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SEGREGATION OF THE JEWS IN THE GHETTO OF “VOLYN-PODILLIA”
GENERAL DISTRICT ACCORDING TO THE MATERIALS
OF YAHAD-IN UNUM ORGANIZATION (PARIS, FRANCE)

Abstract. Purpose: based on the analysis of the Yahad-In Unum sources, to do the research on the
segregation of the Jews in the ghetto of “Volyn-Podillia” General District. The research methodology
is based on the principles of scientificity, historicism, problem-historical, search methods, as well as
the methods of analysis and systematization. The method of oral history, orevidence is a leading one
in the research. Scientific Novelty. For the first time in historiography, a separate research focuses
on the analysis of the Holocaust oral history sources, orevidences of “Yahad-In Unum” scientific
institution regarding the situation of the Jews in the ghetto of “Volyn-Podillia” General District.
The life of the Jews in the ghetto has been analyzed from the perspective of non-Jewish testimonies.
For the first time, a large number of unpublished oral sources have been introduced into scientific
circulation. Conclusions. The analysis of the Yahad-In Unum oral sources, orevidences made it
possible to reconstruct the history of the ghetto establishment and functioning in “Volyn-Podillia”
General District during the Holocaust from the perspective of non-Jewish testimonies. These sources
are valuable because they contain details of the Jewish life in the ghetto and information not found in
other official documentary sources. In the study the features of the ghetto establishment, resettlement,
everyday life, labour, robbery, physical and moral abuse of ghetto prisoners have been elucidated. The
Jews used various methods to survive, interacting with representatives of the occupation administration
and civilian residents. Despite the fact that the ghetto functioning has been researched on the example
of “Volyn-Podillia” General District, certainly, the research results have a much broader significance
for understanding the Nazis’plans “to solve the Jewish issue”, in particular the segregation of the Jews
in ghettos on the territories occupied by Germany.

Key words: Yahad-In Unum, the Holocaust, video testimony, oral history, orevidence, ghetto,
Patrick Debois, “Volyn-Podillia” General District.
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CET'PETAIISI €BPEIB B TETTO FEHEPAJILHOI OKPYTH
“BOJINHB-TIOIL/LIIST” 3A MATEPIAJIAMM SIXAJI-TH YHYM
(m. TIAPWIK, ®PAHIIIST)

Anomauia. Mema cmammi — npoauanizyéamu CmMaHosUwle €6peid 8 2emmo 2eHepalbHol
oxkpyeu “Bonunv-Ilodinna” nio uac [onokocmy ma oOcHo8i Odcepen YCHO-ICMOPUUHOL KoneKyii
“Sxao-In Yuym” (m. Ilapuoic, @panyis). Memooonozia 00CaioHceHHa TPYHMYEMbC HA NPUHYUNAX
HayKo8OCMI, icmopusmy, npoo1eMHO-iCmopUuYHO20, NOULYKOBO20 MEMO0is, a MAKOIC Memooax ananizy
i cucmemamusayii. Ilpogionum y oocnioscenni cmag memoo ycuoi icmopii. Haykoea noeusna. Bnepuie
6 icmopioepaii okpemy po3eiOKy NpucesiueHo ananizy odcepen ycHoi icmopii Tonokocmy nHaykosoi
incmumyyii “Axao-In Yuym” wooo cmanosuwa egpeie @ cemmo eenepanvHoi okpyeu ‘‘BonuHb-
Hooinna”. Ilpoananizoeano orcumms cepeie 6 2emmo 3 NEePCNeKMuUsU Hee8pelcbKUX C8i0ueHb.
Vnepwe 0o naykosozo obicy 66edeno senuxy Kinbkicms HeonyOnikosanux ycHux odxcepen. Bucnoexu.
Ananiz ycnux Oacepen ‘“Axao-In Yuym” 0as modxciusicmv 6iomeopumu icmopito CmeopeHHs ma
Gyukyionysanns cemmo eenepaivroi okpyeu “‘Bonuns-Ilodinns” nio uac Tonoxkocmy 3 nepcnekmueu
HeespelcbKux ceiouenn. L Oacepena yinui mum, uo mMicmsams noOpoOuyi dcumms €epeis 6 cemmo ma
iHGhopmayiio, sAxa He 3ycmpivacmvcsa 8 IHWUX OQIYiiHUX OOKYMEHMATbHUX 0dicepenax. Y 00cnioiceHHi
DO3KPUMO 0COONUBOCTI CMBOPEHH 2eMMO, NepeceienHsl, NOOYMOo8e HCUmmsi, npayio, 2padisxc, Gisuuny,
Mopanvhy Hapyey Hao opanysimu. €spei GUKOPUCIO8Y AU PI3HT MemOoOu w00 UICUMU, 3AEMOOIIOYU
i3 npedcmasHuKamu oKynayiuroi aominicmpayii ma yugineHumu scumenamu. Heszeaocarouu na me,
Wo DYHKYIOHYBAHHS 2emmoO PO32IAHYMO HA NPUKIAdi 2enepanvhoco okpyey ‘“‘Bomumnv-Ilodinnsa”,
pesyromamu Q0CHiONHCeHHs, De3yMOGHO, MAmMb HAOAeamo wupuie 3Ha4eHHs O PO3YMIHHSA NIAAHI8
Hayucmis y “‘supiuenti espeticbkoeo numants’, 30kpema ceepecayii Hineuuunoro espeis y eemmo na
6CIX OKYNOBAHUX MEPEHAX.

Knrwuosi crosa: Hxao-In Yuym, [onokocm, gideoceiouenns, ycua icmopis, eemmo, Ilampix /lebya,
eeHepanvHa okpyea “Bonunv-Ilodinna”.

Problem Statement. Oral history is an important area of research into the events of the
20th century, including World War II and the Holocaust. As Tetiana Boriak notes, the role
of oral history, orevidence as a method and historical source is valuable when it comes to
totalitarian regimes, as generally genocidaires do not leave behind documents about their
intentions for future mass murders (Boriak, 2024, p. 9). Eyewitness testimonies enable us to
supplement the traditional research base and “humanize history”.

The scientific institution Yahad-In Unum (Paris, France), founded in 2004 by Father
Patrick Desbois, stands out among large-scale oral history, orevidence collections. This
organization searches for mass grave sites using eyewitness accounts of the murders of the
Jews during World War II. As of May 1, 2024, Yahad-In Unum’s video collection contained
7,982 testimonies in 12 countries. The organization carries out the largest scientific research
work in Ukraine, where 3,065 witnesses were interviewed, 3,308 video testimonies were
recorded, and 1,298 sites of mass executions were identified (Mykhalchuk, 2024, p. 104).

The memories of non-Jewish residents about the Holocaust are important because they
contain details not recorded in other official documents. In particular, they contain valuable
information about the segregation of the Jews in the ghetto. Owing to the extensive source
base of Yahad-In Unum, this study made it possible to highlight the stay/mistreatment of the
Jews in the ghetto (on the example of “Volyn-Podillia” General District, which during the
Nazi occupation was part of Reichskommissariat Ukraine).

Review of Sources and Historiography. The historiography is based on the research of
Yahad-In Unum founder Patrick Desbois and scholars who used the organization’s sources.
In particular, P. Debois’s studies highlight a close relationship between the Holocaust
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witnesses and the Jews, who were often neighbours of the Jews (Desbois, 2011; Desbois,
2013; Desbois, 2018). P. Debois mentions the involvement of local residents in the “solution
of the Jewish issue” by the Nazis, by forcing them to do a “dirty” job (“small death jobs™) —
digging/burying graves, searching corpses, sorting the clothes of the murdered, etc. (Desbois,
2011).

Over the past 5 years, the Ukrainian scholars have significantly intensified their
research using the Yahad-In Unum source database. Roman Shliakhtych analysed over 100
oral testimonies stored in Yahad-In Unum archive about the Holocaust in rural areas of
Dnipropetrovsk region (Shliakhtych, 2019) and using oral sources analysed the functioning
of Jewish forced labour camps located on the Kryvyi Rih — Dnipro (Dnipropetrovsk) route
(Shliakhtych, 2024). Volodymyr Zilinskyi, based on the Yahad-In Unum sources, managed to
clarify the reaction of witnesses, murderers, and victims in Lviv region during the Holocaust
(Zilinskyi, 2019). In his studies Andriy Khoptiar writes about 82 actions of murder of the
Jewish population, in which about 115 thousand people died in the territory of Kamianets-
Podilskyi region (Khoptiar, 2020). Yuriy Kaparulin not only did the research on the Holocaust
in Kalinindorf district, but also highlighted the commemorative practices of the Jewish
community at the sites of mass shootings (Kaparulin, 2020). Roman Mykhalchuk, based
on the Yahad-In Unum sources, highlighted the role of civilians in the Nazi plans of the
Holocaust in the territory of “Volyn-Podillia” General District (Mykhalchuk, 2020); analysed
the role of the Jewish property in the dynamics of the Holocaust focusing on the local non-
Jewish population of “Volyn-Podillia” General District (Mykhalchuk, 2021); described the
situation of the Jews in Mizoch ghetto (Mykhalchuk, 2022a) and Rivne ghetto (Mykhalchuk,
2022b). The study by Roman Mykhalchuk and Volodymyr Zilinskyi focuses on oral history,
orevidence in the Holocaust research using the Yahad-In Unum sources as an example
(Mykhalchuk, & Zilinskyi, 2025).

Orevidences require a critical approach and comparison with other sources (cross-
analysis). In this aspect, studies in the oral historical context of research are important
(Bodnar, 2021; Hrinchenko, & Rebrova, & Romanova, 2012; Mykhalchuk, 2021, 2023;
Boriak, 2024). We share Halyna Bodnar’s opinion, who notes that it is important for an
oral historian to go beyond the text — to capture what the text does not convey (Bodnar,
2021, p. 38).

The research sources were video evidences from the Yahad-In Unum archive, which
concern the territories of “Volyn-Podillia” General District. The choice for the analysis of this
administrative entity is actualized by its importance in the plans of the occupiers. In particular,
the main institutions of Reichskommissariat Ukraine were located there: the headquarters of
the main quartermaster’s office and the economic administration of Army Group “South”, the
Central Bank of Ukraine, the German Supreme Court, and the headquarters of the chief of the
Wehrmacht’s rear units in Ukraine. The city of Rivne was the centre of Reichskommissariat
Ukraine. In 1941, the two largest executions of the Jews (the first one — in Babyn Yar) were
carried out in these areas, in Kamianets-Podilskyi and Rivne.

Purpose: based on the analysis of the Yahad-In Unum sources, to do the research on the
segregation of the Jews in the ghetto of “Volyn-Podillia” General District.

Research Results. The segregation of the Jews in ghettos during the Holocaust was
an important element in the “solution of the Jewish issue”. The number of ghettos in the
German-occupied territories varied. In Ukraine, the number of at least 442 ghettos was
confirmed (Altman, Y. et all, ed., 2011, p. 210). According to the data of the American
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encyclopedic publication on ghettos and camps, there were 134 of them in the region under
analysis — “Volyn-Podillia” General District (Encyclopedia of Camps and Ghettos, 2012,
pp- 1322-1508). However, comparing this data with other sources, it can be argued that their
number could have been about 150 (Mykhalchuk, 2017, p. 275).

The functioning of the majority of ghettos in “Volyn-Podillia” General District is
associated with the establishment of a civil administration in the region on September 1,
1941. However, there were several ghettos established under military administration during
the first 10 weeks of the occupation. For example, such ghettos were in Balyn, Domachevo,
Kupel, etc. (Encyclopedia of Camps and Ghettos, 2012, p. 1316).

In settlements where there were fewer than 200 Jews, according to Erich Koch’s
instructions, ghettos were not established (Lauer, 2010, p. 114; Mykhalchuk, 2017, p. 275).
Therefore, the Jews from other settlements, primarily villages, were resettled in large ghettos.
There are many testimonies about ghettos where the Jews from other settlements were
relocated, — in Mlyniv (YIU, Testimony 1377UK. Mlyniv), Stolyn (YIU, Testimony 195B.
Stolyn), etc. The practice of relocating the Jews and concentrating them in one place was
quite common before the murder. For example, it is known that shortly before the liquidation
of the Mizoch ghetto, the Jews from the neighbouring village of Derman were resettled there
(Memorial Book of Mizocz, p. 194; Mykhalchuk, 2023, p. 31).

According to witness testimony, the Jews from Ostropol, Iziaslav, and other towns were
in Starokostiantyniv ghetto (YIU, Testimony 867UK. Starokostiantyniv). Another witness
noted that the Jews from Polonny, Ostropol, Hrytsiv, Liabun were kept in this ghetto as well
(YIU, Testimony 865UK. Starokostiantyniv). A researcher Oleksandr Kruhlov confirms the
presence of the Jews from neighbouring districts in Starokostiantyniv ghetto, because during
its liquidation in May of 1942, among those shot there were the Jews from neighbouring
villages of Ostropol, Hrytsiv, and Starosyniavka districts. In particular, among 11,000 Jews
killed in Starokostiantyniv, Oleksandr Kruhlov mentions about 581 Jews from Ostropol
(Altman, Y. et all, ed., 2011, p. 945).

In rare cases, some Jews were allowed to live outside the ghetto. Exceptions were made
for the Jewish specialists, members of the Judenrats and the Jewish police, who could live
outside the ghetto or in special quarters within the ghetto. In Luninets, a witness noted that all
Jews who were not doctors, welders, or specialists were sent to the ghetto (YIU, Testimony
190B. Luninets). In Stolyn, one doctor did not live in the ghetto (YIU, Testimony 195B.
Stolyn). Similar cases were observed in Stepan, Kostopil (Mykhalchuk, 2017, p. 275). For a
long time, about 20 Jews lived outside the ghetto in Rivne (Mykhalchuk, 2022b, p. 78). The
Jews, qualified specialists, in the ghetto, as an exception, could have other identifying marks.
For example, in Starokostiantyniv ghetto, according to a witness, the Jews had a patch on the
left chest and right shoulder, while the Jews qualified specialists wore a black patch with a
yellow stripe (YIU, Testimony 865UK. Starokostiantyniv).

The most neglected neighbourhoods were usually chosen for ghetto housing. The heads
of the Jewish councils (Judenrats) were usually informed of orders on relocation. The
relocation process was often supervised. For example, during the relocation of the Jews from
the village of Leploka to Domachevo ghetto (Beresteisky Gebiet), the process of transporting
belongings was monitored and accompanied by police officers (YIU, Testimony 136B.
Leploka (Domachevo)).

The resettlement time depended on the local administration (in Rivne this process dragged
on for several months) (Mykhalchuk, 2022b, p. 77). However, sometimes the resettlement
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time was one day, or even several hours. Such a time limit deprived the Jew of getting ready
for resettlement. Therefore, the Jews entered the ghetto practically robbed, because they could
not take all their belongings with them. In Boremel, when moving to the ghetto, according to
eyewitness testimony, they were only allowed to take food, and no furniture (YIU, Testimony
1343UK. Boremel). In Luninets, they were not allowed to take many things with them,
only the most necessary things (for example, bedding) (YIU, Testimony 191B. Luninets).
In Olyka, when the Jews tried to take some things with them, they were not allowed, but
were kicked away (YIU, Testimony 1773UK. Olyka). The houses left behind during the
resettlement became the object of looting by local non-Jewish residents. For example, during
the resettlement to the ghetto of Velyki Mezhyrichi, as soon as the Jews left their homes,
the houses were immediately looted. As a non-Jewish witness recalled: no one guarded the
houses, so “then terrible things happened, pillows, feathers were everywhere, and everything
was scattered” (YIU, Testimony 1422UK. Velyki Mezhyrichi).

The ghettos established were of a closed and open type. There were also mixed ones.
In the open type ghetto there was no fence. Examples of such settlements were the ghettos
in Dubrovytsia, Korets, Horodnia, Kolkakh, Katerburg, Kivertsi, Ratne, Yarmolyntsi, etc.
(Mykhalchuk, 2017, p. 275). Rivne ghetto was considered to be an open type (Altman, Y. et
all, ed., 2011, p. 858), where the Jews had the opportunity to go out to work (Barats, 1993,
p- 56). A witness recalled that there was no fence around the ghetto and the Jews could
leave the ghetto: “they went out everywhere, wherever they wanted — they went there” (YIU,
Testimony 1416UK. Rivne). Other evidence of the absence of fences refers to the ghetto in
Radyvyliv (YIU, Testimony 1782UK. Radyvyliv), Olyka (YIU, Testimony 1774UK. Olyka),
etc. Sometimes the type of ghetto (open/closed) changed over time depending on the plans of
the occupiers. For example, in August of 1941 an open type ghetto was established in Kupel,
and in April of 1942 it became a closed type (Mykhalchuk, 2017, p. 275).

The construction of the ghetto fence fell on the shoulders of local residents, as well
as ghetto prisoners. Confirmation of the fence construction by the Jews is found in the
testimonies about Tuchyn ghetto (YIU, Testimony 1389UK. Tuchyn), Varkovychi ghetto
(YIU, Testimony 1396UK. Varkovychi), Lanivtsi ghetto (YIU, Testimony 818-819UK.
Lanivtsi), Mlyniv ghetto (YIU, Testimony 1377UK. Mlyniv), Stolyn ghetto (YIU, Testimony
195B. Stolyn), Brest ghetto (YIU, Testimony 156B. Brest).

Other memoirs state that local residents were forced to do such work according to the
order of local authorities or police. This fact was recorded in the ghetto in Kozhan-Horodok
(YIU, Testimony 185B. Kozhan-Horodok), Lakhva (YIU, Testimony 181B. Lakhva) and the
others. In Ozeriany the fence and the gate were built by 12 local residents according to the
orders of the local mayor (YIU, Testimony 1463UK. Ozeriany).

Many testimonies detail the height of the ghetto fence. For example, in Varkovychi,
a witness stated that the fence height was taller than a man (YIU, Testimony 1396UK.
Varkovychi). But usually, the figures of 2 — 3 meters were mentioned. Thus, in Tuchyn (YIU,
Testimony 1389UK. Tuchyn), Mlyniv (YIU, Testimony 1377UK. Mlyniv), Domachevo
(YIU, Testimony 136B. Leploka (Domachevo)) the height of the fence was 2 m.; in Ozeriany
(YIU, Testimony 1463UK. Ozeriany), Shepetivka (YIU, Testimony 1788UK. Shepetivka),
Shumsk (YIU, Testimony 1790UK. Shumsk) — 3 m. The fence in Brest ghetto was 1,5 m.
(YIU, Testimony 156B. Brest).

Various sources (both Jewish and non-Jewish accounts in particular) report numerous
facts about the presence of wire on the ghetto fence. Some accounts describe the wire as
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barbed, and sometimes as being connected to electricity. For example, a fence with wire is
recorded in memories in Ozeriany (YIU, Testimony 1463UK. Ozeriany), Dubno (there were
several rows of wire (YIU, Testimony 1379UK. Dubno)), Luninets (YIU, Testimony 193B.
Luninets (Brest)), Domachevo (YIU, Testimony 136B. Leploka (Domachevo)). In Lanivtsi
it is mentioned that the fence was connected to electricity (YIU, Testimony 818-819UK.
Lanivtsi). According to the testimonies the barbed wire was in Varkovychi ghetto (YIU,
Testimony 1396UK. Varkovychi), Boremel (YIU, Testimony 1343UK. Boremel), Mlyniv
(YIU, Testimony 1377UK. Mlyniv), Shumsk (YIU, Testimony 1790UK. Shumsk). In
Radyvyliv, there were 2 rows of barbed wire (YIU, Testimony 1783UK. Radyvyliv), in
Stolyn — 5 — 6 rows (YIU, Testimony 196B. Stolyn).

The entry into the ghetto was guarded. If the ghetto was large, there could be several
entrances (gates). For example, there was one entry into Domachevo ghetto (YIU,
Testimony136B. Leploka (Domachevo)). In Dubrovytsia, it was noted that there was a gate
to the ghetto that was open, so at first it was allowed to leave the ghetto, but then it was
closed (YIU, Testimony 1807UK. Dubrovytsia). In Ostroh, a witness reported that there
were two gates (YIU, Testimony 86UK. Ostrig). In Stolyn, three gates were documented
on three different streets (people were taken to work through Kliushchenkova Street (YIU,
Testimony 195B. Stolyn)). There were also several gates in Brest ghetto (YIU, Testimony
156B. Brest). Information about Boremel ghetto differs in non-Jewish accounts. In one case,
a witness mentioned one entry into the ghetto (YIU, Testimony 1337UK. Boremel), and
another eyewitness indicated that there was more than one entry (YIU, Testimony 1343UK.
Boremel). This example illustrates the importance of critically analyzing and verifying
eyewitness testimonies. Determining the credibility of testimony is done by using cross-
analysis (Hrinchenko, & Rebrova, & Romanova, 2012, p. 180).

A characteristic feature of all ghettos without exception was overpopulation and an excessive
crowding of their inhabitants in a limited space. Often the ghetto area covered several streets.
In Shumsk, the ghetto was located on two or three streets (YIU, Testimony 1790UK. Shumsk).
In Kozhan-Horodok, all the ghetto prisoners could not fit in the premises, that is why, there
were double storey beds there (YIU, Testimony 189B. Kozhan-Horodok). There were 20-25
houses in Boremel ghetto (YIU, Testimony 1343UK. Boremel), which an eyewitness described
as “small, as if they were dug in the ground” (YIU, Testimony 1337UK. Boremel). Sometimes,
due to a lack of space, the Jews were forced to stay in cellars or spend the night out-of-doors.
For example, in Kozhan-Horodok ghetto, the Jews slept out-of-doors (YIU, Testimony 185B.
Kozhan-Horodok). Describing a large crowd in Hoshcha ghetto, the witness noted that the Jews
slept on the floor “like piglets” (YIU, Testimony 1431UK. Hoshcha).

Labour became an integral part of an everyday life in the ghetto. The occupiers tried
to exploit the political economy of genocide to their advantage. The Jews worked inside
the ghetto and outside it on the “Aryan” side. Some Jews believed that their employment
could save their lives, as they were useful for the occupiers. Varvara Barats recalled that
labour was unpaid in Rivne ghetto (Barats, 1993, p. 39). The reward was the very fact of
working for the Germans. Linen, hosiery, tailoring, and shoemaking workshops operated in
the ghetto (Mykhalchuk, 2022b, p. 79). In Kozhan-Horodok ghetto the Jews sewed clothes
(YIU, Testimony 188B. Kozhan-Horodok), in Dubno they made harnesses for horses (YIU,
Testimony 1379UK. Dubno), and etc.

Labour outside the ghetto was often related to construction. In Luninets ghetto the Jews
dug trenches for defense (YIU, Testimony 191B. Luninets). In Smordva ghetto the Jews were
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taken out to work in the fields every day (mostly men) (YIU, Testimony 1371UK. Smordva).
The Jewish men and women were taken out of Lanivtsi ghetto to work every morning. Young
women (3040 people) worked in the gendarmerie, where they cleaned and beat out carpets
(YIU, Testimony 822UK. Lanivtsi). In Zinkiv ghetto the Jews cleared snow and worked on
roads in winter (YIU, Testimony 690UK. Zinkiv). In Volochysk Jewish men carried stones
and paved the road (YIU, Testimony 855UK. Volochysk). Often, humiliating anti-Semitic
measures were taken to the Jewish workers. The Jews from Luninets ghetto worked all day
until evening. When going to and from work, they were forbidden to walk on the sidewalks,
but only along the road (YIU, Testimony 190B. Luninets).

When the Jews worked, supervisors/guards were almost always present. An exception
was recorded in Stolyn ghetto. There, the Jews (women and men) after receiving orders from
the Judenrat went to work wherever they were needed without any guards. In the evening,
they also returned to the ghetto on their own (YIU, Testimony 195B. Stolyn).

It was also important that during the escort and work, the Jews did not only make the
attempt to escape, but also did not come into contact with the local non-Jewish residents.
The Jews could obtain food, hear the latest news, etc. However, attempts at contact were
made by both Jews and non-Jews. Thus, in Stolyn the Jews worked outside the ghetto, where
they could get food from non-Jewish residents (YIU, Testimony 195B. Stolyn). In Lanivtsi
ghetto the Jews were taken out to work every morning: “Well, somewhere there, someone
gave them beets, someone — potatoes, someone — bread. And they carried it all to the ghetto
in the evening” (YIU, Testimony 822UK. Lanivtsi). When the Jews from Shumsk ghetto
went to work (they built sidewalks), local residents would come up to them and bring them
something (food). Also, during breaks at work, the Jews could exchange their own things
(YIU, Testimony 1792UK. Shumsk). At the same time, the Schutzmanns, the policemen who
escorted the Jews from Shumsk ghetto, made sure that they could not make such contacts
(YIU, Testimony 1790UK. Shumsk).

In the ghetto, the Jews were a constant target for robbery. As soon as the Jews were herded
into Luninets ghetto, they were told that if they wanted to save their lives, they had to give up
gold. Two weeks later, this demand was repeated (YIU, Testimony 191B. Luninets). In Brest
ghetto the Jews gave gold at the demand of the occupiers (YIU, Testimony 156B. Brest).
During constant searches in the ghetto by the Ukrainian and Jewish police, food and other
items were taken away from the Jews, and blackmail was used. In Lanivtsi the Ukrainian
policemen took away carrots and potatoes during searches because the Jews did not give
gold. On the day they demanded gold, the Jews were taken out on foot to do forced labour
(50-100 people at a time), and were told to hand over the gold, “because if you don’t give it,
we will take revenge on you” (YIU, Testimony 822UK. Lanivtsi).

An artificial shortage of food and belongings was created in the ghetto. During the
resettlement, the Jews were limited in their ability to take a sufficient amount of belongings
with them. It was not possible to take many products with them and they quickly ran out,
which became one of the most acute problems.

In this way, an artificial famine was provoked in the ghetto. In Luninets ghetto a witness
recalled hungry children who were not fed because there was not enough food. (YIU,
Testimony 191B. Luninets). When there was a shortage of food, the Jews tried to use it
economically. In Lanivtsi ghetto the Jews carefully sorted “barabolia” (potatoes — author),
because there was nothing else to eat. According to the witness’s description: “The Jews
ate half-rotten barabolia” (YIU, Testimony 820UK. Lanivtsi). In the same ghetto, the Jews
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suffered not only from a lack of food, but also from a lack of water, because the well had
“broken down” (YIU, Testimony 822UK. Lanivtsi). In such cases, the presence of water
bodies could have improved the situation. Thus, in Olyka the Jews lived not far from a pond,
where they could not only wash themselves, but also apparently satisfy their need for water
(YIU, Testimony 1773UK. Olyka)

Attempts to find food outside the ghetto were illegal. A witness from Velyki Mezhyrichi
noted that there was a warning (announcement) that if there was any contact between the
Jews and the non-Jewish population, “we will burn the whole house and kill everyone”
(YIU, Testimony 1421UK. Velyki Mezhyrichi). However, both sides engaged in smuggling,
exchanging goods and services. A researcher Shmuel Spector noted in this regard that “hungry
Jews were good trading partners” for peasants (Spector, 1990, p. 133).

Sometimes non-Jewish residents brought food to the ghetto free of charge on an altruistic
basis, but often they did so for a material reward. Such facts are found in almost every
ghetto. Non-Jewish witnesses who spoke about their experience of such cooperation with the
Jews often only mentioned the facts of providing food without explaining the reasons (free
of charge or for reward). For example, in Boremel, the witness noted that he threw bread,
potatoes, carrots, and pears over the fence (YIU, Testimony 1337UK. Boremel). In Kozhan-
Horodok, the witness’s mother gave potatoes, bread, and beans to the Jews in the ghetto
(YIU, Testimony 189B. Kozhan-Horodok). In Brest, non-Jews were allowed to enter the
ghetto for a time to draw water from a well located on the ghetto grounds. This allowed them
to contact the Jews and provide them with food (YIU, Testimony 156B. Brest).

There are also facts indicating the circulation of goods between the Jews and non-Jews
for exchange or material reward. For example, in Lanivtsi the Jews displayed goods behind
the ghetto fence. If any of the local residents were interested in the goods, an exchange could
take place (YIU, Testimony 822UK. Lanivtsi). A witness from Stolyn said that food was
thrown over the fence into the ghetto for exchange “junk” (YIU, Testimony 194B. Stolyn;
Mykhalchuk, 2021, p. 69).

In Brest some non-Jewish residents put on yellow circles, climbed over the fence and went
into the ghetto to the Jews. According to the participant, he and his brother (boys 10-12 years
old) often did this. The braver brother went into the ghetto 8 — 10 times, and the witness — 3 —
4 times. When the locals brought them milk, the Jews gave them fabric for sewing clothes.
They also ordered shoes to be sewn by the Jews. Often these were acquaintances, such as the
Jew Leiba, whom they knew well (YIU, Testimony 156B. Brest).

Given the desperate situation of the Jews, the exchange was often uneven and resembled
robbery. For example, a witness from Tomashivka recounted exchanging a watch for 10 kg of
flour in the ghetto, claiming that at that time the Jews “needed help” (YIU, Testimony 127B.
Tomashivka). In Ozeriany, when the Jews asked for bread, the witness replied: “Give me the
watch — [ will give you bread” (YIU, Testimony 1463UK. Ozeriany). According to the witness,
he paid for the watch with a slice of bread and gave a little lard. In addition, he asked the
Jews for “cigarettes”, for which he gave them nothing, because “they did not ask for anything
anymore” (YIU, Testimony 1463UK. Ozeriany; Mykhalchuk, 2021, p. 74). Thus, in the ghetto
he exchanged food many times and each time asked for a watch, because he had clothes. He
considered this practice normal, even being acquainted with prisoners. In his study Father Patrick
Desbois mentions a similar case with a watch and bread in Rokytne (Desbois, 2018, p. 34).

In these cases, the police officers’ task was to monitor the situation to prevent such
contacts. However, as witnesses note, corruption was observed, and it was possible to bribe
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the right people. In Boremel, it was officially not possible to hand over food, but if the police
officers were acquaintances, then it was possible to make a deal with them (YIU, Testimony
1343UK. Boremel). In Varkovychi, people would come to the ghetto gate and hand over
food, sometimes by agreement with the police: “Give something to the policeman there and
he will hand it over” (YIU, Testimony 1398UK. Varkovychi). According to the recollections
of a witness in Shumsk, some policemen pretended not to see people handing over food to
the local ghetto (YIU, Testimony 1792UK. Shumsk).

The Jews suffered not only from officials who demanded a “ransom”, but also from
the arbitrariness of the police, who used unjustified violence against them. The Jews could
not protect themselves, because there was impunity for the police (Ukrainian and Jewish).
According to eyewitness accounts, in Lanivtsi ghetto the Jews could be shot or killed
just like that — if they did not like it, or did not go well, “who will be responsible there”?
(YIU, Testimony 821UK. Lanivtsi). In Stara Syniava, a policeman (police chief) said about
the Jews: “today I shot one parasite, I shot him whenever I wanted to” (YIU, Testimony
861UK. Stara Syniava). In Lanivtsi, in the ghetto it was forbidden to leave the houses, and
anyone who did was shot. One Jewish woman, Dvoira, who was insane, went out and was
shot (YIU, Testimony 822UK. Lanivtsi). The murder of the Jews also occurred during the
ghetto liquidation, when they hid because they did not want to be shot. For example, in
Starokostiantyniv ghetto, a Jew was found hiding in a house with double doors and was
shot (YIU, Testimony 865UK. Starokostiantyniv). According to a non-Jewish witness about
the situation of the Jews in Lokachi ghetto: “later on, things became so bad that it’s even
impossible to describe them” (YIU, Testimony 1481 UK. Lokachi).

In addition to physical violence, which often ended in death, the Jews were subjected to
moral and psychological abuse. In Smordva, as the Jews were being expelled from the ghetto,
the Schutzmanns forced them to march and sing songs (YIU, Testimony 1371UK. Smordva).
In Kostopil ghetto, the German commandant forced the Jews to dance. In one case, about 50
people were dancing (YIU, Testimony 1787UK. Kostopil). In Brest, the Germans entered
the ghetto at night and did whatever they liked, including sexual violence. A witness recalled
such facts: “there was rape, there was everything. They did whatever they wanted there”
(YIU, Testimony 161B. Brest).

In addition to violence inflicted by the occupiers, the ghetto residents suffered from
violence at the hands of the Jewish police. Many testimonies indicate that their behaviour
was worse than that of the Ukrainian police. As a witness in Olyka noted: “The Jews beat
their own people even more than the Ukrainians... the Jews beat their own people, without
any hesitation” (YIU, Testimony 1773UK. Olyka). In total, there were about 30 members of
the Jewish police in Olyka (YIU, Testimony 1774UK. Olyka). In Boremel, 12 Jews were in
the police under the leadership of the Germans. They beat the Jews who did not want to go
to work with sticks. However, they were also later shot separately from other Jews (YIU,
Testimony 1337UK. Boremel).

Summarizing the testimonies of non-Jewish residents, it should be noted that almost all
of their memories are full of empathy and feelings for the Jews (although there were some
exceptions). The Jews were acquaintances, neighbours, friends with whom they made friends
during the interwar period. In Hoshcha, recalling how the Jews exchanged clothes for food,
taking off their clothes, the witness noted: “They were the Jews, they all knew each other,
they went to school together, they played together, they went to the meadow there, they
were such good guys... so how to take something away from him, if he came — he wanted
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to eat” (YIU, Testimony 1431UK. Hoshcha). When the Jews were taken out of the ghetto in
Lanivtsi to work, the witness observed them and recalled later: “But there, among the Jews,
there were my students who studied with me — boys and girls. I recall that and cry because
of that” (YIU, Testimony 822UK. Lanivtsi). In Kostopil, the witness said: “that is a terrible
judgment,” and he repeated these words several times during the interview (YIU, Testimony
1787UK. Kostopil).

Conclusions. Thus, the oral history sources, orevidences of Yahad-In Unum provide
an opportunity to analyse the history of the Holocaust from the perspective of non-Jewish
testimonies. Together with the Jewish memories and other documentary sources, they
provide an objective analysis of the stated issues. The analysed orevidences contain exclusive
information that is not found in other official documents. The research shows that genocidal
intentions regarding the Jews were implemented, in particular, through the segregation of
the Jews in ghettos. The analysed orevidences reveal the history of the ghetto establishment
and functioning in “Volyn-Podillia” General District of Reichskommissariat Ukraine. There
are common and distinctive features of the stay/detention of the Jews in the ghetto, but the
ultimate goal of this process was the same. To survive, the Jews used various methods,
interacting with representatives of the occupation administration and civilian residents. In
the ghetto labour was considered as a ghostly chance for salvation. Bullying in the ghetto
(physical, material, moral, sexual, etc.) became widespread. It is also important that the
sources provide an opportunity to trace the reaction of non-Jews to the Holocaust. Depending
on different circumstances, it was not unambiguous, and their roles could change.
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