovaks and
Ruthenians are represented on the Committee. One of <he Ruthenians is Ladis=

law Ferdinec ‘ He and others of like mind 50X1 -HU|\£

argue that their policy represents US State De T iews

of Czechoslovakia. 50X1-HUM
this man, who wwas propervy Io BESTErn SIOVEKIA, may e InTIuenced by OUA I -IMTUNI

purely selfish considerations in espousing the Czechoslovak political cause.
¢. Slovck independence groups, including the Slovak National Council under

Sidor (Toronto, Ontario) and the Slovak Liberation Gommitice under Dur cansky

(in Argentina) advocate the establighment of independent states formed on

the basis of ethnic homogeneity within a mid-European federation. It stands
to reason that they are stronmgly opposed to any Czechosluvak orientation.

- end -

SECRET/SECURITY INFORMATION

7

Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2011/06/30 : CIA-RDP80-00809A000600040072-8




Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2011/06/30 : CIA-RDP80-00809A000600040072-8

50X1-HUM

0‘0
<

Q"Q?

Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2011/06/30 : CIA-RDP80-00809A000600040072-8



