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AHHOTanusi. ABTOp CTaTbd, OCHOBBIBAACH Ha JOKYMEHTaXx ApXHMBAa BHEIIHEW IOJUTUKU
Poccuiickoit denepaunu, uccienyer ocoOEHHOCTH Moaxoaa YexocioBakol HapOAHOW MapTHH K
npu3HaHuio COBETCKOro rocy/apcTBa, €€ MOTHBALMIO B 3TOM Bolpoce. B craThe mokaszaHo, 4To
BeIcTyIJIeHHe JemyTtara HarmumonansHoro cobpanus UCP ot UexocnoBaikoil HapoAHON mHapTHH,
kaHoHMKa OnoMoy1koil emapxun MoHcenbopa @. Ceernuka 11 ¢eBpans 1927 r. B napaamMeHTCKON
KOMHUCCHUH IO MHOCTPAHHBIM JieJlaM ObLIO MEPBBIM HAa TAKOM YPOBHE 3asBIIEHUEM IPECTaBUTEINS
pykoBojcTBa 3Toit naptuu o npuzHanuu CCCP. Beictynas 3a conmxenue ¢ MockBoi, CBeTJIHMK U
€ro CTOPOHHHMKM HCXOJIUIU HE TOJIBKO M3 JKOHOMUYECKMX HHTEpPECOB CBOEH CTpaHbl, HO U
pacCUMTHIBAIM Ha «CMSATYEHHME» PEBOJIOLMOHHOW HJEO0NOrHH OOJBbIIEBUKOB, HAa paclIMpeHHe
nesitenbHOCTH Karonnyecko nepksu B CCCP. ABtop moapoOHO paccMaTpuBaeT JUCKYCCHIO B
YexocnoBaikoi HApOJAHOW MAPTUN U PEAKLUIO ApYyrux noautudeckux cuil B UCP Ha BeICTyIUIEHHE
Ceernuka. B crathe 3HAUMTENBHOE BHHMMAHHE YZAEIEHO HCCIEJOBAaHUIO JIEWCTBUHM COBETCKOIO
IIOJIHOMOYHOTO IPEICTaBUTENbCTBA B [Ipare mo ycTaHOBJIEHMIO KOHTAaKTOB C KaTOJIMYECKUMU
kpyramu UCP u HelTpanu3anuu COOOIIEHHH YEXOCIOBALKOW Mpecchl 00 aHTHUPETUTHO3HON
MOJUTUKE COBETCKOM BiacTH W mpeciienoBanusax Bepyrommx B CCCP, mis dero mosmpeacTBom
LIIMPOKO HCIOJb30Balach KHUra jaupekropa [lamckoro BOCTOYHOrO MHCTUTYTa HE3yHTa
M. n’Opb6enbu «llepkoBHas *u3Hb B MOCKBe». B 3aKkimounTenbHON YyacTy CTaThU aBTOP OTMEYAeT
MIPUYMHBL, 110 KOTOpbIM B 1927 r. YexocmoBankass HapoJHas MapTUs, HECMOTPSI HAa CBOM CTaTycC
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MPaBUTEILCTBEHHON MapTUM, HE CMOrJa B3SATh Ha ce0s MHUIMATHBY M OKa3aTh BJIMSHHE Ha
NPUHITHE Ha TOCYJapCTBEHHOM ypoBHe pemienus o npuszHanuu CCCP de jure, cpeam KOTOPBIX
Ha3bIBAET: PETHOHAIBHYIO pa300IeHHOCTh TApTHH, PAa3HOTJIACHS B €€ PYKOBOJICTBE, 3HAYUTEIBHYIO
3aBUCHUMOCTh OT BHYTPHUIIOJIMTHYECKOW M MEXIYHApOJHOM CHUTyalluu, MpPOJOHKABIINECS
npecieioBaHus KaToaudyeckoro ayxoBeHcTBa B CoBerckoM Coroze. B Takux yclnoBUSIX yCHUIIHS
COBETCKUX JIUIUIOMATOB MOOYAUTH PYKOBOJACTBO UexO0cCIOBallkoil HApOIHON MapTUU BBICTYIUTH C
nnunuaruBoii npusHanuu CCCP de jure 6butn 0OpedeHbI Ha HEYCIIEX.

KiroueBbie cjoBa: YexocnoBamkas HapojHas maptus, npoonema npusHanus CCCP,
YeXO0CJ0BaIKO-COBETCKME oOTHomeHus, B.A. AntoHosB-Osceenko, P.O. fIko6con, @. CBeTnuK,
A. LIpamex, 1. JTonexan

Jast nurupoBanusi: Cmanxkos H.H. UexocnoBalkas HapoJHas NapTUs U BOIPOC O NPU3HAHUU
CCCP B (epane—anpene 1927 roma (Mo AOKyMEHTaM COBETCKOTO MOJHOMOYHOI'O
npezacraButenibeTBa B [Ipare) // Historia provinciae — sxypran pernonanbaoit ucropun. 2024. T. 8,
Ne 4. C. 1246-1275, https://doi.org/10.23859/2587-8344-2024-8-4-5; EDN: ROIFMT

Czechoslovak People’s Party and the Issue of Recognizing the USSR
in February-April 1927
(According to the Documents of the Soviet Plenipotentiary Representation
in Prague)

Abstract. Referring to the documents of the Archive of Foreign Policy of the Russian Federation,
the author of the article examines the approach of the Czechoslovak People’s Party to the
recognition of the Soviet state and the motivation of the former in that matter. The article shows that
the first statement made by the party’s leadership on the recognition of the USSR was the speech
delivered by Mngr. F. Svétlik (canon of the Olomouc Diocese, deputy of the National Assembly of
the Czechoslovak Republic from the Czechoslovak People’s Party) in the Parliamentary
Commission on Foreign Affairs on February 11, 1927. Advocating rapprochement with Moscow,
Svétlik and his supporters proceeded from the economic interests of their country and counted on
the softening of the Bolsheviks’ revolutionary ideology and the expansion of the Catholic Church’s
activities in the USSR. The author considers in detail the discussion in the Czechoslovak People’s
Party and the response of other political forces in the Czechoslovak Republic to Svétlik’s speech.
Considerable attention is paid to the study of the activities conducted by the Soviet plenipotentiary
representation in Prague in order to establish contacts with the Catholic circles of the Czechoslovak
Republic and neutralize the publications in the Czechoslovak press about the anti-religious policy of
the Soviet government and persecution of believers in the USSR, for which the plenipotentiary
representation widely used the book Church Life in Moscow by Jesuit M. d’Herbigny, director of
the Pontifical Oriental Institute. In the final part of the article, the author notes the reasons why the
Czechoslovak People’s Party was unable to take the initiative and influence the decision of the state
to recognize the USSR de jure in 1927 despite its status as a government party. Among those
reasons were regional disunity of the party, disagreements in its leadership, significant dependence
on the domestic and international political situation, and continued persecution of the Catholic
clergy in the Soviet Union. Under such circumstances, the efforts of Soviet diplomats to encourage
the leadership of the Czechoslovak People’s Party to initiate the recognition of the USSR de jure
were doomed to failure.
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BBenenne

[Ipoonema mnpuszHanuss CCCP papyrumu rocyaapcTBaMM Ha  MPOTSIKEHUU
JUIMTEJIbHOTO BPEMEHH Obljla MEPBOCTENEHHOM JJII COBETCKOTO PYKOBOJICTBA.
[IpaBuTenbCcTBA MHOTHX CTpaH KpallHE HACTOPOXKEHHO OTHOCHUJIMCh K TEM
MAacCIITAOHBIM TMOJUTUYECKUM M COLMAIbHO-DKOHOMUYECKUM MPEeoOpa30BaHUIM,
KOTOpbIE HAYallMCh Ha TeppuTopuu ObiBIIEH Poccuilckoil wuMmIepuu mocie
OxkTts6phckoit pepooruu 1917 r. CtaBka OOJIBIIEBUKOB HA MHPOBYIO PEBOJIIOIMIO,
HAIMOHAIU3AIUSI UHOCTPAHHOW COOCTBEHHOCTH, OTKAa3 OT JIOJITOBBIX 00S3aTENbCTB
MPEXKHUX TPABUTEIILCTB CIEPKUBAIA OOJBIIMHCTBO TOCYAapCTB OT MpU3HAHUS
coBeTckoil BiacTu. K ToMy e MHOTHE 3amajiHble TOJUTUKY BO3JIarajau HaJAeKabl Ha
ee HemosroBeuyHocThb. [Iponecc npuznannss CCCP pactsHyics BIUIOTh 10 Hadaia
1940-x ronoB. Yexocnoarkas pecrnyonuka (HCP) pemmnace Ha 3ToT mar B 1934 1.
B Tpynax oreuecTBEHHBIX W 3apyOE€KHBIX HCTOPUKOB PACCMATPUBAIUCH MPUUYUHBI
HertoporumBocTH Ilparn B npusnanun CCCP, BHyTpunomutuueckas OoprOa 1O
ATOMY BOIPOCY, OTHOIIEHWE BHUIHBIX UYEXOCJIOBAIKMX TOJUTUYECKUX JAesiTelel K
COBETCKOMY TrOCYZapcTBy . IIpH 3TOM OCHOBHOE BHMMAHHE YICISUIOCH IPABSIICit
rpynnupoBke «I'pag» (Hrad), BosrmaBmsemoit mnpesumentom YCP  Tomamiem
["appurom Macapukom (Tomas Garrigue Masaryk) 1 MUHHCTPOM HHOCTPAHHBIX JIE
B 1918-1935rr. DOnsapnom benemem (Edvard BeneS), ummeBieii peraroriee
BIIMSHUE HA Mpolecc GopMUPOBAHUS U OCYIIESCTBICHUS BHEIIHEW nmoautuku [lparu,
B TOM uucie M B oOTHoumleHMH COBETCKOTO rocyaapCTBaZ. [TogpobHo B

'Cwm., Harpumep: Moweukos I1.B. YexocnoBakust 1 CCCP B 1933 — utone 1934 r.: Ha myTH K
YCTAHOBJICHUIO JUIUIOMAaTHYECKUX OTHomeHud // lleHTpambHOEBponeiickue ucCcaea0BaHMs.
2021. Bem. 4 (13). C. 242-272. http://doi.org/10.31168/2619-0877.2021.4.10; [lemepc HU.A.
UexocnoBanko-coperckue  otHomeHuss  (1918-1934). KwueB: HaykoBa ngymka, 1965;
Cepanuonosa E.Il. YexocnoBakus u Bomnpoc o npusHanuu CoBerckoil Poccum B Hawane
1920-x rr. // YexocmoBakus u CoBerckas Poccus Ha oO0MOMKax WMIEpUH / TONM pelakIueit
E.I1. CepanuonoBoii. Mocksa: [Tomumenua, 2020. C. 148-162. http://doi.org/10.31168/0442-8.12;
Lukes I. Ceskoslovensko mezi Stalinem a Hitlerem. BeneSova cesta k Mnichovu. Praha: Prostor,
1999; Vordcek E., Hubeny D., Litera B. V zajmu velmoci: Ceskoslovensko a Sovétsky svaz. Praha:
Historicky ustav, 2019.

2MapbuHa B.B. Bropoii npe3uaeHnt YexocnmoBakuu IaBapA beHenr: MONUTHK U 4YEJOBEK,
1884-1948. Mocksa: Uunpuk, 2013; Dejmek J. Edvard Benes a fenomen Ruska mezi svétovymi
valkami // Slovansky ptehled: Review for Central, Eastern and Southeastern European history.
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ucTopuorpaguu  UcCCieqoBaHa TO3UIMS B «PYCCKOM  BOMNpPOCE»  JIMAEpa
YexocmoBaikoil HalmoHAIBHO-IeMOKpaTrueckoil nmaptuu Kapena Kpamapika (Karel
Kramaf)g. OtHomienne k CCCP apyrux 4exocCJIOBAaIlKUX MOJUTHYECKUX MapTH,
COCTaBIABIIMX Tak HaseiBaemyio  «IIsrepky»  (Pétka)’,  paccmarpmsamoch
¢parmentapno. OJIHUM W3 HAaMMEHEE M3YUYEHHBIX BOIIPOCOB JAaHHOM TEMBbI J10
HACTOSAIIIETO BpEMEHU OcTaeTcs monuTuka YexocnoBankoit Hapoanou naptuu (YHIT)
B Bornpoce npusHanusg CCCP, XoTs 4yenckre UICTOPUKH BHECIN 3HAYUTEIbHBIA BKIIA
B HCCIEOBaHUE TPOOJEM  MOJUTUYECKOTO  KaToJMulu3Ma, (GOpMHpPOBAHUSA
UexocmoBalkoil HapOJHOW MapTHH, €€ poiau B mnojutuyeckoi cucrtemMe UCP u
crienudyKe ASTETHOCTH B PA3INYHBIX PErHOHAX PECITyOMnKH . Bombiioi HHTEpec
npeacTapisiioT Guorpadun mumepa YHIT Sma Ilpamexa (Jan Sramek)® u Bummoro

2001. Ro¢. 87, ¢. 2. S. 165-188; Dejmek J. Edvard Benes: politicka biografie ¢eského demokrata.
Cast 1: Revolucionaf a diplomat (1884—1935). Praha: Karolinum, 2006; Doubek V. Posuny kritiky
antidemokratického rezimu: T.G. Masaryk, E.Bene$ a bolSevickd revoluce // Doubek V.,
Hladky L., Vi¢ek R. a kol. T.G. Masaryk a slované. Praha: Historicky ustav AV CR Masarykiiv
tstav a Archiv AV CR, 2013. S. 73-91; Olivova V. Politika Ceskoslovenska v ruské krizi roku 1921
a 1922 // Masaryk T.G., Bene$ E. Otevfit Rusko Evropé: Dv¢ stati k ruské otazce v roce 1922.
Praha: H & H, 1992. S. 25-58; TGM, Rusko a Evropa. Dilo — vize — pfitomnost. Sbornik ptispévki
Z mezinarodni konference potadané ve dnech 12. — 14. zafi 1997 v Praze / pod redakci K. Kratky.
Praha: Masarykiv ustav a Archiv AV CR, 2002.

% Cepanuonosa E.II. Kapen Kpamapx u Poccus. 1890-1937 roxsr: WneitHsle Bo33peHus,
MOJIMTUYECKAss AKTHBHOCTb, CBSI3M C POCCUHCKHMMHU TOCYJIapCTBEHHBIMH M OOIECTBEHHBIMU
nesrensimu. Mocksa: Hayka, 2006; Karel Kramat (1860-1937). Zivot a dilo / k vydani pfipravili
J.Bilek a L. Velek. Praha: Masarykiv ustav a Archiv AV CR, v.v.i.; Historicky ustav
AV CR, 2009; Winkler M. Karel Kramai: Selbstbild, Fremdwahrnehmungen und
Modernisierungsverstiandnis eines tschechischen Politikers. Miinchen: Oldenbourg, 2002.

* Tsrepka» (“Pétka”) — HEKOHCTUTYIMOHHBIH OPraH JTHAEPOB YEXOCTOBAIKHX MOTHTHIECKHX
napTuid, OQHUIMAIBGHO BBICTYNMAaBIIMK Kak OObEAMHEHHBIH WCIOJHUTENBHBIA KOMHUTET HX
napiiaMeHTCKuX KiayooB. B cocras «Ilsarepkm» (Pétka) Bxommmm nmuaepsl PecnyOnukaHnckoii mapTin
YEXOCJIOBAlKMX 3€MJICJICTBIIEB W MEJIKUX KpEeCcThbsH, YexocnoBalKOW HapOJHOW MapTHH,
YexocimoBakoun HaIIMOHAJIBHO-IEMOKPATUYECKON MapTUH, YexocaoBalkon coluan-
JIEMOKpaTHYeCKOi padoyeit mapTuu, YexocaoBalkoil HalMoOHaIbHO-COLUATICTUYECKON TapTHH.

> Malii J., Marek P. a kol. Politické strany. Vyvoj politickych stran a hnuti v &eskych zemich a
Ceskoslovensku v letech 1861-2004. Brno: Nakladatelstvi Doplnék, 2005. D. 1. S.655-681;
Trapl M. Historiografie ¢eského politického katolicismu v letech 1918-1938 // Cirkve 19. a 20.
stoleti ve slovenské a Ceské historiografii / pod redakci P. Macala, P. Marek, J. Hanu§. Brno:
Centrum pro studium demokracie a kultury, 2010. S. 164-169; Trapl M. Politika ceského
katolicismu na Moravé 1918-1938. Praha: Statni pedagogické nakladatelstvi, 1968; Trapl M.
Politicky katolicismus a Ceskoslovenska strana lidova v Ceskoslovensku v letech 1918-1938.
Praha: SPN, 1990.

°7 rapl M., Konecny K., Marek P. Politik dobré vile. Zivot a dilo msgre Jana Sramka. Praha:
Vysehrad, 2013.
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nesitenst toit maprun Ppantumreka Ceerimka (FrantiSek Svétlik)’. M. Tpamr u
I1. Mapex B Omorpaduu @. CBeT/iMKa OTMEYAIOT €r0 BBICTYIUICHUS 3a MPU3HAHUE
CCCP de jure B mapiaMEHTCKOW KOMHCCHHU II0 MHOCTpaHHBIM JejiaMm 11 ¢epais
1927 r., HOmYepKHBasi [IPH HTOM, YTO B [APTHH OHO BBI3BAIO HETATHBHYIO PEAKIMIO".
B Ouorpaduu llpamexa aBTOpPHI HECKOJBKO KOHKPETU3UPYIOT OTHOIIECHUE YJICHOB
UHII x BeicTyrmieHnio CBETIIHMKA, YKa3blBasi, YTO OHO IPUBEIO K OCTPOM KPUTUKE CO
CTOPOHBI BUAHBIX JESITENEH YEHICKOTO Kpblla MAPTUHA U KaTOJIMYECKON HENAPTUHHON
UHTEIMreHuuu, a cam llpaMek oT mpsMON TNOAAEPKKM WMHULMATUBBI (CBETIMKa
YKIIOHIIICS .

B HacTosiel crarbe NpearpuHATa IOINBITKA Ha OCHOBE JOKYMEHTOB ApXHBa
BHEIIHEN noJMTUKM Poccuiickon denepanyuu pacCMOTPETh OTHOIIEHUE OTIEIBHBIX
nearenern YHII k npusnanuro CCCP, wuccrmenoBaTh AEATEIBHOCTH COBETCKOIO
nonnpenacrsa B Ilpare mo HalaXKMBaHUIO OTHOLICHUN C KAaTOJIMYECKUMH Kpyramu
UexocnoBakuu B cBsA3U C BbIcTyruieHHeM @. CBerimka. XpOHOJIOTUYECKUE pPaMKHU
CTaTbU OXBATHIBAIOT Tepuo ¢ ¢eBpaisa no amnpenb 1927 r., korga B UHIIT aktuBHO
obcyxnancs Borpoc o npuzHanuu CCCP.

OCHOBHBIMM MCTOYHUKAMU ISl HAITUCAHUS CTAThU SIBUJIUCH JOHECEHUS, OTYETHI U
paboune JHEBHUKM COBETCKUX guruioMatoB B YUCP, B KOTOpBIX COIEPKHUTCS
obmmpHass uHpopmauus 00 otHomeHnun YHII x Coerckomy rocynaapcTBy B
YKa3aHHBIN MIEPUOJ.

OT «IINMMOHCKOI0 NMPoLecca» K BLICTYINICHHIO MOHCeHbepa . CBeTiinka

CoBeTcko-yexociioBalkue OoTHoOIeHus: B 1920-e rr. pa3BUBaIuCh HEPABHOMEPHO.
[leproas! cOmmxeHus, KOrjaa Ka3ajaoch, UTO CO JHS HA JCHb MPOU30HAET NpU3HAHHE
YexocnoBankoii pecnyomukoid CCCP u  OynyT yCTaHOBJIEHBI IOJTHOLIEHHbBIE
JUIUIOMAaTUYECKHE OTHOLIEHUS, CMEHSUIUCh NepruoaaMu crajga. OuepeaHond KpUu3HcC B
otHomeHusix [Iparn ¢ MockBoi HacTynui oceHbto 1926 r., korna B mINMUOHa)e ObLT
yIIMYEH COBETCKHUM BUIle-KOHCYN Xpuctodop MBanouu J[piMoB. B yexocnoBarkoii
neyaTd pa3BEepHYJACh IIYMHAsh AaHTHCOBETCKAas KaMmaHus. «l'a3eTbl MOJHBI
KOMMEHTApUSAMHU K JIeTy O IIIMUOHaXe», — 3anucai 11 HosO0ps 1926 r. B cinyxeOHOM
OHEBHUKE TOaHOMOYHbIM TmipenacraBureib CCCP B UexocnoBakuu Bragumup
AJleKCaHaPOBUY AHTOHOB-OBCEEHKO . Henyratr ot YexocioBaukou HapOAHON
naptun  BammaB MeicnuBenr (Vaclav Myslivec), Beictymas B HanmonansHOM
coopanun YCP, nmotpeboBai mpu3Bath K OTBETY «MHCCHIO OBCEEHKO» U «Pa30THATH

"Marek P., Trapl M. Mons. Frantisek Svétlik (1875-1949): nastin Zivota a dila katolického
politika a novinate. Rosice u Brna: Gloria, 2001.

8 Marek P., Trapl M. Mons. Frantisek Svétlik (1875-1949). S. 69-70.

* Trapl M., Konecny K., Marek P. Politik dobré vile. S. 201.

10 Tuesuux nonnpena CCCP B YexocnoBakuu. Ilpara, 15 Hos6ps 1926 r. / ApxuB BHeIIHEH
noyintukn Poccuiickoit @eneparuu (nasiee — ABIT P®). @. 05. Omn. 6. I1. 15. 1. 56. JI. 125.
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3TO OCHMHOE THe31o». Peur MpeicnuBena Oblla IETUKOM OMyOJMKOBaHA B
katommdeckoii rasere “Cech” u B mentpansaom oprane YHIT “Lidové listy”. 15 u
19 Hos6ps Bwia Tepesa — pe3usieHIns MOINpea — MOJABEPIiiach 0Cale YEIICKUMHU
HAIMOHAIHCTaMU . COBETCKOE TOJIPEACTBO OKA3aI0Ch B H30SIHH. OMacasch ObITh
CKOMITPOMETHUPOBAHHBIMH, OOIIEHHS C COBETCKUMH JUILIOMATaMU U30eraiu Jlaxe Te
MOJMUTUKU U oOiecTBeHHbIe nestenu YCP, koTtopeie ¢ cuMIaTtue OTHOCHIUCH K
Coerckomy Cor03y H OBLIM YaCTBIMU TOCTSMHE Ha Builte Tepesa™.

«InmnoHckuid mpouecc» Mpoxoauin B sHBape 1927 T. npu «OTKPBITBIX ABEPAX)».
MHOro TOBOpPUJIIOCH O COBETCKOM IINMHOHAXKE, O MOJAPBIBHOM JEATEIBHOCTH
Komunrepna u I'TTY B YUexocnoBakuu. 17 ssuBapst 1927 r. AHTOHOB-OBCEEHKO IUca
3amecTuTeNnr0 Hapkoma wuHocTpaHHbix naen CCCP  Makcumy MakcuMoBuay
JInTBUHOBY:

B o0mem, — MbI BBIIIM U3 Mpoliecca C CHIBHBIM yIIepOOM B IIUPOKOM
«oOLI[ecTBEHHOM| MHEHHMW»; HaM JalT I[OHATh, YTO HHU OJHA U3
MIPaBUTEIbCTBEHHBIX NApPTUI HE PELIUTCS TENepb B3sTh Ha ce0s MHULUATUBY B
TIPOBEICHIN IIPH3HAHIS) .

B co3pmaBumielics cuTyauuu Iepex IMOJNPEACTBOM CTOsJIa HENpOoCTas 3ajada
BOCCTAHOBJICHUS JIOBEPUS U MPEKHUX CBSI3EH, a TAKKE MTOMCKA HOBBIX IMMAPTHEPOB.

AHTOHOB-OBCEEHKO PAaCCUMTHIBAI, YTO «YCHIICHUE B U3BECTHBIX Kpyrax MHTEpeca
Kk CCCP» mnpousoWJier BCIEICTBUE NPOUCXOJMBIIETO B TO BPEMS YXYILICHUS
MeKayHapoaHoro mnonoxxkeHnuss YCP: HapacTaHWe pPEeBHU3MOHUCTCKUX HACTPOCHHM B
Benrpuu, ykpersenue ponud I'epMaHuu B €BPONEWCKOM TMOJIUTUKE, CONMIKEHHE
bynanemra u bepnuna ¢ Pumom, B CBSI3M ¢ 4YEM BO3HUKIIM ONACEHUS AKTUBU3AIUU
nevictBui Utanuu no pazpymienuto Manoir AHTaHTBI U Bcel (hpaHITy3CKON CHCTEMBbI
coto30B B llenTpansHoii um IOro-Bocrounoit EBpomne, kotopyro YexocrmoBakus
paccMaTpuBana KaK rapaHTHIO CBOEH GE30MacHOCTH

! JTuesnnk mommpena CCCP B Yexocmosaxuu. IIpara, 29 HostGps 1926 . // ABII P®. ®. 05.
Om. 6. I1. 15. 1. 56. JI. 107.

12 NueBnux nommpena CCCP B YexocnoBakuu. Ilpara, 22 Hos6ps 1926 r. // ABII P®. @. 05.
Om. 6. I1. 15. JI. 56. JI. 115, 118.

B Jluesuux nonnpenaa CCCP B YexocnoBakuu. [Ipara, 29 nosi6ps 1926 r. // ABIT P®. @. 05.
Om. 6. I1. 15. 1. 56. JI. 106.

“B.A. AuToHOB-OBCeeHKO — M.M. JlutBunoBy. Ilpara, 17 suBaps 1927 r. / ABII P®. ®. 05.
Om. 7. 11. 28. ]1. 42. JI. 52-53.

> Cwm.: JTneBHuK nonnpeaa CCCP B Yexocnosakuu. [Ipara, 10 ¢espans 1927 r. // ABII PO.
®. 05. Om. 7. I1. 28. JI. 42. JI. 137-139; Romsics I. Istvan Bethlen: A Great Conservative Statesman
of Hungary, 1874-1946. New York.: Columbia University Press, 1995. P. 223-225.
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[Ipeanomnoxkenust moampena Bckope nmoaTBepamwinchk. 11 depans 1927 r. nenmyrar
or YHII, xanonuk OnoMoyukoil enapxuu MOHCeHbOp PpanTumiek CBETIHK B
NapJIaMEHTCKON KOMUCCHH 10 MHOCTPAHHBIM JeiaM BeICTynwi 3a npuzHanne CCCP
de jure. Cmoe mnpemoxeHHe OH OOOCHOBBIBAJ HEOOXOJAMMOCTBIO BKIIFOUCHHS
OOJIBIIIOr0 TOCYAapCTBa B IKOHOMHYECKYIO KM3Hb EBpONBI M BbIpazuil yOeXIeHUE,
yto coTpyanndyectBo CCCP ¢ eBponeickuMu cTpaHamMH OyJeT crnocoOCTBOBATH
«CMSITYEHUIO»  PEBOJIOLIMOHHOW  HWJEOJOTUU  OOJIBIIIEBUKOB, U TEM CaMbIM
OCJIAa0JICHUIO YIPO3bl JJII BCEro OCTAJbHOrO Mmupa. CBETIMK OTMETUJ, YTO
Coserckuii Coro3 yKe MpU3HAIU BEIUKHUE Aep>KaBbl, U UexocnoBakus, IPUHUMAS BO
BHUMAaHUE CBOM YKOHOMHUYECKHE UHTEPECHI, I0JHKHA MOCIE0BaTh UX puMepy. B To
ke Bpems OH mnomuepkHysd, yrto YHII Bo3mymiena mnpecimenoBaHneM XpUCTHAH B
CCCP 1 He COrTacHa ¢ COBETCKUM OOIIECTBEHHBIM CTPOEM .

Cnenyer ormeTuTh, 4TO CBETIMK M PaHbUIE BBICTYNAI 3a COTPYIHHUYECTBO C
MockBoii. B wyactHoctu, B ampene 1922 r., cpa3dy ke moclie MOJIIMUCAHUS
Panannbckoro  coBETCKO-T€pMaHCKOro  jgoroBopa, razera  “Lidove  listy”,
ueHtpanbubiii opran YHII, med-pegakropom koToporo B To BpeMs Obu1 CBETIIHK, B
YHCJI€ TEPBBIX BBICTYNHJIA 3a «IOJHOE TNpu3HaHuEe» U cOmmbkenue ¢ CoBeTcKoi
Poccueit'’. Torma, B yCIOBHAX HM3MCHEHHI B MEKIYHAPOIHBIX OTHOIICHHSX,
YeXOCJIOBAIIKOE MPaBUTEIBCTBO BBIHYXKJIEHO ObUI0O S5 wroHs 1922 r. moamucarb
BpemenHsrii oroeop ¢ PCOCP, npusuas Coerckoe rocyaaperso de facto™.

B nocnenyromue rojpl CBETIMK MPOAOHKAT BHICTYNATh 33 PA3BUTHE OTHOILLIEHUM €
CCCP, x0T B PYKOBOJICTBE NapTUM JAJ€KO HE BCE pA3JENsId €ro B3TJISbI.
11 deBpans 1927 r. wnen LlenTpansHoro ucrnoigHutenbHoro komurera YHII, med-
penaktop raszerbl “Lidové listy” Mosed Jonexan (Josef Dolezal) cooGriun
3aBeqytoleMy Oropo coBeTckoro mnosmpenctsa Pomany OcunoBuuy SIk0OCOHY, 4TO
3asBieHU0 CBETIMKa MpeauIecTBOBaIM Ae0aThl B MAPTUHHOM PYKOBOJCTBE IO
nosoay npusHanust CCCP. Cam Jlonexan u nemyrat HarmonansHoro coopanust YCP
Anouc Tlerp (Alois Petr) BeicTymanu 3a akTHBHOE ydYacTHe WApTHH B JEje
MpU3HAHUSA, CYHUTas, YTO €ro MOXHO OyJIeT YCHEIIHO UCIOJb30BaTh B
pOIaraHAUCTCKON paboTe MPOTUB COLMATUCTOB, KOTOpPbIE, OyIy4yHd y BIACTH, HE
cmornu no6utkes npuszHanus CCCP. Jlonexxann He CKpbhIBal, YTO MPOTHB aKTUBHOTO
yuactust HHII B 3TOM Bompoce BhICTyIall T€HEPAIbHBIN CEKpeTaph napTuu borymmun

18 Marek P., Trapl M. Mons. Frantisek Svétlik (1875-1949). S. 69-70.

Y T1.H. Mocrosenko — M.M. Jlutsurosy. IIpara, 24 anpenst 1922 r. // ABIT P®. ®. 04. Om. 43.
I1. 274. 1. 53941. JI. 19.

8 Cm.: Bpemenubiii  goroBop wmexay poccuiickoil Conumanuctudeckon dDenepaTUBHOU
Coserckoit PecriyOnukoit u YexocnoBarkoil pecryonukoit ot 5 utonst 1922 r. // JIokyMeHTHI U
MaTepHualbl 10 UCTOPUU COBETCKO-yexochoBaukux otHomeHui. T. 1. HosOps 1917 r. — aBrycr
1922 r. / mon penaxnueit [1.H. TTocrrenioBa. Mocksa: Hayka, 1973. C. 507-511.
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Cramex (Bohumil StaSek). Ho npencenarens naptuu lpamex He Bo3pakai MPOTUB
BBICTYIUIEHHUs] CBETJIMKA B MapJIAMEHTCKOW KOMHUCCHU MO WHOCTPAHHBIM JElaM, W
Jlonexxan cocTaBWII Te3UChl M ero peuu. [lo cnoam Jlonexana, mapiamMeHTCKUI
kny0 UYHII 3ampertusn BbICTynaTh IO «PYCCKOMY BOIIPOCY» CBOEMY JENyTary
Mpeicnugerty, npotuBHuky npusHanus CCCP. lonexan taxxke cooomun SAxkoOcony,
q10 “Lidové listy” BBICTYIIST B MONB3Y MPH3HAHHS

B nocnenyromux 6eceax ¢ COBETCKUMH TuIioMaTamu Jlonexan yoexaan ux, 4ro
B BhICTyIUieHUM CBeTiuka BbIpakeHO odunmanbHoe MHeHue YHII, yrto Takas
NO3ULIMS NapTUM YCWIWJIA €€ TOJIOKEHUE [0 OTHOLICHHIO K COLMAJIUCTaM, 4YTO
IIPOTUB MPHU3HAHUS BBICTYNAIM TOJBKO MBICIUBEL, TPYNIHPOBABILAACS BOKPYT
razetsl “Cech” MHTEIUIMreHIHs, KaTONMYECKOe JYXOBEHCTBO B IIpare, B TO BpeMms
KaK B MPOBHHIMH HE OBUIO «HHKAKHX BO3pakeHMin»’’. CO CTATBSMH M pEYaMd B
noJsib3y npusHanusg CCCP, kpome CBeTnMka, BBICTYNWIM JenyTaTsl HanmoHansHOro
cobpanmst YCP ot YHII A. Iletp, HMosed Hopax (Josef Novak) n AuTonns Uypikuk
(Antonin Cuiik). Cam Jlonexan o TOMY BOIPOCY OIMyOIMKOBAI HECKOIBKO CTAaTeH
B “Lidové listy”".

Ha npueme B Munucrepcre nHoctpanubix jaei1 YCP 16 despans 1927 r. Ceernuk
cooOmmn SKoOCOHY, 4YTO «HET OOJbllle HHUKAKUX CEPbE3HBIX MPEMSITCTBUNA K
YPETryJIMPOBAaHUIO YEIICKO-COBETCKMX OTHOLIEHUI», IOCKOJIBKY IJIaBHBIN IIPOTUBHUK
npu3HaHus, auaep YexocnoBaukol HalMOHAIBHO-AEMOKpaTuueckon naptuu Kapen
Kpamapx uzonupoBan. CBeTiuk 3a1an SIKOOCOHY psii BOIPOCOB 00 OTHOIICHHH
COBETCKOI'O IPABUTENBCTBA K JACSATENBHOCTH KATOIMYECKOW LIEPKBU M IMOJYEPKHYJ,
yTO Jiia ero maptuu «Borpoc commkeruss ¢ CCCP uHTEepeceH JHUIlb MOCTONBKY,
IIOCKOJIBKY OTKPBIBAE€TCSI BO3MOXKHOCTh KaToJM4eckon nearenbHocTh B CCCPy.
«Karonnueckass pabora noisikoB B Poccuu MOCTOSIHHO BENET K KOHQIMKTY, U 3TO
BPEAUT KAaTOJIMYECKOMY J€Iy», — cKa3an MoHceHbop CBernuk. OH Takxke cOoOLIuI
COBETCKOMY JAMIUIOMAaTy, 4TO B YeXOCIOBaKMM «HAYMHAETCS IOATOTOBKA KaJpOB
PaOOTHUKOB JIJIsI KATOJIMYECKOM eI TEILHOCTH B CCCP»*.

19 JueBHuk 3aBOrOpo meudatu P. flkoOcoHa (mMpuiokeHWe K JHEBHUKY MOJmpena ot ¢eBpais
1927 r.) // ABII P®. ®. 05. Omn. 7. I1. 28. 1. 42. JI. 155.

2 JlueBHuK nonnpena CCCP B UexocnoBakuu. IIpara, 28 ¢despans 1927 r. / ABII P®. ®@. 05.
Omn. 7. 11. 28. J1. 42. JI. 187.

2! PaGora 610po TeYaTH MO MHCIHPAIMH IPECCh 3a IepBbie 3 Mecsia 1927 r. / ABII P®. ®. 05.
Om. 7.11. 28. J1. 43. JI. 40.

22 JlneBHuK 3aB6Iopo medath P. SIkoGcoHa (IPUIIOKEHHe K HEBHUKY MOIMpeaa ot 28 despas
1927 r.) // ABII P®. ®. 05. Omn. 7. I1. 28. 1. 42. JI. 190.
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Buyrpunosmrnyeckas 6opnda B UCP nociae Boictymiienuss @. Ceeriiuka u
NAeSITeJIbHOCTH COBETCKOI0 MOJIPeCTBA

MHuenne MoHceHbOpa CBETIMKA 0KA3aJI0Ch CIMIIKOM ONTUMUCTUYHBIM. Kpamapik,
KOTOpBIN Bcerjga ObLT MPOTUBHUKOM COBETCKOW BIIACTH, HE CIOXWI opyxus. OH
pPa3BEpHYJT aKTUBHYIO JESATEIBHOCTb, YTOOBI «3aCTaBUTh KIEPUKAJIOB TNEPEMEHUTDH
pemienne». Kpamapx onupaincs Ha rpylily OpakKCKOTO JAYXOBEHCTBA M Ha JIMAEPA
Crosarkoit HaponHoi maptuu Aeapes [maky (Andrej Hlinka). Ha pyky emy Obutn
u paszHornacuss B UHII nmo moBoxy npuznanuss CCCP. HanmoHanbHbIE 1€MOKpaThI
TAaK)K€ pa3BEpPHYJM B T[E€YaTH KaMIIAHHWIO, IIMPOKO OCBEIlas TOHEHUs Ha
KaToIMIecKkoe xyxoBerctBo B CCCP?,

CoBeTckue AMUIUIOMAThl MpUJIArajd 3HAYUTEIbHBIE YCWIIMS Ui HEUTpalu3aluuu
nerictBuii Kpamapxka. AHTOHOB-OBCEEHKO BCTpEUANICS C JIOSJIBHBIMM K MOCKBE
YWICHAMM 4Y€XOCJIOBALIKOTO  IIPAaBUTEIbCTBA, IIBITAICA IOBIUATH B  HYXHOM
HampaBlicHnu Ha MuHHcTpa Mapeka [axkuka (Marek Gazik) — mnpencraButens
CnoBankont HapogHou mnaptuu. COTPpyAHUKH COBETCKOM IHUIIMUCCHUHA BCTYIIWJIW B
neperoBopel ¢ genyraramu oT ClroBaukoil HapoaHou naptuu B HanmonansHOM
cobpannn UCP*. SkoGcon, mommumo Jlomekaaa, YCTAHOBMI TECHBIE KOHTAKThI C
BUJIHBIM KaToJudeckuMm myosmiuctoM Anbdpenom dyxcom (Alfred Fuchs) u ¢
penakropom xypHaia “Rozmach” Sluom Illerinoctom (Jan Scheinost).

C uenpr0 pa3BuTUsA OTHOWIEHWM ¢ Karonudeckumu kpyramu YCP AHTOHOB-
OBCEeHKO HaMeTWUJl COOTBETCTBYIOLIMM MJIaH, KOTOpbiki 28 eBpans 1927 r.
HanpaBuil B MockBy. [lonmpen oTrmedas, 4To TIJVIaBHBIM HPEISITCTBUEM HA IYTH
pa3BUTUSl OTHOILIEHUN C KATOJUYECKUMH JCSTENIMU SBJSIFOTCS COOOIIEHHUS O
npecinenoBanusax katodukoB B CCCP: «KpamaprkeBiiam 4pe3BbIlYaiiHO Ha PYKY ObLIM
COOOIIIEHUsI O HOBOM BOJIHE “TOHEHMI’ Ha KaTOJIWY[€CKOE€]| ITYyXOBEHCTBO y HAac).
bropo neyaTtu nosmnpeAcTBa pemnTEIbHO OMPOTECTOBANIO 3TH coodIieHus. Ho Bckope
OHHU OIISITh MOBTOPUIJIUCH, MIPUUYEM «C TAaKUM OOMJIMEM NMOAPOOHOCTEH, UTO Ka)kyTCs
OpaBIONOJOOHBIMM», — oOTMe4Yan AHTOHOB-OBceeHko. B cBsi3u ¢ 3TuM OH
3anpalrBall y HAPKOMATa MHOCTPAHHBIX JIeJI COOTBETCTBYIONIYIO MH(popmarmio. [1o
€ro MHEHHIO, €CJIU COOOIEHUS OTPAKaIu AEHCTBUTEIBHOE MOJO0KEHUE JIEN, TO TAaKUe
JICUCTBUS OBUIM «CIMIIKOM JIMXOPAJOYHBIMU U HEIOCTATOYHO MPOJTyMaHHBIMI.
AHTOHOB-OBCEEHKO BbIpaXkal COMHEHHE, YTO IOJbCKHUE CBSIIEHHOCIYXUTEIN IO
MIPUKPBITHEM KaTOJIMLIHA3MA C TaKUM pPa3MaxoOM MOTJIM 3aHMMAThbCs IIMHUOHAKEM, B
yeM ux oOBuHsuM. [lonmpen mpusbiBan MpUHUMATh BO BHUMAaHHUE, KaKOW OTKIIUK
HAWAYT ATH IpeciieOBaHus 3a rpaHuiieil. AHTOHOB-OBCEEHKO MUCAJL:

2 B.A. AuToHoB-OBceerko — M.M. JluteunoBy. [Ipara, 28 despaist 1927 r. // ABII P®. ®. 05.
Om. 7.11. 28. 1. 42. JI. 172.

24 Cwm.: JlneBHUK nonnpeaa CCCP B Yexocnosakuu. I[lpara, 28 despans 1927 r. // ABII PO.
®. 05. Om. 7. 11. 28. J1. 42. JI. 181-182.
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Katonunusm ceityac Takas cuia, ¢ KOTOPO Hamo OBl TOMBITATHCS HAWTH MOJYC

BUBCH/IM Y, MHE Ka)KETCS, TAKOBBIM MOJYC C HEMAJOW IMOJb30M I HAC HAWTH
25

BO3MOJKHO

[Tonmpen cuurtan, 4yTo B COBETCKOW MpoIaraHjie «B3risj Ha Batukan u ero
NOJIMTUKY <...> KpailHe MOBEpPXHOCTEH». B kauecTBe mpumepa OH CChUIANCA Ha
Opomrtopy A. MeteneBa, koTopwlii 00BuHAN Batukan Bo BpaxaeoHoit CCCP
NEATENIbHOCTH, B CBSA3SIX C PEAKUMOHHBIMM CHJIAMHU, B CTPEMJICHUU «IEpKaTh
YEII0BEYECTBO B PXKABBIX LIEISIX»~ . B MHChMe OJIIPe]] TOI9ePKUBAI, UTO

Barukan Bener mnoiauTHKy Tropa3no Oojee THOKy0 M 4YacTo Kyna Ooiee
CaMOCTOATENbHYIO, 4YeM Kaxercs 3To T. MereneBy. <...> CtpemieHue
COXpPaHUTh 332 COOOI0 BIHMSHHE Ha IIMPOKHE HAPOJHBIE MAcChl HHOTIA TOJIKAET
KJICpUKAIbHBIE TMapTUHd B Pa3IMYHBIX CTpaHaX K IIOJIUTHKE, IO CYIIECTBY

MPOTUBOCTOSIIIEN MOJUTUKE KPAWHEN PEaKIMU M YacTO TOJKAET UX Ha JKECTHI,

27
KOTOPBIC ITOJIC3HO 3aKPCIIUTL .

ITo ero MHEHUIO, 3TO U MPOSBUWIOCH B BhICTyIUIEHUN CBeTtinka 3a npusHanue CCCP.
[Tonmpen cuuTan, 4TO YEUICKUE KIEPHUKAIbl OOPIOTCS C COIMATUCTAMM «3a BIIMSHHE
cpeau pabouMx U TOPOJICKOTO MEHIAHCTBA M HE XOTSIT, 4YTOO COIIMATUCTHI
MOHOIIOJIM3UPOBAIIH TIOMY/ISPHBINA B 9THX CIIOSIX JTO3YHI» .

AHTOHOB-OBCEEHKO MPEAOCTEPErall, YTO B Clydae MPOAOJIKEHHUS IpecieI0BaHus
KaTOJIMYECKOM IEPKBH «BCKOPE BECh KATOJIWY[ECKUI| MUp MOOMIIM3YETCS TPOTHB
Hacy. OH cumTan, uro cienoBano gonyctuth B CCCP enuckona Muens 1’ OpOeHbu
(Michel-Joseph d’Herbigny) u «mpemnoctaBuTh KaTOJIMIM3MY BO3MOKHOCTH PaOOTHI
Ha OOUIMX OCHOBAHUSAX C JIPYTUMU BEPOBaHUAMH». AHTOHOB-OBCEEHKO COOOIIAT
JINTBUHOBY, YTO MOJMPEICTBO MIUPOKO HCTOIB3YeT KHUTY 11'OpoeHbu «llepkoBHas
*KWU3Hb B MOCKBE», KOTOpasi MPOU3BENA XOPOIIEE BIICUATICHUE B KATOJIMYECKHUX
Kpyrax, W CYHUTal TIOJE3HbIM PEKOMEHIOBATH €€ MCIOJIb30BATh COBETCKUM
MOJITIPEIaM U B IPYTHUX CTpaHang.

Cnenyer mnoadepkHyTb, uto pykoBoacTBO HKWJI pazgenssio MHOrume wujaeu
AntoHOBa-OBceenko. Hapkom I'.B. UuuepuH HEOAHOKpPATHO CTaBWJI TMeEpe.

% B.A. AHTOHOB-OBCEEHKO — M.M. JIutBunoy. Ilpara, 28 ¢espansa 1927 r. // ABII P®. ®. 05.
Om. 7.11. 28. 1. 42. JI. 172.

6 Memenee A. Batuxan. Jlennnrpan: I'ocynapcrBeHHOe n3gaTenscTBo, 1925. C. 26.

2" B.A. AuToHoB-OBceerko — M.M. JIuteunoBy. [Ipara, 28 despaist 1927 r. // ABII P®. ®. 05.
Om. 7. I1. 28. 1. 42. JI. 172-173.

28 Tam xe. JI. 173.

2 Tam »xe.
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COBETCKHM PYKOBOJACTBOM BONPOCHI O MOATOTOBKE 3aKOHOINPOEKTa O MOJOKEHUU
katomnuaeckoii epksr B CCCP 1 06 akTHBH3aIMHK TIeperoBopoB ¢ Batnkamom™.

JUOp6ensn u ero kuura «llepkoBHas ku3Hb B MOCKBE» NPUBIECKIN BHUMaHHE
COBETCKHUX JUIUIOMATOB HE ciydailHo. B ux pacnopsbkenun He Obulo Oosiee
MOXOSIIUX MAaTEPUAIIOB JIJIsl HEUTpaIU3aIlMi B YEXOCIOBAIIKON NIeYaTH COOOIIEeHU
00 aHTUPEIUTHO3HON MOJUTUKE COBETCKOIO PYKOBOJCTBA M O PENPECCUSX MPOTUB
BEPYIOIIMX, YEM CBHJETEIbCTBO HE3yHWTa, K TOMy ke aupekropa [lamckoro
BocTouHOro MHCTUTYTa. J[’DpOenbu nocetmn cromuity CCCP B oktsibpe 1925 1. u
BCKOpE TOCJ€ Bo3BpauieHus u3nai B [lapmxke Ha pycckoMm si3bike KHUTY «LlepkoBHas
KI3HB B MOCKBE»® .

[Ipecnenys uens cozmare B CCCP KaToMM4YecKyr0 LIEPKOBHYIO HEPAPXUI0 H
Pa3BEpPHYTh LIUPOKYID MHCCHOHEPCKYIO JEATEIbHOCTh, 1’ JpOCHbU B CBOCH KHUIE
YKJIOHWJICSI OT MPSIMOM KPUTHKU COBETCKHMX T'OCYJAapCTBEHHBIX OpPraHoB, Oojiee TOro,
IPOTUBOINOCTaBMII UX 3a00Ty O COXpPAaHEHHM LIEPKOBHBIX MaMSTHUKOB BaHIAJIN3MY
dpannysckux peposononepo XVIII B. He oTpunas areuctuueckux B3IVISIIOB
npaBsmmx KpyroB CCCP, uX aKTHUBHYIO aHTHUPEIUTHMO3HYIO MpOIAraHjay, OH
OTMEYaJI, YTO B CTAPUHHBIX XpaMax BEAyTCsS pECTaBpallMOHHbIE PabOThl, MHOTHE
LEPKBU OTKPBITBI U B HUX COBEPIIAIOTCS OOTrOCIYXXEHHs, MpUYeM IpU OOJIbIIOM
cTeueHuu Bepyromux. JI’OpOeHbu yka3blBal Ha pa3apoOsieHHOCTh Pycckoit
MPaBOCJIAaBHOM 1IEPKBU HAa MHOXKECTBO (IO €ro BBIPAXKEHUIO) PA3IUYHBIX MAPTUH,
OopoBmMXca Apyr npoTuB Jpyra. OCHOBHas HJied KHUTU — OOBEIMHEHHE HTHX
«mMapTHi» moxa BiIacThlo PuMa ¢ coxpaHeHMEM BOCTOYHOrO oOpsiia, a 3aTeM
pacnpoCTpaHEHUE KAaTOJIMYECKON MHCCHU «BO BC€ TIyOuMHBI Asum». «A3us,
IIPUBEICHHAs K LEPKBH, KO XpHUCTY, CKOPO, 4Yepe3 BEK WM JBa, MOCKBOM B
coeHeHnH ¢ PUMOM — He MedTa ji 310 7»>

Kuura takoro cojepkaHusi, K TOMy K€ U OJecTsIle HamucaHHas, HE MOrja He
BbI3BaTh JXKMBOM OTKJIMK CpEAu KaTOJMKOB, B TOM 4YHCIE€ M B YeXOCIIOBaKHM.
AHTOHOB-OBCEEHKO B CBOEM J[IHEBHHUKE OTMETHJI, C KaKUM OOJIbUIMM HHTEPECOM
BBICITyIIAJI W3JI0XKEHUE KHHUru 1 JpOenbH 1med-penakrop razersl “Lidoveé listy”

%0 [TonpoGuee cMm.: Toxapesa E.C. Otnomenuss CCCP u Barukana: oT meperoBopoB K pasphiBy.
1922-1929 rr. MockBa: Uuctutyr Bceobmieit uctopun PAH, 1998; Toxapesa E.C. Ilpobiaembl
craryca kartoinueckod uepapxuum B mneperoBopax CCCP u Casitoro Ilpecrona B 20-e¢ ropasl
XX Beka// Poccuss m Barukan. Beim. 2: cOopHuK MatepuanoB BToporo aBYyCTOPOHHETO
KoJIoKkBuyMa ucTopukoB Poccun m Barukana (Bena, 24-30 anpens 2001 r.) / mox penakiueit
E.C. Tokapesoii, A.B. FOquna. Mocksa: Hayxka, 2003. C. 147-180.

0 nestenpHoCcTH 11’ Opbenbn B CCCP mompobnee cm.: Beuweep A. Pum um Mockaa.
1900-1950 / mepeBox c¢ panmysckoro J[.B. BmacoBa. MockBa: Pycckmii myts, 2000.
C. 178-202.

25 ‘Opbenvu M. llepkoBHas xu3Hb B MockBe / nepeBon ¢ ¢paniysckoro 1.®. Haxusuna.
[Mapwx: [6. u.], 1926. C. 114-115.
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H.H. CmaHkos. YexocnoBalkasi HapoaHast napTusi u Bonpoc o npuaHaHum CCCP
B (peBpane-anpene 1927 roga (no JOKyMEHTaM COBETCKOMO MOSIHOMOYHOTO Uccrnenosanus
npeacTasuTenscTea B lpare)

1. Jlonexan Bo BpeMms mocemeHns noympenctsa 19 despans 1927 r. O mompocuin
JaTh €My 3Ty KHUTY: «Omnupasch Ha €€ CBHJIETEIbCTBA, JIEKO MOOMBATH JIOMKHBIC
pocckazHu o roHeHusx Ha uepkoBb B CCCP wu T.n.». [onexan «cMakoBam» u
3amMevaHue nojimnpeaa, uro kypc ero naprtuu (YHII) na npuznanue CCCP

nocnyxut u geny karoiuiuzMa B CCCP, mOCKONIbKY MOKAXET, 4YTO KaTOJIUIU3M
BOBCE HE CBOJUTCS K IOJIbCKOW €ro pa3HOBUAHOCTH, CKOMIIPOMETUPOBAHHOW U
KOMIIPOMETUPYIOIIEH KAaTOJUIU3M CBOEH IIMUOHCKON U T.N. pabOTON B MOJB3Y
T0JTBCKOTO HMITEPHAIIN3MA. ..

bropo newatu nmonmpencTBa pazociaango KHUTY J DpOCHbU U U3BJICUCHUS U3 HEE B
YEHICKOM I[I€PEBOJIE MHOTMM YEXOCJIOBAI[KMM MOJUTHUKAM U MPEACTABUTEISIM
KaTOJIMYECKOM TedaTtu. «ITa KHHUra ObUla IIMPOKO HCIOJIb30BaHA KIEPUKAIbHOU
MeYaThio Ul KaMIaHuu B mois3y mpusHanms CCCP»**, — momuepkuyn B cBoeM
oTtuere 3aBenyrommii O0ropo mewarn nosamnpeacrtBa P.O. Skoocon. Anbdpen dDyxc
onmyOnrKoBai cTaThi B 1ojb3y npuzHanusd CCCP ¢ oOmmMpHbBIMU IUTaTaMU U3 KHUTH
1’OpOeHbr B KaTosmueckux raserax “NasSinec” m “Den”. U3Bneuenus u3 Hee ObLIN
Hareyatanbl B razerax ‘“‘Lidové listy”, “Deutsche Presse” (opran Hemerkoii
XPUCTUAHCKO-COLMAIbHOM HapogHoi maptuu) u “Narodni osvobozeni” (u3ganue
YexocmoBakoro o0OIIecTna nerI/IOHepOB)35. Ho, oueBuaHO, IS OCBCIICHUS
penurno3noi cutyanuu B CCCP kHurm 1°OpOeHbM TOCHE MEPBbIX Ta3eTHBIX
nyOnukanuii Ob10 HemocTaTouHo. Bo Besikom ciydae, Homexan 21 ¢epains
nonpocui y SIko0coHa MaTepuabl «IIEPKOBHOTO XapakTepa Jyisi KaMIIaHUH B TMOJIb3Y
IPHU3HAHUS) .,

Bonpoc o mpusznanum CCCP, mo cioBaMm pegakTopa KaTOJIMYECKOTO JKypHAJIA
“Rozmach” 4. IlleiiHocTa, «CHIIBHO BCKOJBIXHYI» YeXOCIOBAIKYyI0 HApPOIHYIO
naptuto. [lpuyem, ecnmu B MopaBuu Opanu BepX CTOPOHHUKM TPU3HAHUSA, TO B
Yexun — Haobopor. Jluckyccun 1O 3TOMY TOBOAY Ha MECTHBIX COOpaHHsIX
NpuoOpeTa)in CTOJIb OYypHBINM XapakTep, YTO HWHOIJA CTOPOHHUKAM MpPU3HAHUS
rpo3uiio u3duenue. Yto kacaercs nouuuu auaepa naptuu lIpameka, To coBeTckue
JMIJIOMAThl MOJyYald W3 Pa3HbIX HMCTOYHHMKOB (a TMOPOH M3 OJHOIO M TOrO XKe
WUCTOYHMKA) NPOTHBOpEuMBBIe cBeaeHus: To Illpamexk «comumapu3upoBaics Co

% JlmeBHuK nonnpena CCCP B YUexocnoBakuu. IIpara, 28 ¢despans 1927 r. // ABII PO. ®@. 05.
Om. 7.11. 28. J1. 42. JI. 187.

% PaGoTa Gr0po TIeYaTH 10 HHCIHPALMH PECCHI 3a MepBbie 3 Mecsia 1927 r. // ABII P®. ®. 05.
Om. 7. 11. 28. J1. 43. JI. 40.

% Tam xe.

% ITneBHuK 3aBOrOpo meuatu P. fIkobcona (mpuiiokeHrne K JHEBHUKY moimpesna oT 28 despans
1927 r.) // ABII P®. ®. 05. Omn. 7. I1. 28. 1. 42. JI. 195.
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H.H. CmaHkos. YexocnoBalkasi HapoaHas napTusi u Bonpoc o npuaHaHum CCCP
WccneposaHus B (heBpane—anpene 1927 roga (no JOKYMEHTaM COBETCKOTO NOSTHOMOYHOIO
npeacTasuTenscTea B lpare)

CBeTIMKOM» ', TO He HAMEPEH «OKA3bIBATh AKTHBHYIO MOMIEPKKY TO3HIHH
CBeTiiMKa» W BBICTYIUICHHE IMIOCJIEIHET0 B NAapJIAMEHTCKOM KOMHUCCHHM OBLIO
«COBEpILEHHO caMoCTOoATEIbHO», lllpamexk e «IpoTUB TOro, 4TOOBl HaApTUS
aHraKUpOBaJach B BONPOCE NPU3HAHUA» W Jaxe BbIpazun Jlomexany cBoe
HEJOBOJILCTBO €r0 KOHTAKTAMU C COBETCKUM IOJIIPEACTBOM M aruTauued B MOJb3Y
aktuBHoM posmu YHII B Bompoce HpI/ISHaHI/I}I38. Cam [lonexan yBepsil COBETCKUX
aUIuioMaroB, 4yTo IllpaMek «He MpOTHB MPU3HAHMS, a MPOTHUB TOrO, YTOOBI MAPTHUS
BBICTYIIANIA B 9TOM BOIPOCE HHULIMATHBHON .

OueBunno, Illpamexk BbIHYXJE€H ObUT JaBUPOBaTh, YUYUTHIBAs CEPbE3HbIE
pa3HoIUIacHs B MapTUU U NMo3uLMi0 BaTukana. 3aMecTuTens HyHIIMS AHTOHHO ApaTa
(Antonio Arata) BeIpa3mI HEJIOBOJILCTBO BBICTyIUIeHHEM CBETIIMKA: BO-TICPBBIX, €CIIH
st YHIT neiicTBUTENBHO BaXKHO OBUIO BBIIBUHYTH Ha MEPBbIN IJIAH SKOHOMUYECKHE
MOTUBBI B 10Jb3y npusHanust CCCP, To nomkeH ObUT BHICTYIIUTh CBETCKHIM J€MyTar,
a HE NyXOBHOE€ JMLO. Bo-BTOphIX, OTHOWmIEHHMA Mexay Bartukanom u CCCP He
TAaKOBbI, 4YTOOBI KaTOJWYECKas IMapTUsl BBICTyNajla C WHULIMATUBOM B BOIPOCE
Npu3HaHus. B-TpeTpux, He cie0Bago MyOJUYHO BBICTYNATh, HE JIOTOBOPUBILIUCH CO
CrnoBankoil HapoAHOW MapTHEH, W JIEMOHCTPUPOBATH Mepes OOIECTBEHHOCTHIO
PA3HOTIACHS B KATOJTMYCCKOM Jarepe, KOTOpbIi TOIKEH ObITh eXuHbIM . OUeBHIHO,
no3unue Batukana oObscHsnock U oTHoweHue K npusHanuio CCCP Ilpaxckoro
apxuenuckona @pantumeka Kopaaua (FrantiSek Kordac), oka3piBaBiiero naBienue
Ha YEIICKOe LYXOBEHCTBO .

B pesynbrate, 11 ampenst 1927 r. AaToHOB-OBCeeHKO co00mui B MOCKBY, 4TO
«MHUIMATHBBI YCHICKUX KIEPUKATOB B JAHHOM BOIPOCE OXMIATh Hemb3s» o, C
KOHIIAa amnpesisi BOLAPWIOCh «MOJYaHUE IO PYCCKOMY BONIPOCY», YTO, IO CIIOBaM
A. @yxca, ObUIO CBSI3aHO CO CJIOXKHBIM TosoxkeHnreM BHyTpu UHII u ¢ o6ocTpenueM
OpUTaHCKO-COBETCKHUX otHourennii . ITo yrBepxkaeHnto E.C. TokapeBoi, Barnkan
o100pun paspeiB BennkoOputanuei AUTUIOMAaTUYECKUX OTHOIIEHHH ¢ MockBoil. B

3 JueBnuk 3aBOtopo meuatu P. SIkoOcona (mpuiiokeHHEe K JHEBHUKY mosmpena oT 11 mapra
1927 r.) // ABII P®. ®. 05. Omn. 7. I1. 28. J1. 42. JI. 228.

%8 JlmeBHuK 3aBGIopo medarn P. SIko6cona (MPHUIOKEHHE K JHEBHHKY MOJNpEna oT 28 Mapra
1927 r.) // ABII P®. ®. 05. Omn. 7. I1. 28. J1. 42. JI. 264.

% Tam xe. J1. 266.

40 JueBHuk 3aBOropo neuyatu P. SIkoOcona (mpuiiokeHue K JHEBHUKY Toamnpena oT 28 dbespans
1927 r.) // ABII P®. ®. 05. Omn. 7. I1. 28. 1. 42. JI. 195.

! JlneBnnk 3aB6iopo meuat P. SIko6COHA (IPHIOXKEHHE K JHEBHHKY MONMpeaa oT 28 mMapra
1927 r.) // ABII P®. @. 05. Omn. 7. I1. 28. J1. 42. JI. 262.

“2 B.A. AuronoB-OBceerko — M.M. JIuteunoBy. Ilpara, 11 anpens 1927 r. / ABII Pd. ®. 05.
Omn. 7.11. 28. 1. 43. JI. 7.

“® JleBHuK nonnpenaa CCCP B YexocnoBakuu. Ilpara, 25 anpens 1927 r. // ABIT P®. ®. 05.
Omn. 7. 11. 28. 1. 43. J1. 34.
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H.H. CmaHkos. YexocnoBalkasi HapoaHast napTusi u Bonpoc o npuaHaHum CCCP
B (peBpane-anpene 1927 roga (no JOKyMEHTaM COBETCKOMO MOSIHOMOYHOTO Uccrnenosanus
npeacTasuTenscTea B lpare)

CCCP nponpomkanuch IpeciieqoBaHUsl KaTOJIMYECKOro TYyXOBEHCTBA. 17 ceHTsI0ps
1927 T. 110 OGBHHEHHIO B IIIMHOHAXE ObLT apecToBaH B Mumcke ermckon Crockan™,

Bce 93T coObITHS HE MOIVIM HE CKa3aTbCsl HA OTHOIICHHUSIX COBETCKOTO
nosmpenctsa B Ipare ¢ npencrasurensimu YHII u katonmueckou npeccel. Hukto m3
HUX HE SBWICS B MOJMPencTBO 7 HOsO0ps 1927 1. Ha mpuem mo ciaydaro 10-meTust
OxkTs16pbckoii peBomonnu. A. Dyxc, moe3aKa KOTOPOro Ha I00UJICHHBIE TOPKECTBA B
MockBy OblIa JaBHO COIJIACOBAaHA, OT HEE OTKAa3alicsi, MO CJIOBaM AHTOHOBa-
OBCEEHKO, IO IBHO HECOCTOSTEIBHBIM IPETOTOMY .

3akiiroueHue

JlokymenTol coBetckoro nonmnpeactsa B UHCP mo3BOJISIIOT BBISIBUTH OTHOIICHUE
pykoBoAcTBa YexocnoBalkod HapogHOM maptuu K Borpocy o npusHanuu CCCP B
1927 r. Haubonee akTUBHBIM CTOPOHHUKOM COJMKEHUSI ¢ MOCKBOW ObUT OJMH M3
ocHoBartened maptuu, jAenyrar HanumonansHoro coobpanus YCP MoHceHbOD
@. CBeTHK, BBICTYIUICHUE KOTOPOTO B MAPJIIAMEHTCKOM KOMUCCHH MO0 WHOCTPAHHBIM
nenam 11 despans 1927 r. 3a npusnanne CCCP mociykuiao HadalloM OCTpPBIX
nebatoB 1o stomy Borpocy U B UHII, u B Apyrux moJMTUYECKUX MApPTHUSIX IO BCEH
ctpane. MuurnmatuBa CBeTiMKa BCTpeTUIA TMOJJAEPKKY TJIaBHBIM 00pa3oM B
Mopasuu. B 1o Bpemsa kak uemickoe kpbuio UHII B nuiie Hanbornee BUIHBIX €ro
npencrasurenel b. Crameka u B. MpicnuBena BBICTYNIMIIO KaTErOPUYECKU ITPOTUB
MPU3HAHUSL.

B 60ps0y npotus npusHanuss CCCP BKIIOYHIUCH APYTUe MOITUTHYSCKUE CHIIBI,
HAauOOJBIITYI0 AKTUBHOCTh CpEAU KOTOPBIX TMPOSIBISUT JHUACP HAIMOHAIBHBIX
neMmokparoB K. Kpamapxk, cTpeMuBmIMiics K OOBEAMHEHHUIO BCEX IPOTHUBHUKOB
npu3HaHusa. YToObl cBeCTM Ha HET WHUNMATUBY CBETIMKAa, OHM BECbMa YMEJIO
ucnoap30Ba uHpopManuio o mnpeciegoBanusx katoiukoB B CCCP. IlombiTku
COBETCKOTO MOJIPEACTBA HANAIUTh KOHTAKTHI ¢ Katonuueckumu kpyramu B UCP u
HEWTpaau30BaTh COOOIICHHUS UYEXOCJIOBAIlKOW Tpecchl 00 aHTHUPEIUTHO3HOM
noautrke COBETCKOTO TOCY/IApCTBA B KOHEUHOM CUYETE HE YBEHUYAIIUCH YCIIEXOM.

. Upamex — munep YHII, npeacengatens mapiaMeHTCKOTO Kiy0a mapTHH B
HanmonansHom codpanuu YCP, MuHHCTp coruanbHOTO OOecreueHus, Ha KOTOPOTro
COBETCKHE JUTIJIOMATHI BO3JIarayid OOJIbIIINE HAJEHK/Ibl, BEIHYKJEH OBLI JIABUPOBATH,
YUYUTBIBasE  CEPbE3HBIE  pAa3HOrJachsi B  CBOCW  MapTUM, OTHOLUICHUS B
MPaBUTEIILCTBEHHON KOAIMIMU, Mo3ulnio Batukana, nednaronpusaraywo gt CCCP
MEXKIYHApOJIHYl0 cuTyanuio B EBpome. Kak CBUIETENBCTBYIOT COBETCKHE

“r oxapesa E.C. Otnomennsa CCCP u Barukana. C. 57.
** B.A. Auronos-Osceeriko — M.M. JluteusoBy. Ilpara, 14 Hos6ps 1927 r. // ABII Pd. ®. 05.
Om. 7.11. 28. 1. 43. JI. 168.
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JTUIUIOMaTHYeCKHe TOKyMeHThI, [lIpamek He Bo3paxan npotus npuzHanus CCCP, Ho
6611 mpoTuB Toro, yTo661 YHII BBICTYMAMa HHUIIMATOPOM B TOM BOIIPOCE.

B pesynprate CBeTauka B apTUX OTKPBITO MOAJEprKaja JUIb HEOObIIas Ipyma
ero cropoHHukoB. YHII, HecMOTpsi Ha CBOM CTaTryC MPaBUTEIbCTBEHHOM MAapTHUH, B
CHJIy CBOEH peruoHanbHON Pa3o0LIEHHOCTH, Pa3HOIJIACUN B PYKOBOJCTBE IapTUU B
Borpoce npusHanusa CCCP, 3HaUNTENbHON 3aBUCUMOCTH OT BHYTPUIIOJIUTUYECKON H
MEXIyHApOAHON CUTyalnu ObUIa HECTIOCOOHA BBICTYIIUTh C MHUIIMATUBOM U OKa3aThb
BJIMSHUE HA NPHUHATHE COOTBETCTBEHHOI'O PEIICHMS HA TOCYJAapCTBEHHOM YpPOBHE,
0COOEHHO B YycioBUAX HpojopkaBiuxcsi B CoserckoM Coro3e IpeciieOBaHUN
KaTOJINYECKOTO AyXOBEHCTBA.

) ) )
m—ty? Tty )
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N.N. Stankov. Czechoslovak People’s Party and the Issue of Recognizing the USSR
in February-April 1927 (According to the Documents of the Soviet Research
Plenipotentiary Representation in Prague)

Introduction

The problem of recognition of the USSR by other states was paramount for the
Soviet leadership for a long time. The governments of many countries were
extremely wary of the large-scale political and socio-economic transformations that
began in the territory of the former Russian Empire after the October Revolution of
1917. The Bolsheviks’ focus on the world revolution, nationalization of foreign
property, and repudiation of debt obligations of previous governments deterred most
states from recognizing Soviet power. In addition, many Western politicians hoped
that it would not last long. The process of recognition of the USSR stretched until the
early 1940s. The Czechoslovak Republic (CSR) decided to take that step only in
1934. The works of domestic and foreign historians examined the reasons for
Prague’s slowness in recognizing the USSR, the internal political struggle in
connection with that issue, and the attitude of prominent Czechoslovak politicians
towards the Soviet state." The main attention was paid to the ruling group known as
Hrad, which was headed by Tomas Garrigue Masaryk (President of the Czechoslovak
Republic) and Edward Benes (Minister of Foreign Affairs in 1918-35) and had a
decisive influence on the process of forming and implementing Prague’s foreign
policy, including the policy towards the Soviet state.” The position of Karel Kramaf
(the leader of the Czechoslovak National Democratic Party) on the Russian issue has

! See, e.g., P.V. Moshechkov, “Czechoslovakia and the USSR in 1933 — June 1934: On the Way
to Establishing Diplomatic Relations” [in Russian], Tsentral'noevropeiskie issledovaniya, iss. 4 (13)
(2021): 242-72, http://doi.org/10.31168/2619-0877.2021.4.10; I.A. Peters, Czechoslovak—Soviet
Relations (1918-1934) [in Russian] (Kiev: Naukova dumka, 1965); E.P. Serapionova,
“Czechoslovakia and the Issue of Recognition of Soviet Russia in the Early 1920s” [in Russian], in
Czechoslovakia and Soviet Russia on the Ruins of Empires, ed. E.P. Serapionova (Moscow:
Polimedia, 2020), 148-62, http://doi.org/10.31168/0442-8.12; 1. Lukes, Ceskoslovensko mezi
Stalinem a Hitlerem. Benesova cesta k Mnichovu (Prague: Prostor, 1999); E. Voracek, D. Hubeny,
and B. Litera, V zdjmu velmoci: Ceskoslovensko a Sovétsky svaz (Prague: Historicky Gstav, 2019).

2\/.V. Mar'ina, Second President of Czechoslovakia Edvard Benes: a Politician and a Man,
1884-1948 [in Russian] (Moscow: Indrik, 2013); J. Dejmek, “Edvard Benes$ a fenomen Ruska mezi
svétovymi valkami,” Slovansky prehled: Review for Central, Eastern and Southeastern European
history, ro¢. 87, ¢. 2 (2001): 165-88; J. Dejmek, Edvard Benes: politickd biografie ceského
demokrata, cast 1, Revoluciondr a diplomat (1884-1935) (Prague: Karolinum, 2006); V. Doubek,
“Posuny kritiky antidemokratického rezimu: T.G. Masaryk, E. Bene§ a bolSevicka revoluce,” in
V. Doubek, L. Hladky, R. VI&ek, at al., T.G. Masaryk a slované (Prague: Historicky ustav AV CR
Masaryktv ustav a Archiv AV CR, 2013), 73-91; V. Olivova,“Politika Ceskoslovenska v ruské
krizi roku 1921 a 1922,” in T.G. Masaryk, E. Benes, Otevrit Rusko Evropé: Dve stati k ruské otazce
v roce 1922 (Prague: H & H, 1992), 25-58; K. Kratky, ed., TGM, Rusko a Evropa. Dilo — vize —
pritomnost. Sbornik prispévkii z mezindarodni konference poradané ve dnech 12. — 14. zari 1997
v Praze (Prague: Masarykuv Gistav a Archiv AV CR, 2002).
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Plenipotentiary Representation in Prague)

been studied by historiography in detail.® The attitude of other Czechoslovak political
parties that constituted the so-called P&tka or Committee of Five! towards the USSR
has been considered only fragmentary. The policy of the Czechoslovak People’s
Party (CSL) on the issue of recognition of the USSR remains one of the least studied
issues of this topic to date, although Czech historians have made a significant
contribution to the study of the problems of political Catholicism, the formation of
the Czechoslovak People’s Party, its role in the political system of the CSR and
specific feaatures of its activities in various regions of the republic.”> Of great interest
are the biographies of the leader of the CSL Jan Sramek® and a prominent figure of
the party Frantisek Svétlik.” In F. Svétlik’s biography, M. Trapl and P. Marek point
out his speeches for the recognition of the USSR de jure in the parliamentary
commission on foreign affairs on February 11, 1927, while emphasizing that it
caused a negative response in the party.® In Sramek’s biography, the authors
concretize the attitude of the CSL members to Svétlik’s speech, pointing out that it
led to sharp criticism from prominent figures of the Czech wing of the party and
Catholic non-party intelligentsia, and Sramek himself avoided supporting Svétlik’s
initiative directly.’

% E.P. Serapionova, Karel KramdF and Russia. 1890-1937: Ideological Views, Political Activity,
Connections with Russian State and Public Figures [in Russian] (Moscow: Nauka, 2006); J. Bilek,
and L. Velek, eds., Karel Kramai (1860-1937). Zivot a dilo (Prague: Masarykutv ustav a Archiv AV
CR, v.v.i; Historicky tstav AV CR, 2009); M. Winkler, Karel Kramdar: Selbstbild,
Fremdwahrnehmungen und Modernisierungsverstindnis eines tschechischen Politikers (Munich:
Oldenbourg, 2002).

* The Pétka or Committee of Five was an unconstitutional body of the leaders of Czechoslovak
political parties that officially acted as the Joint Executive Committee of their parliamentary clubs.
The Pétka included the leaders of the Republican Party of Farmers and Peasants, the Czechoslovak
People’s Party, the Czechoslovak National Democratic Party, the Czechoslovak Social Democratic
Workers’ Party, and the Czech National Social Party.

® J. Malit, P. Marek, et al., Politické strany. Vyvoj politickych stran a hnuti v ceskych zemich a
Ceskoslovensku v letech 1861-2004, d. 1 (Brno: Nakladatelstvi Dopln&k, 2005), 655-81; M. Trapl,
“Historiografie ¢eského politického katolicismu v letech 1918-1938,” in Cirkve 19. a 20. stoleti ve
slovenské a ceské historiografii, ed. P. Macala, P. Marek, and J. Hanu$ (Brno: Centrum pro studium
demokracie a kultury, 2010), 164-69; M. Trapl, Politika ceského katolicismu na Moravé
1918-1938 (Prague: Statni pedagogické nakladatelstvi, 1968); M. Trapl, Politicky katolicismus a
Ceskoslovenska strana lidova v Ceskoslovensku v letech 1918—1938 (Prague: SPN, 1990).

®M. Trapl, K. Koneény, and P. Marek. Politik dobré viile. Zivot a dilo msgre Jana Srdmka
(Prague: Vysehrad, 2013).

"P. Marek, and M. Trapl, Mons. FrantiSek Svétlik (1875-1949): ndstin Zivota a dila katolického
politika a novinare (Rosice u Brna: Gloria, 2001).

8 Marek, and Trapl, Mons. Frantisek Svetlik, 69—70.

o Trapl, Kone¢ny, and Marek, Politik dobré viile, 201.
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On the basis of documents from the Archive of Foreign Policy of the Russian
Federation, this article attempts to examine the attitude of individual figures of the
CSL to the recognition of the USSR, to investigate the activities of the Soviet
plenipotentiary representation in Prague aimed at establishing relations with the
Catholic circles of Czechoslovakia in connection with F. Svétlik’s speech. The
chronological framework of the article covers the period from February to April
1927, when the issue of recognition of the USSR was actively discussed in the CSL.

The main sources for writing the article were reports, records, and work diaries of
Soviet diplomats in Czechoslovakia, which contain extensive information about the
attitude of the CSL to the Soviet state during the period under consideration.

From the “spy trial” to the speech of Monsignor F. Svétlik

Soviet—Czechoslovak relations developed unevenly in the 1920s. Periods of
decline replaced periods of rapprochement, when it seemed that the Czechoslovak
Republic would recognize the USSR any day and full-fledged diplomatic relations
would be established. Another crisis in Prague’s relations with Moscow came in the
autumn of 1926, when Soviet Vice-Consul Khristofor I. Dymov was exposed as a
spy. A noisy anti-Soviet campaign was launched in the Czechoslovak press. “The
newspapers are full of comments on the espionage affair,” wrote the plenipotentiary
of the USSR in Czechoslovakia Vladimir A. Antonov-Ovseenko in the official diary
on November 11, 1926.° Addressing the National Assembly of the CSR, Vaclav
Myslivec, a deputy from the Czechoslovak People’s Party, demanded that the
“Ovseenko’s mission” be called to account and “that hornets’ nest be dispersed.”
Myslivec’s speech was published in its entirety in the Catholic newspaper Cech and
in the central organ of the CSL Lidové listy. On November 15 and 19, Villa Teresa,
the residence of the plenipotentiary, was besieged by Czech nationalists.'? The Soviet
plenipotentiary representation was isolated. Fearing to be compromised, even those
politicians and public figures of the Czechoslovak Republic who sympathized with

19 “Dnevnik polpreda SSSR v Chekhoslovakii. Praga, 15 noyabrya 1926 g.” [Diary of the USSR
Plenipotentiary in Czechoslovakia. Prague, November 15, 1926]. F. 05, op. 6, p. 15, d. 56, I. 125.
Arkhiv vneshnei politiki Rossiiskoi Federatsii [Archive of Foreign Policy of the Russian
Federation] (AVP RF), Moscow, Russia.

! “Dnevnik polpreda SSSR v Chekhoslovakii. Praga, 29 noyabrya 1926 g.” [Diary of the USSR
Plenipotentiary in Czechoslovakia. Prague, November 29, 1926]. F. 05, op. 6, p. 15, d. 56, I. 107.
AVP RF.

12 “Dnevnik polpreda SSSR v Chekhoslovakii. Praga, 22 noyabrya 1926 g.” [Diary of the USSR
Plenipotentiary in Czechoslovakia. Prague, November 22, 1926]. F. 05, op. 6, p. 15, d. 56, Il. 115,
118. AVP RF.

Historia Provinciae - the Journal of Regional History, 2024, vol. 8, no. 4
ISSN 2587-8344 (online) 1263



N.N. Stankov. Czechoslovak People’s Party and the Issue of Recognizing the USSR
Research in February—April 1927 (According to the Documents of the Soviet
Plenipotentiary Representation in Prague)

the Soviet Union and were frequent guests at Villa Teresa avoided communicating
with Soviet diplomats.*®

The “spy trial” took place in January 1927 with “open doors”. Much was said
about Soviet espionage and subversive activities of the Comintern and the GPU in
Czechoslovakia. On January 17, 1927, Antonov-Ovseenko wrote to M. Litvinov,
Deputy People’s Commissar for Foreign Affairs of the USSR:

In general, we came out of the trial with a strong prejudice in the broad “public
opinion”; it is being made clear that none of the government parties will now
dare to take the initiative in carrying out the “recognition.”**

Under such circumstances, the plenipotentiary representation faced the difficult task
of restoring trust and former ties as well as finding new partners.

Antonov-Ovseenko hoped that “an increasing interest in the USSR in certain
circles” would occur as a result of the deterioration of the international position of the
CSR at that time: the growth of revisionist sentiments in Hungary, the strengthening
of Germany’s role in European politics, the rapprochement of Budapest and Berlin
with Rome, in connection with which there were fears of active Italian actions to
destroy the Little Entente and the entire French system of alliances in Central and
Southeastern Europe, which Czechoslovakia considered as a guarantee of its
security.™

The plenipotentiary’s assumptions were soon confirmed. On February 11, 1927,
Monsignor Frantisek Svétlik, canon of the Olomouc Diocese, deputy from the CSL,
spoke in the parliamentary commission on foreign affairs in favor of recognizing the
USSR de jure. He justified his proposal by the need to include the large state in the
economic life of Europe and expressed an opinion that the cooperation of the USSR
with the European countries would help to soften the revolutionary ideology of the
Bolsheviks and thereby weaken the threat to the rest of the world. Svétlik noted that
the Soviet Union had already been recognized by the great powers, and taking into
account its economic interests, Czechoslovakia should follow their example. At the

3 “Dnevnik polpreda SSSR v Chekhoslovakii. Praga, 29 noyabrya 1926 g.” [Diary of the USSR
Plenipotentiary in Czechoslovakia. Prague, November 29, 1926]. F. 05, op. 6, p. 15, d. 56, I. 106.
AVP RF.

4 «y A. Antonov-Ovseenko — M.M. Litvinovu. Praga, 17 yanvarya 1927 g.” [V.A. Antonov-
Ovseenko to M.M. Litvinov. Prague, January 17, 1927]. F. 05, op. 7, p. 28, d. 42, Il. 52-53. AVP
RF.

> See “Dnevnik polpreda SSSR v Chekhoslovakii. Praga, 10 fevralya 1927 g.” [Diary of the
USSR Plenipotentiary in Czechoslovakia. Prague, February 10, 1927]. F. 05, op. 7, p. 28, d. 42,
Il. 137-39. AVP RF; I. Romsics, Istvan Bethlen: A Great Conservative Statesman of Hungary,
1874-1946 (New York.: Columbia University Press, 1995), 223-25.
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same time, he stressed that the CSL was outraged by the persecution of Christians in
the USSR and did not agree with the Soviet social system.*®

It should be noted that Svétlik had advocated cooperation with Moscow earlier. In
particular, immediately after the signing of the Rapallo Soviet-German Treaty in
April 1922, the newspaper Lidové listy (the central organ of the CSL whose editor-in-
chief at that time was Svétlik) was among the first to advocate “full recognition” and
rapprochement with Soviet Russia.'’ In the context of changes in international
relations at that time, the Czechoslovak government was forced to sign a temporary
agreement with the RSFSR on June 5, 1922, recognizing the Soviet state de facto.'®

In the following years, Svétlik continued to advocate the development of relations
with the USSR, although not everyone in the party leadership shared his views. On
February 11, 1927, Josef Dolezal (a member of the Central Executive Committee of
the CSL, managing editor of the Lidové Listy) informed Roman O. Jakobson (head of
the bureau of the Soviet plenipotentiary representation) that Svétlik’s statement was
preceded by a debate in the party leadership about the recognition of the USSR.
Dolezal and Alois Petr (deputy of the National Assembly of the CSR) advocated
active participation of the party in the recognition process, believing that it could be
successfully used in propaganda against the Socialists, who could not achieve
recognition of the USSR while in power. Dolezal did not conceal the fact that
secretary general of the party Bohumil StaSek opposed active participation of the
CSL in that issue. However, chairman of the party Sramek did not object to Svétlik’s
speech in the parliamentary commission on foreign affairs, and Dolezal prepared
main points of his speech. According to Dolezal, the parliamentary club of the CSL
banned its deputy Myslivec, an opponent of the recognition of the USSR, from
speaking on the “Russian issue.” Dolezal also informed Jakobson that the Lidove listy
would speak in favor of recognition.™

In subsequent conversations with the Soviet diplomats, Dolezal convinced them
that Svétlik’s speech expressed the official opinion of the CSL, that such a position of
the party strengthened its position in relation to the Socialists, that Myslivec, the

18 Marek, and Trapl, Mons. Frantisek Svétlik, 69-70.

17 «p N. Mostovenko — M.M. Litvinovu. Praga, 24 aprelya 1922 g.” [P.N. Mostovenko to
M.M. Litvinov. Prague, April 24, 1922]. F. 04, op. 43, p. 274, d. 53941, |. 19. AVP RF.

18 See “Temporary Treaty between the Russian Socialist Federative Soviet Republic and the
Czechoslovak Republic as of June 5, 1922” [in Russian], in Documents and Materials on the
History of Soviet—Czechoslovak Relations, vol. 1, November 1917 — August 1922, ed. P.N. Pospelov
(Moscow: Nauka, 1973), 507-11.

19 «“Dnevnik zavbyuro pechati R. Yakobsona (prilozhenie k dnevniku polpreda ot fevralya
1927 g.)” [Diary of the Head of the Press Bureau R. Jakobson (supplement to the diary of the
Plenipotentiary dated February 1927)]. F. 05, op. 7, p. 28, d. 42, . 155. AVP RF.
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intelligentsia who grouped around the newspaper Cech, and the Catholic clergy in
Prague were the only ones who spoke against the recognition, while there were “no
objections at all” in the province.” Along with Svétlik, CSL deputies of the National
Assembly of the CSR A. Petr, Josef Novak, and Antonin Cufik published articles and
delivered speeches in favor of the recognition of the USSR. Dolezal himself
published several articles in the Lidové listy.”

At the reception at the Czechoslovak Foreign Ministry on February 16, 1927,
Svétlik informed Jakobson that “there were no more serious obstacles to the
settlement of Czechoslovak—Soviet relations,” since the main opponent of recognition
Karel Kramar, leader of the Czechoslovak National Democratic Party, was isolated.
Svétlik asked Jakobson a number of questions about the attitude of the Soviet
government to the activities of the Catholic Church and stressed that for his party
“the 1ssue of rapprochement with the USSR was interesting only insofar as opened up
the possibility of Catholic activity in the USSR.” “The Catholic work of Poles in
Russia constantly leads to conflict, and this harms the Catholic cause,” said
Monsignor Svétlik. He also informed the Soviet diplomat that “the training of
Catholic activists for work in the USSR had begun in Czechoslovakia.”?

Internal political struggle in the CSR after F. Svétlik’s speech and the
activities of the Soviet Plenipotentiary Representation

Monsignor Svétlik’s opinion turned out to be too optimistic. Kramaf, who had
always been an opponent of the Soviet rule, did not lay down his arms. He launched
an active campaign to “force the clerics to change their minds.” Kramaf relied on a
group of Prague clergy and on the leader of the Slovak People’s Party Andrej Hlinka.
He also benefited from disagreements in the CSL over the recognition of the USSR.
The National Democrats also launched a press campaign, widely covering
persecution of the Catholic clergy in the USSR.*

Soviet diplomats made significant efforts to neutralize Kramai’s activities.
Antonov-Ovseenko met with the members of the Czechoslovak government who

20 “Dnevnik polpreda SSSR v Chekhoslovakii. Praga, 28 fevralya 1927 g.” [Diary of the USSR
Plenipotentiary in Czechoslovakia. Prague, February 28, 1927]. F. 05, op. 7, p. 28, d. 42, |. 187.
AVP RF.

21 «“Rabota byuro pechati po inspiratsii pressy za pervye 3 mesyatsa 1927 g.” [Work of the press
bureau on inspiring the press in the first 3 months of 1927]. F. 05, op. 7, p. 28, d. 43, I. 40. AVP RF.

22 “Dnevnik zavbyuro pechati R. Yakobsona (prilozhenie k dnevniku polpreda ot 28 fevralya
1927 g.)” [Diary of the Head of the Press Bureau R. Jakobson (supplement to the diary of the
Plenipotentiary dated February 28, 1927)]. F. 05, op. 7, p. 28, d. 42, 1. 190. AVP RF.

2 «y.A. Antonov-Ovseenko — M.M. Litvinovu. Praga, 28 fevralya 1927 g.” [V.A. Antonov-
Ovseenko to M.M. Litvinov. Prague, February 28, 1927]. F. 05, op. 7, p. 28, d. 42, 1. 172. AVP RF.
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were loyal to Moscow and tried to influence Minister Marek Gazik, a representative
of the Slovak People’s Party. Soviet diplomats started negotiations with deputies
from the Slovak People’s Party in the National Assembly of the CSR.** In addition to
Dolezal, Jakobson established close contacts with prominent Catholic author Alfred
Fuchs and editor of Rozmach magazine Jan Scheinost.

In order to develop relations with Catholic circles of the CSR, Antonov-Ovseenko
outlined an appropriate plan, which he sent to Moscow on February 28, 1927. The
plenipotentiary noted that the news on persecution of Catholics in the USSR was the
main obstacle to the development of relations with Catholic figures: “Messages about
a new wave of “persecution” of Catholic clergy in our country played into the hand of
Kramat followers.” The press bureau of the plenipotentiary representation denied
those reports. But soon they were repeated again, and “with such an abundance of
details that they seemed plausible,” Antonov-Ovseenko noted. In that regard, he
requested relevant information from the People’s Commissariat of Foreign Affairs. In
his opinion, if the reports reflected the actual state of affairs, such actions were “too
feverish and insufficiently thought out.” Antonov-Ovseenko expressed doubt that
Polish clergy could engage in espionage of which they were accused under the guise
of Catholicism on such a large scale. The plenipotentiary called for taking into
account the response those persecutions would find abroad. Antonov-Ovseenko
wrote:

Catholicism is now such a force with which we should try to find a modus
vivendi, and it seems to me that it is possible to find such a modus with
considerable benefit for us.?®

The plenipotentiary believed that the view of the Vatican and its policies in Soviet
propaganda was “extremely superficial.” As an example, he referred to a pamphlet by
A. Metelev, who accused the Vatican of the activities that were hostile to the USSR,
connections with reactionary forces, and striving to “keep humanity in rusty
chains.” In his letter, the plenipotentiary emphasized:

The Vatican is pursuing a policy that is much more flexible and often much more
independent than it seems to Comrade Metelev . . . The desire to retain influence
over the broad masses sometimes pushes clerical parties in various countries to

24 See “Dnevnik polpreda SSSR v Chekhoslovakii. Praga, 28 fevralya 1927 g [Diary of the
USSR Plenipotentiary in Czechoslovakia. Prague, February 28, 1927]. F. 05, op. 7, p. 28, d. 42,
Il. 181-182. AVP RF.

25 «y_A. Antonov-Ovseenko — M.M. Litvinovu. Praga, 28 fevralya 1927 g.” [V.A. Antonov-
Ovseenko to M.M. Litvinov. Prague, February 28, 1927]. F. 05, op. 7, p. 28, d. 42, 1. 172. AVP RF.

26 A. Metelev, The Vatican [in Russian] (Leningrad: Gosudarstvennoe izdatel'stvo, 1925), 26.
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the policy that is essentially opposed to the policy of extreme reaction and often
pushes them to gestures that are useful to retain.?’

In his opinion, that was revealed in Svétlik’s speech for recognition of the USSR.
The plenipotentiary believed that the Czech clerics were fighting with the Socialists
“for influence among the workers and urban petty bourgeoisie and did not want the
Socialists to monopolize the slogan popular in those strata.”?®

Antonov-Ovseenko warned that if the persecution of the Catholic Church
continued, “the entire Catholic world would enlist its efforts against us.” He believed
that Bishop Michel-Joseph d’Herbigny should be allowed to come to the USSR and
“Catholicism should be given an opportunity to work on a common basis with other
confessions.” Antonov-Ovseenko informed Litvinov that the plenipotentiary
representation was making extensive use of d’Herbigny’s book Church Life in
Moscow, which made a good impression in Catholic circles, and considered it useful
to recommend its use to Soviet envoys in other countries.”®

It should be highlighted that the leadership of the People’s Commissariat for
Foreign Affairs shared many of Antonov-Ovseenko’s ideas. People’s Commissar
G.V. Chicherin repeatedly posed questions to the Soviet leadership about the
preparation of a bill on the situation of the Catholic Church in the USSR and the
intensification of negotiations with the Vatican.*

It was no accident that d’Herbigny and his book Church Life in Moscow attracted
the attention of Soviet diplomats. They had no more suitable materials at their
disposal to neutralize the publications in the Czechoslovak press about the anti-
religious policy of the Soviet leadership and the repression against believers than the
testimony of a Jesuit, who was also the director of the Pontifical Oriental Institute.
D’Herbigny visited the capital of the USSR in October 1925 and soon after his return
the book Church Life in Moscow was published in Russian in Paris.*!

27 «\/ A. Antonov-Ovseenko — M.M. Litvinovu. Praga, 28 fevralya 1927 g.” [V.A. Antonov-
Ovseenko to M.M. Litvinov. Prague, February 28, 1927]. F. 05, op. 7, p. 28, d. 42, Il. 172-173.
AVP RF.

% Ibid., 1. 173.

* Ibid.

%0 For more, see E.S. Tokareva, Relations between the USSR and the Vatican: From Negotiations
to Rupture. 1922-1929 [in Russian] (Moscow: Institut vseobshchei istorii RAN, 1998);
E.S. Tokareva, “Problems of the Status of Catholic Hierarchy in the Negotiations between the
USSR and the Holy See in the 1920s” [in Russian], in Russia and the Vatican, iss. 2, Proceedings
of the Second Bilateral Colloguium of Historians of Russia and the Vatican (Vienna, April 24-30,
2001), ed. E.S. Tokareva, A.V. Yudin (Moscow: Nauka, 2003), 147-80.

1 For more on d’Herbigny’s activities in the USSR, see A. Wenger, Rome and Moscow.
1900-1950, trans. D.V. Vlasov (Moscow: Russkii put', 2000), 178-202.
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Pursuing the goal of establishing Catholic Church hierarchy in the USSR and
developing broad missionary activity, d’Herbigny avoided direct criticism of the
Soviet state bodies in his book; moreover, he contrasted their concern for the
preservation of church memorials with the vandalism of the French revolutionaries of
the 18" century. Without denying the atheistic views of the ruling circles of the
USSR and their active anti-religious propaganda, he noted that ancient churches were
being restored, many churches were open and services were held in them for a large
congregation of believers. D’Herbigny pointed out the fragmentation of the Russian
Orthodox Church into many (in his words) different parties fighting against each
other. The main idea of the book was the unification of those “parties” under the
authority of Rome while preserving the Eastern rite and the spread of the Catholic
mission “in all the depths of Asia.” “Asia brought to the church, to Christ, soon, in a
century or two, by Moscow in union with Rome, is it not a dream?”*?

A book of such content written so brilliantly could not but evoke a lively response
among the Catholics, including those in Czechoslovakia. Antonov-Ovseenko noted in
his diary how much interest the managing editor of the Lidové listy J. Dolezal had
given to the presentation of d’Herbigny’s book during his visit to the plenipotentiary
representation on February 19, 1927. He asked for this book: “Based on its evidence,
it is easy to disprove the false tales about the persecution of the church in the USSR,
etc.” Dolezal also “savored” the envoy’s remark that the course of his party (CSL)
towards recognizing the USSR

would also serve the cause of Catholicism in the USSR, since it would show that
Catholicism is not at all limited to its Polish variety, compromised and
compromising Catholicism with its espionage and similar work in favor of Polish
imperialism. . .*

The press bureau of the plenipotentiary representation sent d’Herbigny’s book and
excerpts from it translated into Czech to many Czechoslovak politicians and
representatives of the Catholic press. “That book was widely used by the clerical
press for the campaign in favor of recognizing the USSR,”** R. Jakobson, head of the
press bureau of the plenipotentiary representation, emphasized in his report. Alfred

2 M. d’Herbigny, Church Life in Moscow [in Russian], trans. I.F. Nazhivin (Paris: [n.p.], 1926),
114-15.

% «“Dnevnik polpreda SSSR v Chekhoslovakii. Praga, 28 fevralya 1927 g.” [Diary of the USSR
Plenipotentiary in Czechoslovakia. Prague, February 28, 1927]. F. 05, op. 7, p. 28, d. 42, I. 187.
AVP RF.

3 «Rabota byuro pechati po inspiratsii pressy za pervye 3 mesyatsa 1927 g.” [Work of the press
bureau on inspiring the press in the first 3 months of 1927]. F. 05, op. 7, p. 28, d. 43, . 40. AVP RF.
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Fuchs published articles in favor of recognizing the USSR with extensive quotations
from d’Herbigny’s book in the Catholic newspapers Nasinec and Den. Excerpts from
it were printed in the newspapers Lidoveé listy, Deutsche Presse (organ of the German
Christian-Social People’s Party) and Narodni osvobozeni (publication of the
Czechoslovak Legion Society).*> Obviously, d’Herbigny’s book was not enough to
cover the religious situation in the USSR after the first newspaper publications. In
any case, on February 21, Dolezal asked Jakobson for materials “of an ecclesiastical
nature for the campaign in favor of recognition.”*

According to J. Scheinost, editor of the Catholic magazine Rozmach, the issue of
recognizing the USSR “greatly stirred up” the Czechoslovak People’s Party. While in
Moravia the supporters of recognition prevailed, in Cechy it was just the opposite.
Discussions on that issue at local meetings became so heated that sometimes
supporters of recognition were threatened with beatings. As for the position of the
party leader Sramek, Soviet diplomats received contradictory information from
different sources (and sometimes from the same source): Sramek either “was solidary
with Svétlik”®" or did not intend to “actively support the position of Svétlik” whose
speech in the parliamentary commission was “completely independent,” while
Sramek “was against the party becoming engaged in the issue of recognition” and
even expressed his dissatisfaction with Dolezal’s contacts with the Soviet
representation and agitation in favor of the CSL’s active role® in the issue of
recognition. Dolezal himself assured Soviet diplomats that Sramek “was not against
recognition but against the party taking the initiative in that matter.”*

Obviously, Sramek had to maneuver taking into account serious disagreements
within the party and the position of the Vatican. Deputy Nuncio Antonio Arata
expressed dissatisfaction with Svétlik’s speech. Firstly, if it was really important for
the CSL to highlight the economic motives in favor of recognizing the USSR, not a
clergyman but a secular deputy should have spoken out. Secondly, the relations
between the Vatican and the USSR were not such that the Catholic party would take

% «Rabota byuro pechati po inspiratsii pressy za pervye 3 mesyatsa 1927 g.” [Work of the press
bureau on inspiring the press in the first 3 months of 1927]. F. 05, op. 7, p. 28, d. 43, I. 40. AVP RF.

% “Dnevnik zavbyuro pechati R. Yakobsona (prilozhenie k dnevniku polpreda ot 28 fevralya
1927 g.)” [Diary of the Head of the Press Bureau R. Jakobson (supplement to the diary of the
Plenipotentiary dated February 28, 1927)]. F. 05, op. 7, p. 28, d. 42, |. 195. AVP RF.

37 “Dnevnik zavbyuro pechati R. Yakobsona (prilozhenie k dnevniku polpreda ot 11 marta
1927 g.)” [Diary of the Head of the Press Bureau R. Jakobson (supplement to the diary of the
Plenipotentiary dated March 11, 1927)]. F. 05, op. 7, p. 28, d. 42, |. 228. AVP RF.

% «“Dnevnik zavbyuro pechati R. Yakobsona (prilozhenie k dnevniku polpreda ot 28 marta
1927 g.)” [Diary of the Head of the Press Bureau R. Jakobson (supplement to the diary of the
Plenipotentiary dated March 28, 1927)]. F. 05, op. 7, p. 28, d. 42, I. 264. AVP RF.
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the initiative on the issue of recognition. Thirdly, it was inappropriate to speak
publicly without reaching an agreement with the Slovak People’s Party and to
demonstrate to the public the disagreements in the Catholic camp, which should be
united.”® Obviously, the Vatican’s position also explained the attitude of Prague
Archbishop FrantiSek Korda¢, who put pressure on the Czech clergy, to the issue of
recognizing the USSR.*

As a result, on April 11, 1927, Antonov-Ovseenko informed Moscow that “the
initiative of the Czech clerics in that matter could hardly be expected.”*? At the end of
April, “silence on the Russian issue” started to reign. According to A. Fuchs, it was
due to the difficult situation within the CSL and the aggravation of British—Soviet
relations. According to E. Tokareva, the Vatican approved Britain’s severance of
diplomatic relations with Moscow.* The persecution of the Catholic clergy continued
in the USSR. On September 17, 1927, Bishop Sloskan was arrested in Minsk on
charges of espionage.*

All those events could not but affect the relations of the Soviet plenipotentiary
representation in Prague with the representatives of the CSL and the Catholic press.
None of them attended the reception on the occasion of the 10" anniversary of the
October Revolution held at the plenipotentiary representation on November 7, 1927.
According to Antonov-Ovseenko, A. Fuchs, whose trip to Moscow for the
anniversary celebrations had long been agreed upon, refused to go “under an
obviously implausible pretext.”*

Conclusion
The documents of the Soviet plenipotentiary representation in the Czechoslovak
Republic make it possible to reveal the attitude of the CSL’s leadership to the issue of

0 «“Dnevnik zavbyuro pechati R. Yakobsona (prilozhenie k dnevniku polpreda ot 28 fevralya
1927 g.)” [Diary of the Head of the Press Bureau R. Jakobson (supplement to the diary of the
Plenipotentiary dated February 28, 1927)]. F. 05, op. 7, p. 28, d. 42, |. 195. AVP RF.

* «“Dnevnik zavbyuro pechati R. Yakobsona (prilozhenie k dnevniku polpreda ot 28 marta
1927 g.)” [Diary of the Head of the Press Bureau R. Jakobson (supplement to the diary of the
Plenipotentiary dated March 28, 1927)]. F. 05, op. 7, p. 28, d. 42, I. 262. AVP RF.

2 <y A. Antonov-Ovseenko — M.M. Litvinovu. Praga, 11 aprelya 1927 g.” [V.A. Antonov-
Ovseenko to M.M. Litvinov. Prague, February 28, 1927]. F. 05, op. 7, p. 28, d. 43, 1. 7. AVP RF.

*% “Dnevnik polpreda SSSR v Chekhoslovakii. Praga, 25 aprelya 1927 g.” [Diary of the USSR
Plenipotentiary in Czechoslovakia. Prague, April 25, 1927]. F. 05, op. 7, p. 28, d. 43, |. 34. AVP
RF.

“ Tokareva, Relations between the USSR and the Vatican, 57.

<y A. Antonov-Ovseenko — M.M. Litvinovu. Praga, 14 noyabrya 1927 g.” [V.A. Antonov-
Ovseenko to M.M. Litvinov. Prague, November 14, 1927]. F. 05, op. 7, p. 28, d. 43, |. 168. AVP
RF.
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recognizing the USSR in 1927. Rapprochement with Moscow was most actively
supported by Monsignor F. Svétlik, one of the founders of the party, deputy of the
National Assembly of the Czechoslovak People’s Party. His speech at the
Parliamentary Commission on Foreign Affairs on February 11, 1927 for the
recognition of the USSR was followed by heated debates on that issue both in the
CSL and in other political parties throughout the country. Svétlik’s initiative was
supported mainly in Moravia, while B. Stasek and V. Myslivec as the most prominent
representatives of the CSL’s Czech wing were firmly against the recognition.

Other political forces joined the struggle against the recognition of the USSR. Most
active among them was the leader of the national Democrats K. Kramaf, who sought
to unite all opponents of the recognition. In order to nullify Svétlik’s initiative, they
skillfully used the information about the persecution of Catholics in the USSR. The
attempts of the Soviet plenipotentiary representation to establish contacts with the
Catholic circles in the Czechoslovak Republic and neutralize the publications in the
Czechoslovak press about the anti-religious policy of the Soviet state were
unsuccessful.

J. Sramek, the leader of the CSL, chairman of the parliamentary club of the party
in the National Assembly of the Czechoslovak Republic, Minister of Social Security,
on whom Soviet diplomats had high hopes, had to maneuver taking into account
serious frictions in his party, relations in the government coalition, the position of the
Vatican, and the international situation in Europe unfavorable for the USSR.
According to Soviet diplomatic documents, Sramek did not object to the recognition
of the USSR but was against the CSL being the initiator in that matter.

As a result, Svétlik was openly supported by only a small group of the party
members. Despite its status of a government party, due to its regional disunity,
disagreements among the party leadership on the issue of recognition of the USSR,
and significant dependence on the domestic political and international situation, the
CSL was unable to take the initiative and influence making the corresponding
decision at the state level, especially in the context of the ongoing persecution of the
Catholic clergy in the Soviet Union.
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