The following is an excerpt from an upcoming book on the drainage of the Pripet Marshes and the history of the surrounding region of Polesia in the particular context of the Second Polish Republic during the interwar period. It is provided with the author’s consent and may not be used for purposes other than evaluation of my competence as an academic translator.
Inspiration from the past and from the East
We do not know the details of Morgenthau’s proposal, but it is obvious that the condition for the involvement of the Jewish community in the development of the Pripet Marshes was a hard guarantee that they would benefit from the results of their own labour. The idea that the Jews’ right to use agricultural land could be dependent on their prior improvement of that land was not entirely new. The concept appeared at the end of the 18th century, during the First Polish Republic, although it is difficult to unequivocally say whether it was primarily about stimulating economic activity in areas not used for agriculture, or about maintaining restrictions on Jews’ access to land while creating the illusion that things were otherwise. In 1775, the Polish Sejm passed a law which permanently exempted Jews from the poll tax if they farmed land “developed by themselves and not by a Christian”.[footnoteRef:1] Additionally, they would be exempt from all other taxes levied on farmers for a period of 6 years. Few people took advantage of the new rules, most likely due to the requirement that they obtain the consent of the landowner, which was no easy task.[footnoteRef:2] [1:  Podatek od Żydów w Królestwie Polskim, w: Prawa, Konstytucye y Przywileie Królestwa Polskiego, y Wielkiego Xięstwa Litewskiego, Vol. 8, Warsaw: Scholarum Piarum, 1782. pp. 147-148]  [2:  According to Tadeusz Czacki, in the 18th century there were just fourteen Jewish farming families in Poland. Quoted by Władysław Smoleński, Stan i Sprawa Żydów polskich w XVIII wieku, Warsaw: Cels Lewicki i Sp., 1876, p. 68.] 

The issue of the social and economic inclusion of Polish Jews was particularly discussed during the Great Sejm, which was held from 1789 to 1792.[footnoteRef:3] In one of the many projects submitted at that time, Abraham Hirszowicz, the factor (trade broker) to King Stanisław August, proposed that the “empty steppes” in Ukraine, “as well as fields lying fallow in Poland” be handed over to the Jews, and that Jewish “idlers and healthy beggars” be sent to work in building dikes, digging channels, and draining marshes.[footnoteRef:4] The provision on transferring land to the Jews was not included in the draft law entitled “Accommodation of the Jewish people in the whole Polish nation”, and the prohibition on Jews owning and inheriting land was maintained. They could only lease cultivated land.[footnoteRef:5] However, the draft provided for a 10-year tax exemption for those who “had expended their own effort to dry marshlands or to clear unused lands”, however, the exemption applied only to newly developed land.[footnoteRef:6] Ultimately, this law did not come into force before the Sejm ended its deliberations and the First Republic ceased to exist.[footnoteRef:7]  [3:  Władysław Smoleński, Ostatni rok Sejmu Wielkiego, Kraków: Gebethner i Wolff, 1897, pp. 329-334.]  [4:  Abraham Hirszowicz, Projekt do reformy i poprawy obyczajów starozakonnych mieszkańców Królestwa polskiego, in: Artur Eisenbach, Materiały do dziejów Sejmu Czteroletniego, Vol. 6, Wrocław: Zakład Narodowy im. Ossolińskich, 1969, pp. 518-524, here 521.]  [5:  AGAD 13, ref. 15, p. 76.]  [6:  AGAD 13, ref. 15, p. 86. ]  [7:  The course of this debate and the circumstances surrounding the abandonment of the further legislative process are extensively discussed by Władysław Smoleński in Stan i Sprawa Żydów polskich w XVIII wieku, Warsaw: Cels Lewicki i Sp., 1876, pp. 72-78. ] 

It seems doubtful that the reforms planned at that time would improve the situation of Polish Jews in any decisive manner. Some of the ideas discussed at the time were carried over to the Russian law of 1804 by Poles participating in the special Jewish Accommodation Committee established by Tsar Paul I. The law permitted Jews to take up agricultural work, though few did so. The subsequent legal regulations also failed to create sufficient incentive.[footnoteRef:8] In 1859, attitudes shifted, and the Tsarist authorities went from encourage Jews to take up agriculture to banning them. A decree of Tsar Alexander I prohibited Jews from creating new agricultural settlements, even in the Pale of Settlement (Cherta postoyannoy yevreyskoy osedlosti in Russian), the only area in Russian Empire in which they were permitted to reside[footnoteRef:9]. By the end of the 19th century, most of the former Jewish farming settlements in these areas were in very poor condition. Some were offered help by the Jewish Colonisation Association (JCA).[footnoteRef:10] Training sessions were organised, and loans were granted, primarily with funds from Jewish aid organisations in the United States. [8:  The effects of these subsequent regulations are described in Salomon Salit, Kolonia Izaaka. Wieś powiatu sokólskiego, Warsaw: Nakładem PINGW w Puławach, 1934, pp. 7-; Alina Molisak, Żydzi-chłopi, Teksty Drugie, no. 6 (2017), pp. 238-249., among other works.]  [9:  On the Pale of Settlement see, amongst other works, Richard Pipes, Catherine II and the Jews: The origins of the pale of settlement, Soviet Jewish Affairs, vol. 5, no. 2, 1975, pp.  3-20.]  [10:  Bernard Dobrzyński, Żydzi w rolnictwie na terenie byłej Kongresówki i Kresów Wschodnich [in:] Żydzi w Polsce odrodzonej, Vol. 2, ed. I. Schiper, A. Tartakower, and A. Hafftka, Warsaw 1932, pp. 408-423.] 

The fall of the Tsar brought about a change in the situation of the Jews in Soviet Russia. In the summer of 1924, the authorities established the Committee for the Settlement of Toiling Jews on the Land (in Russian, Komitet po zemel'nomu ustroystvu yevreyskikh trudyashchikhsya, or Komzet for short).[footnoteRef:11] Over 100,000 hectares were allocated to Jewish settlers - primarily formerly unused land in Ukraine and Crimea, though also in Belarus, where the Jews were to drain and develop 16,000 hectares of the eastern Pripet Marshes. One-third of the cost of establishing one farm - estimated at 1,200 roubles - would be borne by the settler (with 200 roubles of their own funds and 200 roubles from a government loan), while the rest would be covered by Jewish aid organisations, mainly the American Jewish Joint Agricultural Corporation (known as Agro-Joint).[footnoteRef:12] In September 1925, Joseph A. Rosen, head of the Soviet branch of Agro-Joint, spoke of another 6,000 hectares of marshland intended for the same purpose. In total, during Komzet’s operation in Belarus, 1,727 Jewish families were settled on over 20,000 hectares of land.[footnoteRef:13] [11:  More on the Committee's activities: Zeev Levin, Collectivization and social engineering: Soviet administration and the Jews of Uzbekistan, 1917-1939, Leiden 2015. For an exhaustive account of this, see Kowalska-Dąbrowska, Pomoc Jointu..., op. cit.]  [12:  At first, help was provided to the Jewish population in Soviet Russia by the American Relief Administration (ARA), which operated there from 1919 to 1923. In the years 1922-1923, support was provided to several thousand Jewish farming families thanks to help from the reconstruction division of the American Jewish Joint Distribution Committee (JDC). After 1924, JDC continued to provide aid through Agro-Joint. Joseph Rosen, Founding a new life for suffering thousands. Report of Dr Joseph A. Rosen on Jewish colonization work in Russia under the auspices of the Joint Distribution Committee, Philadelphia 1925, p. 39. Ewa Kowalska-Dąbrowska writes extensively on this subject in Pomoc  Jointu  i  Agro-Jointu  dla  ludności  żydowskiej  na obszarze  Białorusi  radzieckiej, Studia z Dziejów Rosji i Europy Środkowo-Wschodniej, vol. 49, no. 2 (2014), pp. 51-73; Leonid Smilovitsky, The Jewish farmers in Belarus during the 1920s, Jewish Political Studies Review, Ch. 9, no. 1-2 (1997), pp. 59-71; Jonathan Dekel-Chen, Farming the red land. Jewish Agricultural colonization and local Soviet power, 1924-1941, New Haven 2005.]  [13:  Tamar Manor-Fridman (et al.), Ḥaḳlaʼim Yehudim ba-ʻet ha-ḥadashah (חקלאים יהודים בעת החדשה), Tel-Aviv 1983, p. 1882.] 

Jewish farmers played an important role in the plans of Dmitriy Prishchepov, a great proponent of draining the Pripet Marshes on the Belarus side of the border, who in 1925-1929 served as the People’s Commissar (narkom), that is, as agriculture minister of the Belarusian Soviet Socialist Republic. Its goal, in line with the slogan “Belarus - a red Denmark”, was to make the republic a country with a highly developed agricultural economy.[footnoteRef:14] In December 1924, during the first convention of Jewish farmers in Belarus, Prishchepov assured participants that the republic had enough land for all 30,000 Jews who expressed their willingness to take up farming. However, he emphasised that the land would have to be drained first.[footnoteRef:15] Jewish elements within the communist hierarchy actively lobbied for the commencement of drainage works in the eastern Pripet Marshes and for these areas to be allocated to Jewish settlement.[footnoteRef:16] This idea was strongly supported by Mikhail Kalinin, chairman of the Central Executive Committee of the USSR; however, he set the condition that the Jews themselves seek international loans to finance the endeavour.[footnoteRef:17] The Soviet authorities spared no efforts to use information about the progress of the settlement action for propaganda purposes. Pyotr Voykov, a Soviet Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary in Warsaw, discussed it in detail during a special conference for Jewish journalists organised in the fall of 1925.[footnoteRef:18] [14:  Prishchepov was a staunch supporter of individual agriculture. The five-year agricultural development plan for Belarus, adopted during his tenure, focused on this form of farming. In 1926 and 1927, it already accounted for one-third of the republic’s arable land. Antonina Karpilova, Ekran i kul’turnoye naslediye Belarusi, Minsk 2011, p. 310.]  [15:  Sovetskaya Belorussiya. Pervyy s'yezd yevreyev-krest'yan, Izvestiya, 9 December 1924, p. 6.]  [16:  Sees bright prospect for Jewish colonization in Bira Bidjan, Jewish Daily Bulletin, 7 July 1929, p. 4.]  [17:  Kwestia żydowska w państwie sowieckim, Goniec Częstochowski, 7 December 1926, p. 1.]  [18:  See: Jak się tworzy żydowska republika w Rosji, Hasło Narodowe, 1 November 1925, p. 3.] 

These changes were closely watched from Warsaw. Reports of the progress in Jewish agriculture in Soviet Russia were received with distrust, as was everything that came from Poland’s eastern neighbour. Paradoxically, the Tsarist legislation which discriminated against Jews persisted longer in the reborn Republic of Poland, with its democratic system of government, than in Bolshevik Russia. The lifting of detrimental restrictions on trade, and access to education and work was postponed, despite the constant appeals of Polish Jews for equal rights.  Access to land and the implementation of the land reform law were no better. Some Jewish farmers even lost their property, for example in Galicia, where the properties of a few Jewish landowners were parcelled out. As the press later commented, “not a single Jew” was granted “even a hectare of the allotted land, although if lived on it and cultivated it”.[footnoteRef:19] [19:  Translation of an extract of: Z prasy żydowskiej, Nowy Dziennik, 21 August 1927, p. 7. According to the Łódź-based Najer Folksblatt quoted by Nowy Dziennik, Ukrainian peasants also did not receive the land, all of which was taken by ethnic Poles, primarily military settlers. Characteristically, these events were perceived completely differently by the National Democratic Party press, which criticised the reforms carried out in eastern Lesser Poland for the fact that most of the land was taken by Ukrainians. See: Kto będzie za to wszystko odpowiadał? Los polskości w Małopolsce Wschodniej, Głos Lubelski, 7 December 1936, p. 1.] 

However, not all Jewish parties in Poland supported copying the Soviet model - the Zionists feared that that would reduce emigration to Palestine. The Polish branch of the Jewish social democratic party “Poale Zion”, meaning “The Workers of Zion” (Poalej-Sjon in Polish) was particularly critical of the settlement programmes in Crimea and in Birobidzhan in the Soviet Far East. One of its activists, Abraham Samuel Juris, called the settlement of Jews in the Far East “pseudo-colonisation”. He accused the Soviet authorities of being motivated only by the desire to attract foreign capital to develop these remote areas and to create a kind of outpost on the “volcano of the conflicting interests of Russia, China and Japan”.[footnoteRef:20] Significantly, it was the settlement of Jews in those far-flung lands that most pleased the Polish Endeks, the followers of right-wing National Democracy movement. Just as they questioned the sense of Jews taking up agriculture in Poland, they cheered them on in doing so in Birobidzhan.[footnoteRef:21] [20:  A. S. Juris, Straż nad Amurem, “Naród”, vol. 2, no. 3-4 (January-February 1929), pp. 18-19. Also, in the program launched in 2006, aimed at displaced Russians from across the post-Soviet republics, settlement was limited to the Far East and Siberia, which suffered the most from the demographic and economic decline that followed the collapse of the USSR. Such a policy, which puts the interests of the state ahead of the welfare of the displaced, was described by Agnia Grigas as “cynical”. See: Beyond Crimea: the new Russian empire. New Haven: Yale University Press, 2016, pp. 84-85.]  [21:  For more on the history of Jewish settlers in the Far East, see: Agata Maksimowska, Birobidżan. Ziemia, na której mieliśmy być szczęśliwi, Wołowiec: Black Publishing, 2019., among other works.] 

Influenced by reports from across the eastern border, the Agricultural Settlements Association (Towarzystwo Osiedli Rolniczych, or TOR) was founded in Poland at the end of 1926 with the aim of preparing Jews for agricultural work.[footnoteRef:22] Its founders included the lawyer Michał Suryc, doctors Abraham Billauer and Jakub Goldinberg, influential journalists Salomon Biber, Oszer Perelman (co-founder of Der Moment), and Samuel Wołkowicz, and Zygmunt Lewin, a young émigré who had returned from the United States with a degree in agricultural engineering.[footnoteRef:23] Most of them were supporters and activists of the Jewish People's Party, known as folkists (Yidishe Folkspartei in Yiddish), who were fundamentally opposed to emigration to Palestine and promoted the idea of preserving Jewish cultural autonomy in their country of settlement.[footnoteRef:24] Taking up agricultural work fit in perfectly with their programme, so it was only natural that settlement in Polesie became one of the  TOR’s priorities. [22:  Polish government moves toward reclamation of swamp lands in Pinsk area, “Jewish Daily Bulletin”, 9 II 1928, p. 1 ]  [23:  In addition, this group included Finkelstein and Grafmann, as well as two engineers, Kahacki and Berman, whose exact identities have not been established.]  [24:  In 1931, Suryc, Billauer, Goldinberg, and Perelman, together with a group of other activists, founded the Association for the Development of Agricultural Labour and Input Industry among Polish Jews. Ireneusz Piekarski, Agroid i Birobidżan, Studia Judaica, no. 1 (2007), pp. 101-117.] 

It was no coincidence that the Association was founded at that time. The Jewish community had high hopes for the Sanation government, which took power in Poland after the May Coup of 1926. During the coup, Jewish politicians supported Józef Piłsudski on the assumption that only a strong, centralised government based on his authority could guarantee that the Endeks and other anti-Semitic parties would not gain power.[footnoteRef:25] These hopes were based not only on the belief that there could be no rapprochement between socialists and nationalists, but also on concrete promises from the ruling politicians. In July 1926, Prime Minister Kazimierz Bartel announced that his government would not allow the “legitimate rights” of citizens who were not ethnic Poles to be violated, deeming “fighting against any category of citizens on the basis of their language or faith” to be contrary to Polish spirit.[footnoteRef:26]  [25:  Jerzy Tomaszewski, Zarys dziejów Żydów w Polsce w latach 1918-1939, Warsaw 1990, p. 37.]  [26:  Sejm Rzeczypospolitej Polskiej, Sprawozdanie stenograficzne z 294 posiedzenia Sejmu Rzeczypospolitej z dnia 19 lipca 1926 r., Warsaw 1926, p. 23.] 

The founding of the TOR also coincided with a revival in the national debate on the development of the Pripet Marshes. In the summer of 1926, a group of League of Nations experts visited Poland to advise the country on several hydro-engineering projects, including in the Pripet Marshes. The report which American James Case, Dutchman Guillaume Nijhoff, and Frenchman Pierre Watier submitted to the Polish authorities indicated that the ambitious land reclamation project was feasible.[footnoteRef:27] Beyond that, the experts promised help in reaching potential investors in the West willing to put up the capital necessary to carry out the project, estimated at 480 million Polish zloty (nearly $100 million). All three were invited to Poland even before the May Coup, which did not stop the Sanacja regime from taking credit for the first real steps towards the development of the Pripet Marshes.[footnoteRef:28] [27:  League of Nations, Advisory and Technical Committee for Communications and Transit, Note by the Committee of Experts placed at the disposal of the Polish Government by the League of Nations on the drainage of the marshes of Polesia, Geneva, 1927.]  [28:  For more on the establishment of the expert commission and the effects of its visit to Poland, see Sławomir Łotysz, Transeuropejska droga wodna przez Polesie a kwestia jego osuszenia w II Rzeczpospolitej, Kwartalnik Historii Nauki i Techniki, vol. 63 no. 1 (2018), pp. 30-34. ] 

A casual observer might have regarded the proceedings of the First National Land Reclamation Congress of October 1926 in a similar way, though it too had been called for before the Coup. In their closing resolutions, the participants demanded the “unification of the state institutions” engaged in draining the Pripet Marshes, and criticised the authorities for their passivity to date.[footnoteRef:29] Only the new Minister of Agrarian Reform, Witold Staniewicz, was spared; since taking office, he seemed to be taking more tangible action, for example, by appointing an inter-ministerial committee to prepare the project.[footnoteRef:30]  [29:  Ogólnokrajowy Zjazd Melioracyjny, Rzeczpospolita, 28 September 1926, p. 5 and 29 September 1926, p. 6.]  [30:  I have discussed the process of creating the administrative structures responsible for draining the Pripet Marshes in Chapter 4, Looking for Rules.] 

Even before the Congress, on the occasion of the opening of the Eastern Trade Fair in Lvov, Staniewicz outlined the fundamentals of the Sanation government’s new agricultural policy for the Eastern Territories. The minister announced that work on land reform would be accelerated, indicating that above all, it should serve as a means for improving the economic situation of the local population. In his opinion, the separatist tendencies among Belarusians and Ukrainians were based more on social status than on nationality. Staniewicz was critical of the consequences of the previous policy towards the Eastern Territories. He urged that “the antagonisms caused by the failure of military settlement must be mitigated”.[footnoteRef:31] In other words, by announcing land reform in the borderlands, he was making it clear that the government did not intend to reserve this land exclusively for ethnic Poles, as was often demanded. Addressing the expectations of the minorities inhabiting these areas was supposed to be key to stabilising the political situation on the border with the Soviet Union. As the Minister put it bluntly, “should there be any external complications, further aggravation of social antagonisms in our lands may bring disastrous results for the Polish statehood”.[footnoteRef:32] [31:  Reforma rolna a Ziemie Wschodnie, „Kurier Wileński”, 15 September 1926, p. 1. Military settlement in the Eastern Territories, that is, granting land to Polish veterans on preferential terms, began in 1921. Instead of strengthening the Polish presence in these areas, the policy increased tensions with the local population. For more information, see:  Jan J. Milewski, Osadnicy wojskowi na kresach, Biuletyn IPN, no. 12 (2004), p. 44-49, here 45. There is a rich literature on military settlement, though the origins, course, and results of this policy are most comprehensively explained by Janina Stobniak-Smogorzewska. See inter alia: Kresowe osadnictwo wojskowe 1920–1945, Warsaw 2003; idem, Osadnictwo na Wołyniu 1921-1940, Niepodległość i Pamięć, no. 15 (2008), pp. 153-176.]  [32:  Reforma rolna a Ziemie Wschodnie, op. cit.] 

Whether Staniewicz also accounted for the expectations of the Jews, who accounted for more than 10 percent of the population in the eastern territories, we do not know. He was certainly “well aware” of the Jewish community’s concerns that they would not benefit much from the introduction of land reform. At least, that was the opinion of Jewish activist Dawid Schreiber, commenting on Staniewicz’s speech to the Sejm in early December 1926.[footnoteRef:33] Together with Henryk Rosmarin, his colleague from the Jewish Caucus, they cited considerable evidence that the minister’s promises that Jews would be able to enjoy the benefits of land reform like everyone else had a “purely theoretical meaning.” Another Jewish member of Sejm, Hersz Luzer Heller, noted that the reform included only those who were already engaged in agriculture and did not provide for creating new jobs in this area of the economy. In conclusion, he advised that “those who wanted to shift the Jewish masses to constructive work” on the land give up hope of acquiring any land through the land reform. The Łódź daily Najer Volksblatt was similarly sceptical, writing that after draining the Pripet Marshes, the government would first allocate land to those “who need it to live, and not to Jews for their restratification”, as the transition from trade - then the dominant form of employment among Jews - to other occupations was called at the time.[footnoteRef:34] The newspaper called any plans for Jewish settlement in the area a “fantasy”.[footnoteRef:35] [33:  Jewish colonization work in Poland is merely academic question, leaders say, Jewish Daily Bulletin, 5 January 1927, p. 3.]  [34:  Z prasy żydowskiej, Nowy Dziennik, 21 August 1927, p. 7.]  [35:  Ibid.] 

These peculiar declarations of Jewish désintéressement in settling the Pripet Marshes by no means calmed the National Democrats, who criticised the Sanacja government for, in their opinion, being too submissive towards minorities. The endeks warned of the potential consequences of such a policy by revealing the TOR’s alleged plans for the Pripet Marshes: according to Dziennik Wileński, the Association wanted to approach the government with a proposal to buy Polesie, or at least the marshlands themselves.[footnoteRef:36] After draining the marshes, the TOR would hand over 30% of the resulting land to the government for the benefit of the landless and smallholder peasants. If the authorities in Warsaw agreed to such a plan, the Jews, the newspaper claimed, would “appeal to their fellow Jews in America for financial help” and were apparently convinced that such an appeal would “find the right resonance.”[footnoteRef:37] After these allegations were reprinted by other pro-nationalist newspapers, there was quite a buzz around the TOR in Poland. Perhaps under the pressure of criticism from the Endeks, in order to avoid being accused of favouring the Jews, the Ministry of Agriculture gave a negative opinion on the application to register the TOR, which it explained in a rather bizarre way. According to the Ministry, the existence of an organisation supporting the agricultural settlement of Polish Jews was unnecessary, as there was no unused land available for such purpose. The Ministry also considered it undesirable for Jews, as a traditionally urban population, to move to the countryside, as this could give rise to “completely unnecessary and harmful manifestations of anti-Semitism” there.[footnoteRef:38] [36:  Projekt żydowskiej kolonizacji Polesia, Dziennik Wileński, 31 December 1926, p. 1.]  [37:  Ibid.]  [38:  Ministerstwo Rolnictwa odmawia zalegalizowania tow. Rolniczego „Tor”, Nasz Przegląd, 23 March 1927, p. 7.] 

Before the Ministry issued its opinion, in an attempt to calm emotions, the moderately Zionist Nasz Przegląd published an extensive interview with TOR co-founder Zygmunt Lewin.[footnoteRef:39] Speaking generally about plans for Jewish agricultural settlement in Poland, Lewin tried to allay fears of a possible rise in anti-Semitic sentiment among Polish peasants by declaring that the TOR would “not touch’ the land earmarked for Poles. When asked whether it was true that the Association’s main aim was to drain the Pripet Marshes, Levin answered evasively: “If only we could afford such an enormous undertaking! If we could, we would be doing a great service not only to Polish Jewry, but to the peasantry and to the whole country”.[footnoteRef:40] He added that Jewish farmers were considering voluntarily parcelling out their own estates.[footnoteRef:41] When asked about possible support from American Jews, Lewin noted that “economic life cannot be built on philanthropy”, though he immediately added that implementing the TOR's objectives was beyond the financial capacity of “one society and one generation”. Therefore, he said, the Association would be “forced to approach the wealthier sections of Jewish society throughout the world with a request for assistance”.[footnoteRef:42] [39:  Czy możliwe jest osiedlenie Żydów na roli w Polsce? Nasz Przegląd, 21 February 1927, p. 3.]  [40:  Ibid.]  [41:  Instances of Jewish landowners in the Pripet Marshes donating land to the ASA were reported by the press as early as 1927. At a meeting held on January 8th, 1927 in Warsaw, Naum Cukier donated 200 morgen of land near Pińsk to the Association, and a scientific institution in Warsaw offered to help set up an agricultural school for the Jews. Z działalności towarzystwa osiedli rolniczych dla Żydów w Polsce, Chwila, 13 January 1927, p. 11; Offer land for Jewish colonization in Polesie, Jewish Daily Bulletin, 5 January 1927, p. 1.]  [42:  Czy możliwe jest osiedlenie Żydów na roli..., op. cit.] 


