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In the light of the present debate on the reconciliation of the Second World War veterans, those Ukrainian formations, which in the post-war years were categorised as Surrendered Enemy Personnel, have found themselves in the middle of a range of politically framed discussions.  This paper looks at how the memory and, subsequently, identity of one such group (namely, the First Division of the Waffen SS “Galicia”; later know as 1st Ukrainian Division of the Ukrainian National Army) is being re-constructed and presented to a wider audience by scholars, politicians and the veterans themselves.  The paper will focus on two inter-linked questions: how are the contemporary narratives of the Division being presented to the public?  And what is the role of national institutions in creating an official narrative of the “Galicia”?  As well as referring to a number of theoretical works
, this paper will also consult data collected during interviews which I conducted in Kyiv and L’viv in May 2009. In particular, it will address a selection of case studies, namely, the Institute of National Memory; the “Svoboda” Party; the L’viv Stepan Bandera Centre of National Revival; the L’viv Regional Committee of the Communist Party of Ukraine; and the “Mankurty” blog. 
The Controversial Division 

Founded in April 1943 as a frontline unit, the Waffen SS “Galicia” recruited Greek-Catholic residents of the Galicia district.  The Division was formed by Otto Gustaw Wächter
 and it was agreed that it would only fight on the Eastern Front, and only against the Red Army.  Its members were not repatriated after the war, unlike those of similar divisions
, instead, they were allowed to settle in the West, which caused and continues to cause a great deal of controversy.  This long-standing controversy surrounding the Waffen SS “Galicia” involves questions such as whether the Division members’ participated in war crimes during the Second World War, whether they should be referred to as collaborators; and how they managed to escape repatriation to the USSR and re-settle in the West.  

The historical accounts of the Division and its legacy tend to divide into two rigidly opposed positions and this has created a dichotomous approach to analyses of the formation and dissolution of the Waffen SS “Galicia”.  On the one hand, there are those accounts which lend support to the view that the Division was involved in war crimes
.  On the other hand, there are accounts which emphasize and often glorify the Division’s existence as a formative element in the fight for Ukraine’s independence
.  Traditionally, one strand of historiography was evident in the Soviet literature which aimed at criticising Ukraine’s attempts at independent state-building.  The contrasting view was initially developed by ex-members of the “Galicia” Division and often supported by the émigré community.  This position was consolidated in much of the approach to historiography which developed in post-independence Ukraine in the early 1990s
.  While providing a great amount of data (especially on the Division’s war-time activity), neither of these two presentations of the “Galicia” Division can be seen as offering an accurate narrative for the contemporary presentation of the “Galician” story, as they are too narrowly focused.  
On Collaboration 
“Men fight and lose the battle, and the thing that they fought for comes about in spite of their defeat, and then it turns out not to be what they meant, and other men have to fight for what they meant under another name.”

At present, such a dichotomous approach to the “Galicia” story is being polarised further by politically motivated groups: the anti-“Galician” approach is supported by anti-nationalistic political formations
; the pro-“Galician” view is strongly backed by the radical nationalist groups
.  Thinkers like Mykola Ryabchuk see Ukraine as divided on ethnic and (often consequently) linguistic levels, which cause tensions in the perception of the shared national history.  While not rejecting this view per se, this paper does not consider such divisions to be decisive in the question of historiography.  It does, however, argue that the country suffers from a fundamental political division, and, more importantly, that such politically motivated factions often base their arguments on their different interpretations of national history.  The question of Ukrainian collaboration (with the “Galicia” Division as its embodiment) is repeatedly seen as the one on which the political interpretations of the WWII period divide most drastically.  

“The question of collaboration is timely but tricky”
, suggests the vice-chairman of the Ukrainian National Memory Institute Vladyslav Verstyuk.  “Collaboration is discussed in relation to the “Galicia” Division.  The majority of Ukrainian academics are almost subconsciously ready to find some reasons not see the Division as collaborators.  France had a state and a government, its citizens who fought with the Nazi Germany were collaborators.  In Ukraine the situation was different.  There was some cooperation, but not the classic form of collaboration.”
  Vladyslav Verstyuk is not the only one who brings the French example in order to illustrate the specificity of Ukrainian version of co-operation with the Axis powers. Yuri Mykhalchyshyn, who advises on questions of ideology to the leader of the ‘Svoboda’ party, and whose party took responsibility for setting up a number of city lights around L’viv in April 2009
, commemorating the “Galicia” Division as the ‘treasure of the nation’ also believes that Ukrainian case should be seen as unique:  “We refuse to call it collaboration.  Ukrainians took part in WWII as a separate side. The term ‘collaboration’ is appropriate for the French example, as they had to invent their resistance movement after the war.  Our involvement with the Third Reich we see as a political tactic, not collaboration.”
  Yuri Antonyak, the director of the Stepan Bandera L’viv Centre of National Revival avoids the comparison with the French, but still comes to the defence of Ukraine’s co-operation with the German Army; he considers the question of Ukrainian collaboration to be artificial.  “It is no different from any other collaboration.  But it is silly to compare whose was bigger… This question is imposed upon us by Moscow and the Jews…”
  Leaving the conspiracy theory rhetoric behind, Mr Antonyak continues to stress that “…this page of history is not discussed, but there is nothing to be ashamed of!  ‘Svoboda’s’ recent city lights generated an inadequate and hysterical reaction from its opponents (the Polish Embassy was only one episode, the main wave of opposition came from Russia, as usual).”
  He then puts the blame on what seems to be taken as an accepted concept, in Ukrainian nationalist circles, namely that of a “schizophrenia of the political memory” and he insists that “they [the government] are trying to combine incompatible issues: the so called liberation movement of the Soviet Army, the OUN, the UPA and the “Galicia”.  It is impossible as is impossible to combine truth and lies. There is only one historical truth!”
  It is this ‘most truthful’ portrayal of the “Galician” Division which each one of the narrators claims to possess and tries to profess.  Yet it is important to recognise that such ‘truths’ can be easily challenged when contrasted with other ‘truths’, (i.e. archival reports with memoirs; testimonies with press cuttings, etc.).  
The term collaboration itself causes a great deal of disagreement:  “Who are the collaborators? All who helped the Germans and fought on their side (the German police, the “Galicia”, the “Nachtigall”, the “Rolland”, etc)…”
, argues Oleksandr Kalyn’uk, 1st Secretary of the L’viv Regional Committee of the Communist party of Ukraine, “…it is called Fascism in Italy, Nazism in Germany, and here it is called Ukrainian Nationalism. Someone said that it is easy to fool a small amount of people but it is hard to fool a large group.  People will know the truth.”
  Ironic as it might seem coming from a member of the Communist party, the idea of an open discussion on the question of Ukrainian collaboration finds a lot of supporters.  Among them Oleksandr Khokhulin, a self-identified ‘moskal’ who light-heartedly noticed: “’Moskals’ are talking about nothing else but [Ukrainian] collaboration.  But ‘true Galicians’ do not talk of collaboration they commemorate their heroes.  There is no healthy discussion of the subject in Ukraine.”

There is a need to develop a discussion of questions of collaboration and nationalism within civil society in Ukraine and to foster a debate which is firmly placed outside the immediate sphere of the political.  The importance of this comes from both the failure of previous historiographical accounts to develop narratives which went beyond attempts at justifying or condemning the Division and because of the inability of institutions to discuss the context and concept of collaboration directly rather than using it as a political weapon.  That is to say, of course the question of collaboration is a political one and always will be but it has been reduced to an impoverished form of politics represented by forms of historiography designed to celebrate or condemn or to an overly narrow notion of party politics which serve the interest of those parties themselves and do not contribute to the clarification and genuine attempt to understand the historical framing and legacy of the past.  Thus,  although the political manipulation of history seems to be inevitable, it is vital for the development of an unconstrained historiography that scholarly debate is kept clearly outside of political manipulations as they are misleading and detrimental in attempting to re-construct an impartial historical narrative.  This would involve the creation of an uncontrolled space for public debate, and would provide an opportunity for scholars to remain outside any immediate political influence and for the non-governmental institutions, dealing with the creation of historical research, to remain truly non-governmental.  But is this achievable in contemporary Ukraine? 
The Uses of History
“… History, in its traditional form, undertook to ‘memorize’ the monuments of the past, transform them into documents, and lend speech to those traces which, in themselves, are often not verbal,… in our time, history is that which transforms documents into monuments.”
 In the case of the “Galicia” Division this thought of Michel Foucault could not be more accurate.  It is the existence of the documents which demonstrate the Division’s involvement with the Nazi Army that enables the opponents of the “Galicia” to accuse its members of war crimes, and thereby disallows them from obtaining the status of official WWII veterans.  Equally, it is the absence of documentation which would establish the “Galician” participation in war crimes that permits the former members of the Division to be vocal and visible in the contemporary Ukraine.
  However, in both instances, the documents-monuments are being interpreted selectively.  In the instance of the anti-“Galician” view, it is easy to illustrate the belonging of the Division to the Waffen SS (their uniforms, symbolisms, propaganda material
); but the actual text of the Division’s oath (which included an oath of allegiance to Ukraine
) is quoted only by those who wish to see the “Galicia” as the Division which fought for Ukraine’s independence.  However, the pro-“Galician” side also use the documents-monuments selectively and produce new monuments which, in turn, take on the role of being documents of the ‘truth’ (as opposed to simply being evidence of a selective approach to history): 
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This monument fails to mention the “Galicia’s” involvement in the Waffen SS, thereby creating a narrative of the Division, which merely fought for Ukraine’s independence, making its connection with the German Army seemingly inexistent, especially if this monument was to be looked at outside its spatial or temporal context.
“Historians transfixed on the event and origins of the nation never ask, and political theorists … never pose, the essential question of the representation of the nation as a temporal process.”
    The concept of time is of a great importance when analysing how the narrative of the “Galician” Division develops and varies in its interpretation. “Every conception of history is invariably accompanied by a certain experience of time which is implicit in it, conditions it, and thereby has to be elucidated.”
  Georgio Agamben sees time as something that is inevitably experienced, and as such, deeply connected to the perception of history.  This temporal approach must also take account of the creation (and removal) of monuments.  Taking this view, it is important to situate contextually both the period of the “Galicia’s” existence as a military formation (during and immediately after the Second World War), as well as its interpretation in the contemporary debate.  According to Foucault, “there is distinction… between the microscopic and macroscopic scales of the history… on each of the two levels; a different history is being written.”
   It is thus important to recognise, that just as in the traditional portrayals of the Division, the contemporary narratives are developed using a macroscopic approach.  And it is precisely the attempt to paint a large generalised picture of history, which leads to misunderstanding, polarization and the political misuse of the presentation of the Division’s narrative.  
The Institutional (anti-)Nationalism
Let us look at the contemporary use of the “Galician” story in support of the nationalistic argument and contrast it with the opposing discourse.  As has already been mentioned, those who are in support of seeing the Division exclusively in the context of Ukraine’s fight for independence tend to share the nationalist vision.  Ernest Gellner states that “Nationalism is not what it seems, and above all not what it seems to itself… The cultural shreds and patches used by nationalism are often arbitrary historical inventions.”
  Indeed, Ukrainian nationalism has been a subject of analysis in a number of works
 and would require a lengthy examination; but for the sake of restricting this paper’s focus, it is important to see that the perception of nationalism (albeit, with its Ukrainian particularities) is strongly linked to the way historiography (i.e. its theories, methods, research and findings) is presented to the public.  “The linear equivalence of event and idea that historicism proposes, most commonly signifies a people, a nation, or a national culture as an empirical sociological category or a holistic cultural entity.  However, the narrative and psychological force that nationness brings to bear on cultural production and political projection is the effect of the ambivalence of the ‘nation’ as a narrative strategy.”
  Thus, if we are to take Homi Bhabha’s view that the narrative strategy is inescapably linked to the cultural production and political projection of nationness it is unsurprising that Ukraine is divided on the issues of its historical heritage, especially of the WWII period and the “Galicia” Division in particular.  Institutions as well as political community groups tend to turn into a battleground for such interpretations of history.  
The Ukrainian National Memory Institute, formed in 2006, set itself a number of tasks which include the “strengthening of attention of society to its own history; the distribution of objective information about it in Ukraine and around the world; fulfilling public policy and co-ordinating activities in the field of renewal and maintenance of national memory of the Ukrainian people; providing a comprehensive study of all stages of the fight for renewal of Ukraine’s statehood in the 20th Century, the historical past of the Ukrainian people, including all forms of repression; organisation of events to immortalize the memory of victims of all famines and political repressions, and participants of national liberation movements.”
 Its vice-chairman Vladyslav Verstyuk commented on the role of the institutions in creating an official narrative of the history (and the “Galicia” Division story in particular) in the following way:

“The move from the discourse of the Great Patriotic War to the Second World War in Ukraine is still incomplete.  Academic discussions have moved towards the idea of WWII, but public and political circles still talk in terms of the Great Patriotic War.”
  
Oleksandr Khokhulin, a creator of the “Mankurty” blog
 also sees the contemporary portrayal of the Second World War as problematic:

“Recently I read a piece about WWII which said that ‘three sides met in a mortal duel’.  It made me laugh; there is something wrong with the arithmetic here. There can only be two sides in a duel. Any attempts to add a third [Ukrainian] side are incorrect.”
  
He then continues to suggest that “there are no chances to reconcile the veterans:  everything is being done to discourage them from reconciliation.  Yushchenko is doing everything to destroy and disintegrate Ukraine; and the Institute of National Memory with historians like Vyatrovych is a mockery of history, memory and the nation.”
  Khokhulin is not alone in his criticism of the Institute.  He is joined by Yuri Antonyak, the director of the Stepan Bandera L’viv Centre of National Revival, who also critiques the Institute, although for a different reason: 

“The Institute of National Memory is not fulfilling the function it should do.  The only positive thing about it is that it was involved in the project of the SBU archives headed by Volodymyr Vyatrovych.  There should be a good academic debate and the official institutions of Ukraine should take care of it.  Regionally some things are going forward.  For instance, there are regular celebrations of national heroes in L’viv schools.”
 
Another supporter of the public celebrations is the “Svoboda” Party adviser on the question of ideology, Yuri Mykhalchyshyn.  He argues that: “the position of the institutions is regional.  Western Ukraine celebrates the anti-communist movement but it also celebrates 9th May – Victory Day - which is an evidence of political schizophrenia.  The position of Ukrainian institutions should be ‘Ukraino-centrychna’.”
  Just like the fundamental nationalist, the radical socialist thinks that the “institutions have a huge role in forming public opinion about history”
.  Oleksandr Kalyn’uk, 1st Secretary of the L’viv Regional Committee of the Communist Party of Ukraine suggests that “our local government is supporting the idea of glorification of these collaborators.”
 He then continues to explain his view on the contemporary treatment of the history with regard to the “Galicia” Division.  “…those city lights
 said that it [the Division] is a ‘treasure of the nation’ and that the “Galicia” was a Ukrainian division which fought for Ukraine in 1943. So I would like to say that the only bit that is true on this city light is that they fought in 1943, the rest is a lie.  And if someone is telling me that it is a treasure of the nation – I say it is a shame of the nation.”
 
These strongly expressed opinions, although coming from opposing camps, unite in their view that institutions are not accomplishing their tasks effectively.  So what prevents them from offering an independent representation of the history to the general public?   

The Telling of the Past.  Conclusion.
“…the telling of the individual story and the individual experience cannot but ultimately involve the whole laborious telling of the collectivity itself.”

Making the past ‘available’ to future generations is not an easy task.  The way the event is represented in texts or oral tradition forms a perception of that event and the group in question. “The language of culture and community is poised on the fissures of the present becoming the rhetorical figures of a national past.”
  The Ministry of Education of Ukraine sets the programme of the study of the nation’s past and sees “the purpose of the course to promote an interest in history… through formation of the view of Ukrainian history as a constituent in world history,... [in order to] to fascinate students with Ukraine’s past.”
  Yaroslava Kryvoruk, who is a history teacher in the western Ukrainian town of Kalush explains: “this programme allows nine lessons for the whole of the WWII history and six out of those are dedicated to the Ukrainian part of it.  There is no lesson planned for the history of the “Galicia” Division”
  In fact, all of the actions of the Ukrainian military outside of the Red Army (including the UPA) are incorporated into one lesson only.  The Ukrainian historian Malyarchuk would also like to see a change of approach to the Division question at a state level: “This question should be raised and there must be light shed on these historical facts from every point of view… It will also require a new generation of teachers, which will have been formed in the independent Ukraine.  I admire current tutors, but we are still programmed with the soviet ideology”
.  “History must not be good, it has to be trustworthy”, concludes Ella Schindler, a journalist of the “Nuremberg Caitung” and a former Ukrainian citizen, “how should we form a ‘civilised attitude’ towards that of which we prefer to be silent?  Ultimately, our attitude towards our past, an ability to accept it objectively – whether we like it or not – is an indication of our development”
.  
The question of the Waffen SS “Galicia” is one which requires a detailed, micro-analytical examination.  The period of its active military years begs a number of controversial questions (both about their military activity in relation to the war crimes as well as their remarkable civilianisation and re-settlement in the West).  The contemporary relevance of the Division’s narrative requires an equally scrupulous analysis, as it is being used as a tool in the battle of political opinions.  This paper has emphasised the importance of the national institutions in the formation of the official narrative of the “Galicia” history and it also stressed that, presently, Ukraine lacks both a consolidated opinion on the questions of the role of Ukraine in WWII (and the Ukrainian ‘surrendered enemy personal’ in particular) as well as a way of presenting the narrative of this period to the public.  The openness, honesty and maturity with which the question of collaboration and nationalism of the “Galicia” Division is dealt with in Ukraine might be seen as a measure of the development and strength of the nation’s political, academic and cultural independence.  

The attempts of political framing of history are inevitable, especially in a country which tends to present its history through a prism of a nationalistic or anti-nationalistic outlook.  It is therefore important to recognise, that such framing often employs macro-narratives, which are unhelpful in the formation of a productive debate.  The real challenge for Ukrainian historiography is to offer an alternative to such macro-narratives and to minimize the overlap of the political framing within academic debate.  This could be enabled through promoting and maintaining the state detachment from scholarly debate (i.e. a need to secure truly independent funding) as well as a use of the ‘micro-analytic’ approach, which would assure a minimal selectivity in the examination of the complex and controversial pages of Ukrainian history.  
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Appendices
1. 

     2.


3. 

      4. 


1. A poster used for recruitment into the Waffen SS “Galicia”, it reads: “Do not wait for fate, but take up the arms!”

2. A poster used for recruitment into the Waffen SS “Galicia”, it reads “Join the battle against Bolshevism in the ranks of the Galician Division”

3. A poster used for recruitment into the Waffen SS “Galicia”, it reads: Sign up to the SS rifleman division Galicia.  You are defending your motherland in brotherhood with the best warriors in the world.” 

4. Front page of the journal “We are going into battle”.  

Source for 1-4 http://14th.ssgalicia.info/posters.html (accessed on 31st August 2009).  

5. The oath of the “Galicia” Division soldiers:
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The Oath of the “Galicia” Division in Колісник, Роман, Військова Управа та Українська Дивізія Галичина, Наукове товариство ім. Шевченка в Канадi, 1990.
6. City lights commemoration the “Galicia” Division in L’viv.  April 2009.  
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Тут спочиває невідомий вояк Дивізії «Галичина», який під Бродами в липні 1944 року віддав своє життя за волю українського народу.  





Here rests the unknown warrior of the “Galicia” Division, who gave up his life  in the Battle of Brody in July 1944, for the freedom of the Ukrainian people. 








� See bibliography for the complete list.  


� Otto Gustaw Wächter was the Governor of the District Galicia of the Generalgouvernement. 


� For instance the Cossacks, the Second Division of the Ukrainian National Army and the Vlasovites.


� Among others see: Piotrowski, Tadeusz, Poland's Holocaust: Ethnic Strife, Collaboration with Occupying Forces and Genocide in the Second Republic, 1918-1947, London: McFarland, 1998. Littman, S., Pure Soldiers or Sinister Legion, The Ukrainian 14th Waffen-SS Division, Montreal-New York-London: Black Rose Books, 2003.  Prus, E., SS-Galizien. Patrioci czy zbrodniarze? (Patriots or Criminals?), Wrocław: Nortom, 2001.  


� See the memoir works of Michael Hrycyszyn (2006), Pavlo Hrytsak (1959), Roman Kolisnyk (1990), Roman Lazurko (1971), Oleh Lysyak (1953 and 1996), Jaroslav Ovad (1999), Jevhen Pobihushchyj (2002 (1982)), Father Dr. I. Nahajevs’kyy (1955), Pavlo Shandruk (1959), Vasyl’ Sirs’kyj (2000), Lev Stetkevych (1998), Yuri Tys-Krokhmal’uk (1954), Vasyl Veryha (2002), Jevstakhij Zahachevskyj (1952).  A collection of articles mainly on the experience of training and the Battle of Brody was of great memoir value and also includes V. Kubijovych, R. Kolisnyjk, P. Nedzel’s’kyj, O. Midzhak, S. Levytskyj, Y. Kopystyanskyj, L. Ortyns’kyj, P. Shandruk, D. Fekurnyak, F. Korduba, I. Pol’ulyakh, F. Trach, R.Ts’olko, V. Koval’, O. Hryniv, J. Len’ko, A. Sek, and A. Drahan.


� Soon after the collapse of the Soviet Union, Ukrainian historians and politicians sought literature and materials (monographs, memoirs, correspondence) which survived Soviet times.  Most of them were found abroad among the Diaspora community and were of a nationalistic nature.  Views built on such materials were popular during the times of national revival in the early 1990s and had a profound effect on historiography of that period.  Among others see: 


Бондар-Терещенко, I, Субкультурні практики у літературному процесі 90-х років, Ї , 2005, N 38. 


Єшкілєв, В., Діти різних конвенцій, Критика, 2000, N 5. 


Цибулько, В., Біда в тому, що покоління восьмидесятників поза літературою не реалізувалося повноцінно майже ніде. Інтерв’ю А. Павлишина, Ї, 2002, N 24.


Лисий, І., «Тусівки» колись і тепер, Дзеркало тижня, 2002, N 25. 


� Morris, William, A Dream of John Ball, London: The Electric Book Company, 2001, p. 31. 


� The former “Galicians” are often seen as traitors by those who oppose the nationalist movement in contemporary Ukraine (often supporters of Communist, Socialist and other left wing parties).  


� One of the most prominent examples here is the ’Svoboda’ party.


� Interview with V. Verstyuk, Kyiv, May 2009 (conducted and translated from Ukrainian by O. Khromeychuk).


� Interview with V. Verstyuk Kyiv, May 2009 (conducted and translated from Ukrainian by O. Khromeychuk).


� The ‘Svoboda’ Party took responsibility for setting up a number of city lights which were situated throughout the city of L’viv in April 2009 and celebrated the “Galicia” Division as a ‘treasure of the nation’, which ‘fought for Ukraine’.  A photo of one such city light is available in the appendices.  


� Interview with Yuri Mykhalchyshyn , L’viv, May 2009 (conducted and translated from Ukrainian by O. Khromeychuk).


� Interview with Yuri Antonyak, L’viv, May 2009 (conducted and translated from Ukrainian by O. Khromeychuk).


� Interview with Yuri Antonyak, L’viv, May 2009 (conducted and translated from Ukrainian by O. Khromeychuk).


� Interview with Yuri Antonyak, L’viv, May 2009 (conducted and translated from Ukrainian by O. Khromeychuk).


� Interview with Oleksandr Kalyn’uk, L’viv, May 2009 (conducted and translated from Ukrainian/Russian by O. Khromeychuk).


� Interview with Oleksandr Kalyn’uk, L’viv, May 2009 (conducted and translated from Ukrainian/Russian by O. Khromeychuk).


� Interview with Oleksandr Khokhulin, L’viv, May 2009 (conducted and translated from Ukrainian/Russian by O. Khromeychuk).


� Foucault, M., The Archaeology of Knowledge, London: Routledge, 2008, pp.7-8.  


� There is a Brotherhood of the former Division members in L’viv, with its branch in Ternopil’.  They have put up monuments, commemorating the former Division members in L’viv (Lychakiv Cemetery) and outside the sight of the Battle of Brody.


� Examples available in appendices.  


� The text of the oath available in appendices.  


� A monument commemorating the memory of the “Galician” warrior in L’viv Lychakiv Cemetery.  Photograph taken in July 2009.  


� Bhabha, Homi K., The Location of Culture, London: Routledge, 1994, p. 140.


� Agamben, Georgio, Infancy and History, London: Verso, 2007, p. 99.


� Foucault, M., The Archaeology of Knowledge, London: Routledge, 2008, p. 5.  


� Gellner, Ernest, Nations and Nationalism, Oxford: Basil Blackwell, 1983, p.56. 


� Among others see: Wilson, Andrew, Ukrainian Nationalism in the 1990s: A Minority Faith, London: Cambridge University Press, 1997.  Armstrong, Alexander J., Ukrainian Nationalism, Columbia University Press, 1963.  Magosci, Paul R., The Roots of Ukrainian Nationalism: Galicia As Ukraine’s Piedmont, University of Toronto Press, 2002. Грицак, Ярослав, Страсті за націоналізмом, Історичні есеї, Київ: Критика, 2004.  


� Bhabha, Homi K., The Location of Culture, London: Routledge, 1994, p. 140.


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.memory.gov.ua/" ��http://www.memory.gov.ua/� (accessed on 31st August 2009).  


� Interview with Vladyslav Verstyuk, Kyiv, May 2009 (conducted and translated from Ukrainian by O. Khromeychuk).  


� This blog discusses the issues of ethnic minorities (the Russian community in particular) in contemporary Ukraine.  


� Interview with Oleksandr Khokhulin, L’viv, May 2009 (conducted and translated from Ukrainian/Russian by O. Khromeychuk). 


� Interview with Oleksandr Khokhulin, L’viv, May 2009 (conducted and translated from Ukrainian/Russian by O. Khromeychuk).


� Interview with Yuri Antonyak, L’viv, May 2009 (conducted and translated from Ukrainian by O. Khromeychuk).


� Interview with Yuri Mykhalchyshyn, L’viv, May 2009 (conducted and translated from Ukrainian by O. Khromeychuk).


� Interview with Oleksandr Kalyn’uk, L’viv, May 2009 (conducted and translated from Ukrainian/Russian by O. Khromeychuk).


� Interview with Oleksandr Kalyn’uk, L’viv, May 2009 (conducted and translated from Ukrainian/Russian by O. Khromeychuk).


� This refers to the city lights, which were put up around L’viv in April 2009 by the “Svoboda” party to celebrate “Galicia’s” contribution to the heritage of Ukrainian freedom fighting.  A photograph featuring one of such city lights is available in the appendices. 


�Interview with Oleksandr Kalyn’uk, L’viv, May 2009 (conducted and translated from Ukrainian/Russian by O. Khromeychuk).


� Jameson, Fredric, “Third World literature in the era of multinational capitalism”, Social Text, Fall 1986, p. 69. 


� Bhabha, Homi K., The Location of Culture, London: Routledge, 1994, p. 140.


� The Ministry of education of Ukraine, the program for general educational establishments, History of Ukraine, 5 – 12 grades.  http://www.mon.gov.ua/education/average/new_pr/hist_new.doc (accessed on 22nd Augusts 2009).


� Шиндлер, Елла, «Минуле – судити чи вивчати?», Вісті Комбатанта, ч.1, р. 2007, ст. 35.  


� Малярчук, Олег, Вісті Комбатанта, ч.1, р. 2007, ст. 35


� Шиндлер, Елла, «Минуле – судити чи вивчати?», Вісті Комбатанта, ч.1, р. 2007, ст. 36.   
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