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Ukrainian-Polish interethnic conflict of the World War Two period in collective consciousness: popular stereotypes and historical facts. 
It is not a secret that the Ukrainian-Polish interethnic conflict of the times of the World War Two is still the most controversial topic in the Ukrainian and Polish historiography, and the most painful point in modern relations of the two neighboring nations1. In spite of the fact that almost seven decades passed since that time, many Ukrainian and Polish people cannot forgive insults and wrongs caused by their compatriots to one another in the hard times of that war. 
It is well known about persecutions of the Polish government against Rusyn/Ukrainian minority in the First and Second Polish Republics. Even till these days the wounds suffered by Ukrainian people who lived through the deportation of 1947, known as “Action Vistula” haven’t healed. In their turn, the Polish people, first of all representatives of the elder generation, although they agree that Ukrainians in the past really had suffered because of injustice and prejudice against them in Poland, still state that “the latter are incommensurable with the crimes committed against Polish population of Western Ukraine by the Ukrainian Insurgent Army”. To the opinion of Polish scientific institutions, sociopolitical and non-governmental organizations, only in Volyn during 1942-44 “Ukrainian nationalists murdered about 40-50 thousand men, women and children only because they were Polish and did not want to leave this land” 2.

This hurtful situation was manifested again in the course of disputes in summer of 2003 around the tragic Volyn events, as well as the events held on both sides of Ukrainian-Polish border for commemoration of those who had perished. Statements and steps made by official Kyiv and Warsaw then were uniquely important for mutual understanding, yet they did not bring an end to the discussions between the scholars, politicians, journalists, etc., yet they exerted a serious impact on the process of re-thinking the historical events. In the course of events related to the 60th anniversary of the Volyn tragedy in Ukraine, an open letter from Ukrainian intellectuals appeared that asked for “forgiveness from the Poles whose fates were maimed by Ukrainian weapons” 3. Regardless of this, the text of this letter did not fully satisfy those people in Poland to whom it was addressed4. 
A new wave of the mutual blaming raised in 2008 due to commemoration of the 65th anniversary of the Volyn events, which, admittedly, never sparked such a heated discussion in the Ukrainian society, compared to the occasional actions in Poland to commemorate those who perished in this tragedy. It went so far that the members of the All-Polish Committee for organizing the actions dedicated to the 65th anniversary of those events, headed by their chief, vice-marshalek of the Polish Republic Sejm, Yaroslav Kalinovskiy, started to request, through Polish EU parliament members, to include to the agenda of the European Parliament the issue on acknowledging “crimes of the Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists and the Ukrainian Insurgent Army”, and to legally qualify their actions towards Polish people that had lived in the war years in Volyn and Eastern Halychyna as “an act of genocide” 5.

In our presentation we would like to consider only some basic, and still most widespread stereotypes concerning these events in the collective memory and conscience of Ukrainians and Poles, and to provide the author's comments.

1. Only one of the parties of the Ukrainian-Polish territorial contest over the lands of Volyn, East Halychyna, Kholmshchyna, Pidlyashshya, Nadsyannya and Lemkivshchyna, that took place in the years of World War Two, had a lawful right for the mentioned territories, that is, only Ukrainians or only Poles. 
It is well known that both Ukrainians and Poles considered these lands their familial ones, acquired owing to hard work of many generations. In addition, historical experience proves that no country or people ever would voluntarily abandon territories that they for one or another reason considered rightfully theirs. This is what makes the Ukrainian-Polish conflict so dramatic. 

So what are the grounds that, on one hand, the Ukrainian popular opinion, and, on the other hand, the Polish one, had and still have to make them think that their claims to the mentioned territories during the war are justified? For the Ukrainian party, such a ground, among others, was statistical data of the Polish census of 1931, according to which all these lands were populated mainly by Ukrainians6. And even the military and civil colonization of Volyn and Eastern Halychyna between the wars did not considerably change this situation. 

For the Polish popular opinion, such ground, among others, was the considerable economic and cultural contribution made by Poles into development of these lands during their many centuries under Poland, which formed an opinion on the Polish side that this contribution is not denied by any country. For this reason, since the moment of their loss in 1939, no one in Polish lands wanted to assume that after a victorious war of the “Western alliance”, these territories could not be returned to Poland, for any reason. A struggle for “eastern borderlands” already during the war gave the Polish party a new argument, which can be shortly formulated as: “On the territories that were conquered with the blood of Poles, they were not occupants” 7. 
2. Only one of the parties of the Ukrainian-Polish territorial contest for the mention lands is in fault of the fact, that during war, under German occupation, this contest took the form of a bloody slaughter, ethnical cleansings, murder of civilians, etc., that is, that only Ukrainians or only Poles can be blamed for this. 
The analysis of the stories of Ukrainian respondents who had been eyewitnesses to those events, that are kept in the foundation for sound records of the Krypyakevych Institute of Ukrainian studies of the National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine shows that the prevailing reason of the bloody conflict was not some kind of an ancient bestial hatred of one people to the other, but the controversies brought to the land by the Polish political regime in 1920-1930. The recording of information from the Ukrainian respondents about the relations between both peoples on these territories where they had been living together at that time was performed basing on the guidelines where the respondent was telling about what he “was a witness to” or, at least, about “what everyone discussed” in their home towns or villages. At that, the emphasis of the interview was on such facts that were helping, basing on the analysis of behavior of specific people, to trace the “logic of events”, and to detect the sources of conflict. Information collected in such a manner had to make more clear what the internal motivation in their actions the actors of the events had, and what was imposed from outside. 
 The analysis of the stories of Ukrainian respondents provides us a basis for assuming existence of an omnipresent conflict between the desired – a custom to coexist peacefully with the neighbors – and instructions “from the top”, that were impairing interethnic relations. It becomes obvious that virtual chaos that existed during the German-Polish war, establishing of the Soviet government, and Hitler's occupation were fuel for the manifestations of an uncivilized behavior demonstrated by both parties 8. As to the Ukrainian party, the overwhelming picture is that it was considerably more spontaneous and anarchic, which, nonetheless, still “allowed” the Poles to come to the lands where Ukrainians were the majority and so called “liakhs” - a minority, and to reside on these lands, in many instances being even better off than in their abandoned motherland. Obviously, every minority in any country, especially when we consider the population that was mainly rural, was initially ready (Ukrainians as well as Poles) to be loyal to local government, for reasons of being tied to the land, or because of fear. They demonstrated compliance, patience, and peaceful attitude to their neighbors, even when facing manifestations of hatred and bestiality, arrogance and contempt (especially from Polish settlers called “osadnik”), or extreme chauvinism and nationalism in views and behavior of the representatives of the other nation. At the same time, they were susceptible to influence of chief superiors, who, justifying everything with patriotic mottoes, mostly cared about their selfish interests, and in their actions were guided by the principle that contested territories can have only one owner, and this owner must be their side, not the other. Unfortunately, this approach of “chief superiors” to state-building, being guided by the maxim “most important is whose country it will be, not what kind of country” is preserved until present day, at least in Ukraine. 
These considerations cannot be finished without mentioning the view widespread in the Polish popular opinion, a view that the initial reason of the bloody slaughter, ethnical cleansings, and genocide can be found in the “maleficent ideology of the Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists, which was able to set up a large portion of Ukrainians against Poles, and if setting up failed, terrorizing the disagreeing part could force it to act against the Poles, too” 9. We can consider continuation of this thesis the statement that OUN-Bandera “took advantage of the geopolitical situation and German occupation of the contested territory to implement a (long planned – I. I.) action of ethnical cleansing of Polish minority in villages and towns” 10. 
At that, it is not taken into account that for implementing such a large-scale anti-Polish action, which actually it was, it was necessary to have a numerous, well organized and armed insurgent army, which, due to OUN’s conscious refusal, up until the beginning of 1943, to engage in a broad-scale guerilla warfare, actually appeared only in spring-summer of 1943. For this reason, it can not be an action of ethnical cleansing planned long in advance. Both the analysis of the OUN internal documentation and knowledge of geopolitical and military situation of that time shows that OUN-Bandera and UIA command were interested in cooperating with the Poles to fight against the USSR, or, at least, their neutrality in OUN's fighting against the Soviets, rather than opening the anti-Polish front. 

As to ideology and many practical aspects of the activities of OUN and UIA (terror, using collective responsibility principle, etc.), it should be mentioned that they were decisive for final destabilization of the Ukrainian-Polish relations, deteriorated the nature of the struggle of the Ukrainian independence movement, pushing to background its national liberation nature, and also considerably pushed the Ukrainian-Polish territorial contest towards turning into a “bloody slaughter”. 

3. Unreliable nature of legitimacy of including Western Ukrainian lands to Soviet Ukraine and to the USSR in 1939, and, consequently, the legality of establishing the Ukrainian-Polish post-war border. 

It is a popular opinion in Poland that accepting the name “Western Ukraine” that had been officially introduced in Soviet Ukraine and USSR already in October-November of 1939, on one hand, is acknowledging legality of the results of the “falsified Soviet plebiscites”, and, on the other hand, is used to prove the opinion that Ukrainians had had more rights for these lands than Poles. Also, a considerable share of Polish public thinks that inclusion of such actions of the Soviet government as nationalization of banks and large-scale industry, confiscation of landowners’ lands, liquidation of unemployment, opening schools, kindergartens, clinics, and implementation of free health care, housing construction, etc., to “the positive sides of Soviet occupation” is glorification of Stalin's political regime. Even more so, if while voicing this the author fails to voice, or mentions only marginally, the achievements of the times of state development of the Second Polish Republic, which, as the Polish party thinks, were much more significant11.  
In the new Ukrainian sociopolitical school of thinking (and even in educational literature and scholarly monographs), we can also see sometimes that after rejecting the myths of Soviet historiography, scholars, politicians and journalists, or just common people, instead of those start to use new myths that are not only out of phase with the historical facts but are can even be defeated by simple common sense. A good example of stunning discrepancies with generally accepted evaluations of many aspects of the Ukrainian and Polish history is a study guide for university students by R.P.Ivanchenko, published in 2007 with the approval from the Ministry of Education of Ukraine. To prove it, we will quote just one fragment of this work, which, to our opinion, does not even need to be commented on: “It is known that Polish government-in-exile intended, basing on assistance from Hitler's armed forces, restore its state, no doubt, at the cost of Ukrainian territories…” 12. 
 Unlike this quote above, the following considerations on this topic seem much more scientifically valid. The fact that Ukraine in 1939 was not an actor of international politics, absolves it from responsibility for actions of both the Soviet Union and Germany, in particular, in the process of implementing their treaties concerning border changes in Europe. At the same time, unification of Western Ukraine with the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, in spite of specific international and internal political circumstances of that time, was realization of the natural right of Ukrainian people to have its lands unified, which was the goal of its struggle for many centuries, and it actually meant restoration of the unification act unanimously approved in January 1919, yet ignored by European states at that time. Thus, Ukrainian people, never being the cause of the dramatic situation before and in the beginning of the Second World War, only used these circumstances for realizing their legal right to unify their lands, that is, establishing historical justice, although this to no degree puts under doubt annexationist nature of the policy of the USSR and Germany in relation to both Poland and Ukraine13.

Making a summary of the above, we must mention that the problem of overcoming stereotypes concerning complicated Ukrainian-Polish inheritance, rooted in collective memory and existing in popular opinion, is indeed very far from its final resolution. And, probably, as long as memories about the tragic events in Ukrainian-Polish relations exist, the stereotypes will exist too. At the same time, there will always be hope that Ukrainian and Polish scholars are able to build such a historical concept of these relations that will not be an offence to either nation, and be accepted by everyone as a compromise. Further studies must not be only means to find responsibility or prove guilt of one of the parties for the events of the past; they must also establish and explain the reasons for these events, and make relevant conclusions for the future.
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