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how contemporary stylistic debates also revealed competition between 
different elite groups.

Another aspect that the author particularly emphasises in his discussion of 
the growing efforts to incorporate broader spheres of society in such initiatives 
are the calls for public donations to memorial and monument projects. The 
continued need for special funding from monarchs, the authorities, aristocratic 
families or wealthy individuals demonstrates that while such activities raised 
awareness of memorial initiatives, they did not generate the required fi nances. 
One exception was the case of marking the memory of Kościuszko in the Free 
City of Cracow, where the rather original idea of constructing a memorial 
mound was subsequently repeated many times throughout the nineteenth 
century. Getka-Kenig argues that the approach adopted by governing circles 
in Warsaw, who were unwilling to take the initiative themselves thus forcing 
the Cracow authorities to the forefront, was a result of them anticipating 
that the call for donations would indeed generate signifi cant resonance and 
thus become politically problematic.

Finally, the author also examines a campaign launched in the Grand Duchy 
of Posen for donations towards a monument dedicated to the fi rst Polish 
kings. Its success in the region is ascribed largely to the fact that the initiative 
quickly ceased to resemble an effort to honour the merits of a ‘resurrected’ 
Poland and instead came to be associated with the Greater Poland region, 
thus casting Polish monarchist traditions into the background.

Overall, Getka-Kenig’s study offers extensive insight into the debates and 
discourses on monuments and memorials at a time when national memorial 
movements were fi rst emerging across Europe. It is to be hoped that this 
work will encourage subsequent studies offering both temporally and spatially 
comparative perspectives on this subject. The author has laid strong founda-
tions for further investigation with a study rich in material on partitioned 
Poland in the early nineteenth century.

trans. Paul Vickers Karsten Holste

Artur Markowski, Przemoc antyżydowska i wyobrażenia społeczne. 
Pogrom białostocki 1906 roku [Anti-Jewish Violence and Social 
Imagery: The Białystok Pogrom of 1906], Wydawnictwa Uni-
wersytetu Warszawskiego, Warszawa, 2018, 514 pp.

The 14–16 June 1906 pogrom in Białystok that killed eighty-nine people, 
mainly Jews, was one of the greatest pogroms in the history of tsarist Russia. 
A lot has been written on this occurrence; yet, Artur Markowski sets it in 
a broader context of the processes of the shaping of social ideas of pogroms 
and attacks on Jewish people in the Empire. The author of the book under 
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review is a scholar of established academic position; he has a number of 
valuable studies to his credit, including those on pogroms and acts of collective 
anti-Jewish violence as well as the history of Jewish people in the Russian 
Empire in the late nineteenth and early twentieth century.1

Markowski argues that the Białystok pogrom was an element of a persistent 
socioeconomic crisis that overwhelmed Russia in the fi rst decade of the 
twentieth century. The choice of the topic and a multi-aspect analysis of what 
happened in June 1906 and of what has been written about it are extremely 
important, considering the fact that pogroms and their defi ning criteria is 
quite a complex, ambiguous and still disputed matter. Owing to their reach 
and scale, the riots, the pogrom and the military pacifi cation that occurred 
in Białystok are an excellent point of departure for such considerations. The 
pogrom in question – or rather, its descriptions – became an interpretative 
benchmark as far as events of the sort are concerned; they have often been 
used and reproduced in descriptions of other pogroms. It is these descriptions, 
myths, distortions and concealments, well-settled in historiography that 
Markowski extends his criticism to.

Written from the standpoint of social origins of violence and its historical 
reception, the study opens with an extensive introduction and is divided into 
two larger sections (‘Social ideas’, ‘The practice of collective identity’) and 
ten chapters (three and seven, respectively). The study would have been even 
clearer should the author have more visibly separated a section describing 
the course of the incidents, preceded by information on Białystok as the 
site of the pogrom (expanding on chapter four) and, possibly, by a chapter 
portraying the perpetrators and the victims (sections within chapters eight 
and nine). The adopted structure introduces some chaos into the argument; 
a less-aware reader would learn what actually happened in Białystok in June 
1906 as they read on.

The fi rst part is largely a meticulous analysis of the source material. All 
the chapters contribute a lot of information unknown to the scholars. It is 
based on such information that Markowski reconstructs the course of the 
events, describes how the social ideas of the pogrom were formed, and to 
what extent the sources under analysis shaped their image; the analysis points 
to the military and the Russian authorities – or, possibly, extreme-rightist 
political circles – as the primary perpetrators. Mechanisms of social acquisition 
of knowledge are dealt with quite a great deal: an apt observation is made 

1 Artur Markowski, ‘Anti-Jewish Pogroms in the Kingdom of Poland’, Polin. 
Studies in Polish Jewry, xxvii (2015); id., ‘Okrzyki antypogromowe. Królestwo Polskie 
przełomu XIX i XX wieku’, in Konrad Zieliński and Kamil Kijek (eds.), Przemoc 
antyżydowska i konteksty akcji pogromowych na ziemiach polskich w XX wieku (Lublin, 
2016); id., ‘Sprawcy, ofi ary, świadkowie. Fotografi e pogromów Żydów w Imperium 
Rosyjskim 1903–1906’, Przegląd Historyczny, civ, 1 (2013).
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that in the case of the pogrom in question, historiography did not limit itself 
to such acquisition but was, in the fi rst place, a (realised or unrealised) form 
of defence of the community (or communities) and an element of building 
their identity.

The feeling shared by a part of the society that responsibility for the 
pogrom rested on the government, the army and the police was caused by 
a loss of social trust, alienation with respect to the doings of the authorities, 
and destruction of the traditional system of values (p. 464). The erosion of 
the Empire’s social system doubtlessly progressed; the Russo-Japanese War 
and, primarily, the period 1905–7 were a prelude to the collapse that followed 
in the years of the Great War and the revolutions; all this fuelled social 
confl icts, ethnic confl icts being part of the picture. Otherwise, it would be 
diffi cult to point in the modern Russian history to a period when a universally 
recognised system of values would have reigned unchallenged, and the social 
life developing relatively harmoniously.

The author rightly believes that the confl ict between the Jews of Białystok 
and the local Christians is the factor that has been neglected or downplayed 
in the existing historiography on the 1906 pogrom. As he points out, after 
the Russian revolutions, especially the Bolshevik upheaval, the argument of 
fl agitious tsarist rule and its responsibility for all the maladies and tragedies 
appealed to most circles and hardly anyone was willing to argue against it, 
thus contributing to the shaping of the social ideas about the dramatic events 
that took place in Białystok (and elsewhere). The focus on this fact is certainly 
a remarkable merit of the author.

Perforce, much of the book’s content is devoted to critical awareness of 
the source material. As the author remarks, every single account, testimony, 
description of the events in Białystok tells a different story – each somehow 
true but never fully credible, at least as far as the course of events is con-
cerned. This multiplicity of attitudes and positions, conditioned politically, 
socially and culturally, makes up a comprehensive picture of the pogrom in 
question – with its origins, repercussions and social perception, and infl uence 
on historiography.

Part two proposes an extensive critique of the hitherto-prevalent, or the 
most popular, research paradigm on the pogrom, whereby the ‘offi cial’ or 
‘military’ perpetration comes to the fore, and describes the responses to it 
on the basis of previously used and new sources. Markowski delineates the 
socio-political relations and the economic situation in Białystok, points to 
the sources of potential and actual confl icts involving the local groups and 
milieus or circles (authorities – the military – workers – Christians (incl. 
the Catholic and Orthodox communities) – Jews) in his attempt to determine 
the internal and external premises for the tragic events that were about to occur.

“A pogrom is an act of mass violence that is basically associated with 
attacks on Jews, since it is Jewish people that most frequently tended to fell 



321Reviews

victim of pogroms” (p. 440), the author observes. This argument is rather 
disputable; to my mind, pogrom does not automatically evoke the Jewish 
ethnicity (to mention the Armenians or the Roma/Sinti, for that matter). On 
the other hand, it is good that Markowski dwells more extensively on how 
pogrom is defi ned and what diffi culties are involved in its defi ning. His own 
approach to the defi ning potential is sceptical in this particular respect as 
he ascertains that the name ‘pogrom’ mostly describes the attitudes of the 
perpetrators rather than describing the given event.2

In order to justify such an attitude and the unpurposefulness of an attempt 
at constructing a functional defi nition of what is customarily referred to as 
‘pogrom’, a chapter entitled ‘The Białystok pogrom in the context of the other 
pogroms’ has been included in the book: a somewhat misbegotten concept, 
to my mind, at least as far as this particular study is concerned. The problem 
in itself does deserve a separate analysis, but while an attempt to compare 
the Białystok events against the pogroms within the Empire in the beginning 
of the twentieth century may be justifi able, juxtaposing the 1906 occurrence 
with the incidents in Prussia or in Pomerania in the fi rst half of the nineteenth 
century, in East Galicia in 1898, or with the non-Jewish pogroms in St Louis 
w 1917 or in the Indonesian village Kot Radha Kishan in 2014, may seem 
somewhat risky and not-quite-comprehensible. Obviously, one can point to 
similarities between all these incidents and disturbances (crowds perpetrating 
the violence, ambiguous attitude of the authorities, tense internal situation, 
and so on), dissimilarities stand out too (to mention the legal status of the 
Jews in Austrian Galicia and in Russia, development and infl uential power of 
the peasants’ movement in Russia and in the Austro-Hungarian monarchy, 
the development of parliamentarianism in both countries, etc.); but, such 
categories are discernible for a number of other cases as well. Hence, it is not 
quite understandable why such considerations are conducted, especially that 
Markowski declares that “every single pogrom calls for individual approach 
from historians”, whereas “attempts at developing a uniform pattern of 
the course of such a violent act are condemned to failure, in spite of the 
similarities” (p. 431).

All the same, Markowski has successfully reconstructed the course of the 
events that took place in Białystok in June 1906, taking into account, as far 
as possible, all the parties involved; he moreover describes the mechanisms 
of building the social ideas about the pogrom and the tools used to this end. 
This is an innovative, if not outright pioneering, approach to the problem 
under research, one that will no doubt contribute to a broader scientifi c 

2 Cf. David Engel, ‘What’ s in a Pogrom? European Jews in the Age of Violence’, 
in Jonathan Dekel-Chen, David Gaunt, Natan M. Meir, and Israel Bartal (eds.), 
Anti-Jewish Violence. Rethinking the Pogrom in East European History (Bloomington, 
2010), 20–33.



322 Reviews

discussion. Markowski has proved that the existing knowledge on acts of mass 
anti-Jewish violence owed much to the research and, primarily, ideological 
and programmatic assumptions that took shape in the early years of the 
twentieth century.

As a last point, it is worth mentioning that the author has made use of 
a very extensive set of sources, based on his search done in the archives 
and libraries at home (Central Archives of Modern Records [AAN], Central 
Archives of Historical Records [AGAD], the Archives of the Capital City of 
Warsaw, State Archives in Łódź, State Archives in Białystok, Archive of the 
St Nicholas Orthodox Parish in Białystok, the National Library) and abroad 
(Jerusalem, Tel Aviv, Paris, Berlin, Moscow, Sankt Petersburg, Minsk, Vilnius, 
Amsterdam, U.S. and U.K. archives). The collection of sources, in various 
languages, used for the purpose is impressive indeed; it extends to published 
records and studies, and a selection of daily and periodical press – Polish, 
Jewish and Russian, also British, American, Austrian (Austro-Hungarian), 
Belgian, Italian, French, and German; an Indian periodical which published 
a mention on the Białystok incidents has moreover been included. The author 
has found editorial material that was confi scated by the Russian censorship. 
Memoirs and diaries have been included; iconographic material and epitaphs 
have been analysed in detail. I believe that the relevant materials not retrieved 
by the author (most likely scarce, if any at all) would not have altered the 
overall image of the events and responses shown in the book. While the value 
of the records used by Markowski is not to be underappreciated, a defi nite 
majority of them were previously unknown to the scholars, or rarely used by 
them. Rather sparse in illustrations, photographs, charts and maps (a map of 
Białystok is added) this book will probably meet with interest among experts 
in Jewish studies and things Jewish, as well as regional history researchers.

The study under discussion is a complete work whose value, let me repeat, 
lies not only in its reconstruction of the course of the pogrom and proposed 
description of its origins but also in a proposal of a new, all-contextual research 
paradigm in the scholarly discourse focusing on the phenomenon of pogroms 
and anti-Jewish violence.

trans. Tristan Korecki  Konrad Zieliński




