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Report
The international workshop of the Dubnow Institute, the Institute for Historical Justice and Reconciliation (Salzburg), headed by Elazar Barkan (Claremont Graduate University), and the Carnegie Council on Ethics and International Affairs (represented by Elizabeth A. Cole) was a follow-up to a workshop organized with the same partners in April 2003 at the Simon Dubnow Institute entitled “The Burden of History: World War II Memory and Polish-Jewish Reconciliation” (see Bulletin des Simon-Dubnow-Instituts V [2003], pp. 96–99).
In 2003, the aim of the workshop was to explore central aspects of the Polish-Jewish memory conflict over the history of the 20th century. Among the topics that were identified as being especially controversial and of special importance, both for historians and in the general public, were the pogroms in the summer of 1941 and the associated question of the relation between Jews and non-Jews during the Soviet occupation of eastern Poland from mid-September 1939 to June 22, 1941.
The workshop which was held from January 21-22, 2005 in Leipzig served as a frame and platform for the discussion of these questions. Its aim was to contrast and mutually confront controversial views on this thematic complex, and to determine what points still remained a matter of dispute. It also sought to get a better picture of what questions professional historians perhaps show more agreement on than the public discussions may reflect or suggest. There was great interest at the workshop in continuing the discussion, and substantial readiness to examine in depth the differing arguments. At the same time, it became clear that this discussion is by no means at its end. At the close of the meeting, it was agreed to continue cooperation in order to develop a shared narrative of this controversial period. 
Elazar Barkan and Elizabeth A. Cole opened the workshop with a presentation on their project of “Historical Commissions,” which centers on promoting dialogue between professional historians on past conflicts and crimes and disseminate the results to a wider public as a means of reconciliation. In this frame, there is cooperation with the Simon Dubnow Institute regarding the Polish-Jewish case.
The first section of the workshop was devoted to the topic “memory.” Kai Struve (Leipzig) presented a paper on different larger narratives in which the events 1939-1941 are interpreted. He pointed to the great importance which the period of the Soviet occupation had taken on for Polish national memory after 1989 – against the backdrop of the fact that during the period of communist rule, this topic was taboo in public discourse and for research. He interpreted Jan Tomasz Gross’s writings about the Polish-Jewish relation during World War II as part of a Polish self-critical narrative that is increasingly relating to Jewish experiences and perspectives. Struve’s contribution was followed by a presentation by Wilfried Jilge (Leipzig) on how the memory of the Second World War is dealt with today in Ukraine, a country largely bifurcated in geography and consciousness, split between its eastern and western parts. He made clear that the huge uncertainties regarding national traditions and symbols of the Ukraine tend to block a critical confrontation with the problem of Ukrainian-Jewish relations in World War II. Joanna Michlic (Brandeis University) then presented a critical assessment of Polish historiography on the years 1939-1941. She stressed that much research here was marked by anti-Jewish stereotypes.
The following section of the workshop highlighted the period of Soviet rule 1939-1941. Marek Wierzbicki (Warsaw) discussed the controversies surrounding September 1939 in eastern Poland. He explored the various views on the question: to what extent were the Soviet troops invading on September 17th especially welcomed by the local Jewish population? He also looked at a related question: to what extent were various events of this period, in which units of the Polish army engaged in action against Jews, an attempt to suppress communist uprisings? Or were they in fact pogroms? Jevgenij Rozenblat (Brest) dealt with the importance of various “contact zones” (political life, supply of basic essentials, personal relations) for the development of interethnic relations in western Byelarussia in 1939-1941. In his eyes, there was on the whole an increase in tensions between Poles and Jews, which he attributed largely to a change in social status of the two groups.
Timothy Snyder (Yale/Vienna) introduced his presentation about the topic “Poles, Jews, and Soviets in Volhynia, 1939–1941” with a look at the relation between the Jewish Communities (kehillot) and the Polish state in the years down to 1939. Against this historical backdrop, using the example of Volhynia, he then focused on the problem of “treason/betrayal” and “collaboration” in the period of Soviet rule and concluded that, in fact, there was a high continuity in the Jewish attitude towards the state authorities. Amir Weiner (Stanford) explored the questions: what plans, ideas and concepts about the eastern Polish territories and their inhabitants did the Soviets have when they occupied the area? How did they realize their program of Sovietization using pre-planned force? In practical terms, this meant a radical change in society within the course of a very few months, a crash program in transformation; that had been carried out in the Soviet Union itself, but there it had taken some 20 years. Grzegorz Hryciuk (Wroc?aw) presented new research findings on the number and national composition of the victims of Soviet repression, a topic which for a long time was largely dominated by speculation. Rafa? Wnuk (Warsaw) then gave an overview of the structures and activities of the Polish underground in the Soviet-occupied areas, and stressed that there was a need for further research on the Jewish, Ukrainian and Lithuanian resistance.
Another section looked at the pogroms in the summer of 1941. Andrzej Zúbikowski (Warsaw) presented his work on the violence in the regions ?omzúa and Bia?ystok, discussing the problematic and characteristics of the most important source materials for their investigation: namely the memories of Jews and court files from the postwar period. Dieter Pohl (Munich) examined the state of research and problems of the source materials in connection with the pogroms in the western Ukraine. Often, these source materials would allow nothing more than a very imprecise historical reconstruction of the events and the actors involved in them.
The closing session of the workshop began with commentaries by Omer Bartov, Anna Bikont, Martyna Majewska and Norman Naimark. Omer Bartov (Brown University) emphasized how much previous historiography on the events under focus in the workshop -- and indeed the period of World War II as a whole -- was shaped by national perspectives. He argued for more local studies on the history of violence in the 20th century; these were most likely to include differing perspectives, experiences and memories. Anna Bikont (Warsaw) also looked at the problem of perspectives and contrary views embodied in the Polish and Jewish memories. She stressed that most Jews had a negative view, like the Poles, of Jews who had collaborated with the Soviet organs of repression, and often Jews were indeed among their victims. Yet these acts were frequently attributed by Poles to the Jews as a whole, stigmatizing the group. Norman Naimark (Stanford) stressed the importance of comparative studies on the pogroms in the predominantly Polish, Lithuanian, Byelarussian and Ukrainian regions. He regarded such an approach as a basis for the discussion to move on beyond its recent fixation on Polish-Jewish relations. Martyna Majewska (Warsaw), an official dealing with educational programs on the Holocaust in the Polish ministry of education, underscored the necessity of further efforts to disseminate knowledge on the Holocaust in Polish society. In that connection, the controversial topic of the pogroms in the summer of 1941 should, she stressed, also be broached. 
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