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of data has been collected over the past decade. However, he also draws on accounts of
earlier waves of migration to situate the last decade of mobility in its historical context
and to argue against the common misconception that the floodgates opened precisely
on May 1, 2004. This discussion is concentrated mainly in Chapter 2, which will be use-
ful particularly to those readers less familiar with the role, and mythology, of earlier
Polish migratory movements. Garapich highlights the continuities in migratory prac-
tice and the tense relationships between groups of settled British Poles, and the more
recent arrivals. In these encounters class divides feature as importantly as shared eth-
nicity. The interplay of those categories in the transnational social field inhabited by
Garapich’s protagonists is the main theoretical thrust of the book. This focus is fleshed
out in the somewhat leaden theoretical discussion in Chapter 1, but it really begins to
bear fruit as the monograph progresses into Chapters 5, 6, and 7.

This latter part of the book is especially rich in priceless anthropological insights.
For example, the section on the cultural meaning of moaning (173) explains why Polish
migrants bond through ritualized complaining, even though they are generally opti-
mistic in their pursuit of opportunities in the UK. The observations on class markers,
dress, and looks (230), dissect specific modes of class stigmatization and ways in which
Garapich’s informants work to disassociate themselves from the negative image of the
Slavic lumpen-proletariat. Chapter 6 tackles also the ambiguous ways in which many
Polish migrants make sense of the racial hierarchies in a multicultural global city like
London. In the end, their views range “from strongly cosmopolitan, enthusiastic, and
carefully nuanced to covertly or explicitly racist” (255). Garapich seeks to show, how-
ever, that the practices of living in a multicultural environment, often involving daily
interactions between members of different ethnic groups, are more indicative of Polish
migrants’ adaptation to diversity than verbal declarations. At the same time, London
provides the context where Poles begin to see themselves as white and thus sharing an
essential affinity with the English middle classes rather than with other (non-white)
migrants (260ff). This is a fascinating observation, one that could serve as the point of
departure for a future inquiry into the transnational lives of Poles post-Brexit.

Early in the book Garapich remarks that “Poles have been largely ignored socio-
logically despite being in the UK for a substantial amount of time” (88), although he
does not really explain why. But if it is indeed the case that Poles played a key part in the
drama of Brexit, this question demands an urgent answer. Further literature examining
their place in contemporary Britain must follow, but in the meantime scholars of migra-
tion and transnationalism should turn to Garapich’s rich and engaging ethnography.

KAROLINA FOLLIS
Lancaster University, UK
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The two books considered here, by Diana Dumitru and Raz Segal, are outstanding
examples of the growing trend among historians of the Holocaust toward regional
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studies. In The State, Antisemitism, and Collaboration in the Holocaust, Diana
Dumitru examines the Holocaust on the Romanian-Soviet borderlands of Bessarabia
and Transnistria. Raz Segal examines a similar borderland region, Subcarpathian
Ruthenia, in his monograph, Genocide in the Carpathians. Alhough the two historians
frame their work slightly differently, the two case studies make a splendid analytical
pair.

Diana Dumitru builds the argument of her book around a puzzle. When Romania
declared war against the Soviet Union on the side of Nazi Germany, its army reoccu-
pied Bessarabia and then marched alongside the Germans into Soviet Transnistria. In
Bessarabia, the occupation unleashed a paroxysm of spontaneous violence against
Jews. Bessarabian peasants killed their Jewish neighbors in villages and towns across
the province with pitchforks and hoes. They raped Jewish women and plundered Jewish
homes. But these scenes were not repeated in Transnistria. According to Dumitru,
there is “no evidence of anti-Jewish episodes of mass-violence by civilians anywhere
in Transnistria’s villages, towns, or cities” in 1941 (182). Even after the initial invasion
was over, local Transnistrians were far more likely to help Jews than to commit oppor-
tunistic acts of violence against them, although ethnic Germans, eager to demonstrate
their political reliability to the SS, were the exception to this pattern. The Jewish com-
munities of both Bessarabia and Transnistria were destroyed in the Holocaust, but the
response of local citizens to the slaughter could not be more starkly different.

How could this be? Dumitru argues that the answer lies with the radically dif-
ferent social policies of the Romanian and Soviet states in the interwar years. In
Romanian Bessarabia, state-builders tried to integrate the region into the greater
Romanian state, giving preference to ethnic Romanians in education and employment
and discriminating against Jews as exploiters of the Romanian people. These poli-
cies legitimized the popular belief that Jews were undeserving aliens who prospered
unjustly. They also made local Bessarabians receptive to extremists who wanted to
impose ethnic “justice” by force. In 1941, the war created conditions for these resent-
ments to explode into violence. Soviet rule in Transnistria produced a very different
outcome. There, party officials declared antisemitism to be counter-revolutionary and
“anti-Soviet.” They also adopted social and economic policies that promoted greater
Jewish integration into society. Dumitru is careful to note that anti-Jewish prejudices
did not vanish entirely. She also insists that her book not be misread as an “ode to
the Soviet system” (17). Dumitru concludes, however, that the effects of Soviet rule on
ethnic relations were real. By the late 1930s, a new generation of Transnistrians had
been educated as Soviet citizens to see their country as a multinational society. These
attitudes endured into the early wartime years and account for the dramatic absence
of pogroms in 1941.

The legacy of interwar politics is also decisive in Raz Segal’s study of
Subcarpathian Ruthenia. Before World War I, Ruthenia was one of the most remote
regions in the Austro-Hungarian monarchy. Its peoples were poor and mostly illiter-
ate. Jews and Christians alike shared a common culture shaped by belief in the power
of magic and mysticism and by similar family and occupation structures. Unusually
for eastern Europe, many Jews worked in subsistence agriculture alongside their
Gentile neighbors. There was little animosity between Jews and non-Jews. This social
order only began to break down after World War I.

Segal assigns the blame for this development to the sequence of state-build-
ing projects imposed on the region after 1918. Czechoslovakia was the first to try
to modernize the region. Their policies produced widespread local resentment,
politicizing ethnic differences for the first time. These fissures only widened after
Czechoslovakia was dismantled at Munich. In 1938, a short-lived autonomous
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Carpatho-Ukraine gave national activists from outside the region a chance to stoke
ethnic resentments against Jews, who were seen by many as Czechoslovak loyal-
ists. Months later, Hungary won control of the region and began to remake local
society again, imposing ethnic Hungarian hegemony and violently marginaliz-
ing Jews, Roma, and other Carpatho-Ruthenians. When German and Hungarian
authorities, acting jointly, began to deport the region’s Jews to Auschwitz, the vast
majority of their neighbors did nothing. Some even applauded. Three successive
attempts to remake the region’s society divided its peoples along ethnic lines and
destroyed a shared culture. Genocide in the Carpathians was the result of a much
longer process of ethno-nationalist state-building. Segal argues that this history
demonstrates the need to interpret the Holocaust in Hungary in a wider conceptual
and chronological context.

Both books raise important questions. Diana Dumitru’s claims about the long-
term impact of Soviet policy and propaganda on ethnic relations are provocative, but
they also beg for a systematic comparison of local responses to the mass murder of
Jews in other parts of the occupied Soviet Union. (Dumitru addresses this in a short
section in chapter 5.) Similarly, Raz Segal is certainly correct to say that the history of
the Holocaust in Hungary is only properly understood within a longer and more com-
prehensive history of Hungarian ethnonationalist policy. Even so, local responses to
the deportations in provinces elsewhere in wartime Hungary were not significantly
different from those that Segal sees in the region that he studies, leaving the reader
wanting to hear more about how this case should reshape our understanding of the
Holocaust in Hungary more generally.

These observations take nothing away from the important contributions that
these two books make to our understanding of the Holocaust in eastern Europe. In
particular, Dumitru and Segal show that state-builders in the region shaped attitudes
towards minorities like Jews with laws and regulations, creating and stoking resent-
ments or promoting solidarity in lasting and consequential ways. Their books show
that a timeless notion of antisemitism is useless as a tool of analysis. Both also dem-
onstrate the overwhelming importance of interwar ethnic politics for understanding
the messy social reality of how and why the Holocaust unfolded as it did in specific
locations across eastern Europe. Making sense of the variations requires careful
attention to the history of local social relations. Future scholars would do well to take
these two books as models of how to proceed.

PAUL HANEBRINK
Rutgers University, New Brunswick
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Vaclav Houzvicka sheds light on topics associated with central European transitional
historical periods and developments too often shrouded in convoluted controversy. His
focus on “Mitteleuropa” as a geographical region encompassing contradictory politi-
cal agendas and territories offers readers a coherent perspective about the Sudeten
people cast as perpetual others in a landscape dominated by empires, nations, and
singular or enfranchised factions. The book makes an immense contribution to the
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