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    Introduction


    Seventy-five years ago, on July 2, 1941, Romanian troops and the allied German Eleventh Army launched offensive combat operations on the southern front against the USSR (Operation München), crossing from Romania into Northern Bukovina and Bessarabia.[1] On July 3, 1941, Romanian troops reached the village of Ciudei close to the Romanian-Soviet border. Moses Eisig, a young Jewish man from Ciudei, ran away in time. He first hid with a local peasant who told him—invoking the propaganda stereotype of Judeo-Bolshevism—that the Romanians were “mad at the Jews” because the Jews were all Communists and had blown up a bridge—when in fact the Soviets had destroyed it during their retreat a few days earlier. Moses then fled into the woods. There he “heard such a tremendously loud echo that the whole woods trembled. That’s when they shot all our people. … We thought they were shooting men, but not women and children like that.”[2] Sneaking back into the village a few days later, he found it deserted and destroyed, and Jewish property looted by villagers.[3] As he recounted, “The windows were gone! The doors were gone! The bricks were missing. And you couldn’t see a dog, or a cat. No people! Nothing!” Survivors later detailed what had happened. The Romanian troops, with the help of locals,[4] had herded some of the village’s Jews together and summarily shot them all: “[Not] everyone had the luck to get a bullet in the heart or in the head. My father and my brothers and sister had to watch their own children dying. And the children had to watch how their parents died.” Other Jews were slain by villagers and peasants who joined in the massacre. Around 500 Jews were killed in Ciudei in early July 1941.[5]


    Seventy-five years ago, at the end of July 1941, in the small town of Zhabokrych in Romanian-controlled Transnistria in today’s southwestern Ukraine, German and Romanian military units drove approximately 600 Jews, among them many women and children, into cellars and shot them.[6] A little girl, Manya, survived the mass shooting:


    In July 1941, the German army entered the town, followed by the Romanian army. The Jews were ordered to gather in five cellars where the Romanian soldiers proceeded to shoot them. Manya lost consciousness. When she awoke, she saw that her mother had been killed. Her father had survived. Manya and her father hid in the cellar until nightfall. They then escaped to the forest but after a week, starving and cold, they returned. A few days later, they were herded into the town ghetto, where they lived under grueling conditions in one apartment with several other families. One day, the police ordered both adults and children back to the cellars to remove the bodies of those killed in the massacre. The bodies were in a terrible state of decomposition, and the horrified prisoners were forced to bury them in a mass grave. Manya identified her mother’s body by the red boots she had been wearing. She and her father managed to bury her in a grave near their house.[7]


    Today, Zhabokrych is a nondescript, rundown village on the Ukrainian periphery. The brick synagogue still exists, but it was closed long ago and is used for other purposes. The modest Holocaust memorial in Zhabokrych is pictured on the cover of this volume.[8]


    These are the stories of two survivors of the Holocaust perpetrated by Romanians or in Romanian-controlled territories during the Second World War. From the summer of 1941 onward, Romania pursued at its own initiative the mass killing of Jews in the territories it controlled. By the end of June 1941, approximately 13,000 Jews were killed in the Romanian city of Iași and in the death trains from that city. When the Romanian army invaded the Soviet Union on the southern front at the beginning of July 1941, thousands of Jews were exterminated in Northern Bukovina and Bessarabia by Romanian troops and local people.[9] This first wave of violence with up to 43,500 victims was followed in autumn 1941 by large-scale deportations of Jews from Southern and Northern Bukovina as well as Bessarabia to camps and ghettos in Transnistria. Many perished on the deportation marches, many more in the following years in the camps and ghettos. Tens of thousands of Jews were massacred by Romanian units in and around Odessa. Overall, more than 300,000 Jews of Romanian and of Soviet or Ukrainian origin were murdered in Romanian-controlled territories during the Second World War.


    This volume sheds light on the events, the contexts, and the aftermath of this under-researched and lesser-known chapter of the Holocaust. The fact that Romania was “Germany’s major ally on the eastern front after 1941 [and] the only other state to generate an autonomous policy of the direct mass murder of Jews” is little known.[10] Seventy-five years after these events, this book gives much-needed impetus to research on the Holocaust perpetrated by Romanians and in Romanian-controlled territories.


    The idea to publish this volume about Romania and the Holocaust was born at the one-day symposium “The Holocaust in Romania—Revisiting Research and Public Discourse” on October 29, 2015, at Yad Vashem in Jerusalem. The symposium showed that considerable progress has been made in recent years in researching the Holocaust perpetrated by Romania. It has been positively noted that young historians, also Romanians, are now doing research on Romania and the Holocaust. Different organizations, research groups, and individuals are working on specific aspects of Romania and the Holocaust. Also, Romania is currently (2016–17) holding the presidency of the International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance (IHRA), which is another positive step.


    At the same time, however, the event in Jerusalem once more revealed that much work is still to be done. Under the Communist regimes, recognition of the Holocaust was all but impossible. The Shoah indeed was a taboo for almost 50 years, and Romania was no exception. In fact, having been a close ally of Nazi Germany and having implemented the mass murder of Jews autonomously, Romania felt an even more acute urge to draw a veil of silence over its inglorious past. The breakup of the Soviet bloc and the end of the Ceaușescu regime did not lead to a comprehensive reassessment of Romanian history or a broad evidence- and research-based critical reevaluation of Romania’s role in the Second World War and the Holocaust. The fascist ghosts of the past, and especially questions concerning collaboration with Nazi Germany and the Holocaust perpetrated by Romania, remained untouched. Fascism was presented as an alien, German concept and Romania as a victim, innocent of any wrongdoing or crime.[11] The so-called revisionist school is still relatively influential in Romania. It minimizes and trivializes Romanian crimes during the Second World War in general and Romania’s responsibility for the Holocaust in Northern Bukovina, Bessarabia, and Transnistria in particular.[12]


    But there is also a vast gap between scholarly research and public knowledge about the Holocaust in Romania. Not even a third of the respondents in a poll commissioned by the Elie Wiesel Institute in Bucharest in 2015 believe that the Holocaust also happened in Romania.[13] Among the meager 28 percent who admit that the Holocaust also took place in Romania, 69 percent see Germany as the main culprit of the Holocaust in their country. Only a tiny minority among Romanians is therefore prepared to acknowledge the historical fact of who the main perpetrators were in the killing of more than 300,000 Jews of Romanian and of Soviet or Ukrainian origin in Romanian-controlled territories during the Second World War: the Romanians themselves.


    The German historian Armin Heinen claimed in 2007 that the Romanian historiography of the Holocaust had reached approximately the state of research in Germany in the mid-1960s.[14] Methodologically, many Romanian studies on the Holocaust have indeed been and remain descriptive and positivistic.[15] They do not take into account the state of international research on the Holocaust in general and do not work with specific research questions and theses. The research controversies about the nature of the Nazi dictatorship in general and the Holocaust in particular that Ian Kershaw so aptly summarized already in 1985, or later debates, for example, between Daniel Jonah Goldhagen and Christopher Browning, or the discussion surrounding the publications of Timothy Snyder seem to have had only a marginal, if any, impact on Romanian researchers and on research about Romania and the Holocaust.[16] International research on the Holocaust in Romanian-controlled territories remains relatively scarce to this day too. Little is published on the topic in English-language scholarly journals. There is also a lack of coordination between different groups and scholars dealing with the topic; and new findings and research results should be better and more rapidly communicated within the scholarly community and to a broader public, as well as be made available in Romania, Ukraine, and the Republic of Moldova.


    But there has been some progress. Radu Ioanid’s The Holocaust in Romania, published in 2000, and the Final Report of the International Commission on the Holocaust in Romania, published in English in 2005, are crucial synoptic works and important starting points for further research.[17] These publications have helped to break the “recurring cycle of official denial.”[18] They have been complemented in the last few years by new studies, for example, by Jean Ancel and Vladimir Solonari.[19] Certain topics such as the Iași massacres, with over 13,000 victims at the end of June 1941, as well as the camps and ghettos in Transnistria have at last received the scholarly attention they deserve.[20]


    This volume presents new research on Romania and the Holocaust. All the contributions assembled here are original texts that have not been published before. Mariana Hausleitner exposes the myth that the Jews were responsible for the “national disgrace” in the summer of 1940 when Romania had to retreat from Northern Bukovina and Bessarabia due to the Soviet ultimatum. There were some abuses of fleeing Romanians also by young Jews, but they are neither quantitatively nor qualitatively comparable to the murder of Jews by the Romanian military and the bloody pogroms in Dorohoi and Galaţi in the summer of 1940. In fact, the alleged Jewish-Communist gangs in Czernowitz and elsewhere, which neatly fitted the “thesis” of Judeo-Bolshevism, were an invention of the Romanian propaganda machine to create a scapegoat and justify violence against the Jewish population.


    In his contribution, Henry Eaton meticulously analyzes the Iași pogrom at the end of June 1941. More than 13,000 Jews were killed in this pogrom and in the death trains. Eaton disentangles the web of lies, falsified statements, and half-truths that were “created” to cement the idea that Romania was not responsible for the Holocaust in Romanian-controlled territories during the Second World War in general and the Iași pogrom in particular.


    Alti Rodal’s article is an outstanding example of a micro-study of localized eliminationist violence.[21] She looks at the massacre of Jews in the village of Borivtsi in Northern Bukovina that was planned and organized by the Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists (OUN). It is micro-studies like these that are needed to better understand the contexts, the dynamics, and the perpetrators of the mass murders of Jews in many villages and small towns throughout Northern Bukovina and Bessarabia.


    What happened in the summer of 1941 in Northern Bukovina and Bessarabia were by no means isolated and unique events, as Kai Struve shows in his reconstruction of the anti-Jewish violence in about thirty cities and small towns as well as in a number of villages during July 1941 in eastern Galicia. He makes the distinction between three main contexts of the violence: the retrieval of murdered prison inmates, punishments and executions by OUN-B (group led by Stepan Bandera) insurgents, and the violent excesses of units of the Waffen-SS. Struve compares eastern Galicia with other Eastern European regions and argues that deadly violence against Jews from the side of the local population emanated mostly from insurgent groups whose aim was to remove or punish alleged supporters of Soviet rule and to establish their own nation-states. Witold Mędykowski complements Struve’s contribution by looking at the same events in the summer of 1941 from another point of view and against a different theoretical background.


    Sarah Rosen and Gali Tibon take a closer look at the ghettos in Transnistria. They are interested in the complex relations between different Jewish groups within the ghettos, on the one hand, and between the Jewish ghetto population and the Romanian authorities and the local Ukrainian population, on the other. Rosen concentrates on the Djurin ghetto and bases her research mainly on the diary of Lipman Kunstadt. Tibon discusses the Jewish opposition to the established Jewish leadership in the ghettos of the Mogilev district in Transnistria. Diana Dumitru looks at how Holocaust crimes in Romanian-controlled territories were reviewed after Stalin’s death in 1953. Even if some of the reviews showed that there were inconsistencies and even legal faults in the previous investigations, in the overwhelming majority of cases, the Soviet prosecutors had little or no reason at all to assume that convicted criminals were in fact innocent. Tuvia Friling was one of the co-vice chairs of the International Commission on the Holocaust in Romania and one of the editors of its Final Report. He gives, for the first time, a personal insight into the inner workings of and the conflicts within the Commission and discusses its main conclusions and recommendations.


    Michael Shafir dissects the public discourse in Romania. He distinguishes between the official versus unofficial memory of the Holocaust and its remembrance, and shows that there is indeed an official and an unofficial narrative. The unofficial narrative is still surprisingly widespread and influential in Romania and extends deep into the political mainstream. To conclude, I give a short overview of ten insights to be gained from research into the Holocaust perpetrated by Romanians and in Romanian-occupied areas. What we can learn from the history of Romania and the Holocaust matters because it complements, sharpens, and broadens our understanding of the origins and the background, the contexts, the perpetrators, collaborators and bystanders, the victims, and the aftermath of the Holocaust.


    While Romania remains a laggard with regard to dealing with the past, there have been—as I underlined earlier—some positive developments, also in comparison with other Eastern European countries, some of which have regressed in recent years when it comes to confronting their role as allies or collaborators of Nazi Germany in the Second World War and in the Holocaust. International research and pressure, increased and broader education in schools and universities, the educational efforts of civil society and state institutions, as well as Romania’s presidency of the IHRA are factors that can, in the medium and long term, undermine the widespread attitude of wanting-not-to-know.


    Pierre Nora has rightly emphasized that “there must be a will to remember.”[22] Remembrance and the will to deal with one’s past should not be imposed primarily from the outside and from above. But researchers, Romanian and international, can and should more forcefully contribute to change by exposing again and again the historical facts, as we reconstruct them on the basis of the available sources, even though—or especially because—they are everything but pleasant. This volume is a small contribution to that effort seventy-five years after the Holocaust in the east was unleashed.
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    Mariana Hausleitner


    Jewish-Communist Gangs in Czernowitz?

    The Origin and Impact of a Constructed Enemy Stereotype[1]


    On the dissemination of

    the enemy stereotype of “Jewish gangs”


    The image of Jewish-Communist gangs was omnipresent in northeastern Romania in the summer of 1940 and was time and again revived even decades later. When Romania was forced to retreat from Northern Bukovina and Bessarabia following the Soviet ultimatum, the Romanian press was full of reports of attacks. The high-circulation Bucharest newspaper Universul, for example, repeatedly published articles about armed Jewish gangs allegedly attacking soldiers and officers.[2] The Jewish writer Emil Dorian immediately understood that a scapegoat was wanted to be blamed for the chaotic retreat of the Romanian army and administration. On June 30, 1940, he noted in his diary that he doubted if the Jews had attacked the retreating armed Romanian soldiers by throwing stones at them.[3] The president of the Bucharest Jewish community, Wilhelm Filderman, cast doubts on reports that the mostly Jewish-owned shops in the center of Czernowitz were plundered by Jews. He assumed that the plunderers were rather Ukrainians or Communists.[4]


    The eyewitness Fritz Schellhorn who was the German consul in Czernowitz confidentially reported to the legation in Bucharest that the tense situation was mainly due to the catastrophic organization and implementation of the withdrawal. The withdrawing units were overrun by the quick arrival of the first Soviet forces. But Schellhorn also sent reports about “Jewish gangs” making trouble in the towns of the Bukovina. According to the German consul, they plundered shops and attacked men and women. Some Romanian units shot on Jews, for example, in Ciudei where they were said to be waiting along the road with red flags to greet the Soviets only to have realized too late that the troops were in fact retreating Romanians.[5]


    Due to censorship, the Romanian press reported little about the chaos of the retreat. Only insiders got to know that a great many soldiers had deserted in these days.[6] Nothing at all was published about the attacks of Soviet advance troops on Romanian units in order not to complicate the negotiating position of the Romanian general in Odessa. Until October 1940, a Soviet-Romanian commission held meetings in Odessa. While the Soviet negotiators were mainly concerned about the return of locomotives the Romanians had confiscated, the Romanians wanted to ensure the departure of as many compatriots as possible.


    Even though the Soviet Union was barely criticized publicly, the Romanian leader Ion Antonescu claimed that the Romanian people were thinking day and night of fighting the Soviets and were yearning for revenge. That is how he justified vis-à-vis Hitler on June 12, 1941, the readiness of his army to join the German attack against the Soviet Union.[7] Immediately after the beginning of the war, Romanian military units often reported about the defense of so-called Communist spies who were allegedly supported by the Jewish population. The massacre in Iaşi at the end of June 1941, with 14,850 victims, was presented as an attempt of insurrection by Communist Jews.[8] In October 1941, Antonescu justified the deportation of all Jews from Bessarabia and Northern Bukovina on account of their allegedly disloyal behavior in 1940. When Wilhelm Filderman protested, Antonescu, his former school colleague, answered as follows: “What did you do last year when you heard how the Jews in Bessarabia and in the Bukovina behaved who pulled of the badges of rank of our officers, who teared apart the soldiers’ uniforms, who killed soldiers by beating them up?”[9] This letter was published in several newspapers.


    In the following, I analyze the role of Jewish Communists in the Bukovina during the days of the Soviet ultimatum. The enemy stereotype of Judeo-Communists appeared much later in Romania than in Germany where the Communists were already an important political factor in 1933. In Romania, the Communist Party was banned in 1924. Very few people supported the Communists in view of the drastic punishment for doing so. Furthermore, the population consisted overwhelmingly of peasants for whom the Soviet model with collective ownership of land was not attractive.


    In Romania, the disenfranchisement of the Jews was mainly justified because of the high percentage of Jews in leading economic and social positions in the country. Only when the propaganda began to declare that the separation of the two eastern provinces was the wish of the Jews did the stereotype of Judeo-Communism become more important. Because of the Soviet occupation in 1940, tens of thousands of Romanians had to flee the eastern provinces. They linked their distress with the Jews. The despair of having lost their homes was expressed in feelings of revenge against the Jews.


    This enemy stereotype of the Communist Jews was revived in 1990 when politicians from different parties wanted to rehabilitate Ion Antonescu. In the 1990s many pamphlets and booklets were published in which the stereotype of Jewish gangs was mentioned.


    I will also analyze this kind of information about the activities of Communist Jews in 1940 in Northern Bukovina. As Northern Bukovina is a much smaller territory than Bessarabia with only a handful of towns, the analysis of existing information is easier. Furthermore, the most important activities were concentrated in the provincial capital Czernowitz. Most persons branded in contemporary documents as masterminds can therefore be identified easily on the basis of other documents. Finally, there are other useful contemporary witness accounts in Northern Bukovina.[10]


    The most important sources for this contribution are those of the Romanian historian Vitalie Văratic who intensively researched the events in Northern Bukovina in the summer of 1940 and published a 555-page volume with 160 documents in 2001. Most of these documents were published by members of the Romanian army and security forces,[11] many containing the stereotype of “terror gangs.” The author presents these documents as realistic appraisals of the events during the retreat of the Romanian army. For me, these documents were useful to gain an overview of the enemy stereotype of Jewish Communists.


    Further evidence can be found in the reports of the aforementioned German consul in Czernowitz, which have not been analyzed so far and which can be checked in the Political Archive of the Auswärtige Amt (Foreign Offcie) in Berlin. I also consulted the memoirs of Jewish and German contemporaries. Furthermore, the Romanian side often refers to a pamphlet written in March 1941 by Pepe Georgescu, a Romanian actor who had fled Czernowitz.[12]


    The transition from one regime to another is difficult to examine because of the lack of independent and neutral sources. Representatives of the losing side create their own myths, while winners create their legitimizing stories. In an open society, one can gain important insights through analysis of the media of that time. The Bukovina indeed had a very diverse press landscape until 1938. But the authoritarian governments in Romania since December 1937 established harsh censorship of the press. No hints at the preparation of a possible Soviet aggression could be published, as the government wanted to prevent a mass flight. Even on the day of the invasion of the Red Army, the last edition of the Czernowitzer Morgenblatt contained not a single article on the impending regime change.[13]


    By piecing together the different contemporary testimonies, I first reconstructed the events in the Bukovina after the Soviet ultimatum. I then discuss the direct impact of the anti-Semitic agitation on the Jews in Romania after the evacuation of the two eastern provinces. At the same time, I sketch the reasons why some young Jews in Romania saw a bright future in the Soviet system and emigrated to the east. Finally, I analyze who in Romania revived the stereotype of Jewish gangs after 1990 and how historians dealt with it.


    Events in Czernowitz immediately

    before and during the Red Army invasion


    After the conclusion of the German-Soviet Non-Aggression Pact on August 23, 1939, Romanian politicians reckoned that the Soviet Union might again lay claim to Bessarabia.[14] The occupation of eastern Poland and the breakup of the Baltic states proved the expansionist nature of the Soviet Union. But in contrast to Finland, the Romanian army was not prepared for a defensive war.[15] The foreign minister noted in his diary on November 12, 1939, that the defense of the borders contested by Russia, Hungary, and Bulgaria was simply impossible.[16] In May 1940, the minister of defense ordered his staff to prepare plans for the army to retreat from Bessarabia. With regard to the Bukovina for which the Soviet Union voiced no claims until 1940, no plans for a worst-case scenario were drawn up.


    But this worst-case scenario materialized the day after the capitulation of the French army when most German troops were still engaged in the west. On June 23, 1940, Soviet foreign minister Molotov told the German ambassador in Moscow that the Soviet government would ask Romania to retreat from Bessarabia and the Bukovina. As only Bessarabia was mentioned in the secret Additional Protocol, Ribbentrop answered that the Soviet claim on the Bukovina was something new. The Bukovina was, Ribbentrop remarked, a former Austrian Crown Land and densely populated by Germans.[17] The density of German population was exaggerated because the Romanian census had established the following nationalities’ percentages in 1930: 44.5 percent Romanians, 29.1 percent Ukrainians, 10.8 percent Jews, and only 8.9 percent Germans; the rest being made up of smaller groups.[18] Molotov claimed that the Ukrainians were the biggest ethnic group in the Bukovina, which was only true for the part north of Czernowitz. In the afternoon of June 26, he reduced the Soviet claim to this part and Bessarabia.


    The Romanian envoy to Moscow, Gheorghe Davidescu, received the ultimatum on June 26 at 22:00. Due to technical problems, he was able to transmit it to Bucharest only the next morning. However, he did not send the map showing the territories the Soviet Union demanded from Romania.[19] The German envoy recommended to the Romanian foreign minister to accept the Soviet ultimatum. The Romanian chief of staff saw no possibility of defending three borders at the same time as Hungary and Bulgaria had also amassed troops. The Crown Council held two sessions on June 27, in which only a minority voted for a confrontational approach. On June 27, the Romanian government accepted evacuation. Its request for a prolongation of the deadline was ignored by Molotov.[20]


    In the morning of June 27, defensive lines were reinforced in the Bukovina. Based on the decision of the Crown Council, Radio Bucharest announced at 20:45 that Romania had accepted the Soviet ultimatum according to which Bessarabia and Northern Bukovina had to be evacuated within four days. The line of demarcation between the northern and southern parts of the Bukovina was not mentioned. Only early in the morning of June 28 did the military commanders learn that the strategically important cities of Czernowitz, Chişinău, and Cetatea Albă had to be surrendered to the Soviets by 20:00 the same day.[21]


    In Czernowitz, members of the army, the gendarmerie, and the security police hectically started to pack weapons and ammunition. State employees learned the same morning (June 28) from the Royal Resident that they had to immediately evacuate the most important documents to the south of the Bukovina. Many senior staff were mainly concerned with getting themselves and their families out as quickly as possible. A teacher, Bohdan Fedorovych, for example, tried to get his salary from the school inspectorate, but the inspectors had already left.[22]


    At that time, only few people owned a radio, and there was no public notification in Czernowitz. One reason for this was probably the fact that there was an explicit order not to let members of national minorities over the new border into Romania.[23] This order particularly affected the Jews who in 1940 represented 37.9 percent of the population of Czernowitz (42,592 individuals).[24] In Czernowitz, the struggle for seats in cars, horse carts, and extra trains started in the morning of June 28. The streets toward the south were soon jammed because many military units also evacuated animals from peasants in order to supply the troops.[25]


    As the first Soviet units moved into the northern parts of the Bukovina from Galicia, the retreat took place amid great panic. Some officers simply fled their units, while some Romanian troops marching toward the border were overtaken by Soviet units. The Soviets summoned those who were from the Bukovina or from Bessarabia to return to their families. Many soldiers from peasant families indeed did so. Large quantities of weapons and official documents as well as much ammunition were left on the roadside.[26]


    The connections with many gendarmerie posts in the north were broken off due to the rapid advance of the Soviet troops. The gendarmes tried to flee together with their families. Telephone connections of many more gendarmerie and military units were taken down as Soviet troops took over gendarmerie posts and barracks. These Red Army advance units also prevented the Romanians from blowing up bridges during their retreat. The first motorized units arrived at 17:00 in Czernowitz and overtook many fleeing Romanians on their way to the city.[27]


    The terror of the “Communist gangs” in Czernowitz is usually said to have taken place on June 28 between 9:00 and 17:00. There are two hotspots in these reports, namely the aggressive behavior of demonstrators around the military prison in the morning and close to the train station in the afternoon.


    When the surrender of Northern Bukovina was made public on the radio in the morning, many inhabitants of Czernowitz flocked to the city center. A big crowd assembled after 9:00 in front of the military prison next to the barracks of the 8th Division. It is possible that the information had spread that prisoners had been evacuated. Indeed, the gendarmerie had already evacuated some prisoners in the morning. The bodies of forty-eight prisoners shot dead were found later, some 15 kilometers from Czernowitz.[28] Among the approximately 400 prisoners were many Communists and their supporters. The appeal proceedings against these persons had taken place shortly before the surrender of Northern Bukovina. As the Communist Party was banned, activities of organizations in its environment were severely punished. In September 1939, for example, nineteen women were sentenced for their part in providing “Red Aid,” for having supported prisoners. In April 1940, 250 individuals were preventively arrested because of an order from Bucharest demanding that all “subversive elements” be detained.[29] The speaker for the political prisoners vis-à-vis the prison administration was the Ukrainian Vasyl’ Rusnak.[30]


    The crowd in front of the prison demanded the release of the political prisoners. As nothing happened, the crowd started to threaten the guards (gardeini publici). When the latter started to shoot into the air, the demonstrators attacked them. Not all guards were able to flee, and three were arrested. The demonstrators also apprehended the prison director Alexandru Racoce and later handed him over to Soviet units. He disappeared in the Gulag.[31]


    The descriptions of the liberation of the prisoners given to a committee of inquiry in Bucharest in July 1940 by guards and policemen who had fled the scene differed widely. Roman Ardeleanu reported that around 200–300 persons had assembled in front of the prison on June 28. After the attack by the demonstrators, the guards had been forced to withdraw. According to Ardeleanu, five guards were shot and one defected to the crowd. Police Commissioner Stefan Nedelcu, on the other hand, claimed that at around 13:00, 2,000–3,000 youths aged 15–20 had besieged the prison.[32]


    During the siege of the prison, the situation escalated because of the shots fired by the guards. Colonel Gheorghe Barozzi, the inspector of the gendarmerie, had given the order to shoot, and one guard targeted and shot dead a youth, Mosche Schayer, trying to mount a red flag on the building.[33] The reason for the shooting order can only be explained by the hatred Colonel Barozzi felt against the demonstrators.[34] Major Constantin Cichindel, the commander of the gendarmerie in Czernowitz, legitimized the firing order on the alleged attacks of Jews against his units. Some youths had blocked the passage of these units that tried to support the guards. Cichindel also reported various attacks by “Communists” in other quarters, for example in the suburb of Sadagura.[35]


    To legitimize the use of armed force, some gendarmes later claimed that there had been an uprising of Communist Jews in Czernowitz. In order to shore up this construct, the security forces looked for the organizers of the unrest. In the police reports, the same five or six names of the alleged leaders of the “Red Guards” are mentioned again and again. These persons were not prisoners who were liberated but individuals who allegedly called for the storming of the prison. In the documents published by Vitalie Văratic, four names are most often mentioned, which can be, even though their spelling varies, assigned to specific individuals: Siegfried Hitzig, Adolf Glaubach, Josef Brüll, and Max Weissmann.


    According to the security forces, the lawyer Dr. Siegfried Hitzig was the mastermind behind the unrest. They had had an eye on him for many years as he and his wife Ida Hitzig had together with other lawyers defended left-wing activities in court already in 1932. The newspaper Der Tag, then, reported in great detail that several defendants, severely beaten by police guards, had been forced into wrong confessions. The guards were described as torturers by the newspaper. They protected neither the defendants nor their defense attorneys when they were attacked by Romanian right-wing extremists during the trial.[36] The security policy claimed that the Hitzigs had had connections with Communists, but a house search in November 1936 brought no incriminating material to light.[37] In late 1937, the police in Czernowitz arrested thirty-seven schoolgirls for distributing left-wing flyers. Siegfried Hitzig was once more one of the defense attorneys in this case. Promptly, the security forces again searched Hitzig’s house.[38] It is unlikely that Hitzig played a main role in the storming of the prison, as he traveled to Bucharest in the summer of 1940. If he had been the mastermind of the storming, he would have faced very harsh punishment in Romania and would have therefore not traveled there.[39]


    Most policemen were already on the run by mid-day on June 28 and could therefore not know who the many young people in front of the prison were. Only the head of the security police Siguranţa, Ioan Pihal, wanted to leave later by an extra train but protesters at the train station recognized him and handed him over to Soviet troops.[40] This fact was reported by the head of the information department, together with the false report of the plunder of the Orthodox cathedral in Czernowitz.[41] In the summer of 1940, the Bucharest inquiry committee submitted a list of names and pictures of suspects to the guards and policemen who had fled Czernowitz. Three guards went on record saying that they did not see Hitzig in front of the prison. Neither did they name any other mastermind of the protests. This is rather surprising as the security police put them under considerable pressure, also with regard to substantial amounts of money they had brought with them from Czernowitz.[42]


    It is remarkable how much energy the military authorities spent trying to identify the offenders even though it was in any case no longer possible to punish them. Did Bureau II of the General Staff have nothing better to do at a time when Romanian soldiers indeed threw Jews out of trains and when plundering raids took place all over Southern Bukovina? The bureau with the cover name “Statistics” put together a report on “Jewish action” in the “lost” provinces on July 2, 1940. The report was supposed to explain the chaos during the retreat. With regard to Czernowitz, the report mentions Hitzig as well as another lawyer by the name of Glaubach as the leaders of a so-called people’s committee.[43] Glaubach is most probably Dr. Adolf Glaubach, who had a law firm in Czernowitz and sometimes defended left-wing activists. On June 28, he was indeed, together with his son, among the protesters in the city center, but he did not hold a speech there.[44] Most probably, the security police had put him and Hitzig on a list of “dangerous elements” well before June 28. Interestingly, neither of them was among the 250 other “subversive elements” the Romanian security police had arrested as a preventive measure.


    The same report by Bureau II mentioned one “Sale” Brüll as another mastermind of the unrest. The report alleged that Josef (Salo) Brüll was appointed people’s commissar by the crowd in front of the prison.[45] He was a famous photographer with his own studio in Czernowitz. From time to time he had published photographs in Vorwärts, and, after it was banned, in the bourgeois Czernowitzer Morgenpost. He was never able to state his point of view as he was deported to Transnistria where he died. In police reports Brüll’s friend Max Weissmann is also mentioned as one of the key persons behind the unrest. It is claimed that Weissmann was elected mayor by the crowd. Weissmann owned a printing house, and he had represented his guild—labor unions had been banned since 1938—in the Employees Chamber (Arbeiterkammer). The police documents state that he was a “covert informant.”[46] Weissmann was probably not the only one who would have had to fear negative consequences if the People’s Commissariat for Internal Affairs (NKVD) had got hold of the Romanian court documents.


    It is clear that none of the persons mentioned in the security forces’ documents as masterminds of the unrest in front of the prison were prominent Communist leaders as they were never mentioned again in contemporary documents. According to Ukrainian documents from the Communist period, the main leaders of the illegal Communist Party before 1940 were Rusnak, Karl Terletzki, and Bernhard Katz, who all played an important role in the Communist administration.[47]


    The attacks against Romanians after the storming of the prison is well documented. Some individuals in the crowd in the city center used the moment and the sudden powerlessness of the main decision-makers to attack. This becomes evident in the memoirs of Franz Kopecki who has been the deputy mayor of Czernowitz since October 1938. On June 27, in the afternoon, Kopecki together with the Romanian mayor of the city, Nicu von Flondor, was on his way to the bridge over the Prut in order to hand over Czernowitz to the Soviet commander. But in the town hall square, a few Jewish youth with red cockades in their buttonholes blocked them. Kopecki later wrote,


    Those closest to us shouted at us and threatened us. Somewhere on the margins of the crowd gun shots were heard, but probably only alarm shots. The mayor turned to me, white with rage and fear, and crunched: “And I nurtured this brood on my breast for years.” Indeed, he had always been well-disposed and friendly towards the Jewish population.[48]


    In all the police reports, it is indicated that after the burning of the court records close to the prison, the demonstrators moved from the city center to the train station. Many Romanians were taking the same way to try to get on an extra train to the south. Many of these people were civil servants originally from the Romanian Old Kingdom fleeing with their families. Some better-off individuals of all ethnic backgrounds were also on their way out of the city. Some affluent Jews had been advised by their informants in the administration already on June 27 that Czernowitz would be evacuated.[49]


    The second venue of attacks was this route to the train station. In the afternoon, many young men blocked cars and carriages that were on their way to the train station, and some persons had their luggage stolen. According to the police documents, the perpetrators were Jews and Ukrainians, some of them just freed from prisons. A lot of luggage was simply left at the train station as the trains were massively overcrowded. Some of the boxes left at the train station contained official documents.[50] When the last train left Czernowitz at 17:00, the passengers could already see the first Soviet tanks close to the train station.[51]


    The commander of the advance units of the Red Army immediately ordered all crowds to be dispersed. He also decreed a curfew from 21:00. The official handover of the city dragged on into the night until the Soviet commander responsible for the handover finally arrived in Czernowitz. After the invasion by Soviet troops, there were only a few plunders. The “Red Guards,” who had been spontaneously created to protect the main factories from being dismantled by the Romanian army, were dissolved on June 29. All weapons had to be handed over within 24 hours.[52]


    Jews seldom received posts in the new administration. Most of the posts went to Ukrainians, many of them from the Soviet Republic of Ukraine.[53] At least two former inmates of the Czernowitz military prison received important posts, namely Vasyl’ Rusnak (new leader of the Komsomol), and Szekler Vasile Luca/Laszlo Lukacz (deputy mayor on the side of the Ukrainian mayor Mihailov), who was originally from Transylvania. Later on, Luca was appointed delegate to the Supreme Soviet of Ukraine.[54]


    How and why did the enemy stereotype of

    Jewish gangs develop in 1940?


    Summarizing the situation in Czernowitz on June 28, one can state that a crowd of up to 3,000 mostly young men assembled. It is probable that some Communist agitators were in the crowd. Some men took weapons off the guards and liberated the prisoners. Then, unarmed men molested fleeing Romanians. Some shops were plundered.


    Why did the Bureau II of the General Staff put so much energy into identifying the masterminds of the unrest when it was clear they could not be punished in the territorially reduced Romania? This happened at the same time that the General Staff would have had to determine how much the Romanian units had been reduced by desertion. But already on June 30, First Lieutenant Ion Palade, the head of the Statistical Bureau of the General Staff in Iași, submitted a secret report to the King of Romania that claimed that the entire Jewish population in Bessarabia was involved in attacking the Romanian military and in taking away its weapons.[55]


    The same Bureau II wrote a second, extended report, dated July 22, 1940, with the title “Attitude of the Jews in regard to the evacuation of the lost territories.” The report summarizes the alleged attacks by Jews from Bessarabia and the Bukovina. With regard to Czernowitz, the report talks about Communist youths aged 15–16 committing barbaric acts. They supposedly disarmed Romanian soldiers, officers, and policemen and used the bayonets of the rifles. The report claimed that Jews and Ukrainians were responsible for the unrest in the town of Vyzhnytsia/Vijniţa to the west of Czernowitz.[56] With the expression “Jewish gangs,” the Bureau II implied that the unrest was well organized and steered by Communists. The fact that many units of the military as well as the gendarmerie received no order at all on June 28 to retreat was not analyzed.[57] These units, especially in the north of the Bukovina, were overrun by the Red Army and had to hand over their weapons. Many did not make it to the demarcation line by July 3 and were interned.


    The chaotic retreat made it possible for many soldiers, especially from the “lost” territories, to desert. In July 1940, about 12,800 men were missing from the units that had retreated from Northern Bukovina and Bessarabia. For quite some time, it was unclear whether they were dead, interned, or had deserted. Only when the number of POWs was clarified did the Romanian military authorities estimate that approximately 11,000 soldiers had deserted.[58] The General Staff mentioned in July 1940 that five officers had been killed.[59] A Soviet advance unit took a Romanian unit that was in the act of blowing up a bridge during the ultimatum by surprise. The Soviet unit is said to have executed forty Romanian soldiers.[60]


    The Soviet representatives to the mixed commission holding its meetings in Odessa promised the repatriation of 21,000 Romanians in November 1940 if Romania restituted the locomotives that had pulled the many extra trains from the Bukovina and Bessarabia.[61] Many Romanians were indeed freed in March 1941, among them the already-sentenced police inspector Ioan Pihal, others not.
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