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Nationalities Papers Volume XXI, No.2, Fall 1993

THE SS DIVISION 'GALICIA':
ITS GENESIS, TRAINING, DEPLOYMENT

Basyl Dmytryshyn

It is an indisputable historical fact that between 1933 and 1945 groups and
individuals in many countries of Europe, as well as in other parts of the world,
sympathized (for different reasons and motives) with Nazi public
pronouncements, especially those critical of the post-World War I settlement
It is also an indisputable historical fact that other groups and individuals in
many European countries resisted (for different reasons and motives) Nazi
domination, policies and practices. Unfortunately, current historical literature
does not reflect clearly this dichotomy. Some nations, because of the activities
of a few, are portrayed as Nazi collaborators, regardless of the human losses
they suffered under Nazi rule; and, conversely, others are presented as anti-
Nazi resisters, regardless of their actual contributions.

For reasons that sometimes are difficult to understand, the Ukrainians
have been singled out as betes noires, in spite of the fact that they resisted Nazi
occupation of their homeland and suffered some five million casualties. The
purpose of this brief article is to examine one aspect of the so-called "German-
Ukrainian collaboration" during World War II; namely, the principal events
(from March, 1943 to May, 1945) leading to the organization, training,
deployment, and demise of the SS Division 'Galicia.'

The available documentary and analytical evidence concerning Nazi
designs on Ukraine is so overwhelming that there is no need to elaborate on it
here.' The objective was clear and simple: Ukraine was to supply food and raw
materials for Germany, and it was to serve as a base for the German advance
to the Caucasus, Central Asia and the Middle East. Hitler and his immediate
associates never altered or abandoned this goal. However, in an effort to take
full advantage of a few inexperienced, naive and impatient Ukrainian political
spokesmen, some low-ranking Nazi officials camouflaged Hitler's grand
designs with anti-Russian, or anti-communist, or anti-Polish pronouncements.

Because the Ukrainians were persecuted and discriminated against in the
USSR, and to a lesser degree in Poland, some Ukrainian politicians, and
especially those associated with the Orhanizatsiia Ukrainskykh Natsionalistiv
(Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists, or OUN), welcomed Nazi statements
in the naive hope that the Nazis would somehow help them to establish an
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independent Ukrainian state. A few of these Ukrainians were so seduced by
such pronouncements that they chose to overlook the real Nazi objectives.
That fact did not escape the notice of a number of Nazi functionaries,
especially Admiral Wilhelm Canaris, head of the Abwehr (Military
Intelligence), who, at various times, tried to enlist Ukrainian aid to gain a
temporary advantage for Germany.2

It should be noted that, based on their past experience, not only OUN but
all spokesmen of Ukrainian political parties believed that, to secure
independence, Ukraine must have a well-trained and disciplined military
force. For that reason they encouraged young Ukrainians to enlist and receive
advanced military training in Polish, Czechoslovak, Italian, French and
German military schools.3 This intent produced minimal results because very
few Ukrainians of military age responded positively to the call, and because,
with only a few exceptions, most leaders of Europe misunderstood the
complexity of the Ukrainian problem. The single exception was Canaris.

Between 1939 and 1943, Canaris and some of his associates (without the
knowledge of top Nazi leadership) utilized Ukrainian assistance on several
occasions. The first was in March 1939 when, following Hitler's approval of
Hungary's occupation of Carpatho-Ukraine, the Abwehr gave financial and
material assistance to the few surviving members of the OUN-led Zakarpatska
Sich (Transcarpathian Encampment). Some of the survivors of the Sich were
Carpatho-Ukrainians. Others were Ukrainian refugees from the USSR and
Poland who, before 1938, had resided in Czechoslovakia, Austria or Germany,
and who, on their own initiative or with the knowledge and approval of
interested Nazi officials, had gone to Carpatho-Ukraine. Finally, there were
also nationally conscious Lemkos, Boikos, and Huculs (Ukrainians who lived
along the northern slopes of the Carpathians) and Ukrainians from Galicia,
Bukovina and Volyn who had gone to Carpatho-Ukraine late in 1938 and early
in 1939 to participate in the formation of a Ukrainian state following Hitler's
dismemberment of Czechoslovakia.4

With the help of former Ukrainian Army Colonel Roman Sushko, a
World War I veteran, the Abwehr organized some of these men into several
small units and stationed them along the Polish-Czechoslovak border. They
were given a dual task: to supply information (from their contacts in Poland)
to German military intelligence on the location and strength of Polish armed
forces; and to serve, should the need arise, as saboteurs and agents provocateurs.
The Abwehr never required their services because German and Soviet armies
crushed Polish resistance within three weeks. But after the Polish campaign
was over, the Abwehr assigned some of the no-longer-needed Ukrainians to
guard industrial enterprises in Nazi-occupied Poland and helped others to
become policemen in regions inhabited by Ukrainians.5

During the accelerated military build-up for German invasion of the
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USSR, known as Operation Barbarossa, in late 1940 and early 1941, the
Abwehr reactivated its interest in "the Ukrainian connection." This time the
principal target was the radical Bandera-led faction of the OUN.6 The Abwehr
now sought to achieve two objectives: to attract young Ukrainians to German
military service for use as anti-Soviet and pro-German agents; and to use these
agents to prompt Ukrainians in the USSR to desert the Soviets, thus hastening
Nazi triumph and domination of Eastern Europe. From its side, the Bandera-
led faction viewed the association quite differently. It accepted the Abwehr's
verbal proposal for cooperation for two basic reasons: to train, with German
help, a nucleus for its own future armed forces; and to spearhead those forces
into Ukraine (with the advancing German armies) to rally Ukrainians to the
Bandera-led faction in its attempt to establish an independent Ukrainian state.

The Abwehr's and Bandera's differing perceptions caused no immediate
problems; those surfaced later. For the time being, both sides cooperated in
recruiting young, educated Ukrainian refugees from Soviet-controlled Galicia,
Volyn, and recently-annexed Bukovina. In order not to arouse the suspicions
of their Soviet ally, the Abwehr camouflaged these Ukrainian military units as
Arbeitsdienst (Labor Units). Junior and non-commissioned officers were
trained in Krakow; recruits received their basic training in Krynica, Dukla, and
Barvinok, followed by practical exercises in Saubersdorf, Austria, and in
Neuhammer, Silesia. Throughout their training, all the top personnel, the
command language, uniforms and equipment were German. Ukrainians had
a few junior and non-commissioned officers.7

On the eve of the Nazi invasion of the USSR, the Abwehr divided these
Ukrainians (some 3,000 strong) into two groups: the Roland in Saubersdorf,
and the Nachtigall in Neuhammer. In late May 1941, the Roland group
travelled across Hungary to advance against the USSR with Romanian Forces,
while the Nachtigall moved to the vicinity of Peremyshl, where it crossed the
Soviet frontier on June 24,1941. On June 30,1941, some of the Nachtigall
men were present at a ceremony, staged in L'viv by the Bandera-led faction,
that formally proclaimed Ukraine's independence. Because this action was
contrary to Hitler's grand design for Ukraine, the Gestapo immediately arrested
Bandera and his close associates, and, later, Melnyk and his top advisers.
Subsequently, they were brought to Berlin and kept under house arrest for the
duration of World War II.8 The Nachtigall group was allowed to advance to
Ternopil and Vynnytsia; Roland crossed Bessarabia to Odessa, encountering
many obstacles along the way from Romanian authorities and former tsarist
officials in German service.9

The news of the arrest of Bandera and his associates affected the morale
of the Nachtigall and Roland men and they protested to the German Military
High Command. Because German armies were at that time advancing
victoriously along the entire Eastern Front, the Germans were annoyed at this
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protest and returned both groups to their original camps in Austria and Silesia.
In late 1941 the two were assembled in Frankfurt-on-the-Oder, where they
were reorganized into a police guard unit (SchutzpoHzei) and, in the spring of
1942, dispatched to Belorussia to guard German supply and communication
lines against attacks by Soviet partisans. In the course of that assignment these
Ukrainians performed well, but they suffered heavy casualties and some units
mutinied. For this, at the end of 1942, the Germans demobilized the enlisted
personnel and confined all junior and non-commissioned officers to prisons
and concentration camps for the duration of World War II.10

It should be noted here that, in their attempt to control and exploit the
conquered regions of Europe, the Germans utilized not only the services of
Ukrainians, but also offered tantalizing material benefits to many other
nationals under their rule to persuade them to join regular police, railroad
police and paramilitary supporting units. Such recruitments produced
"volunteers" in occupied France, Holland, Belgium, Denmark, Norway,
Poland, Bohemia, Yugoslavia, Greece, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, and in
regions of the USSR under German control. In Soviet Ukraine, these
"volunteers" were first recruited in 1942, and were known as Ukrainske
Vyzvolne Viisko (Ukrainian Liberation Forces). The Germans used them to
enforce their occupation policy.11

It is impossible to establish with any degree of accuracy the numerical
strengths of these "volunteers," not only in Ukraine but in other parts of
Europe. In Ukraine, recruitment was hindered by a long list of negative
factors. Most important were: the past record of unfulfilled or broken Nazi
promises to Ukrainians; arrogant behavior and attitude toward everything
Ukrainian by Nazi officials in charge of Ukraine; execution of thousands of
Ukrainians critical of Nazi policies and practices; exploitation of Ukrainian
industrial and agricultural resources; massive deportation of Ukrainians to
work in slave-like conditions in Germany; Nazi relucatance to recuit and arm
many Ukrainians for fear that, once armed, they might turn against them;
unwillingness of the top Nazi leadership to abandon its belief in racial
superiority; a wide-spread popular belief that, in spite of many early setbacks,
the anti-Nazi coalition (led by the United States, Great Britain and the USSR)
would emerge victorious; and warnings to, and often execution of, would-be
Nazi sympathizers, collaborators and "volunteers" by the anti-German
underground, both pro- and anti-Soviet In short, these and many other factors
prevented the Nazis from enlisting meaningful support for their policies not
only in Ukraine but in other parts of Europe.

The Immediate Background of the Formation of the SS Division 'Galkia'
The SS Division 'Galicia' was the last formal aspect of "German-

Ukrainian collaboration" during World War II. It was born at a critical
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Dmytryshyn: SS Division 'Galicia'

turning-point of the war. Generally speaking, until late 1942 and early 1943,
German and other Axis forces had the initiative and were either advancing or
holding their own on practically all fronts. Moreover, with only a few
exceptions, the areas under Nazi control were relatively calm and had not been
subjected to massive Allied bombing or determined anti-Nazi resistance.
Because of their military successes, the Nazi leadership had expressed no
interest in the humane treatment of conquered subjects, had made no plans to
enlist the support of "non-Aryan" peoples or those who aspired to gain
independent existence, and had steadfastly refused to modify its racist ideology
and the policy of conquest, enslavement and extermination. Yet, as noted
earlier, some Nazi underlings, without the knowledge of their top leaders, had
engaged and utilized a limited number of European nationals in the remaking
of the political map of Europe.

All this changed in late 1942 and early 1943 when Allied forces stopped
the Axis military advance on all fronts, seized the initiative, and, in the process,
inflicted extremely heavy casualties. In North Africa, for example, by the end
of 1942, German and Italian losses (dead and captured) amounted to over
500,000. During the same period German losses (and those of their partners)
on the Eastern Front numbered about 1,000,000. At the Battle of Stalingrad
alone the Germans lost 200,000. At the same time the Germans were suffering
staggering losses, the part of Europe they controlled was being subjected tc
systematic massive Allied bombing. Moreover, stiff anti-German resistance
developed in Norway, France, Greece, Yugoslavia, Italy, Poland, Belorussia
and Ukraine.12

Nazi leadership responded to these developments in three basic ways.
One consisted of arrest, deportation to Nazi concentration camps and execution
of hundreds of thousands of innocent people. Another was massive conscription
of subject peoples (especially the young) to work in German factories, on
German farms, and on war-related projects in areas of Europe under German
control. The third was a slight modification of Nazi racial ideology to allow
them to organize "non-Aryan volunteer" units to replace lost German manpower.
Previously, while German armies were marching victoriously on all fronts,
Nazi leaders allowed only "historic nations" to participate in the building of
the Nazi-designed and envisaged "Festung Europa" (Fortress Europe). The
historic nations included: Italy, Romania, Hungary, Slovakia, Croatia and
Finland, who sent armed forces to the Eastern Front. This concept also allowed
the formation of Scandinavian, Estonian, Latvian, Lithuanian, Flemish, Dutch,
Walloon, Spanish and French SS units. The Nazis even thought of recruiting
an SS formation from among British prisoners of war. Thanks to the enormous
losses the Allies inflicted on the Axis in 1942-1943, Nazi leadership modified
its racial requrements and soon there appeared Cossack, Uzbek, Belorussian,
Bosnian, Russian, Arab, Armenian, Georgian, Indian, Kazakh, Crimean Tatar,
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and other SS units.13

There was, however, one basic difference between these and previous
German-organized units. The earlier ones were conceived by the Abwehr, that
is, military intelligence of the German armed forces, without the knowledge
of top Nazi leaders. The new units were formed by influential members of the
SS with the approval of some top Nazi leaders (but not Hitler). The principal
promoter of these new units was Heinrich Himmler, Chief of the German
Police, Head of the Gestapo and Minister of Interior. His involvement is best
illustrated by the various maneuvers to organize the SS Division 'Galicia.'

The Organization and Training of the SS Division 'Galicia'
The "father" of the SS Division 'Galicia' was Dr. Otto Gustav

Wachter (1901-1949), an ambitious Austrian-born SS Gruppenfiihrer (Major-
General) who, as Governor of Galicia, had acquired some understanding of
Ukrainian national aspirations and especially their hatred of the Russians.
Wachter suggested the idea of the Division to Himmler and to Gottlob Berger,
Chief of the SS Main Office, on March 1,1943. Apparently both liked the idea,
for on March 4,1943, Wachter submitted for Himmler's approval the tentative
txt of an appeal he planned to deliver to Galician Ukrainians. The cover letter
noted that, if Himmler endorsed the text, Wachter was prepared to discuss the
matter with willing Ukrainian spokesmen to secure their support.14

Without waiting for Himmler's reply, Wachter (and such of his close
associates as Drs. Ludwig Lossacker and Otto Bauer and Colonel Alfred
Bisanz—all of whom entertained certain guarded pro-Ukrainian sentiments)
held a series of private meetings with two key spokesmen of the Ukrainian
Central Committee (UCC), Dr. Volodymyr Kubijovych and his deputy, Dr.
Kost Pankivskii, to get their reaction. Because these Nazi officials did not yet
have the go-ahead signal from their superiors in Berlin, their discussions and
commitments were vague. They were, however, encouraged by the open
Ukrainian desire to form a voluntary military formation that would fight
alongside the Germans against the Soviets. In fact, Kubijovych broached the
idea to Dr. Hans Frank, Governor-General of German-occupied Poland (the
so-called General Gouvernement) in a letter dated March 8, 1943.1S

These preliminary German-Ukrainian conversations assumed new
dimensions on March 28,1943, when Himmler instructed Wachter to proceed
cautiously with organizing a Ukrainian military formation, since Hitler had
apparently expressed basic agreement with the original proposal. Himmler
recommended, however, that this be done in two stages. At first, there should
be an official announcement praising Galician-Ukrainian farmers for fulfilling
their food delivery quotas in 1941 and 1942, and stating that only those
Ukrainians who had done so were entitled to own their land. Then Wachter
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Dmytryshyn: SS Division 'Galicia'

was instructed to issue an appeal to the able-bodied Ukrainian youth of Galicia
to enlist in the planned military unit, which was to be financed by the Ukrainian
population of Galicia. Technical problems, place and date of training were to
be considered later.16

After he received Himmler's conditional go-ahead, Wachter discussed
the problem of organizing a Ukrainian military unit with two top Nazi
officials: Walter Kriiger, Police Chief and State Secretary for the Security of
German-occupied Poland (April 4,1943), and Berger (April 6,1943). Then
on April 12,1943, Wachter convened a conference of high-ranking SS, police
and Nazi Party functionaries to work out technical problems. At his suggestion,
the participants agreed to call the unit "SS Volunteer Division 'Galicia.'" Its
members were to wear a sleeve patch portraying a lion, the historic emblem of
Galicia, which they believed would represent the Ukrainian tradition of the
region but could not serve the Great Ukrainian idea.17 The Division was to be
an infantry unit and was to have equipment similar to that of any German
infantry division. Galician Ukrainians were to provide the Division with
horses and wagons, and they were also to share with Germany the cost of other
equipment and training.

The Division was to have about 600 line officers, 50 physicians and 20
veterinarians. Of these, 300 were to be recruited from among Ukrainian
veterans of the former Austro-Hungarian army; 100 from among Ukrainian
officers of the former Polish army; 100 from among Ukrainian intellectuals
who, for political reasons, had been denied commissions in Polish armed
forces; and 100 from among the former officers of the short-lived Ukrainian
army of World War I. The conference agreed that non-commissioned officers
(about 2,000 strong) were to come from Ukrainian members of the former
Polish army, or preferably the former austro-Hungarian armed forces. April
28,1943 was set as the official date to launch the Division in L'viv.18

Meanwhile, on April 3,1943, Wachter also discussed with Kubijovych
the problem of the Division. He selected Kubijovych for three reasons. The
first was that, based on their past experiences, neither the Bandera nor the
Melnyk faction of the OUN was willing to cooperate with the Nazis in
organizing any military unit at a time when Allied victory was in sight.
Second, as Head of the UCC, and a well-known and respected scholar,
Kubijovych commanded high respect among Ukrainians. And third, the
Germans desperately needed new manpower to offset their huge losses and
Kubijovych made it known that he was willing to cooperate with them in order
to enable Ukrainians to receive advanced military training as a basic prerequisite
to gaining an independent statehood.19

In his discussion with Kubijovych, Wachter revealed that his authority
to develop meaningful Ukrainian-German military cooperation was limited
because of opposition from Hitler's close associates such as Martin Borman,
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Hitler's right-hand man, and especially of Erich Koch, who was in charge of
the administration and the brutal Nazi treatment of Soviet Ukraine. Whether
these revelations represented an actual fact, or were simply a clever maneuver
to force Kubijovych to yield to Wachter's demands, is impossible to determine.
Apparently Wachter convinced Kubijovych of his sincerity and persuaded
him to accept the German offer.20

Viewed from both contemporary and historical perspectives, Wachter's
proposal was tragic for the Ukrainians and contained provisions that should
not have been accepted. Wachter, for example, told Kubijovych that Ukrainians
should not expect to receive any political benefits from volunteering for the
Division; that the Division must have a limited regional (i.e., Galician) and not
a national (i.e., Ukrainain) character; and that it must be an integral part of the
dreaded SS and not of the Wehrmacht. To make these points palatable for
Kubijovych, Wachter offered a few minor concessions. The UCC was to act
as the principal spokesman for the Division before German and Ukrainain
authorities; the Division was to have Ukrainian chaplains and a Ukrainian
Military Board (presided over by Kubijovych) to assist the families of
volunteers; and it was to have a fairly evenly divided (German and Ukrainian)
officer corps. As a gesture of additional Nazi good will, Wachter also
promised to release some Ukrainian political prisoners, primarily members of
the OUN, from Nazi prisons and concentration camps. Finally, both sides
agreed that the Division would be officially launched at the end of April, 1943,
giving both sides ample time to consult with proper authorities.21

After preparing everything, Wachter encountered some difficulties. The
principal obstacle was Himmler. On April 16,1943, Himmler's office notified
Wachter to hold in abeyance all plans for the official launching of the Division
because Himmler was not yet ready to approve a specific date. Himmler's
correspondence offers no information as to who in the Nazi hierarchy was
instrumental in suggesting the delay. Wachter responded to the April 16,1943
instruction with a series of urgent reports informing Himmler that preparations
for launching the Division were on schedule; that Ukrainians in Galicia were
expecting the official announcement on April 28, 1943; that Ukrainian
spokesmen had agreed to cooperate in this venture; and that, therefore,
Himmler should approve the negotiated arrangement with April 28, 1943, as
the official launch date. Confronted with these facts and arguments, and also
being fully aware of German military reverses on all fronts, Himmler yielded.22

Kubijovych encountered no such opposition, although a number of
Ukrainian political figures expressed some doubts about the wisdom of such
a venture. Kubijovych consulted Metropolitan Andrei Sheptytskii, the Spiritual
Head of the Ukrainian Uniate Church, and a few Ukrainian veteran officers of
World War I. Because they gave him positive responses, he then organized
and presided over an ad hoc conference in LViv (on April 18,1943), attended
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by selected Ukrainian veterans of World War I (who supported the concept of
a Ukrainian Division within German armed forces) and a number of regional
chairmen of the UCC. The conference endorsed a program that recommended
that the Division: (1) have a Ukrainian character and be commanded by
Ukrainian officers; (2) be organized within the Wehrmacht and not the SS; (3)
be motorized and have diversified weapons, including tanks and airplanes; (4)
have its own chaplains; (5) be organized and maintained as a special unit; and
6) be deployed only against the Soviets. The points of the program went on
to request that the Germans: (7) release all Ukrainian political prisoners
(especially men from the Nachtigall and Roland units) from Nazi prisons and
concentration camps; (8) grant amnesty to all Ukrainian workers who had been
forcibly brought to Germany and who may have deserted their place of work;
and (9) modify their press censorship rules in Galicia and change their
economic policies there.23

Because, as noted earlier, the Nazis had their own plans for the Division,
they did not consider seriously these Ukrainian requests. Wachter rejected
outright points 1, 2, 3, 5, 7 and 8; accepted points 4 and 6; and partially
complied with point 9. He even reneged on his own promise that Kubijovych
would head the Division's Military Board when he appointed his Austrian
friend Bisanz to that post24 Those Ukrainians who negotiated this arrangement
must bear full responsibility for the negative German responses because close
examination of their conditions reveals that they were polite requests rather
than firm demands. Moreover, these requests were not arranged with any
priorities; that is, those comprising a conditio sine qua non; those to be used
for bargaining purposes; and those to be exploited for a variety of ends. In
short, those Ukrainians who negotiated the terms for the Division 'Galicia'
were either ignorant of or unfamiliar with the basic rules of Machiavellian
politics.

Many factors contributed to the timid Ukrainian stand, and space will
allow the listing of only the most crucial. Heading the list was Ukrainian
inexperience, naivete and impatience stemming from previous lack of
opportunity to negotiate an international agreement. Second, was the failure
of Ukrainian negotiators to realize that the retreating Nazis needed them more
than they needed the Nazis. Third was the Ukrainian obsession with having
a well-trained military force in a mistaken belief that it would, in the
anticipated post-war chaos, somehow contribute to the emergence of Ukraine
as an independent state. Fourth, was Ukrainian ignorance of Soviet strength
and of American and British commitment to assist the USSR in its struggle
against Nazi Germany. And, finally, the Ukrainians who negotiated the
establishment of the SS Division 'Galicia' harbored a very deep, but mistaken,
conviction that the Western powers would go to war against the USSR
immediately upon the collapse of the Third Reich. In short, Ukrainian
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inexperience, impatience, lack of realism, obsolescent thinking, and faulty
information prevented them from taking a firm and realistic stand against
German proposals. It should be pointed out that these Ukrainians had no
monopoly on naivete. There were many influential individuals in the West
who entertained the same views about the nature of Soviet-Western relations
at the end of World War II.

The SS Division 'Galicia' was formally launched in Lviv on April 28,
1943, with official pomp and ceremony and staged rallies throughout the
region. Wachter issued a proclamation on behalf of Germany; Kubijovych did
the same on behalf of the UCC. Both statements took liberties with known
facts. For example, Wachter asserted that Hitler had consented to organize a
special SS Division 'Galicia' as a result of persistent Ukrainian requests. That,
of course, was not true. The Division was Wachter's own idea. Kubijovych
called upon Ukrainians to take an active part in the war alongside the
victorious German army. In 1943 the German army was far from being
victorious; it was retreating on all fronts. Both proclamations appealed to the
Ukrainian youth of Galicia to volunteer in order to defend Europe against
Soviet tyranny, to avenge past Russian and Soviet aggressions and to help
build a new Europe. Neither proclamation said anything about fighting for a
free, democratic and independent Ukrainian state.25

During the next few weeks both German and Ukrainian authorities in
Galicia conducted a massive, quite successful recruitment drive under the
slogan: "Everyone to the Division." Some registered in order to escape being
drafted to work in German industry or agriculture. Many volunteered because
they thought that the Division was to be the nucleus of a Ukrainian army.
Others joined because they were influenced by peer or patriotic pressure or by
propaganda. Still other registered because they believed it offered adventure,
excitement, and an opportunity to fight the Soviets. Finally, a few enlisted
because they wanted to receive good military training, and some because they
hoped that by enlisting they could somehow change the official German policy
towards Ukraine.26

Regardless of motives or reasons, the recruitment drive for the SS
Division 'Galicia' was a resounding success, even though the actual figures
are a bit confusing. According to one German report, by May 8,1943, or one
week after the start of the program, 32,000 had volunteered, of whom 26,000
were provisionally accepted. Another German account stated that by the end
of May 1943, the number of registered had increased to 80,000, of whom
27,000 were found fit for military service. The third German version, dated
July 3,1943, placed the total number of volunteers at 80,000, of whom 50,000
were provisionally accepted.27

Wachter and some of his immediate associates welcomed this influx of
Ukrainian recruits because it confirmed their earlier contentions and
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expectations. There were, however, other high Nazi leaders who were critical
and very suspicious of these numbers, and especially of the prevailing belief
among the new recruits that the Division was not Galician but Ukrainian.
These Nazis were afraid that, once armed, the Ukrainians would turn their
arms against the Germans as they had done in 1918. To calm their fears, on
July 14,1943, Himmler issued an order to all German company commanders
in charge of training the Division 'Galicia,' forbidding them "for all time to
speak of a Ukrainian Division or of a Ukrainian nation in connection with the
Division 'Galida.'"28

The opponents of the Division applauded Himmler's order. Its supporters,
and especially Wachter, found the order disturbing. In a six-page report, the
"father" of the Division tried to persuade Himmler to rescind the order,
arguing that denying use of the term Ukrainian in connection with the Division
'Galicia' was politically, psychologically and realistically unwise. Galicia,
Wachter stressed, was a territorial and economic region, not a term to desribe
the population. In Galicia, he continued, there lived (in addition to some
Germans) Ukrainians and Poles, people who were different in language and
attitude towards Germany, and who, above all, were hostile to each other. (For
obvious reasons Wachter made no mention of a large Jewish population which
suffered enormous casualties under Nazi occupation of Galicia and Volyn).
Wachter noted that it was neither Germany's task nor in Germany's interest to
reconcile Polish-Ukrainian differences by trying to make them "Galicians."
Such a policy, he said, had Pan-Slavic over-tones that were detrimental to
German interests.

Wachter also pointed out that the attempt to remove national differences
in Galicia and to proscribe the use of the term "Ukrainian" contradicted
German writings on the subject and conflicted with previous German policy
toward the Ukrainians that had recognized the existence of Ukrainian
committees, delegations, police, and newspapers. Wachter likewise rightly
maintained that any attempt to intoduce the obselete terms "Galician" or
"Ruthenian" (which had been used in the nineteenth century) would not
produce satisfactory results, since the former had become politically erroneous
and the latter had come to connote sympathy for Russia In addition, Wachter
continued, the introduction of new terms would represent a German attempt
to denationalize these peoples, which, he said, was not in Germany's interest
because it would weaken their resistance to Soviet revolutionary appeals.
Wachter's efforts to change Himmler's mind met with total failure.29 That was
not surprising since, generally speaking, Hitler and most of his close associates
had limited educations and, hence, a very narrow Weltanschauung (i.e.,
perception of the world).

Meanwhile, the training of the Division 'Galicia' proceeded on schedule.
The first to be called for service were commissioned and non-commissioned
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officers with previous service in the Austro-Hungarian, Polish, Czechoslovak,
Imperial Russian and Soviet armies. Depending on their former qualifications
and on the present need, they were immediately dispatched for further training
to such major SS centers as: Strahlsund, Benesov, Metz, Pau,Tabres, Nurnberg,
Klagenfurt, Lauenberg, Treskau, Berlin, Bad Tolz, Graz, Braunschweig and
others. Enlisted personnel went to basic training in Pustk6w (the Germans
called it "Heidelager"), near Debica, in the Government-General of Poland.
Since June 1940, Pustk6w had served as the principal training center for a
number of SS units.30

The first recruits of the Division 'Galicia' arrived in Pustk6w at the end
of July 1943. They were educated and nationally-conscious young men.
While there were a few among them who had previous military training, most
were novices. All of them had a difficult time adusting to the new and harsh
routine, and, as a result, experienced shock and disappointment. The first
concerned the name and the perception of the Division. Although, at the time
when they had registered, many were aware it was formally the Division
'Galicia,' most, nevertheless, believed they were actually volunteering for a
Ukrainian Division. On Himmler's orders, German authorities subscribed to
a different view and the recruits resented all German attempts to impose their
perception. They also resented the arrogant and contemptuous attitude of
German SS officers, many of whom, they observed, had limited technical
knowledge and led a relatively comfortable existence.31

Pustk6w's proximity to Galicia tended to compound other problems.
Since recruits could not leave the training camp, their relatives came to visit
them on weekends. These visits created an enormous traffic problem in
Debica. Furthermore, the relatives brought with them food, alcoholic beverages,
and news of German reverses on the battlefields, of the capitulation of Italy,
of German misdeeds in Galicia, of the devastating raids by Soviet partisans,
and of the increased anti-German activity by the Ukrainska Povstanska Armiia
(UPA), i.e., the Ukrainian Insurgent Army. All this affected the morale of the
recruits. Homesickness was also stimulated by visits to Pustk6w of various
Ukrainian entertainers. The Germans took two steps to solve the visitation
problem. In late 1943, they announced that a typhoid epidemic had developed
in Pustk6w (which was false); and in February 1944, they moved the entire
Division to Neuhammer, in Silesia, to complete the intensive training.32

In many ways the chief cause of a number of problems was Fritz Freitag,
SS Lieutenant-General (Obergruppen-fuhrer), and later Major-General
(Brigadenfiihrer), in charge of the Division's training. Freitag assumed that
post on October 20,1943, when he replaced SS Major-General Schimana. An
officer of the Schutspolizei, Freitag was apparently a reasonably knowledgeable
man, but a self-seeking and stubborn Nazi ideologue. He was a rigid police
bureaucrat and a stern disciplinarian who distrusted all of his subordinates, be
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they German or Ukrainian. For that reason he was disliked by both the German
and Ukrainian personnel of the Division. Because Freitag selected most of his
own subordinates, all of them held a contemptuous view of Ukrainians and of
the Division, and they blocked every effort to promote Ukrainians to positions
of authority.33 It should be remembered that one of the basic points of the
Wachter-Kubijovych agreement of April 1943, called for a balanced officer
corps.

In spite of the many problems that plagued it during training in Pustkow
and Neuhammer, in early 1944 the Division achieved combat readiness with
organization into two basic groups: combat and support. The combat group
included: three regiments of infantry; one regiment of artillery; one
reconnaissance detachment; one anti-aircraft battery; one anti-tank battery;
and one bicycle battalion. The support group included: officers of the German
General Staff to oversee training; the staffs of the Adjutant General and the
Judge Advocate; personnel of the Division's quartermaster, food preparation
and repair facilities; chaplain and medical corps; ordnance; mail service;
veterinarians; and military police.34

German was, of course, the language of command, and Germans formed
the bulk of senior and junior officers. The highest-ranking Ukrainian member
of the Division was Major (Sturmbannfuhrer) Dmytro Paliiv. The numerical
imbalance in officer personnel was not only the major cause of the difference
between German and Ukrainian perceptions of the Division, it also was the
principal evidence of German reneging on their original agreement In May
1944, Himmler, Wachter and a few members of the Military Board inspected
the Division. They found its performance satisfactory and recommended that
it be deployed on the Eastern Front At that time the Division had 346 officers,
1,131 non-commissioned officers, and 13,822 enlisted personnel.35

The Deployment and Demise of the SS Division 'Galicia'
The Division completed its training in early 1944. Indeed, between

February and May 1944, the Germans deployed a few small units of the
Division against Soviet partisans in the Radechiv-Lopatyn-Zolochiv-Zbarazh-
Ternopil region. The entire Division was ordered to the Eastern Front in June
1944. Initially, it was directed to go to the Stanyslaviv (currently, Ivano-
Frankivsk) region. However, because of rapidly changing German fortunes on
the Eastern Front, the SS Division 'Galicia' became an integral part of the
German XHIth Army Corps of the Fourth Army, commanded by Field Marshal
Walter Model. At that time the Germans also gave the Division a new name:
14 SS Freiwillige Grenadier Division (Galizische, No. 1). Its immediate
assignment was to build defensive positions along a 36-mile front at the town
of Brody, the anticipated center of a Soviet drive to L'viv and Sandomierz.
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The available evidence indicates that the Division carried out its initial
assignment conscientiously. When it was ordered to take center stage of the
German defenses, the task proved beyond its capabilities. German forces had
at this sector of the front two tank corps (with 50 tanks), two infantry corps of
fifteen and a half divisions and two divisions of reserves. They had no air
power. In contrast, Soviet forces, commanded by Marshal Ivan Konev, had
four tank armies (with about 1,800 tanks); three cavalry divisions; twenty
infantry divisions; ten divisions of reserves; and full air cover. The Germans
assigned the 14 SS Freiwillige Grenadier Division (Galizische, No. 1) to block
the main thrust of the Soviet offensive, which commenced on July 14, 1944.
The Division faced not only Soviet numerical superiority of weapons and
personnel, but a panic by several demoralized German units. This enabled
Soviet forces to encircle and destroy the German XHIth Army Corps. In a
week-long encounter the Division 'Galicia' lost over 7,000 men (dead,
wounded, missing in action and captured) and all of its heavy equipment.36

On July 22,1944, the remnants of the Division (some 3,000 men) and a
number of German units successfully broke out of the Soviet encirclement and
moved either south (Sambir-Stryi-Uzhhorod) or southwest (Jaslo-Krakow).
In mid-September 1944, the survivors of the Brody battle reassembled in
Neuhammer, where they were joined by some 8,000 new recruits, not necessarily
volunteers. These came primarily from among Ukrainian civilian refugees
fleeing West, Soviet-Ukrainian prisoners of war, and Ukrainian laborers who
were conscripted to work in German industry and agriculture. To bring the
Division to its normal numerical strength, the Germans also assigned to it
some Volksdeutsche (people who, for various reasons, claimed German
nationality) from Romania, Hungary and Slovakia. The newly reconstituted
Division faced the same problem as its predecessor Freitag and his anti-
Ukrainian subordinates. Training of the new recruits commenced immediately
because orders required that the new Division be ready for deployment by the
end of 1944. At the end of its training the division had 261 officers, 673
noncommissioned officers and 12,901 enlisted men.37

In early October 1944, the Division was ordered to Slovakia to help put
down an anti-German uprising. The first units arrived in northwestern
Slovakia in mid-October 1944 and established the Division's headquarters in
Zilina. The Division had a three-fold mission in Slovakia: to clear the region
of partisans (pro-Western and pro-Soviet); to keep the main East-West rail line
across Slovakia open and safe for German military traffic; and to complete its
training. The Division carried out its assignments well, and in the process
discovered large stores of good military equipment and weapons belonging to
the Slovak armed forces. It also established good relations with the Slovak
civilians and assisted many Ukrainians fleeing West before the rapidly
advancing Soviet forces. The Division's mission was simplified by the
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collapse of the Slovak uprising at the end of October 1944, and by the presence
in various parts of Slovakia of other German military units on an identical
mission.38

Because it performed well in Slovakia, the Division was dispatched to
northwest Yugoslavia at the end of January 1945, to fight Tito's partisans. The
Division marched to its new assignment by night along two different routes in
order to minimize the burden on the civilian population in Slovakia and
Austria, to avoid Allied air attacks and to minimize desertions. After reaching
its destination the Division encamped in the Tito-partisan-held regions in
Slovenia and later in Styria and Carinthia. Fighting Tito's partisans in this
territory proved to be a more formidable task than in Slovakia. In Yugoslavia,
they were more numerous, better organized and supplied, were constantly on
the move, and had an excellent local intelligence network. Moreover, they
operated exceptionally well in the mountainous and snow-covered terrain.39

During its mission in northwest Yugoslavia, the Division experienced
two unpleasant episodes. The first came at the end of February, 1945. Under
a new policy worked out by the Ukrainian National Committee, headed by
General Pavlo Shandruk, and a few Nazi military and political leaders, led by
Alfred Rosenberg, all Ukrainian military units within the entire German armed
forces were to form a Ukrainian National Army with the Division as its nucleus
and Shandruk as its Commander-in-Chief. One such unit, of about 600
Ukrainians from Volyn, stationed close to the Division, had agreed to join i t
However, because of poor communications, a misunderstanding developed.
Instead of joining the Division, the Volyn unit moved to the Tito-partisan-held
region. Subsequently, the Ukrainian commander of the Volyn unit was
persuaded to join the Division and was assured that neither he nor any of his
men would face desertion charges. Freitag reneged on that pledge and ordered
that Roman Kiveliuk, the Ukrainian commander of the Volyn unit, be
executed.40

The second episode was even more serious and occurred at the end of
March 1945. In the middle of a successful move to encircle a large unit of
Tito's partisans, the Division received an order from Himmler's headquarters
to disarm. The order was apparently prompted by Hitler's remarks on March
23-24, 1945, that he had never authorized the formation of the Division
'Galicia,' that he needed the Division's weapons to arm a new German
division to defend Nurnberg, and that he felt that the men of 'Galicia' were
poor soldiers. The disarmament order shocked both the German and Ukrainian
personnel of the Division. While attempts were being made to clarify the order
prompted by Hitler's remarks, some units were actually disarmed. On March
28,1945, Wachter rescinded the order because he knew it could not be carried
out. At the time, Germany had neither new troops nor the transport required
to move or transfer the Division's equipment. Wachter also authorized the
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Division to requisition ammunition and other needs from retreating German
and Hungarian forces. The brief paralysis caused by the disarmament order
enabled many of Tito's partisans to escape the encirclement41

Immediately after the disarmament episode was resolved, the Division
'Galicia' was incorporated into the First Cavalry Corps of the Second German
Army, and later into the Fourth Tank Corps of the Sixth Army. Its new
assignment (in the area of Gleichenbach and Feldbach) was to stop the advance
of Soviet forces of the Third Ukrainian Front The Division moved into action
on April 1,1945, and, after fierce fighting that raged for several days, halted
the Soviet advance temporarily. In the process, however, the Division paid a
heavy price in dead and wounded. The main reason for the casualties was the
same as at the Battle of Brody. The Soviets enjoyed overwhelming numerical
superiority in manpower, tanks, and air support42

At the end of April 1945, that is, on the eve of the collapse of the Third
Reich, the Division 'Galicia' acquired a new name, new insignia, and new
leadership with the arrival of Shandruk, Wachter, Bisanz, and Dr. Fritz Rudolf
Arlt Their arrival was more symbolic than real because Hitler's Reich was on
the verge of unconditional capitulation. For the record, the Division 'Galicia'
was formally renamed the First Division of the Ukrainian National Army. Its
men replaced the Galician lion with the Ukrainian tryzub (trident) and took an
oath to Ukraine. The real challenge to Shandruk and the men under his
command was not form but substance: how to disengage the Division from the
front in order to prevent its capture by the Soviets.43

The plan that was finally adopted called for three simultaneous actions.
The first involved small commando raids into Soviet-held positions to confuse
the enemy, allowing other Division units to withdraw from their front line
positions in a disciplined and orderly manner with their equipment and
supplies. The second action called for a quick orderly retreat to the West
without blocking the narrow roads. And the third involveed establishing
communications with advancing British, Polish and American forces to
arrange terms of surrender.

An orderly retreat, in the chaos that existed on the eve of German
unconditional surrender, was the greatest problem for the Division. The
mountainous terrain, poor communications, inadequate roads, Allied air
attacks, and retreat of other German units made rapid withdrawal impossible.
Time was of extreme importance because, under the terms of unconditional
surrender, German units were to surrender to Allied forces at their respective
fronts. The First Division of the Ukrainian Army disengaged successfully and,
through forced marches via Graz, Twimberg and Judenburg, reached its
planned destinations of Tamsweg, Radstadt and Spittal. There the Division
surrendered to the British. During the retreat, most of the German personnel
of the Division deserted and Freitag committed suicide. These developments
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closed a short but tragic chapter of the "Ukrainian-German connection" during
World War II.44

Concluding Observations
This brief review of the genesis, training, deployment, and demise of the

SS Division 'Galicia' (from March 1943 to May 1945) has established the
following facts. Organization of the Division was not a totally unexpected
development because opportunistic OUN leaders and their German Abwehr
counterparts had taken similar steps between 1939 and 1941, when, without
the knowledge of Hitler and his immediate associates, they secretly organized
a Ukrainian military unit (in German uniforms) to act as German agents. The
Abwehr never intended to transform this Ukrainian "legion" into a Ukrainian
national army, nor did the Abwehr ever promote the idea of Ukrainian
independence (as many Ukrainians hoped it would) because such a step would
have been contrary to Hitler's grand designs on Ukraine.

The SS Division 'Galicia' had a different sponsor and a different goal.
It was conceived and organized not by the Abwehr but by the high leadership
of the SS, with Hitler's apparent consent. Its organizers envisioned for the
Division a three-fold mission: to replace the staggering losses the German
military had suffered by the end of 1942; to defend Nazi-held Europe from
internal and external enemies; and to increase the power and influence of the
SS in the Reich and in Nazi-controlled Europe. The Division 'Galicia' was one
of the many similar units the SS leadership organized from among various
nations and nationalities under Nazi control. There is absolutely no evidence
that the organizers of the Division 'Galicia' intended it to be the nucleus of a
future Ukrainian army or an instrument to create an independent Ukrainian
state. In fact, In July 1943, Himmler issued an order strictly prohibiting all
references to Ukraine, and he approved the appointment of many SS officers
with strong anti-Ukrainian sentiments to train the Division.

It is also very clear, as already enumerated, that Ukrainian political
leaders involved in the organization of the Division entertained a different
perception of the Division. Ukrainian errors were largely products of
inexperience, impatience, naivete, obsolete information, and lack of realism
and self-confidence. Obsessed with the possibility of organizing a limited
military force, Ukrainians failed to realize that the Germans needed them more
than vice versa. Because of this obsession, the Germans never took the
Ukrainians seriously, reneged on their promises, and took full advantage of
them at every opportunity. The fact that the Ukrainians were divided into
several opposing factions made such German efforts easy. The Ukrainians, as
a nation, paid a very heavy price for the actions, divisiveness, and inexperience
of their spokesmen. Modern geopolitics has offered the Ukrainians very few
options in the international arena. When, in March 1943, some of their
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spokesmen agreed to participate in the Nazi-conceived scheme to create the SS
Division 'Galicia,' they chose the least desirable of options. It was not a road
to victory, or to the formation of a Ukrainian army, or to Ukrainian independence.
Rather, it was the surest way to defeat, to great suffering and loss of many lives,
and, above all, to a pro-Nazi stigma that will take many years of hard work to
erase.

NOTES

1. There is a substantial literature on Nazi intentions in Eastern Europe in general and
in Ukraine in particular. For representative samples of pronouncements by high-
ranking Nazi leaders, see Adolf Hitler, Mein Kampf (München, 1940), pp. 750-755.
See also Hitler's statement of September 12, 1936 at the Ntlrnberg Party gathering,
as fully reproduced by Norman H. Baynes, ed.. The Speeches of Adolf Hitler, April
1922 - August 1939 (London, 1942), I, p. 929, and Alfred Rosenberg, Der Zukunftsweg
einer deutschen Aussepolitik (München, 1927), pp. 97-98. For a comprehensive
discussion of the evolution of Nazi policy towards Ukraine, see Roman Ilnytsky,
Deutschland und Ukraine, 1934-1945: Tatsachen europäischer Ostpolitik (München,
1955) 2 vols.; Ihor Kamenetsky, Hitler's Occupation of Ukraine, 1941-1944: A Study
of Totalitarian Imperialism (Milwaukee, 1956); and Alexander Dallin, German Rule
in Russia, 1941-1945 (New York, 1957), pp. 107-167.
2. The most comprehensive study of German military intelligence in English is Paul
Leverkuehn, German Military Intelligence (New York, 1954).
3. For a brief comment about this matter, see Kost Pankivskii, Roky nimetskoi okuipatsii,
1941-1944 (New York-Toronto, 1965), pp. 215-217.
4. Literature on Hitler's dismemberment of Czechoslovakia is voluminous. For a
sound introduction, see J. W. Wheeler-Bennett, Munich: Prologue to Tragedy (New
York, 1948), and L. B. Namier, Diplomatic Prelude, 1938-1939 (New York, 1948).
5. For additional information on contacts between the Abwehr and the OUN from
1939 to 1940, see John A. Armstrong, Ukrainian Nationalism, 2nd ed. (Littleton,
1980), pp. 26-72; Leverkuehn, op. cit., pp. 158-166; and Dallin, op. cit., pp. 114-116.
6. In 1940 the OUN split into two hostile groups: radical, headed by Stefan Bandera,
and moderate, led by Colonel Andrii Melnyk. Because Western powers (France,
England and the United States) were not interested in "the Ukrainian problem," both
factions of the OUN sought German support and both fought each other with suicidal
energy. There is a wealth of polemical partisan literature in Ukrainian on the OUN
and the split. For a non-partisan Ukrainian view, see Pankivskii, op. cit., pp. 133-151.
For a thoughtful, scholarly discussion in English, see Armstrong, op. cit., pp. 46-72.
7. Information contained in this paragraph is based on my personal recollections of
events in Barvinok, my home town, where some of the units of the Nachtigall were
trained.
8. See Pankivskii, op. cit., pp. 147-14?.
9. For additional information on the Nachtigall and Roland units, see
Druzhyny ukrainskykh natsionalistiv u 1941-1942 rokakh (Munich, 1953),
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pp. 11-126; Lev Shankivskii, Pokhidni hrupy OUN (Munich, 1958); Armstrong, op.
cit., pp. 73-100; Dallin, op. cit., pp. 119-122; and Pavlo Shandruk, Arms of Valor
(New York, 1959), pp. 181-184.
10 Pankivskii, op. cit., p. 227.
11. Shandruk, op. cit., p. 185.
12. Literature on World War II is overwhelming in practically all major languages.
This applies to documents, memoirs and special studies. The latest comprehensive
summary in English is by Robert Leckie, Delivered From Evil: The Saga of World
War II (New York, 1987), 998 pp.
13. Pankivskii, op. cit., pp. 221-223. For additional information on diverse
formations of the SS, see George H. Stein, The Waffen SS: Hitler's Elite Guard at
War, 1939-1945 (Ithaca, 1966); K. G. Klietmann, Die Waffen SS: Eine Dokumentation
(Osnabrück, 1965); Heinz Höhne, The Order of the Death's Head (New York, 1971);
Roger J. Bender and Hugh P. Taylor, Uniforms, Organization and History of the
Waffen SS, 1st ed., 2nd printing (San Jose, 1982); and Dallin, op. cit., pp. 587-612.
14. Information concerning Wachter's attempt to organize the SS Division 'Galicia'
is based on documents contained in Himmler's Papers, Orange Folders, Drawer #7,
Folder 263, held in the Hoover War Memorial Library, Stanford, California. I used
these documents in preparing my article "The Nazis and the SS Division 'Galicia,'"
The American Slavic and East European Review, XV, No. 1 (February, 1956), pp. 1-
10. Since then, several new works have appeared confirming Wächter's involvement.
See Pankivskii, op. cit., pp. 223-228; Volodymyr Kubijovych, Meni 70 (Paris-Munich,
1970), p. 59; Wolf-Dietrich Heike, Ukrainska Diviziia "Halychyna": Istoriia
formuvaniia i boiovykh dii u 1943-1945 rokakh (Toronto-Paris, 1970), pp. 15-17 and
215-224.
15. Kubijovych, op. cit., p. 58.
16. Himmler to Wachter, March 28, 1943, as cited in Dmytryshyn, op. cit., p. 4.
17. Wachter's formulation in German read "...das war der ukrainischer Tradition
dieses Landes zugehört, aber kein Symbol der grossukrainischen Bestrebungen ist."
See ibid., p. 5.
18. These figures are based on information contained in an eight-page summary of
the April 12, 1943, meeting of top Nazi officials presided by Wachter. For summary
of this document, see ibid., pp. 4-5.
19. Kubijovych, op. cit., p. 58.
20. Ibid., pp. 60-61, and Pankivskii, op. cit., pp. 223-224.
21. For details, see ibid., pp. 225-227, and Dmytryshyn, op. cit., p. 5
22. Loc. cit
23. For a summary of Ukrainian counter-proposals, see Pankivskii, op. cit., pp. 225-
227.

24. According to Pankivskii, ibid., pp. 229-230, originally the Military Board
consisted of the following members: Alfred Bisanz, Osyp Navrotskii, Evhen Pyndus,
Stefan Volynets, Father Vasyl Laba, Mykhailo Khronoviat, Volodymyr Bilozor, Ivan
Rudnytskii, Mykhailo Kushnir, Zenon Zelenii, Liubomyr Makarushka, Andrii Palii
and Iurii Krokhmaliuk. Subsequently these were joined by: Severin Bayger, Rudolf
Müller, V. Malets, Bohdam Hnatevych, Varfolomii Evtimovych, D. Mandzenkio,
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Mykhailo Ostroverkha, Petro Pikulskii; Iurii Piasetskii and Anna Hachkovych.
25. For complete texts of these proclamations, see Heike, op. cit., pp. 225-228. See
also Pankivskii, op. cit., pp. 228-229.
26. For a brief discussion of the motives for volunteering, see ibid., pp. 232-235. It
should be noted that neither Bandera nor Melnyk endorsed the idea of the Division
'Galicia.' Their opposition was doubtless based on their past experiences with Nazi
promises, as well as on their belief that the Allies and not the Axis would win the war.
Pankivskii, states that both Bandera and Melnyk opposed the Division because Nazi
officials failed to consult them, ibid., pp. 224-225. That statement is in error. Both
men were approached, and both refused to cooperate.
27. For details, see Dmytryshyn, op. cit., p. 6; Pankivskii, op. cit., p. 241; Heike, op.
cit., pp. 24-25; Klietmann, op. cit., pp. 194 and 915; Bender and Taylor, op. cit., pp.
22-24; Stein, op. cit., pp. 185-186; and Höhne, op. cit., p. 570. During its training the
official name of the Division was SS Freiwilligen Division 'Galizien.'
28. Himmler to all Company Commanders, July 14, 1943, as cited in Dmytryshyn,
op. cit., p. 7.
29. Wachter to Himmler, July 30, 1943, as cited in ibid., pp. 7-8.
30. Bender and Taylor, op. cit., p. 24; Heike, op. cit., p. 47; and Ivan Tyktor, ed.,
Istoriia ukrainskoho viiska, 2nd ed. (Winnipeg, 1953), p. 607.
31. Heike was a Major of the Wehrmacht and served as Chief of Staff of the Division
'Galicia.' In his recollections he offers a valuable and balanced account on the
Division's problems and personnel (both German and Ukrainian). For some
assessments concerning these matters, see Heike, op. cit., pp. 15-54.
32. Loc. cit See also Pankivskii, op. cit., pp. 244-247.
33. For an assessment of Freitag and his immediate associates, see Heike, op. cit., pp.
19-22, 37, and 43-44.
34. Ibid., pp. 24-25, 31, 55-61, and 229. According to Heike, on December 31, 1943,
the SS Division 'Galicia' had 256 officers, 449 non-commissioned officers, and
11,929 enlisted men. See also Tyktor, op. cit., pp. 609-616; and Iu. Tys-Krokhmaliuk,
"Orhanizatsiia 1 UD UNA," in Visti Kombatanta, No. 3 (New York, 1963), pp. 15-
19.

35. Heike, op. cit., pp. 17 and 55-61; Klietmann, op. cit., p. 183; and Pankivskii,, op.
cit., pp. 248-250.
36. For a German account of the Battle of Brody, see Heike, op. cit., pp. 62-89. For
Ukrainian accounts, see Oleh Lysiak, ed., Brody: Zbirnyk statei i narysiv (Munich,
1951), pp. 7-164; and Tyktor, op. cit., pp. 629-634. For Soviet assessments, see
Istoriia velikoi otechestvennoi voiny Sovetskogo Soiuza (Moscow, 1962), vol. 4, pp.
210-218; and M. A. Polushkin, Na sandomirskom napravlenii (Moscow, 1969), pp.
72-87.

37. For details concerning the reorganization and training of the Division 'Galicia'
after the Battle of Brody, see Heike, op. cit., pp. 105-118.
38. For an account of the Division's activity in Slovakia, see ibid., pp. 119-144, and
Tyktor, op. cit., pp. 619-620. Other German military units involved in the suppression
of the Slovak uprising were: the 18th SS Division 'Horst Wessel'; the 178th 'Tatra'
Wehrmacht Division; a Moslem Regiment of the Vlasov Army; the SS Brigade of Dr.
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Otto Dirlewanger; the Schill Brigade; the Crimean Tatar military unit; and the 208th
and the 209th Divisions of Volks-grenadiers, Heike, op. cit., pp. 143-144.
34. For a brief account concerning the Division's transfer to Yugoslavia, see ibid., pp.
147-150.
35. For details concerning this episode, see ibid., pp. 164-167. For an account leading
to the appointment of General Shandruk as Commander-in-Chief of all Ukrainian
military units within the German armed forces, see Shandruk, op. cit., pp. 193-239.
36. See Heike, op. cit., pp. 169-177; Klietmann, op. cit., p. 195; and Stein, op. cit.,
pp. 185-187.
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