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Sixty years after its conclusion, World War II still fi lls the world’s memory. Massive ’s memory. Massive ’
demonstrations in China last winter recalled Japanese atrocities during the war, while 
just over a month ago the world marked the sixtieth anniversary of the nuclear bombing 

of Hiroshima and Nagasaki. Monuments and museums continue to be erected to commemo-
rate the Holocaust. And fi lms on the war, as the recent success of Downfall demonstrates, 
continue to attract viewers. Some of the things that happened during World War II seem to 
us to be unforgettable. 

My essay is about the eff ect of the war on the collective memory of Ukrainians outside of 
Ukraine, primarily in North America, but to some extent also in England and Australia.1 Much 
of my story will have features in common with other East Central European diasporas, with the 
Lithuanian diaspora perhaps being typologically closest to the Ukrainian.2 I will deal with the 
Galician Ukrainians, who diff er from other Ukrainians in historical experience and, as a result, 
in outlook, behavior, and even religion—Galicians are Greek Catholic, while most of the rest of 
the Ukrainians are Orthodox. 

While much of Ukraine fell into the Russian orbit in 1654, the Galicians, except for brief 
periods of occupation during World War I, did not encounter Russians on their territory until 
the outbreak of World War II, when the Red Army took Galicia from Poland. It was at that time, 
too, that Galicians fi rst experienced Soviet rule, except for a fl eeting episode during the Polish-
Soviet war. Most of Ukraine had become sovietized in 1918–20 and had experienced the purges 
and famine of the 1930s. While most of Ukraine had been in the Russian and Soviet sphere, 
Galicia was in the Polish and Austrian sphere. It was the fi rst Ukrainian territory absorbed by 
Poland, already in the 1380s. When Poland was partitioned in 1772, the Habsburgs acquired 
it and held on to it until their monarchy fell apart in 1918. Th ereaft er, following a bitter war 
with the Poles, Galicia was incorporated into the Second Polish Republic. Th is diff erent history 

Austrian History YearbookAustrian History Yearbook 37 (2006): 17– 37 (2006): 17–31 © Center for Austrian Studies, University of Minnesota Center for Austrian Studies, University of Minnesota



JOHN-PAUL HIMKA18

shaped a distinctive national outlook in Galicia. Galician Ukrainians absorbed the national 
politics that infused so much of the political energy in old Austria. Th e Polish-Ukrainian con-
fl ict borrowed much in style and substance from the Czech-German confl ict. While Ukrainians 
in the Russian Empire developed a certain openness to Russian language and culture, the Gali-
cians developed an exclusivist, either/or identity, Ukrainian not Polish, Ukrainian not Russian. 
In the interwar era, this same Central European environment exposed the Galician Ukrainians 
to the extreme nationalism and fascism that was prevalent in much of continental Europe, 
particularly during the Great Depression. Th e main body of the Ukrainians, of course, were 
isolated from these infl uences, immersed instead in the teachings and practices of Lenin and 
Stalin. Th e environmental appeal of radical nationalism to the Galician Ukrainians was over-
determined by their failure to establish a Ukrainian state aft er World War I; this left  them, and 
their intelligentsia in particular, highly frustrated. In the 1930s, Germany seemed to be their 
only hope: Hitler wanted to redraw the map of Europe produced by the Paris Peace Conference, 
and his foreign policy was unmistakably anti-Polish and anti-Russian. 

Although I have to explain some European developments as background, my real interest 
here is what has happened in the last twenty years or so in the Galician Ukrainian diaspora in 
North America. Th e term diaspora has become academically loaded in recent years, and not all 
ethnic groups are seen to qualify as such. Th e sociologist Vic Satzewich has made a convincing 
case that the Ukrainians do indeed constitute a diaspora,3 although this is not so important for 
what I have to say; my own usage of the term Ukrainian diaspora is particular. I make a large 
temporal distinction in the history of Ukrainians outside Ukraine between the Ukrainian post-
war emigration and the Ukrainian diaspora. By the postwar emigration I mean the Ukrainians 
who left  their homeland at the end of World War II. Th ese emigrants were intensely politicized, 
devoted heart and soul to the Ukrainian cause as they understood it. Th ey revitalized or, more 
oft en, built and maintained a huge network of institutions in their new countries: youth groups, 
parishes, political parties, newspapers, Saturday schools, veteran associations, scholarly societ-
ies, credit unions, resorts, encyclopedia projects, museums and archives, radio programs, sports 
and hobby clubs, and more. Th eir leaders were about forty years old when they arrived in North 
America in the late 1940s, and they began to yield to a new, North American-born generation in 
the 1970s and 1980s. It is these latter whom I mean when I speak about the Ukrainian diaspora, 
the children and grandchildren of the original postwar emigrants. It was they, incidentally, who 
fi rst began to refer to themselves by the term diaspora. Th e diaspora period, from the 1980s to 
the present, witnessed the decline of Ukrainian-language communication and of the Ukrainian 
institutions set up earlier, but also some revitalization as a result of the appearance of an inde-
pendent Ukrainian state in 1991. Above all, the diaspora period has been marked by collective 
memory projects, mostly linked one way or another with the legacy of World War II.

Let me sketch in broad terms what transpired in Ukrainian Galicia during the war. Th e 
war began there on 17 September 1939, when the Red Army invaded eastern Poland. Th e fi rst 
order of business for the Soviets in Galicia was to dismantle the former Polish regime. Th is 
took the form of mass arrests, deportations, and murders, primarily of Poles. Th e Soviets also 
took measures to Ukrainianize the infrastructure. For example, instruction at the university 
in L’viv/Lwów/L’vov switched from Polish to Ukrainian, and it was renamed to honor a Ukrai-
nian poet instead of a Polish king. Galicia and the other Ukrainian-inhabited territories of the 
former Poland were annexed to the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic. Th e Soviet version of 
Ukrainianization, however, had no tolerance for Ukrainian nationalism of the Galician type, 
and once the Poles were subdued, the Soviets began to arrest suspect Ukrainians. By June 1941, 
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when Hitler turned on his former ally and invaded the Soviet Union, Galicia’s prisons were full 
of Ukrainian nationalists. Caught by surprise by the German attack and the rapidity of its prog-
ress, unable to evacuate the thousands of political prisoners in custody, and unwilling to leave 
the nationalists for utilization by the Germans, the Soviets murdered almost all of them. 

When the Germans entered L’viv at the end of June, they opened the prisons and exposed 
the Soviet atrocities to public view. Th ey also orchestrated, with the help of Ukrainian national-
ist militias, murderous pogroms against the Jews, killing thousands of them on the pretext that 
Jewish Bolsheviks were the perpetrators of the prison massacres. Simultaneously, one wing of 
the Ukrainian nationalists, the one led by Stepan Bandera, seized the opportunity of the collapse 
of Soviet power to proclaim Ukrainian independence. Th e Germans, however, were unwilling 
to allow a Ukrainian state, not even on the order of a Croatia or Slovakia. Th ey arrested Bandera 
and his close associates, who spent most of the rest of the war in concentration camps. Other 
Ukrainian nationalists were able to achieve some kind of modus vivendi with the Germans. 
German policy was erratic. Some Nazis were more favorably inclined to the Ukrainians, such as 
Alfred Rosenberg and the Wehrmacht. Others were extremely hostile, including Hitler himself 
and the Gestapo. And Nazi policy also evolved over time, becoming more conciliatory to the 
local population as the front closed in during 1943–44. 

Galicia was incorporated into the Generalgouvernement, that is, the Reich administrative 
unit composed of former Polish territories, and General Governor Hans Frank gave preferred 
treatment to the Ukrainians as a counterweight to the Poles. Ukrainians occupied posts in 
the local administration, they had more opportunities for education than the Poles, and they 
enjoyed a freer periodical press. Th e Bandera nationalists were in open opposition to the Ger-
mans from July 1941 and began limited armed resistance in Galicia in the spring of 1943. Th ey 
did, however, consider the Germans to be the lesser evil than the Soviets and thus occasionally 
were able to cooperate with them. Th e nationalists led by Andrii Melnyk were more adept at 
working with the Germans, and in the spring of 1943, when the Bandera wing launched an 
independent Ukrainian Insurgent Army, they instead won a concession from the Germans to 
establish a Ukrainian volunteer unit as part of the Waff en-SS. Tens of thousands of Galician 
Ukrainians volunteered for Division Galizien to fi ght against the Red Army. Th e division was 
shattered at the battle of Brody in July 1944, which opened the way for the Soviet reconquest of 
Galicia, but was soon reconstituted. As Soviet power returned, many Ukrainian nationalists fol-
lowed the German army west. Th ose who remained behind took part in the massive anti-Soviet 
insurgency led by the Ukrainian Insurgent Army. In the course of suppressing the insurrection, 
the Soviets arrested, exiled, or executed about 300,000 Galician Ukrainians, of a total popula-
tion of about 3.5 million.4

One more aspect of the course of the war in Galicia is important to know about—the murder of 
the Jewish population. Aft er the pogroms in the summer of 1941, the Germans proceeded to the sys-
tematic murder of Galicia’s Jews, killing over 400,000 of a prewar population of about 530,000. Most 
of them were dead by the summer of 1943, either as a result of mass shooting actions or deportation 
to the death camp at Belzec.5 As other gentile populations in occupied Europe, the Galician Ukrai-
nians can be categorized into bystanders, perpetrators, and rescuers. Th e vast majority, of course, 
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were bystanders. Generally, Jews remember them as hostile bystanders. Th is is what appears in Jew-
ish memoirs and in Jewish scholarship, and I think that it is not far off  the mark. Although many 
Ukrainians were horrifi ed by what the Germans did to the Jews, this did not prevent them from 
participating in the aryanization of Jewish small businesses or accepting formerly Jewish apartments 
and houses or, for that matter, volunteering for a Waff en-SS division. As throughout occupied East-
ern Europe, there was no lack of people ready to report hiding Jews to the German authorities. Some 
Galician Ukrainians were perpetrators, that is, they participated directly in the murder of the Jews. 
Ukrainian militiamen associated with the nationalists as well as other Ukrainians killed Jews during 
the pogroms of 1941. Th e Ukrainian Auxiliary Police that the Germans set up helped in the more 
systematic murder that followed. When Fritz Katzmann submitted his fi nal report in June 1943 on 
“Th e Solution of the Jewish Question in Galicia,” he specifi cally acknowledged the assistance of the 
Ukrainian Police.6 Ukrainian nationalists, especially the Bandera nationalists, deliberately infi ltrated 
the Ukrainian Police in order to acquire weapons and training. Ukrainian policemen in Galicia were 
used for rounding up Jews either for deportation or for execution on the spot, but they were not 
oft en involved in the shootings themselves. Galician Ukrainians, particularly former POWs draft ed 
into the Red Army before the German invasion, also ended up in Nazi service in labor camps, con-
centration camps, and death camps. Some Ukrainian writers and intellectuals produced anti-Semitic 
propaganda during the Holocaust, including some who later were prominent in the emigration. 
Finally, there were also Ukrainians in Galicia who hid Jews, as diffi  cult and risky as this was to do 
in such a hostile environment. Obviously, there were not enough of these rescuers, since about 80 
percent of Galicia’s Jews perished. Th e most celebrated rescuer was the head of the Greek Catholic 
church, Metropolitan Andrei Sheptytsky.7

Even this capsule account of what transpired in Galicia during the war should give an idea 
of how traumatic the birth of the postwar Ukrainian emigration was. It is diffi  cult to say how 
many Galician Ukrainians ended up in displaced persons camps, POW camps, and elsewhere 
in non-Communist Europe right aft er the war. A report to US military intelligence from 1950 
estimated that, at war’s end, there were about 3.5 million displaced Ukrainians in Europe.8
Th ey came from all over Ukrainian territory. Th e majority were Ostarbeiter—forced labor-
ers transported from Ukraine to the Reich to work in factories and on farms. Others were 
POWs, either Red Army soldiers in German captivity or soldiers of the Division Galizien 
in Allied captivity in Rimini. Still others were those who followed the German army out in 
order to avoid repression by the Soviets. Most of the Ukrainians from the old, pre-1939 Soviet 
Ukraine were repatriated back to the Soviet Union. Galicians, as citizens of Poland before 
1939, were allowed to remain in the West. Some chose to return, especially Ostarbeiter from Ostarbeiter from Ostarbeiter
the laboring classes, but many decided to stay abroad. Altogether in the late 1940s and 1950s 
about 80,000–100,000 Ukrainians moved from Europe to the United States, 30,000–37,500 
to Canada, 20,000 to Great Britain, and another 20,000 to Australia and New Zealand.9 It is 
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impossible to say how many of these Ukrainian emigrants were Galicians, but I would guess 
that they constituted over 80 percent of the total. 

Th e postwar emigration of Ukrainians to England and Australia was the fi rst wave of Ukrai-
nian emigrants to these countries. Th ey started there from scratch. In North America there were 
pre-existing Ukrainian communities, the majority of whom had emigrated from the Habsburg 
monarchy before World War I. Th ese were mainly Galicians, although in the United States the 
emigration also included Rusyns from northeastern Hungary and in Canada Ukrainians from 
Austrian Bukovina. Again, it is diffi  cult to say how many there were. Perhaps 350,000 Ukraini-
ans emigrated to the United States before World War I and another 15,000 before World War 
II; the respective fi gures for Canada are perhaps 100,000 and 70,000.10 But how many of these 
remained within Ukrainian community and parish structures by 1945 is impossible to say. 

Although the old immigrants and the newcomers (novoprybuli they were called in Ukrai-
nian) came mainly from Galicia, there were great diff erences between them and they did not 
always get along. Th e pre–World War I immigration had been composed overwhelmingly of 
peasants, who tended to be farmers in Canada and miners and industrial workers in the United 
States. Th e post–World War II immigration had a much higher proportion of educated people. 
Some of them looked down on the old immigrants as bumpkins. Many of the children of the old 
immigrants had assimilated to North American culture. Th e new immigrants proudly refused. 
Th e new immigrants had fresher contact with Ukrainian culture in the homeland and also a 
better knowledge of its higher aspects. Th e old immigration was politically divided, but there 
was a strong left -wing, even communist current among them, especially in Canada. Th e new 
immigration was staunchly anticommunist and far on the right politically. Th ere were some-
times fi ghts between the youth of old immigrant left ists and the nationalist new immigrants, 
while older activists denounced each other to the authorities as communists or fascists.11 With 
the progress of the Cold War, the number of Ukrainian socialists and communists in North 
America dwindled, and many of them simply drift ed out of Ukrainian life altogether. Before 
long, perhaps by the 1960s, the new immigrants and their children became hegemonic in the 
Ukrainian community, and they assimilated the remnants of the old immigrants to their world-
view. Th at worldview, of course, was also modifi ed by the North American experience.

One of the points of diff erence between the old and new immigrants was their understand-
ing of World War II. Th e old immigrants had fought in the American and Canadian armed 
forces and had cheered the Allied victory. Th ose who had spent the war in Galicia looked at 
it rather diff erently. Few were happy with the concrete results of the Allied victory in their 
homeland, since it meant Soviet rule. Quite a few had one way or another been involved with 
the Germans, in the press, local administration, or military. Some of the old immigrants were 
puzzled to see pictures of division members in German uniforms and helmets. Th e new immi-
grants tried to explain what happened to the older immigrants as well as to North Americans 
in general and worked out a narrative that was to become widespread in the Ukrainian com-
munity. Th ey emphasized all the anti-German aspects of their wartime experience. Although 
few of the immigrants had themselves participated in it, they touted the Ukrainian Insurgent 
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Army, known as UPA from its Ukrainian abbreviation, as freedom fi ghters who fought both 
the Germans and Soviets simultaneously. Th ey did not discuss how much more intense the 
anti-Soviet resistance was; nor were they forthcoming about the occasional moments of reach-
ing an understanding with the Wehrmacht. Th ey did not mention that the UPA received its 
baptism of fi re in and owed its initial growth to a massive attack against the Polish population 
of Volhynia, slaughtering tens of thousands of Polish civilians.12 Th ey explained that Ukrainians 
joined the Waff en-SS division because Germany was clearly losing the war at the time of its 
formation in the spring of 1943, and Ukrainians wanted to use the division to form the basis of 
an independent Ukrainian army that would defend the land against Soviet invaders. Th e divi-
sion had insisted that it could only be used on the Eastern front. Far from being pro-German, 
the members of the division were merely using the Germans in order to establish an indepen-
dent Ukrainian state. Th ese were patriots and could not be called collaborators. I think this is 
a fair summary of the understanding of the war inherited by the Ukrainian diaspora. I should 
add that the view was reinforced by the selective publication of documents by the postwar 
emigrants. For example, in 1960, one of the most authoritative Ukrainian publishing houses in 
the United States, Prolog, put out a collection of documents on the 1941 massacre of prisoners 
by the Soviets. Th e documents are edited so as to omit all the pro-German and anti-Semitic 
passages that were so rife in the originals.13 I should also add that until the Soviet and Polish 
archives were opened in the late 1980s, it was not possible to verify or falsify independently the 
Galician nationalist narrative. Th is left  the diaspora wide open to attack when outsiders began 
to question the narrative and condemn the Galician Ukrainian record during World War II.

Th e fi rst awakening of the diaspora’s sensitivity to allegations about what Ukrainians did in 
World War II came when NBC aired the television series Holocaust in April 1978. Th is power-Holocaust in April 1978. Th is power-Holocaust
ful series was watched by over 120 million Americans.14 In it, Ukrainians were mentioned as 
complicit in the Nazi murder of the Jews. Ukrainian Americans and Canadians who watched 
this series, as I did, were shocked and off ended by the offh  and manner in which Ukrainians 
were identifi ed as perpetrators of the Holocaust. It seemed utterly outlandish to us at the time.

But the issue that really proved to be the crucible for the formation of Ukrainian-diaspora 
memory projects was the trial and tribulations of the Cleveland auto worker John Demjanjuk. 
Demjanjuk was fi rst publicly identifi ed as a war criminal by a Ukrainian-American communist 
sympathizer, Michael Hanusiak, in 1975. Two years later, the United States Immigration and 
Nationalization Service charged Demjanjuk with lying on his immigration application. Th e US 
government believed that he was formerly a notorious camp guard at Treblinka known as “Ivan 
the Terrible.” He was tried in Cleveland in 1981, by which time his case became a matter of 
intense interest in the Ukrainian diaspora. He was stripped of his citizenship, and in 1986, he 
was deported to stand trial in Israel. An Israeli court found him guilty of war crimes and crimes 
against humanity and sentenced him to death. An appeal to the Israeli Supreme Court over-
turned his conviction fi ve years later. In 1993, Demjanjuk was returned to the United States, and 
in 1998, his citizenship was restored, but at present there are proceedings to deprive him of his 
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US citizenship once more. It is a case, then, that has stretched over the whole history of what I 
consider to be the diaspora proper.15 In the course of it were formulated many of the strategies 
and arguments that were to characterize the diaspora. Th is is because the Demjanjuk case did 
not remain a private ordeal for John Demjanjuk and his family. It was taken up as their own by 
many Ukrainians, who protested at the Cleveland courthouse or wrote or read about it in the 
Ukrainian-North American press, particularly Th e Ukrainian Weekly. Th e accusations against 
Demjanjuk were perceived to be a slander against the nation as a whole. At present in Canada 
another Ukrainian, Wasyl Odynsky, has been accused of atrocities committed as a guard at a 
forced labor camp and is threatened with the revocation of his citizenship. Many in the Ukrai-
nian Canadian community are also rallying to his cause. 

In 1985, Canada created the Deschênes Commission to investigate the presence of alleged 
war criminals in the country. Simon Wiesenthal and the Simon Wiesenthal Center in Canada 
stated in the national media that the commission should look into the SS Division Galizien, 
which Wiesenthal said “ran death camps in Eastern Europe.”16 Ukrainians felt the need to set the 
record straight. One of the most measured and eff ective responses was a hastily edited book on 
Ukrainians during World War II put together by the Canadian Institute of Ukrainian Studies at 
the University of Alberta.17 In it, the Ukrainian narrative was both synthesized and elaborated. 

Th e most remarkable episode in the public association of Ukrainians with war crimes came 
from Australia. A novel appeared there in 1994 under the title Th e Hand Th at Signed the Paper
and won one of Australia’s most prestigious literary prizes, the Miles Franklin Award. It also 
won several other prizes. Th e novel tells two stories, one of a young Australian woman of Ukrai-
nian ancestry whose uncle is being charged with war crimes and the other of the uncle himself, 
told in fl ashbacks. Th e uncle in his youth had helped the Nazis murder Jews. He did this with 
enthusiasm. Nonetheless, the portrayal of this character is sympathetic. He is shown as an 
earthy, elemental force, lusting for women and drink as well as blood. He hates Jews because of 
what Jewish communists had done to him and his family in the 1930s. Th e author signed herself 
Helen Demidenko, and when accepting awards she sometimes wore an embroidered Ukrainian 
blouse or treated the audience to some Ukrainian folk dancing. Apparently, Australians felt they 
were getting an inside view into the mindset of their Ukrainian neighbors. But it turned out that 
this inside view was instead a lurid fantasy—in August 1995, Helen Demidenko confessed that 
she was not of Ukrainian ancestry at all, that both her parents were English immigrants, and 
that her real name was Helen Darville.18

At around the same time, a diff erent issue had more of an impact on the Ukrainians in North 
America. On 23 October 1994, the CBS television program 60 Minutes aired an episode entitled 60 Minutes aired an episode entitled 60 Minutes
“Th e Ugly Face of Freedom.” It was intended as an exposé of anti-Semitism in Ukraine today, mainly 
in the Galician capital L’viv. But it oft en made reference to wartime events. Th e following passage, a 
dialogue between co-host Morley Shafer and Simon Wiesenthal, conveys the fl avor of the episode:
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pendent Television Commission: Th e 14th SS Division Galizien and War Crimes in Nizna Boca, Slovakia. October 
1944,”1944,”1944,  October 2001.

22Randy Boswell, “Did Ukrainians Who Fought with the SS End up in Canada,”Did Ukrainians Who Fought with the SS End up in Canada,”Did Ukrainians Who Fought with the SS End up in Canada, Edmonton Journal, 17 August 2005.

Shafer: Th ousands of Ukrainians joined the SS and marched off  to fi ght for Nazism. In the process, 
they helped round up Lvov’s Jews, helped march more than 140,000 of them to extinction’s Jews, helped march more than 140,000 of them to extinction’ —virtually 
every Jew in Lvov. Among those who watched in horror was a young man who was to become the 
world’s number one Nazi hunter’s number one Nazi hunter’ —Simon Wiesenthal. Now living in Vienna, he remembers that even 
before the Germans arrived, Ukrainian police went on a three-day killing spree.
Wiesenthal: And in this three days in Lvov alone, between 5 and 6 thousand Jews were killed.
Shafer: I get the impression from people that the actions of the Ukrainians, if anything, were worse 
than the Germans.
Wiesenthal: About the civilians, I cannot say this. About the Ukrainian police—Yes!
Shafer: Many of the Ukrainian men of Lvov who marched off  as members of the SS never returned—
killed fi ghting for Hitler. But last summer, a good number of the survivors, veterans of the SS Galicia 
Division, did return for a reunion laid on by the Lvov City Council. Ukrainian SS veterans now living 
in Canada, the United States, and Ukraine.19

“Th e Ugly Face of Freedom” provoked a huge outcry from Ukrainians in North America. Th e 
president of the Ukrainian Congress Committee of America wrote to CBS: “During World War 
II both the Ukrainian Police and the Ukrainian Division represented desperate attempts by the 
Ukrainian people to rise up against the Soviet oppressors—the predominantly Russian per-
petrators who retreated across Ukraine by decimating entire villages, leaving a legacy of fresh 
graves fi lled with tortured victims without regard to ethnicity, gender or age.”20

Many of the division veterans ended up in Great Britain, where from time to time they 
make the news. Julian Hendy produced and directed a television documentary about them 
called SS in Britain that was shown fi rst in Toronto in September 1999 and not long thereaft er 
in the United Kingdom. Th e fi lm, which was well researched, argued that certain military and 
police units that had committed crimes against humanity were later incorporated into the 
division and that certain smaller formations within the division had massacred Polish and 
Slovak villagers.21 In August 2005, documents on the acceptance of division members into 
Britain were declassifi ed and made public. Th e Daily Express published an article by Mike 
Ridley called “Nazi Killers in Our Midst” (6 August 2005). It opened as follows: “Th ey were 
guilty of horrifi c war crimes yet, as we reveal, soldiers from the barbaric Galizien Division of 
the SS were allowed to enter Britain virtually unchecked. Th ey formed Hitler’s most feared 
fi ghting machine and were responsible for some of the worst atrocities of the Second World 
War.” Th e story spread also to the Canadian press, because one of the newly released docu-
ments said that the Home Offi  ce was “still hoping to get rid of the less desirable POWs either 
to Germany or Canada.”22

Of course, all these and other allegations concerning Galician Ukrainian conduct during 
World War II loomed larger in Ukrainian-diaspora consciousness than they did in the main-
stream society. I am sure that few non-Ukrainians who remember the 1978 Holocaust series can Holocaust series can Holocaust
recall how it portrayed Ukrainians, but fewer Ukrainian viewers have forgotten. Many feel that 
they as a group have been consistently smeared for decades.
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23Tzvetan Todorov, “Th e Lunchbox and the Bomb,”Th e Lunchbox and the Bomb,”Th e Lunchbox and the Bomb, IWM Newsletter (Summer 2003): 81.
24Sharfman, “Th e Quest for Justice,”Th e Quest for Justice,”Th e Quest for Justice,  69.
25Directed by Slavko Nowytski.
26Pohl, Nationalsozialistische Judenverfolgung in Ostgalizien, 120–21. Truman Anderson, “Germans, Ukrainians and 

Jews: Ethnic Politics in Heeresgebiet Süd, June–December 1941,”December 1941,”December 1941, War in History 7, no. 3 (July 2000): 340. LWar in History 7, no. 3 (July 2000): 340. LWar in History ’ 7, no. 3 (July 2000): 340. L’ 7, no. 3 (July 2000): 340. Lvovianyn, 

It is certainly impossible here, and probably impossible in principle, to sort out the veracity 
of the various accusations leveled against Ukrainians, but a few clarifi cations can be made. From 
my own examination of the record, I would say that some of the specifi c charges are probable 
and others at least uncertain; some are patently untrue, such as the allegation that the division 
ran death camps. Th e generalizations are almost always problematic. Th ey sometimes essential-
ize Ukrainians, painting all of them as anti-Semites; they sometimes are one-sided, remember-
ing the perpetrators and hostile bystanders but forgetting more well disposed bystanders and 
the rescuers; and they sometimes simply exaggerate for the sake of a sensational story. Also, 
one of the primary reasons that so many accusations against Ukrainians have surfaced in the 
fi rst place is that the Jewish counterparts of the Ukrainian diaspora have been involved in their 
own collective memory projects—the past quarter of a century has been a period of heightened 
interest in the Holocaust—and that Jewish memory is oft en angry and accusatory. Understand-
ably so, I venture to think. And the rancor has not just been directed against Ukrainians, but 
also against Germans, Poles, Lithuanians, and the Catholic Church, to mention just the primary 
recipients. Th is is the fallout still with us from a great evil.

In what remains of this discussion I would like to focus on two aspects of the Ukrainian-
diaspora response to these negative depictions of what their parents and grandparents did 
during the war: fi rst, the articulation of an elaborate narrative of victimization, and second, the 
emergence—or perhaps re-emergence—of an antipathy toward Jews.

Tzvetan Todorov has observed: “While no one wants to be a victim, many people nowadays 
want to have been a victim: they aspire to victim status.”23 Th e Ukrainian diaspora is part of this 
general trend. But it also has its particular motive to position itself as victim: to refute perpetra-
tor status. It tries to create an image of Ukrainians as a people to whom evil things were done, 
not the doer of evil. More to the point, it attempts to fashion a tale of victimization even larger 
than the Holocaust, the central event of World War II around which accusations against them 
have been formulated. A woman protesting before the Cleveland courthouse where John Dem-
janjuk was being tried in 1981 held a sign that read: “Whole Ukrainian history is Holocaust.”24

Th e diaspora has been at pains to show how much Ukrainians suff ered during World War II. 
Th e Ukrainian Canadian Research and Documentation Center, a Toronto-based organization of 
prominent scholars and community activists, released a documentary in 2003 entitled Between 
Hitler and Stalin: Ukraine in World War II—Th e Untold Story.25 Th e tenor of the fi lm is encapsu-
lated by the opening words of Edgar Snow intoned by the narrator: “Th e whole titanic struggle 
was fi rst of all a Ukrainian war. No single European country suff ered deeper wounds to its cities, 
its industry, its farm land, and its humanity.” Ukrainian suff ering was indeed great during the 
war. What the fi lm fails to impart to viewers, however, was that this suff ering was diff erential. 
During the opening phase of the war, in 1939–41, the ethnic group on Ukrainian territory that 
was most persecuted was the Poles, as they were being dislodged by the new Soviet authorities 
from the dominant position they had held in Western Ukraine. During the Nazi occupation, 
of course, priorities shift ed to the Jews and the Roma. Th e Germans killed many prisoners of 
war through malnutrition, but a few hundred thousand of Ukrainian nationality were released 
on parole to contribute to the war economy.26 POWs who were Russian by nationality were not 
eligible for parole. Th e diff erentiation was not only ethnic, but also regional. Th e Ukrainians in 
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“Zvil’nennia ukrains’kykh polonenykh”kykh polonenykh”kykh polonenykh  [Th e release of Ukrainian POWs], Krakivs’ki visti, 2 October 1941. Karel C. 
Berkhoff , Harvest of Despair: Life and Death in Ukraine under Nazi Rule (Cambridge, MA, 2003), 90, 92–93, 105–7.

27Berkhoff , Harvest of Despair, chapter 7.
28See also John-Paul Himka, “War Criminality: A Blank Spot in the Collective Memory of the Ukrainian Diaspora,”War Criminality: A Blank Spot in the Collective Memory of the Ukrainian Diaspora,”War Criminality: A Blank Spot in the Collective Memory of the Ukrainian Diaspora,

Spaces of Identity 5, no. 1 (April 2005), http://www.univie.ac.at/spacesofi dentity/_Vol_5_1/HTML/Himka.html.Spaces of Identity 5, no. 1 (April 2005), http://www.univie.ac.at/spacesofi dentity/_Vol_5_1/HTML/Himka.html.Spaces of Identity
29Th e Ukrainian Weekly, 13 February 1983, cited in Johan Öhman, “Images of Totalitarianism in Ukraine,”Images of Totalitarianism in Ukraine,”Images of Totalitarianism in Ukraine,  paper 

presented at the International Conference “Soviet Totalitarianism in Ukraine: History and Legacy,”Soviet Totalitarianism in Ukraine: History and Legacy,”Soviet Totalitarianism in Ukraine: History and Legacy,  organized by the 
Ukrainian Research Institute, Harvard University, State Archives Committee of Ukraine, Th e Krytyka Institute, Kiev, 
2–6 September 2005; Robert Conquest, Th e Harvest of Sorrow: Soviet Collectivization and the Terror-Famine (Edmon-
ton, 1986); Harvest of Despair (1984), directed by Slavko Nowytski. Th e Commission on the Ukraine Famine was Harvest of Despair (1984), directed by Slavko Nowytski. Th e Commission on the Ukraine Famine was Harvest of Despair
headed by the late James Mace from 1986 to 1990.

30See, for example, Aleksei Babenyshev [Maksudov], Poteri naseleniia SSSR [Population losses of the USSR] (Ben-
son, 1989).

31“In analyzing the events of 1939–41 in Western Ukraine, three points are most important. First, because Western 
Ukrainians had to deal with not one but two alien totalitarian invaders during World War II, they were forced to make 
choices that other peoples did not have to confront. Second, based on very recent and painful experiences—the Soviet 
crushing of attempts to establish Ukrainian independence in 1917–20, the famine of 1933, the purges of the 1930s, and 
especially the occupation of 1939–41—Ukrainians had good reason to view the Soviets as their primary enemy and, 
aft er the German defeat at Stalingrad in 1943, as the greatest threat they would face in the future. Th ird, when many 
Western Ukrainians chose to side with the Germans to fi ght against the Soviets, they acted in what they perceived 
to be their best interests, as have other nations in similar circumstances.”to be their best interests, as have other nations in similar circumstances.”to be their best interests, as have other nations in similar circumstances.  Orest Subtelny, “Th e Soviet Occupation of 
Western Ukraine, 1939–41: An Overview,”41: An Overview,”41: An Overview,  in Ukraine during World War II, ed. Boshyk, 12Ukraine during World War II, ed. Boshyk, 12Ukraine during World War II –13.

the Reichscommissariat Ukraine were treated far more brutally than Ukrainians in the Distrikt 
Galizien, which perhaps accounts for why to this day most of Ukraine identifi es with the Red 
Army rather than SS Galizien or even UPA. Th e Germans deliberately starved Kiev and other 
large cities in Central and Eastern Ukraine,27 but no such policy was applied against L’viv. So 
when the Galician Ukrainian diaspora uses the suff ering of Ukrainians from other regions to 
counterbalance charges against the Galician Ukrainians’ war record, it is a case of sleight of 
hand, however unconsciously performed.

Th e centerpiece of the victimization narrative, however, is not the war itself, but the Soviet 
Ukrainian famine of 1932–33 in which millions perished.28 Coincident with the Ukrainian 
community’s response to the Demjanjuk case and related issues, the fi ft ieth anniversary of the 
famine was observed with unprecedented eff orts to bring to public attention what Th e Ukrainian 
Weekly called “unquestionably one of the greatest holocausts of this century.” Aside from solemn Weekly called “unquestionably one of the greatest holocausts of this century.” Aside from solemn Weekly
marches and vigils throughout North America, the community was able to sponsor a major book 
on the famine written by the well known Sovietologist Robert Conquest, produce a documentary 
fi lm on the famine that was televised on William F. Buckley’s Firing Line, and even eff ect the 
establishment of a congressional Commission on the Ukraine Famine.29 Diaspora representa-
tions of the famine usually claim that it took seven million victims, sometimes ten million; these 
fi gures are intended to make the point that more Ukrainians died in the famine than Jews in 
the Holocaust. (Scholars know that the numbers for these kind of demographic catastrophes are 
almost impossible to ascertain, and specialized studies of the famine put the number of victims 
more at 3.5–4.5 million.)30 In recent years, the diaspora has been lobbying, sometimes success-
fully, to have state legislatures proclaim that the famine was a genocide. Again, though, it is 
important to realize that the most ardent promoters of the memory of the Ukrainian famine are 
the members of the Galician Ukrainian diaspora and that the famine did not aff ect Galicia at all, 
which was under Polish, not Soviet, rule in 1932–33. Th e famine is employed as an argument for 
why it made sense for Galician Ukrainians to work with the Germans against the Soviets,31 but 
in the part of Ukraine where the famine actually occurred, no one attempted to establish military 
collaboration with the Germans, and sentiment in fact weighed in favor of the Red Army. Th e 
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32See also Georgii Kas’ianov, “Razrytaia mogila: Golod 1932–1933 godov v ukrainskoi istoriografi i, politike i 
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consciousness], Ab Imperio [From empire] 3 (2004): 1–31; and David Marples, “Stalin’Stalin’Stalins Emergent Crime: Popular ’s Emergent Crime: Popular ’
and Academic Debates on the Ukrainian Famine of 1932–33,”33,”33, Journal of Ukrainian Studies 29, nos. 1–2 (2004): 
295–309.

33Lubomyr Luciuk, In Fear of the Barbed Wire Fence: Canada’s First National Internment Operations and the Ukrai-’s First National Internment Operations and the Ukrai-’
nian Canadians, 1914–1920 (n.p., 2001). Frances Swyripa, “Th e Politics of Redress: Th e Contemporary Ukrainian-
Canadian Campaign,”Canadian Campaign,”Canadian Campaign,  in Enemies Within: Italian and Other Internees in Canada and Abroad, ed. Franca Iacovetta, 
Roberto Perin, and Angelo Principe (Toronto, 2000), 355–78. Marples, “Stalin’Stalin’Stalins Emergent Crime,’s Emergent Crime,’ ”s Emergent Crime,”s Emergent Crime,  303. Luciuk, “Wasyl 
Odynsky a Victim of Modern-Day Witch-Hunt,”Odynsky a Victim of Modern-Day Witch-Hunt,”Odynsky a Victim of Modern-Day Witch-Hunt, Th e Ukrainian WeeklyTh e Ukrainian WeeklyTh e U , 25 March 2001. “Ukrainian Canadians call for 
Inquiry on Soviet and Communist War Criminals in Canada,”Inquiry on Soviet and Communist War Criminals in Canada,”Inquiry on Soviet and Communist War Criminals in Canada,  Ukrainian Canadian Civil Liberties Association Media 
Release, 9 July 2002; Kirk Makin, “Debate over War Crimes Gets Heated: Ukrainian, Jewish Groups Disagree over 
Whom Canada Should Prosecute,”Whom Canada Should Prosecute,”Whom Canada Should Prosecute, Th e Globe and Mail (Toronto), 25 April 2005; Luciuk, Th e Globe and Mail (Toronto), 25 April 2005; Luciuk, Th e Globe and Mail “Museum Must Include All 
Victims,”Victims,”Victims,  letter to the editor, Winnipeg Free Press, 15 April 2003; Luciuk, “Museum Must Recall All Who Were Killed,”Museum Must Recall All Who Were Killed,”Museum Must Recall All Who Were Killed,
Th e Ukrainian Weekly, 16 April 2000.

34Th e NKVD itself calculated that 97 percent of the victims were Poles. Oleh Romaniv and Inna Fedushchak, 
Zakhidnoukrains’ka trahediia 1941 [Th e west Ukrainian tragedy of 1941] (L’ [Th e west Ukrainian tragedy of 1941] (L’ [Th e west Ukrainian tragedy of 1941] (Lviv, 2002), 335.

35Sharfman, “Th e Quest for Justice,”Th e Quest for Justice,”Th e Quest for Justice,  73; Satzewich, Th e Ukrainian Diaspora, 173–74.

view that the famine justifi ed the establishment of SS Galizien is only held in the diaspora and 
in contemporary Galicia, not in the famine-aff ected part of Ukraine.32

Th e assimilation of victimhood by the diaspora does not end with the Eastern Ukrainians. 
Th e children of post–World War II Galician immigrants, notably Lubomyr Luciuk, have been 
in the forefront of a successful campaign to have the Canadian government make restitution 
for the internment of 5,000–6,000 Ukrainians with Austrian citizenship during World War 
I. Luciuk has also been active in publicizing the famine, in defending Ukrainians whom he 
believes have been falsely accused of war crimes, in demanding that Soviet and communist
war criminals in Canada be brought to justice, and in opposing the erection of museums 
specifi cally devoted to the Holocaust in Canada and Ukraine.33 Th e fi lm Between Hitler and 
Stalin makes a point of mentioning that not just Jews but Ukrainians as well perished in 
Auschwitz and Babyn (Babi) Yar, but it does not mention that there were many Poles who 
died in the prison massacres of 1941, or that there were Russians and Jews as well as Ukrai-
nians in the mass graves at Vinnytsia that were exhumed in 1943. At one point in the fi lm, 
it even shows a picture labeled “Katyn” without informing viewers that this was a massacre 
that aff ected Poles almost exclusively.34 Th e victimization complex of the diaspora sometimes 
seems to be verging on a mania.

Th e other disquieting tendency that appeared in the diaspora as a result of the memory 
confl ict over World War II is a generalizing, essentializing antagonism to Jews, some of which 
certainly can be labeled as anti-Semitism. In the 1980s, diaspora resentment over these issues 
was as much directed against the Soviets as against Jewish organizations, and sometimes 
diaspora representatives argued that it was the Soviets who deliberately stirred up trouble 
between Jews and Ukrainians to prevent them from forming an anti-Soviet alliance.35 But in 
1991, when the USSR collapsed, the Jews were left  to be perceived as the primary culprit in 
the blackening of the Ukrainians’ wartime image. A prominent Ukrainian activist, Bohdan 
Vitvitsky, avers that the current antagonism of Ukrainians to Jews is not due to any previous 
tradition of anti-Semitism, but simply a natural reaction to how Jews have slandered Ukrai-
nians in recent years: “What, then, is the context in which in the last decade some discussion 
about the role that individual Jews played in the fi rst decades of the Soviet regime has arisen? 
It has arisen exclusively as a defensive refl ex to the repeated attacks, intensifi ed over the last 
two and a half decades, by some Jewish writers and spokespersons against Ukrainians and 
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against the eff orts by some in the Jewish community to portray Ukrainians as morally infe-
rior, as supposedly ‘historically,’ ‘traditionally’ or ‘genetically’ anti-Semitic.”36

I am not so sure. I have found much evidence that individuals involved in wartime anti-
Semitic propaganda later took leadership positions in the emigration, although there has 
been no research establishing a genetic link between this earlier anti-Semitism and current 
anti-Jewish attitudes in the diaspora.37 Certainly the motif of Jews as the perpetrators of Soviet 
atrocities in Ukraine is common to both. It is not unusual for the historical legacy of anti-Jewish 
stereotypes to resurface in precisely the context of accusations about the Holocaust. Aft er Jan T. 
Gross wrote his book Neighbors, about the Polish inhabitants of Jedwabne murdering the Jewish 
inhabitants, no less a personage than Lech Wałęsa dismissed Gross as “a Jew who tries to make 
money.”38 Th is type of reaction emerges because, as Tony Judt wrote, “for Eastern Europeans the 
past is not just another country but a positive archipelago of vulnerable historical territories to 
be preserved from attacks and distortions perpetrated by the occupants of a neighboring island 
of memory.”39 Th e memories themselves in these memory confl icts incorporate the old tropes 
of ethnic and religious hatreds, and it is ever tempting to redeploy them. But this, of course, is 
the vortex of a vicious circle. 

To provide some indication of the current mood of the North American diaspora, I will 
attempt to classify and estimate the infl uence of various attitudes toward Jews and Jewish-
Ukrainian relations. 

On the most anti-Semitic side of the scale is a Web site called “Ukrainian Archive” run 
by Lubomyr Prytulak out of Vancouver (http://www.ukar.org). Th is is a site that not only 
blames Jews for Soviet crimes, but also takes up broader anti-Semitic issues such as Jewish 
ritual slaughter, Jewish infl uence in the media, and Holocaust denial. It provides links to other 
anti-Semitic Web sites. Th e Canadian Jewish Congress has asked the government to close it 
down under Canadian laws that ban hate literature. Th is seems to be a site representative of an 
extremist fringe in the community that has also been pursuing its agenda by writing letters to 
the Ukrainian and non-Ukrainian press.

More mainstream and not overtly anti-Semitic is an electronic newsletter called E-Poshta
founded in 2000 by Myroslava Oleksiuk-Baker of Toronto. In the “Invitation to join E-
Poshta,” she indicates that a primary purpose of the newsletter is to defend older Ukrainians 
like John Demjanjuk against deportation and to defend the reputation of Division Gali-
zien. Along with announcements about community events, the newsletter also organizes 
letter-writing campaigns to support its causes, including the defense of Wasyl Odynsky.40

Reporting of these issues is highly selective, and the newsletter has been an easy target for 
infi ltration by the more extremist elements in the community described above. It recently 
(25 August 2005) came to the defense of “Ukrainian Archive” against the Canadian Jew-
ish Congress’s attempt to have it shut down; it publishes material submitted by Prytulak and 
another Holocaust-denier, Will Zuzak, but nothing too transparent. It does not print criticism 
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of diaspora anti-Semitism.41 As a convenient source of information on community events and 
developments in the diaspora and Ukraine, it is probably read by many who are not aware of its 
underlying biases. It thus contributes to a climate in which anti-Jewish sentiments are fostered.

Th e most widely read print periodical in the diaspora is Th e Ukrainian Weekly, published 
currently in Parsippany, New Jersey and edited by Roma Hadzewycz. Th e tone on Jewish issues 
is set here by Myron Kuropas and Bohdan Vitvitsky. Although these two divide on US politics, 
Kuropas being a Republican and Vitvitsky a Democrat, they agree on the matter of Jewish-
Ukrainian relations. Both feel that the real problem is not Ukrainian anti-Semitism but Jewish 
Ukrainophobia. Moreover, both of them identify Jews with Soviet crimes against humanity. A 
few samples follow, but more could be adduced.

Kuropas: Ukrainian antagonism toward Jews during World War II cannot be dismissed simply as 
“traditional Ukrainian anti-Semitism”traditional Ukrainian anti-Semitism”traditional Ukrainian anti-Semitism  as some Jewish Americans and Israelis have a wont to do.…
Historian Arthur Adams suggests that Jews were the prime on-the-ground engineers of Ukraine’s 
1932–1933 famine.42

Vitvitsky: Th e war by the Soviet regime against the Ukrainian population, including the Holodomor 
[i.e., the famine of 1932–33] and the various terror strikes, was waged principally, though certainly 
not exclusively, between the late 1920s and late 1930s. Th at is precisely when there was a very large 
number of Jews in the police, the pseudo-judicial and the pseudo-prosecutorial organs of the Soviet 
state in Ukraine.… What is more, Leon Trotsky, one of the two founding fathers of the Soviet state, 
one of the two most criminal states in the 20th century, was Jewish. As was one of Stalin’one of the two most criminal states in the 20th century, was Jewish. As was one of Stalin’one of the two most criminal states in the 20th century, was Jewish. As was one of Stalins two closest ’s two closest ’
henchmen during the bloody 1930s, Lazar Kaganovich. As were a disproportionate number of those 
who built and ran the Soviet concentration camp system. We’re not talking about perimeter guards at 
some camp, we’re talking about the people who created and managed this evil system.

Th e Ukrainian Weekly allows some room for the criticism of such views, but they are the ones Th e Ukrainian Weekly allows some room for the criticism of such views, but they are the ones Th e Ukrainian Weekly
that dominate the paper.43

Krytyka (Critique) is a Ukrainian-language periodical modeled aft er Th e New York Review of 
Books. It comes out in Kiev, but the editor-in-chief is from the diaspora—George G. Grabowicz, 
professor of Slavic literature at Harvard University. It is read by the Ukrainophone intellectual 
elite in both Ukraine and the diaspora, which are also the provenance of its contributors. Kry-
tyka does not publish anti-Jewish material. It has instead published criticisms of anti-Semitism 
in Ukraine, by both Ukrainian and diaspora authors, and of anti-Semitism in the diaspora.44
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Th e Internet news service Brama (http://www.brama.com), edited by Max Pyziur and Hanya 
Krill of New York, also does not run anti-Jewish articles and has published criticism of anti-
Semitism in the diaspora.45 It also takes a liberal position on American domestic politics. Brama 
has a wide readership, particularly among the young and educated.Th e situation at present is in 
fl ux. Right now the diaspora establishment, as represented by Th e Ukrainian Weekly, is rather 
antagonistically disposed to Jews. But both anti-Semites and critical liberals are trying to make 
gains outside the print media, on the Internet.

*     *     *

How does one lighten the heavy burden of memory? Tony Judt has recommended the practice 
of history: “Unlike memory, which confi rms and reinforces itself, history contributes to the 
disenchantment of the world. Most of what it has to off er is discomforting, even disruptive.… 
But history does need to be learned—and periodically relearned.”46 Th is has been our purpose 
here—to disenchant, to disrupt memory, to facilitate relearning.

Let us recapitulate where has our investigation has taken us. Th e postwar emigration from 
Galicia had experienced both Soviet and Nazi rule. Th ey had been unequivocally anti-Soviet 
during the war, but their relations with the Germans were more ambivalent. Some had served in 
the German civilian administration, others had enlisted in a German division, and some individ-
uals had even directly participated in the destruction of the Jews. In North America they played 
down their connections with the Germans and emphasized their nationalism and anticommu-
nism. Th e latter served them well in preserving their worldview relatively intact during the Cold 
War. Th ey did not have to undertake a public reckoning with their past and instead passed on 
to their descendents a carefully edited version of their recent history. Th ey concentrated their 
eff orts on building institutions to foster the continuation of Ukrainian culture in the diaspora, 
since they believed that the Soviets were destroying it through Russifi cation in the homeland.

Th eir children and grandchildren took as their legacy not only these institutions, but also the 
memory, the narrative. Th ey were ill prepared for the accusations that arose at the end of the 
1970s that Ukrainians had collaborated with the Nazis in the mass murder of the Jews. Th is was 
a period when the Jewish community in North America, and particularly the younger genera-
tion born in Canada and the United States, began to explore their own heritage, and especially 
the Holocaust. Jewish memory confronted Ukrainian memory, and the Ukrainians went on the 
defensive. Taking their accusers as a model, the Ukrainian diaspora constructed its own narra-
tive of victimization to compete with the Jewish narrative. Th e Ukrainian narrative portrayed 
communism as just as bad, if not worse, than Nazism, referred to Ukrainian tragedies also as 
holocausts, and claimed at least a million more victims than the Jews. Th e famine of 1932–33, 
although it had nothing to do with Galicia, was the principal moment in this epic of suff ering, 
but many other events were incorporated into it. Th e emphasis on Ukrainians as victims was 
intended to counter the image of them as perpetrators. Although this narrative only had limited 
success outside the Ukrainian community, it became pervasive within it.
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At the same time, some community spokespersons retaliated against the Jews, claiming 
that they were the perpetrators, that they had collaborated in Soviet crimes against humanity they were the perpetrators, that they had collaborated in Soviet crimes against humanity they
during the Stalin era  , in particular, that they had been heavily involved in implementing the 
genocidal famine of 1932–33 and that they were now slandering Ukrainians unjustly. While 
some individuals in the Ukrainian diaspora became full-fl edged anti-Semites, others, uncom-
fortable with the anti-Jewish polemics, began to reconsider the direction taken by the diaspora 
and some of its leadership.

As sociologist Vic Satzewich has noted, the cultivation of a sense of victimization, including 
a sense of victimization by Jews, serves a useful purpose: “Th e famine and war crimes issues 
bridge most political and ideological divisions in the community, and so mobilization around 
them is part of the process of ethnic community-building. Mobilization around these events 
also builds a bridge between members of the diaspora who are dispersed through a number of 
countries of settlement.”47 Th us, the victimization and anti-Jewish narratives, which developed 
as responses to the accusations about Ukrainian behavior during the war, began to take on a 
life of their own as rallying points for Ukrainians. Th e cult of victimization in particular has 
become a hardy behavioral pattern, and the nursing of injuries a cultural refl ex. 

Yet these currently ascendant phenomena, particularly the confrontation with the Jews, are 
beginning to come under challenge. Th e context for rethinking these behavioral strategies is a 
weakening identifi cation with the Ukrainian diaspora on the part of the younger generation, as 
well as the decline of community resources. Questions are being raised. Is the best expenditure 
of the community’s intellectual and infrastructural capital the elaboration of an ever more rami-
fi ed victimization narrative and contestation with the Jews? Does not the pose of victim prevent 
a more accurate understanding of the past, one that can serve to dissolve the isolation of idio-
syncratic memory? Does not the polemic against the Jews just fuel and confi rm the stereotype 
of anti-Semitic Ukrainians? Are these strategies, in other words, counterproductive? Questions 
like these may fi nally prove eff ective in dispersing the shadow of World War II.
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