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ETHNIC AND SOCIAL DIVERSITY IN THE MEMBERSHIP
OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY OF POLAND: 1918 - 1938*

Gabriele Simoncini

The Communist movement in interbellum Poland was a small political entity
that did not constitute a threat to the power of the state, nor did it become a
visible presence since it failed to attract a majority of the working class. The
movement, overall, consisted of a number of parties, organizations and
groups, usually illegal, but some at times provisionally legal. The Communist
Party of Poland - CPP (Komunistyczna Partia Polski - KPP) was the main
party, entrusted with the guiding role by the Comintern, and also the umbrella
organization and ideological reference point for the Communists throughout
the twenty-year cxistence of the Second Polish Republic! The CPP was
originally formed under the name “Communist Workers’ Party of Poland” -
CWPP, (Komunistyczna Partia Robotnicza Polski - KPRP). In 1920, it briefly
took on the designation “Section of the Communist International” of which it
was a founding member. By virtue of its name, the Party proclaimed a total
proletarian orientation, ignoring the reality of an almost completely agricul-
tural Poland at the time.2

In 1925, at its Third Congress, the Party took on the name “Communist
Party of Poland” - CPP, a consequence of its greater sensitivity to the problems
of peasants and workers, keeping this name until the party’s break-up in
1938.% Its demise was decreed by the Comintern on a personal order from
Stalin, and all future use of the term “Communist” was thereby prohibited.
After 1938, no party in Poland defined itself with the qualification “Commu-
‘nist.” The commonly used term “Polish Communist Party” is actually
incorrect, whether one is referring to the Communists of Poland after 1938, or
to those of the years 1918-1938. During the twenty-year interbellum period,
the CPP refused any national appellation and was, like all the other communist
parties of the time, a section of the Comintern, which had, in turn, decreed the
internationalist character of all communist parties and the universal identity
of the communist movement, a movement hostile to the notion of borders
because it favored the principle of class divisions. In Poland, proletarian
internationalism turned out to be an absurd and incomprehensible slogan for
a nation that, having only just regained its independence after more than a
century of foreign domination, continued to teeter on the edge of extinction,
threatened by the German and Russian powers.

The CPP, during the twenty years of itsillegal existence, was a communist
party based on principles established by the Comintern and on the communist
ideology articulated by Leninist Bolshevism. The Party, at least in theory, was
strictly revolutionary and proletarian, an avant-garde organization of profes-
sional revolutionaries, in accordance with Leninist canons that maintained
social revolution as its prime strategic goal. In practice, however, the Party
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did not succeed in working along strict ideological lines. For example, the
very principle of democratic centralism, at the base of Leninist Bolshevism,
never functioned properly in the quotidian affairs of the Polish party, whose
inner workings were complicated by a heavy Luxemburgian tradition and
were marked by continual friction between opposing factions of differing
ideological stamps. Moreover, the principle of iron-clad discipline preached
by Lenin never gained precedence over the basic tendencies within the party
towards autonomy and democracy.

In many ways the CPP was a unique revolutionary organization: its
founding unified two other revolutionary parties, The Social Democracy of
the Kingdom of Poland and Lithuania - SDKPL (Socjaldemokracja Krolestwa
Polskiego i Litwy - SDKPiL) and the Polish Socialist Party-Left - PSP-Left
(Polska Partia Socjalistyczna-Lewica - PPS-Lewica) All other communist
parties were formed as a consequence of schisms within a socialist party. The
CPP sought to promote a strict proletarian revolutionary strategy in a nation
that was largely agricultural and Catholic* The Party had to confront the
peculiar requirements of a working class which was small and highly frag-
mented, concentrated in pockets of “proletarian” workers. Moreover, this
class was strongly nationalistic, tending towards reformism, and imbued with
anti-Semitism. Finally, it was quite unattracted to Soviet revolutionary
perspectives since Russia, and then even more so, Soviet Russia, remained a
historic enemy and a constant threat to the existence and identity of Poland as
a nation.’

The communist movement reflected within itself the complicated and
chaotic social, ethnic and political patchwork comprising interbellum Poland.
The CPP had the function of an umbrella organization for various partics,
groups, and political organizations encompassing different social strata:
workers, intelligentsia, peasants, and various ethnic groups - Poles, Jews,
Ukrainians, Byelorussians; and groups that leaned toward revolutionary,
populist, or communist theories and strategies® The CPP was also the
political umbrella for various social, intellectual, electoral, and trade-union
groups that tended to come into and go out of existence, either legally or
illegally. The CPP itself sometimes brought forth legal adjunct organizations,
and supported and nurtured spontaneous groups of radicals and revolutionar-
ies at large. At times contrasts flared up, but in general the dominating role
of the CPP was guaranteed by the dictum of the Comintern: in each country
there was to be a sole revolutionary center - a sole communist party.

In the Polish communist movement, the central position was occupied by
the CPP, containing within itself workers, intellectuals and, in a very small
way, peasants. The movement had two ethnic components: the Poles and the
Jews. Other elements were negligible, being limited in number and confined
to specific areas, like the Germans in Silesia, where membership in two
revolutionary parties (the Polish and the German) was no rarity. The CPP was
thereby sectioned into three distinct social groups and at least two ethnic ones.
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Also under the umbrella of the CPP were two other major communist political
components: The Communist Party of Western Ukraine - KPWU
(Komunistyczna Partia Zachodniej Ukrainy - KPZU) and the Communist

Party of Western Byelorussia(Komunistyczna Partia Zachodniej Biatorusi -

KPZB).7 Their internal composition was similar, defined clearly by a strong
peasant presence and with only one predominant ethnic element, Ukrainian or
Byelorussian, respectively. There were, however, exceptions, due to the
principle that within national territories, communists were to join the parties
of the area in which they lived. Thus, there were individual cases or even small
groups of Polish communists within the Ukrainian or Byelorussian parties and
vice versa. This same variation occurred, though in a more limited way, with
Jewish communists from these Slavic regions. The diverse ethnic components
of the Communist Party surely did not ease the Party’s internal workings, its
revolutionary tactics and strategics, despite the communists proclaimed abso-
lute internationalism and their refusal to abide by principles of territory or
borders. As far as the Ukrainian and Byelorussian questions were concerned,
the prime slogan for Polish communists always supported the principle
sustained by Lenin, that of self-determination for all peoples including the
right of secession and, in the Polish case, the right to follow the path to
extension, to Sovietization. This slogan was not successful in recruiting the
Ukrainians or Byelorussians and only alienated the Polish people since they
perceived the communists to be more closely connected to interests of the
Soviet Union rather than to their own national interest.

The Jewish minority was not an issue since the Polish Jews did not have
territorial claims to exercise. There was, however, another problem. The Jews
presented, in their own way, a threat to the State. Their ethno-cultural
cohesion, their numbers, their non-integration, their economic competitive-
ness, and their religion set Jews apart, and they were perceived as a profoundly
foreign entity in Polish society. Similarly, although for different reasons, the
Communists were also perceived as a foreign entity, with the added compli-
cation that they were considered subversive promoters of the Soviet peril, and
simply agents out of Moscow. From the political association of these two
groups there arose in the Polish mass media of the time the term ‘“?ydokomuna,”
Jewish Communist Conspiracy, a fitting designation for the “unholy” alliance
between communists and Jews, an entity of utter foreignness and a menace to
the Polish nation.8 The term had negative connotations arising both from
historic anti-Semitism and the more recently developing anticommunist
sentiments in every stratum of Polish society.

On the other hand, within the Communist party itself, strictly along
ideological lines, there was no problem regarding the Jewish Communist or
sympathizer, since a Jew (as a member) was, first and foremost, a Communist.
A member’s declaration that he was a Communist implied an automatic loss
of Jewishness. This was the case for many leaders of the CPP, exemplified in
the famous international revolutionaries Luxemburg and Trotsky. Coming
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from the Polish Jewish world, a revolutionary did not have much of a choice,
for in general the Jewish community stood well apart from any sort of
revolutionism and even secularism. The non-religious sector, whether of
revolutionary, radical, or socialist tendencies, was dominated by the Bund, a

historic Jewish socialist party that did not give the Jewish Communists any
room to operate either inside itself or in the sparse secularist fringes of the
Jewish communities? Other cases of revolutionary organizations such as the
Fareynikte or the Poale Zion-Left were really negligible and inconspicuous

entities. The Jewish component was, nevertheless, an internal complication
for the CPP, in part because within the complex Polish political arena, the
Party was branded as the fydokomuna, and in part because anti-Semitism was
still an open question in the history of the workers’ movement, as attested by
the ideological differences of the communist, socialist, reformist and revolu-
tionary movements. The “Jewish question” was a long-debated issue within
the revolutionary movement, always argued about amongst socialists and
communists - see the notorious positions of Kautski, Marx, Lenin and, later,
Stalin, on the subject. Finally, a certain degree of anti-Semitism in the Polish
working class had been established and nurtured for some time, and this, for
the Communists, represented another hindrance in their influence within the
class itself.

Its numerical, ethnic, and social components are major intricacies and

complications in the history of the Communist Party. Itis not simple to arrive
at a cohesive and logical portrayal of these elements since the documents
detailing them are fragmentary and generally refer to only specific and
isolated periods. The available sources tend to break down into four distinct
- types: a) statistical materials and their analyses, sometimes published by the
Party presses together with the documents produced at congresses, confer-
ences or by various organs of the party; b) documents of the Interwar period
in the files of the State Police; c) a collection of questionnaires and interviews
pertaining to Communist militants of the interbellum period, produced by the
Archives of the Central Committee of the Polish Unified Workers Party from
1949 onward; and d) materials published from the 1970’s onward, devoted to
the history of the workers’ movement, including biographical dictionaries,
together with studies by Polish historians such as Kowalski and more recently,
Szczygielski.l0

While the number of Party members from 1918 to 1938 varied by
thousands, it seems realistic to estimate the total number at a minimum of
about 5,000 and a maximum of about 25,000 or more (including the youth
organizations) according to the period.!! It remains difficult to establish the
exact number both because of incomplete data and a degree of confusion
-added by official historiographic studies of post-bellum Poland. Probably the
original data coming from the CPP itself, even if only partial, may give the best
idea of the real substance of the Party. Thus, the following description of the
Party’s beginnings and growth is based on these data as well as on the other
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sources mentioned above.

For the years 1918-22, 1926, and 1929, the available data are sparse. The
general difficulty of establishing the exact numbers of party members is a
consequence of the fact that certain data were not recorded by anyone, neither
by the party itself nor by the State Police. The CPP was always an illegal
organization and the number of its members was, among other things, subject
to the variations brought about by repression; Communists in prison (from
about 1,000 to 5,000, according to the period) were generally not counted
among the Party members. Besides this datum of relative importance, the
number of Party members was always in a state of “natural” fluctuation; it
varied with great rapidity and facility. Moreover, for periods of time and in
entire geographical regions, the Party itself simply did not know the numbers
of its own members, cells and even local organizations, which came and went.
Finally, members and sympathizers were not always easily distinguished. A
high degree of “revolutionary spontaneity” was present in the Party, even in
the area of organizational questions, during its entire existence. It may be
useful to note that after the dissolution of the Party in 1938, various territorial
organizations refused to disband and continued to operate on their own, at a
local level, until the Nazi invasion and even thereafter. Determining the
number of Communists on the run in this period is particularly difficult.

For various reasons, therefore, the above number (from 5,000 to 25,000)
remains, together with its fluctuations, approximate as does the numeric
distinction, which remains to a certain extent dubious, among the party’s
distinct ethnic components and varied organizations such as the youth. In
consideration of this, the total number of members may be subdivided into
three distinct parts: the CPP comprised from a minimum of 40 percent up to
amaximum of 70 percent with an average tendency of 58 percent. The CPWU
went from a minimum of almost 10 percent up to a maximum of almost 35
percent with an average of about 20 percent, The CPWB, in its turn amounted
to a minimum of more than 5 percent up to a maximum of 45 percent with an
average of 22 percent. In ethnic terms, the phenomenon of fluctuation appears
significant and even more conspicuous for certain years12

Total Members CPP CPWU CPWB
1923 7,590 72.5% 20.5% 7.0%
1930 6,600 50.0% 19.7% 30.3%
1933 17,800 51.7% 25.8% 22.5%

It should be added that the CPP operated over approximately half of the
national territory containing about 60 percent of the population; the CPWU
operated over an area (ethnically Ukrainian) amounting to another quarter of
the national territory and population, and the CPWB operated over a territory
(ethnically Byelorussian) amounting to about one quarter, with a population
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of less than a sixth the national total. Finally, the Communists were concen-
trated in small “red islands,” such as Warsaw and the Dabrowa industrial
basin, and not to be found throughout the national territory and absent from it
in large part. Around the middle of 1935, the CPP comprised in the Warsaw
area alone about a quarter of the total (about 8,000) of its members, while there
were just 140 in Krak6w and 75 in Poznan. In 1919, the CPP (at that time, the
CWPP) had 2,400 members (about 40 percent of the national total) in the
mining district of Dabrowa, while at the end of 1921 it had 500 members and
in 1935 only 280.13

The ethnic makeup of the Communist Party reflected the mosaic of ethnic
groups comprising Polish society, and in terms of communist ideology it
represented a plain example of “proletarian internationalism”. Among the
Communists in Poland there were Poles, Ukrainians, Byelorussians and Jews,
together with a scattering of Germans, Lithuanians and Russians.

Even with regard to the Party’s ethnic composition, the sources are
incomplete. The ethnicity of Communist members does not seem to have been
an object of particular interest; the documents of the state police did not record
ethnic information, nor did the documents produced in postbellum Poland.
The major source of such information is the statistical documents produced by
the party itself on the occasion of national congresses, analyzed thereafter also
in various publications.!4 Of the delegates to the Second National Congress
(1923) of the CPP, 85 percent declared themselves Polish. At the sixth and
final Congress (1932), that number had gone down to 55 percent with 26
percent Jewish, 9 percent Byelorussian and 5 percent Ukrainian!3 The level
of approximation is in any case high in these cases since in these documents
there is confusion as to various designations such as Pole(polak), Silesian
Pole ($lgzak), Pole of Jewish descent (polak pochodzenia zydowskiego) and
Jew (2yd). A realistic estimate of the ethnic makeup of the party may be that
Poles made up two thirds of the total and Jews almost a third. Also to be taken
into consideration are limited numbers of Ukrainians (2.3 percent) together
with a few Germans in Upper Silesia and other scattered cases such as the city
of L6dz (5 members in 1930).16

Here statistical data represent a political problem, most of all as regards
the number, previously inflated, of Jewish members, to whom has been
attributed the ripening of cosmopolitan ideas, internationalist strategies and
anti-nationalism. As has already been said, the estimation of their number as
a quarter of party members is approximate, and most likely in the party’s
leadership - at least in certain of its organizations - the Jewish component was
greater. This statistic together with other reasons cited above caused the party
to be labelled “Zydokomuna,” alabel that in many ways and for a great number
of Poles was certainly appropriate. It has to be remembered in any case that
the internationalist and anti-nationalist strategies were within the dictates of
all communist parties of the Comintern, without any implications for the Jews.
The issue regarding a Jewish Communist in a position of leadership (in the
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Party and within the institutional power) remained alive, and assumed various
forms later in Poland’s Peoples’ Republic, and still represents a motivation for
debate.

As far as the ethnic makeup of the CPWU is concerned, matters are more
simplified. The Party was composed of Ukrainians almost in its totality (more
than 85 percent), clearly due to the Party’s operating in ethnic Ukrainian
territory. In specific cases the numbers varied. Inthe Lwéw region, Ukrainian
membership fell below 70 percent, with the rest consisting of Poles and Jews.
In the city of Lwow itself, the Ukrainian membership comprised 40 percent,
while Poles and Jews numbered 30 percent cachl?

The CPWB operated in Byelorussian ethnic territories, and 80 percent of
its membership came from them together with Ukrainians in the Polesie. The
Jewish component amounted to over 10 percent, with Poles, mostly concen-
trated in the urban areas (Biatystok, Grodno), comprising 3 percent, and
Lithuanians one percent.!8

The social makeup of the Communist Party was diversified, with elements
from almost every social class found within its ranks. Workers, intellectual
workers, and peasants formed the three major categories. In the case of the
CPP, workers were present in numbers that oscillated from 65 to 80 percent,
intellectual workers from 11 to 27 percent, and peasants from 3 to 5 percent.

The CPWU’s structure was more centered and focused on the peasant
contingent, with workers making up about 42 percent, intellectual workers 7
percent and peasants about 47 percent. Still further influenced by the peasants
was the CPWB, whose worker membership averaged 30 percent, with
intellectuals comprising less than 4 percent and peasants a majority of 65
percent.!? Approximation and fluctuation must be taken into account also
with regard to these data, together with a lack of precision in statistical
documents on certain categorizations such as farmer (rolnik), peasant(chiop),
agrarian worker (robotnik roiny) and others.

In the mid-1930’s, the three parties together, the CPP, the CPWU and the
CPWB, retained a “proletarian” majority, even if in a relative sense. The
worker membership added up to about 48 percent of the total with intellectuals
around 7 percent and peasants 41 percent. In any case, these data remain
approximate. The phenomenon of fluctuation is the cause of variable and
inconsistent statistics according to the period, which is also the case when data
from the Party’s various congresses are considered.

The worker component of the Party was concentrated primarily in the
metal-working industry, mining, steel, and also in the textile, chemical, glass
and tobacco manufacturing sectors. The number of unemployed Party mem-
bers was constant and high and, because of its fluctuation, is difficult to
estimate. The phenomenon of unemployment among Communists was a
constant often associated with arrests and detention, and the majority of
workers in the party remained unemployed for more or less lengthy periods.
As for the Jewish communist workers, they were usually employed in small
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industries, in crafts, and as commercial workers. They were a significant
presence in specific sectors such as garments, wood and sugar and their
characteristic trades as printers, tailors, barbers, house-painters, porters, and
waiters. A certain number of Jewish workers and artisans lived in abject
poverty, sometimes nearer -conditions resembling more those of the
“Lumpenproletariat’ than the “Proletariat.”

The contingent of communist intellectual workers represented a very
small part of the Polish intelligentsia. A conspicuous number of members
were of Jewish origin, most of them teachers, journalists, and office workers.
The data of the CPP congresses show a distinct prevalence of teachers and
journalists up to the beginning of the 1930’s, while the information of the
Sixth Congress of 1932 shows a great drop in all categories of intellectual
workers and a sharp increase in those defined as “professional revolutionar-
ies” (zawodowi rewolucjonisci) to over 65 percent of the total of intellectual
worker delegates. This category amounted to 5 percent of the Second
Congress of 1923. The criteria for its definition are not clear, but in any case
those who were counted within it were functionaries (funkcjonariusz) of the
Party since they were professional revolutionaries?°

The peasant contingent in the CPP was very small, but quite conspicuous
in the other two parties, the CPWU and the CPWB. It should be added that the
revolutionary peasants also had other specifically agrarian organizations such
as the Independent Agrarian Party (Niezalezna Partia Chiopska), Byelorussian
Agrarian Workers Hromada (Biatoruska Wtosciarnsko-Robotnicza Hromada)
and the Union of the Agrarian Left Samopomoc (Zjednoczenie Lewicy
Chiopskiej “Samopomoc™), all legal organizations. Relations between these
organizations and the CPP were not always untroubled and they sometimes
were in conflict. In general the Communist Party did not succeed in taking
control of all the revolutionary peasants.

Other data may give a more precise notion of Polish communists. It is
known, for example, also from the documents released at the Party congresses,
that the Communists began their political activity in almost all cases before the
age of thirty, and in half of all cases, they were under twenty. The decided
majority of intellectual workers joined the Party before they were twenty years
of age, half of the workers before they reached twenty and the other half before
their thirtieth year; the peasants in a majority of cases became members
between their twentieth and thirtieth years. Almostall of the worker delegates
to the Third Congress in 1925 declared themselves independent of their
families before the age of twenty at the time they took out membership. The
percentage of intellectual workers was low (17 percent) and there was a drop
in that of the peasants (to 9 percent).

Regarding political origins, the delegates to the Congress mentioned their
prior experiences in other parties: SDKPIL, PPS-Lewica, foreign revolution-
ary organizations, the Polish Socialist Party, other socialist parties, farm
parties, and the Communist Youth Union. The estimated percentages at the
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Sixth Congress (1932) were SDKPIL - 25 percent, PPS-Lewica - 11 percent,
foreign revolutionary organizations - 14 percent, the Polish Socialist Party -
8 percent, other socialist parties - 11 percent, agrarian parties - 5 percent, and
the Communist Youth Union - 26 percent. In 1923, at the Second Congress,
political origins stemmed-in large part from the two organizations that had led
to the founding of the Party itself: SDKPiL - 31 percent, and PPS-Lewica - 15
percent, with the socialists accounting for 28 percent?!

Finally, with regard to education, the members of the CPP were almost all
literate, with about half of the workers holding skilled jobs. The large majority
of members were self-taught, with some years of interrupted schooling or
elementary school only. The percentage of those who had finished middle
school was low, and it was minimal for secondary school. Among the
delegates to the congresses, however, the level of education was quite a bit
higher and varied substantially from one Congress to another. The self-taught
were between 8 and 13 percent, those with an elementary school education
between 16 and 44 percent, those who had finished middle school from 17 to
31 percent, and those with a secondary school education from 10 to 27 percent.
Besides Polish, which served as the official language at the Congresses, all the
delegates knew at least one foreign tongue, about a third knew at least two, and
about a fifth at least three. Almost ten percent knew four or even five
languages.?2? Many had been educated in different countries and under
different foreign occupiers, and many others had been educated in two
countries. Of decisive importance was ethnic background, which was itself
the cause of bi- or trilingualism. Finally, the Communist leadership was not
only of an international or internationalist political formation. It was charac-
terized, furthermore, by an international militancy in many countries and
parties at once, and some of its members had consequently spent their lives in
many countries as a matter of course.

Aninternational and internationalist leadership for a polyethnic, multina-
tional, and internationalist Communist Party was only natural. Butin aPoland
that had only justregained its sovereignty and which maintained strong ties to
deeply rooted traditions of heroic and romantic nationalism, with aspirations
of expansion and polonization to the east, the Communist Party stood out as
a foreign body. Its ideological inflexibility, its incapacity to adapt to reality
and to the course of events kept it hampered by the constraints of illegality,
making it a negligable entity without perspectives in the political arena, where
its strategy resulted in self-destructiveness. It was also of little consequence
on the path of revolution, where its strategy was likewise limited and self-
confining. With the passing of time, the young Party became more and more
the instrument of the volatile whims of the Comintern and Stalin until they
decreed its political end and the physical destruction of its leadership and
members that had taken refuge in the Soviet Union. The Communist Party of
Poland was one of the first communist parties to be born and the first to die at
the hands of the Communists themselves.
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NOTES

* This article originally appeared as a publication of the Working Paper Series
in International Studies (I-92-13) of the Hoover Institution, Stanford Univer-
sity, 1992.

In the following notes, CA KC PZPR (Centralne Archiwum KC PZPR )defines
the Central Archive of the Central Committee of the United Polish Workers’
Party, where I did research during the tenure of my four annual fellowships
granted by the Italian Ministry of Foreign Affairs at Warsaw University up to
the year 1984. Most of this Archive was transferred into theArchiwum Akt
Nowych in Warsaw. I refer to the old name and classification because I have
not used the collection since it moved to its new location. Part of the archival
material here cited can be found also in RAGS (Raccolta Archivio Gabriele
Simoncini), a private archive in Volterra, Italy.

1. For an extensive bibliography on the CPP and on its leadership see G.
Simoncini, Revolutionary Organizations and Revolutionaries in
Interbellum Poland. A Bibliographical Biographical Study Edwin
Mellen Press, Lewiston-New York, Queenston-Canada, Lampeter-
United Kingdom, 1992, pp. xi 278. In English, the history of the CPP
is outlined in: M. K. Dziewanowski,The Communist Party of Poland.
An Outline of History, Harvard University Press, Cambridge Massa-
chusetts, 1959 and 1976, pp. 55-154. And further sketched in: J. B. de
Weydenthal, The Communists of Poland: An Historical Outline. Re-
vised Edition, Hoover Institution Press, Stanford, 1986, pp. 1-33. A
more focused study on CPP is: G. Simoncini,The Communist Party of
Poland 1918-1929, Dissertation, Columbia University, New York,
1991. See also: J. Schatz, The Generation. The Rise and Fall of the
Jewish Communists of Poland. Berkeley, 1991. In Polish, the more or
less orthodox Marxist literature lists: J. Kowalski, Trudne Lata.
Problemy rozwoju polskiego ruchu robotniczego 1929-1935,
Warszawa, 1966; J. Kowalski, Komunistyczna Partia Polski 1935-
1938, Warszawa, 1975; B. Kolebacz, Komunistyczna Partia Polski
1923-1929. Problemy ideologiczne, Warszawa, 1984. Of general
interest not intended for the specialist see H. Cimek and L.
Kieszczyriski, Komunistyczna Partia Polski 1918-1938, Warszawa,
1984. And a summary simplified sketch: A. Czubinski, Komunistyczna
Partia Polski 1918-1938, Warszawa, 1985. Studies on the CPP
appeared in the journal: Z pola walki, published in Moscow in the
interwar period, and the homonymous Z pola walki published in
Warsaw since 1958.

2. On the KPRP see the monograph study F.Swietlikowa, Komunistyczna
Partia Robotnicza Polski 1918-1923, Warszawa, 1968.
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On the party’s dissolution see J. Maciszewski, ed., Tragedia

Komunistycznej Partii Polski, Warszawa, 1989.

4. On some theoretical aspects of the early CPP’s revolutionary attempts
and revolutionary strategies within the working movement see G.
Simoncini, Teoria e prassi nei consigli operai polacchi del 1918-
1919, Dissertation, University of Pisa, 1982.

5. Of interest is Procesy integracyjne w ruchu robotniczymw latach 191 8-
1923, Warszawa, 1979. A collective work produced for internal use
by the Wyzsza Szkota Nauk Spotecznych of the Central Committee of
the United Polish Workers’ Party.

. Very useful are two brief studies by Jerzy Tomaszewski:Rzeczpospolita
wielu narodéw, Warszawa, 1985, and Qjczyzna nie tylko Polakéw,
Warszawa, 1985.

7. Of interest on the two parties are J. Radziejowski, Komunistyczna
Partia Zachodniej Ukrainy 1919-1929. Weztowe problemy
ideologiczne, Krakéw, 1976. A reworked version appeared later in
English. And A. Bergman,Komunistyczna Partia Zachodniej Biaforusi
w latach 1924-1928, in Rocznik Biatostocki, Vol. VII, Biatystok,
1967. :

8. See the recent interesting study J. Schatz, The Generation. The Rise
and Fall of the Jewish Communists of Poland, Berkeley, 1991.

9. The revolutionary wing seceded from the Bund and organized its own
party, the Kombund, which joined the CPP in 1923 after having failed
to push the Bund toward revolutionary positions or to join the
Comintern as an autonomous Jewish Communist party. See Iwaiski
G., “Zydowski Komunistyczny Zwiazek Robotniczy Kombund w
Polsce 1921-1923,” Z pola walki, No. 4, 1974, pp. 43-78.

10. The types of sources:

A. Archival - Party

1) AIML, Archiw Profinterna. f. 538 op. 25. Polsha 1934. Con-

tains information on the CPP territorial organizations at regional,

provincial, and factory level.

ii) Materiaty w sprawie stanu organizacyjnego partii. 1.VIII.1935.

CA KC PZPR 151-VII-1,t.19. Produced by the CPP’s Represen-

tative Committee to the Executive Committee of the Comintern.

iii) “Albert”(Wiktor Zytlowski), Z zagadnier organizacyjnych

KPP,Nowy Przeglagd No. 2-3,1932. “Albert,” Stan organizacyjny

Komunistycznej Partii Polski, Nowy Przeglgd No.10, 1933.

“Albert,” Uwagi w sprawach organizacyjnich, Nowy Przeglad,

No.3, 1935. Reports on CPP organization and statistics published

in its theoretical organ.

N

B. Archival - Police
1) Poufny Przeglgd Inwigilacyjny (PPI), Warszawa, 1921-1939.
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