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‘Between Monuments of Winners and 
Graves in Rural Cemeteries’.1 poland – 
Belarus. Reflections on Historiosophy
„Między pomnikami zwycięzców a grobami na wiejskich cmentarzach”.  
Polska – Białoruś. Rozważania o historiozofii

„Паміж помнікамі пераможцаў і магіламі на вясковых могілках”. Польшча – Беларусь.  
Развагі пра гістарыяграфію

Abstract

Thepurposeofthestudywastoportraytheideological,political,andmethodological
interpretationdeterminants in thehistoriographyofPolandandBelarus As the research
example,theauthorchoseinterpretationspertainingtotheeventsfromSeptember1939at
theborderlandoftheSecondPolishRepublicandtheSovietUnionandsubjectedthemto
acomparativeanalysis Belarusianscontesttheveracityofdatafromthenationalcensuses

1 ThetitleisaparaphraseofasentencefromDamianDemski’spaper(2003,p 137)and,inthe
author’sintention/opinion,pictures/shows/indicates/demonstratesthesustainablemodelofhis-
torical Polish and Belarusian studies, cf :Adifferent historywas taught by themonuments of
winnerserectedinvillagecentresandadifferentonebygravesatruralcemeteries.Moreabout
ideologicalandpoliticaldeterminantsofcommemoration,cf paperbyJ Bugajska-Więcławska
(2018,pp 252–269) 
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of the Second Polish Republic (the national composition of these lands in September
1939)andinterprettheactsoftheJewishandespeciallytheBelarusiancommunityasan
elementofsocialjustice Polesadoptthecriterionofhistoricalborderswhilstclaimingthe
continuityofstatehoodinagivenareainlinewithinternationallaw Theydrawattention
totheabsenceofprecisedetermination,intheBelarusianhistoriography,oftheterritorial
area known as ‘Western Belarus’ A claim is also raised about the generalisation of the
areaof provinces:Vilnius,Bialystok andNavahrudak Polish commonunderstandingof
theentire‘EasternBorderlands’is,inturn,ageneralisationoftheareasofethnicBelarus,
Lithuania,Ukraineandsouth-easternLatvia Asaresultofrecapitulation,determinantsof
historiosophicdisputewerepinpointed InterpretationsofPolishhistoriosophyrelyonpro-
statearguments:Polishandsimultaneouslyanti-Soviet,whereas theBelarusiannarrative
resultsfromthenationalandethniccontextsupportedbytheSoviet/post-Sovietideology 
Themethodologicalevolution (useoforalhistory instudies) in theRepublicofBelarus
isdescribed Eventually,furtherextensionofthemethodologicalfieldinhistoricalstudies
is proposed regarding borderland theories  It was also decided that such a disciplinary
openingcouldallowforbilateralmitigationofthedispute,leadingtomorecompatibilityin
thePolishandBelarusianstudies 

Keywords:Poland,Belarus,historiosophy,oralhistory,borderland

Abstrakt

Celembadańjestukazanieideowo-politycznychimetodologicznychuwarunkowańin-
terpretacyjnychwhistoriografiachPolski iBiałorusi Zaprzykładbadawczyobrano inter-
pretacjedotyczącewydarzeńzwrześnia1939r napograniczuIIRzeczypospolitejPolskiej
oraz Związku Radzieckiego i poddano je analizie porównawczej  Białorusini podważają
prawdziwość danych ze spisów powszechnych ludności II RP (składu narodowościowego
tychziemwewrześniu1939r ), interpretująwystąpienia ludnościżydowskiejazwłaszcza
białoruskiej jako element sprawiedliwości społecznej  Polacy przyjmują kryterium granic
historycznychdowodzącciągłościpaństwowościnadanymobszarzezgodniezprawemmię-
dzynarodowym Zwracająuwagęnabrakostregookreśleniawhistoriografiibiałoruskiejob-
szaruterytorialnegonazywanego„BiałorusiąZachodnią” Padateżzarzutogeneralizowanie
obszaru województw: wileńskiego, białostockiego i nowogródzkiego  Polskie powszechne
rozumieniecałych„KresówWschodnich”tozkoleigeneralizacjaobszarówetnicznejBia-
łorusi,Litwy,Ukrainyipołudniowo-wschodniejŁotwy Wwynikupodsumowańokreślono
wyznacznikisporuhistoriozoficznego Interpretacjehistoriografiipolskiejopierająsięnaar-
gumentacji propaństwowej: polskiej i jednocześnie anty-radzieckiej, podczas gdy narracja
stronybiałoruskiejwynikazkontekstunarodowo-etnicznegowspartegoideologiąsowiecką/
postsowiecką  Opisano ewolucję metodologiczną (wykorzystywanie w badaniach historii
mówionej)wRepubliceBiałoruś Nakonieczaproponowanodalszeposzerzaniepolameto-
dologicznegowbadaniachhistorycznychoteoriezdziedzinypogranicza Uznano,żetakie
otwarciedyscyplinarnepozwolidwustronniezłagodzićspórabadaniapolsko-białoruskiezy-
skająkompatybilność 

Słowa kluczowe:Polska,Białoruś,historiozofia,historiamówiona,pogranicze
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Aнатацыя

Мэтайдаследаванняз’яўляюццаідэйна-палітычныяіметадалагічныяінтэрпрэтацыйныя
абумоўленасці ў гістарыяграфіях Польшчы і Беларусі  Інтэрпрэтацыя вераснёўскіх
падзей1939г намяжыДругойРэчыПаспалітайіСавецкагаСаюзабылаабранаўякасці
прадметадаследавання,зробленыпараўнальныаналіз іхасвятленняўабедзвюхкраінах 
БеларусыставяцьпадсумненнепраўдзівасцьдадзеныхперапісунасельніцтваДругойРэчы
Паспалітай (нацыянальны склад гэтых зямель у верасні 1939 г ), трактуюць наяўнасць
яўрэйскага, а асабліва беларускага насельніцтва, як элемент сацыяльнай справядлівасці 
Палякі прытрымліваюцца крытэрыя гістарычных межаў, даказваючы пераемнасць
дзяржаўнасці на дадзенай тэрыторыі ў адпаведнасці з міжнародным правам  Звяртаюць
увагу на адсутнасць у беларускай гістарыяграфіі дакладнага азначэння тэрыторыі, якая
называецца ‘Заходняя Беларусь’  Папракаюць беларусаў за абагульненні тэрыторыяў
віленскага,беластоцкагаінавагрудскагаваяводстваў Агульнапрынятаепольскаеразуменне
„Усходніхкрэсаў’,усваючаргу,зʼяўляецца,абагульненнемэтнічныхтэрыторыйБеларусі,
Літвы, Украіны і паўднёва-ўсходняй Латвіі  Пры падвядзенні вынікаў былі вызначаны
дэтэрмінантыгістарыясофскайспрэчкі Інтэрпрэтацыяпольскайгістарыяграфіігрунтуецца
напрадзяржаўныхаргументах:польскіхі,адначасова,антысавецкіх,утойчасякнаратыў
беларускагабокувынікаезнацыянальна-этнічнагакантэксту,якісклаўсянабазесавецкай
/постсавецкайідэалогіі ПадкрэсленаметадалагічнаяэвалюцыяўРэспубліцыБеларусь(у
даследаванняхвыкарыстоўваеццавуснаягісторыя) Узаключэнніпрапануеццапашырыць
метадалагічнаеполе гістарычныхдаследаванняў, уключыўшытэорыіў галінепамежжа 
Трэбамеркаваць,штотакаядысцыплінарнаяадкрытасцьабодвухбакоўдазволіцьзлагодзіць
спрэчку,апольска-беларускіядаследаванністануцькампатыбільнымі 

Ключавыя словы:Польшча,Беларусь,гістарыяграфія,вуснаягісторыя,памежжа

Emancipation of National Schools Vs. Historiographic Disputes 

The Fall of Nations in Europe in 1989 and subsequently the disintegration of
the Soviet Union in 1991 were a breakthrough not only for the nations and states
of formersocialistEuropebut theyalsobecameanewopening for thepost-Soviet
historiographies Therewasboldtalkabout‘whitespots’inthehistoryofthepublic
spaceandworkwas launched tobridge thegaps This led toa re-interpretation, in
particularofthemostrecenthistory TheissueoftheEasternBorderlandswhich,in
theperiodbetween1944and1989,wasanextremecaseoftabooonmultiplefields:
political,social,andhistoriographic,wasalsobroughttolight Anumberofmemoirs
and scientific works were published; international conferences were organised that
offeredanopportunityforPolish,Lithuanian,UkrainianandBelarusianhistoriansto
meet Historiographieswerefreedof interpretationmeagrenessbuiltupon‘socialist
truths’ and the Russian-Soviet spirit  Nationalisation of studies and interpretations
inevitably led to the confrontation of national historical schools  One of them is
the Polish-Belarusian historiosophic dispute  It refers to the territory called the
‘EasternBorderlands’byPoles(theirnorth-easternsection)and‘WesternBelarus’by
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Belarusians Whenoneconsidersapost-conferencepaperof1995withanintroduction
byTomaszStrzembosz,wecanreadthat:

thehistoryofeasternlandsoftheSecondPolishRepublicbetween1939and1941isthewhitest
<whitespot>inthemostrecenthistoryofPoland(Giżewska,Strzembosz,1995,p 5) 

Anotherspeakerconcedesthat:

TherearelongperiodsintherelationsofBelaruswith(   )theneighbourswhicheitherhave
noreflectionintheBelarusianhistoricalliteratureorareshowninaveryunilateralmanner
(Kusznier,1995,p 9) 

The materials pertaining to the events of September 1939 after the RedArmy
enteredtheeasternterritoriesoftheSecondPolishRepublicwillbeusedtopresentthe
elementsofthedispute Attentionwillbefocusedonthecontroversiespertainingto
thebehaviourofpeopleandthedivergentassessmentsastotheindependenceofsuch
conduct Simultaneously,itistobenotedthatthebackgroundoftheproblemsseemsto
havebeendiscernedbyBelarusianhistoriography However,itcannotbeclaimedwith
completecertaintythatthisproblemhasbeenprocessedorsettled 

BasedonthestatementsofPolishandBelarusianhistorians,itispossibletodetermine
theobjectofthedisputeandtheargumentsfromthePolishandBelarusiansides 

Belarusians challenge the veracity of data from the national censuses of the
SecondPolishRepublic (and thenational compositionof these lands inSeptember
1939),theyinterprettheactsoftheJewishandespeciallytheBelarusiancommunity
asanelementofsocialjustice,blamingthePolishsideforacentury-longoppression
and exploitation of the land and its non-Polish citizens  It is characteristic that the
BelarusianhistoriansjustifytheconductoftheBelarusiancommunitybyreferringto
theintimidationbytheRussians,whereasthedefence(oftenbyattackingthePolish
side)isprimarilybasedontheargumentsaboutthepro-Sovietprovenance(Giżewska,
Strzembosz,1995;Struniec,2009) 

Poles adopt the criterion of historical borders, relying their justification on
argumentsevidencingacontinuityofstatehoodinagivenareainlinewithinternational
law Atthesametime,theydrawattentiontothelackofaprecisedefinition,inthe
Belarusianhistoriography,ofaterritorialareaknownasWesternBelarus,wherethe
accusation of generalising this area is raised; meanwhile, Polish historians notice
significant differences between the Vilnius, Bialystok and Navahrudak provinces
(Zaporowski, 1995)  Polish understanding of the entire Eastern Borderlands is, in
turn,ageneralisationof theareasofethnicBelarus,Lithuania,Ukraine,andsouth-
easternLatvia Thesearelandswhich,inthehistoricalperspective,weredefinedas
culturallyPolish˗bothinthematerialandideologicaldimensions(Ebherhardt,1999) 
Ultimately,PolesclearlyinterpretthestancesoftheJewishandBelarusiancommunity
inSeptember1939 in thecategoriesof treason Theseaccusationsalso refer to the
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absenceofacriticalanalysiswithrespecttoclearlypropagandistarchivalmaterials,
falsifyingthereality,usedintheBelarusiannarratives(Adamuszko,1998) 

ItisworthemphasisingthatallinterpretationsofPolishhistoriosophyrelyonpro-
statearguments:Polishandsimultaneouslyanti-Soviet,whereasthenarrativeofthe
BelarusiansideresultsfromthenationalandethniccontextsupportedbytheSoviet/
post-Sovietideology 

SomelimitationsoftheBelarusianhistoriographyalsofollowfromthemodelof
studiesapplicable in theUSSR(e g aprohibitiononmakingmaterialsavailableor
theirunilateral,criticalinterpretation),andsomefromthemethodologicalossification
of relics of Russophilism and Marxism functioning nowadays in Belarus  This
is evidenced, for example, by the historiosophic discourse on the conditions and
purposefulnessofusingtheoralhistoryandthehistoryofmentalityinstudies Accounts
ofwitnessesandhistoryofmentalityseemtobeespeciallydedicatedresearchmaterial
forthemodelofstudiesofthehistoryofPolesandBelarusiansandthedialogueof
nationalhistoricalschools Theyalsoofferachanceofexpandingthemethodsontothe
experiencesofsocialandanthropologicalsciences2 

TheRepublicofBelarus isayoungstate,whose identitywasshapedonmulti-
culturalandmulti-ideologicalfoundations,withitshistorydominatedbyitsneighbours,
with which it inclined either towards the West or the East  These phenomena are
alsoreflectedintheBelarusianhistoriography,whichstruggleswithstereotypesand
distortions(Smaliančuk,2015) Theproblemswithexpertiserelatedtotheinterpretation
ofsourceswerehighlightedby,amongothers,MichałGnatowski(1995) Stanisław
Aleksandrowicz,whonotedanti-Polishandanti-Germaninterpretationsofstudiesand
historicalinterpretationintheBSSR(Aleksandrowicz,2007) 

Ideological Determinants

Even though the historiography of Belarus is still strongly related to the pro-
Russian, pro-Soviet and post-Soviet perspective, it is necessary to bring forward
its autonomous ambitions which emerged in the first half of the 20th century, the
mostnotableexampleofwhichwasthe‘ShortHistoryofBelarus’byV Lastovsky
(Smaliančuk,2015) However,theBelarusianhistoriographyinthe19thcenturywas
themostaffectedbytheideaofWestRussianism,whichclassifiedtheeasternlands
of theFirstPolishRepublicasanareaculturally identical toRussia Thisdirection
subsequentlysetouttheidenticalinterpretationwithrespecttothepoliticalandethnic
relationsoftheaforementionedlands Thiswasconsistentwiththeslogan:‘Eastern
OrthodoxChurch–Autocracy–Nationality’ WestRussianismwaspushedforward
inreactiontotheJanuaryRisingof1863 Thisideaalsoencompassedtheliquidation

2 http://marcuse faculty history ucsb edu/projects/oralhistory/199xDRussellUCSBOralHistoryWor
kshop pdf
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oftheGreekOrthodoxChurchin1839(Tikhomirov,2016) Denominationalchanges
naturallytransformedtheculturallandscapeoftheBelarusianlands Thehistoriosophic
schoolofMichałKojałowiczemergedunderthesecircumstances(Tikhomirov,2016,
p 190) Naturally,thisimperativewasalsotakenoverandpropagatedbytheSoviet
state TheOrthodoxreligionwasreplacedbyMarxismandLeninism Theideological
binderwasnolongerreligion;however,beliefincommonethnicrootswassustained,
reinforcedbytheLeninistideasaboutavoluntaryallianceofnations WestRussianism
intheSovieteditionwasalsobuiltonthecommonideologicalandpoliticalfuture 
Obviously, suchpolicywasaimedatdestroying thenationalmentalityand identity
andwastheguaranteeofSovietisation(Kudela,2007) Thus,WestRussianismafter
theBolshevikRevolutiondidnotbecomearelicbutwastransformed/re-interpreted
anew Similarly,today,itremainsanideasupportedbythepoliticalcentreofthestate
andobviouslyconfrontstheBelarusian-nationaltrend(Waszkiewicz,2013) Modern
WestRussianism is, in fact, an ideaofRussophilism– itdraws from thehistorical
traditionofRussiaandtheSovietUnion,beingopposedtopro-Westernideas Builton
thetraditional(inthegeopoliticalsense)modelofexercisingpower,itsustainssocial
anddenominationalanimosities(Waszkiewicz) A Tikhomirovnotes:

thesymbolicexclusionofnon-Orthodoxresidentsfromthecommunitybreaksitapart;anti-
Polishandanti-Catholictheoriesarestillusedinhistoriography Itisconsideredtheheritage
oftheshuttingdownofthehumanitiesonthepost-Sovietlands(Tikhomirov,2016,p 199) 

One of the basic theses of modern West Russianism is also an assumption of
the ethnic unity of Belarusians and Russians, whereas the main valuating criterion
is thedenomination  Ifone is reminded that, in linewith the interpretationofWest
Russianism, the Belarusian language is also treated as secondary and subordinate,
we receive an image of a society with a clearly marked ethnic supremacy of the
Russian culture  Another element of the West Russianism idea is the specific re-
interpretationoftheterritoryofthe‘WestRussianlands’and,infact,thelandsofthe
former Commonwealth of Poland and Lithuania  Insofar as the cultural and ethnic
viewsdescribedsocialandnationalstructures,theterritorialre-interpretationscreated
aconflictinthecontextofinstitutionsandideasofthestate AntinomyofthePolish
(todayprimarilyLithuanian)andBelarusianhistoriographywasclearlymarkedhere 
ForRussianinterests, theRepublicofPolandasawesternorientation, inparticular
after the Union of Lublin, was meant to constitute the main factor degrading such
Ruthenian-Russian-SovietUnion Thehistoricaldominantsforthepro-Russiantrend
included:thethirdpartitionofPolandandthesynodofPolotsk;forthepro-Soviet:the
outbreakofthe1917revolutionandtheRedArmy’sentryonthelandsoftheSecond
PolishRepublicon17 09 1939 Alloftheseeventsunifiedorbroughtbacktheunityof
‘WestRussian’peopleandlandsandwereunderstoodasatriumphoftheidea Onthe
otherhand,theUnionofLublin,theemergenceandtheentireexistenceoftheSecond
PolishRepublic (including thePeaceofRigaof1921)wereviewedas thegreatest
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tragedy thatcontributed to the tearingapartof the‘WestRussian’ territories When
presentingtheRussianandSovietraisond’état,thehistoriographyoftheBelarusian
SSRwasinextremeoppositiontotheterritorialcontextofthePolishhistoriography 

Inthe1980s,undertheimpactofperestroika,thefirstvoicesdemandingtherevision
ofcertainhistoricalinterpretationswereheardintheBelarusianSSR H Sahanovič
believesthatthemilieuofhistorianstookaveryreluctantstancetowardthem(2003) 
After1989, thehistoryofBelarusstartedtoreinforcetheidentityof thecitizensof
theyoungstate Sahanovičcommentedonthisphenomenoninthefollowingmanner:
‘Preparationofanationalvisionofthepastisrelatedtothecreationofnationalmyths’
(Sahanovič,2003) HealsonotesthatBelarusiansneedmythologisationofthehistory
for thepurposeof ‘mobilising themasses’3 Theauthorconsiders thisphenomenon
‘typical’  A brief ideological opening at the beginning of the 1990s bore fruit in
the formof thepreparationof thefirstmodelofanautonomoushistoryofBelarus
asa teachingsubject  In1995,acurriculumfor secondaryschoolsand in1996 for
universitieswaspublished SahanovičquotesthewordsofMathiasNiendorfaboutthe
unstablepositionandweakpotentialofBelarusianhistoriographyinthe1990s:

withoutinstitutionalandpersonalresources,Belarusianhistorywasdoomedforconfrontation
withtheneighbours…[andhavingabandonedtheMarxistinterpretation]…itencountered
amethodologicalvoid(Sahanovič,2003,p 14) 

Duringtheideologicalflip-flopinthefirsthalfofthe1990s,Belarusianhistoriography
tookoverthetraditionoftheGrandDuchyofLithuania,whichisviewedasaBelarusian
andLithuanianpoliticalstructure Itwaspresentedasastate-relatedtoWesternculture
andjuxtaposedtoRussiaandAsia Re-Russificationofhistoriographystartedalreadyin
1995whenPresidentAlexanderLukashenkowithdrewfromuse,textbookspublished
between 1993 and 1995 (Sahanovič, 2003, p  22)  Strong anti-Polish and pro-Slavic
accents,modelledontheoldRussian-Sovietinterpretations,havere-emerged 

Methodological Opening 

Inthisplace,itshouldberememberedthatintheveryperiodthatwasmarkedby
theresignationfromtheempowermentofBelarusianhistoriography,theoralhistory
wasinitsinfancyintheBelarusianRepublic Therefore,itisclearthatinthecontext
ofrevisionism,itwasnotonlyinoppositionbutalsoinardentconflictwiththeofficial
dogmatichistory AlreadySahanovičemphasisedthedeepoppositionofbothhistorical
visions(2003,p 5) 

WitnessaccountswereusedbyJustynaOwłasiuk(2016)inherstudies Eventually,
theissueoftheconditionoftheoralhistoryintheRepublicofBelaruswastackled

3 Moreover,theauthoralsorevealstheentanglementinthesocialistdefinitiontradition,cf :ibidem 
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morecomprehensivelybyAliaksandrSmaliančuk(2015),whopresentedthepathof
developmentandbarriersinthestudiesonoralhistory Thisauthordrewattentionto
thequitebelatedcareerofthisareaofstudiesonBelarus,pointingtothebeginnings
intheearly1990s Itisworthnotingthattheissueofthehistoryofmentalityandan
opportunityforinterdisciplinaryresearchwasrecognised,particularlyinhistoricaland
sociologicalstudies:

More and more often, its methods are applied as a tool in research on social memory,
identity andmentality (…)Apart from this, oralhistoryhasgreatpotential as aplatform
forinterdisciplinaryco-operationamongscholarsofvarioussocialsciencesandhumanities
(Smaliančuk,2015,p 233) 

Atthesametime,aconcessionwasmadethatsuchpotentialtendstobepoorly
usedbytheofficial/traditionalhistory:

even today Belarusian historians still confront problems well-known to those who began
their academic career in the Soviet times: a lack of freedom in historical research, the
ideological dictate of government officials, inaccessibility of certain archives or archival
sources(Smaliančuk,2015,p 233) 

One of the first research works that makes use of oral history is referenced in
Smaliančuk’spaper:

Thebeginningoforalhistoryasa researchmethod inBelarus isassociatedwith thename,
MikalaĭUlashchyk(1906–1986),apre-eminentfigureofnationalhistoriography Hishistorical-
ethnographicarticlepublishedin1989,‘Bylatakaiavioska’(ThereWasaVillage)(Улашчык,
1989),wasoneofthefirsthistoricalworksapplyingthemethodoforalhistory Inthisessay,
whichhewroteinthe1970s,Ulashchykwidelyusedoralsources–storiestoldbyhisrelatives
duringhischildhoodandpreservedinhismemory(Smaliančuk,2015,p 233) 

Oneofthepioneerswasalsomentioned,namelyhistorianNinaStuzhinskayawho,
attheendofthe1990s,ranaprojectabouttheStalinisttimesentitled‘TheHistory
Absent in Textbooks’  A  Smaliančuk notes that at the same time, the Belarusian
HistoricalAssociation in Poland collected witness accounts from the end of WWI
inPodlasie Theywerepublishedin2000as‘Bezhanstva1915Hoda’ Eventhough
A Smaliančukappreciatedthepublication,hecriticiseditfortheweakmethodological
framework,inparticularthefailuretoincludetheoriginalquestionnaires Theauthor
alsoclaimsthattheBelarusiantranslationofthepaperofGwynPrins,publishedin
2000,hascontributedtothepopularisationofknowledgeaboutoralhistory.Eventually,
A Smaliančukhimselfstartedtotackleoralhistoryattheendofthe1990s(memories
aboutRomanSkirmunt) Thefollowingascertainmentwasmadeinthepaper:
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Infact,thewholedevelopmentoforalhistoryinBelarusstemsfromtheactivitiesofseveralnon-
governmentalacademicandpublicorganisationsandresearchcentres Observingthethirtyyears
oforalhistory’spresence in thescholarlyandcultural lifeofBelarus,wecanhighlightsome
stagesinitsdevelopment,aswellasevaluateitsfutureprospects(Smaliančuk,2015,p 233) 

Therefore, we learn that international initiatives have sprung up, for example,
research and educational / promotional type projects: Polish ‘Borderlands of
Belarus: History, Culture and Language’, Belarusian-German-Jewish focusing on
collecting accounts from the Minsk ghetto, or German-Belarusian ‘Living History
of My Motherland’, Belarusian and Ukrainian ‘Transformation of Daily Adaptive
Practice:SovietandPost-SovietPeriod Belarus,Ukraine’orRussianandBelarusian:
‘TransformationofDailyLifeofSovietCitizensBetween1930and1950’ Areference
wasalsomadetothestudiesonthecommunityofthewar-timeMir However,inthis
case, thefateof theJewishcommunitywasreconstructedbasedontheaccountsof
theirneighbours:Poles,Belarusians,andTatars(Smaliančuk,2015,p 137) 

Towards Interdisciplinarity 

It seems that the proper context of studies is the multi-aspect phenomenon of
‘borderland’  It isnecessary todelve into this subject, expand the terminologyand
argumentsofthediscussion,basedontheaccomplishmentsofothersciencesexamining
this area  Here, the concepts of ‘private homeland’ or ‘ideological homeland’ are
functioningonwhichthepeopleoftheNorth-EasternBorderlands/WesternBelarus
oftenreliedonfortheiridentitychoices,decidingtostayinthelandoftheirforefathers
ortorepatriatetothemotherland˗thecountryoftheirancestors Ithastobenotedthat
inthecaseofBelarusianpeople,wecannotspeakaboutrepatriation Wecan,however,
speakaboutacceptingorrejectingboththeideologicalandthepoliticalmotherland 
Whenthemajorityoftheoriesareincludedinthestudiesonpopulation,which‘haveat
theirdisposalvariouspossibilitiesofdomination’(Bobryk,2005,p 127)withrespect
tominority˗jointstudieswillbecomemoreobjective,irrespectiveofthespace,time
andobjectsthatareanalysed Thisalsorefersto,forexample,thepositionofPoles
who remained behind the Bug River and who, after 1945, usually belonged to the
secondcategoryofcitizensintheBelarusianSSRandarecurrentlyoftenconsidered
PolonisedBelarusians(Janowicz,1999),inlinewiththetheorythatpeopleofpeasant
origininBelaruswereonly‘Ruthenian’andpeoplewhoconsideredthemselvesPolish
weresubjectedtotheprocessofacculturationinthePolishculture 

Studiesdevotednotonlytotheborderland,butthecontextoftheborderlandseems
tobeverymuchjustified Theycanrefer,amongothers,totheterritorialnoblemen's
PolishRepublicand theSecondPolishRepublicasmulti-ethnicandmulti-national
states Itisusuallybelievedthatterritorialbordersarealwaysculturalborders Lands
of north-eastern Borderlands / Western Belarus were subjected to very dynamic
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delimitationsandthisdefinitelypredisposedthemtobecome‘borderlands’ Forsuch
apoliticalconstruct,culturalanthropologyandsociologyhaveworkedoutanumber
of theoreticalmodels,describingborderlandsnotonlyas territorialphenomenabut
also linguistic and national phenomena  Sociological theories even cast away the
contextofpoliticalterritorialitywhenspeakingofasocialborderlandwhich,however,
historiography cannot afford to do (Wojakowski, 2013)  Wojciech Opioła (2014,
p 40)describesyetanothercategoryof‘innerborderland’withtheuseofwhichmulti-
culturalregionsareanalysed,wherethenatureofaborderlandisdeterminedmoreby
themigrationorhistorical(relic)bordersthanbythepresent-daystateborder.Thus,
borderlandstendtobedefinedandunderstoodasahybridphenomenonwithrespect
toastate Analysisofthestancesandchoicesofborderlandresidentsinsociological
sciencesismadethroughthecategoriesofhierarchyandthestatusofindividualgroups,
wherethestrongestaccomplishesadominantpositionandimposesitscultureonthe
rest (see the interpretation of the events of September 1939) (Wojakowski, 2013) 
Adopting such a perspective would improve a historiosophical dialogue between
PolandandBelarus,mitigatingtheunnecessarytensionsandemotionsaccompanying
thenationalandpoliticalversionsofhistory(Demski,2003) Certainly,anassumption
has to be made that such an imperative is applied symmetrically and to the entire
periodofmutualcontacts,alsoafter1939and1991 

Obviously, sociological theories should be set in the context of historical
studies Forexample,itisclaimedthatborderlandresidentsareundertheimpactof
the neighbouring lands and frequently ˗ despite clear differences ˗ share common
values(with theadvantageof thesociologicaldimensionof theborderlandover its
territoriality)(Demski,2013) Inthecaseofextremeideologicalconflictandantinomy
ofvaluesbetweenthePolishandSovietlandsinthenorth-easternborderlands/Western
Belarus,suchdependencedoesnotoccur Similarclaimsarepossiblewithrespectto
thedescriptionofthetimeandspaceofnorth-easternborderlandsintheterritoryofthe
SecondPolishRepublic Basedonwitnessaccounts,aconflictofvaluesrecognised
andembracedonbothsidesofthePolish-Sovietborderbecomesclear:

ГэтабылаПольшча,гэтабылацарква,гэтапрызнаваліБога Атамне,тамсатана(Heta
bylaPoĺšča,hetabylacarkva,hetapaznavaliBoha Atamnie,tamsatana)4(Ìvanova,2015,p 89) 

Political interference in an obvious, and sometimes total manner shapes the
imageof theborderland Such totalitygrows especiallywith respect to the intense
liquidityofbordersandanacute ideologicalconflict Anexamplemaybeprovided
by the propaganda machine launched officially in the first moments after the Red
ArmyenteredtheareasofWesternBelarus/north-easternBorderlands Itsbrutality
and primitivism guaranteed its efficiency  References were made to feelings and
mentality, converting the existing world of values into a model worked out in the

4 ‘ItwasPoland,itwastheChurch,itrecognizedGod Andthereisnot,thereisSatan’ 
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USSR An example of such procedures is an appeal of General Mikhail Kovalov,
commander of theBelarusianFront, to thepeople ofWestern Belarus Analysis of
thelogicalstructureofthedocumentshowsuselementsofthecreatedmyth/dogma
compliantwiththepolicyofthenewauthority Commonhumanfearswereusedinthis
respect InthedescriptionoftherealityoftheSecondPolishRepublic,thefollowing
phrases were used: ‘hunger’, ‘poverty’, ‘Polonisation’ (including Polonisation of
children),‘ruins’,‘plagues’,and‘misfortunes’ Polesweredescribedinapejorative
manner (settlers,militarymen,andcolonists): ‘dogs’ Thesocietywasclearlysplit
intotheeliteandthe‘commonpeople’:‘Ministersandgeneralscrammedthemselves
withgoldandfled,cowardlyleavingthearmyandthenationtotheirowndevices,they
abandonedyouat thethreatof total ruinanddestruction’ (Adamuszko,1998,p 91;
Struniec,2009,p 114) AspecialmessagewaspreparedforthesoldiersoftheSecond
PolishRepublicandthefollowingtermswereused:‘rowdywar’,‘ignominy’,‘failure
tocontrolanddefendthecountry’,‘robbery’,and‘cowardice’ Thepersonalsituation
ofthesoldierswasdescribedwiththeuseofwordssuchas:‘lefttotheirownfate’,
‘defeat’,‘death’,‘annihilation’,and‘bloodshed’ ThepropagandaoftheUSSRreality
reliedonsloganssuchas:‘liberators’,‘freedom’,and‘happiness’(Adamuszko,1998;
Struniec,2009) 

Theeffortsof theRedArmypropagandistsmaybe interpretedwith theuseof the
categoryof‘narrativeidentity’(group),whichisunderstoodasinternalisedanddeveloped
history(...)oramyth(...)whichunitesthereconstructedpast,theperceivedpresent,and
theforeseenorexpectedfuture(Gocół,2014) Buildinganidentitybyagroup(here,the
authorityoftheUSSR)takesplacebydefininganareaoftheirownworldandcreating
adistancefromothergroups.Atthesametime,voluntaryorforced(dependingonthe
represented potential) divisions among groups (here, winners and residents) of the
conqueredlandstakeplace Whethertheseparationisvoluntaryorforceddependsonthe
placeofthegroupinthesocialcontext,itspoliticalsituation,prestige,etc.(Waszczyńska,
2014,p 55) Inthiscase,wecanspeakaboutthemythofastateandidea,whoseclear
presentationwasaimedatcreatingindividualandcollectiveidentitiesandsettingoutthe
perspectiveofsocio-politicaldevelopment(Gocół,2014) Suchanextendedperspective
allowsfordeepeningtheanalysisofthehistoriosophicconflictwithrespecttothestances
ofresidentsoftheborderlandsin1939(Demski,2003,Gocół,2014) 

Recapitulation 

Difficulties in describing the Polish and Belarusian and Belarusian and Polish
historywereaffected,asmentionedabove,bythedominanceorevensupremacyofthe
RussianandSoviethistoriography,builtinthenameoftheraisond’étatoftheRussian
Empire and the USSR both in the ideological and methodological layer  National-
historicalor rathercommunity-basedandethnic thinkingofBelarusiansexertedan
equallystrongmark  It seems that thisveryparadigmgainedasuperiorposition in
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Belarusianhistoriography Inthemostacuteform,itcanbeperceivedasideasaimed
atthere-interpretationoftheidentityofnationalities,e g PolishorLithuanianinthe
directionofWhiteRuthenisation(Snyder,2009) Theatmosphereof the1990swas
meanttofosterdialogueandofferhopeforovercomingprejudice,myths,andstereotypes
(Mironowicz,2005) Nevertheless,itseemsthatsuchanobjectivewasnotwithinreach
of contemporary historiography, primarily on account of methodological models,
dysfunctional with respect to each other: Polish and Belarusian Today, Belarusian
historiosophy is trying to combine various threads of old theories / historiosophic
schoolswithrootsreachingtotheRussian-Soviettraditions(Tikhomirov,2016) Itis
intriguingthatJadwigaStaniszkisdescribedananalogousphenomenonwhendealing
withsocial,political,andculturalmodelsofthepost-Sovietborderland:

Theinstitutionalandmental tissueof theborderlandunites(   ) thedeformedelementsof
varioustraditions(and˗asinthecaseofpost-communism˗multiplehistoricalepochs)[and
elsewhere]thefeatureofinstitutionalandculturalsystemsoftheborderlandisusuallythe
lackofcapacityfor(   )self-identification(Staniszkis,1999,pp 1244–1245) 

It is also worth quoting another passage from Staniszkis, where she makes an
assessmentthat:

Lack of acuity and identification unanimity (within the meaning of political and cultural
codes) reinforces categoriesbasedon ethnicity anddenomination in theborderland areas
(Staniszkis,1999,p 1245) 

Eventually,sheconcludes:

Thecharacteristicphenomenonoftheborderlandistheneo-traditionalism,whichleadsto
aselectiveuseoftheelementsoftradition(culturalandinstitutionalheritage)inthebuilding
ofthe‘strategyofcontemporaneity’(Staniszkis,1999) 

The analysis of determinants of selected elements of the dispute proves that its
basic source is the application by researchers from Poland and Belarus, two diverse
historiosophic matrices  The context of the state which asks for seeing the history of
BelarusasapartoftheRepublicofPolandorapartofRussia(afterthepartitions)and
subsequently as a part of the USSR after 1945 (Polish historiography) and ethnic and
WesternRussiancontext(Belarusianhistoriography) Inthisperspective,Belarusistreated
eitherasabuffer-borderlandterritory(territorialcontext)orasaborderlandarea in the
culturalsense, related to theRuthenian-Russianculture(alsocalled‘Russkiymir’)and
afterthe1917revolutionasSoviet,attheriskofdisintegrationbythepoliticalattempts
atthehandsoftheWestand,specifically,theRepublicofPoland Here,theBelarusian
perspectiveresemblesPolishthinkingaboutthelandsoftheFirstPolishRepublicduring
the partitions which, even though broken apart, remained in historical and ideological
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unity Nevertheless, theproblemconsists in the fact that thePolish statehood formally
existedatleastsince966,whereasnosuchclaimcanbemadeaboutBelarusianstatehood 
BelarusianhistoriographytracesthebeginningsofgeopoliticalstatehoodfromtheDuchy
ofPolotsk Itseemsthatthecontinuityandevolutionofthisentityreliedonthecommunity
idea,whereastheformallynon-existentpoliticalcommunitywasreplacedbyacultural
community 5Therefore,itbecamepossibletotreatatleasttheRigaTreatyof1921asthe
partitionof‘Belarus’understoodasasemi-politicalentityand,infact,acommunity-based
construct Ontheotherhand,theterritoryinhabitedbysuchacommunitytendstobeandis
currentlyinterpretedasaculturalphenomenonattheborderoftheLatinandwesternworld
(Janowicz,1999) 

Ideological assumptions, as noted above, generate misunderstandings and an
acuteinterpretationconflict Ontheotherhand,researchembeddedinthe‘borderland’
context always sets out the Polish perspective  Some historians consider it to be
colonial (Ładykowski, 201; Bekus, 1999)  In Belarusian historiography, the Polish
North-EasternBorderlandsarecalledWesternBelarus Suchaperspectiveisobviously
inclined to perceiving both parts of the Belarusian land, western and eastern, as an
integralresearchterritory Bothstancesfavouroneofthehistoriosophicalandpolitical
centres TheaddressesatjointBelarusianandPolish/PolishandBelarusianconferences
referencedinthepaperclearlyshowthatthespeakersareemotional,whichconfirmsthat
thehistoriansthemselves,bothPolishandBelarusian,areunabletoreachtherawform
ofanalysisandremainmentally(historiosophically)entangledintheirinterpretations 

Would supplementing theofficialhistorywithhybrid features in theRepublicof
Belaruswithoralhistorystudiesbesufficienttomakethemessageobjective?Itcould
definitelymitigateitslightlyandbybilateralsubjectivism,itsuggestsasimilarresearch
field A  Smaliančuk claims that oral history may offera truewindow into the past,
evenwithout thehistorian’scommentary(Smaliančuk,2018) Onecannotagreewith
thisopinion Withoutaprofessionalhistoricalandmethodologicalapproach,oralhistory
wouldbesubjecttothesame,ifnotgreater,over-interpretationsthanthestandardised
model Makinguseofsuchsensitiveresearchmaterialrequirescriticalandmulti-aspect
studies  Otherwise, it is going to be limited to ‘naive’ theories which, even though
valuableandsometimescompelling,cannotbecomeamodelofhistoricalinterpretation 

Theopeningofhistoricalstudiesontosociologicaltheoriespertainingtoborderlands
offers a chance forgaining interpretationdistancewith respect to, for example, anti-
Polishstancesandchoices(intheethnicoridentity-relatedmeaning)ofresidentsofthe
easternlandsoftheSecondPolishRepublicinSeptember1939 Itallowsforaslight
looseningofthePolishpro-stateopticsdirectingthestudiestovaluationbasedonthe
compulsionofloyalty Expandingthemodelofstudiesontodeterminantsofthehistory

5 EugeniuszMironowicz(2005),tryingtoseparatenationalgroups,PolesandBelarusians,inthe
areas ofWestern Belarus / North-Eastern Borderlands, defined them asnational communities
formedonthebasisofculturalandlinguisticseparateness.Healsoclaimedthatinthiscase,it
wasimpossibletospeakaboutethnicity 
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ofmentalityandsociologicalstudiesallowsfordeepeningtheanalyticallayerofresearch
andopeningupnewpathsofinterpretation Itisworthwhileasking,likeD Gocół:

Have (and if yes, to which degree) the oral history accounts become subjected to
individualisation after experiences unifying social thinking and functioning to such an
extensivedegree[intheconditionsofthepost-Sovietworld]   ?(2014,p 123) 

alternatively, which purpose would generate their re-interpretation? Therefore, the
introductionof imperativesworkedoutbysociologicalsciencesintohistoriography
seemstobeanindispensableprocedure Itisimpossibletointerpret,orevenprepare,
questionnairesforresidentsofthenorth-easternborderland/WesternBelaruswithout
theknowledgeaboutthematricesofgroupbehaviourinborderlandconditions Ifthanks
tooralhistory,theofficialandnormativehistoriographyissubjectto‘authentication’
(e g supplementstheresearchfield)(Bartmiński,2014),thecontextoftheborderland
optimises itspotential evenmoreand introduces a certaindistance into thePolish-
Belarusianhistoriosophicdiscourse Itseemsthatthestudiesconditionedbytheories
fromtheborderlandareawouldofferagreaterchancefortransformingthedisputeinto
adialogueandthusanopportunityfordeeperreflectionandmutualinspirationforthe
historicalnationalschools 

TranslatedintoEnglishbyLinguaLabs.c.
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