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Forming the Network of Ukrainian Emigrant Organizations
in Bulgaria (First Half of the 1920s)

Valeriy Vlasenko, Thor Sribnyak, Natalia Yakovenko

Abstract: The article reconstructs the process of forming a network of Ukrainian emigrant
organizations in Bulgaria during the first half of the 1920s. Thanks to the efforts of Ukrainian
diplomacy, and in particular the activities of the Head of the UPR Extraordinary Diplomatic
Mission in Romania, K. Matsyevych, the Bulgarian government took a generally favorable
position towards the UPR State Center in 1921. Part of the Bulgarian politicians consistently
supported the Ukrainians and their political aspirations, which made it possible to establish
the Ukrainian-Bulgarian Society and the “Ukrainian House” shelter for refugees, the sick
and the disabled. At the same time, another part of Bulgarian politicians did not distinguish
between Ukrainians and Russians, which was the result of significant influence exerted by
Russian emigration centers on the Bulgarian government. Under their pressure, Ukrainian
organizations were forced to cease their legal existence (1925). At the same time, it did not
mean their self-liquidation — moreover, at that time the Ukrainian emigration environment
was divided according to political preferences, which led to the formation of two groups —
national-democratic (supporters of the UPR government in exile) and conservative-hetmanist
(Ukrainian monarchists). The UPR environment significantly prevailed in terms of quantity,
it included the Ukrainian Community and its branches and groups in the regions, the Cultural
and Educational Circle, the “Sich” Society, and the Circle named after M. Drahomanov. The
organizational rallying of the ‘hetmantsy’ and the group of “free Cossacks” took place within
the unit of the Ukrainian National Cossack Society. Despite rather limited opportunities to
advance their political aspirations in Bulgaria, Ukrainian emigrants managed to adapt to the
conditions of their temporary living and became part of the Bulgarian society (without mixing
with it).

Keywords: Ukrainian political emigration, national community, circle, cultural and
educational activities, Bulgaria.

Introduction

The current full-scale military aggression of a neighboring state against
Ukraine has resulted in a multi-million stream of refugees, spreading in large
and small numbers across many European countries. A lot of refugees got to
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Bulgaria as well. Ukraine faced a similar social crisis over 100 years ago, when
Bolsheviks seized the power in the country following the defeat of the 1917—
1921 Ukrainian Revolution. Their military and political opponents, as well as
ordinary runaways witnessing chaos, economic disaster, horrors of the “mili-
tary communism policy” were forced to leave their Motherland. At that time,
in contrast to the current situation — where the majority of refugees are women
and children — most people were men who emigrated mainly within parts of
military formations — the Army of the Ukrainian People’s Republic, the white
armies of Denikin and Wrangel, and insurgent units. They made their way for
foreign lands in different means — by land to Poland and Romania and by sea to
Constantinople and from there to the Balkan states or directly to Romania, Bul-
garia, the Kingdom of Serbs, Croats and Slovenes and other countries. Bulgaria
then hosted tens of thousands refugees from the territory of the former Russian
Empire. At the same time, the reverse process was taking place, when former
Ukrainian prisoners of war from the Russian and Austro-Hungarian armies,
who had been captured at the Western and Thessaloniki fronts, returned home
through the Balkans (via the Danube or by sea from Varna). Some of them, due
to various circumstances, could not or did not want to return home, adding to the
ranks of emigrants.

Historiography

In Ukraine, the research of Ukrainian emigration in Bulgaria began in
mid-1990s, when V. Pavlenko’s monograph on Ukrainian-Bulgarian relations
in the interwar period was published, one of the sections of which dealt with
problems of Ukrainian emigration. It informed about emigrant organizations
and the contribution made by emigrants to the development of Bulgarian cul-
ture, education and science, and the initial stage of the forming of a network
of Ukrainian organizations was briefly mentioned.! At the intersection of XX—
XXI centuries, certain aspects of emergence and residence of the Ukrainian
emigration in Bulgaria, in particular of the captured and interned Ukrainian
soldiers, were covered in the papers by I. Sribnyak, which concerned both
Central and South-Eastern Europe in general, and the Balkans in particular.?

' TTABJIEHKO, B. Vkpaiuceko-6oirapcbki B3aemuan 1918—-1939 pp. Kuis: [H-T icTopil
Vkpainu HAH Vkpainu, 1995, pp. 166-202.

2 CPIBHSIK, I. Vkpainmi Ha uyxuHi. [TonoHeHi Ta iHTepHOBaHI BOSIKU-YKpaiHIli B Kpa-
fnax LlenTtpanmbnoi ta IliBgenno-Cxignoi €Bporu (1919-1924 pp.): craHoBumie, opraHiza-
1isl, KyJIbTYpHO-TIPOCBITHUIbKA HistbHICTh. Kuis, 2000, pp 190-195; CPIBHSIK, 1. [Touatku
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Many aspects of Ukrainian political emigration in Bulgaria are dis-
closed in the works of V. Vlasenko, in particular regarding the waves of
emigration,’ the development of emigrant organizations in 1921-22* and
the 1930s of the XX century,’ the relationship of Bulgarian authorities with
emigration,® the interaction of Polish diplomacy with Ukrainian emigra-
tion in the Balkans,” the political emigrant surroundings,® the emigrant

YKpaiHChKOi BilichbkoBOi emirpanii Ha bankanax (1921-1923 pp.). — BilicbkoBo-icTopuuHHit
anpManax, 2006, no. 2, pp. 45-55.

* BJIACEHKO, B. Ilepiira xBusist Mi>KBOEHHOI YKpaTHChKOT MO THYHOT eMirpariii 1o bo-
rapii. — bearapcka ykpamnucruka: anmpmanax, 2013, no. 3, pp. 172-184; BJIACEHKO, B.
Tpets xBWIS MDKBOEHHOI YKpaiHChbkoi emirpanii 1o Bonrapii. — In: JIpuHOBChKmMii 30ipHUK.
XapkiB-Codus, 2014, vol. 8, pp. 184-195.

* BIACEHKO, B. Jlo rpomajceko-noniTnuHoi aisiibHOCTI Bacuist @unonosuya y boin-
rapii y 1921-1922 pp. — KuiBcbka craposuna, 2010, no. 6, pp. 97-115. XKBAHKO, JI. Jlucr
Bacuns ®unonoBuua 1921 poky sik jukepeno 3 icTopii BUBUEHHSI yKpaiHChKOI emirpamii B
Bounrapii. — In: IpunoBcekuit 36ipauk. XapkiB-Codis, 2014, vol. 7, pp. 350-356; SIKIMO-
BA, A. M. [lisnbHicTh YKpaiHChKOro ryprtka imeni [IparomanoBa B Bonrapii. — In: Cyc-
MUTBHO-TIONITHYHI TPOLIECH Ha YKPATHCHKUX 3€MIISIX: iCTOpis, Npo0ieMu, NepCreKTUBH: 30.
marep. III Beeykp. Hayk.-npakT. koH}. (Cymu, 17 kBitHst 2015 p.): y 2 u. Cymn, 2015, part 1,
pp. 31-34.

> BJIACEHKO, B. Vkpaiuceka rpomMana B bosnrapii (3a MaTepianamu napu3bKoro THXHe-
Buka «Tpuzyo»). — Cymcbka crapoBuHa, 2011, no. XXV, pp. 14-27; BJIACEHKO, B. ®inis
VkpaiHChKOrO HaIllOHATFHOTO KO3allbKoro ToBapuctBa y borapii (1923-1936) 3a matepia-
JamMu GONTrapchbKoro i yechbkoro apxisiB. — In: puHoBchkuii 30ipHuK. XapkiB-Codis, 2012,
vol. 5, pp. 428-443; BJIACEHKO, B. Vkpainceke KyiabTypHe 00’eqnanns B bonrapii. — In:
HpunoBchkuii 36ipauk. XapkiB-Codis, 2014, vol. 7, pp. 87-97.

¢ BTACEHKO, B. Bonrapis i ykpaiHchka MOJNITHYHA eMITpallis B MDKBOEHHUHN TIEPiof:
(hopmu B3aemonii. — In: Ykpaina i Bonrapis B ictopii €Bponu = Ykpaiina u bwirapus B ucro-
pusita Ha EBpoma: 36ipHuK Hayk. mpaub. KuiB: In-T icropii Vkpaitm HAH Vkpainu, 2019,
pp. 327-345.

7" BIACEHKO, B. MixBo€HHa TMOJIbCbKA AUILIOMATis i yKpaiHChKa MOJNITHYHA eMi-
rpauisi Ha Bamkanax (Bomrapisi, Pymynis, FOrocnagis). — In: Ukraincy i ich sasiedzi na
przestrzeni wiekow: polityka, gospodarka, religia, kultura i zycie codzienne, 2021, vol. 2,
pp. 157-174.

§ BJIACEHKO, B. KoHcepBaTHBHO-TeThMaHChKE CEPEIOBHIIE MiXKBOEHHOI YKPaiHCHKOT
emirpauii B kpaiHax ITiBpenHo-CxigHoi €Bporu (1918—1939 pp.). — CyMchbkuil icTOpUKO-ap-
xiBHUI XypHai, 2015, no. XXV, pp. 56-67; BIACEHKO, B., B. 'V3VH. HauionansHo-e-
MOKpaTHYHE CEpEeIOBHINE MIKBOEHHOI yKpalHChKOi emirpauii B kpainax [liBpeHHO-CXigHOi
€sporu. — Cymcbka crapoBuHa, 2016, no. XLVIIIL, pp. 25-49; BJIACEHKO, B. Pagukans-
HO-HAIliOHAJIICTUYHE CePEIOBHIIE MKBOEHHOI YKpaiHchbkoi emirpauii B [TiBnenHo-CxinHiii €B-
pomi. — Cymcbka ctapoBuHa, 2016, no. XLIX, pp. 23-42.
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press,’ the naturalization of emigrants!® and the cultural activities of emi-
grants.'

I. Matyash, a researcher of the history of international relations, focused
her attention on the activities of Ukrainian diplomatic representation in Bul-
garia, due to whose efforts the process of building the foundations of Ukraini-
an-Bulgarian interstate relations gained significant dynamism, and they them-
selves were built on the principles of mutual recognition and respect.'? Ukrai-
nian diplomat A. Tertychna studied the methods of Ukrainian emigration in
formation of cultural diplomacy instruments in Ukrainian-Bulgarian relations
in the interwar period."”* Most of publications on Ukrainian emigration in Bul-
garia deals with the second half of the 1920s and 1930s of the XX century,
when a network of Ukrainian public organizations was formed and functioned,
being under the influence of various political surroundings, meanwhile there is
a lack of information (only fragmentary data) concerning Ukrainian emigrants
in the first half of the 1920s of the XX century.

In Russian historiography, Ukrainian emigration to Bulgaria is not sepa-
rated from the whole mass of emigration from the former Russian Empire,
considering it an integral part. Only in a few works, attention is paid to the
existence of the so-called “Ukrainian question” in the midst of Russian emi-
gration in the Balkans."

? BIACEHKO, B. Ykpaincbka eMirpantchka mpeca Mi>KBoeHHOTo niepiony B bornrapii. —
Cymcbka crapoBuHa, 2017, no. LI, pp. 35-47.

10 BJIACEHKO, B. Hatypanu3arusi yKpanHCKoi SMUrpanuu B boirapuu B Me)XXBOSHHbII
nepuop. — Anamuesa. Codus, 2015, no. 1, pp. 18-33.

1 BJIACEHKO, B. IlleBueHKOBCKME THI YKPAUHCKOM TOIUTHYECKOM SMUrpanud B bos-
rapuy B MEXBOEHHBIN mepuoj (0 MaTepranaM IaprKCKoro exeHenenbHuka «Tpusyb»). —
W3Bectus Ha MHCcTUTYTA 32 McTOpruecku uscienpanus, 2014, vol. XXXI, no. 1, pp. 106-114;
BJIACEHKO, B. KynbTypHa J1isutbHICTh MIX)KBOEHHOT yKpaiHChKOI emirpatii B bonrapii (My3u-
Ka, TaHIli, Teatp). — CyMcbka crapoBuna, 2018, no. LII, pp. 38-50.

12 MATIASH, I. The First Ukrainian Diplomatic Representation in Bulgaria: till the Be-
ginning of the Institutional History of Ukrainian-Bulgarian Relations. — Bulgarian Historical
Review/Revue bulgare d’Histoire. Sofia, 2020, vol. 48, no. 3—4, pp. 237-257.

3 TEPTUYHA, A. Ponb 06’ enHanb yKpaiHChKOT eMirpariii y ¢popMyBaHHI iHCTPYMEHTIB
KyJIbTYpHOI IMIUIOMATii B yKpaiHChKO-Ooirapcbkux B3aemunax (1920-1940 pp.). — In: MA-
TSI, 1., TEPTUYHA A., MAHACIEBA, 1. Ykpainceko-60nrapchki BiTHOCHHU: OdiliiiHa i
KynbTypHa gumuioMatis (1918-1944). KuiB-Codust: [u-T ictopii Ykpainm HAH Vkpainu, 2021,
pp- 213-244.

4 KOCHK, B. U. Vkpaunckuii Bornpoc u npobiema «bankanusaimm» Poccun B cpe-
J€ PYCCKHMX SMHUTPaHTOB B 1930-e Tobl: B CBS3M 3 BBIXOJOM B CBET COOpHHKA JIOKYMEHTOB
«Yemy cBuneTenu Mbl ObuIn». — CrnaBsHoBenenue, 1999, no. 4, pp. 64-70; ITHUPEJIbMAH,
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In the works by Bulgarian authors dealing with Russian emigration,
Ukrainian organizations are also mentioned as its constituent parts.”” And the
leader of Ukrainian emigration in Bulgaria, Mykhailo Parashchuk, who was
an opponent of the Russian emigration, is considered to be a Russian artist.'
It is worth noting that in her monograph on Russian emigration, Ts. Kyoseva
drew attention to the national separation of Ukrainians from Russian emigra-
tion in the interwar period,” and P. Peykovska mentioned that ethnic structure
of immigrants and refugees from the former Russian Empire to Bulgaria in
1920 included Ukrainians.'

L. Revyakina, emphasizing the “politicization” of the term “Ukrainian”
by Ukrainian authors, recognized the existence of a network of Ukrainian emi-
grant organizations, their associations, the Ukrainian-Bulgarian society, and
the Ukrainian emigrant press in interwar Bulgaria'®. P. Mangachev’s book*
was the only monographic work devoted to Ukrainian emigration to Bulgaria
in the interwar period. However, it is more of a journalistic rather than scien-
tific character, although it contains important factual material.

Theoretical remarks

This article does not deal with the whole scope of Ukrainian emigration,
but only the political emigration. In the documentation of the time (the end of
the 1910s — beginning of the 1920s), both Ukrainian emigrants and diplomats
themselves, as well as government officials of Bulgarian state institutions, in-

B. A. Pycckue, Hepycckue u eBpa3uiickuii pefiepainiM: eBpa3uiiibl U UX OMIOHEHTHI B 1920-¢
rojbl. — CraBsiHoBenenue, 2002, no. 4, pp. 3—20.

15 TACKAJIOB, [I. bsnata emurpaiust B8 beirapusa. Codusi: YHUBEpCUTETCKO U3[-BO
«C. Kmument Oxpupickuy, 1997, pp. 161-166.

16 KbOCEBA, 1I. Pycckue xymoxHuku 3mMurpantsl B bonrapun. — CiaBsHOBenCHHE,
1996, no. 4, p. 21, 23.

7 KECEBA, 11. Bosrapus u pycckas smurpamus: 1920-1950-e roast. Mocksa: Bubmio-
teka-¢ouy «Pycckoe 3apybexne»; Pycckuit myTs, 2008, pp. 13—14, 190.

18 PEYKOVSKA, P. Bulgaria on the move. Migration, Refugees, Integration, and Ur-
banisation in the 1910s—1930s. Sofia: Institute for Historical studies Bulgarian academy of
sciences, 2022, p. 72, 74, 79.

Y PEBSKMHA, JI. Ykpaunckata emurpanus B bearapust. 1920-te romuan Ha XX B. —
Havyaioto Ha XX B. — In: Vkpaina i Bonrapist B icTopii €Bponu = Ykpaiina u bouiarapus B
ucropusita Ha EBpona: 30ipHuk Hayk. rpanpb. Kuis : [nctutyT ictopii Vkpainm HAH Vkpainu,
2019, pp. 385-404.

20 MAHT'AYEB, I1. Ykpaunckata emMurpaimsi B bbirapus mnpes nepuopga Mexiy JBeTe
cBetoBHU BoitHM (1918 1. — 1944 1.). Codmsa: Konbuc, 2011. 321 pages.
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ternational, Bulgarian and Russian charitable (e.g., the Red Cross Society) or-
ganizations applied different criteria to the concept of “a Ukrainian”. Even in
the documents of Ukrainian diplomatic representations and the General Head-
quarters of the UPR Army, the number of Ukrainians in the Balkans in general
and in Bulgaria in particular ranged from a few thousand to tens of thousands
people. Certain discrepancies regarding the definition of the nationality of em-
igrants from the former Russian Empire can be also found in modern scientific
literature. Most often, Ukrainians are singled out (were singled out) basing on
territorial and geographical indications, i.e. place of birth or residence. For
example, the majority of Wrangel’s army consisted of mobilized young people
mainly from Ekaterinoslav region, Poltava region, Kharkiv region, Kherson
region, less — from Kyiv region and Chernihiv region, very few — from Vo-
lyn and Podillya.?! According to this indicator, the proportion of Ukrainians
among the entire scope of emigrants from the former empire was determined
by Ukrainian government officials at 70% and even 80%.2 However not all
those born in Ukrainian provinces considered themselves Ukrainians, just as
some of the Kuban Cossacks, residents of the Russian part of Slobozhansh-
chyna or Zeleny Klyn (the southern part of the Far East area of the Russian
Empire) identified themselves more with the Ukrainian ethnic group than with
the Russian one (“Russian”).

Under conditions of emigration, and this situation is extreme, uncertain,
difficult, the division of emigrants from the former empire, in particular from
Ukrainian provinces, into Ukrainians and Russians was rather relative and
changeable. It often depended on a specific situation, the need to obtain legal
protection, material support, medical assistance, overnight accommodation,
etc. Since international charitable organizations provided support to emigrants
mainly through Russian emigrant organizations or the diplomatic mission of
White Russia in Bulgaria, the requirement for receiving such assistance was
the provision of documents issued only by the Russian diplomatic mission in
Sofia. Food and lodging for the night were denied even for those who emigrat-
ed because of evacuation from Crimea (officers of Wrangel’s army, Ukrainian

2l TleHTpanbHUil JepXKaBHUI apXiB BUINMX OpPraHiB Blamd Ta YIOPAaBIiHHS YKpaiHu
(IJABO VYkpaiun), ¢. 3696, om. 2, ciip. 308, apk. 107.

22 [{eHTpanbHuil IepKaBHUI apXiB rpoManchkux 06’ enHanp Ykpaiau (AT O Vkpaiun),
¢. 269, on. 2, cop. 282, apk. 212.
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rebels held by Wrangel’s government, and civilians), who received passports at
the Ukrainian embassies in Constantinople and Sofia.”*

Emigrants are also distinguished according to their legal status, i.e. their
affiliation (citizenship) to a certain state. Like, all those who left the territory
of the former Russian Empire are Russian subjects, that is, actually Russians.
This principle was followed by the High Commission for Refugees (established
in 1921 by the League of Nations), and its successor, the Nansen International
Office for Refugees (since 1930). Both institutions initially recognized only
two nationalities for subjects of the former Russian Empire — Russians and Ar-
menians (since 1924), which was reflected in the so-called “Nansen” passports,
and later — other nationalities that were not subjects of the Russian Empire. But
the legal system of the Russian Empire became invalid with the disappearance
of this state itself. In the course of 1917-1921 revolutionary events, new states
emerged, in particular on the territory of Ukraine — the Ukrainian People’s
Republic (the period of the Central Rada), the Ukrainian State (Hetmanate of
P. Skoropadskyi), the Ukrainian People’s Republic (the Directory period), the
West Ukrainian People’s Republic, which adopted their laws on citizenship.
Relevant passports were also issued by Ukrainian embassies and diplomatic
missions. Thus, according to the data of the control commission of the Russian
Red Cross Society mission in Bulgaria on the situation and political moods of
the Russian emigration of August 1, 1923, there were about 10.000 Ukrainians
in Bulgaria, of which 5.000 people were registered at the UPR Embassy and,
accordingly, were supporters of S. Petliura. Another part of Ukrainians con-
sisted of those persons who, although they were under the influence of Russian
emigrant organizations (“in the units of the Wrangel army”), but did so only
because of material benefits.>* Uncertain legal situation, financial hardship,
need for food, lodging, medicines, etc. in many cases forced the emigrant to
turn to Russian charitable organizations, which provided such assistance on
condition of acquiring a Russian passport (document).

Situations of changing the position regarding Ukrainianness were not
unique. Thus, former professors of the Novorosyisk (Odesa) University V. Za-
vyalov and M. Popruzhenko were initially sympathetic to the Ukrainian cause
in Bulgaria, in 1922 they were members of the Temporary Committee of the

B UIABO VYkpainu, ¢. 3696, om. 2, crp. 308, apk. 103; crp. 360, apk. 2038. — 21.
24 Pycckast BoenHast smurpanus 20-40-x romos. lokymenTsl 1 Matepuaibl. T. 3: Bo3spa-
menHue. .. 1921-1924 rr. Mocksa: Tpuana-¢d, 2002, p. 396.
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Ukrainian Red Cross, but later became its critics and enemies.? In contrast to
it, in 1923, several students of the Russian gymnasium in the Bulgarian capital
appealed to the board of the Ukrainian community in Sofia with a request to
accept them into the organization in order to have the opportunity to “wait for
the hour when we will all stand under the yellow and blue flag”.?¢

Ukrainians were also distinguished according to the level of national
consciousness (self-awareness). Just at the beginning of emigration, one of
the leaders of Ukrainian emigration in Bulgaria, Lieutenant-Colonel Vasyl Fy-
lonovych, singled out among the refugees/emigrants conscious, unconscious,
and renegades or “little Russians” (those Ukrainians who recognized their
‘separateness’ (difference) in culture and language, but did not separate them-
selves from Russia and Russian emigration). At the beginning of the 1920s, in
Bulgaria almost all of them were among the Russian emigrant surroundings,
under the influence of Russian officers and numerous Russian intelligentsia.
In addition, emigrants were also influenced by the Russophilia of Bulgarian
authorities, which attracted representatives of intelligentsia from the former
Russian Empire to public service and teaching.?’

Even while getting to emigration and already in emigration, when it be-
came clear that the return to the Motherland was delayed, Ukrainian political
emigration was formed in the emigrant environment, that is, that part of it that
was politically motivated, ideologically determined, organizationally struc-
tured and professed the idea of restoration Ukrainian independent statehood in
any of its forms. It concerns those Ukrainians who belonged to various politi-
cal groups or were their supporters, professed certain ideology (conservatism,
monarchism, republicanism, nationalism, etc.), belonged to public organiza-
tions or sporadically participated in their activities, advocated for independent
Ukraine and publicly (consciously) recognized themselves as Ukrainians.

Therefore, when studying Ukrainian emigration in Bulgaria in the inter-
war period in general and in the first half of the 1920s in particular, it is quite
appropriate to use the third feature (criterion), when people, despite certain
material, financial and other advantages of the owner of documents issued by
Russian institutions or organizations, publicly recognized themselves as Ukrai-

% TlentpaneH appxkaBeH apxuB Ha Peny0Omuka Bwarapus (LJIAPB), ¢. 1717K, om. 1,
a.e. 415, n. 1-2.

% Vkpaincbka emirpaiis B bonrapii. — Tpubyna Vkpainu. Bapmasa, 1923, no. 2-3,
pp. 114-115.

T IJATO Vkpainu, ¢. 269, om. 2, cip. 282, apk. 212.
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nians and actively participated in the life of Ukrainian emigration. According
to V. Vlasenko’s calculations, in early 1920s, out of 35.000-36.000 emigrants
from Ukraine and Russia in Bulgaria, about 50% were native Ukrainians or
former residents of Ukraine. A large part of them consisted of “little Russians”.
There were about 9.000 to 11.000 people who recognized themselves as Ukrai-
nians, including some Kubans, and lived “their national life”; those professing
the idea of independent Ukraine made up 7-8 thousand; “organized” Ukraini-
ans, that is, united in emigrant public organizations made up 1.5-2 thousand
and “conscious” (intelligent) Ukrainians — about 200 people.”® The last two
mentioned categories can be considered political emigration. During the inter-
war period, as a result of repatriation (return to the homeland), reemigration
(secondary emigration, moving to other countries), naturalization (acquisition
of citizenship of the host country), assimilation (loss of contact with the Ukrai-
nian emigrant environment) and natural factors (aging and death), the tenden-
cy towards decrease of the number of political emigrants could be observed.
It should be noted that during the interwar period, political centers of
the Ukrainian emigration were formed in Europe (Austria, Germany, Poland,
France, Czechoslovakia), where large numbers of emigrants lived, the leaders
of the emigration (S. Petliura, P. Skoropadskyi, Ye. Konovalets, and others)
were based, governmental structures operated (the UPR Government in exile,
the State Center of the Ukrainian People’s Republic, the Government of the
Western Ukrainian People’s Republic, etc.), as well as traditional and newly es-
tablished Ukrainian political parties and organizations, and public-political pe-
riodicals were published. In other countries of the continent, peripheral centers
of the Ukrainian political emigration existed. Among them were Bulgaria and
the Kingdom of Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes (KSCS, Yugoslavia), where the
number of Ukrainians was relatively small. There were even fewer nationally
conscious individuals among them (those who clearly identified themselves as
Ukrainians). Ukrainians arrived in these two countries mainly as parts of the
White armies of Denikin and Wrangel. A certain obstacle to the development
of Ukrainian political emigration in the KSCS and Bulgaria, to a greater or
lesser extent, was the Russophilism of the local authorities. Romania served
as an intermediate link between the political centers and the peripheral com-
munities, where the Ukrainian emigration was less numerous than in politi-

28 BJIACEHKO, B. Tpets xBumisi MiXXBOEHHOI yKpaiHChbKOi emirpariii 1o bonrapii. — In:
JpuHoBchkuii 36ipauk, 2014, vol. 8, p. 189.
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cal centers but more cohesive than in Bulgaria and Yugoslavia. The core of
the political emigration in Romania consisted of soldiers of the UPR Army
and insurgent units who appeared in this country while retreating across the
Dniester. The local authorities viewed the Ukrainian political emigrants more
favorably, regarding them as potential allies in a possible confrontation with
the USSR.

Within the Ukrainian political émigré community in Europe, several
socio-political milieus also emerged: the national-democratic (republicans,
Petliurists, supporters of the UNR), the conservative-Hetmanite (monarchists,
Hetmanites), the radical-nationalist (nationalists, fascists), the populist-social-
ist (Ukrainian socialists), and the national-communist (Ukrainian Bolsheviks).
In the various recipient countries, one or another milieu predominated (either
constantly or periodically), or several of them coexisted simultaneously. The
milieus that dominated at the beginning of the interwar political emigration
gradually gave way — especially at the turn of the 1920s—1930s — to new ones.
In each country where the emigration resided, both internal and external fac-
tors influenced on the process of forming these political milieus.

The purpose of this article is to reconstruct the process of forming a net-
work of Ukrainian public and combatant organizations in Bulgaria in the first
half of the 1920s of the XX century.

In Bulgaria, assistance to newly arrived was provided, firstly, by inter-
national organizations (the International Committee of the Red Cross, the
League of Nations High Commission for Refugees, the International Labour
Office, etc.); secondly, by state institutions (ministries and local authorities),
the church (Holy Synod of the BOC) and public organizations of Bulgaria
(the Slavic Society, Bulgarian Red Cross, the Russian-Bulgarian Cultural and
Charitable Committee, as well as the Russian Committee for Support headed
by Bishop Stefan, which included representatives of Bulgarian and Russian or-
ganizations); thirdly, the UPR diplomatic representation in Bulgaria. But with
the loss of territory, the financial support of the embassies themselves by the
UPR Government was minimal, and ultimately impossible (“state without a
territory”), so the assistance did not concern financial sphere.

During its existence (1918-23), the Ukrainian Embassy in Bulgaria was
headed by Oleksandr Shulgin (Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentia-
ry), Fedir Shulga (Embassy affairs manager) and Vasyl Dragomyretskyi (Em-
bassy affairs manager, diplomatic agent). The employees of the Embassy were
loanykiy Dodul, Mykola Lavryk, Yulian Nalysnyk, Petro Sikora, Dmytro She-

100



ludko, Yulian Vilchynsky dealt with military recruiting, and General Borys
Bobrovsky (1868—1933) was a military agent (attach¢).”

Compared to other Ukrainian diplomatic representations, for example, the
UPR Extraordinary Diplomatic Mission (EDM) in Romania, which became
the founder of a number of central organizations of Ukrainian emigration,
the Embassy in Bulgaria did not act as a locomotive to unite Ukrainians. In
January 1921, the acting secretary of the UPR Embassy in Bulgaria V. Drago-
myretskyi, reporting to the UPR Ministry of Foreign Affairs, explained it by
the lack of money not only for helping refugees, but also for maintenance of the
Embassy itself. It could only support them morally, i.e. issue documents and
free tickets to leave the country, recommend them for work, arrange barracks
for the militaries to spend the night, etc. At that time, there was no Ukrainian
organization in Bulgaria and there were no proactive and nationally conscious
Ukrainians. According to V. Dragomyretskyi, the diplomatic representation
could not establish a public organization due to its official status®.

However the situation changed after the arrival in March 1921 of Kost
Matsiyevich, the Head of the EDM of the UPR in Romania, who was then ap-
pointed by the UPR Government to head the UPR Embassy in Bulgaria. Meet-
ings were held with Aleksander Stamboliyski, the Prime Minister of Bulgaria
(also the Minister of Foreign Affairs), the MFA affairs manager Simeon Radev
and the Chairman of the National Assembly Aleksandr Botev. K. Matsiyev-
ich’s visit resulted in the intensification of the Embassy’s activities. A num-
ber of measures were taken to provide assistance to refugees and unite them
in public organizations. Assistance was provided through the newly created
Temporary Committee of the Ukrainian Red Cross, which included V. Drago-
myretskyi (Head), Volodymyr Leontovych, prof. Luchev, later M. Parashchuk,
V. Fylonovych, professors Vasyl Zavyalov and Mykhailo Popruzhenko (mem-
bers) joined. K. Matsiyevich allocated 3.000 Bulgarian levs for establishment
of a shelter for 100—120 people and the purchase of building materials for its
repair. The local authorities allowed the conversion of the former military hut
into the “Ukrainian House” shelter for refugees, the sick and the disabled.
K. Matsiyevich proposed creating a committee to help refugees, which would

2 HAJIMCHUK, 1O. Ilepiue moconbctBO YkpaiHnchkoi [lepkaBu B Boirapii (croran
3-nepen 20-1u pokiB). — In: [cropuunmii kaneHnap-anbMaHax «YepBoHoi kanuHm» Ha 1939 pik.
JIeBiB, 1938, pp. 164—168.
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open similar committees in the regions, register refugees, help them find job
places, organize labor workshops and artels, and provide money loans on the
basis of a credit cooperative.®! In early May 1923, the Ukrainian Embassy in
Bulgaria ceased to exist.

The creation of public organizations was initiated by the Ukrainian refu-
gees/emigrants themselves. At the beginning of 1921, a group of emigrants
led by the Lieutenant-Colonel of the UPR Army V. Fylonovych, with whom
K. Matsiyevich met during his visit to Bulgaria, founded the Ukrainian com-
munity there. Later, in a letter to his former commander Arkhyp Kmeta, the
Lieutenant-Colonel mentioned the events of December 1920 — January 1921
as follows: “When I came from Tsargorod to Bulgaria with a group of Ukrai-
nians and saw complete disorganization, I submitted a project of forming a
Ukr[ainian] organization. [Mr.] Dragomyretskyi rejected this project and was
generally against such an organization. However, | gathered about 30 people,
including both [Mr.] Khrapko and [Mr.] Krupytskyi, and this is how the first
Ukr[ainian] organization was founded on the territory of Bulgaria”.??

Since Ukrainian foremen and Cossacks were wandering through Russian
institutions all the time and lived in Russian shelters, being persecuted for
revealing their Ukrainian identity, the problem of the community’s own prem-
ises became relevant. With the assistance of the Temporary Committee of the
Ukrainian Red Cross, the Bulgarian Red Cross and the military quartermaster
of the Bulgarian army, Colonel G. Kratunkov (Karatunkov), members of the
Community with their forces repaired the former military hut in “Grobarska”
street (a hut without number), where the “Ukrainian House™** was founded
(now it is the “Draz Mahala” quarter of Sofia near the “Lavov Most” square,
modern “Kozloduy” street).>* Representations of Ukrainian organizations were
located there, there was a library-reading room decorated with a portrait of
Mykhailo Drahomanov, a stage for performances, a kitchen-dining room and
a shoe repair workshop were equipped, performances, concerts, social parties,
etc. took place there.*
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Shortly after its foundation, the Ukrainian community already had about
300 members.*® Its board included the commander of the Sumy Kuren of the 4
regiment of Ukrainian Sich riflemen V. Fylonovych (Head), captain Hryhoriy
Krupytskyi (deputy), sergeant Mykola Khrapko, sergeants of the Katerynoslav
Ukrainian insurgent camp Mykhailo Pukhalskyi, Nikanor Palaguta (members)
and Vsevolod Zhyvodar (scribe).*’

The main tasks of the Ukrainian community were to unite all Ukrainians
living in Bulgaria in general and Sofia in particular, to provide them with ma-
terial assistance, and to carry out cultural and educational work among them.
Thanks to the efforts of V. Fylonovych, 12 Ukrainian communities (indepen-
dent organizations or branches of the Ukrainian community in Bulgaria) and
clubs were founded in 1921-22, which operated according to the Community
charter approved in September 1922 by the Ministry of Public Education of
Bulgaria.’® In fact, at that time, the Ukrainian community acted as a headquar-
ters for provincial groups and communities.

After getting its own premises, within Ukrainian community in Sofia
in spring 1921, new public organizations were distinguished. First, it was the
“Sich” military (combatant) society. Its management team included V. Fylo-
novych (Otaman), Khmara (essaul), H. Krupytskyi and M. Khrapko (council
members). Among the members there were rebels of the Katerynoslav Ukrai-
nian insurgent kosh (detachment), Cossacks of the Ukrainian Sich rifle regi-
ment and Zaporizhzhya kosh, soldiers of the blue-jacketed and gray-jacketed
divisions. The task of the organization was to educate foremen and Cossacks
in the “national-military spirit”, fight for the liberation of Ukrainian lands, and
prepare them to return to Ukraine in the ranks of the regular army or insurgent
units. Despite the lack of military literature and military statutes in Ukrainian,
there were isolated classes on military training, reading lectures (from memo-
ry) on field service, topography and other military disciplines.

Secondly, the general assembly of the Community decided to create a
Cultural and Educational Circle. In July 1921, it had 75 members. The head of
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its council was M. Khrapko, its members were Glushko, N. Palahuta, Anton
Tymofiyuk, Avram Viit and A. Zayets. The purpose of creating the Circle
was to raise the cultural level of its members through self-education and self-
upbringing, to represent the spiritual treasures of the Ukrainian people and
to acquaint the Bulgarian public with the tasks of Ukrainians in the struggle
for their own state. For its implementation, the Circle organized joint readings
of Ukrainian literature, musical and literary parties, lectures, etc. It had its
own orchestra and choir. The educational component of the Circle’s activity
consisted in organizing an elementary school for the illiterate and Ukrainian
studies courses according to the secondary school program. Grammar, history
of literature, geography, history, ethnography of Ukraine were taught at the
courses. The group had a library of 150 books, a reading room and an audi-
torium for classes. Subsequently, it set itself the goal of organizing tours for
its members around Sofia, giving public lectures to the Bulgarian public and
publishing an information leaflet.*

And this goal was realized. In the premises of the “Ukrainian House” the
editorial office of the “Ukrainian Community” (“Ukrainska Hromada”) news-
letter was located and in 1922 the mentioned newsletter was published in a cir-
culation of 1,000 copies and distributed among the members of the Ukrainian
Community in Sofia and its Ukrainian branches in the regions. The publisher
was the Council of the Ukrainian Community, the editor was V. Khvylya. In
one of the central state Ukrainian archives, three issues of information leaflet
have been kept. Its pages provided information about events in Ukraine, the
relationship between Russian and Ukrainian Bolsheviks, the “zminovikhovst-
vo” (“changeable movement”), Ukrainian studentship in Czechoslovakia, the
Ukrainian community and the Ukrainian Student Union in Bulgaria, etc.** In
spring 1924, public lectures on the history and culture of Ukraine were given
to the Bulgarian public in Sofia, Burgas, Ruse and other cities. Among the lec-
turers there were V. Dragomyretskyi, artist and professor M. Parashchuk, writ-
ers Stiliyan Chilingirov and Dimitr Shyshmanov and actor Nikola Balabanov.*!
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Thirdly, since among the emigrants there were many young people, some of
whom had a full secondary or incomplete higher education, they created the
organization “Ukrainian Studentship” (another name — “Ukrainian Student
Union”) under the Circle, the purpose of which was to get the opportunity to
obtain higher education in Sofia or Berlin, Vienna or Prague. The organization
had 14 members. It was headed by M. Khrapko (Head of the board), V. Pylyp-
chenko and D. Kopanytsya. Members of the organization participated in vari-
ous events of Cultural and Educational Circle and the Ukrainian Community.*

The Temporary committee of the Ukrainian Red Cross helped Ukrainian
organizations, provided financial assistance to emigrants, in particular, orga-
nized dinners on holidays, allocated funds for the purchase of medicines, shoe
repair, etc. Emigrants were also cared for by the Committee of Assistance to
Ukrainian Refugees in Bulgaria (another name is the Ukrainian Public Com-
mittee) headed by V. Dragomyretskyi. It was created at the insistence and sup-
port of K. Matsiyevich®. But as the committee received means for its activities
mainly from holding charity events, concerts, performances, parties, etc.,* the
help to emigrants was small. The committee operated until 1924.

In 1921, V. Fylonovych, purposing to improve the activities of Ukrainian
organizations and widen their network, repeatedly appealed to the Chief Ota-
man of the UPR troops and the Chairman of the UPR Directorate Symon Pet-
liura for support.* He was called to Tarnow (Poland), where he arrived in late
August of the same year. Meetings were held with Ukrainian political and
military authorities, in particular with S. Petliura. He was supposed to head a
group of Ukrainian soldiers from Bulgaria to participate in the Second Winter
Campaign of the UPR Army. But due to the publication of certain information
in the press, the transportation of this group to Romania was cancelled. On
January 8 of the following year, having received certain orders from the Gen-
eral Staff of the UPR Army, he left for Bulgaria through Romania.* According
to the letter of the Chief of the General Staff dated January 26, 1922, Cor-
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net-General Vsevolod Petriv, V. Fylonovych acquired the status of a military
agent in Bulgaria. He was responsible for reporting monthly on the situation of
Russian and Ukrainian emigration (number, political groups, political leaders,
public organizations, moods, etc.), and fortnightly reporting on the activities of
Russian political organizations (Bolshevik, monarchical, B. Savinkov, etc.) in
the Balkans and Turkey. V. Fylonovych received instructions regarding these
activities from the Head of the military section of the UPR Extraordinary Dip-
lomatic Mission (EDM) in Romania, Cornet-General Serhiy Delvig.*’

V. Fylonovych returned to Bulgaria as an instructor in cooperation (public
activity). According to the Regulations on Instructors of Ukrainian Workers’
and Cooperative Organizations Abroad, his main task was to rally scattered
Ukrainian emigrants in Bulgaria, the Kingdom of Serbs, Croats and Slovenes,
and Turkey, who supported the UPR State Center (SC), and to dismantle Wran-
gel’s army. In fact, he was engaged in registering all emigrants fit for military
service, uniting them under the guise of worker’ cooperatives into a single
strong organization on a military basis and discipline and subordinating it to
the UPR SC. Among the members of workers’ cooperatives, it was planned to
carry out national educational activities, to inform about the essence of Ukrai-
nian statehood, to prevent hostile propaganda and provocations. The instructor
was subordinate to the Secretary of War through the Chief of the General Staff
of the UPR Army.*8

To implement this program in Bulgaria, the UPR Government allocated a
one-time large amount of funds in the national currency from the State Trea-
sury, and as the process developed, it was expected to allocate monthly several
thousand Bulgarian levs. It was reasoned by the need of material support for
emigrants, the creation of cooperatives, workers’ artels, church brotherhoods,
schools for the elimination of illiteracy, etc.*

The activities of V. Fylonovych yielded positive results. In 1921-1922,
numerical quantity of the Ukrainian Community in Bulgaria increased from
30 to almost 1.500 people. It was joined by the members of the Ukrainian
Circle and the Society named after Hetman Ivan Mazepa, newly arrived in late
1922 from Egypt. A number of public organizations and circles of Ukrainian
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emigrants were created in the regions.*® To coordinate activities of these orga-
nizations, their leaders joined the United Council of Ukrainian Organizations
in Sofia.”!

The activities of V. Fylonovych in Bulgaria worried the Russian emigra-
tion and the Bolsheviks, who put pressure on Bulgarian authorities aiming to
expel the Lieutenant-Colonel from the state. On December 15, 1922, by order of
the Mayor of Sofia, he was forced to leave Bulgaria.’> He moved to Czechoslo-
vakia, where he later entered the Higher Technical School. In mid-December
1922, because of the departure of almost entire board of the Ukrainian Com-
munity in Bulgaria to Czechoslovakia (to study at the Ukrainian Economic
Academy in Podebrady), elections were held for a new board: H. Krupytskyi
(Head), Skoryk, Nagirnyi, Andriyenko and Semen Davydenko (members).>

It should be mentioned that in 1921-22, the Ukrainian Community, Cul-
tural and Educational Circle, and “Sich” included Ukrainian emigrants from
various political surroundings — republicans (“Petliurians”) and monarchists
(“Hetmantsy”). Their division into separate groups has not yet taken on cer-
tain forms, as everyone still hoped for a quick return to Ukraine. But after the
Second Winter Campaign of the UPR Army was defeated at the end of 1921,
it became clear that the return would be postponed for some uncertain time.
Therefore, the process of differentiation within the political environment of
emigration intensified.

In contrast to Germany, Poland and Romania, where supporters of Hetman
Pavlo Skoropadskyi created a network of political and public organizations, for
example, branches of the Ukrainian Union of State Farmers, in Bulgaria few
“Hetmantsy” did not create either a party unit or a public organization, al-
though some attempts were made.>* In 1924-25, supporters of Hetman P. Sko-
ropadskyi were fighting for their influence in the Ukrainian Community. On
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the eve of its liquidation, when the Community consisted of only a few people,
most of them were “Hetmantsy”.*

But the monarchist movement spread in Bulgaria in a different form. In
1920, the “Ukrainian Free Cossacks” organization abroad was created in Ber-
lin and in 1921 also in Vienna (another name for this paramilitary organization
is “Free Cossacks”), who did not demonstrate much activity. In late 1922, the
Ukrainian National Cossack Society (UNCS or UNACOSO) was established
and the charter of which was approved in January 1923. Ivan Poltavets-Ostry-
anytsya, the former adjutant of P. Skoropadskyi, was the initiator of its creation
and its chieftain (Otaman). The goal of the organization was the restoration
of independent Ukraine in the form of a “National Dictatorship based on the
national Cossack Army”, the priority of the interests of the state over the in-
terests of the individual, party and class.’® In the Ukrainian émigré press, the
program of the organization was called a “fascist” one.”” In 1923, a branch of
UNACOSO was founded in Bulgaria. It was headed by a former captain of
the UPR Army, Kosh Otaman of the UNACOSO 3 Cossack kosh General
Bunchuzhny Demyd Gulay,*® General Fedir Zherebko, Ivan Orlov, Volodymyr
Kolesnychenko and Feodosii Poltavtsiv. The maximum number of members
the branch had at the end of the 1920s was up to 50 people®.

In 192122, the “free Cossacks” were part of the Ukrainian Community
in Bulgaria. The next 2—3 years were characterized by the struggle of “Pet-
liurians” and “free Cossacks” for influence not only in the governing body
of the Society, but also in the Ukrainian emigrant environment in the country
in general. The positions of S. Petliura’s supporters weakened after V. Fylo-
novych, the leader of the local “Petliurians”, and the most active members of
the Community had left for Czechoslovakia. In addition, the lack of organi-
zational forces, internal disputes and quarrels, change in the attitude towards
Ukrainian emigrants on the part of Bulgarian authorities after the 1923 coup
(coming to power Aleksandar Tsankov’s government®), the corrupting activi-
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ties of the Russian emigration and Bolshevik agents, and their slander of the
“free Cossacks” (to the Bulgarian legal bodies) eventually led to decline and
termination of the Ukrainian Community’s activities in 1925.°! Under such
circumstances, provincial Ukrainian organizations and groups also collapsed.

When the internal disorder in the Ukrainian community began, a large
part of its members — supporters of S. Petliura and the UPR Government in ex-
ile — left the organization and founded the Circle named after M. Drahomanov.
Initially, it was active in Sofia, but due to fears of dispersal and the relocation
of some Ukrainians to work at the Balabanov sawmill (tartak), moved to the
village of Kocherynovo, where since 1921 there were many Ukrainians. The
Circle even had its branches at the coal mine in Pernik and Sofia. The Circle
was legalized on January 24, 1924.° Its purpose was stated in the statute as
follows: unification of Ukrainians who were in Bulgaria; establishing relations
with national organizations and institutions; settings for systematic receipt of
information about events in Ukraine and the world; implementation of cultural
and educational work; care for the welfare of members and protection of their
interests; opening of branches.® However in May 1925, following the slander
of the UNACOSO branch in Bulgaria, the Political Department of the Public
Security Service banned the activities of any Ukrainian organization, citing
the fact that the Circle representatives corresponded with V. Fylonovych, and
the latter corresponded with the leader of the foreign bureau of the Ukrainian
Socialist-Revolutionary Party Mykyta Shapoval, and the latter — with the Rus-
sian socialist-revolutionary Volodymyr Lebedev, who had connections with
the Bulgarian Agrarian National Union (BANU), and the latter — with local
communists.** At the time of liquidation, the Circle together with branches had
about 100 people.®

But the members of the Circle temporarily united into a workers’ artel,
which continued to exist without changing the content and direction of the
Circle’s (Ukrainian Community) activities. There were several attempts to le-
galize the Circle and the amateur music group under it, but in vain. The man-
agement of the factory was against the creation by its workers of any public
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organizations with signs of a political nature.®® Nevertheless, as it follows from
archival documents, the Corcle named after M. Drahomanov continued to ex-
ist de facto.” All that time, V. Fylonovych, who later (at the beginning of 1927)
became the representative of the UPR Minister of War in the Balkans and
Turkey,®® kept in touch with the Circle and the artel.

Conclusions

The interaction of Ukrainian emigrants with the Bulgarian authorities,
individual state and public figures, and the local population, had a diverse
nature, which depended on internal and external economic factors, the politi-
cal situation in Bulgaria and the world. At the interstate level, such interac-
tion remained at the end of the 1910s — the beginning of the 1920s of the XX
century, when diplomatic relations were established after signing of the Brest
Peace Treaty, but after the Paris Peace Conference and the loss of the UPR
territory relations were uncertain. They revived after K. Matsiyevich’s visit to
Bulgaria in spring of 1921, after which A. Stamboliyskyi already had a favor-
able attitude towards the UPR, promising to recognize the Ukrainian People’s
Republic de jure if the political situation changed. During the political tension
of 1922, due to the plans of the Bulgarian government to disband P. Wrangel’s
army, the UPR Embassy and Ukrainian emigrants distanced themselves from
the actions of the Russians.

After the coup d’¢tat in June 1923, the centre-right “Democratic Agree-
ment” party came to power, the attitude towards Russian emigration improved,
but Ukrainians were not distinguished from Russians and were not allowed
to mark the nationality “Ukrainian” in their Nansen passports. At the level of
interaction with Bulgarian statesmen, there were some cases of a positive at-
titude towards the wishes of Ukrainians, as, for example, the assistance of the
Bulgarian military quartermaster in the opening of the “Ukrainian House”. In
the mid-1920s, when Ukrainians tried to legalize the Ukrainian Community,
such statesmen as G. Vasilev, V. Mollov, . Vilkov were positive about this mat-
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ter, while the negative attitude was demonstrated by 1. Rusev, Zubov, Karagyo-
zov. Cooperation between emigrants and Bulgarian public figures was more
intense. It is evidenced by the creation of the Ukrainian-Bulgarian Society in
March 1920 and the participation of Bulgarian writers and artists in cultural
events of Ukrainian public organizations.

The level of interrelations between the local population and Ukrainian
emigrants ranged from friendly and neutral to tense, as the rivalry between
these two communities took place in the labor market, in social security, etc.
The most fruitful and mutually beneficial interaction was in the cultural and
educational sphere. Bulgarians always participated in the cultural events of the
emigration, and the Bulgarian organizations “Slavyanska beseda” and “Mla-
dezhno slavsko druzstvo” invited representatives of public organizations of the
Slavic peoples, including Ukrainians, to their meetings.®

Thus, the first stage of the forming of the network of Ukrainian public
and combatant organizations, which covered the first half of the 1920s of the
XX century, was characterized by its intensive development in 1921-1922, its
gradual decline in 1923-1924, and the termination of the legal existence of
such organizations in 1925. During the entire period, to a greater or lesser ex-
tent, the emigrant environment was divided according to political preferences,
which led to the forming of two groups — national-democratic (supporters of
the UPR Government, republicans, “Petliurians”) and conservative-hetman
(monarchists, supporters of Hetman P. Skoropadskyi or I. Poltavets-Ostrya-
nytsya).

The Ukrainian Community and its branches and groups in the regions,
the Cultural and Educational Circle, the “Sich” Society, the Circle named after
M. Drahomanov can be included into the first group, the second group con-
sisted of a few “hetmantsy” and a group of “free Cossacks”, which turned into
a branch of the Ukrainian National Cossack Society. The populist-socialist
environment of Ukrainian emigration in Bulgaria was never formed, the few
supporters of the ideas of socialism either repatriated or re-emigrated.

The following stage of the forming of public organizations network will
begin in 1926, when a number of organizations are legalized, and will end
at the beginning of the Second World War and will be characterized by their

% BJIACEHKO, B. Bosrapis it ykpaiHchka MOJNITAYHA eMirpariisi B MDKBOEHHUIA TIEPio:
(hopmu B3aemonii. — In: Ykpaina i Bonrapis B ictopii €Bponu = Ykpaiina u bwirapus B ucro-
pusrta Ha EBpona: 30. Hayk. mpaus. Kuis, 2019, pp. 327-345.

111



more accurate distinction according to political orientation, the creation of a
union (unification) of organizations and the emergence of a new political en-
vironment — a radical-nationalist one (a unit of the Organization of Ukrainian
Nationalists).
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