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The goal of the article is to identify the specific features of the reception of Mykhailo Hrushevskyi’s pre-revolutionary socio-
political activity in Ukrainian diaspora historiography of the 1940s through the first half of the 1960s. The material presented
allows us to conclude that Ukrainian diaspora intellectuals during the second half of the 1940s through the first half of the
1960s demonstrated sustained and intensive interest in the Lviv period of Mykhailo Hrushevskyi’s socio-political service.
Overall, interpretations of the scholar’s public initiatives were predominantly favourable, as historians consistently
emphasised the unifying (sobornist) imperative underlying both the socio-political and the cultural-scholarly activities of the
author of History of Ukraine-Rus’. In their reconstructions of Hrushevskyi’s political biography, however, diaspora Ukrainian
studies were largely not original, as they generally relied on the historiographical tradition of jubilee and memoir-based
Hrushevskyi studies produced during the first third of the twentieth century. At the same time, diaries and memoirs of Mykhailo
Hrushevskyi’s contemporaries who were able to emigrate to the West in the postwar period introduced a substantial amount
of new factual material and original interpretive models. Thus, the historiographical achievements of the postwar two decades
made possible the emergence of Hrushevskyi studies as an interdisciplinary field in the year marking the centenary ofthe Great
Ukrainian.
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icmopiozpagpu suonykaroeaau cobopHUYbKUull imnepamus AK 2poMadcbKo-noAiMmu4Hoi, mak i KysAbmypHo-Haykosoi
disilnbHocmi asmopa «Icmopii YkpaiHu-Pycu». B ceoix pekoHcmpykyisx 6iozpadpii 'pyuwiescbkozo-nosimuka 3akopdoHHI
YKpaiHo3Hasyi 30e6inbwio2o He 6y/10 opu2iHaIbHUMU, adice K Npasu/io opieHmyeanocsk Ha icmopiozpagiyHy mpaduyiro
lo8is1etiHoi ma MemyapHoi epyuiescbKiaHu, cmeopeHoi npomsizom nepuioi mpemunu XX cm. ¥ motl dce uac, yumasno Ho8ozo
akmuuHo20 Mamepiasy ma opu2iHa1bHUX iHmepnpemamusHux Mmodeeli npuUHOCUAU WOOEHHUKU ma cno2adu Cy4acHuKie
M. I'pywescvkozo, sIKUM nowjacmu/ao y NOBOEHHUL 4ac suixamu Ha 3axid. Takoxc I QuHamiyHUll po38UMoK yKpaiHCbKoi
coyiogymaHimapucmuku y eiibHoMy ceimi nidwmoexysas icmopiozpagie do nocmiiiHo2o nepeocMucieHHs1 KAACUYHUX
2pyUe8CcbKo3HABYUX CHOXHemia y HaNpsIMKY ix KoHmekcmyaibHoi ma komnapamusHoi inmepnpemayii. Bhacaidok yboeo,
npumipom, 6ye o6rpyHmosaHa iHmepnpemayiss 2pomadcbkoi nybaiyucmuku 168i8cbkozo npogecopa K epekmusHo20
iHCmpymeHmy HAyiOHA/IbHO-KY/IbMYPHO20 BUXOBAHHS NOOIAEHUX iMnepcbKUuM KopdoHom ykpainyie. Takum 4vuHOM,
icmopioepagiuHi  3006ymKu  noBoeHHOo20  dsadysmuaimms  YMOXNCAUBUAU  NOSIBY — 2PYyUEeBCbKO3HA8Cmea  sK
MincOUuCYunAiHapHoi eanysiy pik éid3Ha4eHHs cmoimHbo2o 18iielo Beaukozo YkpaiHys.

Kmouosi cnoea: Muxatino I'pywescokull, 2pomadcoke CAYHCIHHS, Ni3HboiMnepcbka doba, diacnopHi cmopuKu, NOBOEHHe
dsadysimuaimmsi.

Problem Statement. In Ukrainian historiography, a stereotypical assumption has become established that
representatives of diaspora social thought approached the multifaceted legacy of Mykhailo Hrushevskyi with
varying degrees of scepticism. In particular, assessments of his socio-political activity were marked by
pronounced criticality in light of the defeat of the Ukrainian Liberation Struggles, as a result of which Ukraine
became part of the Soviet empire for several decades. It is often asserted that only the emergence of
Hrushevskyi studies around the centenary of the Great Ukrainian’s birth to some extent shifted evaluative
emphases, redirecting discussions into a more strictly academic framework. While fully acknowledging the
significance of the disciplinary initiative launched by Liubomyr Wynar and his associates in 1966 for the study
of the author of History of Ukraine-Rus’, we nevertheless consider it necessary to deconstruct the
aforementioned stereotype. To this end, this study seeks to reconstruct the broad spectrum of assessments of
Mykhailo Hrushevskyi’s public service in the pre-revolutionary period as presented in Ukrainian studies
abroad during the second half of the 1940s through the first half of the 1960s. The problem of reception will be
examined from a chronological perspective, corresponding to the stages of the eminent Ukrainian figure’s own
biography from the late nineteenth to the early twentieth century.

Recent research analysis. To date, a substantial body of diverse scholarly publications has been devoted
to Hrushevskyi’s studies of the Ukrainian diaspora. This scholarship has also addressed the contribution of
diaspora historians of the 1940s-1960s to the reinterpretation of the socio-political activities of the author of
History of Ukraine-Rus’ during the pre-revolutionary period. In particular, this issue was concisely outlined by
Alla Atamanenko in her monograph devoted to the Ukrainian Historical Society!. Considerable attention to
diaspora Hrushevskyi studies was also paid by Vitalii Telvak2. However, in these works, the authors primarily
focused on the historiographical period of the second half of the 1960s through the 1980s, when a new
interdisciplinary field emerged and developed. By contrast, the historiographical achievements of the wartime
years and the first two postwar decades were summarised largely in a fragmentary manner. These
circumstances account for the relevance and timeliness of the present study.

Main material presentation. With regard to the problem of Mykhailo Hrushevskyi’s formation as a public
figure, Ukrainian diaspora historiography was virtually unanimous in recognising the significant influence
exerted on his youthful worldview by the Kyiv Stara Hromada activists Volodymyr Antonovych and Oleksandr
Konyskyi3. During the period under study, this issue was not treated as an independent subject of inquiry; rather,
biographical sketches devoted to the historian typically reiterated well-established prewar Hrushevskyi studies
theses concerning the rapid rise of the young scholar’s authority within the milieu of Dnipro-region
Ukrainianophiles and his active efforts toward the national awakening of Ukrainian students in Kyiv+.

A similar unanimity of favourable assessments - though articulated in considerably greater detail and with
more nuance - characterised the treatment of Mykhailo Hrushevskyi’s public activity in Lviv and Kyiv contexts
during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. In addressing this issue, Ukrainian diaspora scholars,
like their predecessors in the first half of the twentieth century, emphasised the unifying mission (sobornytska
role) of the representative of the Kyiv academic tradition who, upon relocating to Lviv for teaching purposes,
embodied a synthesis of Dnipro-region and Dniester-region Ukrainian communities. Reflecting on this
phenomenon, Mykola Andrusiak aptly described the historian as an «ambassador of Kyiv in Lviv»5, a
characterisation that remains current in Hrushevskyi studies to this day. In this context, comparisons between
Hrushevskyi's consolidating efforts and the activities of his distinguished predecessor Mykhailo Drahomanov
became widespread. At the same time, scholars recalled the well-known fact of Hrushevskyi’s active
participation in the founding of the Ukrainian National Democratic Party in 1899 and explained the reasons for
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his brief involvement therein by the desire of Galician politicians to continue engaging in behind-the-scenes
dealings with the Polish leadership of the region.

Equally favourable - largely under the influence of the prewar historiographical traditioné - was the
portrayal of Mykhailo Hrushevskyi’s activities in the Dnipro region following the outbreak of the Russian
Revolution of 1905. Scholars explained the historian’s deliberate expansion of his activities into the territories
under Russian rule by his firm conviction that «in the future it would not be Lviv, but Kyiv that would determine
the fate of Ukraine»?”. The most prominent themes in this context included the scholar’s initiatives toward the
establishment of the supra-party Society of Ukrainian Progressives; his participation in moderating the
activities of the Ukrainian faction in the First State Duma and in shaping the ideological orientation of its printed
organ, Ukrainskii Vestnik; his efforts to develop periodical publishing and publishing houses in the territories
under Russian rule; as well as his active scholarly-popularizing and publicistic work of an awakening
(budytel’skyi) character, among others.

In terms of events, reconstructions of Lviv twenty-year period were dominated by portrayals of the conflict
between Mykhailo Hrushevskyi and the leaders of the Galician Narodovtsiin 1913 - a conflict destructive in its
consequences. In addressing this episode of Lviv professor’s biography, diaspora historiography of the period
under review likewise largely followed the interpretive framework established by interwar Hrushevskyi
studies. One of the most detailed reconstructions of the genesis of the confrontation between Galician
politicians and Lviv professor was offered by his former student and colleague at the Shevchenko Scientific
Society, Volodymyr Doroshenko. As a direct participant in the events, the Society’s librarian provided a
thorough explanation of the logic behind Hrushevskyi’s criticisms of the policies pursued by the Galician
Narodovtsi, articulated in the collection of his publicistic writings Our Politics, and effectively expressed
solidarity with his senior colleague. In a similar vein, the conflict within the Shevchenko Scientific Society was
described by Mykola Kovalevskyi - former Minister of Land Affairs of the Ukrainian People’s Republic,
cooperator, poet, and publicist - who asserted that «it was a revolt of small men against a giant of scholarship»®.

Alongside such assessments, there also existed isolated interpretations of this conflict from the perspective
of the opponents of the head of the Shevchenko Scientific Society. Thus, Mykola Andrusiak was virtually the
only diaspora historian to popularise the following explanation: «Tomashivskyi led the opposition against
Hrushevskyi's administration in the Shevchenko Scientific Society, where Hrushevskyi acted as an autocrat and
selected associates who merely echoed his views - something that displeased those members of the
Shevchenko Scientific Society who had developed their own vision for the Society’s development. Opposition
to Hrushevskyi grew, and in response to it, he resigned from the chairmanship of the Shevchenko Scientific
Society on the eve of the First World War»®. Scepticism toward Hrushevskyi’s criticism of Galician political
leaders was also expressed by his ideological opponent Yaroslav Pelenskyi, who, with a certain irony, observed
that, unlike the leaders of the National Democratic Party, the author of History of Ukraine-Rus’ was accountable
for his political actions only to himself!0. It is noteworthy that, despite the fact that diaspora historians were
aware of Stanislav Tomashivskyi’s authorship of the brochure «Our Politics» and Professor Hrushevskyi, none
explicitly mentioned his name, although readers could readily infer from the context that the principal
opponent at the general assembly of the Shevchenko Scientific Society in 1913 had been.

In terms of thematic focus, diaspora historians devoted perhaps the greatest attention to the phenomenon
of Mykhailo Hrushevskyi’s pre-revolutionary publicistic writings, emphasising their formative and educational
impact on the Ukrainian civic community of the time. For instance, Yaroslav Pelenskyi noted that «in the years
preceding the First World War, Mykhailo Hrushevskyi was undoubtedly one of the most popular Ukrainian
publicists»1l. At the same time, scholars quite rightly stressed that the historian’s public initiatives should be
evaluated strictly in accordance with the principle of historicism - that is, within the context of the conditions
and tasks facing Ukrainian society at the turn of the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. This position
was articulated most clearly by Volodymyr Doroshenko, who wrote: «It goes without saying that we must
assess Hrushevskyi’s publicistic writings from a historical perspective, rather than from the level of national
development attained after their composition»12. Therefore, the noted bibliographer explained, it would be
absurd to reproach Hrushevskyi’s publicistic output of the period for a lack of state-centred ideas, since
Ukrainian society - particularly in the Dnipro region - was simply not prepared to assimilate such slogans at
that time. Proceeding from this understanding, a new perspective on the publicistic writings of Lviv professor
after the outbreak of the First Russian Revolution gradually took shape in Hrushevskyi'’s studies of the period
under consideration. Thus, the aforementioned Yaroslav Pelenskyi convincingly contrasted the predominantly
culturalist civic activities of the leaders of sub-imperial Ukrainian society at the turn of the late nineteenth and
early twentieth centuries with the clearly articulated political demands advanced by Mykhailo Hrushevskyi,
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which were comprehensively outlined in his well-known work «The Constitutional Question and Ukrainianism
in Russia»13. As scholars have rightly noted, it was precisely Hrushevskyi’s publicistic output of the final prewar
decade that significantly contributed to the politicisation of the Ukrainian movement, while the demands
substantiated therein soon became slogans of the revolutionary era. In offering an integrated interpretation of
Hrushevskyi’s publicistic writings, historians persuasively emphasised that the guiding idea of his work in the
early twentieth century was sobornist - the principle of national unity.

One of the themes of Mykhailo Hrushevskyi’s pre-revolutionary publicistic writings received independent
and comprehensive treatment during the period under review. Thus, in the pages of the Paris-based journal
«Ukraina», the prominent Ukrainian linguist Panteleimon Kovaliv for the first time synthesised Lviv professor’s
position in the well-known debate concerning the standardisation of norms for a unified Ukrainian
orthography. According to the scholar’s well-founded assessment, «Mykhailo Hrushevskyi regarded the
language question as an organic component of the broader Ukrainian question»14. In addressing this issue, Lviv
historian approached it not from philological premises or through a purely linguistic lens, but as a powerful
cultural and unifying (sobornytskyi) factor. Providing a detailed review of Hrushevskyi’s writings on the
language question, Kovaliv fully aligned himself with the author’s views and affirmed the soundness of his
proposals from the vantage point of the achievements of Ukrainian linguistics in the mid-twentieth century.

Similar to the aforementioned episodes in the biography of the author of History of Ukraine-Rus’, Ukrainian
diaspora studies contributed relatively little new material to the reconstruction of Mykhailo Hrushevskyi's
public activity during the period of the First World War. Ukrainian diaspora historians largely reiterated well-
known facts concerning the scholar’s skeptical attitude toward the Austrophilism of Galician politicians who
established the Union for the Liberation of Ukraine, his appeals to prevent any of the belligerent powers from
manipulating Ukrainian society for their own interests, and his return to Kyiv, which was explained by his
desire to defend Ukrainian society against accusations by right-monarchist figures of his alleged separatist
inclinations, among other issues. At the same time, individual previously little-known facts were also
introduced, gradually enriching Hrushevskyi's biography with important nuances. Thus, Volodymyr
Doroshenko maintained that the historian anticipated a rapid conclusion to the global conflict and travelled
from Kryvorivnia to Vienna ostensibly in the hope that an international peace congress would soon convene
there to regulate postwar relations in Europe - an arena in which his voice as a historian might prove significant
for Ukraine’s future fate!s. We also learn of Hrushevskyi’s brief stay in Italy in the autumn of 1914, during which
he met with several Russian public figures, including the journalist Mikhail Osorgin1e.

Assimilar degree of conciseness and dependence on earlier Hrushevskyi studies characterised the treatment
of the issue of the scholar’s criminal prosecution and his activities during the years of exile!”. Researchers were
unanimous in pointing out the absurdity of a situation in which Mykhailo Hrushevskyi faced virtually mutually
exclusive charges of high treason in both the Austro-Hungarian and Russian Empires. However, unlike in
constitutional Austria-Hungary, in the Romanov state, the fate of the Ukrainian patriot was effectively
predetermined: without a court verdict, he was sent into exile in the Russian hinterland!s. At the same time,
scholars highlighted the solidarity shown by Russian academics in efforts to alleviate the fate of their unjustly
punished colleague, which resulted in his transfer from Simbirsk to the university city of Kazan, and
subsequently to the second Russian capital, where Hrushevskyi developed extensive public activity among the
Ukrainian community in Moscow.

Some of the aforementioned themes were presented in a memoiristic mode. Of particular significance in
this regard are the detailed recollections of Yurii Siryi (Tyshchenko), which began to be published in the
immediate postwar years. In these memoirs, the long-time associate of the Lviv professor provides an
exceptionally detailed account of his acquaintance with the historian, his move to Kyiv using a forged passport,
his intensive work in the Kyiv editorial office of «Literaturno-naukovyi visnyk», and his involvement in the
development of the book trade, among other matters!. The renowned publisher depicted all these episodes
with numerous previously unknown details and with sincere sympathy and respect for Mykhailo Hrushevskyi,
whom he regarded as one of the most outstanding intellectuals in Ukrainian history.

A holistic account of Mykhailo Hrushevskyi’s time in Lviv was provided in a brief memoiristic note by the
prominent Galician public figure, anthropologist and zoologist, educator, and - during the interwar period -
the final chairman of the Shevchenko Scientific Society, Ivan Rakovskyi. Having been a long-time collaborator
of the author of History of Ukraine-Rus’ in various civic institutions, Rakovskyi personally witnessed the
multifaceted nature of Hrushevskyi’s service to Ukrainian society. It was Rakovskyi who offered a panoramic
depiction of the intensity with which Hrushevskyi immersed himself in virtually all spheres of the cultural life
of Galician Ukrainians. Notably, however, he largely omitted from his account the historian’s conflicts with the
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leaders of regional political groupings. Reflecting on Hrushevskyi’s extraordinary capacity for work, the
memoirist left the following telling recollection: «Thus, whenever one happened to come to Professor
Hrushevskyi, he was always engaged in his scholarly work [...]. The professor worked with remarkable
endurance and speed [...]. He was an ideal head of the institutions he led: he truly guided them, set the direction
of their activities, and carefully oversaw the proper execution of his instructions as well as the resolutions of
the governing board»29.

A considerable amount about Mykhailo Hrushevskyi was also written by his political opponent during the
period of the Ukrainian Liberation Struggles, Dmytro Doroshenko, in his well-known memoir «My
Recollections of the Distant Past (1901-1914)». He devoted particularly detailed attention to Lviv professor’s
stay in St. Petersburg in late spring and summer of 1906. Recalling that time, Doroshenko noted: «Hrushevskyi
was regarded by all of us as the leader of the Ukrainian national movement in Russia. His great scholarly and
civic merits, his extraordinary organisational talent, earned him immense authority and profound respect. In
our eyes, he was a symbol of all-Ukrainian unity; his word at that time was law for us. He was then at the height
of his powers, full of energy and broad plans. With Hrushevskyi’s arrival in St. Petersburg, everyone submitted
to him unconditionally, and he became the ideological leader both of the editorial board of “Ukrainskii Vestnik”
and of the Ukrainian Parliamentary Community»21. This passage subsequently became widely cited in studies
devoted to Mykhailo Hrushevskyi.

Some attention to Lviv twenty-year period of Mykhailo Hrushevskyi’s life and activity was also devoted by
the aforementioned Mykola Kovalevskyi in his well-known memoir «At the Sources of the Struggle». As one of
Lviv professors’ collaborators at the Shevchenko Scientific Society, the memoirist was among the first in
historiography to point to the significant influence of «Literaturno-naukovyi visnyk» on the growing interest
in politics among both Galician and Dnipro-region youth. At the same time, he repeatedly emphasised the
considerable authority enjoyed by the head of the Shevchenko Scientific Society within student circles:
«Students admired Hrushevskyi and held him in great affection, for he was the first university professor to take
an interest in the life of the youth and to participate in it through his counsel. Indeed, it was he who took care
of establishing a student aid fund and organising a public collection in its support»22.

Conclusions. The material presented allows us to conclude that Ukrainian diaspora intellectuals during the
second half of the 1940s through the first half of the 1960s demonstrated sustained and intensive interest in
Lviv period of Mykhailo Hrushevskyi’s socio-political service. Overall, interpretations of the scholar’s public
initiatives were predominantly favourable, as historians consistently emphasised the unifying (sobornist)
imperative underlying both the socio-political and the cultural-scholarly activities of the author of History of
Ukraine-Rus’. In their reconstructions of Hrushevskyi's political biography, however, diaspora Ukrainian
studies were largely not original, as they generally relied on the historiographical tradition of jubilee and
memoir-based Hrushevskyi studies produced during the first third of the twentieth century. At the same time,
diaries and memoirs of Mykhailo Hrushevskyi’s contemporaries who were able to emigrate to the West in the
postwar period introduced a substantial amount of new factual material and original interpretive models.
Moreover, the dynamic development of Ukrainian social sciences and humanities in the free world encouraged
historians to engage in continual reassessment of classical Hrushevskyi studies themes, moving toward their
contextual and comparative interpretation. As a result, for example, an interpretation emerged that viewed the
publicistic writings of Lviv professor as an effective instrument of national and cultural education for
Ukrainians divided by imperial borders. Thus, the historiographical achievements of the postwar two decades
made possible the emergence of Hrushevskyi studies as an interdisciplinary field in the year marking the
centenary of the Great Ukrainian.
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