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COMMUNICATIONS
Letter to the Editors:
[Ed. Note: Our July 1969 issue contained Professor Hunczak'sarticle, "A Reappraisalof Symon Petliura and Ukrainian-JewishRelations, 1917-1921" (pp.
163-183), and "A Rebuttal"by Mr. Zosa Szajkowski(pp. 184-213). Their discussion of the issue is concludedin JEWISHSOCIAL STUDIES with their letters to the editorswhich follow.]
As I read Mr. Szajkowski's"rebuttal"it became evident that his interestand
argumenttranscendedhistoryand historicalevidence. It has a psychologicalquality which may help to explain his zeal and compellingneed to find a symbol incarnateguilty of the terribledeeds againstthe Jewish people. Such a symbol Szajkowski obviouslyfound in Symon Petliura.
The embarrassingpose of know-it-allcreatesa situationwhich makes a scholarly dialogue with Mr. Szajkowskiextremelydifficult.Yet, I feel I owe it to the
readersof my article to correct his errors and tendentiousstatements.
To make his theses more convincingand to create the impressionof being
in possession of hidden truth, Mr. Szajkowskiresorted to a most unorthodox
method.He secureda verbal promisefrom me not to use, that is, to cite Tcherikower'sDi UkrainerPogromenin Yor 1919 (The Pogromsin the Ukrainein 1919)
as one of my sources. The importanceof Tcherikoweras a decisive source and
an authorityfor Szajkowskiis quite obvious.' His position was further strengthened when I was denied access to the Tcherikowerarchive and the other materials dealingwith the pogromsat the YIVO Institutefor Jewish Research.2However, while I deplore the fact that I was not permittedto study the Tcherikower
archive, upon examiningSzajkowski'sevidence based on it, I came to the conclusion that I probablydid not miss much and that Mr. Szajkowskimistook fiction and hearsay for factual information.Two examples may suffice to illustrate
my contention:
1) On page 212 of his articleMr. Szajkowskiinvokes Tcherikower'sauthority to prove that PetliurapromotedOtamanYakiv Shepel, who operated
in the Lityn-Chmielnikarea, to the rank of general. This was Tcheri1 While I kept my word, I must confess that I had pertinent portions of Tcherikower's
book translated for me in order to find out whether it contained any decisive evidence. From
these translations, I concluded that the case against Petliura in Tcherikower's book was based
on pure conjecture.
2
My inability to read Yiddish was the reason given for the rejection of my request to
do research at the YIVO Institute. That would, I was told, prevent me from using "most of
the items in the Tcherikower's archives." Shmuel Lapin to Hunczak, Jan. 20, 1969.
246
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kower's testimonyat the Paris trial. In fact it was VolodymyrShepel, a
native of Zolotonoshaand no relative of Yakiv, who was promoted to
the rank of brigadiergeneral and placed in command of a cavalry division.

2) On page 193 Mr. Szajkowskicommitsa gross error.Perhaps,more than
anythingelse, it can help us explain the myth of Petliura'santi-Jewish
acts. Let me quote Szajkowski:
.. on August 30, 1918, when the Bolsheviks evacuated Kiev, its city council
organized a voluntary militia. On the next day, Petliura'smen occupied the city;
they arrested and massacred thirty-seven Jewish militiamen. Jacob Safran, the
father of one of the victims, tried for many years to do what Schwartzbardwas

ableto accomplishin 1926.

I can state with complete certaintythat except for Safran'svile intentions,
nothingof the above quoted statementis true. It was a well-knownfact that following the German-organizedcoup d'etat of April 28, 1918, which placed Pavlo
Skoropadskyias Hetman of the Ukraine, Petliuraretiredto private life. Because
of his popularity,however,he was soon elected head of the Zemstvo of the Kiev
Province,a position Petliuraheld until his arreston July 12, 1918.4 He was kept
in jail for four months during which time he had long discussionswith Moisei
Rafes about the possibilityof Ukrainian-Jewishcollaboration.5To speak of Bolshevik evacuationof Kiev on August 30, 1918, and of Petliura'smen occupying
the city on the followingday, is to displayan utter innocenceof the politicalrealities in the Ukraine;any basic book on the Ukrainianrevolutionwill confirmthis.6
Mr. Szajkowskiis also guilty of misreadingand quoting out of context. The
treatmentof Schwartzbardand the discussion surroundingthe Fourth Universal
are cases in point. Nowhere in my article did I make the categoricalstatement
that Schwartzbardwas a Bolshevik agent. On the basis of the evidence which I
presentedin footnote no. 5, I simply stated that "viewedas an avengerby some,
and as a Bolshevikagent or at least a tool of a Communistconspiracyby others,
Schwartzbardmay well remain an eternal enigma. Whateverthe truth may have
been..." (p. 164). This statementhardlyamountsto a judgment.Yet Szajkowski
read it as an "accusationthat Schwartzbardwas a Bolshevikagent..." (p. 184).
It might be interestingto note that while I merely mentioned Schwartzbardin
passing, Szajkowskimakes an issue of it. The reason for his preoccupationbecomes obvious when Szajkowskiconfesses to have known Schwartzbardfor many
3 Oleksander Dotsenko, Litopys Ukrainskoi Revolutsii [A Chronicle of the Ukrainian
Revolution] (Lviv 1923), vol. ii, Book 4, p. 260. (U). I also have a picture of Volodymyr
Shepel in uniform. It might be interesting to note that Szajkowski constantly confuses Hetman with otaman. There is a basic difference between the two titles.
4 K. Matsievich, "Na zemskii roboti,"
Zbirnyk Pamyati PETLIURY [Symposium in
Memory of Symon Petliura] (Prague 1930), pp. 195-202. (U).
6 Moisei Rafes, Dva Goda Revolutsii na Ukraine, [Two Years of Revolution in the
Ukraine] (Moscow 1920), p. 133. (R).
6 On page 188 Szajkowski makes another fantastic revelation that "on October 16, 1918,
the day after Petliura's arrival in Kiev, the Ukrainskaya Stavka (Ukrainian Headquarters)
carried an attack against the Jewish bourgeoise...." Again the reader should be reminded
that from July 12 to November 12, 1918, Petliura was in jail and therefore could not have
led an army.
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years (p. 203). It seems that even a suggestion of the possibility that Schwartzbard acted as a Bolshevik agent in assassinating Petliura opens some old wounds
for Mr. Szajkowski. However, the evidence is of such a nature that a historian
cannot simply dismiss it.
In his discussion of the Fourth Universal of January 24, which proclaimed
the Ukraine as an independent and sovereign republic, Mr. Szajkowski makes two
rather serious mistakes. First, he falls prey to the outdated propaganda of the
enemies of Ukrainian statehood, who, bent on discrediting the Ukrainian aspirations in the eyes of the Allied powers, maintained that everything the Ukrainian
government did was inspired and supported by the Germans.7 Nothing could be
further from the truth. In fact, it was the inimical attitude of the Russian Provisional Government and later, the open hostility of the Soviets, that convinced the
Ukrainians that nothing short of national independence would secure their political aspirations. The proclamation of the Fourth Universal was, in effect, the final
step in the realization of that basic premise. The Germans had nothing whatsoever to do with the entire matter! Perhaps Mr. Szajkowski is confusing the Fourth
Universal with one of the provisions of the second Treaty of Brest-Litovsk which
in effect forced Soviet Russia to recognize Ukrainian independence.8
An even more serious matter is Mr. Szajkowski's quoting material out of context. In my discussion (pp. 168-69) of the attitude of the Jewish representatives
in the Central Rada toward the Fourth Universal, I paraphrased Solomon Goldelman to the effect that "the representatives of the Bund and the 'Russians' who for
the most part were Russified Jews, voted against the Universal, while the representatives of the other Jewish parties abstained from voting altogether."9
Mr. Szajkowski lifts one part of the statement (the "Russians" were for the
most part "Russified Jews") (p. 189) out of the context of the voting procedure
concerning the Fourth Universal, disregards the source, (Goldelman), and applies
it to an entirely unrelated context. This methodology of purported scholarly discussion is completely new to me, and I would seriously question its validity, unless, of course, the purpose is to confuse. I also have serious reservations regarding Szajkowski's presentation of the unsupported prejudiced opinion of Mr. Heifetz (pp. 188, 190) as reliable testimony.
Of the several problems I wish to discuss in my reply to Mr. Szajkowski's
"rebuttal," the question of Bolshevism and the extent of Jewish involvement in
7 An example of such a home-grown truth prepared for the gullible may be found in
the report of the British Charge d'Affaires to Bucharest (Rumania) of May 2, 1919. In it he
informs his government of a conversation with the Russian Minister Mr. Poklewski who
". . was very bitter about French infatuation with [the] Ukraine. He said the very constitution of this state was a German idea, the population being mostly German Jews ...." See
F.O. 371/3979 Doc. No. 72130, Public Record Office, London.
8 The First Treaty of Brest-Litovsk was signed between the Central Powers and the
Ukrainian Republic on February 9, 1918. On March 3, 1918 a treaty of peace was signed
between Soviet Russia and the Central Powers. For details of the two treaties see John W.
Wheeler-Bennet, Brest Litovsk: The Forgotten Peace (London 1956), pp. 392-408.
9 Solomon Goldelman, Zhydivska Natsionalna Avtonomiia na Ukraini [Jewish National
Autonomy in the Ukraine] (Munich 1963), p. 35. (U). In 1968 Professor Goldelman's book
was translated into English and published in Chicago. The corresponding reference can be
found on p. 50. For the names of those who opposed the Fourth Universal or abstained
from voting see Dmytro Doroshenko, Istoria Ukrainy 1917-1923 (New York 1954), vol. i,
p. 268.
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the Bolshevik movement occupies a prominentposition. With his usual self-assuranceSzajkowskiaccuses me of failing "to discuss the fact that the Ukrainian
independencemovement was basically a local Bolshevik effort." Moreover he
charges that I ignore "the fact that the pogroms were responsiblefor the rise of
Bolshevismand anti-independencefeeling among the Jews" (p. 184). Furtheron
he reassuresthe readerthat "it would be easy to repeat the many proofs that Bolshevismwas strongerproportionallyamong Ukrainiansand Russians than among
the Jews" (p. 190).
Is it really true that the pogroms won Jewish converts to Bolshevism, that
there were proportionallymore Ukrainiansand Russians in the Bolshevik movement than Jews, and that the Bolsheviksrepresentedthe Ukrainianmovementfor
independence?The first part of the questioncannot be answeredone way or the
other simply because no study has ever been made of the motivationfor joining
the Communistmovement.This is not to deny, of course, that some Jews might
have been pushed into the Communistcamp in the wake of the pogroms. However, any assertionto that effect must be consideredat best, an educated guess
and thereforeshould not be couched in categoricalterms.
That Jews were significantlyinvolved in the radical movementsis a matter
of record.At the Fifth Congressof the Russian Social DemocraticWorkersParty
which was held in London in 1907, the Jewish delegationwas the second largest
one, having twelve representativesor 11.4% of the total delegation.By contrast,
the UkrainianBolshevikswere representedby one delegate which was equivalent
to 0.95% of the total Bolshevikdelegation.10During the fall of 1917, when many
Menshevikswent over to the Bolsheviks, and later when the Bund did likewise,
Jewish participationin Bolshevik activitiesbecame significant.Jews were prominently representedboth in upper and lower echelon positions of the Bolshevik
Party."lJewish participationon the local level is perhapsbest illustratedby a report forwardedfrom the British commandingadmiralof the Black Sea area to
the Admiraltyon June 6, 1919. It reads:
... Bolshevismin the Ukraineis rapidlylosingground.... They [peasantsand
workmen]foundthat theirown local Sovietswere formed,for the most part,by
the hatedJews;that these Sovietscarriedout their requisitionson the workers
and peasantsas well as the landowners;and that the Bolshevikreign was even
more tyrannicalthan any Governmentthey had ever sufferedfrom. Rightlythe
blameis apportionedto the Jews. And there are signs of a violent anti-Jewish
movement spreading all over the South of Russia. . . . This anti-Jewishmove-

ment is, in effect,an anti-Bolshevik
one [as] practicallyall the regimentalCommissarsareJews,andJewslargelypredominate
in nearlyall the Soviets.12
The Admiraltyreport is supportedand corroboratedby other contemporary
sources. It is. therefore,a reliable source.13
10 Londonskii Syezd Rossiiskoi Soc.-Demokr. Rab. Partii: Polnyi Tekst Protokolov [The
London Congress of the Russian Social Democratic Labor Party: A Full Text of Minutes]
(Paris 1909), p. 449. (R).
11 Leonard Schapiro, "The Role of the Jews in the Russian Revolutionary Movement,"
The Slavonic and East European Review, vol. xi (Dec. 1961), pp. 164-5.
12 For the details of the
report see F.O. 371/3965 Doc. No. 96522, Public Record Office, London.
13 For details see "Political
Report from the Ukraine of 3.3.20," F.O. 371/3966 Doc.
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Mr. Szajkowskicompletelymisrepresentsthe role of the UkrainianBolsheviks
in the Ukrainianfight for independence.At no time duringthe period from 1917
to 1921 was the CommunistPartyin the Ukrainea majorityparty, nor, even more
significantly,did it represent the Ukrainian fight for independence.The Soviet
sources indicate that in March of 1917 the Bolshevik organizationof Kiev had
only about 200 members.l4This relative powerlessnessof the Bolsheviks in the
capital of the Ukraine manifesteditself very clearly during the elections to the
Kiev City Councilheld on August 7, 1917, in which the Bolsheviksreceived only
six of the total of ninety-eightseats. The situation did not change much even
after the Bolshevik victory in Russia. Thus, for example, when the Bolsheviks
of the Ukraine convened the All-UkrainianCongressof Workers,'Soldiers,' and
Peasants'Deputies on December 17, 1917, they discoveredthat only sixty of the
2,500 deputies supportedthe Bolshevik program.15 The lack of strength of the
Bolsheviksin Ukrainianpolitical life was furtherdemonstratedin the elections to
the All-RussianConstituentAssembly held in November-December,1917, when
the Bolsheviks received 10% of the 8,201,065 votes cast, while the Ukrainian
partiesreceived53% of the total vote.16
Even more criticalto the issue was the nationalcompositionof the Bolshevik
Party of the Ukraineand its relevanceto the Ukrainianpolitical aspirations.Unfortunately,prior to 1922 there are no reliable statistics on the ethnic composition of the CommunistParty of the Ukraine.From various sources,we can infer,
however,that it was non-Ukrainianin spirit and composition.The nationalmakeup of the CPU in 1922 was: Russians (53.6%), Ukrainians (23.3%), Jews
(13.6%), and others (9.5%). Only in 1926 could the CPU boast of having
attained 43.9% Ukrainianmembershipin the party organization.17 Prior to that
time, the Ukrainianswere a distinctminorityin the CPU rank and file. The nonUkrainiancharacterof the CPU can be seen in microcosmwhen we considerthe
membershipof the Bolshevikcity committeeof Kiev elected at a conferenceheld
in May, 1917. Of the fifteen memberselected, only one, VolodymyrZatonskyi,
was of Ukrainianorigin. The other membersof the committeewere: G. Piatakov,
A. Horvits, M. Zarnitsyn,E. Bosh, I. Kreisberg,R. Farbman,M. Kugel, a Mr.
Liber, a Mr. Nusbaum, V. Primakov,a Mr. Loginov (Pavel), S. Shreiber,M.
Reut, and a Mr. Dovnar-Zapolskii.18
No. 187175; Secret Report of the War Office on the British Military Mission, South Russia,
Oct. 8, 1919, pp. 50-51, F.O. 371/3979 Doc. No. 157024; Report of Major H. B. Mockett
of the British Military Mission in Poland on operations against the Bolsheviks in the neighborhood of Lida (Sept. 29, 1920), F.O. 371/5398 Doc. No. 196/196/55; Report of the British Military Mission, South Russia (Ekaterinodar, July 4, 1919) W.O. 106/1190 Doc. No.
3591.
14 I. Kulyk, "Kievskaia organizatsiia ot fevrala do oktiabria 1917
goda," Letopis Revolutsii [A Chronicle of Revolution] (Kharkiv) No. i, 1924, p. 189. (R).
15 Pavlo Khrystiuk, Zamitky i materialy do istorii Ukrainskoi Revolutsii, 1918-1920
rr. [Notes and Materials on the History of the Ukrainian Revolution 1917-1920] (Vienna
1921), vol. ii, p. 69. (U).
16 For details see 0. H. Radkey, The Election to the Russian Constituent Assembly
of
1917 (Cambridge 1950), p. 161.
17 Jurij Borys, The Russian Communist Party and the Sovietization
of Ukraine (Stockholm 1960), p. 155.
18 Kulyk, op. cit., p. 191.
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The same political anomaly that we find in the Ukrainiancapital was further reflected in the predominantlynon-Ukrainiancomposition of the Central
Committeeof the CPU as well as in the fact that Piatakov,Kviring,Molotov, Kossior, Kaganovich,and Postyshev,the First Secretariesof the CPU, were also nonUkrainian.19

In view of the non-Ukrainianethnic make-up of the leadershipand members of the CommunistParty of the Ukraine, and the centralistorientationof the
Russian CommunistParty, the indifferenceand even hostility toward the Ukrainian national movement becomes more readily understandable.Serhii Mazlakh
and Vasyl Shakhrai,two leading Ukrainian Bolsheviks, have most graphically
portrayedthe allegedly "Ukrainiancharacter"of the CommunistParty of the
Ukraine.20

Mr. Szajkowski'sblatant attack upon Rev. Klodnyckyi,equating him with
Otamansknown for their anti-Jewishexcesses, is both unfair and unjustified.Certainly, his impositionof a contributionupon the civilian (Jewish) populationwas
an extra-legalact. As a representativeof the army he had no right to do it, yet
he felt compelled to do so in order to help the needy Jews who were suffering
from all kinds of privations.His noble motivationand the equitabledistribution
of funds for the variousneeds of the Jewishpopulation,a fact Szajkowskihimself
recounts (pp. 209-210), could not possibly place Rev. Klodnyckyiin the ranks
of banditsand extortionists,as Mr. Szajkowskisuggests.
The evidencethat we have from the Jews of Chmielnikcontradictscompletely Mr. Szajkowski'sassertion.In a document of May 13, 1920 signed by over
one hundredJews, Rev. Klodnyckyiis praisedfor his concern for the well-being
of the people, "regardlessof their nationality."21 This testimony has been supported by Mrs. Golda Liebeskind, an inhabitantof Chmielnikuntil 1921, who
wrote that Rev. Klodnyckyialways "displayeda profound concern for all people, regardless of their nationality or religion. ...

For his concern for the Jewish

people and his efforts to improve their lot," continues Mrs. Liebeskind, "Rev.
Klodnyckyigained [the] respect and genuineconfidenceof the Jewish community
of Chmielnikand Lityn." Mrs. Liebeskindends her letter by praisingthe B'nai
B'rith Anti-DefamationLeague for giving Rev. Klodnyckyithe Torch of Liberty
Award as "a well deserved reward, for in a time of crisis he proved himself a
truly good human being."22
Importantcorroboratingtestimony on behalf of Rev. Klodnyckyihas been
renderedby a most unimpeachablesource, Chief Rabbi Bilik of Chmielnik.As
spiritualleader of his community,Rabbi Bilik expressed the sentiments of his
people when he referredto Klodnyckyias a man "who distinguishedhimself for
19 Borys, op. cit., p. 142-153.

20 See Serhij Mazlakh and Vasyl Shakhrai, Do Khvyli: Shcho dietsia na Ukraini i z

Ukrainoiu [On the Current Situation: What is Happening in and to the Ukraine] (Saratov
1919; 2nd ed., New York 1967) particularly pp. 97-99, 107, 162, 165, 168, 191-192, 242.
(U).
21 Rev. Klodnycky has the original document.
22 Liebeskind to Hunczak, Nov. 19, 1969. The author is in
possession of a copy of the
letter-the original was sent to the B'nai B'rith Anti-Defamation League in New York City
to complete their file on the subject.
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his great spirit,love of truth,and love for the Jewish people."As a representative
of the Ukrainianmilitaryauthorityin the county of Lityn, Rev. Klodnyckyinot
only "saved all the Jews of the area from the sword and looting," but also "organizedhospitals,homes for the aged, took care of the poor and providedbread
and firewoodfor them."Rabbi Bilik paid the ultimatecomplimentto Klodnyckyi's
humanitywhen he said that Klodnyckyicould be entrustedwith "the leadership
of the sons of Jakob in their pilgrimageto God's mountain."23
CertainlyMr. Szajkowskishould have consideredRabbi Bilik's testimonybefore embarkingupon a campaignof unjust accusationand characterassassination.
But then, the method employedby Szajkowskiis not confinedto his treatmentof
Rev. Klodnyckyialone. Relying on the unfairjudgmentof VladimirTiomkin,Mr.
SzajkowskidenigratesArnold Margolin,a noble man and a life-time servant of
the Jewish community,as a "weakling."In the days of severe tsarist reaction,
Margolincourageouslyacted as defense counsel in many anti-Jewishtrials. The
most spectacularof these was the Mendel Beiliss trial in which Arnold Margolin
alone challengedthe tsarist machineryof persecution.For this he was disbarred,
but Beiliss was acquittedand the good name of the Jews was vindicatedbefore
the whole world.24
Mr. Szajkowskiin generalseems ratherfond of hasty judgments.Thus B'nai
B'rith committedan act of "sheer stupidity"by presentingthe Torch of Liberty
Award to Rev. Klodnyckyi,the Jews engaged in the Ukrainian-Jewishdialogue
"representonly themselves,"and, besides, are not of "Schechtman'sstature."Does
Mr. Szajkowskifeel that he is called upon and qualifiedto pronouncesuch cavalier opinions?
It seems to me that Mr. Szajkowski'scriticismof Arnold Margolinand Dr.
JosephLichten,Directorof the Departmentof InterculturalAffairsof B'nai B'rith,
is directlyrelatedto what Szajkowskimay considerto be the "danger"of a Jewish-Ukrainiandialogue.He conveys unmistakablyhis preoccupationwith the Jewish-Ukrainiandialogue assuringus that a Ukrainianmea culpa and an open condemnationof Petliura are a sine qua non for any discussions.Dr. Lichten, in
contrastto Mr. Szajkowski,always favored and actively participatedin the Jewish-Ukrainiandialogue which he consideredto be a necessary preconditionfor
a lasting understanding.To be sure, his interest in the Ukrainian-Jewishunderstanding is but one aspect of his many-sided activities whose goal is a better
relationshipbetween the gentiles and the Jews in the Diaspora.
I would like to assuage Mr. Szajkowski'sanxiety as to the purpose of my
article. My principal,indeed my sole objective in undertakingthe study of this
controversialtopic, was not to effect a change in Jewish attitudes through my
findings,but ratherto discoverthe truth and to disseminateit. My role as a historian is differentfrom that of a publicist or a political partisan.Although it is
one of my most cherishedhopes that Jews and Ukrainians,who shared a com23 For the complete text of the certificate see Congressional Record: Proceedings and
Debates of the 9th Congress, Second Session (Washington, July 13, 1966), no. iii, pp. A3654A3655.
24 For the details of the Beiliss case see Arnold Margolin, The Jews of Eastern Europe
(New York 1926), pp. 155-247, and Maurice Samuel, Blood Accusation (Philadelphia 1966).

This content downloaded from 46.109.50.27 on Fri, 6 Jun 2014 12:02:47 PM
All use subject to JSTOR Terms and Conditions

253

Communications

mon history for one thousand years, would finally seek and achieve a muchneeded understanding. However, as a historian, I cannot change the past to fit
the exigency of the situation, that is, I shall not sacrifice Petliura, or any other
individual, whom I know to be innocent, or for that matter my own intellectual
integrity, on the altar of a Jewish-Ukrainian understanding, as Mr. Szajkowski
demands.
To conclude, one may well ask, what, if anything, has Mr. Szajkowski
proven? An unsubstantiated harangue cannot be taken seriously. I stated in my
article that there were pogroms for which Petliura's army was responsible.25
What is crucial for the entire issue is the fact that no positive evidence was found
that would establish Petliura's responsibility. Mr. Szajkowski stated himself that the
evidence against Petliura was "not sufficient for a criminal court of law" (p. 195).26
Under these circumstances, to disregard Petliura's proclamation against the pogroms and all of the positive measures he took against their perpetrators, and to
base the thesis of Petliura's culpability on prejudiced opinion, is to do violence
to history.
TARAS HUNCZAK.

Letter to the Editors:
Two weeks before Dr. Joseph B. Schechtman died (on March 1, 1970),
his wife asked me to call him at the hospital in connection with Solomon I. Goldelman's book' which he had been asked to review for Jewish Social Studies. Schechtman had criticized me for having accepted the invitation of Jewish Social Studies
to write a rebuttal to Mr. Hunczak's pro-Petliura article.2 However, I explained
to Schechtman that a detailed and honest review of Goldelman's book would, in
my opinion, entail nothing less than a rebuttal of another pro-Petliura study.
Moreover, in spite of my strong anti-Communist feelings, I dislike the pseudoscientific activities of Ukrainian institutions based in West Germany; Goldelman's
book had been published in 1963 by the Munich Institute for the Study of the
USSR. On this occasion Schechtman urged me not to engage in any further discussion with Hunczak. I had always deeply admired Schechtman for his honest
appraisal of the Ukrainian events and his active role in the defense of Sholem
Schwartzbard. I again explained to him that I had originally advised against publishing Mr. Hunczak's paper, but since it was bound to be published anyway,
25
Throughout history one can discover, even in the most disciplined armies, some units
whose activities did not represent the social and political ideals of the army. Such is the
nature of violence. The reported American atrocity at Song My in March 1968 may well
be a case in point. See Newsweek Dec. 1, 1969, pp. 35-37.
26 Mr.
Szajkowski feels, however, that the evidence "was sufficient for a political trial."
This double-standard is completely artificial and juridically untenable, for without reliable
evidence the question of innocence or guilt cannot possibly be resolved.

1 Solomon I. Goldelman, Jewish National Autonomy in Ukraine 1917-1920 (Chicago
1968).
2 Dr. Joseph Schechtman, "A Reappraisal of Symon Petliura," Midstream, vol. xv, no.
11 (Nov. 1969), pp. 60-61.
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someonehad to defendthe honor of UkrainianJewry.Now, in retrospectI do not
regretit. It was worthwhiledoing if only in orderto elicit Schechtman'sstrongreaction againstthe defendersof Petliura.
Incidentally,has anyone written a critique of Goldelman'sbook, a defense
of Petliura?It was written by a Jew and it was originallypublishedin Yiddish,
in a volume edited by honest and scholarlyJews; moreoverit was praised in the
Yiddish press as "fascinating,factual and objective."3My own impressionis that
the editors did not even read the study. Has anyone ever protested against the
B'nai B'rith Anti-DefamationLeague for presenting an award to a Ukrainian
who, accordingto his own statement,had forced the Jews of a Ukrainiancommunityto pay him a forced contributionof a million karbovantsi?
It is also my opinion that it is a mistake to publish Mr. Hunczak'spresent
reply to my rebuttal in a scholarlyJewish journal. The principle of journalistic
ethics and politenesscannot be applied by a scholarlyJewish journalin the case
of a reply written with a distinctlyantisemiticovertone. Hunczak'sconstant use
of the Jew-Bolshevikcanard is, at the least, insulting to readers of a Jewish
journal.However,since his reply is being published,a rebuttalmust again follow.
Mr. Hunczaktries to presenthimself as a victim of my "unorthodoxmethod"
in securingfrom him a verbal promise not to use Elias Tcherikower'sbook, Di
UkrainerPogromenin Yor 1919, about the 1919 pogroms.I have met Hunczak
only once, long after I had already submittedto Jewish Social Studies my rebuttalto his defense of Petliura.He told me of his work and how glad he was that
I would participatein the discussion.I told him franklythat I was not participating
in a discussionwith him, that I submitteda rebuttal to his arguments.Then I
asked him if he knew Tcherikower'sbook. His reply was: "No, but if you will
give me the title I will read it and make the necessarychangesin my paper."My
reactionwas that I was not interestedin collaboratingin his defense of Petliura;
I had submitteda rebuttaland would not change it after his furtherresearchon
the basis of my remarks.Then he asked that his paper and my rebuttalremain
as they had been originallysubmitted.As for the YIVO Archives, why did Mr.
Hunczakwait until January1969, long after my rebuttalhad been submitted,to
ask permissionfor their use? Did he, again, expect me to change my rebuttalon
the basis of his futureresearch?
I will not try to discuss the "confusions"found by Mr. Hunczakin my rebuttal; for example, the question of whether a leader of a pogromistarmy was
a "hetman"or "otaman."We are probably both confused on such and similar
details, including first names. One day the Ukrainian army leaders proclaimed
themselves as chieftains and the next day as chiefs. Perhaps Robert Lansing,
United States Secretaryof State, was correct when he told a Jewish delegation
which intercededfor the defense of UkrainianJewry: "The heads of their armies
3 Solomon Goldelman, "National Jewish Autonomy in the Ukraine," in Yidn in Ukraine
[Jews in the Ukraine] edited by Philip Friedman, Abraham Kin, Jacob Lestchinsky, and
Mendl Osherovitch, vol. i, (New York 1961). pp. 118-62; Ephraim Auerbach, in the TogMorgen Zhurnal [The Day-Morning Journal], Dec. 17, 1961; section 2, p. 10; Israel Knox,
in the Tsukunft [Future], Feb. 1962, p. 87.
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seem to be more of the medieval type."4If Hunczak wants to disqualify Elias
Tcherikoweras a historianbecause of a mistaken first name, let him do so. It
did not, however,preventHunczakfrom tryingto misuse, in his first article, one
of Tcherikower'sbooks, as I have pointed out in my rebuttal.Let Hunczak also
label ProfessorHeifetz's opinion "unsupported"and "prejudiced."I do not even
mind Mr. Hunczak's statement that "even a suggestion"of the possibility that
Schwartzbardacted as a Bolshevik agent in assassinatingPetliura "opens some
old wounds for Mr. Szajkowski."This is quite true. These are the wounds of a
man belongingto a victimizedpeople, not those of a man defendingpogromists.
Mr. Hunczak writes that I "confesses to have known Schwartzbardfor many
years.""Confess?"One "confesses"to somethingof a criminalnature.I, however,
am proudof it, and I will alwayscherishthe fact that Sholemand Anna Schwartzbard had befriendedme; likewise I will always be proud of the fact that I later
saved Schwartzbard'spersonal archivesfrom possible destruction.
According to Mr. Hunczak, my "blatant attack" upon Mr. Volodymyr
Klodnyckyiis "unfairand unjustified."In my rebuttalI only retold Klodnyckyi's
story in his own words. However, since Hunczakcontinuesto propagatethe idea
of Klodnyckyi's"noble motivation"in forcing the Jews of Chmielnikto pay him
a forced contributionof one million karbovantsi,I must refer to the testimonyof
Baruch Etkis of Chmielnik,written on October 18, 1921, in Poland, where he
lived as a refugee. Accordingto Etkis, Shepel's gangs killed the Jew, Motl Perlmuter, and the rabbi's daughter,raped seven women, and forced the Jews in
Chmielnikto give a contributionof half a million Kerensky-rubles.The gang occupied Chmielnikfor two weeks, they were followedby the Bolshevikswho stayed
there four weeks. The Jews organizeda self-defenseunit under the leadershipof
Zalman Shternglasand Berl Roisman and they received 600 rifles from Kiev.
During an attack by Shepel's gang against Chmielnik, the Jewish self-defense
killed fifty bandits and burnt a village which Shepel's gangstershad used as a
refuge. After Klodnyckyioccupied Chmielnik,he was given a large sum and the
killing of Jews stopped for a while. Then Shepel and his gang arrived. Shortly
afterwardstwo Jews were killed. Because the peasants of the destroyed village
demandedlarge compensation,the Jews gave to the commandant,Klodnyckyi,
the sum of two million rubles. In return,he wrote out a statementsaying that it
was the Bolsheviks,not the Jews, that had destroyedthe village.5
Mr. Hunczak prefers to believe Klodnyckyi'stestimony; I consider Etkis'
testimony the more reliable. However, in view of the conflictingevidence, Mr.
Klodnyckyi should send back the award presented to him, or else the B'nai
B'rithAnti-DefamationLeague should take the necessarysteps to recall it.
In reply to my statementthat the pogromsspurredthe Jews towardBolshevism, Mr. Hunczak writes that this may have been the case of "some Jews," but
that my assertion must be consideredat best an educated guess. On April 16,
1919, Sergei D. Sazonow, the former Russian Minister of Foreign Affairs, told
4 Minutes of the meeting of Dec. 10, 1919, Elias Tcherikower Collection at the archives
of the YIVO Institute for Jewish Research. Hereafter cited as E.T.
5 E.T.
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Oscar Straus, prominent American Jew and chairman of the League to Enforce
Peace, that: "Russia's cruel treatment of the Jews under the Czar's Government
was an indefensible wrong and doubtless contributed to driving some of those who
had suffered most into the ranks of the Bolsheviki."6 A similar statement was
made by a Ukrainian military leader, Mikitko, who served with the first Galician
Army Corps in the Ukraine. During the Vinnitsa period he published an appeal to
the Jews to abandon the Bolshevik movement. In his appeal Mikitko stated:
"... we know that the terrible pogroms against Jews pushed many of you in the
ranks of the Bolsheviks."7
Mr. Hunczak's assertion that "Jews were significantly involved in the radical
movement is a matter of record" is particularly in poor taste. The pioneering influence of Ukrainian radicalism on the Jewish labor movement-including the
founding of the Bund-and the later influence of the Jewish labor leaders on
their Ukrainian comrades are, I assume, unknown to Mr. Hunczak. These facts
are, however, common knowledge; it would be naive to repeat them here.
Further, one wonders what the 1907 London Conference has to do with the
Ukrainian pogroms of 1919? Why not go back even further and reproach the
Jews for the Jewish origin of Karl Marx's father? Or even earlier to the Jewish
influence on Utopian Socialism?
One should perhaps note the large number of Ukrainians in the Communist
Party of the United States. It is well known that the Ukrainian Federation of the
Socialist Party played an important role in the formation of the Communist Party,
and that in May 1919 it was expelled by the right-wing National Executive Committee of the Socialist Party.8
Mr. Hunczak continues to rely on pro-Petliura Jewish witnesses. The wellknown Yiddish writer, S. An-sky (Solomon Rappaport) once called them
"yidishe meshorsim [Jewish servants] who were eager to whitewash Petliura of
[having spilled] Jewish blood."9 An-sky, it should be noted, was ideologically a
partisan of the Socialist-Revolutionairies. One historian has called Petliura's
Jewish representatives abroad "intellectual prostitutes and self-seekers."10
Anyway, even in the writings of Jews who had defended Petliura one can
easily find anti-Petliura statements. In his first article Mr. Hunczak cited Israel
Zangwill's defense of the Ukrainian Directory, but in January 1920 Zangwill
wrote:
It is as Bolshevists that the Jews of South Russia have been massacred by the
armies of Petliura, though the armies of Sokolow have massacredthem as partisans of Petliura, the armies of Makhno as bourgeois capitalists, the armies of
Grigoriew as Communists, and the armies of Denikin at once as Bolshevists,
capitalists,and Ukrainian Nationalists. It is Aesop's old fable.1"
6 Oscar S. Straus, Under Four Administrations (New York 1922), p. 417.
7 undated, printed in Vinnitsa, E.T.
8 Theodore Draper, The Roots of American Communism (New York 1957), p. 18.
9 S. An-sky, in the Yiddish daily
Moment (Warsaw), Nov. 14, 1919, p. 5.
10 George Spiro, Workers Democratic World
Government Versus National-Bureaucratic
'Soviet' and Capitalist Regimes (New York 1951), p. 811.
11 The Jewish Chronicle (London), Jan. 23, 1920, p. 14.
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When, exactly, did Petliura completely lose the last vestiges of organizational ties with a Jewish group and when did people who representedno one but
themselvesbecame his Jewish advisersor defenders?At a very, very early stage,
even before the terribleProskurovpogrom of February15, 1919. By then, even
Abraham Revutsky [Revusky], Minister for Jewish Affairs, did not represent
his Labor Zionist Party (Poale Zion) but only himself. Accordingto Revutsky's
memoirs,on January29, 1919, he had pursued the Directory apparatuswhich,
confrontedby the Bolshevikadvance,had evacuatedKiev and settled in Vinnitsa.
The next day he returnedto Kiev in orderto assist at a conferenceof Poale Zion,
which had been scheduledfor January25 but was postponed. Revutsky advised
his comradesthat he had resigned as Ministerbut remainedat his post until a
new man could be appointed.To this the conferencehad agreed-according to
Revutsky'smemoirs-without any opposition from the delegates. If the conference had orderedhim not to follow the Directory,he would not have again returnedto Vinnitsa,he wrote.l2Howeveraccordingto V. Averbuch'stestimony,the
Poale Zion conference was not postponed, it was held on January 25 and "a
resolutionfor a recall of all our comradesfrom the governmentand a prohibition against support of the Directorywere adopted."On January 26, Revutsky
told his party'sleadershipthat the Directoryhad asked him to take care of the
Jewish Ministry until another Minister could be found. The Party "explicitly
refusedto allow him to remaineven anotherday [at the Ministry]and threatened
to exclude him from the Party if he should remain."On the next day, the Directoryleft Kiev for Vinnitsa and so did Revutsky.Accordingto Averbuch,this
made a "terrible"impressionupon the delegates to the conference;by then, he
stated, "the Poale Zion Party had already officiallyand completelybroken relations with the Directory."Accordingto a statementof Jacob Vigdorsohn,chairman of Tseirei Zion in Vinnitsa, Revutsky suggested that a man of that party
should become Minister. However, Tseirei Zion decided not to collaboratewith
the "pogromistDirectory."Only then did Revutskyfinallyresign and the Ministry
was taken over by Pinchas Krasny,who representedonly himself.l3
Vinnitsa, one should note, was then a center of the demoralizedmilitary
and civilian leaders of the Directorywho were interestedmore in having a good
time than in fightingthe Bolsheviks.It was there that Isaac Giterman,representative of the committeeto help the victims of the Zhitomirpogrom,was invited by
Revutsky to attend a meeting with Ukrainian leaders. Among them was V.
Palienko, the man responsiblefor the Zhitomirpogrom. Gitermanwas so disgusted that he initially refused to accept Revutsky'sfinancialaid for the victims
of the pogrom.14
Frankly, the 1919 British Intelligence reports about Jewish Bolshevism
in
are, my opinion, not very reliable. I wonder whether Mr. Hunczak is really
serious when he tries to establishthe role of Jews in the Bolshevikmovementby
12 Abraham Revutsky, In di Shvere Teg oyf der Ukraine [In the Difficult Days in the
Ukraine] (Berlin 1924), pp. 227-30.
13 Testimony by Averbuch and Vigdorsohn, E.T.
14 Giterman's
testimony, June 18, 1919, E.T.
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citing the 1920 report of a British mission in Poland detailingoperationsagainst
the Bolsheviksin the neighborhoodof Lida. Then and there the Jew-Bolshevik
scare was used by Poles as an excuse for murderingJews. If Mr. Hunczak is
serious,then his use of such a source is nothingless than an insult to the readers
of Jewish Social Studies. Great Britain was then a center of antisemiticpropaganda of the lowest level connected with the Jew--Bolshevik scare. The following are but a few of many facts.
The British militaryintelligencereports about Jewish Bolshevism are about
as reliable as the following famous note of August 1919 for "personnelvolunteeringfor service with the British military mission in South Russia": "All
women were forced to reportto a 'commissariatof free love,' where they may be
selected by any man, and had no right to refuse."15Most of the informationwas
supplied by Russian reactionaries.The Manchester Guardian of January 15,
1920, wrote: "We were told that Bolshevismwas run by a little gang of Jews.
That was found to be untrue. ...

It will not do."

On August 1, 1919, Sir Eyre Crove, Assistant Under-Secretaryof State,
commentedthat the Bolshevikswere "all organizedand directedby Jews."16On
May 25, 1919, Felix Frankfurtercomplainedto Justice Louis D. Brandeisabout
the British attitude "in the present state of Bolshevik-phobiain the world."17
Colonel EdwardM. House, PresidentWilson's close adviser, noted in his diary:
"Someonetold him [Lord Balfour]and he is inclinedto believe it, that nearly all
Bolshevismand disturbanceof a like nature, are directly traceable to the Jews
of the world. They seem determinedeither to have what they want or to upset
the present civilization."'8On January 3, 1920, Winston Churchill,-the man
who had warnedDenikinto stop the pogroms-stated that the Bolsheviks"believe
in the internationalSoviet of the Russian and Polish Jews."19The Britishmilitary
authoritiesin the non-Sovietparts of Russia were responsiblefor the accusation
that Jews were the prime moversin the assassinationof the Czar and his family.2
In 1919, Captain Jacob Albert Harzfeld of the American ExpeditionaryForce
in NorthernRussia and Siberia told Lucien Wolf, the British Jewish leader, that
the British Forces at Archangel and Murmanskwere actively engaged in antisemitic activities. They had actually issued and distributedappeals in Russian
and English containing statementsthat Bolshevism was a Jewish creation and
callingupon the Red soldiersto free themselvesfrom "yourJewishprovocateurs,"
15 Norman Hapgood, The Advancing Hour (New York 1920), pp. 109-10.
Richard A. Ullman, Anglo-Soviet Relations, 1917-1921 (Princeton, N.J. 1968), vol.
ii, p. 219.
17 Felix Frankfurter to Brandeis, Jacob de Haas Papers, at the Zionist Archives and
Library.
18 House's diary, Dec. 31, 1918, at Yale University Library; minutes of a meeting between Balfour, Brandeis, Frankfurter and Lord Eustace Percy in Paris, June 24, 1919, de
Haas Papers; The London Times, Jan. 5, 1920; E. Malcolm Carroll, Soviet Communism and
Western Opinion 1919-1921 (Durham, N.C. 1965), p. 13.
19 On Churchill's warning to Denikin against pogroms, see Winston S. Churchill, The
World Crisis: The Aftermath (London 1929), p. 255; Ullman, op cit., vol. ii, pp. 218-19.
20 A Collection of Reports on Soviet Russia. Abridged Edition of Parliamentary Papers,
Russia, no. 1, 1919 (London 1919), p. 48; The Assassination of the Tsar: Correspondence
with His Majesty's Government, etc. Presented to the Jewish Board of Deputies and the
Council of the Anglo-Jewish Association, October 1920 (London 1920).
16
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et cetera. British officialsat the Paris Peace Conferencestated that these appeals
were authentic.21GeneralWilliamS. Graves, CommandingOfficerof the American ExpeditionaryForces, strongly criticized the antisemitic behavior of his
Britishcolleagues.22
Since Mr. Hunczakdoes rely on reports of the British Intelligence,I would
like to remind him that these same reports constantlywarned against "Petliura
whose troops are not very reliable."23On March 17, 1919, French Marshall
FerdinandFoch urged that the Allies equip Polish and Rumanianforces in order
to counteractthe threatenedseizure of Lembergby the armedforces of Petliura's
Directory.24The French dislike of Petliura's regime is common knowledge.
Accordingto one French author, an anti-Bolshevik,Petliurahad adopted all the
Bolshevikmethodsof dictatorshipand repressionand also much of the Bolshevik
social program. However, he could not find the enthusiasmof the Bolsheviks
among the Ukrainianmasses; nor did the revolutionaryhonesty of Lenin's commissars exist among Petliura's own bureaucraticministers and other high officials.25In November 1919, Major George H. Ryden, reportingon his mission
for the AmericanRed Cross in SouthernRussia, declared that both the French
and the British were not too happy with the help given Petliura. Ryden added:
"ManyresponsibleJews are as bitterly opposed to the Bolshevistsas other Russians."26No wonder,then, that Westernersboth gentiles and Jews, had little confidence in Petliura's regime. In October 1919, William Rosenblat, who had
travelledin Russia as an agent of the Train Corporation,told Major R. Tyler of
the AmericanRed Cross that only "Germanmoney and the motto 'Kill the Jews'
...

have kept Petliura on his feet."27

In October 1919, Sir Alfred Mond spoke to British Prime Minister LloydGeorge about the pogromsin the Ukraine. Mond was assuredthat Denikin had
received very strong representationsfrom the British Governmentto restrainhis
troops and that Denikin had given solemn assurances that he would do so.
According to the British military reports-Sir Alfred Mond was told-this
"furnishedan opportunityfor Petliura to rouse the feeling of the bitterly antiJewish Ukrainiansagainst [Denikin's]Volunteer Army which he [Petliura]proclaimsto be the protectorof the Jews."28
One should bear in mind that the Allies did not favor an independent
Ukraine. Thus, on December 10, 1919, Secretaryof State Robert Lansing told
a Jewish delegationwhich came to seek protectionfor UkrainianJewry: "I do
not wish to see Russia dismembered."29
Mr. Hunczakconcludeswith a statementthat I disregarded"Petliura'sproc21 Lucien Wolf's diary, 1919, at the General Historical Jewish Archives, Jerusalem.
22 William S. Graves, America's Siberian Adventure 1918-1920
(New York 1931), pp.

110-11.

23 "British
Military Intelligence Summary no. 16," May 1919, National Archives (Washington, D.C.), RG 256, 861.00/633.
24 Ullman, op. cit., vol. ii, p. 138.
25 Jean Xydias, L'Intervention Francaise en Russie 1918-1919 (Paris 1927), pp. 38-45.
26 National Archives, RG 59,861.00/5949.
27
28
29

Ibid., /5613.

Memorandum of Oct. 1919, E.T.
Minutes of the meeting, E.T.
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lamationsagainst the pogroms and all the positive measuresagainst their perpetrators."I can only stand by my criticism (p. 194 of my rebuttal) of Petliura's
proclamationbecause it was issued too late. As for the "positive measures,"I
would advise Mr. Hunczakto re-readmy rebuttal.
Petliurahad often tried to coerce Jews to admit that his regime was democratic and that Jewish Bolshevismwas somethingto be dealt with in a special
way. On June 3, 1919, KamenetsPodolski was taken over by Petliura and his
governmentsettled there. Petliuraasked the authoritiesunder his control to dispatch Jewish propagandiststo communitieswhere they should propagateagainst
Bolshevism.The local authoritiesrefused. Such Jewish propagandists,they said,
would only be murderedtogether with other Jews. Then Petliura suggestedthat
in order to gain the sympathyof the army, his Jewish Minister,Pinchas Krasny,
publish a statementthat all Jews had openly rejectedBolshevism.Krasny called
a meetingof representativesof the Jewish politicalparties and defendedPetliura's
suggestion;he urged publicationof such a declaration,but the representativesrejected it. Such a declaration,they stated, would endangerthe lives of Ukrainian
Jews under Soviet rule. Instead, they suggested,that Petliura'sgovernmentissue
a statementdeclaringthat Jews were not Bolsheviks. Petliura did not give up.
A few days later, the Jews were called to a meeting at the main synagogue at
Kamenets,where a representativeof Petliura, a Jewish convert to Christianity,
insultedthe Jews for not helping Petliura'sregime. A Zionist leader replied that
it was scandalousto ask the Jews to help their murderers..The duty of the Jewshe said-was not to help the bloody pogromistsbut their victims.30
Petliura'sproclamationof August 1919 was criticizedprecisely for its contents which hinted about the role of JewishBolshevism.However,one of Petliura's
Jews did publisha proclamation.In August 1919, at the same time when Petliura
publishedhis proclamation,the JewishMinisterPinchasKrasnyand Boris Martos,
Chairmanof Petliura'sCabinet, published an appeal "To the Jewish Citizenry
and Labor," praisingthe democraticand anti-pogromcharacterof the Petliura's
regimeand its help for the victimsof pogroms;it called upon Jews to put an end
to the Bolshevik dictatorship.However it also repeatedPetliura'sfalse statement
that the entire "Jewishdemocracy,headed by the Bund, Faraynikte,Poale Zion
and Folkspartaysupportsthe people's government"of Petliura,and that they all
had their respresentativesat the council of the Jewish Ministryand at responsible
positionsin other ministries.31It is, however,well known that even much earlier
the only collaborationof responsibleJewish parties and agencies with the Jewish
Ministryconsistedin using its administrativefacilitiesin orderto assist the victims
of pogroms.Krasnyrepresentedno one but himself.As alreadynoted in my earlier
rebuttal,Krasnywas later sent by Petliuraon a peace mission to the Bolsheviks;
he was imprisonned,and eventuallybecame a Bolshevik himself, but was never
trustedby the Jews who rejectedthe idea of calling him as a witness for the defense of Schwartzbard.
Denikin, like Petliura, also tried to obtain a Jewish declaration against
30 Testimony by S. Niepomnishts, July 20, 1919, E.T.
Printed appeal in Yiddish and Ukrainian, E.T.

31
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Bolshevism. The question was often discussed at the so-called "Klayne Natsionale
Farzamlung" (Small National Assembly) of Ukrainian Jews.32
Later, on October 11, 1920, Petliura published another proclamation which
ordered the punishment of those responsible for murdering Jews.33 Again, on
March 18, 1921, he published a proclamation which contained the following
characteristic statements: The Bolsheviks were propagating the idea that the
Ukrainian insurgents were trying to exterminate the Jewish population; however,
he, Petliura, could not believe it, because he knew the Ukrainian people; they
were incapable of oppressing another people who were also suffering from Bolshevism. For the first time Petliura openly acknowledged that Jewish Bolsheviks were
alien to the Jewish people:
The Jewish population, the small merchants, artisans and workers-those, who
like all others gain their bread by hard work, are also oppressed and robbed by
the Bolshevik system. Their merchandise is being taken away for the communes. Is this not the economic ruin of the Jewish population? How could the
Jewish population, plundered and hungry, sympathize with Bolshevik robbers.
No. Like the peasants, the Jewish population, too, is impatiently waiting for
liberation from Communistrobbers.
When you find Jews among the Communists,then rememberthat they are
traitorsto their people; they abandonedthe faith of their fathers, like the traitors
from our own ranks who have joined the Communists;it is wrong to blame the
entire Jewish people, just as it is impossible to make the entire Ukrainian people
responsible for our own Communist traitors. I know that the honest Jewish
citizenry reject these traitors and brand them as outcasts from their people.34
The pogroms, Petliura continued in his proclamation, were being organized by
the Bolsheviks and for this he ordered severe punishment of "the Communists
and other bandits which are organizing pogroms," and promised to defend the
innocent Jewish population. Pogromists would be punished by military courts as
enemies of the Ukraine and agents of its enemies.35
In 1919, the Jews demanded, even begged Petliura and his collaborators to
publish such a document. Why-for God's sake, why-did Petliura wait until
March 1921 to acknowledge that Ukrainian Jewry was not to be blamed for
Bolshevism? Was it, because he was then playing his last card, with the help of
foreign military forces, and was afraid that another outcry in the West against a
second wave of Petliura pogroms would be fatal to his plans? Is not this proclamation overwhelming proof of Petliura's responsibility for the pogroms of 1919
as well as his dishonesty?
Let the readers of this second rebuttal judge for themselves.
The belated anti-pogrom proclamations were published during an exceptionally sad period in Ukrainian history. In September and October 1919 the Directory simultaneously conducted negotiations with Moscow, with Denikin, and with
32 E.T. When Denikin entered Odessa he urged a Jewish
delegation to influence Jewish
youth to change its political orientation. "This way you would help us to fight pogroms," he
told the delegation. Messager de Crimee (Sebastopol), Sept. 11, 1919.

33 E.T.

34 Ibid.

35 Ibid.
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Poland, and it was also seekinghelp from the Allies. In May 1920 the Ukrainian
Social-Democraticgovernmentimposed Polish rule in the Ukraine and delivered
GalicianUkraineand part of Volhyniato Poland. Such moves were not too popular among the Ukrainians,nor did all Allied politicians approve of such tactics.
Thus, one had to be careful not to become compromisedin the West by new
pogroms.
Even then however Petliura's men organized pogroms. Attacks on Jews
were conductedby the Polish army;various Ukrainianbands assistingthe Polish
army; Red Army units consistingin part of former Petliura and Denikin units;
and Belachovitch-Perenikin-Petliura
followers (after the peace treaty). During
this last period Petliura's official policy was to avoid pogroms. In addition to
Petliura'sabove noted proclamations,Mordalevitchand Dereshtchuk,his military
aides, also published similar appeals. However, the Ukrainian military commandersGrizlo, Holi, Tsvetkovsky,and many others, still continued to organize
pogroms. The nationalist Ukrainian Medvina uprising against the Soviets was
accompaniedby terriblepogroms.Nokhum Shtif, author of a detailed history of
this period-written beforethe Schwartzbardtrial but as yet unpublished-came to
the conclusion that nationalist Ukrainian leaders had no illusions. They must
have known, accordingto Shtif, that their previouspogromistpolicy could not be
changedovernightby a few proclamations.Such proclamationssimply constituted
nothing other than a whitewashattemptpreparedin advance.36
Was Petliurareally and always a hero? Was he one even in his dealingswith
the Germans,before and at Brest-Litovsk?Was he a hero in July 1918, when
he suggestedto Skoropadskithat the Cadets be excluded from the Government
(a step opposedby the Germans)?At varioustimes Petliuratried to deal with the
Bolsheviks,the Russian monarchists,the Germans,and the Allies. He obtained
help from Galician Ukrainiansand made a pact with the Poles, who were regardedas the enemies of the Ukrainianpeople.
It is also worthwhileto remind Mr. Hunczak that only at the insistence of
the Labor Zionists (Poale Zion) did the GermanspermitPetliurato occupy Kiev.
A conference of Poale Zion, the Military UkrainianRevolutionaryCommittee,
and the Council of GermanSoldiersapproveda detailedplan for the occupation.
Some Ukrainianbands were not allowed to enter the city, but even the "good"
Ukrainianunits inauguratedthe occupationof Kiev by killing thirty-sevenJewish
militia men.37The BundistMoisei Rafes called upon Petliurato preventpogroms
and when the latter refused, Rafes addressedthe Ukrainiansoldiers, risking his
own life. The situationwas saved by the Germans.38Incidentally,Rafes was attacked when he went to welcome Petliura.39
It would be desirableto investigatethe history of the Red Army units that
organizedpogromsin the Ukraine. Were they not in many cases formerunits of
Petliura'sarmy?In Teofipolthe Jewish self-defenseunit was urgedby the Ukrain36 Ibid.
37 Averbuch's testimony, E.T.

38 Tsvi Zylburg, "Who Are the Leading Political Adventurers of the Ukraine?" Der
Tog, June 7, 1919, p. 4.
39 B. Slutski's testimony, E.T.
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ians to help them disarma Red Army unit. The Bolshevikssent a repressiveexpeditionconsistingof the 5th regimentof the TarashtshanskyDivision, which had
been originallyorganizedby Petliura'smen near Kiev and had later joined the
Bolsheviks.In Teofipol on July 28-29, 1919, the formerPetliuramen, now Red
soldiers, murderedfifty-eightmen, fourteen women, and four children,wounded
thirty-fiveother Jews and burned 176 Jewish houses; but they did not punish
any Ukrainians. The Soviet authorities later shot a few of the pogromists.40
VladimirTiomkin once stated that in places where the Bolsheviks were victorious, Petliura'ssoldiers quickly changed their green-whiteribbons for red ones,
ready to form a new society. As soon as Petliura or other anti-Bolsheviksreturned,the same soldiers changed their colors and resumed their attacks on the
Jews.41

Schwartzbard'sact was not the first of its kind. Earlier,on March 15, 1921,
Solomon Taylirian,an Armenianstudent,shot and killed Talaat Pasha, a former
TurkishMinisterof the Interior,for his role in the anti-Armenianpogroms. On
June 2-3, 1921, a Berlin court found the studentnot guilty. Many aspects of this
trial were similar to the later Schwartzbardtrial. "I am not guilty because my
conscience is clear. I killed a man but I am not a murderer"-the Armenian
stated.42

I sincerelyhope that Jewish Social Studies will cease to be a forum for Mr.
Hunczak.
ZOSA SZAJKOWSKI.
40 Salomon

Blatman, 'The Tragic History of the Teofipol Republic . . .," Der Tog,

Oct. 31, 1920, p. 6.
41 Ibid., July 12, 1920,
pp. 5, 8. (Interview with Vladimir Tiomkin).
42 Der Prozess Talaat
Pasha (Berlin 1921).
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