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II. FORSCHUNGSBERICHTE 

Jar oslaw Pelenski, The American University, Washington D. C. 

Soviet Ukrainian Historiography after World War II* 

I. The Ufa Period and the Party Critique of the "Bourgeois-Nationalist" Devia- 
tion in Soviet Ukrainian Historical Writings in the First Years after World War II 

When World War II broke out independent and scholarly oriented historical 
science did not exist in the Soviet Ukrainian Republic. A significant develop- 
ment in Ukrainian historical studies in the 1920s, particularly after the return 
of Mykhailo Hrushevs'kyi [Mychajlo Hrusevskyj] from abroad, had led to 
important scholarly results. Even highly critical emigré observers were able to 
evaluate in a positive manner the endeavors of Ukrainian historians in their 
homeland. Dmytro Doroshenko [Dmytro Dorosenko] remarked that the latter 
"accomplish a great and useful work as far as research in neglected and 
unevaluated archive material is concerned . . . This work is being pursued 
according to strict scientific methods and is becoming more and more systematic. 
It can already now boast of valuable accomplishments, and it demands due 
recognition from every impartial observer"1. However, the consolidation of the 
Stalinist system in the 1930s brought an end to this relatively free development 
of Ukrainian historical studies. The accusations of "bourgeois-nationalist" 
deviations which were raised against Ukrainian historians equalled to a 
"liquidation of the enemy of the people and the working classes." 
The results of this "liquidation" were as follows: 
a) The destruction of the national historical school headed by Mykhailo Hrushevs'kyi. 
This Kievan [Kyïv] school was also designated as "cultural-historical" or "sociolo- 
gical" school. In a modified manner it had continued the old Ukrainian populist tradi- 
tions and exercised great influence upon all schools in Ukrainian historiography; 
b) The abolition of the Kharkov [Chafkov] "historical-economic" school under the 
guidance of Dmytro Bahalii [Dmytro Bahalij] and the "historical-judiciary" school 
which owed much of its development to Mykola Vasylenko; 
c) The extinction of Matvii Iavors'kyi's [Matvij Javorskyj] national-Marxist or national- 
Communist historical school; 
d) The elimination of all influences in Ukrainian historiography which appeared 
disturbing to the Stalinist system even if their spokesmen were loyal and harmless 
from a political point of view. 
These tragic events in the history of Ukrainian historiography have been 
investigated to some degree and the most important facts seem to have been 

* The study resulting in this publication was made under the fellowships granted by 
the Ford Foundation and the Foreign Area Fellowship Program. However, the con- 
clusions, opinions, and other statements in this publication are those of the author 
and are not necessarily those of the Ford Foundation or the Foreign Area Fellowship 
Program. 
1 Dmytro DoroSenko Die Entwicklung der Geschichtsforschung in der Sowjetukraine in den letzten Jahren, in: Mitteilungen des Ukrainischen Wissenschaftlichen Institutes 
in Berlin 2 (1928) p. 56. 
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established2. In the proposed essay the author resumes Borys Krupnyts'kyi's 
[Borys Krupnyckyj] analysis of Soviet Ukrainian historiography published as 
an article in "Jahrbücher für Geschichte Osteuropas" in the eventful year of 
194 13. His conclusions were rather pessimistic at that time: "The task of the 
new generation of Ukrainian historians was supposed to manifest itself in the 
search for new points of contact which could emphasize the necessity of Russia 
and the Ukraine living in harmony and even of the subordination of the latter 
to the former"4. This conclusion describes the official Party line on the eve of 
and during World War II. The events after World War II showed that his 
apprehensions were not without foundation. 
After the invasion of the Ukraine by German troops in 1941, many of the 
historians and institutes of the Academy of Sciences, Ukrainian SSR, were 
evacuated to Ufa, the capital of the Bashkir [Baskir] ASSR. It was quite appa- 
rent that under such conditions normal research activity was not possible. The 
immediate demands of the war determined the work of the Soviet Ukrainian 
historians in the years 1942 - 1944. Although no serious scholarly work was 
undertaken during the Ufa period, the presence and activities of Ukrainian 
historians and other scholars in Ufa were of great importance for the Party 
and the government of the Soviet Union. The Soviets were in an excellent 
position to expose the senseless and self-defeating German policy in the occu- 
pied territories, and to pose as defenders of Ukrainian culture against German 
destruction. In order to heighten the morale of officers and soldiers of Ukrai- 
nian nationality, the Party made several tactical concessions in the realm of 
its nationality policy. In the general framework of this policy the Party decided 
to let various institutions of the Ukrainian Academy of Sciences continue their 
work in Ufa in order to prove that, even under the most difficult conditions of 
the total war, the Party had a serious concern for the existence and continued 
development of Ukrainian culture. 
One of the institutions of the Academy of Sciences of the Ukrainian SSR which 
resumed its work in Ufa was the Institute of History and Archeology of the 
Ukraine5. From a purely professional point of view the work produced in the 
2 Olexander Ohloblyn Ukrainian Historiography 1917 - 1956, in: The Annals of the 
Ukrainian Academy of Arts and Sciences in the US 5 - 6 (1957) pp. 307-435; Borys 
Krupnyckyj Ukraïnska istorycna nauka pid sovjetamy (1920 - 1950). München 1957. 
3 Borys Krupnyókyj Die ukrainische Geschichtswissenschaft in der Sowjetunion 1921 bis 
1941, in: Jahrbücher für Geschichte Osteuropas 6, 2/4 (1941) pp. 125-151; DoroSenko 
Entwicklung pp. 35 - 56; Myron Korduba La littérature historique soviétique ukrai- 
nienne. Compte rendu 1917 - 1931. Warsaw 1938; O. Hermaize Ukraïnska istorycna 
nauka za ostanne desjatylittja, in: Studii z istorii' Ukraïny 2, 16 (1929); M. Ja. Javor- 
skyj Die Ergebnisse der ukrainischen Geschichtsforschung in den Jahren 1917 - 1927, in: 
Otto Hoetzsch Aus der historischen Wissenschaft der Sovet Union = Osteuropäische 
Forschungen 6 (1929) pp. 98-105. (Lecture during the "Week of Russian historians ' 
held in Berlin, in July 1928.) M. Ja. Javorskyj was the official Ukrainian Marxist 
representative at this meeting. It should be mentioned that Hrusevskyj did not come 
to Berlin although he had been invited. 
4 Krupnyókyj Geschichtswissenschaft p. 151. 
5 F. Loa Rabota Instituía istorii Ukrainy Akademii nauk USSR za gody Otecestvennoj 
vojny, in: Voprosy Istorii 1 (1945) pp. 152- 154; M. V. Kovae Spivrobitnyctvo dijaciv 
nauky i kurtury Radjanskoï Ukrainy ta insych respublik SRSR pid cas vijny, in: 
Ukraïnskyj Istorycnyj Zumai 3 (1963) pp. 88-94. 
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Ufa period was rather scanty: two general surveys of Ukrainian history (Narys 
istorii Ukraïny [Survey of the History of the Ukraine] and Istorija Ukraïny 
[History of the Ukraine])6 and a few popular pamphlets7 of obvious propa- 
gandistic intent. One volume of "Naukovi Zapysky" [Scientific Transactions] 
of the Institute also appeared at this time (1943). The historian F. Ie.Los' [F. Je. 
Los] reported that several individual and collective projects had been under- 
taken by Soviet Ukrainian historians in Ufa. The second volume of the 
survey "Istorija Ukraïny'1, covering the period 1654 - 1861, and written by 
M. Tkachenko [M. Tkacenko], V. Diadychenko [V. Djadycenko], K. Stetsiuk 
[K. Stecjuk], K. Huslystyi [K. Huslystyj] and F. Iastrebov [F. Jastrebov] "had 
been completely prepared", and was ready for publication, but did not appear 
in print. 
The Ufa surveys of Ukrainian history did not deviate in any significant point 
from the official Party line during the war. While it was now much more of an 
integral part of their study than it had been in 1920s, the authors used the 
classics of Marxism (Marx himself, Lenin, and most of all Stalin) to cover up 
the small amount of valuable work which they did produce. They stressed the 
"close union" of the Russian and Ukrainian peoples. While discussing a crucial 
problem of Russian-Ukrainian relations, the Treaty of Pereiaslav [Perejaslav] 
of 1654, they emphasized, according to the prevailing Party line, that "under 
those concrete historical conditions the transition to the rule of the tsar was 
the lesser evil1 for the Ukraine"8. The authors and the editors of the Ufa period 
showed considerable restraint in their assertion of Ukrainian patriotism which 
was to a limited extent permitted during the war. In comparison with "Istorija 
Ukraïnskoï RSR" [History of the Ukrainian SSR] which appeared in 1953, the 
periodization of Ukrainian history as presented in the Ufa surveys seems more 
rational and less dogmatic. To undertake such a periodization the authors and 
the editors must have had the necessary clearance from the responsible Party 
institutions. Nevertheless, shortly after World War II, the Ukrainian historians 
were charged with serious aberrations because they, allegedly, had followed 
Hrushevs'kyi's outline in their writings, and by doing so had committed the sin 
of "bourgeois-nationalist" deviation. The Party leadership opened a general 
campaign against historians, literary historians, philologists, writers and poets 
who, allegedly, adhered to Ukrainian nationalism. 
"Radjanska Ukraïna" [Soviet Ukraine] from July 27, 1946 reprinted an article 
of S. Kovalov, which was first published in a Soviet Russian journal, and thus 

6 K. Huslystyj, L. Slavin, F. Jastrebov (eds) Narys istorii* Ukraïny. Akademija Nauk 
URSR. Instytut istorii' i ardieolohiï Ukraïny Ufa 1942; M. M. PetrovSkyt (ed.) Istorija 
Ukraïny. Vol. 1, Ufa 1943. 
7 K. H. Huslystyj, L. M. Slavin Borot'ba ukraïnskoho narodu proty nimeckych zahar- 
bnykiv. Ufa 1942. Further a popular series under the title "Our great ancestors": 
V. Djadycenko Semen Palij. Ufa 1942; K. Huslystyj Danylo Halyckyj. Ufa 1942; 
K. Huslystyj Petro Konasevyc Sahajdacnyj. Ufa 1942; H. Herbieskyj Ukraïnski kozaci 
polky i ukraïnske opolcennja u vitcyznjanij vijni 1812 roku. Ufa 1943. M. M. Petrov- 
skyj wrote several pamphlets about B. Chmelnyckyj, I. Bohun and M. Kryvonis. The 
most important of them was published in Moscow: N. N. Petrovskij Bogdan Chmel- 
nickij. Moscow 1944. 
8 Narys istorii' Ukraïny p. 71. 
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signaled the beginning of the campaign9. He wrote that "the absence of a 
critique of the bourgeois-nationalist conceptions of Hrushevs'kyi causes indivi- 
dual professors (Krypiakevych [Krypjakevyc], Korduba and others) at the 
present time to give courses in the Lviv University in the spirit of Hrushevs'kyi, 
to adhere to his conception and to come forward in the defense of his views." 
This article included an ideological attack upon Hrushevs'kyi and his school 
and personal invectives against his prominent students, I. Krypiakevych and 
M. Korduba. At the same time M. Petrovs'kyi [M. Petrovskyj], who was the 
most prominent among the historians of the Ufa period, published a statement 
demanding the exposure of M. Hrushevs'kyi and his school10. M. Petrovs'kyi 
raised various charges against Hrushevs'kyi: among other things he claimed 
that the origin of Hrushevs'kyi's theory was "imported" and "German" (Hegel, 
Ranke), which immediately after the war represented a major offence in itself, 
and that Hrushevs'kyi had been an enemy of Russia. Contrary to such an 
approach Ukrainian history "must be studied in direct connection with the 
history of the Russian people ... At the same time, one must keep in mind that 
the Russian people, the older brother, played the most important role in the 
history of the three East Slavic peoples . . ."n. In conclusion, the author expres- 
sed the hope that the Ukrainian toilers, guided by the "great, all-powerful 
teaching" of Lenin and Stalin, would soon destroy Ukrainian nationalism. 
It was not left to the historians to reexamine the influence of Hrushevs'kyi 
upon their works. The highest Party officials intervened in this campaign. 
Nikita S. Khrushchev [Nikita S. Chruscev], at that time First Secretary of the 
Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Ukraine, remarked that, 
because of the neglect of ideological work by the CC CP (b) U, "in some books, 
journals and newspaper articles, and in oral statements of individual Ukrainian 
historians and men of letters there were ideological mistakes and attempts to 
revive the bourgeois-nationalist conceptions of the historian Hrushevs'kyi and 
his school. Serious mistakes of a nationalist character were permitted to appear 
in the first volume of the History of Ukraine published by the Institute of 
History"12. At the following general meeting of the Department of Social 
Sciences of the Academy of Sciences of the Ukrainian SSR criticism against 
such ideological deviations was voiced in the strongest possible manner. 
I. D. Nazarenko, at that time the Secretary of the CC CP (b) U for propaganda 
and ideological work, gave the principal speech13. He said that a "number of 
historians of the Institute of History of the Academy of Sciences of the Ukrai- 

9 S. Kovalov Vypravyty pomylky v osvitlenni dejakydi pytañ istorii Ukraïny, reprin- 
ted from: Kultur a i 2izñ 3 (1946). 
10 M. PETROváKYj Do kincja vykryty nacionalistycni perekrucennja istorii Ukrainy. 
(Pro antynaukovi teoriï M. Hrusevskoho ta joho "skoly"), in: Radjanska Ukraïna 
from July 24, 1946 (No. 146); July 26, 1946 (No. 147). 
11 Radjanska Ukraïna from July 26, 1946. 
12 N. S. ChruSöev Ulucsit' podbor, rasstanovku i vospitanie kadrov. Na plenume CK KP 
(b) Ukrainy, in: Pravda from August 23, 1946. 
13 Zahal'ni zbory viddilu suspil'nydi nauk Akademii Nauk URSR: I. D. Nazarenko Pro 
serjozni nedoliky i pomylky v roboti viddilu suspilnycii nauk AN URSR, in: Radjanska 
Ukraïna from September 20, 1946 (No. 186). 
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nian SSR had retreated from the principles of historical materialism and had 
fallen into the embraces of the bourgeois-nationalist conception of Hrushevs'kyi 
and that they had attempted to free history from philosophy, and to offer us a 
history without philosophy, i. e., a 'factology'." I. D. Nazarenko stated directly 
to the Ukrainian historians who were present that „not individual mistakes 
were involved... but their Weltanschauung, and the entire system of 
their thinking." He emphasized most clearly that "the history of the Ukraine is 
basically a part of general Russian history. The Ukrainian people have always 
lived together with the Russian people and have fought under its direction for 
their social and national recognition." For obvious reasons the Ukrainian 
historians had to bow to the great and "all-powerful" teaching of Lenin, and 
even more, of Stalin. 
The Party however was not satisfied with the 1946 ideological campaign. In 
the year 1947, it forcefully intervened once more. A well-known Stalinist 
political commissar for ideological work published in "Bol'sevik" the guiding 
directives for the interpretation of Ukrainian history14. It was a very strong 
attack on Hrushevs'kyi, charging him with having "despised" the people (of all 
things the populist Hrushevs'kyi! J.P.), with having invented the "theory of a 
classless development of the Ukrainian people", with having proposed the view 
that capitalism was "foreign" to the Ukraine, and with having played the role 
of "an agent of the enemy and betrayer of the people"15. The decision of the CC 
of the CP (b) U from August 28, 1947, "About the Political Mistakes and Unsatis- 
factory Work of the Institute of History of the Ukraine of the Academy of 
Sciences of the Ukrainian SSR"16, severely criticised the Ufa publications and 
also the "Short Course" on Ukrainian history which was published on the eve 
of the war17. The collaborators of the Institute of History of the Ukraine were 
charged with having undertaken a periodization of Ukrainian history not accor- 
ding to the stages of "production", but according to "the international situation, 
in which the Ukrainian people happened to be in one or another period", and 
with not having shown that the Ukrainian people „in their historical develop- 
ment went through the same stages and periods as had the Russians, Belo- 
russians and other peoples of the Soviet Union". The Central Committee of the 
Communist Party of the Ukraine decided with customary frankness that the 
process of the "gathering of Rus'", "the process of the formation of a Russian 
multinational state with the leading role of the Russian people in it, was a 
highly progressive process". Among other historians, M. Petrovs'kyi was made 
responsible for the ideological deviations. Also the Ukrainian literary histo- 
rians, linguists and men of letters had to repent for their "political mistakes" 

14 K. Lytvyn Ob istorii ukrainskogo naroda, in: Bolsevik 7 (1947) pp. 41 - 56. 15 ibidem pp. 43 - 49. 
18 Stvoryty spravdi naukovu marksystsko-leninsku istoriju Ukraïny, in: Radjanska 
Ukraïna from October 3, 1947 (No. 212). 
17 S. M. Belousov, K. H. Huslystyj, O. P. Ohloblyn, M. I. Suprunenko, F. O. Jastrebov 
(eds) Istorij a Ukraïny. Korotkyj kurs. Akademija Nauk URSR. Instytut istorii' Kiev 
1940. O. P. Ohloblyn's name was removed from the official document. In the meantime 
he had emigrated to the West. 

This content downloaded from 79.168.94.49 on Sun, 19 Oct 2014 06:07:00 AM
All use subject to JSTOR Terms and Conditions

http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp


380 Jaroslaw Pelenski 

and "nationalist deviations", and even had to submit to the "personal inter- 
ference of comrade L. M. Kagano vieti [L. M. Kaganovic]"18. 
The criticism of Soviet Ukrainian historians was continued in the following 
years19 with an emphasis on the very same accusations. Nikita S. Khrushchev 
thought it necessary in his principal speech at the XVIth Congress of the CP 
(b) U to point to "bourgeois-nationalist mistakes and distortions" in Soviet 
Ukrainian historiography20. D. Z. Manuies'kyi [D. Z. Manuïeskyj], at a session of 
the Institute of History of the Academy of Sciences of the Ukrainian SSR, in 
April 1950, reminded the participating I. Krypiakevych that the latter had 
adhered to bourgeois-nationalist positions21. During the same session of the 
Institute of History O. K. Kasymenko22, the new Director of the Institute gave 
a lecture "On the Treatment and Clarification of the Basic Stages in the History 
of the Ukraine"23, which may be regarded as the closing point of these gloomy 
post-war years. He stressed that the periodization of Ukrainian history is 
possible only from the point of view "of unity of the historical destiny"24 of 
Russia and the Ukraine. Kasymenko emphasized the necessity of eliminating 
all "manifestations of the bourgeois objectivism and non-political attitude of 
individual historians"25. His conclusions were extremely indicative of the 
conditions in the post-war period and speak for themselves: 
"The nationalist conceptions of Hrushevs'kyi, Iefremov [Jefremov], Slabchenko [Slab- 
cenko], Vasylenko, Hermaize [Hermajze], and Iavors'kyi [were exposed], their anti- 
scholarly outline of Ukrainian history which is hostile to the people, their reactionary 
inventions about some individual roads of the historical development of the Ukraine, 
their miserable attempts to treat the history of the Ukrainian people in opposition to 
the history of the Russian people, were exposed. This entire ideological arsenal of 
the nationalist counterrevolution was exposed, destroyed and uprooted"20. 
It is quite obvious that such a climate was not favorable to normal scholarly 
work. A few publications of sources27 and several very limited and politically 
18 I. Bilodid, P. Plu§ Proty burzuazno-nacionalistycnych perekruceñ istorii ukraïnskoï 
movy, in: Radjanska Ukraïna from October 2, 3, 4, 1947; Za idejnu cystotu ukraïnskoï 
radjanskoï litera tury, in: Radjanska Ukraïna from November 27, 1947 (No. 257). 
19 A. Pankratova Kratkij kurs istorii VKP (b) i sovetskaja istoriceskaja nauka, in: 
BoTsevik 18 (1948) p. 26. 
20 N. S. ChruSõev Bolseviki Ukrainy v bofbe za vosstanovlenie i razvitie chozjajstva 
i kul'tury USSR, in: Bofsevik 3 (1949) p. 30. 
21 D. Z. MANuücáKYj Lenin i Stalin pro zavdannja vyvcennja istorii* radjanskoho suspil- 
stva, in: Naukovi Zapysky. Institut Istorii ANTURSR Kiev 3 (1950) p. 13. 
22 O. K. Kasymenko has been since 1950 the editor of "Naukovi Zapysky" of the 
Institute of History of the Academy of Sciences, Ukrainian SSR. He also has been the 
Director of the Institute of History since 1947. He was born on June 23, 1905, and is a 
member of the CPSU since 1929. It is known that he had been subjected to political 
repressions in the 1930s. 
23 Naukovi Zapysky 3 (1950) pp. 63-77. 
24 ibidem p. 64. 25 ibidem p. 65. 26 ibidem p. 75. 27 Ukraïna pered vyzvolnoju vijnoju 1648 - 1654. Zbirka dokumentiv 1639 - 1648 rr. 
Kiev 1946; V. I. Streeskyj, H. Ju. HerbieSkyj (eds) Ukraïnskyj narod u vitcyznjanij vijni 
1812 roku. Zbirnyk dokumentiv. Kiev 1948; Ustym Karmeljuk. Sbornik dokumentov. 
Kiev 1948; F. Sevöenko (ed.) Seljanskyj rudi na Bukovyni v 40-ch rokach XIX st 
Zbirnyk dokumentiv. Kiev 1949. 
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oriented studies28 were the meager results of the first five post-war years. Some 
articles dealing with Ukrainian historical problems were published in " Voprosy 
Istorii" [Problems of History]29. Among them the study by V. O. Holubuts'kyi 
Concerning the Social Relations in Zadunajska Sic30 was based on archive 
material and is of professional interest. The most important publication of the 
period in question was the second volume of "Naukovi Zapysky" of the 
Institute of History and Archeology of the Academy of Sciences31. Academician 
B. D. Grekov's study "The organization of Military Forces of the Eastern Slavs 
and the Kievan State", is the most serious contribution in this volume32. This 
was a text of a lecture which he had given at a session of the Academy of 
Sciences in Lviv, in 1941. Regardless of his views, the author presented his 
arguments in a scholarly fashion. It was significant that Grekov quoted 
Hrushevs'kyi's opinions several times33; he also agreed twice with the latter, 
and stated his case with formal correctness. 
The first few years of the 1950s were marked by great preparations on the part 
of Soviet historians in connection with the Tercentenary of the Pereiaslav 
Treaty. This event proved to be of great significance for Soviet Ukrainian 
historiography after World War II. 

II. "The Reunification of the Ukraine with Russia" - A Fundamental Concept 
of Soviet Ukrainian Historiography 

The widely publicized Tercentenary of the Pereiaslav Treaty (1654) served as 
a good opportunity for the Party to restate its position on Russian-Ukrainian 
relations within the USSR34 and, at the same time, to provide Soviet historians 
with a definite guide for the evaluation and interpretation not only of these 

28 V. I. Dov2enok Vijskova sprava v Kyïvskij Rusi. Kiev 1950; Kateryna I. Stecjuk 
Vplyv povstannja Stepana Razina na Ukraïnu. Kiev 1947; H. Ju. HERBicáKYj Petro 
Persyj v zadiidnij Ukraïni (1706 - 1707 rr.). Lviv 1948; K. Huslystyj Koliïvscyna. 
(Istorycnyj narys). Kiev 1947; K. Huslystyj Turbaïvske povstannja. Kiev 1947; 
I. O. HurSij Povstannja seljan v Turbajadi (1789 - 1793). Kiev 1950; A. V. Licholat 
Razgrom burzuazno-nacionalisticeskoj Direktorii na Ukraine. 1949. 
29 The most important among them were the following: A. Jugov Daniil Galickij i 
Aleksandr Nevskij, in: Voprosy Istorii 3 - 4 (1945) pp. 99 - 107; L. Ivanov Revoljucija 
1905 goda na Ukraine, in: Voprosy Istorii 5- - 6 (1945) pp. 23 - 43; F. Sevòenko Revolju- 
cija v Rossii i Bukovina v 1917 - 18 godach, in: Voprosy Istorii 10 (1947) pp. 35 - 58; 
E. Drakochrust Galickoe Prikarpafe XVI veka i dvizenie opriskov, in: Voprosy Istorii 
1 (1948) pp. 35 - 58; A. Licholat Ukrainskie burzuaznye nacionalisty na sluzbe u ino- 
strannych imperialistov, in: Voprosy Istorii 12 (1948) pp. 32 - 50; I. Meenikova Zakar- 
patskaja Ukraina v revoljucii 1848 goda, in: Voprosy Istorii 8 (1948) pp. 70-86; 
V. HoLOBuéKYj Socialnoe otnosenie v Zaporoz'e XVIII v.f in: Voprosy Istorii 12 (1948) 
pp. 71-84. 
30 Istoriceskie Zapiski AN SSSR 34 (1950) pp. 211-231. 
81 Naukovi Zapysky 2 (1946). 
32 ibidem pp. 74 - 106. 
33 ibidem pp. 76, 77, 84, 85, 89, 103. 
34 John S. Reshetar Jr. The significance of the Soviet Tercentenary of the Pereiaslav 
Treaty, in: The Annals of the Ukrainian Academy of Arts and Sciences in the US 4 
(1955) pp. 981-994. 
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relations but of all major facts and developments in Ukrainian history. In a 
significant document titled "Reunification of the Ukraine with Russia"35, the 
Party issued an official interpretation of Ukrainian history, an interpretation 
which is still binding today. The vast amount of literature published on this 
occasion36 asserted that the "reunification of the Ukraine with Russia in 1654, 
was a legitimate result of all the previous history of the two great brotherly 
Slavic nations - the Russian and the Ukrainian"37. According to this pronoun- 
cement their reunification had "a tremendous progressive significance for the 
further political, economic and cultural development of the Ukrainian and 
Russian peoples"38. 
This important document reaffirmed the Party's decision to establish a histori- 
cal outline for the history of Russian-Ukrainian relations. It proclaimed several 
historical dogmas which have an unmistakable meaning for Soviet historians. 
First of all, the Russian, Belorussian, and Ukrainian nationalities originate from 
one Old-Rus' nationality which created the Kievan state39. Secondly, it asserted 
that the Pereiaslav Treaty must be interpreted as a reunification of peoples into 
one Russian centralized state40. The Party opinion explained all the negative 
aspects of this "reunification" as far as the Ukrainian side was concerned by 
putting the blame on the institution of autocracy: 
"The most ferocious enemy of the Russian, Ukrainian and other peoples of Russia was 
tsarist autocracy. Relying on the reactionary upper class of local landlords and 
bourgeoisie, tsarism conducted a policy of cruel national-colonial subjugation of 
non-Russian peoples. In the Ukraine tsarism liquidated local self-administration, bru- 
tally oppressed the national liberation movement by suppressing aspirations for 
Ukrainian statehood, conducted a forcible policy of Russification, and obstructed the 
development of the Ukrainian language and culture"41. 
Having introduced the concept of the reunification of the Russian and Ukrainian 
peoples, the Party could more strongly emphasize the "united struggle" of the 
Russian and Ukrainian toilers against "feudal lords" and tsarism and a united 
proletarian revolution, followed by the building of socialism under the guidance 
of the "most progressive" Russian proletariat. 
The official interpretation of Russian-Ukrainian relations stressed the aspect 
of "unity" and the simultaneous stages of historical development. It is not an 
accident that the least satisfactory part of this interpretation concerned the 

35 Tezy pro 300-riccja vozz-jednannja Ukraïny z Rosijeju (1654 - 1954 rr.) schvaleni 
Central'nym Komitetom Komunistycno'i Partii' Radjanskoho Sojuzu. Kiev 1954. 
36 There exist three bibliographies which cover the Pereiaslav literature: 300-riccja 
vozz-jednannja Ukraïny z Rosijeju (1654-1954). Bibliograficnyj pokazcyk. Akademija 
Nauk URSR. Kiev 1953; Nerusimaja druzba brackich narodov SSSR: K 300-letiju 
vossoedinenija Ukrainy s Rossiej. Sbornik bibliografie eskich i metodiceskich materialov 
dlja massovych bibliotek. Moscow 1954; Andrij Moskalenko Khmernyts'kyi and the 
Treaty of Pereiaslav in Soviet Historiography. With a Bibliographical Annex on the 
Tercentenary of the Treaty of Pereyaslav by Leo Yaresh. New York 1955 = Research 
Program on the USSR No. 73. 
37 Tezy pro 300-riccja vozz-jednannja Ukraïny z Rosijeju (1654-1954) p. 15. 
38 ibidem p. 38. 
39 ibidem p. 16. 
40 ibidem p. 39. 
41 ibidem p. 48- 49. 
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history of the Ukrainian lands before the Khmelnyts'kyi [Chmelnyckyj] revolu- 
tion (1648) and that the Galician-Volhynian state was not mentioned in this 
document. The lack of any reference to the national revival in Western 
Ukrainian lands, particularly in Eastern Galicia, in the nineteenth century, 
indicates the inability of its authors to explain the development of Ukrainian 
history exclusively in terms of "eternal" Russian-Ukrainian unity. 
With few exceptions, the Party's policy in the first post-war years had limited 
itself to decisions and pronouncements about historians and publications. With 
time it became apparent that more solid foundations for the "reunification" 
theory had to be laid. Therefore, the Pereiaslav Tercentenary served as an 
occasion for the publication of an enormous amount of material of a political 
and historical character. From the point of view of the historical profession, the 
most important publication was the three volume collection of sources pertai- 
ning to Russian-Ukrainian relations, 1620 - 165442. This collective enterprise of 
Russian and Ukrainian historians (editorial board: P. P. Hudzenko, O. K. Kasy- 
menko, A. A. Novosel'skii [A. A. Novosel'skij], A. L. Sidorov, L. V. Cherepnin 
[L. V. Cerepnin], F. P. Shevchenko [F. P. Sevcenko]) included 747 documents of 
which 276 had been published previously in various Russian, Ukrainian and 
Polish publications and 471 documents were published for the first time. 
Regardless of the political purpose of this voluminous publication, the making 
available of 747 historical documents has to be regarded as a useful under- 
taking and obvious convenience43. Although the documents published for the 
first time do not call for any significant revision of the evaluation of the 
Khmel'nyts'kyi revolution and the Pereiaslav Treaty, they help to broaden the 
historian's outlook and enrich his factual knowledge by giving interesting 
details. The republishing of the 276 documents was not unjustified because 
the collections in which they had originally appeared were no longer readily 
available. 
The three volume collection constitutes a selection and does not claim to 
include all known and available documents. Andrii Iakovliv [Andrij Jakovliv] 
has mentioned that four important documents, were not included in the 1954 
collection of materials44: a draft containing twenty three articles and written 
by Hetmán B. Khmel'nyts'kyi and his staff in Chyhyryn on February 17, 1654, 
together with the tsar's decrees; the minutes of negotiations between the 
envoys S. Bohdanovych [S. Bohdanovyc] and P. Teteria [P. Teterja] and the 
dumnye bojary in Moscow on March 13, 1654; the envoys' request for pay for 
the Cossacks; and the request for the permission for the Ukrainian mission to 
leave; documents which had been published in volume X of "Akty Jugo- 
Zapadnoj Rossii". On the other hand, many documents were reprinted which 
are of lesser value. The selection of documents was undoubtedly arbitrary, and 
one could ask why the Soviet historians, having unlimited technical possibili- 
42 Vossoedinenie Ukrainy s Rossiej. Dokumenty i materialy v trech tomach. Akademija 
nauk SSSR. Institut istorii; Akademija nauk USSR Moscow 1954. 
43 See the very informative article by Andriy Yakovliv The Reunion of Ukraine with 
Russia, in: The Annals of the Ukrainian Academy of Arts and Sciences in the US 4 
(1955) pp. 1002-1034. 
44 ibidem pp. 1005-1006. 
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ties, did not venture a more ambitious undertaking of source publication than 
they actually did. One may also quarrel about the wisdom of modernizing the 
transliteration of the documents. Those among the latter which were written 
originally in Polish or Latin were provided with a modern Russian translation. 
The Ukrainian documents were not translated but printed with a modern 
Ukrainian transcription. At the end of each volume a glossary of "difficult 
words and expressions" was added to help the readers. This technique is not 
quite convincing. It would have been much simpler to translate all seventeenth 
century Ukrainian documents into modern Russian and to standardize the 
publication entirely. The statement that this publication "was not aimed at 
specialists-philologists but at a broader circle of readers"45, does not suffi- 
ciently explain the procedure. Nevertheless, keeping all the necessary reserva- 
tions in mind, one will prefer this publication of documents to the propagan- 
dists material which was pouring out of the academies and universities presses. 
Aside from this collection of documents, the most impressive individual contri- 
bution of Soviet Ukrainian historiography was undoubtedly the monograph by 
Ivan P. Krypiakevych Bohdan Chmelnyckyj. Kiev 1954. Its author is not only 
the greatest living authority on the Khmelnyts'kyi period46 but also the dean 
of Ukrainian historians on both sides of the Iron Curtain. Ivan Krypiakevych 
began his scholarly career under the guidance of Hrushevs'kyi and belonged 
to the latter's school. He has an impressive erudition, and a great many younger 
Soviet Ukrainian historians owe him their education. He is today the only 
Ukrainian historian with the rank of academician. At the present time he is in 
charge of the Eviv Institute of Social Sciences of the Academy of Sciences. It is 
therefore highly unfortunate that a historian of his caliber must state the follow- 
ing in the introduction to his book: "First of all, M. Hrushevs'kyi and his 
'school', to which the author of this study previously belonged, tendentiously 
distorted the historical process of the development of the Ukrainian people . . ."47. 
In spite of his "self-criticism" and the application of the ideological framework 
of the Pereiaslav concept, the author, thanks to his deep knowledge of the 
subject matter and his erudition, was able to present a portrait of Khmeïnyts'kyi 
as a politician and a military strategist which was as objective as could be 
possible under the existing circumstances. 
The best chapter of his monograph deals with the "Process of the Formation of 
Ukrainian Statehood"48 which sums up the author's years of research in the 
field of Khmelnyts'kyi's diplomacy and administration of the Ukrainian terri- 
tory. It would be futile to quarrel with his recent emphasis on Russian-Ukrai- 
nian "unity" and "eternal friendship" as reflected in his work. In this respect, 
Academician Krypiakevych had no choice but to accept the official Party inter- 
pretation. Nevertheless one has to credit him with having produced an interest- 

45 Vossoedinenie Ukrainy s Rossiej vol. 1, p. XXXI. 
49 I. Krypjakevyò Studii' nad derzavoju Bohdana Chmernyckoho, in: Zapysky Nauko- 
voho Tovarystva im. Sevcenka. Vol. 139-140, 144-145, 147, 160. 
47 I. P. Krypjakevyö Bohdan Chmernyckyj. Kiev 1954, p. 9. 
48 ibidem pp. 334-410. 
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ing piece of historical writing, an infrequent event in Soviet Ukrainian historio- 
graphy. 
Among the number of significant Pereiaslav publications, a collection of articles 
produced under the auspices of the Academy of Sciences, USSR, and Academy 
of Sciences of the Ukrainian SSR has to be mentioned in the first place49. It is 
the most important of the many collections of articles which appeared in 1954. 
The contributions were written by well-known Russian and Ukrainian scholars, 
among others I. B. Grekov, N. A. Smirnov, B. B. Kafenhaus, K. H. Huslystyi 
I. D. Boiko [I. D. Bojko] and V. O. Romanovs'kyi [V. O. Romano vskyj]. They 
dealt with a wide range of political, social and economic topics, with emphasis 
on "unity" in Russian-Ukrainian relations. Those Ukrainian historians who do 
write on Russian-Ukrainian relations before the Khmel'nyts'kyi revolution, as 
for example K. H. Huslystyi in his article, "Historical Connections of the 
Ukraine with Moscow before the War of Liberation of 1648 - 1654"50, or those 
who must discuss the economic effects of "reunification", have a thankless 
task. The first group which deals with the period before 1648 has to establish 
the influence and progressiveness of the socio-political ideas coming from 
Muscovy into the Ukraine as early as the sixteenth century51 or to say 
something about the help rendered by representatives of Russian culture to 
the Ukrainians in their struggle against Polonization and Catholicism52. The 
others have to prove that the Ukraine profited by becoming a part of the "all- 
Russian market" in the second half of the seventeenth century and more so 
in the first quarter of the eighteenth. In the first instance, the evidence is 
minimal, and in the second it speaks against the official doctrine. 
A similar collection of articles, but on a more popular basis and with stronger 
propagandistic direction, was published in Kiev under the title "Eternal Friend- 
ship of the Russian and Ukrainian Peoples"53. The book, published in the Ukrai- 
nian language, has the purpose of disseminating the Pereiaslav concept among 
the broader strata of the population. 
The Pereiaslav Tercentenary was also an appropriate occasion for the publi- 
cation of a considerable amount of "scholarly-popular" literature concerning 
the problem of "reunification" and Russian-Ukrainian relations54. Their value is 
rather limited but they serve as an useful indicator for the efforts undertaken 

49 Vossoedinenie Ukrainy s Rossiej 1654 - 1954. Sbornik statej. Moscow 1954. 
50 ibidem pp. 23-53. 
01 ibidem p. 47. 
52 ibidem p. 50. 
53 Vikovicna druzba rosijskoho i ukraïnskoho narodiv. Zbirnyk statej prysvjacenych 
300-ricnomu juvileju vozz-jednannja Ukraïny s Rosijeju (1654 - 1954 rr.). Kiev 1954. 
54 V. A. Djadyöenko Naucno-populjarnaja literatura o vossoedinenii Ukrainy s Rossiej, 
in: Voprosy Istorii 4 (1954) pp. 127-132; Of certain value in this category of works 
were the following: I. P. Krypjakevyö Zv-jazky Zachidnoï Ukraïny z Rossijeju do sere- 
dyny XVII st. Kiev 1953; V. O. Holobuckyj [V. A. Golobuckij] Osvoboditel'naja vojna 
ukrainskogo naroda pod rukovodstvom Chmel'nickogo (1648 - 1654 gg.). Moscow 1954: 
Most curious from propagandistic point of view was the book by A. I. Kazaöenko 
Borba ukrainskogo naroda protiv inozemnych porabotitelej za vossoedinenie s Rossiej. 
Moscow 1954. 
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by the Party and the government in connection with the Pereiaslav celebra- 
tions. 
In the final months of the year 1953, and in the first half of 1954, the Soviet press 
and most of the journals in the fields of the social sciences and humanities 
published extensive editorial statements and articles by leading authorities, 
stressing the political and historical importance of the Tercentenary for Rus- 
sian-Ukrainian relations55. The articles usually did not go beyond the general 
statements of the Tezy [Thesis], and bravely repeated the official enunciations. 
Among the very few exceptions to this chorale was an article by K. A. Sofro- 
nenko56, in which the author made two remarks which did not represent any 
discovery but sounded somewhat "individualistic" in the uniform writings of 
the Pereiaslav commentators. While speaking in general terms about the 
Russian attitude toward the Pereiaslav Treaty, he made the following state- 
ment: "It is characteristic that the Russian government did not regard the 
articles of 1654 as an act of reunification of the Ukraine with Russia, but also 
requested that all subsequent hetmans should affirm them by their oath, and 
treated a renouncement of these [articles] as treason"57. There seems to be a 
contradiction in this statement. If there was an act of "reunification" why 
should all the following hetmans have to affirm the treaty by oath? Was the 
Russian government not convinced of their loyalty and did it have to assume 
that future hetmans might attempt to formulate a different policy? In another 
context Sofronenko made a critical remark about an opinion in Russian historio- 
graphy concerning the evaluation of the events of 1653 - 1654. 
"Russian bourgeois-nationalist historiography, in the person of Kliuchevskii [Klju- 
cevskij] and others, rejected the rights of the Ukrainian people and by doing so did not 
recognize the union of the two peoples; and the very fact of reunification of the 
Ukraine with Russia, [this school] treated as a simple incorporation of ancient Russian 
lands, i. e., according to the words of Kliuchevskii, as a continuation of the process 
of the territorial gathering of Russian land1 "58. 
This statement is an oversimplification of Kliuchevskii who had a somewhat 
deeper understanding of these relations59. On the other hand, Sofronenko's 
remark was one of the very few critical observations about the Russian imperial 
historical school's treatment of the Ukrainian problem, toward which this 
Russian school of thought was not too friendly. 
Another important historical dogma which was developed after World War II, 
was canonized during the Tercentenary year. It deals with the interpretation 

55 The most important were: M. Tichomirov, A. Licholat Trechsotletie vossoedinenija 
Ukrainy s Rossiej, in: Kommunist 1 (1954) pp. 52-69; V. E. Sutoj Kanun osvoboditel'noj 
vojny ukrainskogo naroda 1648-1654, in: Istoriceskie Zapiski 46 (1954) pp. 230-277; 
V. O. HoLOBuéKYj K voprosu o diplomaticeskoj bofbe Bogdana Chmernickogo za 
vossoedinenie Ukrainy s Rossiej, in: Istoriceskie Zapiski 47 (1954) pp. 224-258; 
A. P. Tkaö Skladyvanie ukrainskoj gosudarstvennosti v period narodno-osvoboditelnoj 
vojny 1648 - 1654 gg., in: Naukovi Zapysky Kyïvskoho Derzavnoho Universytetu im. 
T. H. Sevcenka 19 (1954). 
fe6 Vossoedinenie Ukrainy s Rossiej, in: Sovetskoe gosudarstvo i pravo l (1954) 
pp. 55 - 70. 
57 ibidem p. 65. 
58 ibidem p. 67. 
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of Russian-Ukrainian cultural relations in the course of history. According to 
the formula, Russian progressive culture always "influenced" Ukrainian culture, 
whereas the Ukrainian culture only "enriched" the Russian culture60. It remains 
a mystery how this formula can be applied to the seventeenth and first half of 
the eighteenth centuries. 
The Pereiaslav Tercentenary was not only confined to the Soviet Union. The 
event provided an occasion for sessions of various academies of sciences and 
other institutions in the Soviet bloc countries. Among the reactions in the 
peoples' democracies, the most important were quite obviously those of the 
Poles. The revolution of 1648, which was a prelude to the "deluge" in Polish 
history, and the event of Pereiaslav had great repercussions on Polish affairs. 
It was pointed out by Polish commentators61 that they changed the power 
relations in East Central Europe, that on account of this change the Russian 
state witnessed a significant increase in prestige and power, and that the Polish 
expansion to the East and the struggle for the Ukraine were disastrous for the 
interests of the Polish nation. In the eyes of the contemporary Polish commen- 
tators, the expansion to the East in which the Polish "kinglets" engaged, opened 
the possibility for the German "feudal lords" to Germanize Silesia and the 
lands on the Oder River, and for the Hohenzollern dynasty to build their power 
on the mouth of the Vistula River. Polish authors also stated that the present 
boundaries between Poland and the Soviet Ukraine and Soviet Belorussia were 
based on just foundations62. 
Although unconnected with the complex of Pereiaslav itself, one book has to 
be mentioned in this context. It appeared in 1954, and was the official Stalinist 
interpretation of the Ukrainian revolution 1917 - 1922. Yet, it is not because of 
its professional merits that the book by A. V. Likholat [A. V. Licholat] Razgrom 
Nacionalisticeskoj Kontrrevoljucii na Ukraine (1917 - 1922) [Defeat of the 
Nationalist Counter-Re volution in the Ukraine]68, is mentioned in this report. 
His obvious distortions of history speak for themselves, and after the XXth 
Party Congress he was even called to order by Party spokesmen for his crude 

59 "Not comprehending each other and not trusting each other, both sides in their 
mutual relationship did not say what they thought and did what they did not wish 
to do ... Therefore, the Little Russian question, so falsely posed by both sides, encum- 
bered and corrupted Moscow's foreign policy for several decades ..." V. O. Kljuöevskij 
Kurs russkoj istorii 3, in: Socinenija vol. 3, Moscow 1957 pp. 118 - 119. 
60 N. Podgornyj Sovetskaja Ukraina v bratskoj seme narodov SSSR, in: Kommunist 8 
(1954) p. 23. 
61 Zbigniew Wojcik Feudalna Rzeczpospolita wobec umowy w Perejaslawiu, in: Kwar- 
talnik Historyczny 61, 3 (1954) pp. 76 - 109; Bohdan Baranowski, Zofja Libiszowska Pro- 
blem narodowo-wyzwoleñczej walki ludu ukraiñskiego w XVII w. w historiografii 
polskiej, in: Kwartalnik Historyczny 61, 2 (1954) pp. 197 - 217; Bohdan Baranowski 
Narodowo-wyzwoleñcza walka ludu ukraiñskiego w XVII wieku, in: No we Drogi 1 
(1954) pp. 28-44. 
62 ibidem pp. 42, 44. 
63 Five years earlier the same author published a similar but more limited book: 
A. V. Licholat Razgrom burzuazno-nacionalisticeskoj Direktorii na Ukraine. Moscow 
1949. 
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exaggerations and oversimplifications. But the book is an example of the 
official interpretation of the Ukrainian revolution to which everybody had to 
adhere. It should be pointed out that its periodization of the Ukrainian revolu- 
tion also became, for three years, the guiding directive for all Soviet Ukrainian 
historians. Likholat played a very prominent role as a Stalinist commissar for 
modern Ukrainian historiography and unfortunately retained his position even 
after the XXth Party Congress. 
Likewise in this connection, the "final solution" of the problem how to write a 
survey text of Ukrainian history must be mentioned. As has been pointed out, 
the Party condemned text books published on the eve of the war and during 
the Ufa period. After several rewritings and prolonged discussions behind 
closed doors, the Institute of History of the Academy of Sciences, Ukrainian 
SSR, came out with the first volume of the "Istorija Ukraïnskoï RSR"64. The 
volume covers the entire pre-Soviet period of Ukrainian history. The editors 
and authors used great skill in eliminating the remotest possibility of any 
"nationalist deviation". They provided a periodization strictly according to the 
stages of economic production in the Russian state. The adaptation of stages 
of development of Russian history was so far-going that all of Ukrainian history 
(including those periods in which Ukrainian lands were not a part of Russian 
empire, or had a different socio-political order from Russia proper, even after 
their joining with the Russian empire) appeared as an integral part of the 
Russian historical development. The "unifying" theory is illustrated by the 
fact that the history of the Galician-Volhynian state, which played an extra- 
ordinary role in Ukrainian history, was not found important enough to warrant 
even one single separate chapter. The history of Western Ukrainian lands 
(Eastern Galicia, Bukovina, Carpatho-Ukraine), again very important for the 
understanding of the Ukrainian national revival and the transformation of the 
Ukraine into a modern nation, is also almost totally neglected. Important perso- 
nalities in Ukrainian political life are either ignored or relegated to the cate- 
gory of German or Austrian "agents". All of Ukrainian history is transformed 
into part of the Russian historical process regardless of time and historical 
conditions. 
One may conclude that the Party and all Soviet historiography (most obviously 
including the Ukrainian) aimed at the presentation of a new concept of Russian- 
Ukrainian historical and, by implication, contemporary political relations. This 
new concept was clarified by pointing out a prolonged process preparing the 
incorporation of Ukrainian history into Russian history. Early Soviet historio- 
graphy had allowed a critical approach toward the problem of incorporation 
of non-Russian lands into the Russian empire, and as a matter of fact, had been 
ready to agree that such incorporation had also negative results for the non- 
Russians. Having developed a new formula under the title of "lesser evil", the 
Party and Soviet historiography now moved into the direction of evaluating 
all Russian expansion into non-Russian countries as "most progressive" for the 
latter. It was this tendency which found its culmination at the Tercentenary. 

84 O. K. Kasymenko (ed.) Istorija Ukraïnskoï RSR. Vol. 1, Kiev 1953. 
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The new Pereiaslav concept pronounced in 1953 - 1954 cannot be considered a 
result of purely Marxist interpretation of history, even if Marxist methodology 
was used. The theory of "reunification" is a highly nationalist concept and 
seems to be much closer to the teachings of the Russian imperial school than to 
Marxism. Much the same may be said about the ideological "older brother" 
dogma. It was developed after World War II to strengthen the idea of Russian 
national superiority over non-Russians in the Soviet Union in consequence of 
which the theory of the "most progressive Russian proletariat" was formulated. 
In the framework of the new theory, Ukrainian history has to be viewed by 
Soviet historians as a process of trial and error in which the good and the 
faithful always were on the Russian side and the doomed committed "treason". 

III. New Developments in Soviet Ukrainian Historiography after the 
XXth Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union 

The XXth Party Congress and the following wave of criticism connected with 
the "cult of personality" created some possibilities for the Soviet Ukrainian 
historians to seek relaxation from the most rigid dogmas of the Stalin period 
and a revitalization of their professional work. These endeavors were very 
cautious at first, and quite obviously the historians had to look for approving 
indications from the highest Party authorities. Such an indication was already 
signaled at the XXth Party Congress when A. I.Mikoian [A. I. Mikojan] expres- 
sed the hope "that Ukrainian historians may be found who will write the 
history of the emergence and the development of the Ukrainian socialist state 
better than some Muscovites who took this matter into their hands, and maybe 
should not have done that" (laughter in the hall)65. Mikoian's "green 
light" opened a possibility for criticism of the methodology in the writing of 
history which had been applied during the Stalin era. Significantly, the first 
major criticism by V. Strees'kyi [V. Streeskyj] and U. Poliakov [V. I. Poljakov] , 
was directed against the inadequate and one-sided use of source material66 in 
the works of their fellow historians. This complaint was repeated by F. Los 
who, in addition, expressed a valid concern over the "cessation of research 
work in the Hilfswissenschaften" (paleography, historical geography, numis- 
matics, etc.)67. The Director of the Institute of History (Academy of Sciences, 
Ukrainian SSR) O. K. Kasymenko stated plainly that these disciplines "were in 
full decay"68 and voiced a demand "to end with dogmatism and with the nega- 
tive consequences of the personality cult in historical studies"69. 

65 A. I. Mikojan XX S-ezd Kommunisticeskoj partii Sovetskogo Sojuza. Stenograficeskoj 
otcet 1. Moscow 1956, p. 326. 
66 V. Streeskyj, V. I. Poljakov Polipsyty dzereloznavcu osnovu doslidzennja istorii 
KP Ukraïny, in: Komunist Ukraïny 3 (1957) pp. 75-80. 
67 F. Je. Los Rozvytok istorycnoï nauky na Ukraïni za roky radjanskoï vlady, in: 
Rozvytok nauky v Ukraïnskij RSR za 40 rokiv. Kiev 1957, p. 53. 
68 O. K. Kasymenko in: Ukraïnskyj Istorycnyj 2urnal 4 (1958) p. 222. 
69 O. K. Kasymenko Zavdannja rozvytku istorycnoï nauky na Ukraïni, in: Komunist 
Ukraïny 8 (1958) p. 27. 
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In 1958, several professional conferences dedicated to organizational problems 
of historical studies were held in the Soviet Ukrainian Republic. In February 
of that year the Learned Council of the Institute of History discussed a plan 
for the development of historical studies in the Ukraine in the 10 - 15 years. An 
important cultural and political event was the conference held in Kiev, May 
27 - 31, 1958, dedicated to the development of humanistic disciplines. This 
conference was sponsored by the Presidium of the Academy of Sciences (Ukrai- 
nian SSR), the Ministry of Higher Education of the Ukrainian SSR, and the 
Ministry of Education and Culture of the Ukrainian SSR, and was attended by 
1200 participants. The most important participant of the conference was S. V. 
Chervonenko [S. V. Cervonenko], at that time Secretary of the CC CPU, in 
charge of ideological affairs of the Ukrainian CC, specialist on nationality 
affairs, and subsequently Soviet ambassador to the People's Republic of China. 
In June 1958 two conferences were held in Kiev: a general conference of 
historians and archivists, and a scientific conference of the CC CPU Institute 
of Party History, the latter conference dedicated to the 40th anniversary of 
the CPU; O. K. Kasymenko was the main speaker at these conferences. 
During the session of the Learned Council of the Institute of History a propo- 
sition had been introduced to increase the number of scientific workers in the 
Institute of History to 165 by 1965, and to 300 within the next 15 years. Demands 
were made to transfer from Kharkov to Kiev the Central State Archives of the 
October Revolution and "to transfer all archival materials relating to Ukrainian 
history from Moscow and Leningrad to the Ukraine". Several participants 
demanded systematic study travels abroad, exchange of information with 
historical institutions in other socialist countries, joint conferences and publi- 
cation efforts with the latter. Some even proposed making surveys of archive 
material concerning Ukrainian history in the archives of socialist and also in 
capitalist countries70. 
A resolution was accepted to publish "Ukraïnskyj Istorycnyj Zurnal" [Ukrai- 
nian Historical Journal]"71, and to secure necessary personnel and funds for 
author's fees. O. K. Kasymenko stated in his exposé that many fields of Ukrai- 
nian history were either insufficiently treated or completely neglected in Soviet 
historiography. Among these subjects were the emergence of the state among 
Eastern Slavs, the origins of feudalism, the emergence of the Ukrainian natio- 
nality, the formation of the Ukrainian bourgeois and subsequently the socialist 
nation, the history of relations with other Slav nationalities, the history of the 
countries bordering on the Ukraine, and the history of the Ukrainian "toiling" 
immigration72 to America. The most far-reaching statement stressed the neces- 
sity "to look from a new point of view at the close historical links of the 

70 Ukraïnskyj Istorycnyj Zurnal 4 (1958) p. 162. 
71 The first issue of this journal appeared in the summer of 1957 as a bimonthly. 
72 The Soviet government divides the Ukrainian immigration to America into "toiling" 
and "bourgeois-nationalist". The term "toiling" immigration refers to the exodus of the 
late 19th and the beginning of the 20th century (mostly peasants), and "bourgeois- 
nationalist" refers to the post-revolution political immigration. 
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Ukrainian people with its Western neighbors"73. Participants of the May confe- 
rence proposed to publish a 10 - 14 volume history of the Ukrainian people, to 
create an academy of social sciences in the Ukraine, and to establish an 
Ukrainian historical society74. Several scholars suggested the publication of a 
new journal, "Problems of History of the CPU" with the obvious purpose of 
unburdening the "Ukraïnskyj Istorycnyj Zurnal" of its excessively heavy load 
of articles dealing with the history of the Party and of the Soviet period. 

1. New Professional Publications 

The publication of the "Ukraïnskyj Istorycnyj Zurnal"75 in 1957, has been 
undoubtedly one of the most important events in the field of historical studies 
in the Soviet Ukrainian Republic after the XX th Party Congress. After the 
journal "Ukraïna" (editor-in-chief Mykhailo S. Hrushevs'kyi) had been dis- 
continued for alleged "nationalist deviations" in the year 1933, no historical 
periodical had been published in the Soviet Ukraine. After six years of publi- 
cation (thirty six volumes) there is adequate basis for a critical evaluation of 
the new historical periodical. Its most interesting material can be found in the 
following sections: "Surveys of Sources and Literature", "Reviews and Biblio- 
graphy", "Communications", "Our Calendar", and "Letters to the Editor". 
They provide useful information about source collections, about publications 
which are not always available in the West, about professional conferences and 
discussions, and to some extent about new tendencies in Soviet Ukrainian 
historiography. 
The articles section of the periodical constitutes its weakest section. An 
overemphasis on problems concerning the history of the Communist Party and 
the Soviet period has been evident from the very beginning. In many cases, the 
published material is closely connected with the contemporary needs of the 
Party apparatus to combat challenges of existing and assumed "National 
Communism" and "Revisionism"76. However, certain articles are of value, such 
as M. lu. Braichevs'kyi's [M. Ju. Brajcevskyj's] piece dealing with some aspects 
of old Slavic culture77. Also valuable was his paper on the origins of Kiev. The 

73 N. Ju. Kostrycja, O. P. Lola Naukova sesija z pytañ rozvytku humanitarnych nauk 
v Ukraïnskij RSR, in: Ukraïnskyj Istorycnyj Zurnal 5 (1958) p. 223. 
74 ibidem p. 226. 
75 The editorial board of the Ukraïnskyj Istorycnyj Zumal in 1957 comprised the 
following historians: F. P. Sevcenko (editor-in-chief), I. L. Butyc, I.O.Hurzij, M.P.Donij, V. A. Zebokryckyj, I. P. Krypjakevyc, P. A. Lavrov, H. M. Multych (deputy editor-in- 
chief), V. M. Samofalov, H. M. Sevcuk (responsible editorial secretary). There have 
been only minor changes in the editorial board in recent years. A. V. Sancevyc and 
P. M. Smorhun have taken over the posts of the deputies of editor-in-chief. 
76 This is particularly true of F. Ju. Serstjuk Vykryttja i rozhrom Komunistycnoju 
Partijeju Ukraïny nacjonalistycnoho uchylu v 1926 - 1928 rr., in: Ukraïnskyj Istorycnyj Zumal 3 (1958) pp. 73-83. 
77 Ukraïnskyj Istorycnyj Zumal 6 (1958) pp. 78 - 93. N. Ju. Brajcevskyj is a historian- 
archeologist. He published an important work about the Roman coins found on Ukrai- 
nian territory: Rymska moneta na tery torii* Ukraïny. Kiev 1959. 

This content downloaded from 79.168.94.49 on Sun, 19 Oct 2014 06:07:00 AM
All use subject to JSTOR Terms and Conditions

http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp


392 Jaroslav Pelenski 

contribution by I. M. Hapusenko in the field of early Rus history78 is of much 
less value. Some new light was shed on the Pereiaslav insurrection of 1666 by 
K. I. Stetsiuk, who tried to explain without ideological comments certain 
political actions of Hetmán Petro Doroshenko [Petro Dorosenko]. Of some 
interest is the article by H. lu. Herbies'kyi [H. Ju. Herbieskyj] on the Ukrainian 
aspect of the 1812 war79. The author discusses the significant military effort 
of the Ukrainian provinces in the framework of the Russian imperial army, 
but does not explain why the members of the Ukrainian upper class were so 
active in organizing Cossack regiments and people's guards. In the same num- 
ber of the journal, I. O.Hurzhii [I. O.Hurzij] published an informative article 
about the Ukraine's role in Russia's foreign trade in the second half of the 
nineteenth century80. Although F. Ia. Hovors'kyi [F. Ja. Hovorskyj] gave Lenin 
all possible credit for the Bolshevik position on the Ukrainian question in the 
Duma81, his article is not without interest for the historian. The best historical 
article which has appeared in this journal so far was written by Ivan P. Kry- 
piakevych on "Social and Political Views of Bohdan Khmel'nyts'kyi"82. A short 
annotation of Krypiakevych's life and work appeared in this historical journal. 
This annotation included the enumeration of his pre-war works. One is very 
disappointed by Krypiakevych's letter to the editors of the journal in which he 
repudiates his pre-war works83. 
The historical journal also includes a series of articles which were written 
along the lines of the contemporary Soviet interpretation of the "History of 
the Class Struggle". In this category belong the papers of M. N. Leshchenko 
[M. N. Lescenko], O. A. Parasun'ko, F. le. Los', M. P. Harasymenko, V. O. Markina, 
and others on various aspects of social and economic history of the Ukraine 
in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. Regardless of their clear-cut Soviet 
Marxist position, they contain some new documentary evidence and minor 
social and economic facts about the history of the Ukraine. Articles and 
reviews dealing with various problems of the history of the Communist Party 
of the Ukraine have a limited value because the authors have to adjust themsel- 
ves very carefully to the prevailing Party line. The famous Stalinist purges in 
the Ukrainian apparatus in the late 1920s and 1930s have caused remarkable 
"empty areas" in the history of the Party. Without the necessary political 

78 I. M. Hapusenko Ky'ívska Rus i pivnicne Prycornomorja, in: Ukraïnskyj Istorycnyj 
Zurnal 6 (1961) pp. 51-60. 
70 H. Ju. Herbieskyj Ucast ukrainskono naroüu u vitcyznjanij vijm iöiz r., in: uKram- 
skyj Istorycnyj Zurnal 5 (1962) pp. 24-34. 
80 I. O. Huríij Misce Ukraïny v zovnisnij torhivli Rosiï (60- 90-i roky XIX st.)r in: 
Ukraïnskyj Istorycnyj Zurnal 5 (1962) pp. 35 - 47. See also his article "Misce Ukraïny 
v zovnisnij torhivli Rosiï kincja XVIII-persoï polovyny XIX st.", in: Ukraïnskyj 
Istorycnyj Zurnal 5 (1960) pp. 51-63. 
81 Ukraïnskyj Istorycnyj Zurnal 1 (1958). 
82 Ukraïnskyj Istorycnyj Zurnal 1 (1957) pp. 94-105. 
83 He stated: "I consider it my duty to inform the readers of this journal that my work 
(Istorija Ukraïnskoï kurtury), published in L'viv in 1937, was not written according to 
the Marxist position, and that today I condemn as erroneous the opinions expressed 
in it", in: Ukraïnskyj Istorycnyj Zurnal 3 (1959) p. 153. 
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clearance, a Soviet historian can hardly be expected to probe too deeply into 
highly delicate questions of Party history, particularly questions which may 
have contemporary political connotations. Good examples of such a situation 
are rehabilitations, and the evaluation of Khrushchev's role during the second 
World War, particularly in the Ukraine. 
"Ukraïnskyj Istorycnyj Zumal" cannot satisfy a historian who seeks an impar- 
tial approach to historical events and a clear distinction between factual 
material and ideological commitment. A very distressing fact is that the 
editorial board of the journal was criticized for not always being "principle- 
minded" and for not sufficiently discussing the history of the Party84. 
The circulation of the journal had its ups and downs. In the first four years it 
varied between 3500 - 4000 copies. At certain times it appeared that its circu- 
lation would drop. It maintained an average of 3500 in 1961, and rose to 
approximately 5000 in 1962. Volume 3 of 1963 showed an increase to 6465. 
Interestingly enough the Ukrainian journal received strong support from a 
former editor-in-chief of "Voprosy Istorii", S. F. Naida [S. F. Najda], who has 
also provided highly interesting information on the editorial situation of the 
publication85. 
After the XXth Party Congress there appeared two non-periodical publications 
which deserve to be mentioned. Kiev University came out with a series of 
volumes dedicated to history and philosophy under the title "Visnyk Kyïv- 
skoho Universytetu" [Kiev University Herald]86, and the L'viv branch of the 
Academy of Sciences (Institute of Social Sciences) published a series of volu- 
mes under the common title "Z istorii zachidnoukraïnskych zemel" [On History 
of Western-Ukrainian Lands]87 which was retransformed into a series "Z istorii 
84 P. Harcev, S. Sideenikov, K. Syjan Vysvitlennja pytan istorii' partii na storinkach 
'Ukraïnskoho Istorycnoho 2urnalu', in: Komunist Ukraïny 6 (1960) pp. 85, 87, 88. 
85 V. H. Verchoveñ, S. F. Najda Ob ukrainskom istoriceskom zumale, in: Voprosy 
Istorii 2 (1959) pp. 165-181. The authors characterized the difficult situation of the 
journal rather frankly. Some of their remarks deserve to be quoted in extenso: 
"Responsible organizations should help the journal to become a monthly. It has shown 
viability by a successful one-and-one-half-year existence. The journal is of significant 
scholarly interest not only for historians, propaganda workers and teachers in the 
Ukraine but for the historians of the entire country. Therefore one may express the 
wish that some copies should be published in the Russian language for distribution of 
the journal in the RSFSR and other Republics. One should not say that the editorial 
board did not raise the question of the frequency of the journal's appearance, and 
also many other questions, such as the increase of the author's fees, the increase of the 
number of personnel, etc., questions which came up in the course of the work. Until 
such problems are decided either by the publishers of the journal or other superior 
organs, one has to state that the work is a result of the enthusiasm of the editorial 
board (in spite of the difficult position of the board), and of the great attention of the 
authors and the readers to their journal. The editing of a bi-monthly journal with a 
small number of permanent personnel (according to our information the editorial staff 
of the publication has only four full time employees: technical secretary, literary editor 
and two auxiliary workers) leads to a situation that a significant amount of incoming 
materials is held up and because of that looses its value as up-to-date political mate- 
rial" (pp. 180, 181). 
86 Visnyk Kyïvskoho Universytetu No. 1-2. Serija istorii ta filosofa 1, 2 (1958); 1 (1959). 87 I. P. Krypjakevyö (ed.) Z istorii' zachidnoukraïnskych zemel. AN URSR. Instytut 
suspil'nych nauk. Kiev. Vol. 1 and 2, 1957; vol. 2, 1958; vol. 3r 1958; vol. 4 and 5r 1960. 
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Ukraïnskoï RSR" [On History of Ukrainian SSR]88. Some useful articles may 
be found here. The first volume of "Z istorii zachidnoukraïnskych zemel" 
became a focus of serious political controversy. 
Articles pertaining to various aspects of Ukrainian history are to be found in 
"Radjanske Literaturoznavstvo" [Soviet Literary Criticism] and "Narodna 
Tvorcisf ta Etnohrafija" [Folklore and Etnography]89. Of some interest for the 
historian of the Soviet period are "Ekonomika Radjanskoï Ukraïny" [Economics 
of the Soviet Ukraine] and "Radjanske Pravo" [Soviet Law], both published 
for the first time in 1958. The latter two have a higher professional standard 
than the historical journal. Finally, one cannot overlook a considerable impro- 
vement in the "Naukovi Zapysky" of the Institute of History (Academy of 
Sciences, Ukrainian SSR)90. Again a non-Marxist historian will not be satisfied 
with this publication. The latest volumes show a tendency toward a more 
scholarly approach, contrasting favorably with those which appeared during 
the Stalin period. The volumes published in the years 1956 - 1960 contain 
several solid articles on socio-economic problems of Ukrainian history. Two 
publications of the Academy of Sciences of the Ukrainian SSR, i. e., "Visnyk" 
[Herald] and "Dopovidi" [Reports], also publish historical material. 
The years 1957 - 1962 witnessed a considerable increase in historical publi- 
cations: monographs, collective works and books of a general character. It 
should be pointed out that none of their authors attempted to contradict or 
reevaluate the Pereiaslav ideological framework. There were however tenden- 
cies to broaden this framework, and to abandon the most obvious factual 
distortions and historical misrepresentations which were so common in the 
Stalinist period. The authors began to show a commendable inclination to 
quote the literature pertaining to their subject, and in cases where a direct 
quotation seemed harmful, they at least mentioned the works of "bourgeois- 
nationalist" historians. One should also acknowledge an improvement in techni- 
cal work in the new historical publications. On the other hand misspellings of 
names and titles in foreign language literature seem to be chronic. 

2. Medieval Rus' [Rus] 

The history of Kievan Rus' and the emergence of the three East Slavic natio- 
nalities are very sensitive elements in Soviet historiography. The official Party 
line holds that "the Russian, Ukrainian and Belorussian peoples stem from one 
root, i. e., the old Rus' nationality, which formed the Old-Rus' state - the Kie- 
van Rus'"91. The formation of the three distinct East Slavic peoples, or, as 
Soviet historiography prefers to say - nationalities [narodnosti], is placed in 

88 I. P. Krypjakevyö (ed.) Z istorii* Ukraïnskoï RSR. Vol. 6/7, 1962. 
89 This journal was published for the first time in 1957. 
90 I. Ja. Franko jak istoryk, in: Naukovi Zapysky Instytutu Istorii vol. 8 (Kiev 1956), 
vol. 9 and 10 (1957); Z istorii* borofby za vstanovlennja radjanskoï vlady na Ukraïni, in: 
Naukovi Zapysky vol. 11 (1957), 12 (1958); Z istorii' suspirno-ekonomicnoho rozvytku 
ta kljasovoi* borofby na Ukraïni (XVI - pocatok XX st.), in: Naukovi Zapysky vol. 13 
(1960). 
H1 Tezy pro 300-nccja vozz-jednannja UKrainy z Kosijeju (ioo4- iyo4j p. io. 
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the period of the XIV - XVIth centuries with the understanding that the 
Russian (or Great Russian) nationality played the most important role92. It 
appears somewhat strange that contemporary Kiev is not the main center for 
the studies of Kievan Rus' history and culture. Even scholars of Ukrainian 
background who specialize in the field of Old Rus' literature and Ukrainian 
culture until the eighteenth century (M. Gudzii [M. Gudzij], V. P. Adriano va- 
Perets [V. P. Adrianova-Peretc], and others) are associated with the Mos- 
cow and Leningrad institutions of the Academy of Sciences, USSR, and 
their work is an integral part of Russian scholarship. The most important 
Soviet studies in the field of Kievan Rus' history after World War II 
were written by such Russian scholars as, B. D. Grekov, B. A. Rybakov, M. N. 
Tikhomirov [M. N. Tichomirov], D. S. Likhachev [D. S. Lichacev], M. K. Karger. 
Even the main Soviet work on the history of Galician and Volhynian Rus' was 
produced by V. T. Pashuto [V. T. Pasuto]93. The fact that the major work about 
medieval Lithuanian history was also written by V. T. Pashuto94 indicates on 
the part of the Institute of History, Academy of Sciences USSR, a tendency to 
monopolize the research of medieval history of non-Russian nations of the 
European Soviet Union. 
Because of the political circumstances, the achievements of Soviet Ukrainian 
scholars in the field of Old Rus' history have had to remain obscure. The relaxa- 
tion in cultural policies after 1956 made it possible for some branches of the 
Soviet Ukrainian Academy of Sciences to develop their programs. One of the 
results of this new policy was the publication of a collective work under the 
title "Narysy starodavnoï istorii' Ukraïnskoï RSR" [Survey of the Ancient 
History of the Ukrainian SSR]95, by the Archeological Institute of the Academy. 
The best parts of the work are the archeological sections, particularly chapters 
1 - 4, written by the leading Ukrainian archeologist I. H. Shovkoplas [I. H. Sov- 
koplas]. 
In spite of the existence of a clear Party line on the history of Kievan Rus', the 
three East Slavic nationalities and the periodization of their history, there were 
some attempts to revise the official interpretation that the Russian and Ukrai- 
nian nationalities emerged in the XIV - XVIth centuries. "Such opinion, one 
may say, is spread in Soviet historical science. Therefore one is astonished to 
hear the unsupported denial of this opinion by individual Soviet historians who 
propose to study the formation of the Ukrainian nationality from 'ancient times' 
[apparently pre-XIVth century J. P.]. A similar proposition was made by 

92 "As it was already indicated, a constant and complicated formation process of the 
East Slavic nationalities was most intense in XIV - XVth centuries. From approxi- 
mately this time on the Russian (Great Russian), Ukrainian and Belorussian nationali- 
ties appear as individual, very closely related, ethnic entities, which emerged from 
one ancient Rus' nationality. The Russian nationality as the strongest, played the most 
important role among these nationalities from the very beginning of their emergence;" 
Istorija Ukraïnskoï RSR. Kiev 1953, vol. 1, p. 137. 
93 V. T. PaSuto Ocerki pò istorii Galicko-Volinskoj Rusi. Moscow 1950. 
94 V. T. Pasuto Obrazovanie Litovskogo gosudarstva. Moscow 1959. 
95 S. M. Bibikov (ed.) Narysy starodavnoï istorii' Ukraïnskoï RSR. Kiev 1957. 
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M. Hrushevs'kyi . . ,"96. This criticism was most probably directed against those 
historians who, included the Kievan period in their works on Ukrainian history 
and culture, without stressing too strongly the concept of "unity" in early 
Rus history. M. I. Marchenko [M. I. Marcenko] in the introduction to his 
"Istorija Ukraïnskoï Kul'tury" [History of the Ukrainian Culture, 1961] made 
some cautious qualifications which seem to indicate that he is one of those 
historians who attempted to modify the rigid centralist interpretation of the 
origins of the Ukrainian nationality97. However the research possibilities for 
Ukrainian scholars in the field of Kievan Rus' history are very limited. The 
only substantial monograph about Kievan Rus', published in Kiev, deals with 
the agricultural problem98. Most recently Soviet Ukrainian historians began to 
publish popular monographs on Kievan history written in Ukrainian. M. lu. 
Braichevs'kyi came out with a survey history of the origins of Kiev99. This book 
is to be printed in 25000 copies, which is a rather high circulation for such a 
topic and indicative for growing interest among readers. I. M. Shekera's 
[I. M. Sekera] study on the international relations of the Kievan Rus'100 is not 
of very high quality and seems to be a typical student's work. 
Soviet Ukrainian historiography pays less attention to the history of Galician- 
Volhynian Rus' or to Ukrainian history of the XlVth - early XVIIth centuries, 
the period when the Ukrainian lands were a part of the Polish-Lithuanian 
Commonwealth, than to any other period of Ukrainian history. There were 

96 K. H. Huslystyj Pro pocatok peretvorennja ukraïnskoï narodnosti v naciju, in: 
Narodna tvorcisf ta etnohrafija 1 (1959) p. 48. See also K. H. Huslystyj Utvorennja 
ukraïnskoï narodnosti, in: Narodna tvorcisf ta etnohrafija 1 (1960) pp. 39 - 49. 
97 "One should regard the East Slavic and ancient Rus' cultures from the most ancient 
times until approximately the 14th century as a prehistory of the Russian, Ukrainian 
and Belorussian cultures. The Ukrainian people justly regard themselves as the original 
inhabitants of the country in which they lived. It is another matter that they called 
themselves 'Russes'. The name 'Ukraine' (known from the chronicle of the Xllth cen- 
tury) and 'Ukrainian people' became widely known only in the 16th century. The 
Ukrainians, as it is known, were called Little Russians in tsarist Russia. The people on 
their part however did not recognize such a name. It is understandable that the ter- 
minus 'Rus', 'as that of the 'Rus' land' headed by Kiev 'the mother of all Rus' lands' was 
used in this way in the narrow sense during the IX - Xlth centuries, could not be for- 
gotten for a long time by the people or disappear from the Ukrainian sources. That is 
the reason why the Ukrainians continued to call their land 'Rus" and themselves 
'Russes'; in Western regions of the Ukraine and in Transcarpathia they called them- 
selves Ruthenians. And they were called the same by Western sources. The North 
Eastern Rus' was called Great Rus' because her territory was large, much larger than 
the territory of the Little Rus' - the Ukraine. The inhabitants of the Ukraine called 
their language the 'Rus" language [ruska mova], there was one letter S in the word 
Rus' or a soft sign. In the North-Eastern Rus' 'russkij' was written with two S letters. 
From the XV - XVIth centuries in the centralized Russian state spread the name 
'Russia' which was adopted from the Greek language and meant the same as 'Rus'." 
M. I. Maròenko Istorija Ukraïnskoï Kultury (Z najdavnisych casiv do seredyny 
XVII st.). Kiev 1961, pp. 4-5. 
98 V. I. Dovzenok Zemlerobstvo drevrïoï Rusi do seredyny 13 st. Kiev 1961. 
99 M. Ju. BRAjOEváKYj Koly i jak vynyk Kyïv. Kiev 1963. 
100 I. M. Sekera Miznarodni zv-jazky Kyïvskoï Rusi. Z istorii zovnisnoï polityky Rusi 
v period utvorennja i zmicnennja Drevnoruskoï derzavy v 7 - 10 st. Kiev 1963. 
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few notable exceptions to this general tendency. Among the exceptions the 
following should be mentioned: 
a) A solid textual study by A. I. Hens'ors'kyi [A. I. Hensorskyj] about the Galician- 
Volhynian Chronicle101 with interesting commentaries on the political ideas of its 
authors and on the problem of continuity between Kievan Rus' and Halych-Volhynia. 
The same author published another broader study on the lexical, phraseological and 
stylistic peculiarities of the Galician-Volhynian Chronicle102. A. I. Hens'ors'kyi, after a 
textual and stylistic analysis of the Galician-Volhynian Chronicle, concluded that the 
Ukrainian language was in the process of formation already in the 13th century. This 
conclusion would place the formation of the Ukrainian nationality one century prior 
to the official concept (XIV - XVIth centuries). Hens'ors'kyi seems to have good histori- 
cal and philological training, and is a promising scholar. Unfortunately we miss in 
his references the article by D. Tschizevskij, "Zum Stil der Galizisch-Volynischen 
Chronik" (in: Südostforschungen 12, 1953, pp. 79-109). 
b) A useful book by Ie. M. Medyns'kyi [Je. M. Medynskyj] about the Orthodox "frater- 
nity" schools in the Ukraine and Belorussia103, which was published first in Russian in 
1954, and then, in a revised edition, translated into Ukrainian in 1958. The latter edition 
should be given preference. 
c) The Kievan edition of the works of the Ukrainian publicist Ivan Vyshens'kyi [Ivan 
Vysenskyj] prepared by. I. P. Ieremin104, which is a modified duplicate of the Leningrad- 
Moscow edition published four years earlier105. The edition of the Academy of Sciences, 
USSR, is more adapted for professional purposes. Making available Vyshens'kyi's 
texts in both editions must be acknowledged as a positive contribution to studies in 
Ukrainian history. 
d) The history of Ukrainian towns received some attention in the studies by V. D. Ota- 
manovs'kyi [V. D. Otamanovskyj]106 and Ia. D. Isaievych [Ja. D. Isajevyö]107. In this 
connection the problem of the influence of Magdeburg Law in the Ukraine is obviously 
of great importance. Soviet historiography after World War II made great attempts 
to minimize this influence. The reasons are quite obvious. The existence of different 
systems of law in the Ukraine and Russia indicates quite clearly the evident difference 
of historical development in Russia and Ukraine. Soviet authors stress the existence 
of Old Rus' law and Ukrainian common law in the Ukrainian towns before the recep- 
tion of the Magdeburg Law. V. D. Otamanovs'kyi went so far as to claim that "the 
norms of the medieval-Catholic Magdeburg Law were always alien to the legal con- 
cepts of the Ukrainian people who were, together with the Russian and Belorussian 
peoples, the creators of highly developed Old Rus' law"108. In the most recent evalua- 
101 A. I. Hensorskyj Halycko-Volynákyj Litopys (Procès skladannja, redakciï i redak- 
tory.) Kiev 1958. 
102 A. I. Hensorskyj Halycko-Volynskyj Litopys (Leksycni, frazeolohicni ta stylistycni 
osoblyvosti). Kiev 1961. 
103 Je. M. Medynskyj Bracki skoly Ukraïny i Bilorusiï v XVI- XVII stolittjach. Kiev 
1958. 
104 Ivan Vysenskyj Tvory. (Vstupna stattja, upor., pidhotovka tekstiv ta prymitky 
I. P. Jef omina.) Kiev 1959. 
105 Ivan Vysenskij Socinenija. Podgotovka teksta, stai ja i kommentarii I. P. Eremina. 
Moscow, Leningrad 1955. 
106 V. D. Otamanovskij Razvitie gorodskogo stroja na Ukraine v XIV - XVIII vv. i 
Magdeburgskoe pravo, in: Voprosy Istorii 3 (1958) pp. 122 - 135. Otamanovskij wrote 
a doctoral dissertation on "The Towns of the Right-Bank Ukraine under the Rule of 
Gentry Poland from Mid-Seventeenth until the End of the Eighteenth Century". 107 Ja. D. Isajevyö Z istorii' suspil'no-politycnoï borot'by u misti Drohobyci v XVI st., in: 
Z istorii' zachidnoukrainskych zemel' 5 (1960) pp. 3 - 14; Ja. D. Isajevyö Administratyvno- 
pravovyj ustrij Drohobyca v dobu feodalizmu (do kincja XVIII st.), in: Z istorii' 
Ukraïnskoï RSR 6-7 (1962) pp. 3-20. 
ios Otamanovskij Razvitie p. 135. 
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tions of the impact of Magdeburg Law on the Ukrainian towns one observes a certain 
reinterpretation which is more balanced. la. D. Isaievych does not claim that the norms 
of Magdeburg Law were "alien" to the legal concepts of the Ukrainian people. While 
he tends to minimize its impact, his conclusions are different from Otamanovs'kyi's 
totally negative opinion. "While not rejecting the presence of relations and mutual 
influences with the law of the neighboring peoples, one has to acknowledge as ground- 
less the contention of some bourgeois historians that the law of the medieval Ukrai- 
nian towns was a copy or 'Rezeption' of the German Magdeburg Law. The 'Magdeburg 
Law' of the Ukrainian towns was not a German law but an Ukrainian municipal law 
which emerged through a blending and interweaving of Ukrainian common law with 
modified elements of various legal systems, among them German Magdeburg Law, 
adapted to local conditions. Thus Magdeburg Law was not a determining factor but 
only a legal formulation of a certain stage in the development of the Ukrainian 
towns"109. 
e) The same author must be also given credit for a solid article about Iurii of Droho- 
bych [Jurij of Drohobyc, 1450 - 1494] 110, a prominent medieval physician and university 
professor from the Western Ukraine. 
f) A work by D. I. Myshko [D. I. MySko] falls into the same period and deals with 
Russian-Ukrainian relations in the XIV- XVIth centuries111; it has a tendency to exag- 
gerate the importance of individual facts, has no perspective, and was written with 
the purpose of proving that Russian-Ukrainian connections were significant at a time 
when they were not. 
g) D. I. Myshko wrote a better and more balanced study on the peasant question and 
related movements in the Ukrainian lands in the 15th and first half of the 16th cen- 
turies. This study was given by the editors a somewhat confusing title "Socio-Economie 
Conditions of the Formation of the Ukrainian Naionality"112. A continuation of 
Myshko's efforts represents the work by I. D. Boiko on the history of the Ukrainian 
peasantry from mid-sixteenth to mid-seventeenth centuries118. Both authors collected 
much factual data in their studies but at the same time stressed the official interpre- 
tation of Ukrainian social and economic history. 

3. The Cossack Period 

The history of the Ukrainian Cossacks seemed to offer the greatest attraction 
to Soviet Ukrainian researchers. In particular they could deal more genuinely 
with Russian-Ukrainian relations which constitute a popular field of Soviet 
historiography. An important work falling into this category and covering the 
Khmel'nyts'kyi period was the book by F. P. Shevchenko (editor-in-chief of 
"Ukraïnskyj Istorycnyj Zumal") on the political and economic links between 
the Ukraine and Russia in the middle of the XVIIth century114. This work was 
written on the whole in a tone loyal to the Party line but the author refrained 
from obvious distortions of events and attempted to point out some negative 
aspects of Russian-Ukrainian relations. This and the usage of the term "annexa- 

109 Isajevyö Administratyvno-pravovyj ustrij p. 19. 
110 Ja. D. Isajevyö Jurij z Drohobyca, in: Ukraïnskyj Istorycnyj Zurnal 4 (1960) 
pp. 80-86. 
111 D. I. Mysko Ukrainsko-rosijski zv-jazky v XIV- XVI st. Kiev 1959. 
112 D. I. Mysko Socijal'no-ekonomicni umovy formuvannja ukrainskoi narodnosti. 
Kiev 1963. 
113 I. D. Bojko Seljanstvo Ukraïny v druhij polovyni XVI - persij polovyni XVII st. 
Kiev 1963. 
114 F. P. Sevòenko Politycni ta ekonomicni zv-jazky Ukraïny z Rosijeju v seredyni 
XVII st. Kiev 1959. 
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tion" instead of "reunification" (as a description of relationships between 
Ukraine and Russia) and "national liberation war" instead of "people's libe- 
ration war" were sufficient reasons for the negative evaluation of work in the 
official Party organ "Komunist Ukraïny" [Communist of the Ukraine]115 and 
"just criticism from the Presidium of the Central Committee of the Communist 
Party of the Ukraine"116. 
Today the leading Soviet historian for the Cossack period is undoubtedly 
V. O. Holobuts'kyi [V. O. Holobuckyj]117. He is the head of the section within 
the Institute of History (Academy of Sciences, Ukrainian SSR) on the history of 
feudalism, and was awarded the privilege to be the only Ukrainian member of 
the Soviet delegation at the Xlth Congress of Historical Sciences at Stockholm 
in August 1960. He has worked since the middle of the 1930s on the history of 
the Ukrainian Cossacks, and the fruits of his labors have appeared after 1956. 
In that year he published a history of the Black Sea Cossacks covering the 
period between 1787 and the 1860s118. Holobuts'kyi based his book on unpu- 
blished sources of the Krasnodar Historical State Archive (he taught at the 
Krasnodar Institute before the war) and chapters two through five of his book 
are good scholarly work, particularly the sections concerning the Cossacks' 
socio-economic history. Holobuts'kyi's general survey of the history of the 
Zaporozhian Cossacks119 is the weakest of all his works. He does not present 
anything new and only reflects the official description of the Cossack's role in 
Eastern European history. Nevertheless this historian must be credited with a 
rich knowledge of Ukrainian history, of Russian-Ukrainian relations, and of 
factual material of Eastern European history. The more distressing is it there- 
fore that even a historian of Holobuts'kyi's erudition has often to repeat 
obvious distortions in order to save the Party line or to press the facts into a 
existing scheme. For example he accepted without reservations as authentic 
a letter of the Zaporozhian Host to Bohdan Khmelnyts'kyi of January 3, 1854120, 
the text of which has long been questioned as a forgery, the author of which was 
probably S. Velychko [ S. Velycko] himself; In order to discredit Mazepa, 
Holobuts'kyi claimed with all seriousness in this work that Mazepa's agent 
killed Petryk in 1695121, in another that Petryk was killed by Mazepa's agent in 
1705122, in spite of the established fact that Petryk was alive in 1712, and 
outlived Mazepa by at least three years123. The most disappointing aspect is 

115 Ja. Kis, O. Cybko Bil'se vymohlyvosti i pryncypjalnosti v istorycnych doslidzennjach, 
in: Komunist Ukraïny 1 (1961) p. 93. 116 I. M. Fedorenko Osnovni pidsumky naukovoï dijal'nosti Akademiï Nauk URSR za 
1960 rik i zavdannja na 1961 rik, in: Dopovidi AN URSR 5 Í1961) p. 570. 
117 V. O. Holobuckyi was born on July 28, 1903. He is a member of the CPSU since 1950. 
118 V. O. Holobuckyj [V. A. Golobuckij] Cemomorskoe Kazacestvo. Kiev 1956. 
110 V. O. Holobuckyj Zaporozskoe Kazacestvo. Kiev 1957. 
120 ibidem p. 296. 
121 ibidem p. 327. Petro Ivanenko-Petryk was a Cossack leader who opposed Mazepa's 
pro-Russian policy before Poltava and promulgated a pro-Turkish policy. 122 V. O. HoLOBuéKYj Zaporozke kozactvo na pocatku XVIII st., in: 250 rokiv Poltavskoï 
bytvy 1709-1959. Zbirnyk statej. Kiev 1959, p. 112. 123 Oleksander Ohloblyn Dumky pro sucasnu ukraïnsku sovjetsku istoriohrafiju. New 
York 1963, p. 32. 
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the fact that everyone working in the field of Ukrainian history knows that the 
historian Holobuts'kyi is familiar with the above mentioned facts and evidence. 
Much more satisfactory is Holobuts'kyi's work on the history of the Zaporozhian 
Host (or the "New Host") in the years 1734 - 1775124. This work is based mainly 
on the Archives of the New Zaporozhian Host125 and chapters four through 
seven give a highly interesting insight into socio-economic relationships in the 
Host and are substantiated by impressive statistical data. Even the conclusion 
of the book is written in a relatively balanced tone without the usual bureau- 
cratic assurances126. Only recently Holobuts'kyi came out with a new book on 
the diplomatic history of the Khmel'nyts'kyi revolution127. Again it shows his 
erudition and intimate knowledge of the Cossack history. But this knowledge 
is subordinated to the Party's arbitrary concept of Russian-Ukrainian relations. 
The situation of Soviet Ukrainian historiography is well illustrated by the work 
of K. I. Stetsiuk on the popular movements in the Ukraine in the third quarter 
of the XVIIth century128. It is known that Stetsiuk worked on this monograph 
for about twenty years and rewrote it several times. The author is a well- 
trained professional historian, thoroughly acquainted with the period she is 
writing about, but she has to name Hetmán Ivan Vyhovs'kyi [Ivan Vyhovskyj] 
(a well-educated politician and able military leader) a "traitor"129 because he 
favored a policy of reapproachment with Poland and concluded the treaty of 
Hadiach [Hadjac] (1658) with the Polish state. This treaty has to be qualified 
as "a shameful act" by Soviet historiography130. It is typical that Soviet 
Ukrainian historians are usually silent about the battle of Konotop (July 1659) 
in which Ivan Vyhovs'kyi, commanding the combined Cossack-Tatar-Polish 
forces, decisively defeated a Russian army. As a result, using the words of 
S. M. Solov'ev [Solovev], "horror befell Moscow"131. Neither Solov'ev nor 
other prominent representatives of the Russian imperial historical school 
attempted to hide such historical facts. For K. I. Stetsiuk one of the most 
important battles of Eastern European history, a battle which falls into the 
scope of her treatise, simply did not exist. 
Similar in its political tendencies is the book by O. M. Apanovych [O. M. Apano- 
vyc] about the struggles of the Zaporozhian Host with Turks and Tatars in the 
fifties to seventies of the XVIIth century132. The best chapter of this work deals 

124 V. O. Holobuckyj Zaporizka Sic v ostanni easy svoho isnuvannja 1734 - 1775. 
Kiev 1961. 
125 ibidem p. 55. 
126 ibidem p. 410. 
127 V. O. HoLOBuéKYj Diplomaticeskaja istorija osvoboditernoj vojny ukrainskogo 
naroda 1648-1654. Kiev 1962. 
128 K. I. Stecjuk Narodni ruchy na Livobereznij i Slobidskij Ukraïni v 50-70 rokach 
XVII st. Kiev 1960. 
129 ibidem p. 139. 
130 ibidem p. 184. 
131 S. M. Solovev Istorija Rossii s drevnejsich vremen. V 15 knigach. Moscow 1961, 
vol . 5, p. 51. 
132 O. M. Apanovyc Zaporizka Sic u borofbi proty turecko-tatarskoï agresiï 50 - 70-i 
roky XVII st. Kiev 1961. 
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with the question of the Russian garrison in the Zaporozhian Host in the sixth 
decade of the XVIIth century133. This chapter introduces some new documen- 
tary evidence about the Russian garrison. However, the author has to prove 
that the pro-Turkish policy of Hetmán Petro Doroshenko was "treacherous" in 
relation to the Zaporozhian Host134 and that he "lacked patriotism"135. The 
author failed to prove the assertion that the Zaporozhian Host was a part of 
the Russian empire in the entire period in question136. Some doubts about the 
author's categoric statement that after the "reunification" of the Ukraine with 
Russia the Zaporozhian Host, together with all Ukraine, became part of the 
Russian state, were raised even by Soviet criticism137. Furthermore it must be 
stated that O. M. Apanovych is totally unobjective about the Turkish and Tatar 
aspects of her study, and knows little about the policies of the latter two. One 
has to reject her claim that the Host "propagated a strengthening of ties with 
the Russian state". Again it is an established fact that the Host was more often 
a center of strong anti-Russian opposition, even at times when the Ukrainian 
hetmans conducted a loyal pro-Russian policy. 
A highly publicized historical event which had lasting political consequences 
was the 250th anniversary of the Battle of Poltava (1709) which received great 
attention in the Soviet Union, second only to the Pereiaslav Tercentenary. The 
results of Poltava battle were characterized with unmistakable ideological 
clarity in the introduction to a collection of essays under the title "Poltava"138, 
a joint enterprise of the Institutes of History of the Academy of Sciences, USSR, 
and the Academy of Sciences, Ukrainian SSR: 
"The Poltava victory played a major role in the fate of the peoples of Russia. The 
Ukraine was liberated from foreign subjugation; the separatist aspirations of the 
traitor Mazepa and a small group of his followers ended in failure. The victory had a 
great significance for the Belorussian people who aspired towards the unification of 
all their lands with the Russian realms. This [victory] also laid solid foundations for the 
liberation of the Baltic peoples from Swedish rule and their joining with the Russian 
state"139. 
The articles of this volume pertaining to Ukrainian problems or written by 
Ukrainian authors, in particular A. I. Kozachenko's [A. I. Kozacenko] on the 
interpretation of the events of 1708 - 1709 in Ukrainian historiography, are 
good examples of the rigid application of the above quoted formula140. In the 
Ukraine several collective works141 and many articles appeared on this occa- 

133 ibidem pp. 92-103. 134 ibidem p. 267. 
135 ibidem p. 252. 136 ibidem p. 51. 
137 K. I. Stecjuk Zaporizka Sic i turecko-tatarska agresija, in: Ukraïnskyj Istorycnyj 
Zurnal 1 (1962) pp. 137-138. 138 Poltava. K 250-letiju Poltavskogo srazenija. Sbornik statej. Moscow 1959. 
139 ibidem p. 5. 14U ibidem. A. I. Kozacenko Sobytija 1708 - 1709 gg. na Ukraine v osvescenii ukrainskoj 
dvorjansko-burzuaznoj istoriografii. pp. 323 - 350. 141 250 rokiv Poltavskoï bytvy 1709-1959. Zbirnyk statej. Kiev 1959; 250 rokiv pere- 
mohy pid Poltavoju. Narysy. Charkiv I960; A. Markeviö Velikij podvig k 250-letiju 
Poltavskoj bitvy. Kiev 1959; See also H. Ja. Serhijenko Vydannja do 250-riccja Pol- 
tavskoï bytvy, in: Ukraïnskyj Istorycnyj 2urnal 4 (1961) pp. 125-130. 
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tion; the most "principle-minded" of them, written by V. Diadychenko and 
O. Kasymenko, provided an unqualified condemnation of all the major persona- 
lities in Ukrainian history who at one time or another opposed Russian political 
aims142. In dealing with the Mazepa period, Soviet historians follow the most 
radical nationalistic tendencies in ninetenth-century Russian historiography143. 
Regardless of his attitude towards hetmán Ivan Mazepa, the work of V. A. 
Diadychenko144 on the socio-political order of the Left-Bank Ukraine at the end 
of the XVIIth and the beginning of the XVIIIth centuries145 has scholarly 
qualities and can be of value to the historian interested in political affairs and 
military administration of the autonomous hetmán state. Diadychenko fails to 
reach the level of the studies by Lev Okinshevych [Lev Okinsevyc]146 which dealt 
with the legal and political order of the XVIIth - XVIIIth century Ukraine. 
However, taking his precarious situation into consideration, he may be credited 
with having done the best under the circumstances. Diadychenko pointed out 
that the Ukrainian ruling class wanted the broadest possible national political 
autonomy, that the tsarist policy had an annexationist and colonial character 
and was aimed at the liquidation of autonomy147, and that the socio-political 
system of this country was different from Russia proper. 
"As to the form in whidi Ukrainian statehood existed in the XVIIth century, we see in 
it a variant of the oligarchic republic. The election, although a formal one, of all 
officeholders, among them also the hetmán, certifies to this. It brings the admini- 
strative-political order of the Ukraine in XVIIth - XVIIIth centuries closer to the 
order of contemporary Poland which was characterized by F. Engels as an 'aristocratic 
republic1 "148. 
Diadychenko based several chapters of his book on the sources of the "Malo- 
r ossi j ski j prikaz" (mainly its books No. 59 - 120), an archive of great impor- 
tance for research on the history of the Ukraine. K. A. Sofronenko wrote a 
dissertation on this important institution of Moscovite Russia which existed in 
the years 1663 - 1722 until the establishment of the Little Russian College149, 
a summary of which can be found in the same author's article on the admini- 
strative-political activity of the "Prikaz"150. 

142 V. Djadyöenko, O. Kasymenko Slavna storinka spokonvicnoï druzby rosijskoho i 
ukraïnskoho narodiv, in: Komunist Ukraïny 9 (1959) pp. 55 - 63. 
143 See particularly V. E. Sutoj Izmena Mazepy, in: Istoriceskie Zapiski 31 (1950) 
pp. 154 - 190; V. E. Sutoj Narodna vijna na Ukraïni proty svedskych zaharbnykiv u 
1708 - 1709 rr. Kiev 1951; V. E. Sutoj Bofba narodnych mass protiv nasestvija armii 
Karla XII. Moscow 1958. 
144V. A. Djadycenko was born on May 30, 1909. He is a member of the CPSU since 1944. 
145 V. A. Djadyòenko Narysy suspilno-politycnoho ustroju Livobereznoï Ukraïny 
kincja XVII- pocatku XVIII st. Kiev 1959. 
146 L. OkinSevyö Henerarna starsyna na Livobereznij Ukraini XV11- XVlll st. in: Fraci 
komisiï dlja vyvcennja istorii' zachidno-ruskoho ta ukraïnskoho prava. Vyp. 1, Kiev 
1926; Heneral'na rada na Ukraïni-Hefmanscyni XVII- XVIII st.r in: Praci komisiï dlja 
vyvcennja istorii zachidno-ruskoho ta ukraïnskoho prava. Vyp. 8, Kiev 1929. 
147 Djadycenko Narysy p. 4/U. 
148 ibidem p. 36. 
149 "Malorossijskij prikaz Rossi jskoj Derzavy". 
150 K. A. Sofronenko Dejateinosf Malorossijskogo pnkaza KussKogo gosuaarstva vo 
vtoroj polo vine XVII-nacale XVIII veka, in: Vestnik Moskovskogo universiteta. Serija 
ékonomiki, filosofa, prava 2 (1957) pp. 137-150. 
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A very useful edition of the literary and political texts of Feofan Prokopovich 
[Feofan Prokopovic] was published by the Institute of Russian Literature, 
Academy of Sciences, SSSR, under the editorship of I. P. Ieremin151. A signifi- 
cant event was the publication of Hryhorii Skovoroda's works by the Institute 
of Philosophy, Academy of Sciences, Ukrainian SSR152. This two volume edition 
is the fullest published so far. 
An important source collection for the Cossack period are the papers of Bohdan 
Khmel'nyts'kyi edited by I. P. Krypiakevych and I. Butych153. This collection 
contains 475 documents of which 107 are published for the first time. The 
publication of Khmelnyts'kyi's papers is the most complete edition so far. It 
represents a major contribution to East European historical studies. Krypia- 
kevych came out also with a very informative bibliography of sources and 
literature for Ukrainian Galician history until 1772154. 

4. Studies in the History of the XVIIIth and XlXth Centuries 

Research in the social and economic history of the Ukraine in the XVIIIth and 
XlXth centuries has made some progress in recent years. The studies are 
written from the point of view of official Marxism but often are based on 
unpublished sources and contribute to a broader understanding of the socio- 
economic history of the Ukraine. The socio-economic preconditions of the 
Khmel'nyts'kyi revolution were analyzed in a monograph by the late A. I. Bara- 
novych [A. I. Baranovyc] (î 1961)156. The political aspects of this work are not 
as valuable as the socio-economic. 
The leading social and economic historian of this period is I. O. Hurzhii156. He 
is working in a relatively safe field, and his studies present much new source 
material for the socio-economic history of the XVIIIth - XlXth century Ukraine. 
His publications on the history of agriculture, the beginnings of the proletariat 
in the Ukraine, and the development of commerce deserve the careful attention 
of specialists157. A thorough study of the development of industry in the Ukraine 
(Vol. 1 : Trade and Manufacture) was published by the Director of the Institute 

151 Feofan Prokopoviö Socinenija. Red. I. P. Eremin. Moscow, Leningrad 1961. 
152 Hryhorij Skovoroda Tvory v dvoch tomach. Red. kol. O. I. Bileckyj, D. Ch. Ostrja- 
nyn, P. M. Popov. Kiev 1961. 
153 I. P. Krypjakevyc, I. Butyc (eds) Dokumenty Bohdana Chmel'nyckoho. Zbirnyk. Kiev 
1961. 
154 I. P. Krypjakevyò Dzerela z istorii Halycyny periodu feodalizmu do 1772 r. Kiev 1962. 
155 A. I. Baranoviö Ukraina nakakune osvoboditel'noj vojny serediny XVII v. (Social'no- 
ékonomiceskie predposylki vojny). Moscow 1959. 
156 I. O. Hurzij was born on September 15, 1915. He is a member of the CPSU since 
1954, deputy director of the Institute of History, Academy of Sciences, Ukrainian SSR. 
157 I. O. Hurzij Rozklad feodaïno-kriposnyckoï systemy v sil'skomu hospodarstvi 
Ukraïny persoï polovyny XIX st. Kiev 1954; of the same author: Zarodzennja robit- 
nycoho klasu Ukraïny (kinec XVIII - persa polovyna XIX st.JKiev 1958; Borofba seljan i robitnykiv Ukraïny proty feodal'no-kriposnyckoho hnitu (z 80-ch rokiv XVIII st. do 
1861 r.). Kiev 1958; Rozvytok tovarnoho vyrobnyctva i torhivli na Ukraïni (z kincia 
XVIII st. do 1861 r.). Kiev 1962. 
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of Economy (Academy of Sciences, Ukrainian SSR)158. An important work in the 
field of Ukrainian economic history by the late P. K. Fedorenko (1890 - 1962), 
which was ready for publication in the 1930s, was published only in I960159, 
because the author had been subjected to repressive measures by the regime, 
and only after the war could return to scholarly activity160. He edited also a 
collection of sources relating to the history of metallurgy in the Ukraine161. 
The work by E. I. Druzhinina [E. I. DruSinina] (a Russian historian) relating to 
the history of the Northern Black Sea Region has to be mentioned as a valuable 
contribution162. 
Agrarian problems and the peasant question have also received increased 
attention by Soviet Ukrainian scholarship. Among the many, three authors 
should be mentioned because their works represent a contribution to our know- 
ledge of the field in question. M. P. Harasymenko on the whole analyzed well the 
agrarian relations in Galicia in the years 1772 - 1848163. However, he had to 
cover much of the material presented in the study on the same topic by Ludwig 
von Mises164. The leading Soviet Ukrainian specialist on the peasant question 
of the XlXth century is N. N. Leshchenko, who published a well documented 
study on the peasantry in the Ukraine in connection with the reforms of 186 1165. 
The author takes the official view on the reforms themselves, but his study is 
substantiated by impressive archive material. Agrarian relations in the three 
decades after the reforms were covered by V. P. Teplyts'kyi [Teplyckyj]166. 
Since the studies in socio-economic history seem to produce much new archive 
material, and consequently new evidence, they deserve a detailed analysis by 
a competent economic historian. 
Ukrainian political and intellectual history of the XlXth century remains a very 
neglected field in Soviet Ukrainian historiography. With the exception of Taras 
Shevchenko [Taras Sevcenko], Lesia Ukrainka [Lesja Ukraïnka], Ivan Franko 
and a few other "revolutionary democrats", the cultural and intellectual history 

158 O. O. Nesterenko Rozvytok promyslovosti na Ukraïni. Part 1 : Remeslo i manufak- 
tura. Kiev 1959. 
159 P. K. Fedorenko Rudni Levobereznoi Ukrainy v XVII- XVIII vv. Moscow 1960. 
180 Ohloblyn Dumky p. 45. 
181 Dokumenty pò istorii metallurgii Levobereznoj Ukrainy. Materialy pò istorii SSSR. 
Vol. 5, Moscow 1957. 
182 E. I. Druzinina Severnoe Pricernomofe v 1775 - 1800 gg. Moscow 1959. This work is 
actually a continuation of the labors of N. Polons*ka-vasylenko The Settlement of the 
Southern Ukraine (1750 - 1775), in: The Annals of the Ukrainian Academy of Arts and 
Sciences in the US 4-5 (1955) No. 4(14) - 1(15). E. I. Druzinina does not mention this 
work although it was accepted by the Institute of History of the Academy of Sciences, 
USSR, as a doctoral dissertation. 
183 M. P. Harasymenko Ahrarni vidnosyny v Halycyni (v period kryzy panscynnoho 
hospodarstva). Kiev 1959. 
164 ibidem p. 10. See Ludwig von Mises Die Entwicklung des gutsherrlich-bäuerlichen 
Verhältnisses in Galizien 1772-1884. Wien, Leipzig 1902. 
165 N. N. LeSöenko Krestjanskoe dvizenie na Ukraine v svjazi s provedeniem reformy 
1861 goda (60-e gody XIX st.). Kiev 1959. 
tee y p Teplyckyj Reforma 1861 roku i ahrarni vidnosyny na Ukraini (bü- yu-ti roky 
XIX st). Kiev 1959. 
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of the XlXth and early XXth centuries is "an empty area" which most probably, 
for a long time to come, will not be open to scholarly research even from a 
Marxist point of view. S. V. Chervonenko's statement to the effect that "in the 
works of some historians there were elements of the idealization of the historic 
past and of bourgeois-nationalist organizations and institutions167" indicated 
that the Party had already drawn in 1959 a definite line for the work of the 
Ukrainian historians. In a specific instance "attempts to color M. Drahomanov 
as a revolutionary democrat whom V. I. Lenin characterized as a national- 
liberal" were reprimanded by official Party historians168. 
Under such circumstances only a few books concerning this field of XlXth 
century history deserve to be mentioned. There is a relatively balanced study 
by P. A. Zaionchkovskii [Zajonckovskij] (a Moscow historian) on the Cyril- 
Methodius Society (1846 - 1847)169. In an appendix the author provided the first 
Russian translation of the basic document of this Ukrainian political society. 
Less satisfactory is F. Iastrebov's work on the Ukrainian revolutionary demo- 
crats of the 1850s and 1860s170. The Weltanschauung of an important 
figure in Ukrainian intellectual life and rector of the Kiev University, M. O. 
Maksymovych [M. O. Maksymovyc], was analyzed by D. Ostrianyn [D. Ostrja- 
nyn]171. The author is well known for his dogmatic approach, and one is not 
astonished by his failure to come to grips with Maksymovych's ideas. Finally 
in this context the name of M. D. Bernshtain [Bernstejn] has to be mentioned. 
His studies deal with the literary criticism of the 1850s - 1870s172 from the 
formal point of view, but in practice they discuss topics which fall under the 
Russian concept of obscestvennaja mysl or its Ukrainian equivalent hromadska 
dumka [socio-political thought]. 

5. The Soviet Period 
While the analysis of Soviet historical writings covering the prerevolutionary 
period is a complicated matter in itself, the publications which deal with the 
Soviet period and its historical antecedents pose even greater problems for 
the researcher. Since no one except selected Soviet scholars has access to the 
archives in the USSR (for the Soviet period), and the publications of the Stalin 
era left almost everybody with a feeling of deep distrust, it is very difficult to 
determine the degree to which Soviet publications of sources, documents, 
memoirs and monographs for the history of the revolution and the Soviet period 
do constitute valuable material and to what degree they are politically colored. 

167 S. Cervonenko Tisnyj zv-jazok z zyttjam - Neodminna umova uspichu ideolohicnoï 
roboty, in: Komunist Ukraïnv 7 il 959) d. 37. 
íes y StreeSkyj Leninskyj pryncyp parti jnosti v istorycnim doslidzenni, in: Komunist 
Ukraïny 5 (1960) p. 41. 189 P. A. Zajonökovskij Kirillo-Mefodievskoe obscestvo (1846 - 1847). Moscow 1959. 170 F. Jastrebov Revoljucionnye demokraty na Ukraine. (Vtoraja polovina 50-ch  
nacalo 60-ch qodov XIX st.). Kiev 1960. 
171 D. Ostrjanyn Svitohljad M. O. Maksymovyca. Kiev 1960. 17Z M. D. Bernstejn Zurnal "Osnova" i ukraïnskyj literaturnyj procès kincja 50- 60-ch rokiv XIX st. Kiev 1959; and Ukraïnska literaturna krytyka 50- 70-di rokiv XIX st Kiev 1959. 
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The fiftieth anniversary of the 1905 revolution provided an occasion for the 
publication of a significant amount of selected documents for the history of 
the revolutionary movement, among them a two-volume collection of docu- 
ments and materials pertaining to the Ukraine178. The editor of this publication, 
F. Ie. Los'174, is a specialist in the socio-economic history of the Ukraine in the 
XlXth and XXth centuries. In the same year he produced a work on the forma- 
tion of the proletariat in the Ukraine and its revolutionary struggle on the eve 
of the 1905 revolution175. The book provides interesting details, particularly on 
the national composition of the working class in the Ukraine176. M. N. Lesh- 
chenko, the specialist on the peasantry, came out with a work on the peasant 
movement in Right-Bank Ukraine during this revolution177. The official inter- 
pretation of the 1905 revolution in the non-Russian territories of the tsarist 
empire, among them also in the Ukraine, was given in a collective work under 
the editorship of L. M. Ivanov, A. M. Pankratova, and A. L. Sidorov178. The 
author of the Ukrainian chapter was L. M. Ivanov. 
These works, which were published between 1954 and the XXth Congress of 
the Party, reflected a certain restraint on the part of the historians to venture 
onto new projects or to express any new views. However, some small changes 
were made. A good example of such changes is the second edition of the 
"Istorija Ukraïnskoï SSR"179 in which no significant textual changes were intro- 
duced. The only interesting change appeared in the third chapter, "Period of 
Feudal Fragmentation (XII - XIV centuries)", the subchapters of which received 
new titles. One of these subchapters was organized under the headline "Gali- 
cian-Volhynian Principality"180. For an outsider, this reorganization of sub- 
chapters may appear as of minor importance. Those familiar with the history 
of the Galician-Volhynian state and its significance for the delimitation of 
Eastern European history will understand the importance of an omission or 
addition. 
The year 1957 provided two occasions for the release of approximately 50 
books and hundreds of articles: the anniversary of the October revolution and 
the formation of a Soviet Ukrainian Republic in Kharkov in December 1917 

173 F. Je. Loa (ed.) Revoljucija 1905 - 1907 gg. na Ukraine. Sbornik dokumentov i mate- 
rialov v dvudi tomach. Kiev 1955. 
174 Fedir Je. Los was born on June 6, 1908 and is a member of the CPSU since 1940. 
Since 1958 he has been in charge of the department of history of capitalism, Institute 
of History, Academy of Sciences, Ukrainian SSR. He is a specialist in social and poli- 
tical history of the Ukraine in the XlXth and early XXth centuries. His work "Ukraina 
v gody Stolypinskoj reakcii" could not be located by this reviewer. 
175 F. Je. Loa Formirovanie rabocego klassa na Ukraine i ego revoljucionnaja borba v 
konce XIX i v nacale XX st. Kiev 1955. 
176 ibidem pp. 89-98. 
177 N. N. LeSòenko Seljanskyj rudi na Pravobereznij Ukraïni v period revoljucii 
1905-1907 rr. Kiev 1955. 
178 L. M. Ivanov, A. M. Pankratova, A. L. Sidorov (eds) Revoljucija 1905 - 1907 gg. v 
nacionarnych rajonach Rossii. Sbornik statej. Moscow 1955. In particular L. M. Ivanov 
Revoljucija 1905 - 1907 gg. na Ukraine pp. 30-143. 
179 A. K. Kasymenko (ed.) Istorija Ukrainskoj SSR. Vol. 1. 2nd ed. Kiev 1956. 
180 ibidem pp. 112-115. 
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(in reality a Soviet government for the Ukraine, opposing the Secretariat of 
the Tsentralna Rada, but not the Ukrainian National Republic, was formed in 
Kharkov)181. The present official interpretation of the history of the years, 
1917 - 1921, is well known and obviously it also covers Ukrainian affairs. 
The second volume to the "Istorija Ukraïnskoï RSR"182, which describes the 
history of the revolution and Soviet rule in the Ukraine, may serve as a useful 
indicator to show the complicated and highly problematic situation of re- 
searchers dealing with Soviet publications. The example of Mykola Skrypnyk, 

181 The following document collections deserve to be mentioned in this context: 
V. I. Lenin pro Ukraïnu. Kiev 1957; Bol'sevistskie organizacii Ukrainy v period pod- 
gotovky i provedenija Velikoj Oktjabfskoj socialisticeskoj revoljucii (mart-nojabf 
1917 g.). Sbornik dokumentov i materialov. Kiev 1957; Borba za vlasf Sovetov v Don- 
basse. Sbornik dokumentov i materialov. 1957; Trudjasciesja Poltavsciny v bofbe za 
ustanovlenie i uprocenie Sovetskoj vlasti (1917 - 1920 gg.). Sbornik dokumentov i 
materialov. Poltava 1957; Borofba trudjascychsja Volyni za vladu Rad (1917-1920). 
Zbirnyk dokumentiv i mater jaliv. Zytomyr 1957; Borba trudjascichsja Cernigovsciny 
za vlasf Sovetov (1917 - 1919 gg.). Sbornik dokumentov i materialov. Cernigov 1957; 
Pid Praporom Zovtnja. Vplyv Velykoï Zovtnevoï Socjalistycnoï Revoljuciï na pidne- 
sennja revoljucijnoho ruchu v Zachidnij Ukraïni (1917 - 1920 rr.). Dokumenty i mater- 
jaly. Eviv 1957; Sljachom Zovtnja. Borofba trudjascychsja za nacionalne i sociaFne 
vyzvolennja ta vozz-jednannja z Radjanskoju Ukraïnoju. Zbirnyk dokumentiv (1917 - 
1923). Vol. 1, Uzhorod 1957; Velikaja Oktjabfskaja socialisticeskaja revoljucija na 
Ukraine (1917 - 1918). Sbornik dokumentov i materialov v 3 tomach. Kiev 1957; Radjanske 
budivnyctvo na Ukraïni v roky hromadjanskoï vijny (1919 - 1920). Zbirnyk dokumentiv 
i mater jaliv. Kiev 1957; Robitnycyj kontrol' i nacjonalizacija promyslovosti na Ukraïni. 
Zbirnyk dokumentiv i mater jaliv. Berezeñ 1917 - berezeñ 1921 rr.; Komunistycna 
Partija Ukraïny v rezoljucijach i risennjach z-ïzdiv i konferencij 1918 - 1956. Kiev 1958; 
Central'nyj Derzavnyj Archiv Zovtnevoï Revoljuciï i socialistycnoho budivnyctva 
URSR. Putivnyk. Charkiv 1960. 
Among the memoirs the following should be pointed out: Borofba za peremohu Rad- 
janskoï vlady na Ukraïni. Zbirnyk spohadiv ucasnykiv Velykoï Zovtnevoï socjalisty- 
cnoï revoljuciï. Kiev 1957; Za vladu Rad. Spohady ucasnykiv Velykoï Zovtnevoï Socja- 
listycnoï revoljuciï ta borofby za Radjansku vladu na zachidnoukraïnskych zemljach. 
Lviv 1957; V ogne revoljucionnych boev. Vospominanija aktivnych ucastnikov Velikoj 
Oktjabrskoj socialisticeskoj revoljucii i grazdanskoj vojny v Krymu. Simferopol 1957; 
Nezabutni Dni. Zbirnyk spohadiv ucasnykiv borofby za vstanovlennja Radjanskoï 
vlady na Odesceni (berezeñ 1917 - siceñ 1918). Odessa 1957; Borei za 2ovteñ rozpovi- 
dajuf. Spohady ucasnykiv borot'by za vladu Rad na Katerynoslavscyni. Dnipropetrovsk 
1957; Chafkov v 1817 godu. Vospominanija aktivnych ucastnikov Velikoj Oktjabrskoj 
socialisticeskoj revoljucii. Chafkov 1957. 
The following monographs deserve to be mentioned: M. A. Rubaò Ocerki pò istorii 
revoljucionnogo preobrazovanija agrarnych otnosenij na Ukraine v period prove- 
denija Oktjabrskoj revoljucii. Kiev 1957; B. M. Babij Miscevi orhany derzavnoï vlady Ukraïnskoï RSR v 1919-1920 rr. Kiev 1957; I. K. Rybalka Vidnovlennja Radjanskoï 
vlady na Ukraïni (1918-1919). Charkiv 1957. 
After 1957 several monographs dealing with the history of the Revolution of the Soviet 
period were published: 
I. I. Sevòenko Kommunisticeskaja partija Ukrainy v borbe za ukreplenie sojuza rabo- 
cich i kresfjan 1919 - 1920. Kiev 1958; M. S. Golnev Utvorennja Komunistycnoï Partii 
Ukraïny. Kiev 1958; P. S. Zahorskyj, P.K.Stojan Narysy istorii* komitetiv nezamoznych 
seljan. Kiev I960; F. Serstjuk Partijne budivnyctvo na Ukraïni v 1926 - 1929 rr. Kiev 
I960; I. I. Kompanijec Stanovysce i borofba trudjascych mas Halycyny, Bukovyny i 
Zakarpattja na pocatku XX st. (1900 - 1919 roky). Kiev 1960. 
182 M. I. Suprunenko (ed.) Istorija Ukraïnskoï RSR. Vol. 2, Kiev 1957. Suprunenko is the 
leading Soviet Ukrainian specialist on the history of the Soviet period. 
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who played a prominent role in the history of the Communist Party and the 
Soviet Ukraine should be mentioned. After his suicide, Skrypnyk was referred 
to by Stalinist historiography as "a nationalist deviator", or more simply "a 
nationalist bandit". The copy of the "Istorija Ukraïnskoï RSR", used by this 
reviewer had Skrypnyk's name in the Index with references to pages 112, 149, 
but his name did not appear in the text. A year later in the official journal 
"Komunist Ukraïny", Skrypnyk was still accused of "nationalist deviation"183. 
A survey history of the CPU published in 196 1184 mentioned Skrypnyk and also 
Zatons'kyi [Zatonskyj] in a favorable context185 but tended to play down his 
importance. It should be pointed out that the interpretation in this work of the 
Party's struggle against "national-deviationists" in the years 1926 - 1929 remai- 
ned essentially the same as before the XXth Party Congress and the reference 
to Stalin's famous letter of 1926 condemning the national deviation186 speaks 
for itself. This survey seems to be outdated by the events after the XXIInd 
Party Congress. M. Skrypnyk was fully rehabilitated on January 25, 1962187 
and acknowledged as a prominent Party leader and Soviet Ukrainian statesman. 
The rehabilitation of the Communist Party of the Western Ukraine [KPZU] was 
also a rather thorny process. KPZU was a branch of the Polish Communist Party 
and was dissolved in 1938 after a long Soviet campaign against "nationalist 
deviations", allegedly committed by many of its leading members. Interestingly 
enough Kaganovich is now made responsible for having harmed the KPZU in 
the late 1920s. The Communist Party of the Western Ukraine was partly reha- 
bilitated in connection with the famous revision of the condemnation of the 
Polish Communist Party. But only seven years later a full rehabilitation was 
granted to the KPZU and to most prominent members, previously accused of 
nationalism188. 
The attempt of M. I. Suprunenko (editor-in-chief of the second volume of 
"Istorija Ukraïnskoï RSR") to discuss the problem of Borofbizm in a moderate 
form and to rehabilitate some elements of this Ukrainian National-Communist 
Party met with violent criticism from "Komunist Ukraïny"189, in spite of Supru- 
nenko's very careful phrasing and dutiful quotations of Lenin and Stalin about 
the positive role of some Borofbizm elements in Soviet history190. It is interest- 
ing to note that the same author, who today is the authoritative expert of the 
history of the revolution and Soviet period in the Ukraine, was ready to con- 

183 A. Licholat Z istorii' borofby za stvorennja Komunistycnoï Partii Ukraïny, in: Komu- 
nist Ukraïny 5 (1958) pp. 48-49. 
184 I. D. Nazarenko (ed.) Ocerki istorii Kommunisticeskoj partii Ukrainy. Kiev 1961. 
185 ibidem pp. 242, 297, 334, 347, 367, 389. 
186 ibidem pp. 344-345. 
is? «pravda", "Izvestija", "Pravda Ukrainy", "Radjanska Ukraïna", January 25, 1962. 
188 Za pravirnoe osvescenie istorii Kommunisticeskoj partii Zapadnoj Ukrainy, in: 
Kommunist 10 (1963) pp. 37-47. 
189 H. Ovöarov Z pry vodu vysvitlennja pytannja pro borotbizm, in: Komunist Ukraïny 
2 (1958) pp. 36-47. 
190 Istorija Ukraïnskoï RSR. Vol. 2, p. 179. 
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cede that Soviet victory in the Ukraine, at least for some time, was rather 
doubtful. He wrote, among other things, that the "Tsentralna Rada, as a 
consequence of its constant social demagoguery and shameless exploitation 
of the national feelings of the Ukrainian working masses, in particular of the 
peasantry, still had influence upon a significant mass of peasants and Ukrainian 
soldiers during the October days"191. A. V. Likholat had to exercize some 
"self-criticism" concerning his previous treatment of the Ukrainian revolution 
and to acknowledge that the Directorate had also some support among the 
Ukrainian population192. While Ukrainian "nationalist deviations" in the 
history of the Communist Party are still regarded as a great sin, the problem 
of great-state chauvinism is constantly side-stepped by Soviet Ukrainian 
historians. In 1956, M. I. Suprunenko stated the following: "It is a serious gap 
in historical works of the recent time that the question was not raised about 
great-state chauvinism, and the great harm it caused to the struggle against 
Ukrainian bourgeois nationalism, and to the building of a sovereign Ukrainian 
Soviet state"193. The evident necessity to investigate this historical problem 
has remained only a pious wish of the interested historians. 
The most far-reaching evidence of "revisionism" in historical studies was the 
attempt of the young historian, O. Iu. Karpenko, to reinterpret the Ukrainian 
November revolution of 1918, in Eastern Galicia, to rehabilitate its "national- 
democratic" character, and to justify the establishment of the Western Ukrai- 
nian National Republic194. Karpenko based his evaluation and reinterpretation 
mainly on the archive material of the Communist Party of Western Ukraine 
[KPZU]195. In April 1958, at a meeting of the Learned Council of the Institute of 
History (Academy of Sciences, Ukrainian SSR), Karpenko was severely criti- 
cized for the tendencies of his study196. Many journalistic articles were also 
published condemning his position. Strangely enough Karpenko was to become 
the first historian in the Ukraine since Hrushevs'kyi who did not in such 
instance "exercise self-criticism", or "correct obvious mistakes", but went so 
far as to defy the Party line in public by repeating the statements he had 

191 N. I. Suprunenko Ustanovlenie sovetskoj vlasti na Ukraine, in: Voprosy Istorii 10 
(1957) p. 51. See also his Rozhrom kontrrevoljucijnoï centralnoï rady i vstanovlennja 
radjanskoï vlady na Ukraïni, in: Naukovi Zapysky 11 (1957) pp. 3 - 25. 
192 A. V. Licholat Iz istorii borby trudjascichsja Ukrainy protiv burzuazno-naciona- 
listiceskoj kontrrevoljucii v 1919 godu, in: Voprosy Istorii 2 (1959) p. 59. Although 
Licholat exercized "self-criticism" in the above mentioned article, condemning some 
parts of his book "Razgrom nacionalisticeskoj kontrrevoljucii na Ukraine (1917 - 1922 
gg.)". Moscow 1954, he still, unfortunately enough plays an important role in Soviet 
intellectual affairs. 
193 M. Suprunenko Do pytannja pro vyvcennja istorii' hromadjanskoï vijny na Ukraïni, 
in: Komunist Ukraïny 10 (1956) p. 28. 
194 O. Ju. Karpenko Do pytannja pro Charakter revoljucijnoho ruchu v Schidnij Haly- 
cvni v 1918 r.. in: Z istorii' zachidnoukra'ínskvdi zerneT 1 Í1957Í dd. 59 - 90. 

¿  - --i - -  -- - I  '  I IT XT 

195 ibidem d. 82. 
196 Ju. M. Hamreókyj Obhovorennja v Instytuti Istorii AN URSR prac, jaki vyjsly do 
40-riccja Velykoho Zovtnja, in: Ukraïnskyj Istorycnyj Zumai 5 (1958) pp. 228-233. 
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published in his article. This caused great indignation among obedient Party 
historians197. Karpenko was removed from the editorial board of the publica- 
tion, "Z Istorii' Zachidnoukraïnskych Zemel", of which he had been the deputy 
editor. 

6. Relations with Other Countries 

The history of the relations of the Ukraine with other countries, and the attitu- 
des of the latter towards the Ukraine, reflect one of the most troublesome 
conditions of Soviet Ukrainian historiography. The American example illustra- 
tes very well this unfortunate condition. R. H. Symonenko published in 1957 a 
study to show that in the years 1917 - 1918, the United States and its leading 
politicians, intentionally, and by means of imperialistic tactics, tried to make 
out of the Ukraine a field of reckless capitalistic expansion198. The most inte- 
resting topic of the book is the relationship between U. S. policy and the 
Ukrainian independence movement199. "Formally restraining [itself] from the 
recognition of the Tsentral'na Rada, the USA took an active part in encouraging 
further the separatistic activity of the Ukrainian nationalist counterrevolu- 
tion"200. The only basis for the last statement is the allegation that a sum of 
100,000.00 rubles were transmitted to the Ukrainian government in the fall of 
1917 by the Mechanical Metal Bank in New York. It is well known that the 
money which was sent from the USA to the Ukraine came only from collections 
by Ukrainian immigrants who quite justly may be referred to as "a working 
class" immigration. Furthermore, it must be pointed out that US policy had no 
immidiate interest in the Ukraine, and did not support or encourage the Ukrai- 
nian national movement in any way. Another volume of Symonenko's labors, 
concerning the "imperialistic" policies of the Entente and the USA, regarding 
the Ukraine in 1919, appeared in 1962201. This is better organized and better 
written probably because the author is on much better ground in pointing out 
the Entente powers' support of policies aimed at dismemberment of Ukrainian 
territory, policies which found an obvious expression at the Paris Peace con- 
ference. The author has another point which is very useful for his contentions, 
that of Galician oil. This problem also influenced the attitudes of the Entente 
powers toward the Western Ukrainian Republic [ZUNR]202. Symonenko did not 
provide an original analysis of this question, however, and all he seems to 
know about it comes from a Polish study by Barbara Ratyñska203. He fails in 

197 Kompanijec Stanovysce p. 7 - 8. 
198 R. H. Symonenko Imperialistycna polityka S$A scodo Ukraïny v 1917-1918 rr. 
Kiev 1957. 
199 ibidem. See chapter "USA and the recognition of the Centralna Rada", pp. 226 - 238. 
200 ibidem pp. 236-237. 
201 R. H. Symonenko Imperialistycna polityka Antanty i SSA scodo Ukraïny v 1919 
roei. (Paryzka myrna konferencija i antyradjanska intervencija na Ukrai'ni). Kiev 1962. 
202 ibidem pp. 188-204. 
203 Rola Nafty w Ksztaitowaniu Stosunku Pañstw Zachodnich do Galicji Wschodniej. 
Polski Instytyt Spraw Miçdzynarodowych. Zeszyty History czne (Warsaw 1957) No. 4. 
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his attempt to prove that the various Ukrainian national governments had the 
support of the Entente powers, simply because there was no such support. The 
book by D. M. Stashevs'kyi [D. M. Stasevskyj] about American economic expan- 
sionism in Europe in the years 1919 - 1923204 serves, in the first place, clear-cut 
political purposes. 
The official Soviet attitude towards studies of Ukrainian affairs put out by 
American academic institutions is reflected in the following statement by the 
Director of the Institute of History (Academy of Sciences, Ukrainian SSR) : 
"In many capitalistic countries of the West, and particularly in the United States, 
there exist many institutions where the studies of history of the Ukraine are adopted 
to the practical tasks of the aggressive foreign policy of imperialism and the propa- 
ganda campaign against the socialist camp. These are state institutions, as for instance, 
the 'Research Program on the USSR1, which is associated with the Department of State, 
and research-teaching institutes, in particular universities which include in their pro- 
gram departments of Slavic studies, as for instance the Russian Institute at the Columbia 
University in USA"205. 
Soviet studies on German-Ukrainian relations center on two problems; German 
policies in the Ukraine in 1918, and the policies of National-Socialist Germany 
in the Ukraine during the Second World War. Three studies dedicated to an 
orthodox review of the German occupation of the Ukraine in 1918, have 
appeared which include also a most negative treatment of the Ukrainian 
government of Hetmán P. Skoropads'kyi206. Soviet Ukrainian historiography 
has not produced a general analysis of German policies in the Ukraine during 
the Second World War. There is of course an extremely large amount of studies 
dealing with local aspects of this policy but only two more comprehensive 
publications, by M. I. Suprunenko and V. Klokov207 deserve to be mentioned. 
A popular topic of Soviet writers, seeking connections between German 
occupational policies and Ukrainian nationalism, seems to have paved the way 
for a more contemporary interest which is to show connections between 
American imperialism and Ukrainian nationalists. 
The studies of the relations of the Ukraine with other countries are for most 
part reserved for the Soviet period. The most significant publication in this 
respect is the work of I. F. Evseev dealing with the cooperation of the Ukrainian 
SSR and the Polish republic in the years during and after the Second World 

204 D. M. Stasevskyj Ekspansija SSA v Evropi pid vyhljadom "dopomohy" (1919-1923). Kiev 1960. 
205 Kasymenko Zavdannja p. 33. 
206 H. Zastavenko Krach nimeckoï intervenciï na Ukraïni v 1918 roei. Kiev 1959; 
Je. M. Skljarenko Borofba trudjascych Ukraïny proty nimecko-avstrijskych okupantiv i hefmanscyny v 1918 roci. Kiev 1960; Ju. Ja. Belan Otecestvennaja vojna ukrainskogo naroda protiv nemeckich okkupantov v 1918 godu. Kiev 1960. 
207 M. I. Suprunenko Ukraina v Velikoj Otecestvennoj vojne Sovetskogo Sojuza 1941 bis 
1945. Kiev 1956; V. I. Klokov Borba narodov slavjanskich stran protiv fasistskich pora- 
botitelej (1939-1945 gg.). Kiev 1961. 
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War208. There is a growing interest in Polish history in the Soviet Ukraine, and 
an apparent desire to broaden the studies concerning Poland209. 
Of some value is the brief analysis of Ukrainian-Turkish relations in the years 
1919 - 1922, written by the Soviet diplomat, P. P. Udovychenko [P. P. Udovy- 
cenko]210. The book by L. Kyzia [L. Kyzja] and M. Kovalenko dealing with the 
"struggle of the Ukrainian people against the Vatican" is mentioned here only 
for bibliographical purposes211. 

7. Miscellaneous Works 

The Institute of History of the Academy of Sciences published a collective two 
volume work on the history of the city of Kiev212. The first volume contrasts 
very favorably with the efforts of the Eviv historians who already in 1956 had 
come out with two collective works on the history of Eviv213, which unfortuna- 
tely omit many important historical problems of this city. Not that the first 
volume of Kiev history is without deficiencies, but it has much more in common 
with history than do the Eviv studies. 
The 125th anniversary of the foundation of Kiev University, now called T. H. 
Shevchenko Kiev State University, provided an occasion for the university 
staff to publish a collective history of the Kiev University214. Aside from the 
gaps for the period of the 1930s and early 1940s which were created by purges 
and later the emigration of some faculty members, the survey is quite useful 
and within the official limits even quite good. 
A two volume "Chrestomatija" of the history of the Ukrainian SSR215, and 
O. K. Kasymenko's textbook on Ukrainian history216 have practical educational 
aims, and cannot be regarded as research publications. 
Of interest to students of political institutions and law is the voluminous 
history of state and law of the Soviet Ukrainian state217 which was edited under 
the guidance of academician V. M. Korets'kyi [V.M.Koreckyj], recently appoin- 
ted to the International Court of Justice at the Hague. Studies in the history of 
the Soviet Ukrainian state, quite obviously adjusted to the prevailing Party 

208 I. F. Evseev Sotrudnicestvo Ukrainskoj SSR i Poîskoj Narodnoj Respubliki (1944- 
1960 gg.) Kiev 1962. 
209 S. M. Antonjuk, I. D. Kundjuba Rozrobka pytañ istorii* Poisei vcenymy Ukrainy, in: 
Ukraïnskyj Istorycnyj 2urnal 2 (1961) pp. 117-122. 
210 P. P. Udovyõenko Z istorii' zovnisnoï polityky URSR (1919-1922 rr). Kiev 1957. 
211 L. Kyzja, M. Kovalenko Vikova borofba ukraïnskoho narodu proty Vatykanu. Kiev 
1959. 
212 O. K. Kasymenko (ed.) Istorija Kyjeva v dvoch tomach. Vol. 1, I960; vol. 2, 1961. 
Kiev. 
213 Je. K. Lazarenko (ed.) Istorija Lvova. Korotkyj narys. Lviv ly^b; i. r. krypjakevyc 
(ed.) Narysy Istorii' L'vova. L'viv 1956. 
214 O. Z. ZmudSkyj (ed.) Istorija Kyïvskoho Universytetu 1834-1959. Kiev 1959. 
215 I. O. Hurzij (ed.) Chrestomatija z istorii Ukraïnskoï RSR. Vol. lf 1959; vol. 2, 1960. 
Kiev. 
218 O. K. Kasymenko Istorija Ukrainskoi RSR. Populjarnyj narys. Kiev íybü. 
217 V.M.Koreckyj (ed.) Istorija derzavy i prava Ukraïnskoï RSR (1917-1960). Kiev 1961. 
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line218, are receiving the necessary attention after having been neglected for 
quite a long time. 
Finally some topics of the history of Ukrainian historiography as they are 
reflected in Soviet publications should be examined. Here one encounters a 
situation similar to that of intellectual history in general. Legitimate topics for 
research in historiography are the historical views of the "revolutionary demo- 
crats" Taras Shevchenko219 and Ivan Franko220. A general survey of Ukrainian 
historiography to the middle of the XlXth century was published by M. I. Mar- 
chenko [M. I. Marcenko]221. Aside from the necessary political statements, 
Marchenko's survey has its merits. It gives the reader the most important facts 
and is, under the circumstances, well written. Of special interest is his analysis 
of the famous Ukrainian historical and ideological treatise "Istorija Rusov" 
[History of the Russes]222. Marchenko, with few exceptions, proposes an objec- 
tive evaluation of this work. He differs from contemporary Soviet scholars who 
want to discredit "Istorija Rusov" because it allegedly contains "nationalistic 
ideas" which were later revived by Hrushevs'kyi's school223. The author has 
announced a continuation of his research in the field of Ukrainian historio- 
graphy and quite obviously the works and personalities of Kostomarov and 
Kulish will create for him some problems, as he himself has indicated224. 
His book on historiography and other similar works are sensitive indicators 
of the limits of how far an Ukrainian historian may go in presenting the history 
of his people. It appeared in 1957 that Mykola Kostomarov, 1817 - 1885 (the 
founder of the populist school in Ukrainian historiography and also well-known 
for his works in Russian history) would be "rehabilitated". The work by the 
late L. K. Polukhin [L. K. Poluchin] (f January 24, 1963) made it clear that the 
Party had decided to label Kostomarov's socio-political ideas as "bourgeois- 
nationalist"225. Polukhin acknowledged that Kostomarov was a "great scholarly 
figure", and that the value of his activities lies in his initiation of studies of 
various problems of Ukrainian history and in his publication of sources226. 
This partial "rehabilitation" shows how limited the possibilities for Ukrainian 
historians are when it comes to the evaluation of political and intellectual 
history. 

218 B. M. Babij Ukraïnska radjanska derzava v period vidbudovy narodnoho hospo- 
darstva (1921-1925 rr.). Kiev 1961. 
219 M. I. Maròenko Istorycne mynule ukraïnskoho narodu v tvorcosti T. H. Sevcenka. 
Kiev 1957; M. I. Marcenko Pohljady T. H. Sevcenka na istorycne mynule ukraïnskoho 
narodu, in: Ukraïnskyj Istorycnyj Zurnal 1 (1961) pp. 84-94. 
220 I. Ja. Franko jak istoryk, in: Naukovi Zapysky vol. 8 (1956). 
221 M. I. Maròenko Ukraïnska istoriohrafija. (Z davnich casiv do seredyny XIX st.) 
Kiev 1959. 
222 ibidem pp. 102-127. 
223 Istorija Ukraïnskoï RSR. Vol. 1F p. 459; Kozaòenko Poltava p. 331. 
224 Maríenko Istoriohrafiia d. 7 - 8. 
225 L. K. Poluchin Formuvannja istorycnych pohljadiv M. I. Kostomarova. (Do krytyky 
burzuazno-pomiscyckoï istoriohrafiï na Ukraïni.) Kiev 1959. 
226 ibidem pp. 104, 124. 
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The only prominent non-Marxist Ukrainian historian of the second half of the 
XlXth century who in the course of the new developments was granted an 
almost full "rehabilitation" was the populist Oleksandr Lazarevs'kyi [Oleksandr 
Lazarevskyj] (1834 - 1902)227. This is not accidental because Lazarevs'kyi, more 
than other leading Ukrainian historians, attributed the introduction of serfdom 
in the Left-Bank Ukraine less to the policies of the tsarist government than to 
the Ukrainian starsyna. Furthermore, he was critical of the protagonists of the 
autonomous Hetmán state, and portrayed Mazepa in a most negative form. 
Such attitudes have made it easy to accept him as a significant "bourgeois" 
historian. 
Panteleimon Kulish [Pantelejmon Kulis] (1819 - 1897), Volodymyr Antonovycb 
[Volodymyr Antonovyc] (1834 - 1908) and above all Mykhailo Hrushevs'kyi 
(1866 - 1934) are targets of constant political attack, and their views remain 
banned. Antonovych's works concerning the history of the Lithuanian state are 
an exception to this general rule and these works are credited as "a great 
contribution to the development of the native historical science"228. There were 
two cautious attempts to acknowledge Hrushevs'kyi as a collector of factual 
data229. 
There is some evidence that the Academy of Sciences may venture upon a 
useful undertaking, the editing and translating of foreign sources pertaining 
to Ukrainian history to make them available to a broader segment of Soviet 
Ukrainian historians. A beginning was made with the translation of a famous 
French source about Khmelnyts'kyi's wars: Pierre Chevalier Histoire de la 
guerre des Cosaques contre la Pologne. Paris 1693 (1st edition)230. If the Aca- 
demy of Sciences would continue the editions and translations of similar sour- 
ces, it would perform a service for the further development of Eastern European 
historical studies. 
It is not surprising that whatever is published by Ukrainian historians abroad 
is "a vicious nationalist falsification of the history of the Ukrainian people"231. 
And since the "nationalist-bourgeois remnants found associates recruited from 

227 V. H. Sarbej Istorycni pohljady O. M. Lazarevskoho, in: Visnyk AN URSR 3 (1957) 
pp. 61 - 71; V. H. Sarbej Rozvytok feodal'no-kriposnyckydi vidnosyn na Livobereznij 
Ukra'ini v druhij polovyni XVII ta u XVIII st. u vysvitlenni O. M. Lazarevskoho, in: 
Naukovi Zapysky 12 (1958) pp. 109 - 130; V. H. Sarbej Istorycni pohljady O. M. Laza- 
jevskoho. Kiev 1960. 
228 Istorii a Kyi'vskoho Universytetu p. 186. 
229 Sevöenko Zv-jazky p. 46. ("M. Hrusevs'kyj published significant factual material 
about the economic conditions of the Ukraine and her economic contacts in the 6th 
volume of 'Istorija Ukraïny-Rusy', Kiev, Eviv, 1907. The interpretations and conclusions 
of the author require, however, due to well known reasons a critical attitude.") Simi- 
larly, Maröenko Istorija p. 109. 
230 Pierre Chevalier Istorija vijny kozakiv proty Poisei. (Translated from the French 
edition of 1663 by Ju. I. Nazarenko. A. Z. Baraboj, O. A. Bevzo - editors). Kiev 1960. 
231 R. Symonenko Falsyfikacijni vpravy zaokeanskych istorykiv, in: Komunist Ukraïny 
1 (1961) pp. 55-66. 
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Zionists with whom they are united in their hatred against the Soviet people"232, 
the ideological position against them is quite clear and unmistakable. However, 
Soviet periodicals pay attention to whatever is published in the West and has 
relevance to Ukrainian historical problems. It may be even claimed that the 
very existence of non-Soviet Ukrainian historical studies furthers the research 
possibilities of Soviet Ukrainian historians. 

IV. Conclusions 

A valuable insight into the current situation of Soviet Ukrainian historiography 
is offered by the Director of the Institute of History, Academy of Sciences, 
Ukrainian SSR, O. K. Kasymenko, in his latest article, "Towards New Achieve- 
ments of Ukrainian Historians"233. His analysis is based upon directives of the 
XXIInd Party Congress and tells us about the prospects and the possible future 
trends of Soviet Ukrainian historiography. In full agreement with the current 
Party line, Kasymenko attributes all negative developments in Soviet Ukrainian 
historical studies to Stalin's "cult of personality". 
"The cult of personality brought immeasurable harm to the historical sciences in the 
Ukraine. As a consequence of Stalin's arbitrary rule in the treatment of important 
historical events, his distortions for the benefit of the glorification of his person, the 
cultivation of subjectivism and tendentiousness, there were many serious deviations 
from the truth in the works concerning the history of the Ukrainian SSR, particularly in the presentation of the Soviet period, but also of all other periods of historical deve- 
lopment of the Ukrainian people"234. 
Kasymenko condemned the fact that Stalin was portrayed as "the builder of 
the Soviet Ukrainian State". He pointed to Kagano vieti, the responsible "Stali- 
nist messenger" in the Ukraine, as the main culprit for the "black deeds" 
against the Ukrainian intelligentsia, and particularly against the historians. 
In connection with this condemnation of thé cult of "personality", Kasymenko 
announced a "thorough" rewriting of the "Istorija Ukraïnskoï RSR", both 
volumes of which were written under the impact of the "cult of personality", 
volume two appearing in 1957. Kasymenko pointed out that even after the 
XXth Party Congress in the works of Ukrainian historians there still were 
influences of this "cult of personality", particularly in the studies dealing with 
the collectivization of the Ukraine, the history of state and law of the Ukrainian 
SSR, and in studies of sources235. 
On the positive side, Kasymenko referred to the broadening of source material 
used by Soviet Ukrainian historians. He mentioned the growth of the number 
of historians in the Institute of History, and particularly, the increase of docto- 

232 y Streeskyj Idejne vychovannja narodu i radjanska istoryena nauka. (Notatky 
vykladaca istorii'), in: Komunist Ukraïny 3 (1963) p. 45. 
233 O. K. Kasymenko Za novi uspichy ukraïnskych istorykiv, in: Ukraïnskyj Istorycnyj 
Zumal 2 (1963) pp. 13-23. 
234 ibidem p. 16. 
235 ibidem p. 18. 
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rate holders. Until the year 1956, there were 10 doctors of historical sciences; 
in the last seven years their number was increased by 20 additional ones; 
and 15 doctoral candidates were scheduled to defend their dissertations in 1963. 
Kasymenko complained that too few candidates worked in the history of the 
Soviet society, mentioning that out of 17 only 2 defended a dissertation topic 
in Soviet history. The historians of the Institute of History exercize common 
sense in discriminating against specialists in contemporary history. These 
specialists are most vulnerable when a new shift of the Party line occurs. The 
Director of the Institute of History repeated the same demands which were 
already raised in 1958, the formation of a historical society in the Ukraine and 
more study travels abroad by historians, including visits to the capitalist 
countries236. He announced the following projects in connection with the 
preparations for the 50th anniversary of the October revolution: a) A two 
volume history of the October revolution in the Ukraine; b) The Ukrainian 
SSR in international relations and her struggle for peace (already written); 
c) A two volume work on the development of the historical science in the 
Ukraine; d) A three volume work on the history of the Civil War and foreign 
intervention in the Ukrainian SSR; e) A three volume history of the Great 
Fatherland War in the Ukraine. These projects indicate that the emphasis will 
be on contemporary history, the most doubtful project a Soviet historian can 
undertake. 
This incomplete survey of Soviet Ukrainian historiography237 since World 
War II provides some clues to the situation of the historical sciences, not only 
in the non-Russian republics but also in the entire USSR. It is obvious that 
history is subject to strict totalitarian ideological control and that the Party 
intervenes forcefully at any time when it suspects deviation. 
Ukrainian historians have to observe the official interpretation of the Pereia- 
slav concept worked out by the CC of the CPSU, a concept proclaiming that 
only those epochs of Ukrainian history were valuable which led towards 
"reunification" or cooperation with the Russian state. Other tendencies in the 
history of the Ukrainian people have to be shown in a negative light and the 
personalities advocating such policies must be denied the status of "patriots". 
The general relaxation after the XXth Party Congress provided some avenues 
for historical research and opened possibilities for publications which under the 
Stalin regime had been unthinkable. Some historians who had been suppressed 
or silenced, appeared among the Ukrainian scholarly community, new cadres 
of young historians were receiving improved training, and all historians who 
survived the Stalinist regime seem to be more relaxed and to work under better 
conditions. The historians apparently have access now to more documentary 
material, and some of it is being published. 

236 ibidem p. 22. 
237 This reviewer has not treated the problem of the local history of various Ukrainian 
lands because most of the publications covering this area are usually not available in 
the West. 
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It is true that they have to work within a defined ideological framework, the 
Pereiaslav concept. However there are some attempts to expand this frame- 
work. There seem to be some limited scholarly discussions, and different inter- 
pretations of individual facts of Ukrainian history , things which were completely 
forbidden in the 1940s and until 1956. One observer has suggested that under 
the surface there may even exist various trends in contemporary Soviet Ukrai- 
nian historiography238. 
The quality of the Ukrainian scholarly production often remains poor, and only 
a limited number of works reach a standard acceptable to the international 
scholarly community. It seems that the Ukrainian historians are somewhat 
timid and extremely cautious in exploring the possibilities created by the 
political relaxation. The lessons of the Thirties have left an unmistakable 
imprint on their thinking and acting. It must be stated that the quality of Soviet 
Ukrainian historical studies ranks below the achievements of Russian scholars 
such as B. A. Rybakov, L. V. Cherepnin, la. S. Lure, A. A. Zimin, and others. 
However one should not forget that Russian scholars enjoy greater freedom 
of expression, that they can deal with a greater variety of subjects, and that 
they do not encounter such technical or financial problems as those experienced 
by the editors of the "Ukraïnskyj Istorycnyj Zurnal". 
Russian historians are expected to be patriotic, and even nationalistic. Ukrai- 
nian historians, on the other hand, must be rather cautious and avoid any 
statement which at any time could be branded as nationalistic. The July 1963 
Plenum of the CC of the CPU reminded the intellectuals that it is "imperative . . . 
to lead an irreconcilable struggle against all manifestations of nationalism and 
local preference, propagation of national exclusiveness and separatness, ideali- 
zation of the past, eulogy of reactionary traditions and customs"239. Therefore 
the attitudes of most Ukrainian historians are marked by caution, suspicion, 
and the greatest possible restraint. In particular, they are most suspicious of 
the more contemporary themes and prefer to deal with less controversial topics 
if only this is possible. At the same Plenum, M. V. Pidhornyi [M. V.Pidhornyj], 
at that time First Secretary of the CC of the CPU, criticized this attitude in the 
following way: 
"How many scientific workers and candidates and doctors of sciences are still in our 
research institutes and higher institutions of learning who avoid the treatment of 
urgent contemporary problems, who wait until the topic as they say is 'settled', and 
who regard it as more secure for themselves to study the annals of ancient history where everything, for the most part, is clear and understandable"240. 
One cannot blame them for doing this. On the contrary it is a commendable 
attitude from the professional and political point of view. 

238 Ohloblyn Dumky p. 80. 
239 "ZavdannjaKomunistycnoï Partii' Ukraïny povykonannju risen cervnevoho plenumu CK KPRS pro dal'se pidnesennja ideolohicnoï roboty." Postano va Plenumu CK KP 
Ukraïny , in: Radjanska Ukraina. July 4, 1963. 
240 Promova tovarysa M. V. Pidhornoho na Plenumi CK KP Ukraïny 2 lypnja 1963 roku, 
in: Radjanska Ukraïna. July 4, 1963. 
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The limits of the concessions of the Party to the Ukrainian historical commu- 
nity were indicated by the non-fulfillment of the three following demands: 

a) The creation of an Ukrainian historical society (proposed 1958 and 1963); 
b) The permission to make research trips abroad, particularly to capitalist coun- 
tries; and c) The return of the archives from Moscow and Leningrad to the 
Ukraine (archives pertaining to her history). 
After long years of the dangerous and frustrating experiences during the Stalin 
era Ukrainian historians attempt, within the official limits, to explore some 
approved areas of their national history. 
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