
The Sub-Carpathian Messenger – Number 5 (June 2009) Page 1

The Sub-Carpathian Messenger

Newsletter of the Study Circle
for the Postal History of the Carpatho-Ukraine

Number 5 – June 2009

Some Rusyns in their traditional dresses (1863)



The Sub-Carpathian Messenger – Number 5 (June 2009) Page 2

About us and the Newsletter

The Study Circle is a loose group of persons who are interested in the postal (and general)
history of the area known as Kárpátalja in Hungarian, as Podkarpatská Rus during the First
Czechoslovak Republic, which had a short day of independence as Carpatho Ukraine, and
later was integrated into the Ukrainian SSR in the Soviet Union as the ‘Zakarpatskaja Ob-
last’. Since 1991 it is the westernmost administrative district in the Ukraine.

The Newsletter came out of a meeting of a few collectors during the PRAHA 2008, its first
number appeared in November 2008. Since then it has been growing steadily. We aim to
produce between four and six numbers per year (if input allows) but do not promise regu-
lar publication intervals.

Possible change in distribution method

At the moment our Newsletter goes to about 30 interested persons, mostly by e-mail, to a
few (who have no e-mail access or have tight size limits on their input boxes) as a colour
print-out by classical mail. The Newsletter is sent as a PDF file and has about 6 megabytes
in transfer.

This distribution method has a few drawbacks:
- even with (just) 6 megabytes, some e-mail boxes have tight size limits and therefore

do not accept our Newsletter,
- we cannot put more than approx. 16 pages into one Newsletter although (sometimes)

we have more material and would like to publish it,
- sending out the respective e-mails is now taking nearly three hours of the Editor’s

main computer. This is not economic (for him).

In the near future we want to switch to a system where the Newsletter(s) can be down-
loaded from a particular public website. But this involves cost because such a website is
bound to the reservation of some (web) name and the allocation of harddisk space on a
public server. This cost (at the moment) comes to about 300 Euro per year. Therefore our
question: Would you be willing to pay (the equivalent of) 12 Euro (per year) for future
support of the Newsletter?

Regulations and Rules

All articles in the Newsletter carrying the name of an author are the sole responsibility of
this author and should not be taken to represent the common opinion of the Study Circle.
Such articles are, if not marked otherwise, copyrighted by the respective author. Free use
within the Study Circle is granted.

Participation in the Study Circle is not bound to a formal membership and does not include
the duty to pay a membership fee. There is a moral obligation to support the Newsletter
from time to time by sending some article, some interesting piece of information, some
question, some answer or whatever.

We will “print” everything even only loosely connected with our subject of interest so any
contribution is certainly welcome. Please send it (as a Word 2000 document, graphical
elements in JPEG, 300 dpi) to our editor’s e-mail address (kb@aatc.at). His postal address,
if you would need it, is:

 Dr. Helmut Kobelbauer
 Untergrossau 81, A-8261 Sinabelkirchen, Austria / Europe

mailto:kb@aatc.at
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Tønnes Ore
Auction news

The auction market shows beyond doubt that there is an increased interest in the postal
history of Carpatho-Ukraine. In the Darabanth auction in Budapest on April 26, two letters
bearing the 9 Kr. first Austrian issue were offered. A beautiful letter postmarked 'Alsó-
Vereczke' was sold for no less than 360,000 HUF ( 1244 EUR) against a starting price of
85,000 HUF, and one from Munkács went for 61,000 HUF (starting at 45,000).

A cover from November,
1945 with a mixed
franking of 40 f. of the
2nd 1945 issue and 20 f.
of the 3rd issue (with
inscription '19 45') was
sold for 55,000 HUF

190 EUR) against a
starting price of 16,000.

In Milan erník's auction in Prague on April 19, two postcards with cachets documenting
the French commanders of the Czech forces in Carpatho-Ukraine were offered. The one
with two different cachets was sold for CZK 12,510 ( 463 EUR), and the one with a single
cachet for CZK 7610.
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Otto Hornung
Letter to Jerusalem

In some French auction I have bought a very interesting item:

Fig. 1: Letter from Fels visó, May 11, 1903, to Jerusalem.

This simple letter from a small town in the mountains of Romania, near the frontier of the
Ukraine, travelled 105 years ago down through the Balkan to Istanbul, the capital of
Turkey, to catch a ship to the Holy Land. Then it went overland to Jerusalem. All this in
just 11 days. This was the excellent service of the Austrian Post Office.

Fig. 1a: From the reverse of the letter:
Arrival mark of May 22, 1903.
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Nagy Gábor
The  Battles in the Carpathians in 1914-15 and the Operations
of the Szurmay Corps in the Ung Valley

In 1914 the Carpathians played only a secondary role in the war, but in 1915  as the
result of Conrad s endeavour who intended here to deal the Russian enemy a decisive
blow - the Carpathians became a principal theatre. The majority of the Hungarian troops
 17 divisions in the Carpathians and 1 division in Przemy l - of the available 21 Hungarian

divisions were fighting here. Compared to other early campaigns of the war the Battle in
the Carpathians belonged to the biggest and bloodiest fights up to this point. It cost much
more blood than for instance the first campaign in Galicia including the Battle of  Lem-
berg or the first German campaign in France including the Marne. The Austro-Hungarian
forces from beginning of January to the end of April 1915 lost 800,000 troops, of which
350,000 were the absolute loss.

On the other hand big stakes were involved: the liberation of Przemy l and the push-back
of the Russians could have been the instrument which might have retained Italy and
Romania from intervention. This might have justified the offensive acts, but there is no
acceptable reason which might have justified the selected unsuitable direction and
carrying the fightings to extremes. This decision revenged itself and the Monarchy s
troops were used up to such an extent from which the Austro-Hungarian Army never was
able to recover.

The  Szurmay Corps

In the end of 1914, when the war crisis culminated in the Carpa-
thians, the Honvéds (the Hungarian Landwehr) were  handicapped as
for the number of troops and the quality of their weapons. When an
officer named Fmlt. Szurmay Sándor, unknown until then and serv-
ing as military subordinate without any front experience, was ap-
pointed to the Carpathian Front as Commander of the 38th Honvéd
Infantry Division, the task seemed to be insoluble. In the face of the
third Russian invasion the stake was enormous. If the Russians had
succeeded, both capitals of the Monarchy – Vienna and Budapest –
would have been in the reach of their attacks and this might have
ended the war. Nevertheless Szurmay accepted the challenge.

Fmlt. Szurmay Sándor

To understand the series of events which were culminating in the crisis in November 1914,
we must go back to the very beginning of the war.

War plan and deployment

General Conrad, Chief of General Staff, in his war plan against Russia intended here to
deploy four fifths of the armed forces (40 divisions divided into 4 armies), and he did not
want to defend but to launch an attack. The reasoning behind this concept was: Under the
assumption of simultaneous mobilization the 40 divisions of the Monarchy will reach the
Russian border earlier than the Russian forces of same strength, and Russia will only be
able to gradually enforce her numerical supremacy from the second month of the war.
Consequently the Monarchy’s temporary numerical supremacy will not only allow the
attack, but render it a necessity. This thought produced Conrad’s plan: the semicircular
concentration of the four armies intended to be deployed against Russia along the East-
Galician border in front of Lemberg and attack with a strong left flank to the North, into
the area lying between the Vistula and Bug rivers.
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Unfortunately the events of foreign policy (German diplomatic acts towards Russia, unex-
pected total Russian mobilization, etc.) disturbed this plan and led to confusion and finally
turmoil:

- one of the Monarchy’s armies unnecessarily left for Serbia, was deployed along the
Sava and got involved into war actions,

- 3 divisions surplus force remained against Serbia, i.e. the balance of power
between the Northern and Southern theatre changed from 4/5 : 1/5 to 3/4 : 1/4,

- consequently the Monarchy’s forces were weakened and delayed in their
concentration against Russia.

Russia at the beginning of the war had at its disposal 111 infantry
divisions. In the first month of the war they deployed 46½ divisions
against the Monarchy and 34 divisions against East-Prussia. In agree-
ment with Conrad’s original plan, the Russians were not in overwhelm-
ing numerical supremacy.

Conrad’s plan was good and adequate; the problem was that he sticked
to it after the circumstances had changed.

Franz Graf Conrad
von Hötzendorf

On the 23rd of August, when the fightings on the Serbian Front temporarily calmed down,
the first battle in the Northern theatre started at Kra nik. On this day – when the
Monarchy s struggle for life began – of the 49 divisions available 12 divisions were de-
ployed in the South, 6 divisions were en route or were waiting for railway transportation
from the South to the North: i.e., one third of the whole armed forces was assigned to a
„side theatre” or was sitting on the railway. In this fact we can find the reason for the
Monarchy’s failures in the North.

Lemberg

Conrad considered and realized four offensive campaigns in Galicia in 1914. In August and
September to immobilize or even defeat the main Russian forces, but this campaign ended
with the defeat of the Monarchy’s forces at Lemberg. This failure encouraged the Russians
to consider the attack towards Berlin via Breslau and created by irresistible force the
necessity of the following three campaigns of the Monarchy.

At the end of this first campaign the Monarchy had won two battles (Komaróv and Kra -
nik), had lost two (Z oczóv and Gnila Lipa) and had been forced to abandon a large part of
East-Galicia, but was still staying on Russian soil with its left flank. So far the Monarchy
had completed its task towards Germany – i.e. to engage the main Russian forces – but the
task was not yet completed.

The sorrowful result: the very best of the Monarchy’s forces were lost in this campaign in
Galicia.

The Russian steamroller

The second campaign in October was a joint offensive together with Hindenburg on both
sides of the Vistula.

The Monarchy’s defeat at Lemberg and the almost simultaneous misfortune of the German
armies at the Marne created an odd situation for the Austro-Hungarian armies: they were
to solve a problem, i.e. to immobilize the Russian armies, with beaten armies although
they had not been able to solve this task with intact armies.
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Hindenburg became aware of the Russian Supreme Command’s plan to create the Russian
steamroller from documents found on some Russian officer killed in action near Warsaw.
The steamroller meant the concentration of five Russian Armies at the mid Vistula and
the plan to roll over West-Poland into the direction of Breslau.
To this date the possibility of a Russian mass-attack towards Berlin had played a role only
in theoretical considerations, but now this assault had become reality. Five Russian armies
turned up on the left bank of the Vistula, pushing back the until then unbeaten German
armies, and swept away the Monarchy’s Dankl Army.

Hindenburg decided to go for the borders of Silesia and to separate from Conrad’s troops,
moving his troops by train and in forced march in front of the Russian lines to the region of
Thorn and from there to attack the flank and rear of the Russian armies. Basically his
intention was to immobilize five Russian armies by one German army applying inclined
order of battle. On the other hand he recommended Conrad to retreat behind the Carpa-
thians.

Conrad opposed: he declared he would defend Germany against the wish of the German
Headquarters. He was right: the success of Hindenburg’s plan depended on catching the
Russian armies in the front and in their southern flank. Conrad had taken over this task
voluntarily.

The Monarchy’s armies successfully protected Prussian Silesia, but their own homeland had
become endangered: Brusilov invaded the Dukla Depression and occupied the passes in the
Carpathians from Dukla to Uzsok. The right flank of Boroevi  was pushed back to Homonna
— one more jump, and the Russians would reach the Hungarian Plain.

Burning Homonna

The appearance of Fmlt. Szurmay on the Carpathian Front

Conrad’s first worry was to settle affairs south of Cracow. At this moment he was not able
to help Boroevi . Surprisingly Boroevi  was able to help himself by Hungarian troops with
astonishing result.

Szurmay, as the newly appointed commander of the 38th Honvéd Infantry Division was re-
porting to General Boroevi , Commander of the Austro-Hungarian 3rd Army in Kassa, on the
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24th of November 1914. Boroevi  informed him that instead of commanding the 38th Infant-
ry Division Szurmay was appointed commander of the whole right flank of the 3rd Army. In
front of this right flank the Russians occupied an area of 40 to 60 kilometres length inside
Hungary’s border, the southernmost edge of this area extending to Homonna. After his re-
port Szurmay travelled to Nagyberezna where he took over command at 2:30 a.m. on the
25th of November. Studying the situation, the circumstances, the ground etc. he decided to
catch the Russians in the middle of the bag. This section of the Carpathians is wooded
range, the ground is passable, covered by forests, the slopes are steep but not rocky, the
villages were intact so the accomodation of the troops was acceptable, and the weather
was quite mild. Szurmay supposed that the Russians might expect attack rather from Ho-
monna than from this transversal direction. The main roads in the valleys were acceptable
for supply transport, but in the side valleys mostly the bed of mountain brooks served as
transport roads.

Attack in the Carpathians

On the far right flank of the 3rd Army at Homonna, the Kornhaber Combined Honvéd Divi-
sion - which was newly organised deep in the country and hastily transported by railway to
the Carpathians – from the southern direction - and the Transsylvanian Honvéd Division
under the command of Szurmay – from the eastern direction, from Uzsok was ordered to
counterattack. This well planned and forcefully conducted operation totally succeeded:
the Russians suffered heavy losses, retreated akin to panic at the end of November, and
were driven out both from the Ung and Ciróka valleys behind the borders. The right flank
was settled.

A short list of events

November 25 Fmlt Szurmay after taking over the command being informed on the situation in
details. He realised the poor condition of the reporting system, for example the
total lack of telephones at the troops.
An attack was ordered east from Ciróka-Ófalu.
In the Ung valley the position was unchanged.

November 26 The 76th Honvéd Brigade was ordered in the Ung valley to attack towards Hajasd.
They encountered strong enemy resistance and retreated. Fmlt. Szurmay –
neglecting the enemy fire – intruded behind enemy lines in an armoured train up
to Fenyvesvölgy. New reinforcing troops arrived during the day.
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It was reported that one Russian regiment supported by strong artillery was in
position at the Zolobina-Tiha line and three Russian regiments were in position at
Uzsok.

November 27 Successful attack in the back of the Russian 49th Division staying at Homonna
against the 48th Russian Division at Méhesfalva. 204 Russians taken prisoner of
war.
The 76th Honvéd Brigade was holding the position in the Ung valley.

November 28 The order was the same as for the previous day but in the Ciróka valley
surprisingly it was realised that during the night the Russians had silently
retreated in a very clever manner and escaped from the loop.

November 29 Strong Russian counterattack in the Ung valley against the 76th Honvéd Brigade.
The 75th Honvéd  Brigade was ordered to help after 32 km forced marching.

November 30 The 76th Honvéd Brigade with the arrived reinforcing troops was holding the
position in the Ung valley.

December 1 The whole 38th Honvéd Division (75th and 76th Brigades) was ordered to attack
towards Uzsok against strong Russian positions.

December 2 The attack against Uzsok was to commence this day: the main force was the 75th

Honvéd Brigade in the and north of the Ung valley.
December 4 In the early afternoon hours the enemy was forced behind the border by the 75th

Honvéd Brigade and due to the appearance of the 76th Honvéd Brigade in the
back of the enemy, when order was received from the 3rd Army Headquarters:
interrupt the attack. A strong enough force was to secure the Ung valley and the
majority of the 38th Honvéd Divison was put on trains and immediately moved to
Bártfa.

Armoured train in the Carpathians

In the meantime on the left flank of Boroevi  the Russians advanced suddenly between
Dukla and Zboro at the beginning of December, occupied Bártfa - held by Czech troops -
and reached Stropkó. The war situation was so uncertain that Boroevi  ordered prepara-
tions to retreat towards Kassa and was even thinking of retreating to Budapest.

In this critical situation an unexpected event occured: the Brusilov Army stopped at the
Dukla Depression. The reason was that Ivanov intended the decisive battle towards Cra-
cow, not towards Kassa direction. Boroevi  was happy with the relief but he did not realize
the true intention behind this manoeuvre. At this moment Conrad intervened with strong
hand and ordered the assault to the North.

To be continued
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Helmut Kobelbauer and Juan E. Page
Final remarks on »P í Pluk 45 Rumunský «

With the generous help of Miroslav Bachratý and Miroslav Vostatek we have collected addi-
tional information on the 45th Infantry Regiment which – more or less – allows to close this
chapter.

It has been confirmed by specialists for the history of the Czechoslovak Armed Forces that
the “P í Pluk 45” during the time between the Great Wars was stationed in Chust.

More specifically, this regiment was established on October 1st, 1920 as the follow-up of
the 85th Infantry Regiment. This renumbering was a consequence of the army reorganiza-
tion after the Czechoslovak state gained its independence. The command of the regiment
was first installed in Sevlu  and then after July 1921 in the military barracks in Chust.

The 1st Infantry Battailon was first in Sevlu , too, then after January 1921 in Slatinské Doly,
after June 1922 in Chust. In November 1926 it was moved to Poprad, came to Chust again
in October 1928, and then after February 1938 it was in Muka evo.

The 2nd Infantry Battailon was in Jasi a.

The 3rd Infantry Battailon was first in Chust, was moved to Modrý Kame  in June 1921,
came back to Chust in September 1927, and finally was stationed in the big barracks in
Muka evo in September 1936.

The Replacement Battailon was in Sevlu  and after July 1921 in Chust.

View of Chust – J. Belza, Czecho-Ruthenian bookshop in Chust – 1928

Furthermore we have learnt that from May 4th, 1932 on this Infantry Regiment received the
additional name “Rumunský” in honor of the military ally Romania (within the so-called
Little Entente, founded by Edvard Bene  in 1921/1922 between Czechoslovakia, Romania,
and Yugoslavia). The reason for giving this honorary name to it was simply that it was the
regiment stationed nearest to the Romanian border.
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The field post organized during the Czechoslovak mobilization of 1938 ended on December
6th, 1938; this is also the last day for Polní Posta 12 and 24 as given in the respective list of
Dr. Petr Gebauer from Brno. For Polní Posta 29 he gives a (tentative) last date of Decem-
ber 4th.

Czechoslovak field post card, Chust, December 4, 1938, to Svalava

The field post card shown above indicates that the 45th Infantry Regiment at the end of the
mobilization was (still) in Chust, and we have no information that it ever left this location
until the Hungarian occupation of the so-called Zone 2 mid of March 1939.

A very similar field post card is also displayed in the collection of the late Walter Rauch,
put unto EXPONET beginning of April 2009 (sheet 184). The only difference is that the men-
tioned card carries a cancellation from “-6. XII. 38 – 14”, i. e., the very last day that the
Czechoslovak field post was working.

The German Armed Forces overran the Czech rump state in
the morning of March 15th, 1939, and Adolf Hitler pro-
claimed the “Protektorat Böhmen and Mähren” one day
later in Prague. This effectively was also the end of the
Czech troops in the Podkarpatská Rus. There was no fight
with the victorious Hungarian forces – the Czech soldiers
were either brought back to the Protectorate or Slovakia or
simply were released into a (not so easy) civil life.

A minority of them, including a number of soldiers from the
45th Infantry Regiment, under the leadership of the Czech
general Lev Prchala, crossed over the border into Romania.
Later we find them in Poland as the core of the Czecho-
slovak Legion, a group of military volunteers aiming to par-
ticipate in the Polish resistance against the German attack
which in early September 1939 finally started off the Se-
cond World War.

 The Czech general Lev Prchala
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Alexander Malycky
A Postal Card of the Carpatho-Ukrainian Seech

The “Carpathian Seech” was the name of an originally para-military formation in Carpatho-
Ukraine, the precursors of which was at first the Ukrainian National Defence formed in
September of 1938 by the Ukrainian nationalists, renamed then, in November of 1938,
after the move of its headquarters to Khust, into the Ukrainian National Defense Car-
pathian Seech, and, finally, into just the Carpathian Seech(1).

It was strengthened by a substantial number of Ukrainian nationalists who were deter-
mined to support this even small section of Ukraine that regained a measure of inde-
pendence, albeit still as an autonomous body in federation with Czechoslovakia. These
Nationalists would cross over from the Polish occupied Galicia in order to join the Car-
pathian Seech (some of them, caught by the Czech border guards, were delivered over to
the Poles). Originally unarmed, the volunteer members of the Carpathian Seech, even-
tually a few thousand strong, were stationed in  their headquarters in Uzhhorod, the
capital of Carpatho-Ukraine, and after its loss to the Hungarians, due to the decision of the
Vienna Arbitration of November 2nd 1938,(2) in Khust, which after this Arbitration became
the capital of  Carpatho-Ukraine, and in some ten regional commands with scarcity of the
arms being their constant problem.

Members of the Carpathian Seech received regular military training and some of them also
took part in police and border defense duties at which time they were armed in order to
repulse the Hungarian and Polish terrorists, after this task has initially been carried out by
Czech border guards. These terrorists, armed but in civilian clothes, were crossing into
Carpatho-Ukraine already since October 1938, from the South and from the North, in order
to destabilize the area by their acts, by damaging roads and railroads, destroying bridges
and terrorizing the population especially so since, on November 22nd 1938, when Carpatho-
Ukraine became an autonomous political entity within Czechoslovakia(3).

In addition, the Carpathian Seech carried out cultural and educational activities among the
population, had its official page “Sichovi Visti [The Seech News]” in a weekly periodical
entitled NASTUP [ATTACK], issued and distributed a number of posters and postal cards in
which it appealed to the youth of Carpatho-Ukraine to join its ranks and propagated its
aims and activities.

When, on March 14th 1939, Carpatho-Ukraine declared its independence, the Carpathian
Seech was decreed by the government to be the army of this Republic and was sent to face
the Hungarian invasion which had already started a day before.  The outcome of this battle
was predictable; a few thousands of poorly armed(4) soldiers of the Carpathian Seech (with
only rifles and some hand guns) opposing a modern well equipped Hungarian army that out-
numbered the Ukrainians by 10:1, suffered exceedingly heavy casualties, but maintained a
regular front for several days, even though, ultimately, they suffered a crushing defeat.

The Hungarians, in contravention of the international rules for treatment of foreign sol-
diers taken prisoner, proceeded to kill the wounded soldiers of the Carpathian Seech (as
shown in the article of Dr. Helmut Kobelbauer “The meeting of Hungarian and Polish forces
in March 1939” on p. 8 of THE SUB-CARPATHIAN MESSENGER, No. 1, November 2008) and
either to kill or to put into what amounted to concentration camps the soldiers of the
Carpathian Seech whom they took prisoners (mistreated especially in the camps at Velykyi
Bychkiv and Varja Lapos).

The remnants of the defeated Carpathian Seech army still continued a guerilla warfare for
some time, but eventually managed to escape into the mountains and were then able to
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reach either Slovakia, or Romania (which, however, sent some of these soldiers interned
by them back  to Hungary), or even Yugoslavia.

This illustrated post card is one of those published by the Carpathian Seech.  It features its
struggle against the enemy of Carpatho-Ukraine and appeals to the Ukrainian youth to join
them in this fight.  The motto  on the illustrated side of the card “Nevzhe Ty budesh
ostoron’ sydity i spohlyadat’ yak llyet’sya bratnya krov?! [Will you, indeed, be sitting on
the side fence and observe how the kindred blood is being spilled?!]” is taken from a poem
by Lesya Ukrayinka, one of the leading Ukrainian poetesses.

The reverse side of the post card bears the motto “V syli Karpats’koyi Sichi lezhyt’
mohuchist’ nashoyi Derzhavy [In the strength of the Carpathian Seech lies the might of our
Country]” and has, tied to it, a non-postal Ukrainian stamp published in 1939 by the
Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists to commemorate the 20th anniversary of the union
of the post World War Ukrainian eastern and western independent states. The stamp was
cancelled in Khust, on January 22nd 1939, by a special cancellation commemorating the
20th anniversary of the Carpatho-Ukraine’s ”
[Central Ukrainian People’s Council]”(5). This cancellation was applied to mail items sent
from the Khust post office on that date, either next to regular stamps of Czechoslovakia
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with their calendar cancels, or on non-postal (Cinderella) stamps attached to letters or
postal cards, as is the case with the postal card illustrated here.

Footnotes

(1) The designation “Seech” has traditionally been used by Ukrainian military formations the
earliest of which refer back to the 16th/18th century forts of the Ukrainian Cossacks on or in the
vicinity of the lower Dnipro river in their struggle against invading Tartars. The name was also used
by various Ukrainian students’ organizations.

(2) The Vienna Arbitration of November 2nd 1938 decreed that the south-western strip of the country
be ceded to Hungary;  this amounted to over 12% of its territory with over 173,000 inhabitants,
i. e., some 36% of the total of 725,000 inhabitants of Carpatho-Ukraine. Even if the southernmost
part of this strip with some 85,000 inhabitants was ethnically Hungarian, this included also some
40,000 Ukrainians and the largest towns of Carpatho-Ukraine, i. e., Uzhhorod (over 25,000 inhabi-
tants), Mukachiv (over 22,000 inhabitants) and Berehove (19,000 inhabitants), according to the
census statistics of 1930.

(3) This was done by the Hungarians with the view to either preparing an outright annexation of the
Carpatho-Ukraine by their country, or by Poland, in order to accelerate this process in as much as it
attempted to remove this reborn Ukrainian state which, the Poles feared, might have rekindled
aspirations of independence in the Polish occupied Ukraine and with the view to promoting the
Hungarian occupation of Carpatho-Ukraine so as to establish a common Polish-Hungarian border.

(4) Throughout the entire period of its existence, the Carpathian Seech had great difficulties in ob-
taining necessary arms, for the still present Czech garrisons refused to provide them with arms, as
also did  Romania, and in fact, on March 14th 1939, the Czech forces in Khust under the command of
the Czech general L. Prchala, attempted to disarm the local Carpathian Seech detachment which
resulted in a battle that ended with scores of Ukrainian casualties.  Some arms were only secured
by surprising the Czech garrisons.
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(5) The Central Ukrainian People’s Council (its earlier name was ”
)  [The First Central Ruthenian (Ukrainian) People’s Council]” was a political

federation of  Ukrainians in Carpatho-Ukraine already formed during the demise of the Austro-
Hungarian Empire from regional Ukrainian Councils in Uzhhorod and Khust areas as well as those in
Pryashiv area which later was annexed to Slovakia.  At first it was decided that Carpatho-Ukraine
should join the Western Ukrainian People’s Republic, but when the latter lost the war against
Poland, it was decided to join Czechoslovakia as an autonomous political entity (which status was
promised them on November 10th 1919 at the St. Germain-en-Laye Conference, but which was not
granted to them by Czechoslovakia until 1938) to avoid being occupied again by Hungary.

Additions by the Editor:

My Ukrainian-English dictionary ( , 1979) for the special term “ ” gives the
translation “Sitch, settlement of Ukrainian Cossacks on the banks and islands of the lower
Dnipro”. Being somewhat of a traditionalist, I therefore prefer the English form “Sitch” to
“Seech”. And Peter G. Stercho, the famous historian, also uses the form “Sitch”.

Group of Ukrainian “Sitch” officers with commander Dmytry Klumpush (with a black cap)
From: Peter Stercho, »The Carpatho-Ukrainian Republic«, Toronto (1965), p. 283

The similarity of the shown uniforms with those of the German “Sturm-Abteilungen” (SA) is
probably intentional because the Sitch were partly financed through contributions from the
Third Reich. The involvement especially of Admiral Canaris and his “Abwehramt” into the
furthering of the “Ukrainian Piedmont” as the core of a future Ukrainian (Nazi puppet)
state is well documented.

That the Czechoslovak troops in the Podkarpatská Rus didn’t give weapons to the Sitch is
understandable: Otherwise the Czechs would have simply armed their most bitter enemies,
and General Lev Prchala was not foolish enough to do or allow this.

The Hungarians did neither recognize the short-lived government of Father A. Voloshyn nor
the Sitch as regular troops of this one-day republic so for them the “International Conven-
tions for the Treatment of Foreign Soldiers taken Prisoner” did simply not apply in this
particular case. That the treatment which the Hungarians performed on their defeated
opponents was certainly harsh, possibly cruel and inhuman, I do not doubt, but that the
Sitch would have applied the same methods to their opponents, had they been victorious, I
do not doubt either.
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Helmut Kobelbauer
The 70th Anniversary of the Independent Carpatho Ukraine

On March 15th, 2009 there was a large celebration in the Ukrainian town  (Khust) in
memory of the 70th anniversary of the Independent Carpatho Ukraine which – by an unfor-
tunate combination of political factors – lasted for just one day. Nevertheless the Ukrai-
nians look at this day as a forerunner of their eventual political independence for which
they waited long and fought hard.

Your editor originally had planned to be in Khust during this day and meet there with Alex
Popovytch but, alas, in the last minute had to cancel this trip. (The best laid plans ) And
poor Alex had a health problem from which – good luck, Alex! – he still is recovering.

Special cover sent by Alex Popovytch to the editor with the memorial postmark

On the right side you can see an enlarged
version of this special postmark which
shows the building where the official festi-
vities took place.

The text (for those who cannot read Cy-
rillic) says “Carpatho Ukraine – 70 years”
and then “CPZ no. 2 – Khust – Transcarpa-
thian County – 15. 03. 2009”. For them, of
course, this area is beyond the Carpathians
whereas for us in Central Europe it is this
side (“sub”) of the East Carpathian moun-
tains. Everything is a matter of perspec-
tive, somehow.


