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ARCHEOGRAPHICAL COMPONENT OF VOLUMES IX-X
OF THE «HISTORY OF UKRAINE-RUS» BY MYKHAILO HRUSHEVSKY

Summary. The purpose of the reseach is to reconstruct M. Hrushevsky's archaeographic plan
during the preparation and writing of the ninth and tenth volume of «History of Ukraine-Rus». The
specificity of the chosen theoretical and methodological model of the study is to involve a com-
plex of diverse tools (principles, methods, and methodical techniques) for the reconstruction of the
archaeological activity of an outstanding scientist in the last Soviet period of his activity. The heuris-
tic possibilities of comparative, hermeneutic, heuristic, statistical, as well as inductive and deductive
methods are used in the research process. The scientific novelty lies in the fact that for the first
time in Ukrainian historiography the archeographic component of the last volumes of «History of
Ukraine-Rus» was discovered. Conclusions. Summarizing the archaeographic component of the re-
cent volumes of «History of Ukraine-Rus» by M. Hrushevsky, it was noted that since then the amount
of primary source material, introduced for the first time by the researcher to scientific use, increased
significantly, which motivated him to publicize the found texts as a whole or in some most important
fragments. Such an approach, fulfilling illustrative-proving tasks, also correlated with the methodo-
logical preferences of the scientist, in particular, the absolutizing of the role of a historical source as
a kind of a mirror of the past. As a result, Ukrainian historiography received the fundamental history
of Khmelnytsky, which had the character of the anthology. On this occasion, there are different opin-
ions in the literature — from the persistent criticism of the architectonics of the latest volumes of «His-
tory of Ukraine-Rus» to a more balanced analysis. In our opinion, there are considerable reasons to
agree with the thesis that due to this source-focus accent of late works of M. Hrushevsky, a layer of
the unique source material is available to us, given the fact that a lot of it suffered irreversible losses
during the turbulent historical events of the last century.

Key words: M. Hrushevsky, «The History of Ukraine-Rus», archaeography, Ukrainian historio-
graphy, Cossacks.
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APXEOI'PA®IYHA CKJIAJOBA IX - X TOMIB
«ICTOPIi YKPAIHU-PYCH» MUXANJIA TPYIIEBCHKOI'O

Anomauin. Mema 0ocnidicennsn nonnzae y giomeopeni apxeoepagiunozo zadymy M. Ipyuies-
CbK020 npu ni020mosyi ma HANUCAHHI HUM 0es8 ’amo2o ma oecsamozo momie «lcmopii Yxpainu-Py-
cuy. Cneyugpika 06panoi meopemuko-memooonoziunoi Mooeni 00CHiOHCeHHA NONALAE Y 3ATYYEeHH]
KOMNJLEKCY PI3HONIAHO8020 IHCIMPYMEHmMapito (NPpUHYunie, mMemooie ma mMemoOudHux npuiiomia) oas
pekoHcmpyKyii apxeozepadiunol disibHOCMI 6UOAMHO20 BYEHO20 8 OCMAHHKIU PAOSHCHKULL NePioo 11020
disnbHocmi. ¥V npoyeci 00CioiceHHs: GUKOPUCAHT eBPUCTNUYHI MONMCIUBOCT KOMNAPAMUBICINCLKO-
20, 2epMEHe8MUUH020, e6PUCTIUYHO20, CIAMUCMUYHO20, A MAKOXHC IHOYKMUBHO20 Ma 0e0yKIMUBHO20
memodis. Haykoea Hosusna nonsieae 6 momy, wjo nepuie 8 yKpaincoKi icmopioepaii 3 ’scosano ap-
Xxeoepagiuny ckiadosy ocmantix momie «lcmopii' Yxpainu-Pycuy. Bucnosku. Iliocymosyouu apxe-
oepagiuny cxknadosy ocmannix momie «lcmopii Ykpainu-Pycuy M. Ipywescorozco, 6io3naueno, wo,
OCKIbKU 810 MOMY 00 MOMY KIIbKICIb NEPULOONCEPETbHO20 MAMEPIATY, Ynepuie 66e0eH020 00CTIOHU-
KOM 00 HAYKOBO20 8HCUMKY, NHOMIMHO 3pOCMand, ye nioumosxysano 1oeo onpuitoOHI8amuy 8ioHall-
OeHi mekcmu Yinkom 4u y naubineu easxcausux gpaemenmax. Taxuil nioxio, 6UKOHYIOUU iIIOCMpPamug-
HO-00KA3081 3A60AHHS, KOPENOBABCA MAKONC 3 MEMOOOLOIUHUMU YNOOOOAHHAMU GUEHO020, 30KpeMd,
abcontomu3ayicio HUM poii ICMopU4H020 0xcepeld sIK C80EPIOH020 03epKANa MUHYIUX Yacig. Y nio-
CYMKY, VKpainceka icmopiozpagis ompumana gynoamenmanvhy icmopito XmenoHuuyunu, wo maia
Xxapaxmep awmonocii. 3 yboeo npueody 6 aimepamypi iCHyIOmb Pi3Hi OYMKU — 810 3a635MOi KPUMUKU
apximekmoHixku ocmanuix momie «lcmopii Yxpainu-Pycu» 0o 6invw eusascenozo ananizy. Ha nawy
OVMKY, € 6Ci niOCmasu no20OUMUCs 3 me3olo nPo me, wjo 3A60sKU CaMe MAKOMY 0JICepeo3HAGYOMY
axyenmy niznix npaye M. I pyuiescbrko2o 00 Hac Oiliuio naacm yHikaibHo20 0JicepenbHo20 Mamepiany,
KOMpuil 3a3HA6 HE360POMHUX 8MPAm NPOMAOM OYPXIUBUX ICIMOPUYHUX HOOIL MUHYI020 CIOTIMMAL.

Kniouosi cnosa: M. I'pywescokuil, «Ilcmopis Yxpainu-Pycuy, apxeoepagis, ykpaincvka icmopio-
epais, Kozauuuua.

The statement of the problem. A popular belief is that M. Hrushevsky was the initiator
of the modern stage of Ukrainian archaeography, whose representatives were oriented to-
wards the purposeful search and publication of documents covering the national past. Most of
the sources collected by the scientist and his students should have served as original building
blocks for a large-scale national grand narrative, presented in ten volumes of «History of
Ukraine-Rus». At the same time, the archaeological component of this work rarely attracts
attention of the researchers. Let us demonstrate the importance of such research optics on the
example of the ninth and tenth volumes of M. Hrushevsky’s multi-volume.

The analysis of researches. The archacographic component of the multifaceted work of
M. Hrushevsky and his pupils in his monograph on the scientific school of the scientist was
analyzed by V. Telvak and V. Pedych (Telvak, Pedych, 2016, pp. 54-83). The reception of
archaeological activity of the prominent historian was reconstructed by Vitalii and Victoria
Telvak (Telvak, 2008, p. 48, 5253, 323-327; Telvak & Telvak, 2018). The historiographic
analysis of the recent volumes of M. Hrushevsky’s History of Ukraine-Rus was carried out in
the writings of O. Vladyga (Vladyga, 2018), O. Pritsak (Pritsak, 1992) and Ya. Fedoruk (Fe-
doruk, 2013). At the same time, the names of the pear-belligerents only afflicted the problem
of archaeological content of labor.

The article’s purpose — to recreate the archaeologic conception of M. Hrushevsky dur-
ing the preparation and writing of his latest volumes of «History of Ukraine-Rus».

The statement of the basic material. The source base for the last volumes of «History
of Ukraine-Rus» was formed mainly by students and staff of M. Hrushevsky, concentrated in
the Archeographical Commission of the All-Ukrainian Academy of Sciences. The prominent
scientist himself did not conceal that the archaeological expeditions organized by him to
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Moscow and Leningrad, among other things, had to help him «to restore materials destroyed
by war, cowards and finally the fire that burnt down my house» (Hrushevsky, 1996, p. 5).

M. Hrushevsky also devoted a lot of attention to the problem of copying work in the Gali-
cian and Polish archives. He raised this question in letters to Western Ukrainian colleagues
already during the first months of his stay in Kyiv. Thus, in one of the letters to K. Studinsky,
we may read: «Among the other plans of great history [«History of Ukraine-Rusy], I would
need to restore my notes from some of the manuscripts of the Ossolinium from the Czarto-
rysky library and new ones. Do you have at hand some men who are very clever or at least
keen on the history of the XVIIth century? Who would have done the notes and copies of
the manuscript in Lviv and Krakow [libraries]?» (Lysty, 1998, p. 161). The importance and
urgency of setting up copying work in the Polish archives for M. Hrushevsky are evidenced
by the fact that he addressed the chairman of SSS with similar requests several times. Later,
the problem of copying the necessary materials in the Galician and Polish archives was re-
solved by the scientist through the help of his Lviv students who became the members of the
Academy of Sciences of Ukraine.

The collected material of the archaecographic expedition and the Galician students
M. Hrushevsky’s source material was so significant in the quantitative and informative terms
that, as pointed out in the preface to the ninth volume of the author, «he filled some of the
current gaps and gave new interpretation of the events» (Hrushevsky, 1996, p. 5). Due to this,
as M. Hrushevsky convinces, the actual content of Khmelnytskyi era enriched significantly,
making the established in a historiographical literature image of that era considerably com-
plicated. According to his objectivistic beliefs, the researcher pointed out that he was trying
to convey to the reader the authentic content of the available documentary material in order
to «not schematize, not to simplify it artificially, so as not to adjust to his subjective beliefs»
(Hrushevsky, 1996, p. 6).

The embodiment of these theses has become peculiar architectonics of the last volumes
of «History of Ukraine-Rus», where, in comparison with the previous volumes, a lot of space
was allocated to the publication of sources. However, if this trend was already noticeable in
the seventh and eighth volumes of the multi-volume, then starting from the ninth part of the
work, M. Hrushevsky not only directly in the text, but also in the annexes published full-
text versions of sources. As a result, the volume of the source material, printed in the book,
significantly exceeded the author’s statement. Published materials were obtained from many
collections in Eastern Europe: the Ossolinsky and Czartorysky libraries, the Moscow and
Leningrad archives, the archives of the Krakow Academy of Sciences and numerous Ukrain-
ian repositories. They, in the opinion of the author, should have enabled his contemporaries
to hear the voice of that violent revolutionary epoch.

Along with the sources published directly in the ninth volume of the text, a block of
materials that was more important in the author’s opinion was given in the appendices to the
book. There M. Hrushevsky printed documents from the «Embassy Affairs» of the Moscow
Embassy Office, which were stored in the former archive of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs —
a part of the newly formed Moscow «Drevlehranilishche» (archive). These materials, as
evidenced by the author’s explanation, were copied by V. Yurkevich, V. Evfimovsky and
O. Kravtsov (Hrushevsky, 1997, p. 1508-1550). In general, in the appendices, M. Hru-
shevsky gave twenty-six units of documents.

It should be noted that such uniqueness of the architectonics of the ninth volume was
immediately met by the criticism, which responded with many substantive reviews of

ISSN 2519-058X 45



Olga Vladyga

M. Hrushevsky’s continuation of his main work (Telvak, 2008, p. 305-355). Thus, Lviv
edition «Novi riadky» reacted with the review to the new book of the scientist. The author
of the critical article, signing it with the cryptonym MZ, transposed the leading ideas of the
academician in his analysis of the period under study. The book itself, the columnist writes,
is actually a carefully collected and systematized source material (M. Z., 1929, p. 412). Such
a research approach, which is analyzed in the review, has both advantages and disadvan-
tages. The first is to critically examine the vast amount of source material. The necessity
of such systematization, according to the reviewer, was in radical revision of the romantic
conceptions of Khmelnytsky, M. Kostomarov, and P. Kulish. The main disadvantage of the
study appears as a continuation of its advantages, being the complication of the perception
of the text by an unprepared reader, who will find more analytical information than synthetic
conclusions.

Simon Narizhnyi gave the most comprehensive review on the ninth volume on the pages
of the «Literary and Scientific Herald», noting that two of its parts «among publications of the
post-war period [...] are the most outstanding phenomenon in the field of Ukrainian historiog-
raphy, with impressive effort invested in them» (Narizhnyi, 1931, p. 1030). Like the previous
reviewer, S. Narizhni also noted the originality of the architectonics of M. Hrushevsky’s new
book. The observer pointed out that the unsatisfactory state of Khmelnytskyi era research, the
lack of monographic studies on certain important problems urged Kyiv academician to take
on the difficult task of collecting a large quantity of heterogencous source material and its
simultaneous systematization and interpretation. This negatively affected the structure of the
study, making it abundant in a large volume of quotations and sources, providing very few
authors’ assessments of the events of that time.

V. Herasymchuk, a well-known researcher of the Cossacks, also responded to the ninth
volume of «History of Ukraine-Rus». In his unpublished review, he noted the «universal
significance» of his teacher’s book on the era of Khmelnytskyi. Unlike other reviewers,
V. Herasymchuk clearly pointed out that the providing a significant amount of source ma-
terial in a book was a right decision as it allows the reader to develop his own opinion and
experience the peculiarities of the era (Herasymchuk, 1999, p. 536). Another representative
of the Lviv historical school of M. Hrushevsky M. Korduba also agreed with this opinion
(Korduba, 1932).

The peculiarity of the author’s style in the ninth volume of «History of Ukraine-Rus» was
noted by foreign researchers. Thus, on the pages of the Prague «Casopis narodniho musea»,
both parts of the ninth volume were analysed by a well-known scholar of the Ukrainian her-
itage, J. Bidlo. The ninth volume, as the reviewer emphasized, contains an enormous amount
of a new source material, which thus became accessible to a wide range of researchers. In
many respects, this allowed the Ukrainian scholar to reconsider some established opinions in
science (Bidlo, 1931, p. 131).

M. Hrushevskyi made a noticeable Source study emphasis in the next tenth volume of
«History of Ukraine-Rusy», which, as we know, he did not finish, and his work was prepared
for printing by his daughter in a manuscript variant. The text of the last part that was printed
in 1936, we can also find a large number of sources, which the author cites, either entirely,
or providing quotes of their most important parts. The vast majority of these materials come
from the main Moscow archive («Drevlekhranilishche»). The reviewers of the last volume,
therefore, just as it was with the ninth volume, understood the author’s logic of the organ-
ization of the text and, in general, appreciated M. Hrushevsky’s unitary work. Such posi-
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tive evaluations marked critical reviews of Galician and emigration periodicals. On pages
of the Lviv journal «Dilo», Mykhailo Mochulsky pointed out that the book «is written on
the basis of fresh material, and it mainly resolves some puzzling questions; the book is
composed in such a way that everyone can make his/her own opinion about this question»
(M. M-sky, 1937).

The tenth volume of the «History of Ukraine-Rus» was also noted on the pages of West-
ern Slavic periodicals. For example, on the pages of the Prague «Casopis narodniho musea»
J. Bidlo, highlighting the original structure of the book, appreciated the emergence of an
«invaluable» work on the Ukrainian past, which resembles previous volumes in the method,
structure and newly-derived source material applied (J. B., 1937).

The conclusions. Summing up the archacographic component of the latest volumes of
«History of Ukraine-Rus» by M. Hrushevsky, we would like to note that since the publication
of the first volume the amount of primary source material that was first introduced by the re-
searcher to scientific use increased significantly. This urged him to publicize the found texts
as a whole or in the most important fragments. Such an approach, fulfilling illustrative-proof
tasks, also correlated with the methodological preferences of the scientist, in particular, the
absolutizing of the role of a historical source as a kind of mirror of the past. As a result,
Ukrainian historiography received the fundamental history of Khmelnytskyi era, which had
the character of the anthology. There are different opinions in the literature about this is-
sue — from the persistent criticism of the architectonics of the latest volumes of «History of
Ukraine-Rus» to a more balanced analysis. In our opinion, there is every reason to agree with
the thesis that due to this very source-focused accent of late works of M. Hrushevsky, a layer
of unique source material became available to us, given the fact, that considerable amount
of it has suffered irreversible losses during the turbulent historical events of the last century.
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