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Kai Struve

During the first days and weeks after the German attack on the Soviet Union on 22 June 1941
a wave of violence against Jews swept those territories that had been occupied by the Soviet
Union since September 1939 or summer 1940 and now were invaded by the German armed
forces and its Romanian and Hungarian allies. The violence consisted mostly of mass executions by the German Security Police’s infamous Einsatzgruppen and pogrom-like excesses by
the local Christian population. Often both forms of violence were closely connected.1
The anti-Jewish violence in the region sprung from both external and internal sources.
Both sources of violence characterized the region as a borderland in the sense of a contested
space where competing claims of states, nations, religions, and ideologies clashed with one
another. Thus, the violent events of summer 1941 epitomize greater conflicts that arose from
the relations of the powers in the region and from the fundamental political and socioeconomic changes of the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Local anti-Jewish violence
was one expression of larger structural tensions that characterized the region.
This chapter will focus on Eastern Galicia. It does not aspire to a comprehensive
presentation of all anti-Jewish violence or all pogroms, but is intended as an analysis of certain motifs and contexts and, therefore, refers to specific cases as exemplary.2 As a starting
point, we look at the central violent event in the region, i.e., in Lwów (L'viv). It was central
not so much because of the scale of violence in Eastern Galicia’s capital—although it was
probably the place that saw the most victims of mass executions during the first weeks of
the war in June and July—but more so because the aspirations, perceptions, expectations,
and strategies of the different collective actors here became more clearly visible than in
other places.3
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Lwów
During the weeks before the German invasion a new wave of deportation and arrests had
started in the territories that the Soviet Union had occupied since 1939 and 1940. In Eastern
Galicia and Volhynia the arrests focused on people who were suspected of Ukrainian nationalism and of having links to the Ukrainian nationalist underground.4 Many more were
arrested after the German attack. Just one or two days after the German attack the Soviet
People’s Commissar for Internal Affairs, Lavrentii Beriia, seems to have given the order to execute all inmates of the prisons in Western Ukraine who had been imprisoned for “counterrevolutionary crimes as well as persons who caused damage on a large scale.”5 The advance of
the German armies in Western Ukraine—the Seventeenth Army, the First Tank Group, and
the Sixth Army—after 22 June was comparatively slow because of the strong Soviet forces
that were concentrated here. This gave the NKVD more time to complete this order than in
other parts of the border regions. The number of murdered prison inmates in Lwów alone
was more than 3,000.6 Altogether, probably 20,000-24,000 prison inmates were murdered in
the territories of eastern Poland, two-thirds to three-quarters of them in Eastern Galicia.7
In contrast to earlier periods of the Soviet occupation of the region, the majority of prison
inmates at the time of the German invasion were Ukrainian. Nevertheless, there were also
many Poles and Jews among them.
The first units of the German army entered Lwów in the early morning of 30 June,
without fighting except for some short exchanges of gunfire with departing Soviet units.
Among them was the Ukrainian battalion with the codename Nachtigall (Nightingale) as
part of the I. Battalion of the special command regiment Brandenburg 800. This unit had to
occupy and secure important objects within the city. Among them were the prisons.8 Nachtigall had been staffed in cooperation with the radical Ukrainian nationalists of the OUN’s
(Orhanizatsiia Ukraïns'kykh Natsionalistiv) self-styled “revolutionary” faction under the
leadership of Stepan Bandera (usually referred to as OUN-B).9 It soon became evident that
there were some German soldiers among the dead in the NKVD remand prison at Łąckiego
Street.10 Many corpses showed signs of torture and some apparently were also mutilated.11
The information about the mass killings of prison inmates spread rapidly through the city
(see also chapter 20).
The prisons were in the center of a pogrom that unfolded between 30 June and the
afternoon of 2 July. Jews were forcibly brought to the prisons in large numbers by members
of a Ukrainian militia (often identified by yellow and light blue badges) supported by civilians. They caught Jews on the streets or took them from apartments, beat and otherwise mistreated them, and droved them to the prisons, were the mistreatment continued. Before the
entrances of the three major prisons in the city a crowd had assembled to beat the Jews being
forced inside. Many were killed in the streets. Inside the prisons, Jews were forced to recover
the corpses from cells, cellars, and from mass graves in a prison yard. They had to lay them
in lines in order to allow for their identification and to prepare their burials.12 However, many
more Jews were brought to the prisons than were needed for the work. Only a portion of the
corpses in the prisons were retrieved and laid out because in the hot summer climate many
had reached such a stage of decomposition that not only identification but even retrieval was
difficult or impossible.13
Mistreatment and murder of Jews continued in the prison yards. Here, mostly members of the militia and civilians, but also German soldiers and policemen, participated in the
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violence. The Nachtigall unit that first occupied the prisons on the morning of 30 June seems
to have been replaced during the afternoon by German Feldgendarmerie, though Bataillon 800 seemed to have remained in command of the prisons.14 The violence in the prisons
ended on the evening of 1 July. This suggests an approval of the violence on the part of the
commanding officers of the German armed forces, who for a certain period clearly allowed it
to continue. In fact, from 30 June onward large numbers of German troops and police forces
visited the prisons because they were curious to see the Bolshevik atrocities. Some commanders even asked their troops to see for themselves the crimes of the “Jewish-communist
gang” or led them personally into the prisons.15
By forcing Jews to go to the prisons, to confront the murdered inmates, to pull out the
corpses from the cells or from mass graves and clean them, and to pull the corpse carts from
the prisons to the cemeteries (instead of using horses),16 as well as by mocking, humiliating, and beating them, the people of Lwów used violence as a ritual to put the guilt for the
Soviet crimes on the Jews and punish them.17 The actual perpetrators from the ranks of the
NKVD had left Lwów already in the days before. But Jews in general were considered to be
supporters and beneficiaries of the Soviet rule during the previous 21 months; even more
damningly, they were seen as informers to the NKVD and creators and carriers of communism and Bolshevism in general. Eliyahu Yones relates how a Ukrainian-speaking man in
German uniform, who he believes was a member of Nachtigall, spoke to him and other Jews
who were pulling out corpses from the cellar of the Brygidki prison, pointing to the bodies:
“Look, what you have done.”18
The Germans shared this view of the Jews. Yones reports that a German officer who
visited the scene of the Soviet crimes together with some soldiers turned to the Jews and
stated: “The whole world is bleeding because of you! Numerous soldiers are dying because
the Jewry has wanted the war.”19 Mostly, German soldiers only watched (and took pictures
of) the pogrom violence. But some soldiers also participated in the excesses, beat and shot at
Jews who retrieved the bodies.20
Jews were also mocked, forced to humiliating work, robbed, beaten, and killed in many
other parts of the city. They were forced to crawl on hands and knees toward the prisons;
they had to sing Russian songs while being marched there; they were made to clean broken
glass from the streets with their bare hands.21 Near the Zamarstynów prison, Jews, primarily
Jewesses, were stripped of their clothes and beaten.22 Mistreatments of a sexual character occurred also at other places in the city.23
Amidst the pogrom, on the evening of 30 June Stepan Bandera’s deputy, Iaroslav
Stets'ko, as a leader of the OUN-B, declared the “Renewal of the Ukrainian State” at a meeting of Ukrainians in the building of the Prosvita society at the market square where he also
read an order from Bandera that appointed himself as the head of a provisional Ukrainian
government. Stets'ko had just that day come to Lwów together with other leading OUNB members.24 Among their first activities was the organization of the local militia, based
on existing underground structures.25 A bill that announced the declaration of a Ukrainian
state also called for an armed fight for it. It was signed by Ivan Klymiv in his capacity as
OUN leader of the Ukrainian territories, and it declared: “People! Know! Moscow, Poland,
the Hungarians and the Jewry—these are your enemies. Destroy them.”26 A second leaflet,
signed by Klymiv in his second capacity as “Chief Commander of the Ukrainian Revolutionary Army,” declared: “I am introducing mass (ethnic and national) responsibility for crimes
against the Ukrainian state and the Ukrainian army.”27
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The humiliations, mistreatments, and killings can be understood as rituals that established or reestablished, after the period of Soviet rule, the “right” and “just” order by punishing the Jews for an alleged transgression of accepted borders in relation to the Christian
population, because they were seen as having been treated better than Christians by the
Soviets, as well as being supporters and informers of the Soviets and the NKVD. The humiliation and violence not only punished them for transgressions, but also referred them back
to the restricted social space that they had allegedly transgressed in the period of Soviet rule.
The national triumph of liberation from Soviet suppression and the high expectations for
the realization of the great aim of the Ukrainian national endeavor—excitement heightened
even more by the ordeal of the Soviet mass murder of many Ukrainians in the prisons—became expressed in a “carnival of violence” that mocked and reversed the previous order and
celebrated the new national one.28
However, neither did the Ukrainian nationalists’ high expectations for the future come
true nor did the violence against Jews end with the initial celebration of the victory over the
Soviet enemy. There was some support for the Ukrainian national aims from the Wehrmacht,
especially from its intelligence unit, called the Abwehr, and from the designated Minister
for the Occupied Eastern Territories, Alfred Rosenberg (although he distrusted the OUN).
But they represented only a minority opinion within the German power structure. During a
meeting of high-ranking German officials on 16 July 1941 Hitler announced his decision that
there would be no semi-independent states on the former Soviet territory, but the whole territory would remain under direct German rule. Eastern Galicia was attached to the General
Government and the rest of the occupied Ukrainian territories under civil administration
became part of the Reichskommissariat Ukraine. This started a brutal policy of exploitation,
suppression, and mass murder.29
But in the end of June and the beginning of July, it was still an open question what the
future German policy on the occupied Ukrainian territories would look like. Nevertheless,
the Einsatzgruppen of the German Security Police from the beginning had clear instructions
to avoid entering into any obligations toward the national movements in the newly occupied
territories.30 The bold step of Bandera and his followers led to a clear alienation between
them and the Germans and to efforts by the Security Police to reduce their influence. On
5 July Bandera was arrested in Krakow and transported to Berlin, and on 9 July the same
happened to Stets'ko and some other members of his government in Lwów.31 However, in
the first days after 30 June the Security Police tried to avoid an open confrontation with the
OUN-B because they did not want to lose the support of the Ukrainian militia in Lwów and
other localities for their own “security” and “reprisal” operations.32
On 2 July the violence on the streets of Lwów mostly stopped, but it was now replaced
by organized arrests and mass executions by parts of Einsatzgruppe C. An advance unit of
Einsatzkommando 4b had arrived in Lwów during the afternoon of 30 June; the bulk of the
Einsatzgruppe joined them the next day.33 On 29 June, the day before they began arriving,
Reinhard Heydrich had sent his well-known order to the commanders of the Einsatzgruppen
“not to constrain any self-cleaning attempts of anti-communist and anti-Jewish circles in the
newly occupied territories. On the contrary, they should be initiated, but without any traces,
intensified, if necessary, and channeled into the right direction.”34
It seems likely that the Security Police encouraged the Ukrainian militia to intensify
the violence against Jews. This may have occurred as early as the inception of violence in the
afternoon of 30 June, or begun 1 July after the commander of Einsatzgruppe C, SS-Brigade-
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führer Otto Rasch, and his staff arrived in the early morning. During that day the pogrom
violence reached its greatest intensity.
Beginning possibly on 3 July, certainly on 4 July, the Ukrainian militia and members
of Einsatzkommandos 5 and 6 started to arrest people who were suspected as communist
supporters, but mostly Jews, and to assemble them on a sports field near the former NKVD
headquarters in Pelczyńska Street that had been taken over by the Einsatzgruppe. Here
2,500-3,000 people were assembled.35 Most of them were executed on 5 July in forests near
Lwów.36 The executions were declared to be a reprisal for the murder of the prison inmates
in Lwów by the Soviets.37
After the occupation of Lwów the Soviet atrocities became a prominent subject in German propaganda. When the first information about the piles of corpses in the Lwów prisons
had reached the command of the Seventeenth Army it had asked to send journalists from
national and international media to Lwów in order to use the scenes for propaganda purposes.38 On 6 July Joseph Goebbels, the Reich’s Propaganda Minister, noted in his diary about
the impact of film material from Lwów: “The Führer wants us to start the big anti-bolshevist
campaign now.”39 The German newsreel Deutsche Wochenschau presented material about
the Soviet massacres through the whole of July and interpreted them as an example of the
normal procedures of “Jewish-Bolshevik” rule.40
However, mass executions of alleged “communists” and of Jews as “reprisal” for Soviet atrocities had already begun before the murdered inmates of the prisons in Lwów were
found. They also took place at about the same time in other localities. The Einsatzkommando
6 had already shot 132 people, nearly all of them were Jews, on the evening of 30 June in
Dobromil as reprisal for a Soviet massacre of prison inmates. Its commander, Erhard Kröger,
received an order for this execution from the chief of the Einsatzgruppe C, Otto Rasch, and
the Higher SS- and Police Leader Friedrich Jeckeln, who both were present in Dobromil.41
Jeckeln is known as a radical antisemite and as one of those high-ranking SS officers whose
activities strongly contributed to the escalation of the murder of the Jewish population during the following months. He was the chief organizer of the large massacres in Kamenets'
Podil's'kyi in mid-August and at Babyn Yar near Kyïv at the end of September 1941.42
The Chief of Sonderkommando 4a, Standartenführer Paul Blobel, was a similar character. During the first days of the war he initiated large massacres. Between 28 and 30 of
June, according to The Einsatzgruppen Reports, his unit shot a total of 317 people in Sokal: on 28 June 17 “Communist functionaries, agents and snipers”; on 29 June “117 active
Communists and agents of the NKVD”; and on 30 June “183 Jewish Communists.” Both
in Dobromil and in Sokal the executed had been identified and arrested with the help of
a local Ukrainian militia.43 In the next city that Blobel’s Sonderkommando reached, Łuck
in Volhynia, a much larger number of people was shot. This execution was legitimized
as a “reprisal” for the Soviet massacre of prison inmates. In Łuck, about 2,800 prison inmates had been killed. After Lwów, that was the largest Soviet massacre in the region.44 The
Sonderkommando reported that Ukrainian survivors of the massacre told them “the Jews
again played a decisive part in the arrests and shooting.” The Sonderkommando shot “300
Jews and 20 looters” who were considered to be responsible for arson and large-scale looting in the city on 30 June. Only on 2 July were the corpses of 10 murdered German POW
found in the city. “As a reprisal,” as the report of the Einsatzgruppen says, “for the murder of
the German soldiers and the Ukrainians 1160 Jews were shot with support from a platoon
of the Order Police and a platoon of the Infantry.”45
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“. . . Bolsheviks and Jews . . .”
The view that Jews not only had been the main supporters and beneficiaries of Soviet rule
in 1939-1941, but that Jews basically represented the core of Bolshevism and of the Soviet
regime in general was prevalent within the higher ranks of the Nazi regime, including its
police forces and many officers of the German armed forces. This view constituted a decisive
factor in the development of the German course of action against the Jews during the first
weeks of the war and paved the way for the policy of all-out murder that was adopted during
August and September 1941. In the German view the Jews gained a fundamentally greater
importance for the war against the Soviet Union than for previous wars. Despite all the excessive anti-Jewish violence that had also occurred during the campaign against Poland in 1939,
during that war the Polish elites and not the Jews had been the focus of German “actions of
pacification.” Klaus-Michael Mallman has grasped this difference well:
The war [with the Soviet Union] was about the destruction of the racially defined main enemy, the “Jewish Bolshevism.” The claimed identity [of Jewish race and Bolshevism] made
possible a permanent reinterpretation and conversion of both sides. For that reason, the significance of the Jewish population had changed from the beginning. They were no longer a
group, held in contempt, but they were now considered to be the carriers and creators, the
biological substance of the Soviet system. Only through the fact that the two central images
of enemies—the Jews and communism—mutually penetrated and reinforced was a dynamic
development kindled that led to genocide.46

Already from the beginning of the war Jews were regarded as actual or at least potential carriers of resistance and the liquidation of Jews was seen as a measure to increase security.47
The instructions that the commanders of the Einsatzgruppen and its subunits, the
so-called Einsatzkommandos and Sonderkommandos, received before the start of the war
apparently did not clearly reflect the fact that among their main tasks would be the killing
of Jews, let alone the extermination of the whole Jewish population, but remained largely
within the framework that was set through agreements between the Security Police and the
Wehrmacht.48 This included the execution of Soviet state and party officials and “radical
elements” within the population, but not a general liquidation of the Jewish population.49 It
was probably not till August 1941 that the Einsatzgruppen received orders that aimed at the
total extermination of the Jewish population.50 Nevertheless, there was a clear understanding from the beginning of the war that the enemies to be executed were “Bolsheviks and
Jews,” as Heydrich said so explicitly in his letter to the chiefs of the Einsatzgruppen from 1
July: “It is obvious that the cleansing activities have to extend first of all to the Bolsheviks
and Jews.”51
Before the war there was already a widespread expectation among German officials
that spontaneous violent reckonings with the “Jewish-Bolshevik oppressors” would start
after areas were liberated from Soviet rule. Apparently, they approved of them.52 This was
especially true for the Security Police, because these reckonings were expected to work in
the same direction as the main task of the Einsatzgruppen, i.e. to liquidate communist supporters.
In his letter of 29 June Heydrich refers to a meeting with the commanders of the Einsatzgruppen and their high-ranking officers on 17 June in Berlin where, as Heydrich implies,
the question of pogroms had been discussed.53 However, it seems that the task of actually
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instigating the pogroms had not been stressed strongly enough or the instructions had not
been sufficiently clear, for he later clarified this task in a separate letter.54
If the instigation of pogroms appeared as a priority task of the Einsatzgruppen only
during the first week after the German attack, then that would suggest a negative answer to
the disputed question of whether there had been a clear prior agreement between the Germans and the OUN about the instigation of pogroms.
There was, however, detailed planning on the side of the OUN-B, finalized in an extensive document with the title “Fighting and Activity During the War,” dated May 1941,
about how to proceed when the German-Soviet war began, which its authors expected to
see in the near future. The organization’s initial aim for the beginning of the war was to start
uprisings in the Soviet-occupied territories, to liberate as many territories as possible and to
start with the organization of local administrations and local militias as soon as the Soviets
left in order to support the claim to a Ukrainian state and demonstrate the Ukrainians’ ability
to establish it.55
Attacks by Ukrainian underground forces on the Soviet army and police occurred in
many places. Usually the Ukrainians themselves were not able to drive out the Soviets, but
often they took over localities when the Soviets had left and before the Germans arrived.56
Here members and supporters of the OUN-B played a central role.
Among the central tasks that the OUN-B guidelines assigned to the newly created
administrations and militias was “to cleanse the territory from enemy forces.”57 This included
Soviet forces, but the OUN-B also considered “Muscovites, Poles, and Jews as enemy minorities on Ukrainian territory.”58 The guidelines declared: “[ . . . ] at a time of chaos and
confusion liquidation of undesirable Polish, Muscovite, and Jewish activists is permitted,
especially supporters of Bolshevik-Muscovite imperialism.”59
However, a resolution of an OUN-B Congress in Krakow in April 1941 had warned
against pogroms because “the anti-Jewish sentiment of the Ukrainian masses could be used
by the Muscovite-Bolshevik government in order to distract the masses’ attention from the
real producer of evil,” i.e. “Moscow.” But at the same time the resolution stated: “The Jews in
the USSR are the most devoted pillars of the governing Bolshevik regime and the avant-garde
of the Muscovite imperialism in Ukraine. . . . The Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists
fights the Jews as pillars of the Muscovite-Bolshevik regime and, at the same time, explains
to the masses of the people: Moscow—that is the main enemy.”60 This statement sometimes
is referred to as proof that the OUN was not involved in the pogroms of summer 1941.61
However, together with the instructions for the initial phase of the war this statement seems
rather to sketch the background of OUN perceptions and strategies that paved the way for the
involvement of local militias and OUN supporters in anti-Jewish violence. It shows the strong
influence of the perception of Jews as supporters and collaborators of “Muscovite-Bolshevik”
rule in the OUN. And the “clean[sing] of the territory from the enemy” is precisely the goal
which which most of the militias would have motivated their acts of violence against Jews.
It is clearly documented that Lithuanian nationalists had a strategy of using the German-Soviet war to drive out the Jews. Leaflets of the Front of Lithuanian Activists (LAF)
from spring 1941 called on Lithuanians “to drive out the Jews along with the Red Russians”
when the German-Soviet war started. It argued that the Jews had lost the right to live on
Lithuanian soil “because of their repeated betrayals of the Lithuanian nation to its oppressors.”62 Other leaflets expressed explicit threats of violence and murder and called upon the
Jews to leave the country in order to avoid “unnecessary victims.”63
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There are no documents from the OUN that would show a comparably explicit strategy. However, there are statements from the OUN’s leading personnel expressing approval
of the “German methods” for dealing with the Jews.64 Antisemitic paranoia may, in fact,
have been of lesser influence within the leading circles of the OUN than, for example, in an
organization like the LAF. Clearly, it was less important than within the German leadership.
For the OUN, Russia—“Muscovy” in their terminology—remained the most important enemy; the Jews were considered to be its supporters, but not its core. Nevertheless, the OUN’s
nationalist radicalism and the readiness to use highly violent means to achieve their national
aims paved the way for anti-Jewish violence and for consent to the German killing operations.65 The actual events clearly indicate that the OUN’s rank-and-file members embarked
on anti-Jewish violence on a large scale, and when they did so, they were far from ignoring
the political program or the instructions of the leadership; on the contrary, they found encouragement in them.
The role and attitude of the third major organized actor besides the German Security
Police and the Ukrainian nationalists, the Wehrmacht, is less clear. Did it support or disapprove of the pogrom strategy of the Einsatzgruppen? In Lwów the Wehrmacht did not interfere to end the violence, at least not for about 24-48 hours.
In addition, at many other places the pogroms took place in the immediate presence
of Wehrmacht units that did not intervene. For example, in Borysław and Drohobycz south
of Lwów, which were occupied by the German armed forces at about the same time, it was
only after two or three days that the Wehrmacht stopped the violent pogroms that began in
close connection to the discovery of murdered prison inmates. German soldiers were present
during the pogroms, and, at least in Borysław, some of them actively participated.66 Jewish
survivors report about rumors that the Germans had a policy of allowing locals one or two
days to settle accounts with Jews and communists.67 However, it does not seem that explicit
orders had been issued telling commanders to allow for pogroms. The attitude of the army
units in localities where they apparently tolerated pogroms was mostly directed by the view
of Jews as supporters of Soviet rule and as bearing responsibility for the Soviet atrocities.
Thus, the violent outbreaks were basically considered to be a just and healthy phenomenon
in a phase of transition from Soviet to German rule.
Nevertheless, the High Command of the Seventeenth Army and its commander, General Carl-Heinrich von Stülpnagel, in all likelihood knew about the pogrom strategy of the
Einsatzgruppen and seem to have approved of it. Heydrich mentioned in his “Einsatzbefehl
Nr. 2” of 1 July 1941 that it was based on a suggestion of Army High Command 17, headed
by von Stülpnagel; the document said that Poles in the newly occupied territories could be
expected “on the basis of their experiences, to be anti-Communist and also anti-Jewish.”
Therefore, Poles “need not to be included in the cleansing action [i.e., be executed], especially
as they are of great importance as elements to initiate pogroms and for obtaining information.”68 In fact, the suggestion by von Stülpnagel that is referred to is not known. While it is
sometimes interpreted as a call for pogroms, it may rather have been intended to prevent
the Einsatzgruppen from undertaking large-scale executions among the Polish elite as they
had after the German occupation of Polish territories in 1939.69 Nevertheless, whatever the
original content of “the suggestion” to Heydrich had been, it shows that the command of
the Seventeenth Army were aware of the Einsatzgruppen’s pogrom strategy. The timing of
the suggestion may even indicate that it was in reaction to Heydrich’s letter to the chiefs of
the Einsatzgruppen of 29 June. In contrast to the executions among the Polish elites, von
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Stülpnagel did not try to prevent the Einsatzgruppe from inciting pogroms. It is known also
from other documents that von Stülpnagel shared the view of Jews as pillars of Bolshevism.70
Heydrich sent copies of his letter of 1 July to the commanders of the Einsatzgruppen, to the
High Command of the German Army (Oberkommando des Heeres), and to the three Army
Group Commands.71

Pogroms
Besides Lwów, the pogroms with the largest number of victims were those in Złoczów and
Tarnopol. The murder of several hundred Jews in Zborów belongs in the same context. The
high number of victims in these cities resulted from a killing rampage by the Waffen-SS division “Wiking,” more specifically its regiment “Westland” and some supply units. Wiking was
part of the combat troops and not of the police force and therefore had no assigned task in
the police’s “security” and “cleansing” operations.72 It would be inappropriate to use the term
“pogrom”—understood as an excessive, public, and to a certain degree spontaneous event
with respect to participants and forms of violence—for the executions of the Einsatzgruppen.
But the term does fit well in the cases of violence perpetrated by division Wiking in Złoczów,
Zborów, Tarnopol, and perhaps also other places.
On the morning of 2 July the commander of the Westland regiment, Standartenführer
Hilmar Wäckerle, was killed by a sniper, very likely a Soviet soldier, near the town of Słowita
east of Lwów. This seems to have triggered the rampage. The unit had only crossed the border
on 30 June and had not participated in major combat operations so far. The Wiking division had been newly created in November 1940, and among its men were a large number
of volunteers from the Netherlands, Belgium, and the Scandinavian countries.73 Those from
the Netherlands and Belgium were in the Westland regiment. The death of their commander
seems to have triggered large-scale revenge against the Jewish population.74 On the morning
of 3 July the Chief of the General Staff of the Seventeenth Army complained that since the
day before the SS Wiking had been blocking the traffic on the road from Lwów to Złoczów:
“In the meantime, individual members of the division go hunting Jews.”75 According to a
postwar testimony during the Nuremberg trials, an order had been read to the soldiers that
stated that a Jew had shot Wäckerle and that henceforth they were allowed to shoot at Jews
without warning.76
Złoczów had already been occupied on 1 July by the 9th Tank Division. Several hundred murdered inmates had been found in the town’s prison.77 A Ukrainian committee that
formed that day in the city blamed the Jews for the murders and, according to Marco Carynnyk’s finding, turned to the German authorities for permission to take revenge. On 2 July the
Ukrainian militia posted announcements on the walls of the city stating that all Jews had to
appear on the next morning at 8:00 am in the marketplace and threatening those who did not
appear with death. But already on that day the mistreatment, beating, robbery, and killing of
Jews had begun. The Jews who assembled in the marketplace on the morning of 3 July were
driven to the castle where the NKVD prison had been. Jews who tried to hide were taken out
of their houses, heavily beaten, and also driven to the castle. They were beaten again at the
entrances of the castle and then forced to take the corpses out of the mass graves, wash them,
and put them in lines beside the castle. In all these acts of violence SS men and Ukrainians
alike took part. Many Jews were beaten to death while working at the castle. But the greatest number were probably shot down by the SS with machine guns on the evening of 3 July
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and on 4 July. Women and children were freed on the evening of 3 July after an officer of the
295th Infantry Division intervened on behalf of the town’s German military commander. In
the afternoon of 4 July the killings were finally stopped by the commander of the 295th Infantry Division. This commander, Otto Korfes, had been urged to intervene by his First Staff
Officer Helmuth Groscurth, who displayed more moral sensibility and responsibility than
most of the Wehrmacht officers.78
Parts of SS Wiking were apparently also responsible for another major massacre during
the first days of July that occurred in the town of Zborów. About Zborów the Einsatzgruppen
report of 11 July stated: “. . . 600 Jews liquidated by the Waffen-SS as a retaliation measure
for Soviet atrocities.”79 However, in Zborów itself only one murdered Ukrainian prisoner had
been found buried in the yard of the local police station. According to reports of Jewish survivors 850 men were shot on the second day after the Germans occupied the town.80
On 2 July, Tarnopol was captured by the Ninth Tank Division. On 3 July several hundred murdered inmates were found in the NKVD prison, among them ten German soldiers.81
Some attacks on Jews or their property occurred on the same day, but a major pogrom and
executions started only on 4 July and continued for the next two or three days. Here again,
both Ukrainians and men from SS Wiking played a major role. Jews were brought in large
numbers to the prison, as well as other places in the city, and beaten to death or shot by the
German forces. The excessive character of the pogrom violence is also shown by the fact that
here soldiers, probably from SS Wiking, raped Jewish women.82
It is not very clear what role the Sonderkommando 4b had during this pogrom. The
unit probably arrived in Tarnopol on 4 July.83 The operational reports of the Einsatzgruppen
listed among Sonderkommando 4b’s achievements for Tarnopol 127 executions as well as
“liquidation of 600 Jews in the course of the persecutions of Jews as inspired by the Einsatzkommando.”84 Apparently, neither the SS Wiking men nor local Ukrainian forces needed
much inspiration to attack Jews. On the contrary, the Ukrainian city administration seems
to have deliberately tried to instigate the Germans to “reprisals” against Jews by stressing the
role of Jews in the Soviet atrocities and especially the murder of German soldiers.85
In other places public displays of violence were closely connected with the “cleansing
operations” of the German Security Police. They were usually accomplished with the help of
local administrations and militias who were needed to identify the “communists” and often
also to assemble them. In various places the Jewish population, or a part of it, and usually also
some non-Jewish alleged communists, were gathered on the market place, where beatings and
mistreatment occurred that sometimes resulted in murder. Later a larger or smaller number
from among them would be taken out of town and executed by a German Police unit.86
In contrast to the army in German-occupied territories, where the police forces actively supported and instigated pogroms and the Wehrmacht in many places at least tolerated
them, the Hungarian troops who occupied the southeastern part of Galicia from the beginning of July usually prevented pogroms, at least if they threatened to result in killings. This
applies mostly only to the larger cities in the area87; in smaller localities and in rural areas
the Hungarians apparently did not exert very close control. Here, according to testimonies of
Jewish survivors, several major acts of violence occurred that sometimes took on an exterminatory character. So, for example, in the town of Ottynia violence increased from day to day
until on 6 and 7 July 138 Jews were killed in the town and neighboring villages. The following
day Hungarian troops from Delatyn arrived who stopped the violence. They had been called
in by local Poles who feared to become the next victims.88
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Probably one of the worst acts took place in the region of Niezwisko near Obertyn.
During one night in the first half of July “hooligan groups” of “Ukrainian fascists,” as one
witness for these events, Markus Willbach, calls them, under the leadership of the local doctor Anatol' Jurevych and the local Greek-Catholic priest Gavdunyk, brought together the
Jews—men, women, and children—from Niezwisko and surrounding villages at the banks
of the nearby Dniester river, tied their hands with barbed wire, and threw them into the river
from a ferry at the village of Łuka.89 Willbach relates that the “hooligans” from Niezwisko
during the following days also tried to convince the Ukrainians of Obertyn and other towns
and villages in the region to do or to allow them do the same with the Jews from these localities. But the determined opposition of local Ukrainian priests and other respected persons
prevented similar murderous acts.90
Jabłonica at the Czeremosz river in the mountainous Hutsul region south of Kosów
was another place where an act of murder occurred that may have been intended to exterminate the local Jews. According to testimonies 74 people died there. As in Niezwisko the local
priest may have had a major role in initiating the killing. According to one testimony the
Jews were handcuffed with barbed wire and then thrown from a cliff into the canyon of the
Czeremosz river, where they drowned. According to another one their bodies were thrown
into the river after they had been killed. The pogromists wanted to continue their murderous
work on the following day in the nearby village of Hriniawa, but the local Ukrainian peasants did not allow it. Nevertheless, villagers of Hriniawa later drove out the Jews and took
their property.91 Looting, robbery, and other actions around property were typically connected with pogroms in many places. They may have had a special significance in rural areas
because there villagers could not only rob goods and valuables, but also actually acquire the
houses and land of killed or expelled Jews.
In Jabłonica and its environs the fact that the area had been briefly occupied by Romanian troops probably contributed to the violence. The large-scale pogrom violence in neighboring Northern Bukovina, in which the Romanian army was strongly involved, apparently
encouraged violence on the Galician side of the border even in those regions where no Romanian troops appeared.92
A number of killings also occurred in another part of the region neighboring with
Northern Bukovina, around the cities of Borszczów and Tłuste, though in these cities itself
anti-Jewish violence remained limited. In Borszczów the head of the local Ukrainian administration, Mykhailo Motyl', apparently worked successfully to limit the violence, while
in Tłuste the Greek-Catholic priest Izvols'kyi and other local Ukrainian dignitaries did not
allow it.93 One of the major pogroms in that region took place in the village of Ułaszkowce
on 7 July, shortly after the Soviet retreat. Here the pogrom began during a parish fair after an
inciting sermon by the local priest. The events here are said to have instigated the violence in
other villages.94 However, another report relates that pogroms with many murders started in
villages around Czortków with the occupation of that city by German troops on 6 July, and
this was probably an encouragement for violence in Ułaszkowce, which was located south of
Czortków in the Hungarian zone.95
Another mass murder, this one in the village of Laszkowice in the same region but
north of Czortków and therefore in the German-occupied area, is related by Izak Orensztein.
According to his testimony 60 Jewish families fell victim to this massacre of which he was
an eye-witness: “Ukrainians armed with sickles, axes and knifes threw themselves on to the
Jews and killed them all.”96

474

Kai Struve

A relatively large number of highly violent pogroms seem to have taken place in the
region south of Drohobycz and Borysław. Probably during the third week of July 1941 the
Jewish Committee of Drohobycz compiled a list of incidents of murder in localities in that
region that it sent to the local German Feldkommandantur.97 For the town of Schodnica it
mentioned 240 killed. A large number of killings there is also confirmed in other sources.98
In addition, the Committee’s list reported that in the villages of Majdan and Lastówki all Jews
had been killed and that 50 people had been murdered in Rybnik. The Jewish youth of that
village had been burned alive in a barn. In Nowy Kropiwnik and Stary Kropiwnik 40 had
been killed. In the village of Bystrzyca the family of Leiser Koppel, about 30 people, had been
slain, and the villagers of Dereżyce had driven all the Jews out of their locality.99
It is difficult to assess how widespread such incidents in Eastern Galicia were at this
time. Those mentioned here clearly are not the only ones. But the information on villages
usually is very scarce and insufficient to reconstruct events in a more detailed way.

Conclusion
The spreading phenomenon of anti-Jewish violence in summer 1941 was a symptom of the
fact that the region was a contested space between empires, ideologies, nations, and religions. The different conflicts focused during this short period in a specific way on the Jews.
Jews were humiliated, robbed, beaten, and killed both by locals and by the German invaders
because they were identified with Bolshevism and Soviet rule. This antisemitic stereotype of
Jews as communists was not isolated from other antisemitic prejudices. The view that Jews
had supported the Soviet occupation of the area, had participated in and benefited from the
suppression and persecution of other national groups was a perception that was widespread
among the local population as well as the local nationalist political activists and that was
also shared by the Germans. In fact, the executions of the Einsatzgruppen and other German police units during the first weeks of the war usually were declared to be liquidations
of communist functionaries or supporters or to be reprisals for the Soviet mass murder of
prison inmates. In both categories the vast majority of the executed were male Jews between
15 and 60, considered to be the most dangerous group. Usually, they were taken from the
better-educated strata that were seen as especially pro-communist. On the German side this
perception of Jews was an important element that fueled and justified a further escalation of
the murderous policy against Jews.
The discovery of the murdered prison inmates produced anger and hate that increased the pogrom violence, but it was not its only background, and there seems to be no
doubt that there would still have been violence against Jews from local militias or civilians
if prison inmates had not been murdered. The same applies for actions of the Einsatzgruppen against Jews. The large executions declared as “reprisals” in Lwów and Łuck might
not have happened, but there was a firm belief among the Germans that the Jews were
the “core” of Bolshevism and of Soviet rule, so mass executions as a means of liquidating
“communists” were a task assigned to the Einsatzgruppen before there was any knowledge
about the Soviet atrocities. Bogdan Musial argues that the Soviet atrocities contributed
significantly to the radicalization of the German persecution of the Jews and the brutalization of German warfare.100 However, it seems to be quite clear that the radicalization
was hardly a consequence of Soviet crimes, but rather of the identification of “Bolshevists”
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and “Jews.” That is the reason why the war against the Soviet Union also became a war of
annihilation against the Jews.
Another highly controversial issue is what caused the rise of hostility toward Jews in
the period of Soviet occupation 1939-1941. Was it truly the result of a pro-Soviet attitude
among the Jews or more of antisemitic stereotypes among the gentile population? Findings for some parts of “Western Belarus” seem to suggest that Jews, at least after the initial
months of the Soviet occupation, did not really have a disproportionate share in most segments of the Soviet administration.101 Jewish religious, political, economic, and cultural life
was suppressed or forcefully transformed according to Soviet ideology, and not to a lesser
degree than that of the other communities in the area. The widespread perception among the
Christian population of broad Jewish collaboration and “treason” seems to have been, as the
rituals of punishment analyzed above suggest, rather the result of the fact that the Soviet regime actually brought equality to Jews as individuals, albeit under the condition of a general
lack of individual rights that characterized the Soviet citizen. Before the Soviet occupation
Jews, though officially equal citizens, had faced many discriminatory practices. Under the
Soviets, many of these practices were abolished, antisemitism became a punishable crime,
and positions in public service became open to Jews that earlier had been denied to them.
Many Jews, especially from the younger generation, took opportunities that arose when the
Soviets removed the former, mostly Polish elites whom they mistrusted. So even a percentage of Jews in state offices proportional to their percentage in the general population meant
a considerable shift, and could appear to the Christian population as an undue improvement
of the social position of the Jews. The pogroms were rituals that were intended to reverse this
unacceptable change, show the Jews their subordinate social position, and punish them for
the transgression of its limits during the time of Soviet rule.
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