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PREFACE

The purpose of studying lk$tory of Ukrainian statehoad di s mi p| i
higher educational institutions is:

Ato developstudenténational seHconsciousness

Ato foster theirpatriotic moral and ethicabalues, a sense dfelonging to
the millennial history of the Ukrainian people;

Ato teach students tdeal with historical sources and literaturep
scientific analysis, aimed at ensuring independent understanding of the laws of
historical development;

Ato developtheir skills to apply the acquired knowledge of history in
everyday activitiesto be versed irsocicpolitical life, assess social phenomena
and events.

The coursdiHistory of Ukrainian Statehoads based on the need to solve
the following tasks:

A ing dhe laest achievements of historical science in the teaching of
national history;

A raising the scientific and educa

A ensuring t h ef the prindipkesanef nhistaricismo and
objectivity in assessg facts, phenomenandevens;

A providing humanisticnature of historical education, its focus on the
priority of universal values;

A ac hi stwmdityn @ histocal education athe stage of higher
education and its consistency wibcondaryducation stage

As a result ostudying the discipline the student must

- know the theoreticabasis important key issues dafhe curricular
topics, general patterns of historical development; complex and
contradictory phenomena, processes in the history of pmtiical
and cultural ife of Ukraine in connection with world civilization;
trends in the economic development of Ukraimeparticular in its
agrarian sectorbe well versed in historical sources and the latest
scientific literature;

- be able to synthesize the acquired knalgke into the appropriate
worldview and high political culture; creatively apply the acquired
knowledge of the history ofUkraine in everyday activitiedor
evaluathg social phenomena arelents;form their own scientific
standpointon current political isues; independently comprehend the
patterns of historical development.



The textbook isdesigred in accordance with the requirements of the
creditmodule system ofthe academicprocess organization. Its structure
correspondsatthe curriculum of the coursiglistory of Ukrainian statehoad

The textbook is adapted to the peculiarities of training students majoring
in A Phi | d&ermanig .languages and literatures (translation incladed)
(English and second foreign language; German and second foreign language)
and students of other specialties mastering English language programs.
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LECTURE 1: INTRODUCTION TO THECOURSE n HI STORY OF
UKRAI NI AN STATEHOODO

1. Subject, tasks, methodological principles and sources of studying
the course AHiIi story of Ukrainian stat
history of statehood in the lands of Ukraine.

2. The beginnings of statehooth the Ukrainian lands.

3. Diversity of scientific concepts and hypotheses of the Ukrainiafis
ethnogenesis and their state formation.

1. Subject, tasks, methodological principles and sources of studying
the course AHi story of ifidpkriodizationoftice st at
history of statehood in the lands of Ukraine.

The history of Ukrainian statehood is one of the components of historical
science that studies the patterns of formation and development of the Ukrainian
peoplés statehood, its strgte for national and state independence.

The subject of the course is a complex process of the statehood formation
and development of the multimillion Ukrainian people, its activities in the
political and state spheres from ancient times up to the present.

History helps to understand the present through the analysis of the past.

At the same time, historical thinking is an important factor in social
activity.

Methods, principles and sources of studying the history of Ukraine:

1. The principle of objectivity.It proceeds primarily from the
civilizational view of history as an objective process. At the same time, this
principle requires relying on the facts in their true form, without distortions,
adjustments to predetermined schemes.

2. The principle of histacism. It involves, first, consideration of each
phenomenon in terms of how it arose, what are the main stages in its
development. Secondly, it requires that each phenomenon must be considered in
connection with others, its place in the system of sociatioeas must be
determined, and that the mutual influence and interdependence of historical
phenomena must be clearly traced. Third, it involves the consideration of each
phenomenon through the prism of a specific experience of history, provided that
the @usal links between different phenomena and events are preserved.
Historicism permits to enter history, to understand it, to evaluate the motives of
actions and the actions of historical figures, to find out their meaning.

The history of Ukrainian statehdas a branch of historical science uses
general scientific methods, including historical and logical. The application of
the first permits to trace historical phenomena at all stages of development,



taking into account the specificity of the course incdpe conditions of place

and time. The logical method opens opportunities for the analysis of historical
events, phenomena at the final stage of their development, when all their basic
properties have acquired a complete form. Historical and logical detbb
cognition are intertwined, complementary.

When studying the history of Ukrainian statehood, interscientific or
interdisciplinary methods are also used (especially by foreign historians): the
method of specific research, mathematical methods, methfodsathematical
statistics, etc.

The set of historical sources is classified into five main types:

1) material sources monuments of material culture, i.e, archaeological
findings: means of production, household items, coins and architectural
monuments;

2) ethnographic sourcesnonuments that contain data on the peculiarities
of life, culture, customs of a particular people;

3) oral sources folk songs, historical thoughts, legendolk proverbs,
sayings, etc

4) written sources chronicles, documentgtc., which are the basis of
historical knowledge.

Ethnos (from the Greek, ethnos people, group, tribe)} a stable,
historically formed in a certain area community of peojtée.

Ethnos appears as a seeiconomic organism that regenerates itselé as
result of ethnically homogeneous marriages and the transmission to new
generations of language, culture, customs, traditions, faith, processes of natural
and artificial (violent) assimilation, interethnic integration. For the stable
existence of the ettos requires the creation of its own state.

Nationality - linguistic, territorial, economic and cultural community of
people, historically formed and preceding the nation. The first nationalities were
formed during slavery (ancient Egyptian, ancient Hétleetc.). The process of
their formation was especially widespread under feudalism (Old Russian, Polish
and others within Europe). They usually consisted of relatives by origin and
language. Less frequentltyfrom multilingual tribes and ethnic groupshich
mixed as a result of conquering each other. In the process of nationalities
formation and the degree of strengthening economic and cultural ties between
their individual components, the language of one of them became common,
others became dialects disappeared altogether. One of commonality indicator,
was a new single name.

People (Greek*d 3 8 d ( et h-raimultifageted copcept that can
have the following meanings:

The people is the population of the state, the inhabitants of the country.

The people is a socipolitical force on which the official government in
the country relies.

People is a form of national and ethnic unity (nation, nationality,
sometimes tribe).



The people are people in general, mostly in large numbers.

Nation (from the L&n. (Latin) natio - tribe, people), the historical
community of people, formed during the formation of their territory community,
economic ties, literary language, some features of culture and character that
make up its features.

Nations are defined byraumber of characteristics that apply to both
individual members and the nation as a whole. Such characteristics must have
both a unifying function a community of people that has nothing in common,
can not be a nation, and a separdhat distinguishethis nation from its
neighbors. Any of these characteristics can be debated, but denying the
existence of determinants includes denying the existence of individual nations.

The state is a sovereign politigakritorial organization of society, which
has mwer, which is exercised by the state apparatus on the basis of legal norms
that ensure the protection and coordination of public, group, individual interests.

2. The beginnings of statehood in the Ukrainian lands.

At the time when mankind switched to thee of bronze (Il millennium
BC), it was already divided into large cultural communitiéganguage groups.
Among them were those with whom the history of our country is more or less
connected: Inddcuropeans (Aryans), FinFdgric peoples, Turks. Accordinto
most Ukrainian scholars, it was Ukraine that became the ancestral home of the
ancient IndeEuropeans (Aryans). From here, from the edge of the ice shell, they
moved in large streams for thousands of years on the plarathed Central
Asia, Tibet, hdia, Iran. They passed on to the local indigenous peoples their
agricultural culture, language, including writteanskrit. This language is the
basis of the languages of the Slavic, Germanic peoples, Persians, Tajiks, etc.
The ancestral homeland of tRenno-Ugric peoples was the area around the Aral
Sea. Later, these peoples went north, settled west of the Urals, on the banks of
the Volga. Later, one of them, the Hungarians, moving to the West, occupied the
region of Pannonia near the Danube (modermdduy), and the other part
reached the shores of the Baltic and White Seas (Finns, Estonians, Karelians). In
the [l millennium BC on the territory of preseday Ukraine, according to
some schol ar s, there were thr euburali wor
zones, which differed in the origin of the population, way of life and beliefs.
These zones were Polissya, Steppe and F8teppe. Descendants of
autochthonous Paldburopean tribes lived in Polissya. Tribes of the Finno
Ugric ethnic group livednext to them. Life in the forest thickets did not
contribute to rapid cultural development. Nomadic and semadic tribes
lived in the steppes between the Don and the Danube. It is probable that these
were IndeEuropean ethnopolitical tribes of localigin. Part of the population
came here from the eastern steppes and the Caucasus. They formed a large Indo
Iranian ethnic group between the Dnieper and the Southern Volga, which
included the Aryans and Iranian tribes, as well as the Scythians and Sasmatian
Finally, the lands in the foresteppe between San in the west and the Dnieper



in the east, Pripyat in the north and the Carpathians in the south were of crucial
importance in Ukraine. In the heyday of the Bronze Age, related tribes already
lived here.The formative force was the spontaneous integration of more or less
close tribes. Most likely, they were Preftavs, ancestors of Eastern and
Western Slavs.

Thus, the characteristic features of the social order in this period were:
significant migrationof the population; strengthening trade ties; formation of
private property; gradual property differentiation of society; transformation of a
family into a business unit; ousting the tribal community territorially; separation
of hierarchically structured ditary elite, formation of militarypolitical
associations and unions; the birth of statehood. One of the first ethnic groups in
the territory that later became part of modern Ukraine were the Cimmerians (IX
- first half of VIII century BC). The Cimmeriansccupied a large area between
the Dniester and the Don, as well as the Crimean and Taman peninsulas.
Although the question of the ethnic origin of the Cimmerians remains open,
most scholars are inclined to conclude that they were a branch of the ancient
Iranian nomadic people, genetically close to the Scythians who formed and
came to these lands later. The Cimmerians were the first in Ukraine to move
from settled to nomadic pastoralism, as well as the first to start smelting iron
from bog ore in these lasd In the VII century B.C. a powerful wave of
numerous, cohesive and active Scythian tribes drove the Cimmerians out of the
Black Sea. As a result, Cimmeria disintegrated. Probably one part of the
Cimmerians settled in the northern Black Sea coast or tatjta the Middle
East, the other was assimilated by the Scythians. The Cimmerians are mentioned
in Homes Odyssey, in the Bible (the Book of Genesis), and in Herodlotus
History. In the second half of VII century B.C. the Scythians formed a
politically consolidated union of tribesGreater Scythia.

In the picture:Scythian warriors on an electrum bowl from the Kiba
mound

The territory of this state formation was quite large and had the shape of
an equilateral quadrangle, which, adjacent to the Black Sea coast, was located



between the Danube and Don rivers. The entire population of Scythia was
divided into two large groupsmigrating tribes (Scythian nomads, royal
Scythians) and settled tribes (Scythian farmers, Scythian plowmen). In the V
century B.C. the patriarchal Scythian tribal union turned into a slawveng

state headed by the king. The kiegower was not absolutéed was limited to

the council of Scythian tribes and the peaplassembly of all soldiers. The
Scythian plowmen were the ancestors of the Slavs, the-Blaws, our distant
ancestors.
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In the picture Ancient states of the Northern Black Sea anidn€a

In the second half of VII century B.C. on the coast of the Black and Azov
Seas, new peculiar state formations appedbreek citiescolonies: Istria,
Borisphen, Olbia, Pantikapaion, Feodosia, Thira, Chersonese. The main centers
of ancient civilizatio in the Black Sea region were the areas of the Dnigpgr
and Dniester estuaries, Soiestern Crimea, Kerch and Taman peninsulas.
Each citystate was a separate slamening democratic republic. The supreme
power belonged to the peo@eassembly, the executiveto the boards and
magistrates elected by open ballot. With the exception of slaves, foreigners, and
women, all residents had broad political rights. Greek cities developed on the
basis of the slavewning mode of production arltecame centers of developed
economy, handicrafts, trade and ancient culture. In 480 BC. the Bosporus
Kingdom emerges on the Kerch and Taman Peninsulas. In the | century A.D.
Olbia, Chersonese, the Bosporus Kingdom was conquered by Rome. They
housed Romarepions. Roman fortresses were built on the shores of the Black
Sea, from which the sea and the steppe were watched. Bosporus Kingdom in the
I-11 centuries A.D. experienced a certain political and economic upsurge, which
ended with the conquest of the CrameScythians and Tauri. The invasion of



the Goths weakened the Bosporus kingdom and the Greektaigs, and the
Huns finally overcame them. Most of the citieslonies left the historical arena,
only Pantikapaion and Chersonese survived, which eventcathe under the

rule of the Byzantine Empire. Thus, the ancient-sites left a deep mark in
the history of Ukraine and the whole of Eastern Europe. During the Greek
colonization, the democratic system was transferred to the local soil, which
contributed to the formation of the state tradition in the territory of modern
Ukraine. Greek settlers not only passed on to the local population advanced
technologies of agriculture and handicrafts, but also actively involved them in
commoditymoney relations. Themergence of ancient cistates led to the
development of the Black Sea coast urbanization. Various contacts of local
tribes with the colonists contributed to the spread of experience and
achievements of the most advanced ancient culture at that time.

At the beginning of our era, the East Germanic tribes of the Goths invaded
the territory of modern Ukraine from the lower Vistula. They formed a state
the Gothic kingdom. The capital of this state was the city of Danparstad
(Dnieper city, IV century.). Aaording to many scholars, this city was the
predecessor of Kiev. The neighbors of the Goths were the East Slavic tribes of
the Antes. For a long time there were good relations between the Goths and the
Antes. Speaking together, they successfully opposedttbrgest countries in
Europe. Together with other Germanic and Slavic tribes, the Goths and Antes
successfully fought against the Roman Empire. Thus, they contributed to the
destruction of slavewning civilization and the formation of feudal relations i
Europe.

In the pictureDistribution of Gothic tribes (approximately)

However, later there were serious contradictions and armed conflicts
between the Goths and the Antes, as both peoples inhabited thestepgsts of
the Dnieper. In the IV centyran invasion of Huns began, who, leaving



Transbaikalia, moved to the West. At the same time, they drew other tribes into
the orbit of their movement. In 375 the Huns crossed the Don and invaded the
possession of the Gothic kingdom. The Huns did not thnetite existence of

the Antic Union, so the Antes sided with them in the war against the Goths. In
385 they destroyed the army of the Goth king Vinitaria. But the following year,
the Goths inflicted a crushing defeat on the Adkeader of God, capturedrh,

and crucified him along with his sons and 70 nobles. In response, the Huns
completely defeated the Goths. Part of the Goths rolled back to the Crimea, the
second went to the Danube. Having encamped in the Danube plain, the Huns
waged devastating warsittv neighboring states for a long time and formed a
huge state Guniland, led by King Attila. However, Attita empire some time
after his death, in 453, fell into disintegration and disintegrated into separate
kaganates (possessions). Scholars belieakiththe lands of the Dnieper from

IV to IX centuries. successively there were three Tuskieaking formations:

the state of the Huns Guniland, then Greater Bulgaria and then Black Bulgaria.
On the ruins of the Hun state in the late VI century GreatéyaBia (Bulgaria)

was formed. The ethnic basis of this formation was the Bulgars, formerly part of
the Hun tribal union. Khan Kubrat was an outstanding baltavar (supreme ruler)
of this Khaganate. Under him, Greater Bulgaria was able to defeat its main
eneny - the Avars and expand the siatdéorders to the Danube. It is believed
that it was on his orders that Kyiv was founded.

3. Diversity of scientific concepts and hypotheses on ethnogenesis of
Ukrainians and their state formation.

The history of the nationis the coreof the nationalconsciousnessn the
basisof which the Ukrainian peoplewas formed. And the lack of clearideas
aboutthe time and circumstancesf the emergencef the subjectof Ukrainian
national history inhibits the formation of the national consciousnessof
Ukrainians, which, in turn, hinders the formation of the modern Ukrainian
nation. Today there are three main conceptsof ethnogenesiof Ukrainians:
Trypillia, postSoviet late medieval and early medieval. The problem of
ethnogaesisof Ukrainiansturnedoutto be quite debatableanddelicate.

The main obstacle to establishinga true version of the origin of
Ukrainians, which would be based not on amateur fantasiesor political
speculation, but on scientific arguments,is its excessive politicization.
Accordingto UkrainianhistorianL.L. Zaliznyak,this is becausehe problemof
the ethnogenesisf the EasternSlavsdirectly affectsthe acutepolitical issueof
the legitimacy of the accessiorof Ukrainiansand Belarusianswith their ethnic
landsto the RussianEmpire. It is onething if it wasa voluntary unification of
parts of the once unified ancientRus ethnic group, it is anotherif it wasthe
seizureof thelandsof individual peopleshy ImperialMoscow. Theseaspectof
this issue have led to its deep politicization, and thereforerequire detailed
researchwhichis currentlyquiterelevant.



The basisin the history of EasternSlavsis the cultural and historical
heritageof Kyivan Rus,which becamdhe main objectof geopoitical ambitions
of the rulers of the statesthat emergedfrom its ruins. The statetraditions of
princely Kyiv spreadfar beyondSouthernrRusUkraineandlater,in the Middle
Ages, significantly influencednot only the formation of stateinstitutionsof the
GrandDuchyof Kyiv or the Cossaclstateof BohdanKhmelnytsky,but alsothe
formation of the principality of Lithuaniaand Moscow [1]. At the time of the
rise of the stateof Rus,the middle Dnieperwasalreadyinhabitedby Ukrainians
atthe medievalstageof developmentThis opinion,aswe know, wasexpressed
by M. Hrushevskyin 1904.The researcheexplainedthatin t Kyev state,law,
culturewerethe work of onenation, UkrainianRus; Volodymyr-Moscow- the
secondGreatRus... Kyiv perioddid not passinto Volodymyr-Moscow,andin
the GalicianVolyn XIlII century... Volodymyr-Moscow statewas neitherthe
inheritornor adherenof Kiev, it grewatits root... All -Rushistory cannot exist,
asthereisnoall-Rusn a t i Amdhsimcein K y dtate law, culturewerethe work
of one nation, UkrainianR u stbe,latter, apparently,appearedefore Kyivan
Rus, and accordingto M. Hrushevskycomesfrom the Antes of the IV-VI
centuries. [2]. Several generationsof Ukrainian historians, archeologists,
ethnograpers,and anthropologistsontributedto the developmenbf the early
medieval version of Ukrainogenesiss M. Kostomarov,V. Antonovych, M.
DrahomanovM. DashkevychM. HrushevskyF. Vovk, V. Petrov(1992), M.
Braychevsky (1995, 2000), M. Chubaty (1963), J. Dashkevych(1993), J.
Isaevych(1995),V.Baran(1998),L.Zalizniak (19942006),V. Balushok(2005)
etc. Already at the beginningof the twentiethcenturythe right of Ukrainiansto
the cultural and historical heritage of Princely Kyiv was to some extent
recognizednot only by Ukrainian but also by a significanthnumberof Russian
scholars.Theseinclude K. Kavelin, O. Pypin, O. PresnyakovM. Lyubavsky,
M. Pokrovsky.The newrise of the RussianEmpirein its Sovietatmospherén
the postwaryearsof the mid-twentieth centuryled to an intensivesearchfor
necimperial historical schemeghat would legitimize Moscowd control over
the peoplesof EasternEurope.A new postwar version of the origin of the
EasternSlavs was formulated by V. Mavrodin (1947) - the conceptof the
ancientRuspeople.lts essencavasthatthe stateof Ruswith its capitalin Kyiv
wasfoundednot by Ukrainiansor Russiansbut allegedlyby representativesf a
separatd&astSlavicethnicgroup- theancientRuspeople[3].

Scholas of the i S o v er&daned that Kyivan Rus went down in
history as the cradle of three fraternal peoples:the Russian,Ukrainian, and
Belarusianpeoples.Born by a single mother, the ancient Rus people, they
developedalongthe samehistorical pathasthe branchef a singletree,taking
the sap of life from a single powerful root. Without denying the processof
consolidationof the EasternSlavsat the end of the first millennium BC, many
Ukrainian historiansinsist thatthe i a n ¢ Rus m ¢ o pwagnot the single
ethnicgroup. The MongolTatar invasiondid not interruptthe developmenof
the populationof Rus(anddid not leadto suchmixing, which could give a new



ethnic group), and the differencesbetweenUkrainians,BelarusiansRussians,
who were part of the samestateandafterthe invasion,its consequencesannot
be explained.This is evidencedby the list of tribal namesgiven by Nestofs

Tale of PastYears,accordingto which someresearcherbelievethat Ukrainians
come from Polyans,SeveryansDerevlyans,Dulibs, BuzhanVolyns, Ulychis,

Tivertsys, and White Croats. Belarusians,respectively,from Dregovychis,
Krivichis, Polotsks andRussiangrom SlovenesandVyatichis.

According to M. Popovych, the separation of the Eastern Sldagsain
separate territorial cultural zone is not a consequence of their original unity, but
the result of | ater history., There w
group in the original Slavic community. The Slavic population on the territory
of Ukraine gathered from different parts of primitive Slavia and carried different
historical and cultural traditions and influences [4]. The original version is the
opinion of L. Zalizniak, who proposes to reconcile the ethnogenesis of
Ukrainians with the univeal laws of ethnic development in medieval Europe.

In Eastern Europe, the influences of Gretmman civilization spread through

the ancient colonies of the Northern Black Sea, mainly within Ukraine.
Therefore, the ethnohistorical development of Ukraine alesad of the more
distant from the ancient centers in the forest belt of Eastern Europe and
approached the pace of historical development of Western and Central Europe,
which developed under the strong influence of GiRoman civilization.
Therefore, itis no coincidence that the continuity of ethnocultural development
in the Ukrainian ethnic lands between the Carpathians, Pripyat and Kyiv
Dnieper, as well as in the lands of other large European ethnic groups located in
the area of Rome influence, cantkeced from the end of the V century.

Data from archeology, linguistics, anthropology, and written sources
convincingly testify to the longevity and continuity of the development of a
single ethnic organism in Northwestern Ukraine, from the Dulibs, Sldaamd
Antes, to modern Ukrainians (Rus) ethnic groups.

Just as Ancient Rome Romanized its barbaric periphery, so princely pro
Ukrainian Kyiv Russified (from Rus, not Russia) the forest north of Eastern
Europe. In accordance with the universal laws of iethadevelopment of
backward provinces, on the barbaric periphery of the Roman Empire appeared a
spectrum of Latirderived young Romanesque ethnic groups (Spaniards,
Portuguese, French, Romanians). As a result of the colonization efforts-of pro
Ukrainian prncely Kyiv, young ethnic groups of Belarusians, Pskov
Novgorodians, and Russians were formed on the far northern periphery of the
empire. As the Romanesque group of peoples emerged as a result of the
synthesis of language and culture of the Romans andaihares of the
colonized peoples, so the Belarusians, Pkovgorodians and Russianghe
product of the synthesis of pretdkrainians of Southern Rus and colonized
Balts and Finns in Eastern Europe. As the own ethnic history of the
Romanesque peopléggan after the collapse of the Roman state, so the young
Rus ethnic groups enter the historical arena in the process of the disintegration



of Kyivan Rus. Continuity of ethnocultural development in ethnic Ukrainian
lands from the Antes and Sklavins ofW1 centuries through Southern Rus,
Cossack Ukraine to modern Ukrainians convincingly testifies to their birth in the
early Middle Ages. Thus, the problem of the ancient Rus people is not a purely
scientific issue. It directly affects a wide range of pdltissues not only in
Ukraine but in the whole of Eastern Europe. Without its solution, it is
impossible to find out the real time of the appearance of Ukrainians, Russians,
andBelarusians. And without this, the concept of the history of Eastern Europe
remains incomplete

SELF-ASSESSMENTQUESTIONS:

1. Explain the meaningof thetermsfihi stowon<@ilofiBnes 80|
me mor yo.

2. Explainwhy the Ukrainianpeopleareconsideredndigenoudo theirland.

3. Discoverthe main periodsof the procesof the Ukrainiannatiorts formation.
4. Whatdoestheconceptoffi U k r anatiomal @l ecentain?

5. Whendoesthe history of mankindbegin?

6. Nametheregionwheretheresettlemenof peoplesegan.

7. ldentify waysto settletheterritory of modernUkraine.

8. Identify themain periodsof ancientUkraine.

9. Describethe developmenof primitive societyin the Paleolithicperiod.
10.Discoverthe essencef the Neolithic revolution.

11. Identify the mainfeaturesof Trypillia culture.

12. Explainhow andwhy thelives of ancientpeoplechangedn thelron Age.

13. Describe the sociceconomic and political system of the Cimmerians,
ScythiansandSarmatians.

14. Identify the reasondor the founding and deathof ancientcoloniesin the
NorthernBlack Seacoast,describeheir development.

15.Whatunderlieshe periodizationof primitive society?

TESTS

1. The essence of the Neolithic revolution is

a) in the transition from collective to individual hunting

b) in the transition from appropriative teproductive forms of economy
c) in the transition to the use of metals

d) in the mastery of fire by man

2. Specify the concept to which the following definition corresponds: An
association of several families living in a certain territory and havumgnaon
authorities, spiritual and material culture.

a) Family municipality

b) Primitive human herd



c) Tribe

3. Option, which correctly indicates the order of origin in social

organizations of ancient people:

a) primitive herd, tribal community, tribe
b) tribal community, primitive herd, union of triges
C) neighboring community, primitive herd, peaple
d) primitive herd, tribe, tribal community

4. Indicate the period when the transition from hoe to arable (with a plow)

farming took place in the Uknaian lands:

era.

a) Neolith

b) Eneolithic

c) Mesaolithig

d) The Bronze Age

5.Determine the correct chronological sequence of ancient human history:
a) Paleolithic, Mesolithic, Eneolithic, Neolithic, Bronze Age, Iron Age

b) Paleolithic, Neolithic, Eneohic, Mesolithic, Bronze Age, Iron Age

c) Paleolithic, Mesolithic, Neolithic, Eneolithic, Bronze Age, Iron Age

d) Paleolithic, Neolithic, Mesolithic, Eneolithic, Bronze Age, Iron Age

6. Trypillia culture developed in the territory of Ukraine in théoleing

a) Eneolithi¢
b) Bronze Age
c) Neolithig

d) Paleolithic

7. Forms of appropriative economy of ancient people:
a) agriculture, cattle breeding, weaving

b) gathering, hunting, fishing

c) gathering, hunting, cattle breeding

d) hunting,weaving, fishing

8. No matter how invincible seemed Cimmerian warriors, from the second

half of the 7th century BC they were conquered by tribes of

a) Cimmerians
b) Sarmatians
c) Goths

d) Scythians

9. Choose statements about the Scythians (3 cameuters)
a) NnAnimal styl eo



b)oEach of them;i s a horse archero
c) Engaged in agriculture
d) They buried their dead in mounds

10. The ancient name of the Dnieper is
a) Borisfen

b) Tiras

c) Tanais

11. Sarmatians ruled in Ukraine in:

a) lll century BC- Il century AD;

b) VII century BC - Ill century AD;

c) V century BCi Il century AD,

d) www -4 emiryAD.y BC

12.Who described the Scythians and Sarmatians:
a) Homer

b) Aristotle

c) Herodotus

d) Diogenes

The Sarmatiankved in camps in:

a) tents, which were insulated in winter

b) in semiearthen wooden houses covered with straw
C) in stone houses

13. Sarmatians fought against: (three answers are correct)
a) Romans

b) Cimmerians

c) Pontic army led by King Mitidates

d) with ancient polises: Olbia, Thira, Nikonia

14. What branch of the economy was leading among the Cimmerians?
a) agriculture

b) livestock

C) craft

d) trade

15. The emergence of which tribes in the south of Ukraine coincides with
the begnning of the Early Iron Age?

a) Cimmerians

b) Scythians

c) Sarmatians



d) Goths

16.Which people drove the Scythians from the Black Sea steppes in the
[l century AD?

a) Cimmerians

b) Sarmatians

c) Goths

d) Huns

17. What are the names of buildingswvhich nomadic peoples who lived
in the Black Sea steppes, buried their dead leaders, kings, etc.?

a) pyramids

b) temples

c) mounds

d) necropolis

18. Sarmatians are considered to be related to:
a) Cimmerians

b) Goths

c) Scythians

d) Huns



LECTURE 2. GENESIS OF UKRAINIAN STATEHOOD IN THE
MIDDLE AGES: SCIENTIFIC CONTROVERSY

1. Theories of origin and stages of the Kyivan Rus state formation.

2. Features of the Kyivan Rus political organization.

3. The historical fate of Ukrainian statehood inthe European context.

1. Theories of origin and stages of formation of the state of Kyivan
Rus

The question of the Old Russ state origin is debatable. In the historical
literature there are two theories of state formation in the Eastern Slavs: Norman
(its representatives are German scholars Z. Bayer, G. Miller, A. Schlotzer) and
antrNorman (M.V. Lomonosov and M.S. Hrushevsky).

In the picturea monument to the founders of Kyiv

Norman theory

It should be noted that the discussion was largely directed in the linguistic
field and concerned the etymology (I
historical sources, this term is interpreted differently. Some researchers are
trying to prove itg=innish origin, others are looking for its roots in the Swedish
language. AntNor mani sts associate the name



central Ukraine- Ros, Rostavytsia, Rusa, thus proving its local, Slavic origin.
Moreover, they claim that no lrie or people <called n
Scandinavia and is not mentioned in ancient German sources, including sagas.
Most Russian and Ukrainian Soviet scholars held-ldatman views. It is
known from historical sources that the Normans or Vikings appeardde

lands of the Eastern Slavs from the middle of the VIII century. The local
population called the Scandinavians Vikings, who in search of new lands went
on long journeys, engaged in trade, piracy, raids. In fact, the Vikings are not an
ethnic group, bt a way of life in representatives of different tribes, mostly of
North German origin. In Scandinavia itself, the Vikings were called Vikings, in
Europe- the Normans. The Vikings laid and mastered the trade route through
the Slavic lands to Byzantiuinif r om t he Vi ki ngs to th
way, they came into contact with the Slavs, traded with them, and often settled
on their lands. The first princes of the Old Rus state also had Scandinavian
names. It should be noted that at the initial stagadib&ussion was based on
erroneous principles, which were the basis of the concept on the one hand and
on the other. The parties considered the emergence of the state, firstly, as an
instantaneous culminating act, and secondly, as a direct consequence of a
particular historical figuré activities. Each position had its own argument,
which led to a further deepening of the discussion, its periodic outbvstaite

same time, the explanation of the statehood process as a consequence in the long
evolution of social development, comprehensively substantiated statements of
historians and archaeologists about #m@mergenceof sociceconomic and
political preconditions for forming the state fttre Eastern Slavs, even before

the arrival of the Vikings(improvemem of agricultural technology, promotion

of crafts, revival of tradedecay of the primitive communal system, class
differentiation, separation of tharmy led by the prince into a privileged
corporatian, formation of a common culture) artthe factthat East Slavic
society already had its prestate formations, createghlound for modern,
qualitativdy new vision of the Slavic state. At theeginning of the ninth
century,in the north of Eastern Europe there were already-aeleloped in
economic,cultural, political fields Slavic citstates, among which ehcities of
Novgorod and Pskov we well known. However, in 862, for some unclear
reason, the inhabitants of Novgorod, the llmen Slovenes, invited Varangian
prince Rurik, who founded the Rus dgita which then red for several
centuries in thee lands. The veracity of this version, as stated above, has always
been questioned by many historians. Most likely, only the very fact of ®urik
rule is true, but the establishment of this rule took plagethe traditional
method of that time- the insidious capture of cities. And later the court
chroniclers of t he Ru rthekistaryi to preve thes | i ¢
legitimacy of their maste@power. Thus, Rurik could not create a state because
he did not have such experience, secondly, states were created long before his
appearance in the Slavic lands. Rurik, and later Oleg did not create a state, but
seized power in the states that had already existed before them. Througk Rurik



son Igor (Ingvar Scandinavian), as will be shown later, the Rurik dynasty was
formed, which ruled Rus and then Russia for several centuries. Thus, the sprout
of statehood was not brought to us by the Vikings or Khazars. Statehood grew
on local soil, long before the aral of the Vikings due to the complex and leng
term socieeconomic and cultural development of ancient Slavic society. At the
same time, in the ninth century, the process of unification of the East Slavic
tribes around Kyiv took place. Kyiv was a signifitdrade, cultural and military
center. Like most large cities, Kyiv owes its magnificence to its favorable
geographical location. Gradually, it became the main transit hub of the trade
route from Scandinavia to Byzantium. He was destined to become tkieapol
center of the Slavic world. This is what the wiallown Soviet historian B.O.
Rybakov said: Alf we | ook at the map
realize the important strategic role of Kyiv in the era when thousain8tavic
migrated to soth to the rich Byzantine cities and fertile cultivated lands. All the
largest rivers of the Dnieper basin converged to Kiev: upstream from Kiev
flowed into the Dnieper Berezina, Sozh, the huge Pripyat and Desna, Teterev.
The basins of these rivers coverdte lands of the Drevlians, Dregovichs,
Krivichs, Radimichs, and Northerners with a total area of about a quarter of a
million square kilometers. And all this huge space, all the roads from it to the
south, to the Black Sea, were blocked by a fortres€ymn Hill. Consolidation

of East Slavic tribes around Kyiv. In 882, Prince Oleg of Novgorod and his wife
went down the Dnieper, took Smolensk, Lyubech, approached Kiev, cunningly
captured it, killed Prince Askold of Kyiv and began to rule in Kyiv. @eg
origin is not completely clear: who he wasa prince, boyar or leader of his
squad. Most historians believe that he was the regent of the young Igor, the son
of Prince Rurik of Novgorod, who died in 879, and possibly a relative of Rurik.
The consolidatiof Kyiv and Novgorod in the second half of the ninth century
marked the beginning of a single early feudal state. For the first time in history,
Southern Rus united with Northern Rus. The reign of Oleg in Kyiv-GB8)

was the beginning of the East Slawibes consolidation around Kyiv and the
strengthening of the early feudal stat€yivan Rus. Ole@ power extended to
Kyiv, Novgorod, Chernihiv, Pereyaslav, Smolensk and other cities. All the
tribes paid tribute to the prince and were obliged to prokide with military
assistance. Kyiv became the fimother ¢
the Agrand dukeo, Aunder whose ar mo
possessions, was forced to enter into a military conflict with the Khazars, from
which he emerged the victor. The Rus prince and merchants were very
interested in constant and peaceful trade with Byzantium. But Byzantium itself
tried to maintain control and take a leading place in its foreign trade, and
therefore did not allow foreigneinto their country, did not open the markets of
their cities, or imposed a huge duty on foreign goods. Oleg made two victorious
campaigns in Constantinople in 907 and 911. The RBggantium Treaty of

911 provided for the payment of a significant cdnition by Byzantium, duty

free trade, granting preferential terms to Russian merchants in Constantinople,



and so on. According to Arab sources, after the resounding victories over
Byzantium, Oleg made several campaigns against the Arab Caliphate on the
souhwestern coast of the Caspian Sea. During one of them (912) he died. After
Oleg® death, Ruriés son Igor (91845) became the head of the Kyiv state. He
spent most of his time on military campaigns. He annexed to Russia the territory
between the Dniesteand the Danube. In 915, Igor was the first to face the
Turkish-speaking Pechenegs, signing a peace treaty with them, which was
broken 15 years later (because of Byzantium, which was not interested in
strengthening Rus). Defeated by Byzantium in 941, tggutured Derbent and

the Southern Caspian (Byzantine allies).

He won a small victory over Byzantium in 944. Due to the high cost of
military campaigns, lgor increased the tribute, which led to his death (killed in
945 by the Drevlians for trying to collettibute a second time). After Igar
death, his wife Olga (Helga) (94%54) took the throne of Kyiv. She avenged the
murder of her husband, destroying 5,000 Drevli&t®e arried out tax reform,
determining the amount of tribue A ur ok s 0 (| lacessad trilsule a n
collectoniipogostso (graveyard). She per s
established diplomatic relations with Germany, raising the prestige of Kyivan
Rus. Olga was replaced by her son Svyatoslavi@B2), the first prince of the
Varangian Rurik dynasty with a Slavic name. He spent most of his life in
military campaigns, using offensive tactics, speed and suddenness. Svyatoslav
defeated the Khazar Khaganate, Volga Bulgaria, Danube Bulgaria, and others.
He introduced the traditionf @ppointing his sons as princes in other cities (to
strengthen the consolidation of Rus), wanted to move the capital from Kyiv to
Pereyaslavets on the Danube (crossroads of trade routes), but was defeated in
971 at Dorostol by the Byzantines, thereforeounced claims to the Danube
land. In 972, returning to Kiev, he died in battle with the Pechenegs near the
Dnieper rapids. Although there is another version: he, being a pagan, actually
died at the hand of a murderer who was sent by supporters of Glitysba
rivals for the princely throne. Thus, the characteristic features of this stage in the
history of Kyivan Rus were: the entry of the Old Rus state into the international
arena, constant mobility of its borders, expansion of the country, the fothes of
state not on domestic but on foreign policy; manifestation of the state elite
activity (prince and his squad) mainly in the military sphere, which gave it land,
wealth, markets, power; insufficient consolidation of territory and state; the
weakness ofhe Grand Ducal power, which was not yet clearly organized and
centralized.

Anti -Norman theory

Ruling of Volodymyr and Yaroslav. After Svyatos@awleath, as a result
of a long struggle between his sonsp | ody myr |, ni cknamed
A Ho | y othe thtowedHe reign of Volodymyr the Great (980015) was the
beginning of a new stage in the history of Kyivan Rus, a stage of prosperity.
Sitting on the Grand Ducal table, the new ruler proved to be an authoritative
politician, a courageous warrior,far-sighted reformer, a subtle diplomat. He



allegedly embodied a qualitatively new level of government. With the military
campaigns of 98193 against the Yatvyags, Vyatichi and Horvaths, Volodymyr
completed the long process of forming the territory ofklger state. Stretching

for almost 800,000 km, the ancient Rus state became the largest country in
Europe. Volodymyr fought seven victorious wars with the Pechenegs, as
reported by AThe Tal e of Bygone Year
the authotly of the Grand Ducal government in ancient society. The final stage
in the formation of ancient statehood required significant social changes aimed
at consolidating the country. That is why Volodymyr carried out several
reforms. The administrative reforoonsisted in the transfer of the principality
lands, where the local rulemsere dependent on the Grand Duke rule, to the
twelve sons of the prince, the grand ducal officials and close boyars. As a result
of the separatism break in the tribal elite, thiealr division of ancient Rus
society was replaced by territorial division, which is one of the main features of
the established statehood. Military reform was aimed both at strengthening the
countryds defense capabilities and strengthening the personaérpofvthe
Grand Duke. |l ts essence was the |iqglt
merging of the military system with the system of feudal land tenure. These
reforms required changes in the field of ideology. Religious reform began with
an attempt d modernize paganism. However, the old pagan faith did not
contribute to the process of forming new social relations, its-btakging
potential was clearly insufficient for such a large and polyethnic state as Kyivan
Rus. That is why the most importaathievement of Volodymyr was the
baptism of Rus in 988. Christianity became the state religion. The Reformation
legacy of the Grand Duke included the introduction of a new set of laws of oral
customary | aw, call ed the «afomedthec!| er
basis of the first written collection of legal norms inRW Tr ut h of Ya
(1016). After Volodymyés death, conflicts arose among the Rurikoviches.
Eventually, the Grand Duke became Yaroslav, who later, a few centuries after,
was calledVise by historians. The reign of Yaroslav (161854) was the time

of the highest development and the greatest rise of Kyivan Fes.Grand

Duke directed all his efforts to continue the caus€abddymyr - strengthening

unity, centralization of the ate, its Europeanization. Yaroslav was a prince
builder, a princeeducator. Yaroslav paid considerable attention to the security
of state borders. First of all, he undertook to strengthen the southern borders. In
1036 he finally defeated the Pechenegso¥kav managed to return the lands in

the west, which were captured by the Poles, to conquer the Baltic tribes.
Yaroslav the Wisg foreign policy was based on the word of a diplomat, not on
the sword of a warrior. An important place in the internationdtig® of the
Kyivan prince was played by a kind o
of favorable alliances and agreements through dynastic marriages. This allowed
Yaroslav to become an influential European politician. During the reign of
YaroslavVolodymyrovych, the internal development of the state intensified.



In the picturePortrait of Yaroslav the Wise on a tvoyvnia banknote of
1992

The name of this prince is associated with the creation of the first written
code of | arw su twiith, regiRated the internal feudal relations.
Yaroslav initiated the development of education, because he introduced schools
in churches. He supported the church: many monasteries and temples were built
in Kyiv. In 1051, without the knowledge of the Cdtastinople Patriarch,
Yaroslav appointed Hilarion head of the Russian Church, which aimed to
liberate the national church hierarchy from the control of Byzantium. Yaroslav
the Wise left behind a possession that stretched from the Baltic to the Black Sea
ard from the Oka to the Carpathian Mountains.

2. Features of the political organization of K/ivan Rus.

Kyivan Rus is an early feudal state with a monarchical form of
government. During the BXIII centuries power has undergone a complex
transformation.

For a long time, the original democratic institutions continued to exist
the Peoplés Assembly (Chamber) and the Council of Elders. Over time, the
National Assembly turned into a meeting of soldiers and military leadership.
Military democracy gradually turgeinto a militaryhierarchical government
the reign. Bodies of public seffovernment were transformed into bodies of
domination and suppression. The military leader of the great union of tribes
became the state rulethe prince. Gradually, the role tife Peoplés Chamber,
which previously decided all the most important cases, is declining: now it is
convened when the prince needs it. The importance of the geopiktia is
lost. At the same time, the role of the pricecequad is growing professimal



soldiers who served the prince, helping him in implementing domestic and
foreign policy. With the help of his squad, the prince conquered new lands,
collected tribute, brought order to the annexed lands. The prince settled with the
warriors part of theribute (IX - early XI century.). From the second half of the
XI century senior warriors increase their land holdings and real estate. They
gradually formed a class of large feudal landowners, boyars, who received from
the prince patrimony for the servifarge land holdings, which the boyars could
inherit). The noblest warriors, together with the court aristocracy, formed the
Boyar Rada (Council) a permanent advisory body of the prince. The standing
army consisted of a younger squad. Part of this arthg princés bodyguards
and servants was employed directly in the household at the pdmamurt.
From this part of the squad over time formed the p@ceurt- the nobility,
with whom the prince had a closer relationship

At the stage of the staterfoation asquadstatehood waformed: on the
basis of the prind@s squada primitive governmenjustice and tributeapparatus
was formed During this period, thsquad performediot only the role of the
army, but also advisers. The central figure of tgdnood form wa the Grand
Duke, who showd himself more as a military leader than as a statesAtahe
stage of the Kyivan Rus rise, a centralized monarchy was formed: all power is
increasingly concentrated in the hands of the Grand Duke, his sgkes d
back seat to public affairs, and the pritecdecision is influenced only by part of
the senior warriors and natives of the old tribal aristocradgoyar Rada
(Council). During the formation of the Kyiv state, a significant role was played
by the vche - the peoplés assembly of the adult male population, which
decided important public and state affairs. During the whole peridtyioin
Rug existence, the princely power dominated, but in the moments of its
weakening, the boyar power and the viche came to the fore. Thus, the defining
features of this stage in the history of Kyivan Rus were:

1) completion of the state territasy/formation;

2) shifting the attention of the princely power from the problem of land
conguest to the problem of their assimilation and keeping under control;

3) breaking the separatism of local tribal elite and strengthening
centralized power;

4) replacement of the bal division of ancient society by territorial;

5) introduction and spread of the state consolidating ideolegy
Christianity;

6) emergence of written codified law;

7) The Rus state became a typical early feudal monarchy, a full member
of the Christian Ewopean community.

3. The historical fate of Ukrainian statehoodin the European context

The twelfth andthirteenthcenturiesin history wentdown in history asa
period of feudal fragmentation.After the deathof the Grand Duke of Kiev
Mstislav, son of Volodymyr Monomakh, Kyivan Rus split into many



principalitiesandlands.Undoubtedlythe main reasonfor the split of the great
centralizedstatewasthe lack of local princesand boyarsinterestin the strong
powerof the GrandDuke of Kyiv. The developmenbf separatéandtenureand
the possibility of inheriting land madethemfull -fledgedowners,independenof
Kyiv.

Seriousreasondor fragmentationinclude the large size of the stateand
theassociatedlifficulties of governancethelack of a clearsystemof succession
andprincelystrife.

In the processof decentralizationKyiv, Chernihv-Siversky,Pereyaslav,
Volyn, Halych, Volodymyr-Suzdal, Polotsk and other principalities are
distinguished.

Local princesreform the stateapparatuscreatetheir own armedforces-
squadsPrincipalitiesare now divided into volosts(parishes)wherethe prince
appointedii p o s a d(maydsy. dhe role of the peoplés council gradually
decreasedAlthough in Novgorod and Pskov the form of governmentwas a
boyarrepublic.

The Kyiv principality remainedthe national center,which housedthe
residenceof the metropolitansin fact, therewasonly a changein the form of
governmentSomescholarscall it a federalmonarchy becauséhe mainissues
of domesticandespeciallyforeign policy weredecidedcollectively by the most
influential princes.An importantargumentin favor of sucha policy was the
constanthreatfrom the Polovtsiansin the 60-70 yearsof the XII centurythere
aretwo centersthataretrying to unite the Ruslands- Kyiv andVolodymy-on-
Klyazma. But strengtheningof the nobility& influence, which put their own
local interestsabove the national, again causesaggravationof inter-princely
relationsandacceleratiorof fragmentation.

At theendof XII - beginningof XIlI century,in CentralAsia, a powerful
military-feudal Mongol state wasformed.In 1206it washeadedoy Temuchin,
proclaimedas GenghisKhan. Immediately,wars of conquestigainstneighbors
beganandthenthe TatarMongolsgraduallyadvancedo the bordersof Kyivan
Rus. In 1223, on the Kalka River, the 25,000strong TatarMongol army
inflicted a crushingdefeaton the squad<f the SouthRusprinces,who, evenin
the face of formidable danger,could not step over the strife and act together.
The nextcampaignagainstRuswasstartedby the TatarMongolsin 1237under
thecommandof Genghiskhands grandsorBatu. During 12371238the landsof
Ryazan\Volodymyr, SuzdalandYaroslaviwereseized.

In 1239 Batu capturedPereyaslavand Chernihiv and moved to Kyiv,
where Danylo HalytskyGs voivode ruled - Dmytro. In the autumrm of 1240the
assaulbeganWith the help of wall-breakingmachinesthe conquerorsnvaded
Kyiv, but the townspeoplecontinuedto defendthemselvesbravely. The last
point of the defender8 resistancewas the Church of the Tithe. The city was
looted and destroyed According to legend,Voivode Dmytro was savedfor his
courage.Then Kamyanets)zyaslav, Volodymyr, and Halych becamethe prey
of theconquerors.



In the picture:Destructionof Kyiv by theMongolTatars

Due to the largenumberandstrongorganizationof TatarMongol troops,
on the one hand,and scattering military unpreparednessf Russiantroops,on
the other,Batuwasableto join his empire- the GoldenHorde,which covered
theterritory from the Uralsto the Black Sea,almostall of Rus.

In additionto the TatarMongols,Ruspreferredio conquerthe Crusaders,
Polish and Hungarianfeudal lords. However, Danylo Romanovychthe prince
of GaliciaandVolhynia, managedo quelltheirencroachments.

The TatarMongol invasion greatly slowed down the socioeconomic,
political and cultural developmentof ancientRus. Feudalfragmentationwas
virtually preserved,and there could be no questionof reviving ongs own
statehood.

Having playedthe role of a buffer for the countriesof WesternEurope
(the TatarMongols no longerhadthe strengthto obtainit), Ruswasunderthe
yoke for manyyears.Only the GaliciaVolyn principality formally managedo
maintainlimited independencerecognizing,however,the power of the Horde.
Otherlandshavelost al independenceThe princeswere forcedto recognize
themselvessvassalf the GoldenHorde,from the handsof the khantook the
right to rule (label)andpaid a heavytribute.

Galicia-Volyn principality . After the deathof Yaroslavthe Wise with
the beginningof feudal fragmentationthe Galician principality separatedrom
Kiev. The first Galician princes were the descendant®f the grandsonsof
Yaroslavthe Wise - Rostyslavychiandin Volhynia - Mstydavychi, who traced
their lineageto Volodymyr Monomakh.A featureof the political life of Galicia



was the significant influence of the nobility, which was formed not from the
princes squad, as in other lands, but from the tribal nobility. It was the
Rogdyslavychi, seekingto establishtheir dynastyin Galicia, who broughtthe
boyarelite to power,giving thempositionsandestatesln addition,a significant
sourceof enrichmentof the Galiciannobility wasthe salttrade.In generalthe
political situaion duringthe rule of the Rostyslavychensuredhe dominanceof
thenobility, which could afford to keepeventheir own fighting squads.

The unification of Galicia took place under Prince Volodymyr (1124
1153), and the Galician principality flourished under his son Yaroslav
Osmomysl(11531187). Then new cities and fortressesare built. Yaroslaws
campaignsgainstexternalenemiesvere successfulThus,in 1183he captured
12 Polovtsian khans. After the death of Yaroslav Osmomysl (1187), his
illegitimate son Oleg took the Galician table. However, Galicians rebelled
againsthim in favor of the legitimate ruler - the eldestson of Yaroslav -
Volodymyr. Boyars,dissatisfiedwith his ruling, tried to invite to the principality
of Volyn Prince Roman Mstyslavych. However, Volodymyr Yaroslavych,
relying on the supportof GermanPrinceFriedrich Barbarossand Polish King
Casimir,regainedhe princes table.

After the deathof the last Rostyslavych- Volodymyr (1199), Roman
Mstyslavych,relying on warriors, burghersand part of the nobility, united the
GalicianandVolyn landsinto a singleprincipality, which graduallybecamehe
successoof Kiev.

Forming a centralizedstate,RomanMstyslavychresolutelyopposedthe
Galician nobility, which opposedhim. Having made successfulcampaigns
againstLithuania, Poland,Hungary,and the Polovtsians RomanMstyslavych
raisedtheinternationalprestigeof the state.ln 12021203he extendedhis power
to theKyiv andPereyaslavegions.In 1205,duringthewar with Poland,Roman
Mstyslavychwasambushedndkilled. After that, the powerful stateformation
actuallydisintegrates.

The Galician boyars were not interestedin the restorationof a single
Halych-Volyn principality and organizeda revolt, as a resultof which Roman
Mstyslavyclis widow Hannaand her young sons Danylo and Vasylko were
forced to flee from Halych to Volodymyr-Volynsky and then to Poland.The
periodof internecinewarsandforeigninterventionbegan.Only in 1238Danylo
wasableto captureGalicia, defeatingthe combinedforcesof the local nobility,
Hungarianand Polish feudal lords. Volyn receivedthe Volyn lands,although
both principalitiesexistedas a whole. Danylo HalytskyG domesticpolicy was
aimedat strengtheninghe state.Cities were built, new onesappeared Lviv,
Kholm. In 1239 Kyiv was annexedto the principality. The Orthodox Church
wasstrengthened;ulturedeveloped.

However, Danylo Halytsky®s activity was interrupted by the Tatar
Mongol invasion.As early as 1223, Galiciantroopstook partin the battlewith
GenghisKkhanonthe Kalka River. However,Danylo Halytsky no longerhadthe
strengthto harm Batuds invasion.In particular,large cities were lost - Halych,



Volodymyr, Kamyanets. Later Danylo Halytsky made successfultrips to
Lithuaniaand Poland.In 1243 he capturedLublin and the land of Lublin. In
1246,Danylowentto Sarai- the capitalof the GoldenHorde,wherehereceived
from Batu alabelfor the reign. But whenhe returnshome,he beginsto prepare
to fight the Horde, concludingmilitary agreementsvith Polish princesandthe
Hungarianking. PopelnnocentlV providedactive supportto Danylo Halytsky

in his antiTatar policy. In 1253, in the town of Dorogozhyn,Danylo was
crownedpapallegate.

In the picture:King DanyloRomanovych

But the main ally of Danylo Romanovychin 1251 was Volodymyr -
SuzdalPrinceAndriy Yaroslavych.The Horde decidedto defeatthe Rusalone
andsenta hugearmyto Andriy. And in 1258the Horde,led by Burundai,forced
Danylo Halytsky to destroy his own great fortresses- Lviv, Volodymyr,
Luchesk.

In 1264 Danylo Romanovychdied. The gradualdecline of the Galicia
Volyn principality begins. Until 1270, Volyn was owned by his brother



Vasylko, and GaliciaandKholm by Danylads sonsLev, Mstyslav and Shvarpo.
Lev (12641301) movedthe capital of the principality to Lviv. Having agreed
with the Tatars, he made expeditionswith them to Poland, Lithuania, and
Hungary,annexingTranscarpathiavith MukachevoandUzhhorod.After Levés

death, his son Yuri | (13011308 or 1315) again headedthe united Galicia

Volyn state,becauseafter Vasylko the Romanovdynastyin Volhynia did not
actuallycontinue Volodymyr-Volynskyi becamehe capitalof the principality.

Thesonsof Yuri |, Andriy andLev Il (1308or 1315- 1323)werethelast
of the Romanovychfamily of GalicianVolyn princesandruledtogether.They
concludedpeacetreatieswith the CrusadersLithuania, and Poland.Died in
battleagainsthe Tatars.

Galician boyarsinvited to the princes table Andriyé and Lev& nephew
Boleslaw,who after the conversionfrom the Catholic faith to Orthodoxywas
namedYuri Il Troydenovych.He settledrelationswith the GoldenHorde and
the GrandDuchy of Lithuania,makinga joint campaigrwith the Tatarsin 1337
to Lublin. This,in turn, repulsedPolandandHungary.Yuri Il wasforcedto sign
the Visegrad Agreementthat after his deaththe throne would passto Polish
King Casimirlll. After that,the Galicianboyars,wastingno time, poisonedhe
lastGalicianVVolyn prince.

Later,the Galicianboyarsrestrainedhe pressureof PolandandLithuania,
trying to win theindependencef the GalicianVolyn state.ln 1349,Galiciawas
captured by Polish King Casimir Ill, and before that Lithuania annexed
Volhynia. The Galidan-Volyn statecease$o exist.

The role of the GaliciaVolyn principality asthe main political centerof
all Ukraineafterthe declineof Kyiv wasvery significant.It formedthe ideaof
statehoodin the Ukrainian lands, protecting them from enslavementby
neighboringstates Continuingthe besttraditionsof Ukrainian nationalculture,
the GaliciaVolyn principality at the sametime provideda fruitful influenceof
WesternEuropeartivilizationson this culture.

SELF-ASSESSMENTQUESTIONS:

1. Explain the main provisionsof Normantheory. What role did the Vikings
playin Kyiv state?

2. Which princeis associatedavith theemergencef Kyivan Rus? Why?

3. Showthe statebuilding activitiesof thefirst Kiev princes.

4. What was the contribution of Volodymyr the Great in strengthening
Ukrainianstatehood?

5. Whenwas Christianity introducedin Rus?Why Volodymyr stoppedat the
churchByzantinemodel?

6. Whatwasthe significanceof Christianityintroduction?

7. Whatfactscanyou confirmwith thatunderYaroslavthe Wise Kyivan Rus



reachedhe peakof its power?

8. Explain the reasonsfor the feudal fragmentationof Kyivan Rus. Why
Volodymyr Monomakh only managed to slow down the process of
disintegration?

9. What is the significanceof the Kyiv periad of statehoodn the history of
Ukraine?

10. Why exactly in the territory of Galicia and Volhynia found their
continuationstatebuilding traditionsof Kyivan Rus?
11.Underwhatcircumstancesvasformedthe GaliciaVVolyn principality?

12. Explain the cawsesof i u n r ie ghe history of the principality after the
deathof RomanMstyslavovych1205?

13. What were the consequencesf the Mongol-Tatar invasion of Ukrainian
statehood?

14. Describethe formationof the GoldenHordeandthe Mongol-Tataryoke.

15. What was the contribution of Danylo Romanovychin strengthening
Ukrainianstatehoodn theterritory of SouthwesterfRus?

16. Why is the reign of Danylo Romanovychcalled ii t Hirgt Ukrainian
ki ngdomo?

17.Determinethe historicalsignificanceof the Galicia-Volyn principality.

18. Why in the fourteenthcenturythe Ukrainianpeoplewere not lucky enough
to preserveheir statehood?

19. Identify the main stagesof formation and developmentof GaliciaVolyn
Russia.

20.Whatarethefeaturesf the Galiciadevelopmenin X-XII centuries.?
21.Whatprincesof the Rostyslawdynastyin Galiciado you know?

22.Whatdid the LyubetskyCongressnark?

23.Whois Prince Yaroslav Osmomysland what are the main featuresof his
domesticandforeignpolicy?

24 Whatarethefeaturesof Volyn developmenin the X-XIl centuries.?
25.Whatprincesof the Mstyslavychdynastydo you know?
26.Whywerethe VVolyn princes,andnot the Galicianones,ableto unitethetwo
principalities- GaliciaandVolhynia?

27.Who is Roman Mstyslavorych and what is his role in the formation of
GaliciaVolyn Russia?

28.Whois Prince Danylo Halytsky andwhat is his role in the developmenbf
Halych-Volyn Rus?

29.Give ananalysisof the Mongol Tatarinvasionimpacton the developmenof
GaliciaVolyn Rus?

30. Describethe political systemandsocicclassstructureof GaliciaVolyn Rus.



TESTS

Choosehecorrectanswer.

1. WhenwasKyivan Rusfounded?
a)in VII-VIII centuries;

b) in VIII - IX centuries;

c) in IX-X centuries;

d) in IX century.

2. Who andwhenintroducedChristianityin Kyivan Rus?
a) Olga;a) 960;

b) Volodymyrthe Great;b) 987;

c) Yaroslavthe Wise; c) 988;

d) Volodymyr Monomakhd) 1113

3. Whendid Kyivan Russplit into separatendependenprincipalities?
a)in the XI century;

b) in themiddleof the XIl century;

c) atthebeginningof the XII century;

d) in thesecondhalf of the XIll century;

4. Which of theKyiv princessaid:fi L &iév bethemotherof Russiarc i t i es 0 ?
a)Oleg;

b) Igor;

c) Olga;

d) Yaroslavthe Wise.

5. Which of theKyiv princeshistorianscall thetestof Europe?
a) Volodymyr Monomakh;

b) Yaroslavthe Wise;

c) Volodymyrthe Great;

d) Svyatoslav.

6. Monk Nestorwroteil T hT&eof bygoney e ar s 0 :
a)in 1113;
b) in 1125;
c)in 1068;
d)in 1037,

7. Thefirst tax reformwascarriedout:
a)Olga;

b) Yaroslavthe Wise;

c¢) Volodymyr Monomakh;

d) Svyatoslav.



8. Whenandin which citiesof Kyivan Ruswerebuilt famousmonuments
and

a)in Kiev, X century.

b) in Chernihiv,1128

c) in Chernihiv,1032-1030.

d) in Kiev, 1037

9. When Danylo Halytsky joined the Halych-Volyn principality to Kyiv
principality?

a)in 1228;

b) in 1238;

c)in 1239;

d) in 1237

10. Galicianprincipality separatedrom Kyivan Rus:
a) attheendof the Xl century;

b) atthe beginningof the XIl century;

c) in thesecondhalf of the XII century.

d) in theXIll century.

11. The Polish historian Jan Dlugashwrote aboutthis GalicianVVolyn prince:
A Hwasa manof agility andnobility, generougo the clergy. During his reign,
Rusenjoyedthe benefitsof peaceandgreatp r os per i t y o ?

a)Yuri I

b) Lev Danylovych;

c) Andriy andLev ll;

d) RomanMstyslavovych

12.In whatcenturyGalicia'Volyn stateis declining?

a) in themiddle of the XIV century;

b) atthe beginningof the XIV century;
c) in the15thcentury;

d) in the sixteenthcentury.

13. Which of the Galician princesfor greatintelligenceand agility nicknamed
the Eightfold?

a) Yaroslav(11531187);

b) Volodymyr (1124- 1153);
c) Volodymyr (11871199);
d) Theruler (1097- 1124).



14.Whatis thetime of thefirst written mentionof Lviv?
a) 1256;

b) 1240;

C) 1264,

d)1253te.



LECTURE 3: THE LATENT PERIOD OF UKRAINIAN STATE
FORMATION: DIVERSITY AND CONTRADICTION OF
INTERPRETATIONS

1. Historical and political aspect of foreign expansion into Ukrainian
lands

2. Ukrainian society in the processes of integration of Lithuania and
Poland and the creation of the PoliskLithuanian Commonwealth

3. Evolution of the Ukrainian Cossacks. The phenomenon of the
Zaporizhzhya Sich

1. Historical and political aspect of foreign expansion into Ukrainian
lands

Ukraine in the early XIV century found itself in a difficult situation: the
MongolTatars devastated Rus land, exhausted the people, dispersed the Rus
princes, established cruel yoke of the Golden Horde; Lithuania, Poland,
Hungary, Moldova, Turkey, and eventually the Principality of Moscow began to
fight for Ukrainian lands. It should be noted that the conquest of Ukrainian lands
took place in various ways, from dynastiamages to seizure of these lands by
force.

Having emerged in the middle of the 13th century, the Lithuanian state
gradually increased its influence and expanded its territory. Thus, under Prince
Gediminas (1314.341), it captured a large part of Belarasd his sons Olgerd
and Keystut annexed the Cherni8werskyi region (1352358), Podillya
(1363), and Kyiv region (1362). From now on, the history of Ukrainian lands
becomes connected with the history of feudal Lithuania.

All power in the Grand Duchyfd.ithuania was concentrated in the hands
of the Grand Duke. Unlike Kyivan Rus, the principalities in Lithuania did not
have autonomy, and gradually the local princes were replaced by Lithuanian
governors. The system of direct relationship between milgaryice and land
tenure enabled the Grand Duke of Lithuania to have a significant army and
control virtually all resources of the state.

One of the main foreign policy tasks of the Lithuanian state was the
struggle against the Golden Horde. A significament was the victory of the
LithuanianUkrainianBelarusian army over the Tatltongols in the Blue
Waters in 1362. In fact, the Tatl®longol yoke in the Ukrainian lands was
abolished during the reign of Vytautas, son of Keystut (1B820). But there
was a real threat from the Teutonic Order. In addition, after the battle of
Kulikovo field (1380) the influence of Moscow increased. All this led to the
choice of Lithuaniés ally in the person of Poland, which also became dependent
on the Kingdom of Hungary.

The secret of such a rapid development of the Lithuania Grand Duchy
was, first, that the state actually expanded due to the merger of dynasties: the old



- Rurykovych and the newGediminovych. From the point of view of unwritten
medieval international V& the extension of power of Lithuanian princes to
Ukrainian (Russian) lands was legal, because due to dynastic ties they turned out
to be the closest relatives of the Galician dynasty, which ceased to exist after the
death of Yuri Il (Boleslav). Secondhé Gediminovyches, who united different
peoples under their rule, did not produce the advantages of any one of them, but
formed a polyethnic state. Third, the Lithuanian princes pursued a prudent and
cautious policy of preserving the existing Rus statecatdral traditions. In all

n principalities the old, timéested political and administrative apparatus
continued to operate. AWe do not di
n o v e-lthisywas the slogan under which the penetration of Lithuaniarpow
took place. Fourth, Lithuanian princes began to renounce paganism and accept
the Christian faith. Therefore, according to the ideas of those times, Lithuanian
princes were not Aforeignerso but dnf
establishmenof Lithuanian power over southwestern Rus dates back to the
crisis of TatatMongol statehood, which facilitated the liberation of Rus lands
from TatarMongols and increased the authority of Lithuanian rulers as
liberators of Christians from infidels. $ix representatives of the
Gediminovych dynasty usually married Rus princesses, spoke Rus, and were
half Rus by blood. Thus, the presence of Ukrainian lands in the Lithuanian
Russian state had the following political features: 1) all Ukrainian lands that
were part of the Lithuanian state were considered the property of the Gediminas
dynasty, retaining, especially at first, the previous political and administrative
system, some autonomy, legal tradition, ancient local customs, the Orthodox
faith, which was etively adopted by Lithuanian rulers. 2) Rus princes and
boyars on the basis of agreements with the Grand Duke of Lithuania served him
as vassals. 3) there was a prospect of further development of the new state as an
Orthodox LithuaniafiJkrainian state.
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In the pictureGrand Duchy of Lithuania



A large part of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania consisted of East Slavic
lands, where local feudal lords, as a rule, preserved their estates. Lithuanians
borrowed the previous structure of government, military omgdian, judicial
system, and so on. Although it should be recognized, first, that since the XVI
century Lithuanian statutes, codes of medieval law of the Grand Duchy,
operated in the Ukrainian lands. Secondly, despite the fact that Lithuanian lands
actually accounted for only about one tenth of the entire state, Lithuanians did
not assimilate into the East Slavic ethnic group, but, on the contrary, further
intensified centralist tendencies.

On July 1, 1569, in Lublin, the Sejm approved a union act procligithie
unification of the Kingdom of Poland and the Grand Duchy of Lithuania and the
formation of a new federal state, the Rzeczpospolita. Some Ukrainian nobles
opposed the union for a long time Oleksandr Chortoryiskyi, Konstantin
Ostrozkyi, Bohdan Korskyi, Kostyantyn Vyshnevetskyi. The latter delivered a
speech in the Sejm, which i s worth q
Grace, we join as voluntary and freso that we are not degraded in our noble
honors, for we are a nation so noble tha will not give way to any other
nation in the world. We have princely families especially glorious and respectful
by their origin- we would be sorry if their honor had to be violated by anything.
Therefore, we ask that they be left in their honor. Alge,belong to different
religions, especially Greek, not to be humiliated and not forced into another
religiono. Af t er S 0 me Lithuani an,
dissatisfied with the Polish project of the union, tried to gather a noble militia to
fight for their rights, King Sigismund Il Augustus annexed the Ukrainian lands
- Podlasie, Volhynia, and then Kyiv and Bratslav, equalizing aristocracy of these
lands in rights and privileges with the Polish nobility. The rebels were forced to
return to he Sejm. Deputies of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania signed an act of
state union and took an oath of allegiance to it. This meant the creation of the
new state: the Polishithuanian Commonwealth (literally from the Polish
language- a common cause). It wds have an elected king, a Sejm, a single
foreign policy, a common treasury. Lithuafiautonomy was preserved only in
matters of local selfovernment, the organization of the armed forces and in the
legal sphere. Ukrainian lands were not even part efLithuanian autonomy,
but were included in the Polish voivodship&us (Lviv), Belz (Belz), Volyn
(Lutsk), Kyiv (Kyiv), Podil (Kamyanets), Bratslav (Bratslav). The voivodships
were headed by appointed Polish magnates.

2. Ukrainian society in the proceses of integration of Lithuania and
Poland and the creation of the PoliskLithuanian Commonwealth

The Union of Lublin in 1569 contributed to the strengthening of Polish
social, national, religious, and cultural expansion. Most of the Ukrainian lands
were occupied by the largest Polish magnate families, who became unlimited
owners there. Serfdom is intensifying. The Lithuanian Statute of 1588, which
was in force in the Polishithuanian Commonwealth together with Polish



feudal law, finally enslaved the peads who had lived on the land of the feudal
lord for 10 years. Unlimited serfdom and the prohibition of transition were
recognized.

Polish-Lithuanian—Ruthenian
Commonwealth (1658)

Treaty of Hadlach was designed to elevate the Cossacks and Ruthenlans
to the position equal to that of Poland and Lithuania in the Polish-
Lithuanian Union and in fact transforming the Polish-Lithuanian
Commonwealth into a Polish-Lithuanian-Ruthenian C ealth.

Historical maps of Ukraine

In the picture: Polish Lithuaniani Ruthenian Commonwealth (1658)



After the signing of the third Lithuanian statunel588 and the resolution
of the Sejm of the Rzeczpospolita in 1573, the peasantry became permanently
enslaved and completely dependent on the power of the feudal lord. According
to these two laws: Polish lords became the owners of all the lands of the
Commonwealth; the peasants were attached to thésl@states; the peasants
were forbidden to move to another place without the permission of the lord; the
ladies searched for the fugitives and punished them; the owners had the right to
punish all disobeéint peasants; serfs had to work unlimited serfdom in the
estates of the feudal lords; the right of patrimonial (lordly) court over peasants is
finally fixed for landowners; peasants no longer had the right to appear in court
independently; a single class serfs was created by merging enslaved servants
with other categories of dependent peasants; the right of inheritance belonged to
the sons, daughters could receive no more than a quarter of the property in the
form of a dowry. The serfdom remained naturBut commoditymoney
relations developed, which undermined its isolation, and gradually the
subsistence economy of the peasants, whose labor maintained the estate, was
replaced by the commodity economy of the landlorfilsvarks. However, such
farms coull not exist without the forced labor of dependent peasadgdom.

In addition to farming and cattle breeding, which were the main occupations of
Ukrainian and Lithuanian peasants, filwarks also developed industries, including
beekeeping, milling, brewg and distilling. Trade in the products of these
industries also gave significant profits to landowners. Such filwark economy led

to the landlessness of the peasants, the spread of serfdom and the development
of serfdom.

In 1557, the King of the Commonwé#aSigismund |l Augustus approved
t he | aw fiCh aa légal docdment ondgrasian sl financial and tax
reform in the Grand Duchy of Lithuania. This document contained 49 articles.
The reform was carried out in the Grand Ducal possessionghunalia, Belarus
and partly in Ukraine. According to t
the Grand Duke were measured and divided into equaliivégys with an area
of 16.8 to 21.8 hectares, depending on the area. These plots became the only
unit of taxation. The best arable land was allocated for farms, the rest was
distributed among the peasants.

The cities devastated during the Mongaitar invasion were gradually
rebuilt. Over time, they became centers of crafts, trades and trade, as well as
political and cultural life. Polish kings saw the cities as a source of income, and
also sought support toombat the arbitrariness of the nobility, so they gave
some cities charters of Magdeburg law (first appeared in the XIlII century in
Magdeburg (Germany). In the X{XVIII centuries. Ukraine). According to this
charter: the authorities had no right to govéhe city and judge its inhabitants;
the burghers could independently choose the court and the ciyoselfnment
bodies (magistrate) headed by the viit. After the election of the magistrate, the
city formally left the power of the mayor and magnatks; population of cities
had the right to regulate the activities of shops and merchant corporations, as



well as to resolve issues of guardianship, inheritance of property, etc; social
inequality among the burghers was legitimized. According to theirsstttay

were divided into the rich (merchants, moneylenders, owners of handicraft
workshops, guilds, wealthy artisans) and the urban poor (apprentices, students,
servants, hirelings, neguild artisans); also in the cities peasants, soldiers,
Cossacks, gery, clergy lived. In the XIV¥XVIl centuries Lviv, Kamianets
Podilskyi, Lutsk, Kyiv, Vinnytsia, Bratslav, Chernihiv, and other cities had
Magdeburg rights. The first among them was Lvi¥356, and Kiev began to

use the Magdeburg law only in 149497 pp.Thus, after the conclusion of the
Krevsk Union (1385), the Ukrainian lands finally lost the remnants of
autonomy, and from 1480 fell into the epicenter of the Mosktiluanian
confrontation. When the Polidhthuanian Commonwealth was formed (1569),
theybecame an integral part of Poland, which led to the forced polarization and
catholicization of the Ukrainian people.

3. Evolution of the Ukrainian Cossacks. The phenomenon of the
Zaporizhzhya Sich

The question of when the Ukrainian Cossacks arose, who bean
considered the first Cossacks, what are the social sources of the Cossacks, etc.
has long attracted the attention of both domestic and foreign researchers. Over
time, a number of versions of the Cossackgjin:

1) come from the ancient Goths or Khagzar

2) are descendants of the Turkic tribe of black hoods, which existed in
ancient times;

3) the ancestors of the Cossacks were Cherkasy (Circassians), who during
the existence dyivan Ruslived in one of its provincesTmutarakan;

4) the first Cossacksere Tatars, who separated from their horde;

5) the first Cossacks were brovnikirobbers of Kyivan Rus times and
others.

Most of these theories were based on the fact that the first mention of the
Cossacks is contained in the Mongol chronicles of timeednth century. (1240).
However, they did not take into account the difference between individuals or
small groups who led a specific way of life, and a large social stratum that
opposed itself to other segments of the populatjpeasants, burghers.

Instead, Soviet historiography ignored another skethwn fact- the first
mention of the Cossacks as a large part of the population dates back to the
fifteenth century. (1489), is contained in the chronicle of M. Belsky in
connection with the descriptionf the Polish kings campaign against the
Tatars. Despite the fact that enslavement of the Ukrainian peasantry took place
only in the sixteenth century, most Soviet historians linked the emergence of the
Cossacks with the enslavement of the peasantry,asioig economic, political,
national and religious oppression by the Polish nobility, which pushed the
peasantry to mass escape to free lands anegglhization in new places of
residence. The main reason for the emergence of the Cossacks was cotwsidered
be the class struggle of the peasantry against Polish feudal exploitation, and the



main social source of the Cossat@ksmation- the serfs. Another picture seems
more realistic. l ndeed, some fACossac
They could b&Khazars, Brodniks, black hoods, Tatars and Polovtsians.

In the picture: The founder of the Ukrainian Cossacks was Baida
Vyshnevetsky

However, the emergence of new social strata of the population, no doubt,
should be associated with large social processes. Such a process was the
transition of Russian (Ukrainian) lands under the rule of the Lithuanians, as a
result of which a large numbef Rus warriors, representatives of the princely
administration, lost their jobs. Under the circumstances, they had no choice but
to look for a place to live outside the Lithuanian state. In particular, in the
Dnieper. This itself can explain, for examptbe fact that at the head of the
Cossack battalions were, as a rule, noble people, even princes (D.
Vyshnyvetsky). It is difficult to imagine that the prince agreed to lead a peasant
herd. On the other hand, we can assume that at the new place ofaesiden
professional Rus soldiers are forced to coexist with the local Fapaaking
population- Tatars, Polovtsians, to assimilate it. Hence the Turkicreetiei

ARCossacko, and the peculiarities of
some charactesiic elements of Turkic clothing (for example, trousers), the
Cossack Aherringo, which has |l ong be

and so on. Another thing is that later, when rumors began to spread about the



existence of a free Cossack society, seglof free life and adventure from
various Ukrainian lands and even other countries began to flock to it. Among
them were representatives of various population segméimésbourgeoisie, the
clergy, the petty gentry, as well as, as an exception, thameasAmong the
reasons that led to the rapid growth of the Cossacks, we can highlight the
following: - social (strengthening the feudal exploitation of the Ukrainian
population by Lithuanian and Polish magnates and gentry, legal registration of
serfdom @& the peasantry from the feudal lordsgconomic (lack of arable land,

the need for colonization of free lands of the Wild Fietlde steppes beyond the
Dnieper rapids); political (the desire of the Polish administration to attract the
Cossacks to thservice to protect the southern borders from the Tatar threat);
nationatreligious (opposition to the policy of colonization and Catholicization
of the Ukrainian population, the Catholic Chuilattack on the rights of the
Orthodox);- strategic (threiafrom the Crimean Khanate).
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In the picture: Accompanying Ukrainian Cossacks to war

The military factor had a significant influence on the formation of the
Cossackstate.In the XV-XVII centuriesthe southof Ukraine was engulfedin
flamesof continuousstruggleagainstthe TatarTurkish invaders.For defense,
fortifications were built of cut down and choppedlogs. Among the first
organizersof the Cossackdetachmentsvere the eldersof the border towns:
Ostafiy Dashkovych,Bernard Pretvych,as well as the sonsof the magnates
Zaslavskyi,Koretskyi andothers.Fromthe middle of the XVI century the pace
of formation of the Cossackstratumis accelerating.The founding of the



ZaporizhzhyeSich playedanimportantrole in this processin the middle of the
XV century.ZaporizhzhyeSich (thatis, fortifications on the rapids),foundedby
Dmytro Vyshnevetsky becamethe centerof Ukrainian Cossacksunification,
andthe armywasnamedZaporizhzhyaAt differenttimes, Sich waslocatedon
different islands. In total, there were 8 Sicheson the territory of Ukraine:
Khortytska, Bazavlutska, Tomakiwska, Mykytynska, Chortomlytska.
OleshkivskaKamyanskaNovaor PidpilnenskaFugitivesbeganto gatherhere
not only from Ukraine,but alsofrom Poland,Belarus,Moldova,andRus.Very
soon Zaporizhzhyaturnedinto a mighty fortresssurroundedby a high fence
with cannons.Gradually, the Cossackswere divided into different Cossack
strata:Sich Cossackgalmostall thetime werein the Sich,belongedo a certain
hut), registeredCossackgwerein the serviceof the Polishking, receivedpay
and land for their duties,as well as exemptfrom taxes), palanquinCossacks
(family Cossacksvho lived on farmsandwinter quarterspelongedo a certain
palanquin) unregisteredCossackgnotincludedin theregistersof the Cossacks,
the poorestand most active in social demonstrationof the Cossacks).The
Zaporizhzhyagrassrootsarmy had the featuresof a democraticrepublic. The
Sich Rada (Council) was the highestlegislative and administrativebody. It
consideredssuesof domesticand foreign policy, tried criminals, electedthe
government- military and palanquinofficers (camp chieftain, judge, osavul,
clerk, hut chieftains,military officers, cornetandothers).In the Sich therewas
no feudalownershipof land, serfdom,formal equality betweenall Cossack®n
land, participationin councils,but betweenthe sergeantand ordinary Cossacks
therewas social inequality, which causeddissatisfactiorof the poor Cossacks
(gray). ZaporizhzhyaSich had a kind of military-administrativeorganization.
The Zaporizhzhyaarmy had two divisions - military and territorial. The army
was divided into 38 huts (PashchukPereyaslavKaniv, Irkliiv, Korsun,etc.),
andthe territory wasfirst divided into 5 andtheninto 8 palanquinsThe name
A h ucbndesfrom the wordsi s mo Kt@somo klewasusedin the senseof
hundredsyegimentspartsof the army. Palankditerally meansi s ma bt t r e s S
in the Tatar language.The military Kleinods of the Cossacksconsistedof a
mace,apen,abunchuk,akorogva,a seal,andcauldronsor timpani.

SELF-ASSESSMENTQUESTIONS:

1. Which stateswere Ukrainian lands divided betweenin the XIV
century?

2. Why is the Grand Duchy of Lithuania called the latent form of
Ukrainian

statehood?

3. Explainthe contentof KrevskandGorodelunions.

4. Whatwasthepolicy of PrinceSvydrygailo?



5. How wasthe Commonwealtiformed?What werethe consequencesf
this eventfor the Ukrainianlands?

6. WhatwasPolands policy towardsUkrainianlands?

7. How did the situationof the UkrainianOrthodoxChurchchangen the
fourteenthandsixteenthcenturies?

8. Whatwerefraternities?

9. Evaluatethe activitiesof PrinceK. Ostroh.

10. What are the reasonghat led to the Brest Union? Analyze different
pointsof view onthis event.

11. Pick up the factsthattestify to the strugglefor the preservatiorof the
UkrainianOrthodoxChurchin thefirst half of the seventeententury.

12.Describethe reformactivitiesof MetropolitanPeterMohyla.

13. Whatis therole of the CrimeanKhanaten the history of Ukraine?

14.Discovertheorigin of thewordi Cos s ac k 0 .

15. Describethe preconditionsandcause®f the UkrainianCossacks?

16. Describethereformactivitiesof MetropolitanPeterMohyla.

17.Whatis therole of the CrimeanKhanatein the history of Ukraine?

18. Discovertheorigin of thewordi Cos s ac k 0 .

19. Describethe preconditionsandcause®f the UkrainianCossacks?

20. What factorscontributedto the transformationof the Cossacksnto a
new Ukrainiannationalelite?

21. Provethat the ZaporizhzhyaSich was a stateand political formation
of the Ukrainianpeople And cantherebeanoppositepoint of view?

TESTS

1.Whatexternalfactor playeda decisiverole in the accessiorof the lands
of formerKyivan Rusto the GrandDuchyof Lithuania?

O Mongolianyoke;

b) expansiorof the GermanCrusaders;

c) dynasticunionof LithuaniaandPoland;

d) formationof the Moscowstate.

2. The struggleof Polandand Lithuaniafor the GalicianVVolyn heritage
ended:

O Yivision of possessionef the principality betweerthetwo states;

b) entryof all possessionsf the principality in Lithuania;

c) devastationand depopulationof lands, turning them into the Wild
Field;

d) preservatiorof the GaliciaVolyn principality asa vassalf Poland.

3. As aresultof which event the GrandDuchy of Lithuaniasecureyiv,
Podillya,Pereyaslav?
O Battle of the Blue Waters



b) battleon theriver Vorskla
c) Battle of Wilkomir
d) Battle of Grunwald

4. Whatregionis mentionedn thepassagérom thesource?

A A f thesdeathof King Casimir,this regioncameunderHungarianrule.
However,afterthe conclusionof the Krevsk Union, Polandregainedts strength
andfinally annexedttoitspossessi ons. 0

O Volyn

b) Galicia

c) Podillya

Transcarpathia

d) Questionb

5. Who in thelate XV - early XVI centurieswascalledthefiuncr own e
kihgofRu s 0 ?

O LConstantinef Ostroh

b) Yuri Drohobych

c) FedorKoriyatovych

d) YanDlugosh

6. The Battle of the Blue Waterswasdecisivein:

O )hestruggleof LithuaniaandPolandfor the GalicianVVolyn heritage

b) transition of Ukrainian lands underthe rule of the Grand Duchy of
Lithuania

c) establishinghe GoldenHorderule in Rus

d) in the processf liquidationof the specificUkrainianland®system

7.Which Ukrainian lands becamepart of the Kingdom of Polandearlier
thanothers?

O Galicia

b) WesternPodillya

c) Volyn

d) Right Bank

8. The CrimeanKhanatewasformedasa resultof disintegration:
O Kyivan Rus

b) GrandDuchyof Lithuania

c) OttomanEmpire

d) GoldenHorde

9. Collectionof thelaw normsof Kyivan RusXI-XIl centuriesi Rus si an
T r u wasactivelyusedin courtproceedings:
O Commonwealth



b) GrandDuchyof Lithuania
c) CrimeanKhanate
d) Kingdomof Poland

10. An exampleof the struggleof the GrandDuchy of Lithuaniaagaing
the GoldenHordefor the heritageof Kyivan Rusis the battle:

O bntheriver Blue Water

b) nearDorogochyn

c) ontheriver Kalka

d) nearYaroslav

11. PrinceCostyantynlvanovychof Ostrohbecamefamousasa military
leaderin thewarswith:

O LCrimeanTatarsandthe MoscowEmpire

b) Kingdomof Polandandthe GrandDuchyof Lithuania

c) Kingdomof Hungaryandthe Principality of Moldavia

d) OttomanEmpireandthe TeutonicOrder

12. Thefinal liquidation of the Volyn andKyiv principalitiesin 1452and
1471ledto:

O expansiorof voivodshipadministrationn the Ukrainianlands

b) abolitionof Magdeburdaw in Ukrainiancities

c) introductionof serfdomin Ukrainianlands

d) entryof Ukrainianlandsinto the Kingdomof Poland

13.Ukrainianlands becamepart of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania as a
result:

© ronclusionof the KrevskUnion

b) struggleof Lithuanianprincesagainsthe Mongol khans

c) long struggleof LithuanianprincesagainstMoscowprinces

d) conclusionof a dynasticalliancewith thelastGalicianVVolyn prince

14. As aresultof theMoscowLithuanianwarsof the XV-XVI centuries:

O JheKyiv andVolyn principalitiesof Lithuaniawereabolished

b) The GrandDuchy of Lithuaniaandthe Kingdom of Polandconcluded
theKrevaUnion

c) ChernihivSiverskylandsbecamepartof the Moscowstate

d) the Orthodoxpopulationof the GrandDuchy of Lithuaniacameunder
theauthorityof the MoscowPatriarchate

15. Which statewas the CrimeanKhanatein the vassaldependencef
from 1478t0 17767

O Commonwealth

b) MoscowKingdom



c) OttomanEmpire
d) GrandDuchyof Lithuania

16. TheKrevskUnionis anagreementhatprovidedfor:

O )unification of the Kingdom of Poland and the Grand Duchy of
Lithuaniainto the federalstateof the Commonwealth

b) return of princely landsto PrinceVytautasand recognitionof him as
thei | i f reu loodtigedsrandDuchyof Lithuania

c) the annexationof the Grand Duchy of Lithuaniato the Kingdom of
Polandandthe marriageof PrinceJagielloto Queenladwiga

d) restorationii f o r @fvthee Kyav and Volyn principalitieswithin the
Kingdomof Poland

17.During thereignof which princein the GrandDuchy of Lithuaniawas
includedmostof the Ukrainianlands?

O Gediminas

b) Olgerd

c) Lubart

d) Vytautas

18. As aresult of the conclusionof the Krevsk Union:

O )ithuaniaandPolandwereunitedinto a singlestate the Rzeczpospolita

b) there was a split in the Orthodox Church and the formation of the
GreekCatholicChurch

c) the internal political struggle in the Grand Duchy of Lithuania
intensified

d) Ukrainianlandsmanagedo getrid of Mongolrule

19.Whois consideredhefounderof the CrimeanKhanate?
O Haji Giray

b) IslamGiray

c) MangleyGirey

d) DavletGirey

20.Which separateprincipality in the Ukrainian lands was finally
liquidatedby the GrandDuke of Lithuaniain 14717

O Volyn

b) Podolsk

c) Chernihiv

d) Kyiv

21. Thecapitalof the CrimeanKhanatewasthe city:
O Bakhchisarai
b) Coffee



of:

c) Digging
d) Gezlov

22. At the end of the XV centurythe CrimeanKhanatebecamea vassal

O PttomanEmpire

b) Commonwealth

c) GrandDuchyof Lithuania
d) AustrianHabsburgs



Lecture 4 UKRAINIAN NATIONAL STRUGGLE (mid -seventeenth
century). COSSACK-HETMAN STATE: PROBLEMS OF SCIENTIFIC
RETHINKING

1. Ukrainian national revolution: debatable issues.

2. The Age of Ruin and the loss of territorial integrity in the late
seventeenth century.

3. Elimination of the Ukrainian statehood institution by tsarism in the
eighteenth century: regularity or colonial policy.

1. Ukrainian national revolution: debatable issues.

The main achievement of the National Liberation War was the
establishment of the Ukrainian statdhe Hetmanate. The peculiarity of the
Cossack state was its militanatue. It was conditioned both by theeed to
fight for independence and by the traditions of the Zapmhya Army. During
the summer and autumn of 1648, Ukrainian central and local authorities, judicial
institutions were formed on the liberated Ukrainian lands, a new principle of
administraive-territorial division was introduced, and a new sesg@nomic
structure was gradually formed. Various strata of the Ukrainian society of that
time (Cossacks, Ukrainian Orthodox nobility, bourgeoisie and clergy) were
involved in the development of tistate.

Since 1648, the system of public authorities of the Cossack state was
developed as a holistic, hierarchical, with a fairly clear structure and functions.
This system had three levels: general, regimental and hundredth. The first
consisted of the hhgpst state power and administratibondies: the highest
collegial bodies- the General (military) council, the council of officers, the
hetman as head of state and the general (hetman) government. Thevsei@nd
regimental Cossack councils, colonels, megntal governments. The thivdere
hundreds of Cossack councils, centurions, hundreds of governments. In large
cities, the administration was carried out by magistrates, in small (privileged)
atamans, in ordinary cities elected policemen and in villags - village
atamans. Accordingly, the branched judicial system of state courts was built:
hundreds, regimental courts (boards) and the general court; estates and special
courts.



In the picture: portrait of Bohdan Khmelnytsky

The Ukrainian state wabeaded by a hetman elected by the general
military council in the Zaporizhzhya Sich. This tradition of his election by the
General Council will be preserved in the Hetmanate until 1750. The terms of the
hetmanship were not set. Hetmaas éectediifor termof hislifeo, i.e. for life.

Hetman had broad powers delegated to him with the election of the
General (General) Council. He was the head of state, he had legislative, supreme
administrative and military power, he acted as the highest appellate condtagai
the existing judicial bodies, approved court verdicts, often appointed a sergeant
general and colonels, had the right to distribute state lands.

The most authoritative collegial body in the Cossack state was formally
recognized as the General Cossauokifary) council, which with the change of
its state and legal status became known as the General. It was traditionally held
to address the most important and urgent issues of domestic and foreign policy.
The competence of national councils of Cossackooosry law and hetmdn
universals included constituent, legislative and control powers: election of the
hetman, general sergeant and general government or their elimination,
authorization (adoption) of laws, decistaraking on war and peace, conclusion
of agreements with other states, administration of justice. Thus, in 1648 there
were several meetings of the General Cossack Courmil the election of



Hetman B. Khmelnytsky, resolving issues of military action against the
Commonwealth, the terms of thenastice it, relations with the Crimean
Khanate, Russjaetc During the war, the General Councils attached great
importance to the preservation of the state, peace, and the conclusion of military
alliances. Such issues were considered at almost all ceuncil6481654.
According to the Cossack custom, the council had the right to make decisions on
military strategy, to authorize or annul resolutions of the council of elders or
decisions of the hetman, to control their activities.

The territory of the Cosgk state in accordance with the terms of the
Treaty of Zboriv consisted of the lands of the former Kyiv, Chernihiv and
Bratslav voivodships and covered 200 thousand square fkom the Sluchi
River in the west to the Moscow border in the east and frenPtlpyat basin in
the north to the steppe strip in the south.

Chyhyryn became the capital and hetisamsidence.

The Polish administrative system was abolished in the liberated lands.
Voivodeships and counties were liquidated, and regiments with thewr ow
territorial divisions were created instead. In 1649, the entire territory of the
Ukrainian state was divided into 16 regiments (on the Right Bahkon the
Left Bank- 7 regiments).

The center of the regiment was one of the significant cities of the
regimental territory.

Each regiment was headed by a colonel who was elected by the
regimental council or appointed by the hetman. The colonel concentrated in his
hands military, judicial and administrative power on the territory of the
regiment, that is, édwas not only the military leader, but also had power over all
the inhabitants of the regiment.

The territory of the regiment was divided into-20 and even more than a
hundred. Hundreds, like regiments, differed in area and number. The
administrative ceters of hundreds were cities, towns and large villages.

Military -administrative power in the territory of hundreds was exercised
by hundreds.

The cities that had the Magdeburg right (Kyiv, Nizhyn, Chernihiv,
Pereyaslav, Starodub, Hlukhiv, Poltava, Baturgic.) were governed by
magistrates headed by viyts. In the villages, the affairs were handled by the
elders elected by the peasant community, and the affairs of the Cossacks by the
atamans elected by them.

Zapoizhzhya Sich was a separate administratieeritorial unit in the
state.

The Hetmanate had one of the strongest armies in Europe at the time,
which was created by the efforts of Bohdan Khmelnytsky and an experienced
Cossack officer in the first year of the war by uniting disparate peasant and
Cossick detachments.



The Peoplés Liberation Army numbered more than 100,000 soldiers and
was organized on the regimenhalndredth territorial principle: a certain
territory exhibited several hundred Cossacks, who united in a regiment.

The army consisted ofepresentatives of various segments of the
population. The majority were Cossacks and burghers. However, the core of the
army was the registered and Zapbzhia Cossacks.

The structuring of the army, its material support, combat training and
personnel paty were also carried out according to the traditions of the
Zapoizhzhia Army.

The basis of the Cossack troops was infantry. On the initiative of the
hetman during the National Liberation War, a Cossack cavalry was created,
which in 1649 successfully rnesed the enemy. The active army also included
units of intelligence, fortification and border services, and guard detachments.
Special units provided supplies of weapons, ammunition, food.

Bohdan Khmelnytsky managed to attract talented commanders to the
Cossack army. They came from different social classes, but all of them were
united by an extraordinary devotion to the ideas of the national liberation war
and personally to Khmelnytsky.

Filon Jalaliy, Fedir Veshnyak, Ivan Girya, Maksym Nestorenko, Maksym
Krivonis, Tymysh Nosach, the Vyhovsky brothers, Ngchaan Bohun, Ostap
Gogol (ancestor of Mykola Gogol), Antin Zhdanovych, and MarNebaba
were the closest hetm@nentourage. For example, Fedor Veshnyak was called
Khmelnytsky®s adviser, and contempoies wrote about Philon Jalglthat he
was always with the hetman.

Many Cossack officers came from the nobility. In particular, Kyiv
Colonel Mykhailo Krychevsky, who took part in all the battles of 16d& first
half of 1649, came from the Ukrainianhility of Brest. The ancient family of
Ukrainian Orthodox noblethe Hulyanytskys gave Ukraine three colonels
Gregory, Ivan and Cyril.




Immigrants from the nobility, having become Cossacks, often got to the
General Gancellery, because for the most part they had a good education, knew
the laws and diplomatic etiquette.

There were representatives of burghers and peasants among the Cossack
officers. Former Korostyshiv burgher, and later Chernihiv colonel yart
Nebala, was considered by foreign diplomats to be one of the best colonels in
Khmelnytsky.

The organization of the state apparatus, the maintenance of the army, and
diplomatic activity required considerable funds. Bohdan Khmelnytsky was
directly in charge of monegffairs in the Cossack state.

There were several sources of income for the Military Treasury, and
above all- the land that was transferred to the use of the Treasure, agricultural
industries (mills, breweries, etc.) and rent. A lot of money came fraie {faes
for auctions and fairs, border duties, etc.). There were general taxes in the state.

The peculiarities of the payment aadquisitionof taxes were determined
by the hetma@® universals. The unit of taxation was the yaedthe farm.

Of the bahknotes, the most common were Polish coins, followed by
Moscow and Turkish coins. According to contemporaries, at the end of 1649 the
minting of state coins began; however, those coins were not found.

The Cossack state had its own system of justice. Itisteds of the
General Court, regimental and hundreds of courts.

The highest judicial institution was the General Military Court under the
Hetman. He considered appellate cases of regimental and hundreds of courts, as
well as some cases with which petitiohappealed directly to the hetman.

-------
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In the picture: Hetman Ukraine in 1649654



The General Court consisted of two general judges and a court clerk.

Local courts were presided over personally by colonels or centurions. Not
only Cossacks, but also bingys and peasants were subject to Cossack courts.

City courts operated in cities with Magdeburg law. In addition, there were
also ecclesiastical courts in Ukraine, the force of which extended to the internal
affairs of the clergy.

The establishment of thakrainian Cossack statethe Hetmanate took
place against the background of profound changes in economic and social life.

Large and mediumsized secular land tenure, filwark and serfdom
management system, and serfdom were abolished.

Instead, Cossackgeasant, and state land ownership was formed.

As a result, the social structure of society has changed. Polish magnates
and the Catholic nobility, the Catholic clergy, were forced to leave Ukraine, the
strata that held power in their hands until the bdgmnof the National
Liberation War.

The Cossack stasbegan to playleading role in the life of society.

Power and basic wealth were concentrated in the hands of the Cossack
officers.

Cossack officers were formed from representatives of various social
strata.

The indisputable conquest of the Cossaclustats the personal freedom
of the vast majority of peasants and burghers, who, moreover, were free to join
the Cossack state.

The vast majority of peasants became Cossacks and began to run a free
Cossacleconomy.

The situation of the burghers also improved due to the fact that the
dominance of foreigners in the cities was eliminated and national and religious
barriers to crafts, industry, trade, and participation in-galfernment were
removed.

2. The Age of Ruin and the loss of territorial integrity in the late
seventeenth century.

After B. Khmelnytskys death, his son Yuriy Khmelnytsky, elected
hetman, was replaced by I. Vyhovsky by the decision of the council of elders
and sent to Kyiv to complete h&udies. Thus, the Khmelnytsky dynasty was
removed from power. Violation of the principle of hereditary hetmanship
created a temptation among the officers to fight for power. Many scholars
consider this fact to be one of the main reasons for the destrwftiUkrainian
statehooaf that time

In domestic politics, I. Vyhovsky initially advocated the priority role of
the nobility, ignoring the ancient principles of social organization of Ukraine,
based on the traditions of the Cossacks. He also madessehianges in foreign
policy. Dissatisfied with the interference of Russian officials in Uki@ine



affairs, he began peace talks with Poland. At the beginning of 1658 Vyhovsky
gave the Polish King Jan Casimir consent to the recognition of suzerainty.

An outaged Cossack officerunder the leadership of Kosleader
J.Barabash and Poltava Colonel M. Pushkar gathers an army and actually starts
a civil war. The retman defeated theebellion and severely punished its
participants. In September 1658, negotiations with Poland were continued, and
on September 16 the Treaty of Hadiach was signed, according to which Ukraine
as afRussian principality was part of the Commonwealth as a formally aqu
subject of the federation. The Ukrainian state was recognized within the Kyiv,
Chernihiv and Bratslav voivodships. Authorities were formed on the Polish
model. The state was headed by an elected hetman. Ukraine could have its own
court, army, and treasy but at the same time it was deprived of the possibility
of international relations. The rights of the Catholic and Orthodox churches
were equalized, and one version of the agreement even referred to the
liquidation of the union.

In the picture: 1Vyhovsky

Vyhovskyes prePolish orientation did not find support among the
Ukrainian people. And the Cossacks were openly preparing foattaek At
this time, Russia is starting a war against the hetman. With the help of the
Crimean Tatars, Vyhovskyefleated Russian troops near Konotop in July 1659.
But the hetman could not take advantage of the victory, as aneiheltion



arose against himled by I. Bohun and I. Sirko. Supported by Russian troops,
the rebels defeatl Vyhovsky, and hevas forced taescapdo Poland.

In the picture: Anniversary coin dedicated to the 350th anniversary of the
Battle of Konotop.

In September 1659, at the Bila Tserkva Council, Yu. Khmelnytsky was
again proclaimedhe hetman. He signed with the tsargbvernment the new
Pereyaslav Articles of 1659, which, in contrast to the March Articles of 1654, in
fact recognized the status of Ukraimeextremely limited autonomy within
Russia. The election of a hetman without the &ngermission and foreign
relations were forbidden. Moscow voivodes settled in Kyiv, Pereyaslav, Nizhyn,
Chernihiv, Bratslav, and Uman. The Kyiv Orthodox Metropolitanate was
subordinated to the Moscow Patriarchate.

Pereyaslads articles and relations with Moscow caused extreme
dissatisfation in the rightbank offices, which ultimately led to the division of
Ukraine on a territorial basis.

But in 1660, after a failed campaign of Russian troops in Lviv, Yu.
Khmelnytsky severed ties with Moscow and signed the Treaty of Slobodyshche
with Pdand, which almost repeated the Treaty of HadiaehUkraine returned
to the Commonwealth on autonomous grounds, losing political independence.
This provoked a mixed reaction from the Ukrainian people, and Ukraine was
effectively divided into two partsthe Right Bank under the Polish protectorate
and the Left Bank under the Russian protectorate.

In 1663 Yu. Khmelnytsky renounced the hetmanship, and his place was
taken by the Pereyaslav colonel P. Teterya. In the same year, @Blaok
Councibin Nizhyn, I. Bryukhovetsky, the leader of the Zaporizhzhya Sich, was
elected the lefbank hetman. In 1665 he signed with Russia the Moscow
Articles, which further restricted the rights of the Ukrainian people. This led to a
rebellion inwhich I. Bryukhovetskyvas killed (1668).

At this time, an antfeudal uprising broke out on the Right Bank of
Ukraine, which led to the collapse of the hetmanship of P. yieetetho pursued
a proPolish policy. Colonel P. Doroshenko of Cherkasy (:6636) was



electedthe hetma. Hismain goal was the liberation and unification of Ukraine.
To do this, he proclaims a union with Crimea and Turkey.

In 1667, Russia and Poland concluded the Andrusiv Armistice behind
Ukraine, which, in violation of the March Articles of 1654, dividg&raine.
Left-bank Ukraine with Kyiv remained part of Russia, and Smolensk and
Siverska Zemlya returned to it. Righénk Ukraine passed to Poland.
Zapoizhzhyawas under the rule of both states.

In order to strengthen its position within the country aacuse popular
support, Doroshenko is systematically convening a military council.
Independence from the Cossack officers was to be ensured by a mercenary
army, the secalledserdyukregiments. The settlement of the edges of the Right
Bank, which were prewusly a wasteland, begins.

Relying on the support of the Tatars, Doroshenko is trying to oust the
Poles from the Right Bank. In the autumn of 1667, in front of the united
CossacKrurkish troops, the Polish king recognized the sovereignty of the
hetmanaten the Right Bank Ukraine.

Having established himseifi the Right Bank, Doroshenko prepared a
campaignn the Left Bank, where in 1668 he proclaimed himtdafhetman of
all Ukraine. But at this time the military activity of Poland resumes. Therefore,
leaving Colonel D. Mnohohrishny Chernihivés acting hetmanin the Left
Bank, Doroshenko returned to the Right Bank.

In March 1669, at the Glukhiv Council, Mnohohrishnyas electedhe
hetman, and at the same time the Glukhiv Articles were appragedrding to
which the number of Russian voivodes in Ukraine decreased, and Ukrainian
delegates could take part in Mosaswdiplomatic affairs. Mnohohrishnyand
part of the Cossack officers turn to Russia.

Meanwhile, n the Right Bank, in addition to class with Polish troops,
Doroshenko had additional problemsew contenders for the hetntarmace: J.
Sukhovy, who relied on the Cossacks, and M. Khanenko protege of the
Commonwealth.

In this situation, Doroshenko was forced to strengthen theTarkish
orientation, officially accepting in 1669 the protectorate of Istanbul.

In 1672, Turkey started a war against Poland and won with the help of the
Cossacks. The Buchach Peace Agreement, signed the same year, marked the
entry of RightBank Ukraine intoTurkey. P. Doroshenko was proclaimed the
ruler of Ukraine within the Bratslav and Kyiv regions. Atathime, the
government in Left Bank Ukraineas changing. Instead of D. Mnogohrishny
who had been exiled to Siberia, |. Safeyych was electethehetman in 1672.

Theemergnceof Turks in Ukraine deprived DoroshenkotbE peoplé
support. In 1674 10 rigHtank regiments passed to |. Satoeych.

Under such circumstances, in September 1676, P. Doroshenko
relinquisted the hetmad powers and surrenderém Russia. At the council in
Pereyaslav, |. Samgtovych was proclaimedhe hetmanin both sides of the
Dnieper.



Turkey, trying to maintain its control over Ukraine;akected Hetman
Yu. Khmelnytsky (16771681). But his hetmanship ended tragically: he was
executed by the Turks themselves.

In January 1681, Russia, Turkey, and the Crimea signed the Bakhchisaray
Peace Treaty, under which L&ank Ukraine and Kyiv were part of Russia,
Podillya, and part of the Kyiv region remained behind Turkey, and theotgrri
between the Dnieper and the Southern Bug was to be neutral.

But in 1686 Poland and Russia signed thecated fiEternal Peaag
according to which the Moscow state included the Left Bank, Kiev and
Zapoizhzhya, and the Commonwealtithe Right Bank, @licia, Northern Kiev
and Volhynia. Turkey received Podillya, while Southern Kyiv and Bratslav
remained neutral.

Thus, by the end of the XVII century Ukraine has lost its territorial
indivisibility. The inconsistent policy of the Ukrainian nobility and €ask
officers, the relentless struggle for the hetBanace destroyed the statehood of
Ukraine.

The national liberation war of the Ukrainian people ended in de facto
defeat. Its main reasons were:

A the struggle bet ween awerdtlieypriortu a |
of personal or group interests over the state;

A the embryonic state of the natio

A weakness of the central gover nme

A Weakness -eoohomit policy ef dJkraintan governments,
which eventually led to a civil war.

One cannot ignore the external factoconstant aggressions aimed at
eliminating any manifestations of the independandhe Ukrainian state.

But at the same time the national liberation war of the second half of the
XVII century led to the creation @& national Ukrainian state, strengthening the
traditions of struggle against foreign, social, national and religious oppression,
developing in the Ukrainian people a sense of national identity.

3. Elimination of the Ukrainian statehood institution by tsarism in the
eighteenth century: regularity or colonial policy

At the end of the seventeenth centtivg Left Bank has become the center
of political and cultural life in Ukraine. Ukrainians called this region the
Hetmanate, and the Russians caltddttle Russia. The sergeanh fact ousted
ordinary Cossacks from high positions and removed them fiamicgpation in
government, strimg to obtain special privileges for the king.

On July 26, 1687, the Cossack council on the Kolomak River elected
GeneralSecretary |. Mazepthe hetman. A new agreement with Moscow was
signed here the Kolom& Articles: the hetman had no right to change the
general sergeastithout the tsais permission, a regiment of Moscow riflemen
was stationed in Baturyn, and fortresges were built in the south forovide



protection fromthe Tatars. At the same time, the articles did not allow Russian
voivodes to interfere in Ukrainian affairs.

Once again, Ukrairie autonomy was asserted in a reduced volume. In
addition, due to theestriction of the hetmd@s power, the position of the
Cossack sergeaas strengthened.

I. Mazepa was a highly educated politician. He knew several languages,
amassed a rich library, and went down in history as a great philanthropist: with
his help, moe than 20 great temples, buildings for the KiMwhyla Collegium,
and others were built and restored.

In executingdomestic policy, the new hetman relied on the Cossack
officers - gavethemland, arranged taxes, land ownership. Trying to strengthen
the hémarts power, |. Mazepa introduces a new category of Cossack officers
Bunchulés comrades, completely dependent on him.

In foreign policy, Mazepa refused to focus on Poland, Turkey and Crimea.
Hoping to preserve its autonomy and expand its borders teothte and west,
he pursued a pfvioscow policy. In addition, the hetman was a close friend of
Peter I.

At the end of the XVII century Mazepa and his army took part in Péger |
campaigns against Turkey. The fortresses of Kizikermen and Islamkermen were
capgured. But in 1700 Peter | made peace with Turkey, starting the Northern
War with Sweden for access to the Baltic Sea. The Peace Treaty of
Constantinople was signed, according to which the Dnieper fortresses were to be
liuidated. Azov passed to Russiat liwdid not get access to the Black Sea.

Gradually, Peter | dragged Ukraine into the Great Northern War.

As early as 1699, after the decision of the Polish Sejm to liquidate the
Cossack, an rebellion broke out thera iRight Bank Ukraine under the
leadeship of S. Samus, S. Paliy, and A. Apaz They repeatedly turned to
Russia for help, but aid to the insurgents was clearly contrary to its foreign
policy plans, as Poland was in fact Ruésianly ally in the Great Northern War.

In 1704, by order of Petdr Mazepds leftbank regiments were redeployed to
the Right Bank. The rebetsok it as help from Russia, but the hetman in his
universal revealed the meaning of this action: to help the Pkihgjhto restore
order in the country. However, the rebeld diot stop the resistance, and only
the arrest of Pali and Mazdpacapture of the main cities the Right Bank put
an end to it. Mazepa established himgelfthe Right Bank, increased the
number of regiments, and distributed land to a Cossack afficer

The Great Northern War increasingly oppressed Ukéainaterests.
Thousands of Ukrainians died in the campaigns, on the construction of
fortresses and the new capi&t. Petersburg.

In 1708, Ukraine was threatened by an attack by Poland and Sweden. At
Mazepd@s request for help, Peter | refused. It became clear that the further
centralization of government in Russia and the existence of the Hetmanate were
incompatible. In addition, the participation of the Cossacks in the Great
Northern War revealed thaheir fighting capacity was less than that of the



regular Russian army. When rumors spread of P&eantention to reorganize

the Cossacks and replace the hetman with a Russian protege, both the sergeant
and Mazepa became agitated. Such actions of PEted Mazepa from a legal

point of view, because under the terms of the agreement of 1654, Russia was
obliged to provide military support to Ukraine.
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. JEAN MAZEPPA
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In the picture: lvan Mazepa on an engraving ofl87centuries

Here Mazepa makes his historotoice and begins negotiations with
Sweden. He promises Charles XII winter apartments in Ukraine for the Swedish
army, supplies of food and fodder, and military aid in exchange for freeing
Ukraine from Moscowis influence. At the end of October 1708, Mazégia
Baturyn to meet the Swedes. Later, an agreement was concluded between
Ukraine and Sweden, according to which the latter acted as a guarantor of
Cossack liberties and the inviolability of Ukrainian borders. Mazepalls to
revolt against the Russiatsar did not find support among peasants and
Cossacks who were afraid of regaining the powgrthe Polish nobility.
Therefore, instead of the promised 50,000 troops, Mazepa was able to bring with
him only about 2,000.



In the picture: Charles XlI andazepa on the Dnieper after Poltava

Peter | takes decisive action. The Glukhiv council convenes, where a new
hetman is electedl. Skoropadsky. The Cossack capital Baturyn was destroyed,
and its inhabitants were completely exterminated.

The Cossacks sadl with Mazepa under the command of Kosh Ataman K.
Gordienko. For this, Peter | in 1709 liquidated the Zeghahya Sich.

The decisive battle between the opponents took place on June 27, 1709
near Poltava. The armies of Charles XIl and Mazepa were defeatddhey
retreated to Moldavia under Turkish rule. Here, on September 22, 1709, I.
Mazepa died.

The alliance with Sweden and the defeat in the war with Russia certainly
played a fatal role in the history of Ukraine. The main reasons for the failure of
Mazepds policy can be considered primarily the narrowness of the social base
on which he relied, and the overestimation of Swésldorces. This made it
impossible to preserve the optimal version of Ukrainian autonomy in the most
difficult domestic and forign policy conditions.

In 1710 P. Orlyk vaselected the Hetmaby theremnants of the Cossack
army (17161742), a former general secretary under I. Mazepa. Trying to secure
support, Orlyk created a project call@@lacts and the Constitution of the Rights
of Liberties of the Zaparzhzhya Armyo - an agreement between the hetman,
sergeard and the Cossacks. The articles of the constitution provided for the
establishment of national sovereignty, ensuring democratic human rights, unity
and interaction of the leglative, executive and judicial branches.



Foreign policy provided for an alliance with Sweden and the Crimean
Khan. Mr. Orlyk advocated the inviolability of the borders of the Zaporizhzhya
Army, defined by the Agreement the nvention

In the historica conditions of that time, the proclamation of rights was
purely declarative. Orlyk, supported by Charles Xll, entered into an alliance
with Turkey and the Crimea and in early 1711 organized a joint campaign of
Cossacks and Tatars against Russian troopkiaine. However, the offensive
was unsuccessful, and Orlyk was forced to return to exile.

During |. Skoropadski rule, Moscows control over Ukraine intensified.

A. Izmailov, a resident, was appointed to the hetman. In 1715 Peter | abolished
the electio of officers and colonels. In 1721 Russia was proclaimed an empire.
After the end of the Great Northern War, Peter | took measures to eliminate the
autonomy of Ukraine. In 1722, thiglalorossia Collegium (1722727) was
established, headed by Brigadier \&liaminov. It consisted of six Russian
officers and a prosecutor and shared power wighhigtman. After the death of

|. Skoropadsky, a ban on the election of the hetman was introduced. Ukrainian
issues are transferred from the Board of Foreign Affairs to the Russian Senate.
The appointedhetman P. Polubotok led the strugglginstthe remnants of the
Hetmanate autonomy arabtaired from the Senate a certain restriction of the
Malorossia Collegiunds functions. But in the middle of 1723 he was arrested
and imprisoned in the Peter and Paul Fortress, where he ended his life.

The death of Peter | in 1725 and the threat of wain Wurkey changed
the political situation in Russia. Under the pressure of O. Menshikov, who
owned large estates in Ukraine, in 1727 Peter Il liquidatedMbrossia
Collegium and allowed the election of a hetman. D. Apostol was elected by him
but soonthe sacalledfiDecisive Points appeared, which determined the status
of Ukraine as part of Russia. And for the first time this document arose not in
the form of an agreement, but a royal decrBlee retman had no right to
diplomatic relations, officers a@ncolonels were approved by the emperor, all
customs revenues of Ukraine were to go to the state treasury. In other words, it
was only a matter of a formal restoration of autonomy, although this delayed the
full integration of the Hetmanate into the sturet of the Russian Empire. After
D. Apostobs death in 1734, Empress Anna loanivna (2¥380) did not allow
the election of a new hetman and handed over all power in Ukraine to Prince
Shakhovskyand the secalled Board of the Hetma& government.

In the middle of the XVIII century Cossack officers began to seek the
restoration of the hetmanate. On February 22, 1750, by the decision of
YelyzavetaPetivna, the Board of the Hetm@nGovernment was dissolved and
K. Rozumovsky, the younger brother of the Eagss favorite, waslected the
Hetman. Razumovsky managed to expand Ukéaiaetonomy by returning its
affairs from the Senate to a foreign board. Kyiv and Zapgazivere again
subordinated to the hetman. Razumovsky also restored the composition of the
general foreman and the court.



But in 1754 one of the important signs of autonomy was eliminatieel
state customs on the border between the Hetmanate and Russia. And in 1761
Kyiv came under direct imperial rule.

The new Empress Catherine Il, seekingutafy and centralize public
administration, in 1764, after Razumovékyrequest for the introduction of
hereditary hetmanship and the expansion of his rights, again liquidated this
institution in Ukraine. All power was concentrated in the hands of then8eco
Malorossia  Collegium president (178486), GovernefGeneral P.
Rumyantsev. The board consisted of four Russian representatives, four
Ukrainian officers, a prosecutor, and two secretaries (a Russian and a
Ukrainian). In the early 1980s, the regiment@tem in the former Hetmanate
was abolished. In 1776, Catherine Il liquidated the Sloboda Cossauhst of
the wealthy Cossacks were transferred by order to the Hussars, andtedhe
peasantry. The sergeamneceived the rank of officerand the stius of the
nobility. The SlobodaJkrainian province with its center in Kharkiv was created
in the territory of the Sloboda regiments.

After the conclusion of the Kyuchukaynardzhi peace, Zaporizhzhya
Sich lost its significance as a military outpost agaimarkish and Tatar
aggression. In addition, the Cossacks took an active part in the Hdydama
movement. The troops of Tsarist General Tg&eteturning from the Crimea,
suddenly surrounded Sich. P. Kalnyshevskye last Kosh atamancapitulated
and waslater exiled by the tsarist government to Solpvkossack sergeant
received officer ranks in the Russian army. A large part of the Cossacks moved
to the borders of Turkish possessions and formed the Transdanubian Sich.

In 1781 the regimentdlundred sy®m was liquidated, and the Left Bank
was divided into three governoratesyiv, Chernihiv, NovgoroeSiversky (later
- Malorossia Governefseneral).

In 1783, the Ukrainian National Army, consisting of 10 regiments, was
transformed into reguldPikemenregments on the model of the Russian army.

In the same year, serfdom was extended to the Ukrainian peasantry. In 1785 a
ACharterto theNobilityo was issued, according to which the Ukrainian nobility
received noble rights and privileges.

In the second halffothe XVIII century in Ukraine, the socipolitical
system characteristic of the entire Russian Empire is being established. All
organs of the Ukrainian state were finally destroyed.

SELF-ASSESSMENTQUESTIONS:

1.Discover the causes, nature and drivimmges of the national liberation
war.

2. Name the years of the national liberation war.

3. What periodization of 1648687 events do historians give?

4. Name the main battles of the viaitial period.



5. When was the Zboriv Peace Treaty signed?

6. Whenwas the Bila Tserkva Peace Treaty signed?

7. Compare the terms of the Zboriv and Bila Tserkva peace treaties.

8. When was the UkrainiaRussian agreement signed?

9. Explain the content of th@arch Articleso.

10. What is the assessment of the treaty 6#1given by historians?

11. Evaluate the activities of B. Khmelnytsky.

12. Describe the domestic and foreign policy of I. Vyhovsky.

13. When was the Hadiach Agreement signed? Its conditions.

14. Describe the policy of Yu. Khmelnytsky.

15. Pereyaslav arties of 1659, their content and consequences.

16. When was the Andrusiv Armistice signed? Its consequences.

17. Evaluate the activities of P. Doroshenko.

18. What are the reasons for the defeat of the national liberation war?

19. Discover the historical sigitance of the national liberation war.

20. The period of 6@0-ies of the XVII centuryentered the history of
Ukraine as the time of Ruin. Why?

21. What periodization of the 164&%87events do historians give?

22. Name the main battles of the initiatipe of the war.

23. When was the Zboriv Peace Treaty signed?

24. When was the Bila Tserkva Peace Treaty signed?

25. Compare the terms of the Zboriv and Bila Tserkva peace treaties.

26. When was the UkrainiaRussian agreement signed?

27. Outline the ontent and consequences the Pereyaslav articles of
1659.

28. When was the Andrusiv Armistice signed®/hat were its
consequences?

29. Evaluate the activities of P. Doroshenko.

30.Whatwere the reasons for the defeat of the national liberation war?

TESTS

1. Whenwas the ZapazhianHost (Cossack Hetmanat®ymed?
a) in September 1648

b) in February 1649

c) in August 1649

d) in May 1649

2.Which of the voivodshipwereincluded in the newly formed state?
a) Belzke

b) Kyiv;

c) Chyhyryn

d) Bratslay

e) Chernihiv.



3. Who or what was the highest authority in the state?
a) General Government

b) Hetman

c) General Coungil

d) Council of Elders

4. Who acted as the central body of executive power in the Hetmanate?
a) General Government

b) GeneralCouncit

c) Cossack starshyna

d) Hetman

5. From the positions listdeklow, select the one that did not belong to the
General Government

a) judge

b) clerk

c) colone]

d) treasure

6. Choose the correct answer about the territorial division of the
ZapoizhianHost

a) voivodship- regiment- hundredi county;

b) kosh- hundred regiment

Cc) regimenthundred

d) voivodshipcountyregiment

7. How many regiments were in tmssack Hetmanatd the time of its
creation?

a7

b) 9

c) 16

d) 18

8.Which courudged disputes over land ownership of peasants?
a) provinciaj

b) submaring

C) City;

d) Cossack

9. In which courts were criminal cag@surders, robberi¢gudged
a) fodder

b) Cossacks

C) City;



d) zemstvo

10. The regimentaergeargdid not incluce
a) clerk

b) osavui

C) centurion

d) judge

11. B. Khmelnytskgs foreign policy pursued the goal of:

a) prevening the creation of coalitions of states led by Poland,;

b) providing the most favorable conditions for hostilities;

c) finding allies, first of all the Crimean Khanate and the Ottoman
Empire;

d) forming a coalition against Poland.

12.Choose false statements

a) Hetman was elected governfor a term of 5 years

b) Representatives of théossack starshynavho were at the placef
residence, gathered in the capdt the request of the hetman

c) The convoy, which took care of the material support of the army, rose
to the rank of general sergeant

d) All power over the peasants was exercised by tte vi

e) According to the umersals reeived by the Polish nobles from
B. Khmelnytsky, the nobles were not to exert any coercion on their subject
peasants.

13. Relations between the Ukrainian Hetmanate and Sweden were
established in:

a) 1650;

b) 1649;

c) 1652;

d) 1651

14. The maintask of the international policy of the Ukrainian state was
the successful end of the war with the Poligihuanian Commonwealth and the
unification of all Ukrainian lands:

a)Yes

b) No;

c) ending the war and accepting the protectorate afddw

d) anrexation of Polish lands to the ZapmanHost.



by:

15. The functions of the diplomatic service of the state were performed

a) General Military Council;
b) General Military Office;
c) clerk I. Vyhovsky;

d) diplomatic embassy.



LECTURE 5. REVIVAL OF THE UKRAINIAN NATIONAL SELF -
DETERMINATION IDEA AND STATEHOOD |IN THE XIX th
CENTURY

1. Ukrainian national-state thoughtin the period of the Russian and
Austro-Hungari an empireso rul e

2. Modernization processes in the Ukrainian lands: administrative
political, socieeconomic, cultural and educational spheres

3. Issues of Ukrainian statehood in the socipolitical movement

1. Ukrainian national-state thoughtin the period of the Russian and
Austro-Hungari an empireso rul e

The colonial policy of Russian tsamsin Ukraine led to an increase in
opposition to this policy on the part of the nationally conscisetrata of
Ukrainian society, the intensification of the Ukrainian national movement in
both political and culturaforms. Together, these processes weedled the
Ukrainian national revival of the late XVHXX centuries. The objective
purpose of thee processes was to consolidate the Ukrainian nation and restore
Ukrainian statehood.

The history of the Ukrainian national revival is divided into threeestag
1) heritage collection or the academic stage (end of the XMite 40s of the
XIX century); 2) Ukrainophile, cultural stagéhé 40s of the XIX century end
of the XIX century); 3) the political stage (late X¥X.917 p.).

The Ukrainian national réwval was based on the previous achievements of
the Ukrainian people, in particular, the traditions of national statehood, material
and spiritual culture. The social basis for the potential revival was the Ukrainian
countryside, which retained its main valdanguage. Based on this, the starting
conditions for the revival were better time Dnieper regionas it still preserved
the traditions of the recent staiatonomous system, political, rights, remnants
of the free Cossack state, which was not aftedy serfdom, and most
importantly - here at least partially its own leading clagss preserved- the
former Cossacktarshynahowever, was transferred to the nobility.

The revolution of the end of the XVIII century in France, which
proclaimed thevights of peoples had a significant impact on the beginning of
the Ukrainian national revivalt stimulated interest in the main features of their
community, such as folklore, history, language and literature.

The spread of romanticism as an artistic tramditerature and art also
contributed to the national revival.

The nationalultural revival developed in several directions, among
which ethnographic, literarjnguistic, theatricadramatic, and historical should
be distinguishedThe first stageof thenational Ukrainian revival began with the
publication of folklore collections. In 1777 in St. Petersburg the ethnographic
collection of G. KalinovskyiDescription of Ukrainian wedding folk ritésvas



published. In 1798, Aeneildy |I. Kotlyarevsky was pubished, with which the
beginning of the Ukrainian national revival is mésiguentlyassociated.

The former Cossack elite became the main source of supply for the
figures of the first wavén the Ukrainian national revivallheytried to defend
their rights and privileges, to confirrtheir noble origin, but at the same time
defended the idea of Ukraideautonomy. The need to document the rights of
Cossack officers aroused interest in its history and became the impetus for
national revival. Dissemination offistorical knowledge about the past of
Ukraine was the most significant factor in the establishment of mass national
consciousness. It united people with an awareness of their historical destiny
commonality cultivated patriotism, and supported thaditions of the struggle
for national liberation and statehood.

The national revival was based on the active collection and publication of
historical sources and monuments of historical thought, publication of
magazines and almanacs, creation of hisdbrisocieties, and writing of
generalizing works on the history of Ukraine. An important role in the national
revival was played by the worfiHistory of the Rus (the author is unknown,
first published in 1846). It describes the historical development cdilk from
ancient times to 1769. The author worked in the tradition of Cossack chronicles,
and he used these chronicles, supplementing the exposition with his own
memoirs, and sometimes (XVII century)documents.Ukrainians are called
Rusesin it. The man idea of the work is the natural, moral and historical right
of each people to an independent state and political development, and the
struggle of the Ukrainian people for liberation is the main content of the book.
The central figure in the History ofuR is Bohdan Khmelnytsky, whom the
author praises. In fact, the History of the Rus is a political treatise embodied in
historical form.

The second stageChanges in the sociconomic development of
Ukraine, the deepening crisis of the feudal system ledhnges in socio
political life. In the 40s of the XIX century the opposition strugagminstthe
existing system included not only the advanced representatives of the nobility,
but also dissidents (intellectuals, officials). The national idea is gigdual
developing- an idea connected with the natiosstdte prospects of Ukraine's
development, with the growth of national setinsciousness, the awarenbgs
the Ukrainian people of themselves as an ethnic community. There are political
organizations, whee members aimed not only social but also national liberation
of the Ukrainian people. The first such political organization was the Cyril and
Methodius Society (named after the first Slavic educator€yril and
Methodius), founded in January 1846 Kiyiv. It consisted of 12 people and
several dozen (according to some daip to 100) sympathizers. The organizers
and most active members of the society weré Klostomarov, a professor of
history at the University oKyiv, the son of a landowner and a s&#A. Kulish
- a talented writer, author of the first Ukrainian historical noBlack
Councib; M.I. Gulak - a scientisiawyer, a ceworker of the Governer



Generab ©ffice; V.M. Bilozersky - a teacher of the Poltava cadet corps. In
April 1846 Taras Sévchenko joined the society. According to their views, the
members of the society were divided into two groups: moderate (led by
Kostomarov and Kulish) and radical (Shevchenko, ulak).
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In the picture: members of the Cyril and Methodius Brotherhood

The nembers of the society developed several program documents,
includingthef Books of t he Genesadasdthe btatuteme UKk
these documents, progressive ideas were put forward: the repablibe main
form of political system; overthrow of the autocracy; equality of citizens before
the law; abolition ofpositionsas factors of inequality in society; liquidation of
serfcom; national liberation of the Slavic peoples; dissemination of education.
Considerable attention was paid to the national question, which was considered
in the context of Panslavisnihat theorybecame widespread at that tinms
main thesis was the desito unite all the Slavic peoples into a federation like
United States of America. At the same time, each Slavic people would retain its
independence. Ukraine was divided into two states: Eastern (Left Bank) and
Western (Right Bank); other Slavic peopigsuld also forma stateeach. The
federation would be headed by a gen&ajm of representatives of all Slavic
peoples. Kyiv was not supposed to belong to any state and would serve as a
meeting place for the Geneis¢jm Each state was to have its o&gm and its
own president elected for four years. The supreme central power would belong
to the AllkUnion President, who was also elected for four years.

Cyril and Methodiusmembersbelieved that the creator of history wa
God, and its driving forcevasthe Christian religion. Society, in their opinion,
should be built on the principles of early Christianity (equality, goodness,
justice, the 10 commandmemfEGod.



In their program documents, the members of the society idealized the past
of Ukraine, embelBhed the history of the Cossacks and social relations
(feternal democracy and unity of the Ukrainian pegpl&kraine was given a
messianic role: it was to become the center of the Slavic union.

Tactics for achieving goals in differemiovemend of sociey differed
significantly: moderates considered it possible to implement them in an
evolutionary way, through reforms, propagaratajeducation. The radical part,
led by Taras Shevchenkaghabcated a revolutionary paththe uprising of the
people.

Membersof the society, in addition to developing theoretical documents,
were engaged in practical activities. It was associated with propaganda of their
views and dissemination of the fraternity program documents, the revolutionary
works of Shevchenko, educatan activities, attracting new members,
establishing ties with activists of other opposition movements.

The Cyril and Methodius Society did not last long (until March 1847), so
it could not expand widely. A traitor reported his activities to the tsarist
auhorities, and members of the society were arrested and exiled to various
Russian provinces under police supervision without the right to return to
Ukraine and bannedn engaging in educational activities. Taras Shevchenko,
who was given to the soldiers abdnnedon writing and drawing, wathe most
severely punished.

The significance of the society's activity is that it developed the
theoretical foundations of the national revival of Ukraine, put forward
democratic, amtserfdom, anttsarist slogans, andecame the first Ukrainian
political organization.

The third stage National revival ofthe western landsegan inthe 30s of
the XIX century During thatperiod, Lviv became the center of the national
movement,and the public and cultural associatitfRuthenian Triad" (Ruska
triitsia) (1833) 71 its vanguard Its founders, Markiyan Shashkevych, Ivan
Vahylevych, and Yakiv Holovatsky, students of Lviv University at the time,
spokethe Ukrainian ("Ruska language hence the name of the association.
They faught against political, sociahnd spiritual oppressionstandingfor the
development of national identity of the Ukrainian people. The research and
journalistic activities of theRuthenian Triadwere focused on that They
advocated the development of thational literay language on a national basis
and were stronghagainst attempts to Latinize writing. A characteristic feature
of their literary activity was g beingcarried out in the spirit of romanticism. In
1836 in Budapest they published the alamac Rusalka Dnistrovala (the
Dniester Mermaid, which in content (glorification of Ukrainian history,
poeticization of folk heroes Morozenko, Dovbush) and form (folk language,
phonetic spelling) was #&right phenomenon of literary and sogwolitical
processes. This work was highly appreciated hbyH. lShevchenko and
l. Ya. Franko. The Austrian government confiscated almost the entire edition of
the almanac and placed the publishers under police surveillance.



The activities of theRuthenian Triadusheed in a new stage in the
development of the national movement in the western Ukrainian lands, the
transition from culturological to socipolitical problems.

2. Modernization processes in the Ukrainian lands: administrative
political, socioc-economic,cultural and educational spheres

The crisis of the feudal system, which manifested itself in the decline of
landed estates, the inability of landlords to continue to effectively solve their
sociceconomic problems through serfdom, significant growitlthe peasant
movement wee the main reasons foine 6070s reforms. They were triggered
by defeatin the Crimearwar, whichdemonstratedhe backwardness déudal
Russiato the wholeworld. The government decided to implement reforms from
above, by itself,ather than waiting for it to be dorirom belowo by the people
themselves. The basic principles of peasant reform were set out in the tsarist
manifesto of February 19, 1861 and fiigeneral Provisions on Peasants Freed
from Serfdond. The documents addresk the main issues related to the
abolition of serfdom:

A elimination of personal dependen

Aland allotment tgpeasants and determination of duties for it;

A redemption of peasant holdings.

Serfs ceased to be the property of edlords. They were subject to
economic rightsaccording towhich they were previously recognized for free
persons: to buy and sell property, to open various enterprises.

Peasants were not fully equal in rights with otbecial stratatheir right
to travel was limited, passports were only issued to them for a year, while other
social stratavere granted permanent passpoitse humiliating punishmerit
birching 1 remained. The peasants had to pay a per cémiato serve as
conscrips. The communityand the circular guarantee in the payment of taxes
and performance of duties were preserved.

The land issue was decided in the interests of the landlords. They
remained owners of the land they owned. However, for peasants to perform their
duties (work or raney), landlords had to provide them with an estate and a field
allotment.Peasants had the right to buy the estate and the field allotment only
with the consent of the landlord. Until they redeemed it, they were considered
temporarily obliged to performectain duties indefinitely. Only from Jaary 1,

1883 (22 years laterlpeasants were obliged to buy field plots. Those who
redeemed became peasant owners and ceased to perform their duties. Thus, &
large part of the peasants for a long time was dependehe landlords.

In determining the size of allotmentbey also proceeded from the
interests of landlords. The calculation was as follows: where the land yielded
insignificant profits, allotment rates were set higher (it was more profitable for
landownes to receive a ransom than to run a-{imaome farm); in those regions
where the land was more profitable afeftile, most of it remained in the



possession of the landlords, and the peasants got a small part. As in most of the
six provinces of Ukraine thi&and was of high quality, the norms of peasant
allotment were set lower than in other regions of Russia (for example, in the
Kharkiv province it ranged fro8 to 4.5 tenths). In addition, the landlord had

the right to reduce peasant holdings. As a repalisant land use in Ukraine has
decreased. In the Kharkiv provindeegments accounted for 28%, in Poltava

37% of those lands that were previously used by peasants. In addition, the
landlords kept the best land, and the peasants were given the demsting

them of forests, meadows and other necessary lands.

A redemption operation was also carried out in the interests of the
landlords. The basis for determining the redemption was not the market value of
land and not income from the econorbyt the cash rent of the peasaniiswas
determinedn such a way that the landlord could receive capital that would give
him a profit in interest equal to the amount of the peasant's dues. It was a typical
usurious calculation, very unprofitable and unfair te peasants. In practice,
the redemption amount was determined by capitalizing the anendérfrom
6%, which was multiplied by 16.67. Since the peasant could not pay the full
amount at once, and the landlords wanted to get their money at once, the state
provided the peasants with a loan of 80% of the ransom, which passed to the
landlord. The remaining 20% of the peasants paid directly to the landlord, and
the state repaid the loan for 49 years at 6% per annum. In general, the peasants
had to pay a ransowrf four times the market value of the land at that time. It
was a direct robbery. In fact, the peasants paid not only for land but also for
their freedom. After the reform, 94% of peasant farms had plots of up to five
tithes, which was much lower than therm required to support a family and
run an economically viable farm.

The reform was carried out in the interests of the landlords, but
contributed to the development of capitalist relations.

Subsequently, reforms were carried out in the political sphede62the
police reform was implemented. In eacparish (povit), a parish police
department wa established, headed by a director appointed by the governor.
The parishwas divided into smaller administrative and police unéstates,
precincts (hundreds), settlements. In #states, the police were headed by
district police offices, there were-2 of them in thearish In 1878, assistants
subaltern offices - appeared in thédistrict police offices0 estatesThey were
from 100 b 200 peoplén the province. The city police was created in the cities,
headed by a police chief. Cities were divided into parts, sections and suburbs.
Units were headed by cityistrict police offices, precinctd by theprecincts.

Since 1862the personel of the police was recruited on the principle of free
employment. Pensionsgereintroduced for police officers.

The purpose of this reform was to improve the work of the general police,
narrow its competence,eliminate secondary functions, and increase
professionalism. The police were to oversee the implementation of laws, protect
public order; monitorfidue obedience to the authorite®tc. Freed after the



reform from resolving economic issues and landscaping, the police retained
control over the ecomoic activities not only of public bodies, but also of
individuals. As before, there was virtually no issue in the cityasishthat was

not subject to police review. The practical activities of the police were
permeated with formalism, bordering on aminess and lawlessness, bribery
and forgery were widespread.

In 1864 the government carried owat zemstvo reform Zemstvo
institutions (provincial, district) Tand councils were createdAssemblies
consisted ofcouncillors, who were elected for three years from landowners,
urban and rural communities. The electoral system provided an advantage to the
landlords. Zemstvos took care of schools, hospitals, prisons, roads. By 1917,
they had done useful work, especially in educatiod health care. But their
activities were under the control of the tsarist administration.

In the picture: House of Poltava Provincial Zemstvo

In 1870a city reform began In cities, city councils were elected for a
term of four years. Members of ti@uncil i councilloisi electedthe mayor
and city council. Taxpayers who have reached the age of 25 could take part in
the elections to the&Council themselves. The electoral system provided an
advantage to the rich elite of the cities. The competence tyfcaouncils
included the same issues as the competence of zemstvos. They also depended or
and were under the control of the tsarist administration.



A judicial reform, the most progresae of all the reforms of the 60and
70s was carried out in 1864nstead of aclass court, a classlessurt was
introduced;instead ofa closedcourti a publicdo ¢ with the competition of
the parties defense counsel and prosecuiine court was separated from the
administration and declared independent. Thét gui the defendant in the
district court in serious criminal cases was determined by jurors, appointed by
lot of the populationrepresentatives, taking into account the property
qualification. However, not albopulation strataepresentativebadthar cases
to be heardn these courts: for the peasants there was a parish court, for the
clergy i consistories, for military and state crimindlsspecial courts. The
execution of death penalty remained public.

In 18621874a military reform was carried oufThe country was divided
into 15 military districts, the army was rearmed, and the system of military
schools was reformed. Military gymnasiums and cadet schools were established,
and the number of places in military academies increased. Instead of
conscrigion, general conscription was introduced in 1874 for all men who
reached the age of 21 (persons with higher education, the clergy, and seme non
Russian peoples were exempted from it). This eliminatedingdoehind the
advanced countries (in France, can®on was introduced in 1796, and in
Germanyi in 1814). Service life was significantly reduced, from 20 years-to 6
in the ground forces and up ta 4n the navy. The transition from smoothbore
to rifled weapons began. In 1868 the Berdan rifle wagtado the first rifled
guns appeared, and the replacement of cast iron and bronze guns wibthneseel
began. The Disciplinary Statute was first introduced (1868), and inviolable food
supplies were created in case of war. In 1881 the number of recragitede235
thousand people, and the army consisted of 32 thousand officers, 900 thousand
soldiers and 800 thousand reservists.

In 1862 a financial reform began. All management of the monetary
economy was concentrated in the Ministry of Finance, and great powers were
given to the established State Bank. The system of redemption of territories and
indirect taxes (for wine, tobacco, salt), which began todileated instead of
private individuals from relevant government agencies, were eliminated. The
publicity of the budget was established. The main burden of taxes was still
borne by the peasantry.

The needs of the economy necessitaedcational reform The number
of schools of different levels increased, it was allowed to open private ones.
Education was divided into classical (gymnasiums, which trained in
universities) and real (schools, which prepared in technical institutes).
Autonomy was granted to warsities, which could independently decide their
administrative (election of rectors, deans), scientific, financial, educational
issues. However, the increase in tuition fees, the ban on women receiving higher
education at universities, and restrictioms Jewish education weid negative
value



In 1865,a reform in the field of censorshipvas carried out, which was
also aimed at maintaining the existing state system. To prevent the penetration
of advanced, including revolutionary ideas into the masses through the printed
word, the tsarist government established particularly strict supmrved the
press and to this end reorganized censorship institutions. Under the new
censorship statute, they were removed from the Ministry of Education and
subordinated to the Ministry of the Interior, which included the Main
Directorate for Press Affaimand the Central Committee for Foreign Censorship.
Church censorship continued to operate. Small publications intended for the
mass reader were subjected to particularly strict supervision. They were subject
to prior censorship. Large original books witih@dume of more than 10 printed
sheets and translated more than 20 printed sheets were exempted from such
verification, but in case of violation of censorship requirements, their publishers
were prosecuted through the courts.

Periodicals were exempted frgmnevious censorship only on condition of
a cash deposit in the amount of 2,500 to 5,000 rubles. These publications, in
violation of censorship requirements, provided for administrative measures in
the form of warnings, suspension and, finally, a ban ohligation. All
provincial publications were subject to prior censorship.

Thus, the reform of censorship, like all other reforms of the 1960s and
1970s, although a step forward, came to a halt. After the reform, the remnants of
the old, feudal order remaidewhich hampered the further social and cultural
educational development of the Russian, Ukrainian and other peoples of the
empire.

After the assassination of Alexander Il and the onset of political reaction
during the reign of Alexander lll, countezforms were carried out, especially in
the judiciary. The courts were largely dependent on the tsarist administration,
and the publicity of the proceedings was strictly limited. Steps back were also
taken in matters of local sejovernment. The governor's \per was
significantly strengthened, and the powers of the police and gendarmerie were
expanded.

However, in general, the reforms were important. There was a certain
liberalization of society, which contributed to the progress of the country,
opened up praeects for its development on the path of transformation from a
feudal to a bourgeois monarchy.

3. Issues of Ukrainian statehood in the socipolitical movement

The process of formation and consolidation of the Ukrainian nation on an
ethnic basis, whichdgan in the times dfyivan Rus, manifested itself in relief
during the Liberation War and significantly accelerated in the middle of the XIX
century as a result of bourge@iesmocratic reforms that took place in the
Russian and Austrblungarian empires. le whole Ukrainian ethnos took part
in the objective process of natumilding throughout its centurideng



residence, but the center of the Ukrainian nation consolidation became Dnieper
Ukraine. The formation of the Ukrainian nation was accompaniea liycaease

in the number of Ukrainians, the development of Ukrainian culture, especially

the Ukrainian language, an increase in the share of national intelligentsia,
consolidation of economic ties between regions of Ukraine, increasing national
identity.

In the XIX century the problem of national reunification of the Ukrainian
people remained unresolved; the ruling circles of Russia and Atkingary
pursued a policy of denationalization. National oppression was combined with
political and socieeconomicones In 1863, Tsarist Minister Valuev publicly
declared thafitherehad not been angpecialMalorossiananguag¢ and issued
a circular, according to which it was strictly forbidden to publish in the
Ukrainian language both books itgpiritual content ad textbooké. Even more
reactionary was th&ms Ukaz (Decreepf Alexander II, which prohibited the
importation of booksn Ukrainian, the publication of original works, such as
lyrics, music, stage performances and public readings in Ukrainian.

All the above factors led to the emergence and development of the
national movement in Ukrainén the 60sthe centers of this movement became
communitiesi amateur, serrliegal sociepolitical organizations of the liberal
democratic intelligentsia. Therét - originated in Kiv in 1859. It consisted
mainly of Kyiv University students, who later became famous public figures and
scientists: \B. Antonovych, M.P. Drahomanov, FP. Chubinsky, TR. Rylsky
and others . Later communities emerged in Kharkiv, Ralt&hernihiv, and
Odessa. They were not sufficiently organized, did not have programs or statutes.
They included representatives of varioo®vemers: conservative, liberal,
democratic. They were alsouftinational in composition (although Ukrainians
precominated) and diverse in social status.

Their main task was education and the introduction of culture. For the fact
that members of the communities advocated the protection of the peasants and
the development of education in the countryside, the nobldedc#hem
Ak hl op otmeas, saod tHey called themselves UkrainophileBheir
ideologistwas V. Antonovich, who advocated the abolition of tsarism, serfdom,
the establishment of a democratic republic on the basis of a voluntary union of
Russians, Ukrainies and Poles.

In St. Petersburg, members of the community gathered around the
magazine "Osnova" (M Kostomarov, FA. Kulish). It published scientific
works on the history of Ukraine, ethnographic materials, works by Taras
Shevchenko, MaxkVovchok, L.I. Hlibov. In connection with the onset of the
political reaction the community and the magaZi@snova ceased to exish
18621863

The ideas and activities of M. Drahomanov (1-848B5) had a significant
influence on the development of thé&lkrainian national movement.

M. Drahomanov's concept was based on two principfiescial socialisra
(general democratization, destruction of exploitation, association of workers in



grassroots societiesi ficommunities; fpublic federalism (All-Slavic
unification of national territories, unions of communities). This provided for a
program of federalization of the Russian and Austumgarian empires, which
would provide Ukrainian lands with autonomous rights.
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In the picture: Mykhaylo Drahomanov

The most influenal current in the socipolitical movement of the 70's
were the populists the movement of various intellectuals, the ideology of
peasant democracy. There were twavementsn populism- revolutionary and
liberal. According to tactics, the revolutionargovementwas divided into
propagandistic ideologist P. Lavrov), rebellious (M. Bakunin), and
conspiratorial (P. Tkachev) directiorihe populists considered the peasantry to
be the main revolutionary force; capitalism was assessed only negatively, it was
believed that Russihad itsspecial way, and it will bypass capitalism. They
hoped that the peasant community would not become the center of socialism,
exaggerating the role of ideas and individuals in politics.

The first populist circles appeared in dkre in 1873 in Odessa and Kyiv.

In 1874, the populists used the tacticfigbing to the people- disguised in

simple clothes under the guise of teachers, paramedics, shoemakers, etc., they
went to the villages, promoted socialism, campaigned for thdutewa But

this campaign was defeated. About 1000 people was arrested. In 1876, a new
organization was created in St. Petersburg, which in 1878 was dladad and
Freedond, which set the task of political struggle against the autocracy. Since
the populsts believed that the latter had no support in society, it could be
overthrown by terror. In 187%lLand and Freedotnwas divided into two
organizationsiiPeople's Wilb (Narodnaya VolyaandiBlack Redistribution  (
Chorny Pered)l Populists from Ukraine played a leading role both in



Narodnaya Volya (Zhelyabov, Frolenko, Kibalchich) and in Chorny Peredil
(Axelrod, Deich, Zasulich). In 1879881 pp. "People's Will" organized 8
assassination attempts on ttear Finally, on March 1,1881, the People's
Volunteers managed to assassinate the king. But in place of Alexander Il came a
more reactionary Alexander Ill. The situation in the country has not changed for
the better. The populists were the first to turn to the political strusggast the
autocracy, managed to create an illegal political party, but their activities
showed the futility of political terror.Their leaders were executed. The
organization of the revolutionary populists was finally defeated in 1883. In the
1980s and 990s, liberal populism continued to exist, abandoning the
revolutionary struggle against tsarism and advocating the improvement of the
peasantry through reforms: increasing allotments, providing cheap loans, and so
on.

The development of industry, growth the number of workers, difficult
working and living conditions led to the intensification of the labor movement.
In 1875 in Odessa on the basis of several circles theréssuth Russian Union
of Worker® led by E. Zaslavsky. It included about 60 menskend 200 psons
of sympathizers. It was the first proletarian organization in Ukraine. The
program document of the unionthe Statute- pointed to the injustice of the
existing system, the need to fight against it, the unification of the warkéns
region, the conquest of political freedoms. The members of the union issued and
distributed proclamations and led strikes. Six months later, the gendarmes
defeated the union and its activists were sentenced to hard labor.

The development of the workersomement and the crisis of populism
created the preconditions for the spread of Marxism (named after its founder,
Karl Marx), amovementhat had already become influential in Western Europe.
The works of Karl Marx and his supporters were distributed, &edfitst
Marxist circles were created. The first soaaimocratic circle appeared in Kyiv
in 1889. In the 1990s, such circles appeared in Odesa, Katerynoslav, Kharkiv,
Kherson, and Poltava. These circles at that time were fragmented and
influential.

SELF-ASSESSMENTQUESTIONS:

1. Outlinethe essence of the national revival of Ukraine.

2. Describe the reasons that contributed to the rise of the national liberation
movement.

3. What universities operated in Ukraine in the XIX century?

4. What was the dwral activity of the Ukrainianintellectualsin the early
nineteenth century?

5. Name the Decembrigisrganizations.

6. What are the policy documents of the Northern and Southern societies? Who
are their authors?



7. Enlist members athe Cyril andMethodius Society

8. What was the name of the Decembrist Society, which operated in Novograd
Volynsky? Who was the head of theciety?

9. When did the Cyril and Methodius Societyist?

10. Whatwere the program documents of the Cyril and Methodius 86tie

11. What didthe Cyril and Methodiugnemberdight for?

12. Name the communities that operated in Ukraine.

13. Outline the essence of thésocial socialism concept, dev
M. Drahomanov.

14. Define program goals and analyze the practical aeswif citizens.

15. Compare the vision of the role and place of Ukraine in the documents of the
Cyril and Methodius Brotherhood and the Decembrists.

16. Prove that the nineteenth century became a period of true national revival of
Ukraine.

17. What alteratives for the development of society matured within the socio
political movement prevalent in Ukraine in the second half of the nineteenth
century?

TESTS

1. The ®cial class, which led the national revival in Western Ukraivees
a) Greek Catholiclergy;

b) Orthodox clergy;

c) Catholic clergy;

d) intellectuals

2. Ukrainian lands, which were part of the Austfongarian Empire in the first
half of the XIX centuryincluded

a) Galicia, Bukovina, Podillya;

b) Bukovyna, Podillya, Zakarpattia;

c) Galida, Bukovina, Transcarpathia;

d) Galicia, Bukovina, Polissya.

3. Head of the peasant movement in Bukowiaas
a) Lukyan Kobylytsia

b) Oleksa Dovbush;

c) Ustim Karmelyuk;

d) Volodymyr Antonovich.

4. The city where th&Society of Galician Greek Catholwriests for the spread
of education and cultudettersamong the faithfd act e d .

a) Lviv;

b) Przemysil;



Cc) Belz;
d) Stanislav.

5.The Opryshkiv movement in the Ukrainian Carpathians gained momentum in:
a) 18101825;
b) 18131835;
c) 18431844,
d) 18461847.

6. Almanadi Ru s al ka Dvaspublishredbivai a o
a) 1816;
b) 1834,
c) 1837;
d) 1840.

7. The member of the Society of Greek Catholic Priests was:
a) lvan Vahylevych;

b) lvan Mohylnytsky;

c) Mikhail Luchkay;

d) Markiyan Shashkewgh.

8. ThefiRuthenianTriado did not include:
a) Markiyan Shashkeep;

b) lvan Mohylnytsky;

c) lvan Vahylevych;

d) Yakiv Holovatsky.

9.Whichcitywasi Rus al ka [ublisketin?ov ai ao
a) Budapest;

b) Lviv;

c) PrzemySlI ;

d) Vienna.

10.What Ukrainian cultural and educatiosatiety emerged in Western
Ukraine during the revolution of 18488497

a) 0 G a-Ruska snatyasial

b) "RuskaBesidd;

c) "Prosvitd (Enlightenmeny

d) T. Shevchenko Literary Society.

11. Whendid the abolition of serfdorteke placen EasterrGalicia:
a) 1789;
b) 1831;
C) 1848;



d) 1861.

12.What event gave impetus to the creation of the Main Russian Council?
a) reforms of Maria Theresa and Joseph II;

b) Polish uprising of 1830;

c) revolution of 18481849;

d) peasant uprising led by L. Kobylyasi

13. What were the consequences of the Eurofi@aring of Nationg events for
the WesternUkrainian peasantry?

a) gainng broad suffrage;

b) serfdomabolisment

) receiyng the right to emigrate;

d) easements abolistent

14.What purposevasthe scciety iGalytskeRuska matytsiafoundedfor:

a) to organize the peasantry for the datidal struggle;

b) to publish cheap books and distribute them among the people for educational
purposes;

c) to liberate Ukrainian lands from Austrian rule;

d) toliberate Ukrainian lands from Russian rule.

15. Representatives of the Ukrainian national revival in Transcarpathia in the
first half of the XIX centurywerecalled:

ayAiMasonso;

AAwakener so,;

APopul i stso;

ACiti zenso.

o O T
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16. TheRuthenian Triadultural and educational growyasactivein ...
a) 18301831,
b) 18331837;
c) 18461847,
d) 18631864.

17. The Main Russian Counevasoperatingn
a) 1830 1833;
b) 1833 1837;
c) 1848 1851,
d) 1846 1847.

18.Who was called aii a w a k e firanscarpathian Ukrainians?
a) L. Kobylytsia;
b) O. Dukhnovych;



c) M. Shashkevych;
d) M. Maksymovych.

19. In 1837 in the city of BuddRuthenian Triad published an almanac
a) fHistory of the Rusg;

b) Zorya Halytska;

c)iRusal ka Dnistrovai abo

d) fiHistory of UkraineR u s 0 .

20. The center of the Ukrainian national movement during the events of the
ASpring of Nationé was the cityof...

a) Kyiv;

b) Lviv;

c) Kharkiv;

d) Chernivtsi.

21.The PrzemySI Cul t ur activityasassociddetlwithat i o n
a) the emergence of the Ukrainian press in Galicia;

b) genres of fables and romantic ballads appearance in the new Ukrainian
literature;

c) development of new Ukrainian literature in the western Ukrainian lands;

d) the first wave of Ukraimin national revival in Galicia.



LECTURE 6. NEW TRENDS IN THE SOCIO-POLITICAL LIFE
OF UKRAINE AT THE BEGINNING OF THE XX CENTURY.

1.Politicization of public life: formation of political movements and
parties

2. Alignment of socicpolitical forces on the eve of the national
liberation struggle. Ukrainian movement in Austria-Hungary

3. Statebuilding models in the program documents of Ukrainian
political parties and movements

1. Politicization of public life: formation of political movements and

parties

Intensification of socigolitical life contributed to the formation of the
first political parties in Ukraine.
Taraso was founded, which included r

Kiev, Kharkiv, Odessa, Poltava. The ideologists and leaders of the society were
lvan Lypa, Borys Hrinchenko and Mykhailo Kotsyubynsky. Their program
contained the requirements of broad political autonomy of Ukraine, protection
of the rights of the Ukrainian people. Membe®f the society criticized the older
generation of Ukrainophiles for their indifference to politics and cultural
limitations. The society existed un‘{til }898.

“ i

In the picture: composer Mykola Lysenko



University professors and the democratic intellestuabposed the
persecution of the Ukrainian language. The real Ukrainian cultural events were
the unveiling of a monument to the founder of Ukrainian literature. I.
Kotlyarevskyin 1903 in Poltava, and the celebration of the 35th anniversary of
the composeM.V. Lysenkds musical activity in the same year.

In the picture: Unveiling of the monument to Ivan Kotlyarevsky in
Poltava. 1903

In 1905, a revolution began in the Russian Empire. The Revolution of
19051907 was bourgecidemocratic by nature bagse its immediate task was
to overthrow tsarism, establish a democratic republic, resolve the agrarian
problem, improve working conditions (eighour working day, etc.). The
bourgeois revolution reflected the needs of capitalism development, as it



expandd and deepened the development of its foundations. Therefore, the
revolution could not but reflect the interests of the bourgeoisie. However,
workers, peasants and the intellectuals were also interested in it, as the
revolution was aimed at eliminating themnants of serfdom, overthrowing the
tsar with its police regime, expanding democracy, etc.

The Revolution of 1904907 had its own characteristics, i.e. differences
from previous revolutions in other countries. First, it was the first revolution of
the twentieth century, when the contradictions of capitalism reached their
apogee, and the Russian Empire became the center of those contradictions.
Secondly, although the revolution was bourgeois in nature, the bourgeoisie of
the empire could not play a deegis role in it, as it had done in European
countries before, because it was insufficiently organized and too attached to
tsarism. Thirdly, in that revolution there were not two political camps
(revolutionary and counteevolutionary, governmental, as im®pe), but there
were three, in addition to the above, a libdralirgeois camp. This complicated
the political struggle.

Periodization of the revolution: 1) the rise (JanuaBecember 1905 p.);

2) recession (January 19068une 1907 p.).

The tactics ofthe parties in the revolution were also different. The
Bolsheviks and the Social&evolutionaries advocated an armed uprising as the
main means of solving the problems of the revolution (the Soeialist
Revolutionaries, in addition, also advocated terml@nsheviks, cadets, leaders
of Ukrainian national parties stood for the parliamentary path through the
elections to the State Duma. The Black Hundred parties were in favor of
unquestioning the preservation of the existing system, that is, against any
change.

The main events of the revolution in Ukraine were:

A wo 0 strikes s177 strikes(JanuaryMarch 19057 170 thousand
participants;

uprising on the Db26t1805eshi p Potem

A gener al pol it i <la0lthowsand padipants); Oct ob e

A creation of trade uni ons 28¢ No v
organizations);

peasant de mo ndsthousant padicipants(ini 7nhousahd 5

villages);
Along with political parties there were cultural and educational
organizatons i Pr osvi taso, which were |l ed by

the Ukrainian intellectuals (M. Kotsyubynsky, Brinchenko, P. Myrnyi, L.
Ukrainka). They founded libraries and reading rooms, organized literary and
musical evenings, lectures, performancemd established schools with
instruction in the Ukrainian language. Teaching the history of Ukraine begins at
the University of Odessa, and the history of literature in the Ukrainian language
at Kharkiv University.



The Ukrainian issue was also discusgedhe State Duma. Elections to
the First Duma took place in the spring of 1906. There were 102 deputies
elected from Ukraine, most of them were CadeBs6 peopl e. The
Duma communityo was formed in the Durt
demand was to grant autonomy to Ukraine. Elections to the Second Duma took
place in January 1907. 102 deputies were again elected from Ukraine, and the
AUKr ai ni an Duma -established. ThetSgcond Bwana turned out
to be even more lefving thanthe First Duma. The Duma community has
somewhat expanded its requirements by proposing to introduce the Ukrainian
language into the system of education and public administration. To do this,
they considered it necessary to establish departments of Ukréaniguage and
history in universities, to introduce the Ukrainian language in teathers
seminaries. The activities of the Duma community were actively assisted by the
prominent Ukrainian historian M. Hrushevsky, who moved to St. Petersburg
specifically fa this purpose. With his part:.
Heral do and then the newspaper ARi dn:
issued, where deputi@speeches and articles on topical political issues were
published. The composition of the Dunsammunity was very diverse and
heterogeneous, and, moreover, in the conditions of the revolution decline and
the reaction intensification, it was almost impossible to achieve any democratic
changes.
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In the picture: the tsarist poli@@documentsoncerning Mykhailo Hrushevsky



After the revolution defeat, a period of political reaction began, which,
named after the head of the tsarist government, was called Stolypin. Duma I
was dismissed, a new election law came into force, according to whicto80%
the population was deprived of suffrage. This mainly concerned workers,
peasants, and ndRussian peoples. The Third Duma was reactionary, with a
majority of Black Hundreds and Octobrists in it, which enabled the tsar to
govern it successfully. 111 defes were elected from Ukraine, including 64
landowners. By party affiliation, most of them did not belong to rging and
Russian nationalists (55). National Democratic Parties of Ukraine were unable
to introduce their representatives to the Third Duma

Repression intensified considerably: martial law was in effect in most
provinces of Ukraine, and punitive detachments were raging. In 1909, there
were 170,000 revolutionaries in the coudrprisons. In fact, trade unions and
other public organizationgiere defeated. If in 1905 there were 245 thousand
members of trade unions, in 1909 there were only 13 thousand.

After the abolition of serfdom in 1861, Stolygnagrarian reform was the
next major step in the evolutionary development of the Russian Enifgire
gradual transformation from a feudal to a bourgeois monarchy. It accelerated the
development of capitalist market relations, social differentiation in the
countryside, improved the state of agriculture, but did not solve the agrarian
guestion in genal. Therefore, the participation of the peasantry in the new
revolution with all its consequences became inevitable.

On the eve of the war, tsarism significantly intensified national
oppression: Ukrainian schools, Prosvitas, magazines were closed, asdbyor
Ukrainian writers, including Taras Shevchenko, were confiscated. Ukrainians,
like all other noARuUu s si an peopl es, were decl ar
forbidden to sing native songs not only at concerts, but also in the streets of
towns and villageso read poems by national poets. Thus, the national problem
on the eve of the war became much more acute. The national problem is a
problem of elimination of all national oppression, achievement of nationalities
equality, free seltletermination and del@ment of the big and small people.
The reasons for the aggravation were the political reaction in the country, desire
of tsarism to suppress any liberation movement, including national; rampant
chauvinism in connection with the preparations for war &edcbrresponding
reaction to it by the national democratic forces; connection of the national
problem with the agrarian one, because the majority of the population of the
national regions were peasants, for whom these two issues were intertwined,;
legal andtheoretical crudity of national problem.

2. The alignment of sociepolitical forces on the eve of the national
liberation struggle. Ukrainian movement in Austria-Hungary

At the beginning of the XX century. all western Ukrainian lands
continued to be pamf the AustreHungarian Empire. More than 4.6 million
Ukrainians lived here. Eastern Galicia, where the Ukrainian population lived



administratively, was united with Western (Polish) Galicia into the Kingdom of
Galicia and Lodomeria. The whole region wasiaded into 50 parishes. A
separate administrative territory was Bukovyna, which included 10 parishes.
Transcarpathian lands consisted of 4 Ukrainian committees.

At the beginning of the XX century in Western Ukraine, the struggle for
reform of the electotasystem, which was part of the national liberation
movement, broke out As a result of a rather fierce struggle (for example, in
January 1906 alone, about 300 rallies and gatherings took place in Galicia, in
which almost 500,000 people took part), the Emapef AustriaHungary issued
a decree introducing a new election law. However, it did not bring significant
changes, as the law still provided benefits for the Atidtragarian and Polish
bourgeoisie. The undemocratic system of curial elections to lathbities
persisted. Only in 1914 did the Seim pass a new electoral law, according to
which Ukrainian parties were given 27.2% of the seats, and Ukrainians were
allowed to hold positions of government officials in the parishes of Galicia and
Bukovina. However, the system of local elections was not changed, and
Ukrainians have been on an unequal footing with other national groups.

At the beginning of the XX century in Galicia, three areas of political
thought were identified:

1) Moscophile, which slowly déioed;

2) Austrian ultraloyalism, i.e. orientation to Austitungary and loyalty
to the Habsburg dynasty;

3) independent, for the creation of the Ukrainian independent state.

A Metropolitan of Galicia (Greek Catholic Church) Count Andrew
Sheptytsky (190.944) began to play a significant role in the sqmiditical life
of Galicia at that time.

In the picture: Metropolitan Andriy Sheptytsky



The struggle for national education, in particular for Ukrainian university,
was an integral part of the nationlberation movement of Ukrainians in
Western Ukraine. This struggle took place in conditions of fierce confrontation
with Polish chauvinists, which led to armed clashes. In 1902, the Sich
organization was founded, which set the task of physical educdtldkrainian
youth. Earlier (in 1894) in Eastern Galicia there were similar societies called
AFal conso.

3. Statebuilding models in the program documents of Ukrainian
political parties and movements

The first Ukrainian national parties emerged in the k¢ century. In
1890, S. Danylovych, Franko, and M. Pavlyk founded the Russidgkrainian
Radical Party in Western Ukraine. The pé&typrogram was based on the
principles of democracy, socialism and the unity of the Ukrainian lands. The
party set the &k of gaining Ukrainian autonomy as part of Austiiangary,
and in the long run it aimed at creating an independent Ukrainian state. In 1899,
Yu. Bachynskyi, M. Hankevych, S. Vityk, and other Marxist activists who
founded the Ukrainian Social Democratiar§y left the ranks of the RURP. At
the same time, |. Franko, K. Levitsky, V. Okhrimovych, T. Okunevskyi and
others left the party to create the National Democratic Party, which was closer to
the interests of the peasantry. It soon became the largestidkrgarty in
Galicia.

Circles of Aconscious Ukrainianso
seeking to transform the cultural and educational movement into a political one.
In 1892, the Brotherhood of Taras was founded with the participation of I. Lypa,
Mik hnovskyi brothers, O. Chernyakhivskyi, and others. The members of the
fraternity set the goal to struggle for sddtermination of the Ukrainian people,
for the revival and development of the native language, culture, education. In
1897, the communitiehat existed in many cities of Ukraine merged into the
General Ukrainian Organization, which sought to direct the national movement
in its traditional cultural and educational stream.
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Three years later (1900), tliest political party in Dnieper Ukraine, the
Revolutionary Ukrainian Party (RUP), emerged. It was founded in Kharkiv on
the initiative of D. Antonovych, M. Rusov, ®&ovalenko, M. Kaminskyi, D.
Poznanskyi, and others.

The party united different generatorand strata of Ukrainians in the
struggle for national and social liberation. It had six organizatiomsKyiv,

Kharkiv, Poltava, Lubny, Pryluky and Katerynoslaand a foreign committee

in Lviv. The program goals of the party were formulated by M. ivitkvskyi:
Asingl e, uni ted, i ndi visible, free,

t he Caucasuso. The I mmedi at e t ask \
guaranteed by the Russian tsar in 1654 under the Treaty of Pereyaslav.

There were several factie within the RUP. Most members of the party,
led by M. Porsch, Wynnychenko, S. Petliura, believed that the party
composition should be purely national. According to them, it should unite both
nationalism and Marxism, that is, the movements which ywesbably difficult
to combine. Another faction of the RUP was headed by M. Mikhnovskyi. The
faction took a clear nationalist standpoint, not without a certain categoricalness
(AFor Il ndependent Ukraineo, AUkrai ne
partygroup was headed by M. Melenevskyi. Its members believed that the RUP
should abandon its national orientation and become an autonomous component
of the Russian Social Democratic Worl@&Party. In 1903, the RUP moved to
social democratic positions, and ile facto leader was M. Porsch. The official
periodicals of the party were the mort
newspaper fALabor o.

The Ukrainian Peopis Party was founded in 1902 by M. Mikhnovskyi,

M. and S. Shemet, G.Makarenko, and oths. The political orientation of the

party was set out by M. Mikhnovskyi inthe-soa |l | ed f#10 c¢comman
independent democratic republic, the dominance of the Ukrainian language,
cust oms, culture, and so on. Theo.mai

UNP was the only party in Dnieper Ukraine that consistently defended the idea
of state independence of Ukraine.

In the picture: Mykola Mikhnovskyi



The Ukrainian Democratic Party was founded in 1904 by S. Yefremov,
Ye. Chykalenko, BHrinchenko, andthers. It had a liberal orientation. Among
its demands were granting Ukraine autonomy within the Russian Empire and
establishing a constitutional monarchy. The convening of the regional Sejm, the
Ukrainization of the administrative apparatus, educatamg culture were
envisaged. In general, the political platform of the UDP in many ways
resembled that of the party of constitutional democrats of Russia.

The AUniono (Ukrainian Soci al Dem
1904 on the basis of a part of the RUP. |lgaders were M. Melenevskyi,
O. SkoropysYoltukhovskyi. They wanted the party to represent all Ukrainian
workers, regardless of their nationalityy 1905 the party joined the Russian
Mensheviks as an autonomous organization.

The Ukrainian Radical Party, which emerged in 1904 on the initiative of
B. Hrinchenko, S. Yefremov, and D. Doroshenko, and the Ukrainian
Democratic Party, founded in 1904 undbe leaership of A. Lototskyi and
Ye. Chykalenko, were small in composition, and by political orientations close
to the liberalbourgeois views of the Russian cadets.

SELF-ASSESSMENTQUESTIONS:

1. What testifies to the intensification of the revalofry liberation
struggle?

2. What parties emerged in Dnieper Ukraine in the early twentieth
century?

3. How did Ukrainian parties solve the national problem?

4. When did the first bourgeedemocratic revolution in Ukraine take
place?

5. Describe the revationary events in Ukraine.

5. When wagiThe Manifesto on the Improvement of the State Qrder
published? What did Nicholas Il promise the people in the Manifesto?

7. What were the achievements of the Ukrainian national liberation
movement during the reuation of 190519077

8. When was the Stolypin agrarian reform carried out?

9. Explain the reasons for the agrarian reform.

10. Describe the measures of the agrarian reform.

11. What were the consequences of Stolggagrarian reform?

12. What was negativand what was positive in the person of Peter
Stolypin?

13. What indicated the intensification of the revolutionary liberation
struggle?

14. What parties emerged in the Dnieper Ukraine in the early twentieth
century?



15. Outline the essence of the natiomadival of Ukraine.
16. Describe the reasons that contributed to the rise of the national

liberation movement.

17. Outline the weak points of the Stolypin agrarian reform mechanism.

Did it cause changes in the soegiconomic life of Ukraine?

18. What werethe achievements of the Ukrainian national liberation

movement during the revolution of 1309077

of:

TESTS

1. On the eve of the First World War, Ukrainian lands were under power
©) Russia and Romani a;

b) Poland and Austrigdlungary;

c) Romania and Pahal;

d) AustriaHungary and Russia.

2. Which countries claimed Ukrainian lands before and during the First

World War?

©) France;
b) United States;

c) Russia;

d) Turkey;

J ) AtHsngaryi a

3.Indicate the Ukrainian lands that belonged to Audtiiagary béore

the First World War:

©) Bukovi na;

b) Volyn;

c) Transcarpathia;

d) Galicia;

J) Podillya.

4. What lands did Russia claim at the beginning of the First World War?
©) Eastern Galicia,;

b) Northern Bukovina;

c) Volyn;

d) Transcarpathia.

5. At the beginning of the First World War K. Levitskyi was elected

chairman of;

©) C a-Ryssian hiberation Committee;
b) Society of Ukrainian Progressives;



c) Main Ukrainian Council;
d) Union for the Liberation of Ukraine.

6. During the First World War, the Sety of Ukrainian Progressives
called the Ukrainians for:

Q) opposing
single, indepe

t Entente and the T
nd
b) supporting
f u
ut
it

t Ukraine from the
h e Ent ent e biagntd h o
il lTing its duty to
c) being ne |, because none of
sympathy for e r the goals or the
d) supporting the Ty gonhgeto wal, Rusaan c e ,
threatened to destroy the Ukrainian life, which had found protection in the
Austrian stateo.

provocations,

7. In August 1914, the Main Ukrainian Council called the Ukrainians of
Galicia for:

Q) being neutral, becauis. e .nocnoeul af
sympathy for either goals or met hods
b) supporting Russi a and honest |
provocations, fulfilling its duty to

C) supporting the Austrelungar i an E mpy goieg,to wal) e c a
Russia threatened to destroy the Ukrainian life, which had found protection in
the Austrian stateo;

d) opposing Russia and Austthu ngar y 1 n order to
i ndependent Ukraine from the Carpathi

8. Read ma excerpt from a historical source and answer the questions.
AThe real baptism of UKr ai nteany M&i c h
1915 in the battles for the mountain near Slavsk. Several times this important
point passed from hand to hand. Onlytet cost of heavy losses did the Russian
soldiers manage to gain a foothold on the mountain, but at that time the general
retreat of the Russians from Galici a
place?

©) Mn. Pogar,;

b) Mn. Hoverla;

c) Lysonya;

d) Makivka.



LECTURE 7. EVOLUTION OF UKRAINIAN STATE
FORMATION IN 1917 -1920.

1. Historical circumstances of the Ukrainian statehood revival.

2. Search for optimal models of state building.

3. TheUkrainian Revolution of 19171920: achievements andailures
in state-building competitions

1. Historical circumstances of the revival of Ukrainian statehood.

At the end of February 1917 in Petrograd, as a result of an armed uprising
of workers and soldiers, tsarism was overthrown. However, the struggle fo
power was not over. In parallel, there were two political structures that
represented the interests of different social strata: the Provisional Government,
formed mainly of liberabourgeois deputies of the IV State Duma, and the
Council of WorkersandSoldier®Deputies.

In Ukraine, the situation turned out to be even more complicated. Along
with the bodies of the Provisional Government and the Wordeerd Soldiers
Councils (there were already more than 170 of them in March 1917 alone),
another bodyi the Central Rada emerged and united the Ukrainian national
democratic forces,. This public association was first established on March 7,
1917 in Kyiv on the initiative of a number of political, public and scientific
organizations. Prominent historian dampublic figure M.S.Hrushevsky was
elected the Chairman of the Council. Among the parties, the leading role in the
Central Rada was played by the Ukrainian Party of Socidmstieralists
(UPSF), the Ukrainian Social Democratic WorkelParty (USDWP), amh the
Ukrainian SocialisRevolutionary Party (USRP). Mensheviks and Soctalist
Revolutionaries predominated in most Soviets of Worké&msd Soldiers

e —

In the picture:Ukrainian demonstration in Kyiv.



Periodization of the Central Rada (Council):

1. Formation of the UCR, formation of its composition, struggle for
democratization and Ukrainization, cooperation with the Provisional
Government, the crystallizing the idea of autonomy of Ukraine within Russia
(March- early June 1917 p.).

2. Deepeninghe process of state building in Ukraine on the basis of the
autonomoudederal principle, legitimization of autonomy in terms of reaching a
temporary compromise with the Provisional Government (late Juearly
October 1917 p.).

3. Struggle for power wit the central Bolshevik government (October
1917- January 1918).

4. Existence of a formally independent Ukrainian PesdRepublic under
the protectorate of Germany and Austdangary (March April 28, 1918).

On March 19, 1917, a grand demonstrationor@gn than 100,000
participants) took place in Kyiv, during which demands were made to grant
Ukrainegs autonomy. On April -B, 1917, the Ukrainian National Congress was
held in Kyiv. It was attended bylelegates fronthe provinces of Ukraine,
Ukrainian publc organizations of Petrograd, Moscow, Crimea, Kubarg .
Kholm. At that time, the Central Rada consisted of 822 seats, about a quarter of
which belonged to Russian, Jewish, Polish, and othetJkoainian parties. The
Central Rada was constituted at thegmss, and it became the representative
body of the Ukrainian people. This was the first step in the revival of the nation
on the path to statehood. The leadership of the Central Committee began
working on the creation of subordinate local authoritidgkrainian councils
(provincial, city, parish). Thus, a triangle of political forces was created in
Ukraine. An important decision of the Congress was the proposal that the
borders between the autonomous republics in New Russia be determined on the
basis ofthe ethnographic principle.

' T
In the picture Kyiv City Teachets House, where the Ukrainian Central
Rada was located during 191918



The Central Rada demanded the autonomy of Ukraine, supported
measures to create the Ukrainian press, the introductiothe Ukrainian
language in schools, and the abolition of any restrictions on the development of
Ukrainian culture and socipolitical life. The general democratic demands and
the line of the Central Rada received the support of all Ukrainian congresses
convened in Kyiv in May 1917: military, peasant, and wor&ers

On June 10, 1917, the Central Rada issued its First Universal, i.e. a state
document in the form of an appeal to the population. It proclaimed the
autonomy of Ukraine and emphasized that Ukrawas not separated from
Russia. The order and structure of society in Ukraine were to be established by
At he Nati onal Ukrainian Assembly (Se
secret ball ot. o This was the fanatst s
territorial autonomy of Ukraine.

The Universal emphasized that the composition of the Central Rada
would be supplemented by representatives of other peoples living in Ukraine,
and this would permit it to become the only supreme body of the revolrtiona
democracy of the region. The recruitment of certain military units only by
Ukrainians will be carried out under the control of the Minister of War and the
General Staff. The problem of land reform also had to be solved by the
Constituent Assembly.

On Juy 3, 1917, the Central Rada issued the Second Universal, declaring
that it did not agree with the separation of Ukraine from Russia and postponed
the decision on the exercise of Ukraimautonomy was postponed until the-All
Ukrainian Constituent Assembly

Universal Il was a concession to the Russian Provisional Government, a
compromise, to some extent a step back from Universal I. It manifested itself in
the fact that the territory to which the power of the Central Rada extended was
not defined, and theaguers of the General Secretariat were not specified,
especially in relations with the local bodies of the Provisional Government. The
proclamation of Ukrain@ independence in those conditions was unrealistic.

Soon the Central Rada created its executivelybe the General
Secretariat, headed by the famous Ukrainian writer V.K. Vynnychenko. The
secretariat consisted of 8 ministries, headed mainly by representatives of the
Social Democratic Party. The actions of the Central Rada caused dissatisfaction
on thepart of the Provisional Government, and only another failure of a new
offensive by Russian troops in Galicia forced it to enter into negotiations with
the Central Committee. O. Kerensky, |. Tsereteli from the Provisional
Government, M. Hrushevsky and V. Myychenko from the Central Rada took
part in the talks. The Provisional Government was forced to recognize the
General Secretariat as its regional governing body of five (out of nine)
Ukrainian provinces (Kyiv, Poltava, Podil, Volyn and Chernihiv). Thismen
increase in the authority and influence and power of the Central Rada.

However, the Central Rada was deprived of its legislative rights. This new
compromi se with t he Russi an governm



Instructions for the General Secrar i at . 0 Mi |l i tary, j ud
well as the post office and telegraph, were removed from the Secistariat
jurisdiction.

The General Secretariat was accountable to the Small Council (of 40
members), a body that dealt with current and urgesues. The Central Rada
agreed t o cooelkerraaitnei awmi tghr ofiunposn of t he
woul d recognize it as the fAhighest ¢
differences between the Central Rada and the Provisional Government
concerned only the national problem and the prospects of Uksasiystem. As
for the issues of state system, economic, land, social, and military policy, the
differences were insignificant or absent.

The Central Rada made a number of mistakes in its aesiviin fact, it
did not deal with soci@conomic problems (among which the main one was
land), but focused only on national aspects. In addition, the members of the
Central Rada lacked experience in solving purely practical problems, such as
maintaining &w and order, providing cities with food, and organizing the work
of the railways. Debates and ideological conflicts took up a lot of time,
especially between the Social Democrats and the Sodrigblutionaries.
Communication with the masses was limitecspeeches at rallies in cities, and
the impact on the countryside, where the majority of Uk@ipepulation lived,
diminished. The CB mistake regarding military formations was significant. In
the summer of 1917, about 300,000 Ukrainian soldiers tapeously
reorganized into Ukrainian formations, swearing allegiance to the Central Rada.
In addition, General Pavlo Skoropadsky gave the Central Rada a Ukrainianized
corps of 40,000 soldiers, more disciplined and better equipped than the
disorganized Rusan troops. But his proposal was rejected because the leaders
of the Central Rada believed that the army in a-pmatlutionary democratic
society would be unnecessary and, moreover, could not trust the rich landowner
Skoropadsky.

The attitude of the Ceral Rada to officials was also utopian. Prime
Mi ni ster Vynnychenko <called them #fAt
believing that they were a remnant of a despotic state. But it quickly became
clear that it was impossible to do without the army and afBci

Thus, the UCR at that time took an autonorfesteralist position, tried to
promote the national liberation movement of other peoples, not limited to
solving the topical Ukrainian issues.

2. Search for optimal models of state building.

The politicaland economic crises that engulfed the entire country, the
powerlessness of the Provisional Government permitted the Bolsheviks to carry
out a revolution and seize power in Petrograd in late October 1917. The Second
All-Russian Congress of Soviets decidettansfer all power to the Soviets, and
formed its own government, the Soviet of PeGl€ommissars (Radnarcom),



headed by Lenin. From Ukraine, the congress was attended by 140 delegates
from 75 Soviets, who voted mainly for the Bolshevik resolution,

The Central Rada condemned the armed uprising in Petrograd and
declared the transfer of power to the Soviets of Woréard Soldier8Deputies
inadmissible. Thus, this meant that the Central Rada broke off with the
Workers Soviets and entered into a conftation with the Russian Peofe
Commissars. Under such conditions, the Bolsheviks of Kiev decided to raise an
armed uprising. Fierce fighting lasted three days in Kiev. Thousands of well
armed officers, cadets, and Cossacks managed to drive the troapfskgus,
but the power was still out of their hands.

The Centr al Rada, relying on det ac
Cossackso |l oyal to it, seized power i

On November 7, 1917, the Central Rada adopted its Third Universal,
where Ukraine was pclaimed a peopés republic (UPR) as part of a federation
of equal and free peoples. The Universal declared a promise to resolve the land
issue, introduce an-Bour working day, establish state control over production,
and settle the problems of war aneape. Universal Il proclaimed abolition of
private property, nationalization of landlordly, monastic, state and church
property. But the implementation of these slogans was postponed until the
Constituent Assembly. Political freedoms were proclaimed: ckpepress,
religion, assembly, association, strikes, as well as the inviolability of the person
and the home. The death penalty was abolished, an amnesty was announced.

Four more provinces of Ukraine came under the rule of the Central Rada:
Kharkiv, Katerynoslav, Tavriya, and Kherson. However, in fact in Donbass
power belonged to the workéSoviets. The historical significance of the Third
Universal is that Ukrainian statehood was proclaimed in the form of the
Ukrainian Peoplés Republic and the urgent so-economic measures of the
Ukrainian government for the future were outlined. However, these measures
met different segments of the population in different ways. Leaving the idea of a
federal connection with Russia, where power passed to the Bolsheaigsa
mistake, lagging behind the realities of the historical moment.

The Central Rada ignored the decrees and laws of the Beople
Commissars and appealed to the -Baishevik governments that emerged in a
number of regions (Don, Kuban, Crimea) with apgmsal to begin negotiations
on a new federal government of Russiaas opposed to the PeofHe
Commissars.

In November 1917, about 50% of the Black Sea Fleet ships, which raised
yellow and blue flags, joined the Central Rada. Subsequently, the Ukrainian
Ministry of the Sea was for med, and
was adopted. But the Central Rada again made a mistake, declaring service in
the Navy voluntary.

The struggle for power intensified even more during the elections to the
All -RussianConstituent Assembly. Ukrainian parties received 70% of the vote
in Ukraine, while the Bolsheviks received only 10%. Among the individual



parties, the Ukrainian Social&evolutionaries received the majority. This was
due to the fact that they reflectduetopinion of the Ukrainian countryside on

the land socialization on the principle of no less than the consumer, but no more
than the labor norm. The leaders of the UCR, among whom Romantic
politicians predominated, did not see the destructiveness brabght by the
revolution and the radical parties. Until rilbcember 1917, the conflict
between the Soviet PeopdeCommissar and the UCR was perceived as a clash
of nonantagonistic political forces within one state.

With the expansion of the confrontatiahwas interpreted as a struggle of
radical and moderate socialists.

In the autumn of 1917, Ukraine became virtually independent, but neither
the people nor the Ukrainian socialists accepted it. Until the end of December
1917, the leaders of the UCR didt consider Ukraine a subject of international
law, and only on December 26 the General Secretariat for Foreign Affairs was
created and headed by A. Shulgin. The Central Rada closed the border with
Soviet Russia, stopped the export of bread, and didlioet anits of the Red
Guard to cross the territory of Ukraine to suppress the attack of Ataman
Kaledin. In December 1917, the Bolshevik government banned Ukrainization on
the fronts and in the rear garrisons.

To strengthen their position, the Bolshevikscided to hold the AM
Ukrainian Congress of Soviets, which provided for the proclamation of Soviet
power. On December-8, 1917, 124 out of 49 Soviets (out of 300) arrived in
Kyiv. The Central Rada outwitted the Bolsheviks by taking not entirely lawful
measures. It sent 2,000 of her supporters to the congress, who dramatically
changed the balance of power. The Bolsheviks were forced to leave the congress
and move to Kharkiv, where they were joined by delegates to the Third
Regional Congress of Soviets oétBonetskKryvyi Rih Basin. This is how the
First All-Ukrainian Congress of Soviets was organized. About 200 delegates
from 82 Soviets of almost all provincial centers and the largest cities took part in
its work. The Bolsheviks had the majority.

This congess was held on December-12, 1917, and proclaimed Soviet
power throughout Ukraine, advocated a federal form of relations between
Ukraine and Russia, and elected a Central Executive Committee (41 members,
including 35 Bolsheviks, the chairman of the Ct&s Yuriy Medvedev). The
CEC was instructed to immediately distribute on the territory of Ukraine all
decrees and orders of the Pe@pl€ommissars on land, workésontrol over
production, democratization of the army, to declare invalid all orderseof th
Centr al Rada, whi ch it Ai ssued and w
Russia applied to Ukraine, and the legislation of the Central Rada was ignored.

On January 11, 1918, the Central Rada issued its Fourth Universal, which
proclaimed thendependence of Ukraine. The Central Rada did not secede from
Russia until the beginning of the civil war, when a break with the Bolsheviks
became inevitable.



In the picture:Proclamation of the Fourth Universal of the Central Rada
on Sophia Square Kyiv

The government was instructed to make peace with the Fourth Alliance;
declared the transfer of land without ransom to all peasants; forests, waters, and
subsoil were to be subordinated to the UPR government; it was proclaimed that
the government tookontrol of the most important branches of trade, banks, and
monopolized a number of leading industries. Universal IV became an important
milestone of the Ukrainian national liberation movement, marked the revival of
the Ukrainian natiorstate.

The Universl noted the peaceful relations of the Ukrainian Pésple
Republic with neighboring countries (Russia, Poland, Austria, Romania, and
Turkey). The government was instructed to conclude peace talks with Germany
and its allies and sign peace with them. It whksned to demobilize the army
and create a militia, to distribute land to peasants without ransom in the spring,
to take banks under strict control, to introduce a monopoly on the production
and trade of iron and tobacco. The General Secretariat wasedrthe Council
of Peoplés Ministers. The historical significance of Universal IV is that Ukraine
was proclaimed an independent sovereign state, and its leaders in general must
abandon the autonomitderalist position and move to independence in the
process of Ukrainian statehood, although they left the final decision on federal
relations with the former Russian state to Ukrainian Constituent Assembly.

Having been defeated in the struggle against the Bolsheviks, the Central
Rada decided to use an extérfector. Initially, it sought the support of the
Entente, especially France, but having failed to receive it, entered into



negotiations with the Quadruple Alliance. This was also done to prevent the
Bolsheviks from representing Ukraine.

On February 9, 19, representatives of the Central Committee signed an
agreement with the Quadruple Alliance in Bregbvsk. Its essence was that
the Union recognized the independence of Ukraine, witnessed the cessation of
the war, did not provide for annexations andtdbations, the borders between
the UPR and Austriddungary coincided with prevar Russia, and within the
future Poland they were determined by a special commission on the basis of
Aet hnographic relations and takiong it
provided for the establishment of diplomatic relations, exchange of prisoners of
war. The exchange rate of the Ukrainian currency against the German mark was
set (1000 marks = 462 gold rubles of the Ukrainian Pé@Republic). In
addition, a secteagreement was signed between Audthimgary and the
Ukrainian Peoplés Republic, which provided for the division of Galicia into
Polish and Ukrainian and the unification of Eastern Galicia with Bukovina into
one continuous crown land. The UCR promisepp®rt in supplying the central
countries with bread and raw materials. In April 1918, the UCR signed an
agreement to supply the central countries with 60 million poods of bread, 400
million poods of eggs, 2.75 million poods of meat, 3 million poods ohiswend
SO on.

On April 29, 1918, the Central Rada adopted the Constitution of Ukraine,
entitled nNnStatute on the State Syste
Peoplés Republic. o It consisted of 8 s
proclaimed a saareign, independent, separate state. The separation of powers
was envisaged. The supreme body of power was to be the National Assembly,
which forms organs of the executive and judiciary power. The highest executive
power belongs to the Council of Peasl®inisters, and the highest judicial
body is the General Court of the Ukrainian Pe@pl®epublic; local self
government is represented by elected councils and administrations of
communities, parishes and lands. One of the central places was occupied by
human rights and freedom of speech, press, conscience, equality of all citizens
regardless of origin, religion, nationality, property status.

Despite the fact that the Central Rada managed to return to power, it did
not have the support of the general popaotafor various reasons:

A Iarge industrialists and | andowr
were frightened by the socialist orientation and socialist composition of the
Central Committee (nationalization of landh8ur working day);

A t he Rartoithefpopalation was not satisfied with the national
character of the government;

A n a+démoacnaticl circles and pi#Bolshevik elements (here their
positions coincided)- support of the German occupation by the Central
Committee and plunder of Ukine;

As a result of all these forces, the Central Rada was unable to stay in
power. Opposition forces decided to create a strong authoritarian government,



giving it, by historical analogy, the form of a hetmanate. The German command
also agreed to this.

On April 29, 1918, at the Congress of Farmers (6,500 delegates), Pavlo
Skoropadsky, a descendant of the Hetman of Ukraine under Peter | lvan
Skoropadsky, was electétetman of Ukraine. He was 45 years old at that time,
in the past he was an aide-camp toTsar Nicholas Il. Hetman announced the
establ i shment of the AUkrainian &St at
Republico by the Central Rada) .

In the pictureHetman Pavlo Skoropadsky

The Hetmads government made significant progress r@ctognizing
Ukraine as a separate state in the international arena. Diplomatic relations were
established with 12 countries, including (except Germany, Atldtrigary and
Turkey, which had been achieved by the Central Rada) with the Netherlands,
Denmark,Spain, Italy, Norway and others, as well as with political innovations
in the former Russian Empire. (Georgia, Lithuania, Crimea, Kuban). For a long
time, negotiations were held in Kyiv with Soviet Russia on concluding a peace
agreement and defining borderOn June 12, 1918, the parties signed an
armistice agreement, but the peace agreement was never signed, as the
delegation of the Soviet PeofdeCommissars refused further negotiation.
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In the picture: Currency of the Ukrainian State headed by Pavlo
Skoropadsky

The Hetmads government achieved significant success in the field of
culture. At the primary school level, several million copies of Ukramian
language textbooks have been issued, and the Ukrainian language has been
introduced in most school®uring this period, 150 Ukrainian gymnasiums,
Ukrainian universities in Kyiv and Kamiane®odilskyi were opened; The
Ukrainian Academy of Sciences, the State Ukrainian Archive, the National
Gallery of Arts, the Ukrainian Historical Museum, and the UkemnNational
Library with a collection of 1 million volumes were established.

The return of land to the landlords, the forcible requisition of bread, and
mass repression caused acute dissatisfaction among various sections of the
population. An insurgerjuerilla movement against the German occupiers and
the hetmads regime arose and grew rapidly. The restoration of many pre
revolutionary orders meant the accumulation of the explosive material in society
that had already led to the upheavals of 1917 andtaidy had to revive them
again. The hetman was compromised by his dependence on the Germans, who
ruthlessly plundered Ukraine, the Russian environment, which sought to restore
afunited and indivisiblé Russia.

The defeat of the Four Alliance and the redon in Germany
accelerated the fall of the Hetntarregime. Skoropadsky lost external military
resistance, and intigocial was very weak.

On November 14, 1918, at an underground meeting of the Ukrainian
National Union, the Directory was establishedaded by V. Vynnychenko,
which assumed the function of open struggle against the H&megime. It
soon signed an agreement with the Germans, where it undertook to help them



evacuate along with their property in exchange for neutrality in the fight &gains
the hetman.

Skoropadsky also went alt, reorganized the government and stressed
that his fAultimate goal would be the
decl ared a AdAtheater of war. o Thus, t
Russian redwmnary forces, which, however, only weakened him. The halnan
troops moved to the side of the Directory, and insurgent peasants joined them.

On December 14, 1918, Skoropadsky abdicated and left for Berlin with
German troops. The Directory triumphantyntered Kyiv. On December 26,
1918, it published its program document, the Declaration, in which it
proclaimed the liquidation of the Hetman regime and the restoration of the
independent Ukrainian PeopteRepublic. One of the main provisions of the
Declamation was the promise to expropriate state, church and large private land
holdings for redistribution among the peasants. The directorate also promised to
restorethedhour wor king day, to establish
the Labor Congressyhich will have the highest legislative power. However,
most of these promises have remained on paper. Within the Directory, there was
a constant struggle for power between Vynnychenko and Petliura, between
different factions that differed in their views the state system of Ukraine. All
this hindered the practical work of the new government.

The Directory restored the republican system and democratic rule in
Ukraine. The Act of Unification of the Ukrainian PealeRepublic with the
Western Ukrainian Rwpleds Republic (WUPR) testified to the will of the
Ukrainian people for Unity. The Labor Congress convened by the Directory
provided a broad representative base for the Ukrainian government. The
Ukrainian delegation took part in the Paris Peace Conferarire the fate of
the participants of the First World War was decided.

In the pictureHeads of the Directory of the Ukrainian PedplRepublic



Throughout this period, the UPR fought hard for independence and
territorial integrity. Together with th&alician Army, the UPR Army showed
heroism and did not capitulate even when several small parishes remained under
the Ukrainian flag. The counterattacks of March 1919, the Offensive on Kyiv
Odessa, and the First Winter Campaign testified to the willefJkrainians to
fight. The conclusion of the Warsaw Pact laid the foundation for albstong
UkrainianPolish alliance and provided an illusory chance of victory in the
spring of 1920. However, even the Ukrainian soldiers abandoned by the ally did
not gop trying to gain a foothold in their native lands. Until November 1921, a
mass insurgent movement continued.

Western Ukrainian Peoplgs Republic (November 1918 July 1919)

The collapse of the Austidungarian monarchy, nicknamed the
Apat c hwo r gaveadthepMay fa the independence of its peoples. Galicia
- the eastern part of the Austrian crown lanidom the beginning became an
arena of rivalry between the Ukrainian and Polish national liberation
movements. The rights to it were claimed simultarsty by the Ukrainian
National Council and the Polish Liquidation Commission. The Ukrainians of
Transcarpathia and Northern Bukovina gravitated towards their Galician
brethren, but their lands were also the object of encroachment by neighboring
peoples ad states.

The competition for the headship in Lviv was won by the Ukrainians, who
quickly and decisively established control over the region. These events went
down in history as the November Act. The temporary basic law on the state
independence of the Wkinian lands of the former Austidungarian monarchy
introduced the name of the new statehe Western Ukrainian Peofe
Republic. However, the Galicians could not consolidate their success. After a
month of fierce fighting, Ukrainians were forced tawe their capital. A long
UkrainianPolish front was formed. Initially, the battles were positional in
nature. This enabled the Western Ukrainian PéspRepublic to settle state
affairs: to carry out reforms, to form an effective government, admin@trati
and army.

The help of Kyiv, which the statesmen of the Western Ukrainian R@ople
Republic were counting on, by signing the Act of Unification on January 22,
1919, did not help win the war with Poland. Strengthened Polish troops with the
support of thevictorious Entente occupied almost all of Eastern Galicia. A
desperate counterattackthe Chortkiv Offensive- only briefly rectified the
situation. Eventually, the government and the army of the Western Ukrainian
Peoplé Republic were forced to crogsetZbruch and unite with the forces of
the Directory in Podillya.

In 1921, after several wars between Soviet Russia and the Ukrainian
Peoplés Republic, almost the entire territory of Ukraine came under the control
of the occupier. The Riga Peace Treaty, signed in March of the same year
between the Soviet governments of Russia, Ukraine and Poland, effectively



buried the independence plans of tiPR and WUPR governments. Earlier, in
1918, Romania occupied Bukovina, and in 1919, Transcarpathia was ceded to
Czechoslovakia. The fate of Eastern Galicia was decided in 1923 at the Paris
Conference it was annexed to Poland.

Despite the fact that byné mid1920s all the lands of modern Ukraine
were under the rule of four states, the question of the unity of the Ukrainian
nation has never been questioned. It was during the Ukrainian Revolution that
Ukraings independence was proclaimed, and the padisgilmf a civilized
democratic gathering of territories into a single sovereign state was
demonstrated. It was a significant and in many respects tragic experience of
state and legal development of Ukraine.

The Ukrainian political elite failed to fully imement the idea of reviving
statehood. This is due not only to external geopolitical factors, the reluctance of
the victorious states in World War |l to see Ukraine as independent, but also to
internal problems. We are talking about insufficient consabdabf social
strata, sharp ideological contradictions of the political elite, underestimation of
the importance of the armed forces in defending state sovereignty, the weakness
of the mobilization efforts of governments, miscalculations in the choice of
strategic allies.

3. The Ukrainian Revolution of 1917-1920: achievements and failures
in state-building competitions

The Ukrainian revolution of 1917921 returned our homeland to the
world map. After centuries of statelessness, Ukrainians created qoeinutdant
nationstate, which had a territory, borders, symbols, its own parliament,
government, army, academy of sciences, currency, language, and international
recognition of the Ukrainian PeogeRepublic. For the first time after centuries
of statelessess, the eastern and western Ukrainian lands were united in one joint
state. The current symbols of Ukrainghe blueyellow flag, the trident, the
anthem AUkraine is not dead yeto wer e

The Ukrainian Revolution of 191¥921 was a social and political
phenomenon of modern Ukrainian history, which was the logical conclusion in
the development of Ukrainian national liberation movement of the 19th century
and at the same time determined the nature of the Ukrainian history Zfitthe
century, in particular the development of Ukrainian nationalism, national self
consciousness, natioand statebuilding, accelerated the process of forming the
Ukrainian nation, led to the restoration of Ukrainian state.

Establishment of this terini UKk r ai n i a n -irRneodeon|higtoric o n 0
literature is not a novelty. The events of 1941920 / 19211923 were
considered the Ukrainian revolution by its creators and the first historiographers
M. Hrushevsky, V. Vynnychenko, P. Khrystyuk, D. Dorosheakal others. It
should be noted that this term was used in the 1920s in the UkrSSR
historiography (V. Zatonskyi, ARichytskyi, M. Skrypnyk, M.l. Yavorskyi)



exclusively in the context of the October Revolution. With the strengthening of
the class approadh the methodology of Soviet history science, this term was
replaced by another oefir evol uti on in Ukrainebo,
disavow the reference to the national content of the revolutionary events.

The concept of AUKkr aiumgigdre smat ii o alc
the diaspora literature, is also widely used in modern historiography. In terms of

content, It I's close to the term fAUKk
synonymous substitute. Al t h o Wigdmnian i n
revolutiono has a more reasonable cri

Established I n the new domestic F
Revolutiono meet s wi t h certain Obj €
researchers who claim that there was no separate s peci al nu
revolutiono, but there was a process

socioeconomic and ethnic structures of the former Russian and Adatrgary
empires. Modern Ukrainian historiography does not deny the consideration of
the Ukrainian revolution events in the context ofRilissian revolution process,
especially in its beginnings. M. Hrushevsky, summing up its national democratic
stage, wr ot e: AUnf ortunatel vy, our L
independently, it alwas/had to march with convulsive movements and thrashes

of the Russian revolution which dragged us through blood, through ruins,
through fireo. He believed that It
expansion that fr éeddulWgsoawtnoe fr om it ¢

Systematic research of the domestic scientists convincingly prove that
generated by the collapse of the Russian imperial organism UNR in the process
of development acquired expressive -seifficient forms, becoming a
phenomenal phenomenon of tBéth century, which left a deep mark in the
Ukrainian past. people and served as a source of state claims of several
generations of Ukrainians.

The Ukrainian revolution was caused by a number of factors, primarily
the collective desire of the people to getof deep social deformations, which
Ukrainian society suffered due to the territorial division of Ukrainian lands
between Russia and Austkungary empires in the 18th century, and
xenophobic antUkrainian policy of Russian autocracy, aimed for the
assimilation of Ukrainians in the 2nd half of 19th century. The revolution
belonged to the type of natiordémocratic with a strong social component. Its
most characteristic features were national liberation struggle, creation of an
independent nation stdteod, formation of a modern nation, as well as the
agrarian revolution. The catalyst for the revolution was the First World War,
which took place under t hedetl eoergrminn aitt
and led to the collapse of not only Russia dsib #&ustriaHungary and Osman
empires.

At the beginning of the 20th century the Ukrainians remained an
oppressed, structurally incomplete people who lost (at the end of the 18th
century) their own elite, so for a long time they were in ailoome nationia



position. In Russia Ukrainians did not even have the status of foreigners, but
were considered one of the branches of a single Russian people.

The severity and originality of the agrarian problem (rural land and the
presence of a large number of RussiamdJkraine, Polish landowners and
Jewish tenants) united the national movement with the social one. The close
intertwining of national and social issues provided Ukrainian revolution a
certain paradigmatic primacy, which was later reproduced in variouss fm
many revolutions of the 20th century.

The ideology of the revolution was formed on the basis of general
European democratic values and recognition of the ratioight to seH
determination. The bearersf this ideology were Ukrainianntellectuals
(Ukrainian intelligentsia).

In the picturelUkrainian Sich Riflemen

The peculiarity of the revolution, which was superimposed on its course
and negatively affected the final result, was primarily UkrakRaissian
opposition. Ukrainians had to fight for rights in the competition with the
Russians political forces of diffent social orientation, which, however,

unani mously thought I n terms of Auni
revolution there were several Russldtk r ai ni an war s with
Awhiteo Russi a. |t shoul d beefar@gne d t

political circumstances that accompanied Ukrainian revolution The geopolitical
factor must be taken into account, first of all the conditionality of the Ukrainian
revolution fate and statehood by the results of the world war |. Without
receiving support from the Entente (especially France) in the fight against
Bolshevik aggression at the beginning of 1918, the authorities of the Ukrainian



Peoplés Republic were forced to sign the Brest Peace Treaty with the two
Quadruple Alliances in February 1918his circumstance later became an
insurmountable barrier in the UBRrelations with the Entente. As a result, in
the plans of the victors for the postwar reconstruction of Europe, Ukraine was
not considered an independent state formation. At the begirofithe 1920s,

the territory of Ukraine was divided between Bolshevik Russia, Poland,
Romania and Czechoslovakia.

Along with adverse externalities internal factors also existed. At the
beginning of the 20th century, Ukraine was predominantly peasandjrifir
peasants made up the vast majority of its population. The peasants were mostly
illiterate and insufficiently penetrated by the national consciousness, they
perceived national idea not because of the desire of a sovereign state life, but as
one of tle ways of selsufficiency in land, through the radical division of
landowneréproperty.

Secondly, the bearers of modern national identity, young Ukrainian elite
the intellectuls, were in the process of their own formation, were small in
number and remiaed closely attached to the peasantry, as most of them came
from the village (children of peasants, village priests, teachers, etc.). Their
national consciousness grew out of Ukrainian village elements, and the solution
of social problems of the village a8 an important part of their political
worldview, moreover, quite strongly determined by the Russian revolution
movement. The absolute majority of Ukrainian intellectuals had the populist and
socialist ideology, in light of which the national state wassthe ultimate goal,
but rather the necessary means of solving social problems. In Ukrainian social
political thought of the end of the 19ththe beginning of the 20th century
socialist and federautonomous views dominated. The idea of statehood,
indepardence, although it had already been formulated, had not acquired any
theoretica completeness, nor mass distribution in contrast to radical social
slogans. Origin and illegal activity of Ukrainian political parties became an
important prerequisite for reltgion.

Considering the peculiarities of Ukrainian revolution, it is important to
mention the key role of cities in the life of modern society. At the beginning of
the 20th century russification policy and the de facto ban on the free
development of Ukraian culture made the cities of Ukraine russified, therefore
Ukrainian life in cities had latent or marginal forms.

During the years of the Ukrainian revolution the government failed to
consolidate for a long time in any of the large or medsired indusial centers
of Ukraine: The Army of the Ukrainian Peof8eRepublic was repeatedly forced
to leave Kyiv, Kharkiv, Katerynoslav (see Dnipropetrovsk), Odessa, Poltava,
Vinnytsia, and Zhytomyr. Thus, the cities turned out to be neutral or biased
towards Ukramian movement, this forced it to become more attached to the
village, and at the same time to look for foreign political and military support in
the fight against fr e@edmaratroaps donirbl oviere o



the territory of Ukraine in 1918&he Ententés military presence in southern
Ukraine 19181919, the Warsaw Pact in 1920).

Ukrainian revolution, like any phenomenon, has its own historical and
temporal space, beginning and end, i.e. certain chronological framework. Their
definition has ben debated for a long time. If the lower limit is considered by
most researchers to be the first days of March 1917, the upper limit has a range
from 1919 to 1923. The most common thought in modern Ukrainian
historiography is the opinion that it was 19%%.proponents believe that despite
the loss of statehood in the late 1920s revolutionary potential of Ukrainian
people was not exhausted. This was manifested in the mas®aieti insurgent
movement, armed actions of military formations and diplomdtarts of the
former UPR. It is obvious that the upper limit of Ukrainian revolution as a
fading process, had no clear time reference, especially for processes related to
revolutionary changes in the mass consciousness. In the middle of the 1920s, the
Stake Political Directorate of the UkrSSR recorded numerous outbreaks-of pro
Petliurist sentiments and expectations among the population. If%halp of
the 1920s, a largscale discussion took place in Ukraine about the further
direction of Ukrainian culire development. The content of the discussion was
clearly expressed by the slogan AAw,
Khvylovyi. The discussion was a direct consequence of the revolutionary
events.

The definition of the chronological boundaries of tHedihian revolution
era is closely connected with the problem of its periodization. It has neawo
micro-levels that correspond to certain stages and periods. The criterion for
distinguishing the former are the cardinal crashes during the revolutiach wh
significantly changed its nature, decisively influenced the model of the state
formations. During the Ukrainian revolution 3 stages are distinguished. The 1st
stage is associated with the functioning of the Ukrainian Central Rada and the
UPR (March 197 - April 1918). The 2nd one lasted from the state co@ftd a t
on April 29 until the fall of the hetman rule on December 14, 1918. The 3rd
stage started with the coming to power of the UPR Directory inDeicember
1918 and existed through a series of sfarmations of the state power until the
end of 1920 and then to individual manifestations in 1921.

Ukrainian revolution took place in the development of certain periods, the
boundaries of which were marked by significant changes and reflected certain
advances in its progress. Marker milestones of the 3rd stage, on the contrary,
were characterized by the degradation of the revolutionary process, deepening
its internal contradictions, their adequate reflection on the national state
formation.

The catalyst amh the determining condition for the outbreak of the
revolution was the First World War, which not only depleted material resources,
greatly exacerbated the so@oonomic situation, but at the same time
accelerated the growth of national saiareness. hvas that circumstance that
ensured the beginning and rapid development of the Ukrainian revolution. Its



main task was to eliminate the shameful state in which Ukrainians were in
Russian empire, as well as to create favorable conditions for the natiahal an
social modernization of Ukrainian society. It is a mistake to believe that this task
was fulfilled by the Russian Revolution of 191918, which in February 1917
abolished the autocracy regime.

At the first stage of the revolution, a dominant role waygd by national
liberation processes. On April 7, 1917, the Ukrainian Central Rada (Council)
was created, which announced a course for natienadorial autonomy, i.e. the
restoration of Ukrainian statehood forms in a federal relationship with the
Demaratic Russia. The difficult path to autonomy was marked by struggles and
compromises with the Provisional Government.

It was most pronounced through the proclamation of the I, Il and Il
Universals of the UCR. The Ill Universal (November 7, 1917) decléned
creation of Ukrainian Peoples Republic. During the Ukrainian revolution, the
Ukrainian elite, realizing the relevance and certainty of the natiate ideas,
rejected the slogans of autonomy and federation, and replaced them with the
slogan of soveign Ukrainian state. On January 11, 1918, the IV Universal of
the UCR proclaimed the full independence of the UPR.

Statebuilding aspirations were a characteristic feature of Ukrainian
revolution. In its course, several models of national statehood wstedte
democratic (UPR), conservative (Ukrainian State of Hetman P. Skoropadsky),
left-democratic (UPR of the Directory era), libed"mocratic (Western
Ukrainian Peoplés Republic), but none of those models could be fully
implemented.

Emphasizing the Nainal Democratic, peoplésature of the revolution,
it should be noted that Ukrainian hetman state hardly fits into this definition.
Having emerged as an alternative to the parliamentary in form and democratic in
its ideological direction UPR, the hetmamdunctioned as an authoritarian
bureaucratic regime with the head of state close to dictatorial powers and
significant restrictions on democratic freedoms. In relation to the previous
National Democratic stage it was the antithesis or attempt to de@ivén the
conservativdiberal nature of P. Skoropadgsky reforms, some researchers
gualify this era as a conservative revolution. There are also assessments of the
uprising against the rule of P. Skoropadsky as an-hatithan revolution.
Despite the inorgnic nature of the hetman stage and the restoration nature in the
sociceconomic aspect, however, there are no sufficient grounds to exclude it
from the context of Ukrainian revolution.

Renewal of the National Democratic content of Ukrainian revolution in
the autumn of 1918 was associated with a new trethé November National
Democratic Revolution in Galicia in 1918. It was the result of the collapse of
AustriazHungary empire after the defeat of the Quadruple Alliance. This
circumstance brought Ukrainiaevolution beyond the territorial boundaries of
the former Russian empire and discourse of Russia revolution of1817



In Soviet, modern Russian, and partly foreign literature, the concepts of
Arevolutiono and #Aci vi l wienr @bvioaslyein ¢ o n
relation to the Russian historical background such an approach is justified. The
| atest domestic historiography has i
waro in the context &Gefentd This is thétivasdiy n i a n
the fact that in Ukraine there was no lasgpale domestic war on ideological
grounds. The UPR had to conduct defensive or offensive hostilities in its own
territory against the armed expansion of armies of-Wkirainian origin.
Participation of ethnicUkrainian elements on their side does not provide
grounds for the qualification of these wars as civil. Only certain manifestations
of civil war can be observed in the village: armed protests against the hetman
regime. However, here, too, in addition tontestic, foreign occupation forces
opposed these demonstrations. Given the massiveness and contradictions of the
Makhnovist movement, we can speak of the peasanganéirnment war.

Defeat of the national state formation during the revolution has several
explanations of the external and internal nature. The chief one among them is
the insufficient readiness of the then nation for a-Wldoded state life.
Ukrainian elite, represented mainly by the intellectuals, turned out to be
numerically insignificantand the massesunconsolidated, with a low level of
national consciousness. This circumstance contributed to the movement of the
revolutionary priorities with national tasks to social.

First, when the fall of the autocracy created favorable conditions for
legally active communities life, and the state authorities still retained control
over the situation on the ground, the social component was muted and only
strengthened the Ukrainian national movement. However, as the moral authority
and power in Russiand Ukraine began to decline, political moods and behavior
of the masses became radicalized, and the importance of the national became
increasingly inferior to the social.

Under the regime of Hetman P. Skoropadsky, who tried to build the
Ukrainian state othe basis of conservatism, restoring the right of landlords to
land, and at the same time the partial functioning of thergwelution
legislation, social radicalism of the peasantry came into conflict with the state
national needs. The peasants refusedupport the state that took away their
land and bread. Ukrainian idea turned out to be strongly discredited in the eyes
of the village, which in the autumn of 1918 launched a mass insurgent
movement against the hetman state and destroyed it. Directrycdme to
power in the wake of the struggle against the hetman regimg-Hetman
Uprising of 1918 and proclaimed the restoration of the UPR, and failed to find
convincing arguments in the eyes of the peasantry for the actualization of the
national idea. For a long time, the Directory could not articulate the ideological
political platform of its activities. It did so only at the end of December 1918,
when there was no concerted action between the members of the Directory, its
chairman V. Vynnychenko vgaon the move, changing his views for several



weeks. The authorities, based on discussion and hesitation, could
provoke mass support inside the country nor receive external recognition.
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This circumstance caused an acute and protracted crisis of the national
revolution. It could not be overcome by the proclaimed conciliarity of the
Ukrainian lands on January 22, 1918c{ of Unification of 191P The
unification of the eastern and western paftilkraine remained essentially only
a solemn but declarative act, which expired in late 1919, but has survived in
historical memory of the nation as one of the symbols of its consolidation.

Neither organizationally nor ideologically, the UPR governméaited to
use the social factors of Ukrainian movement, especially the uprising, which
mainly manifested itself in local, spontaneous or poorly organized forms.
Attempts to rely on the exterior forces in the state construction were also
unsuccessful.

Thelongest of them was German and Audthongarian troopdpresence
in Ukraine in 1918. For some time, these troops managed to stabilize the
situation, and it is possible that in this way one could hope for a certain
Ukrainian statebuilding perspective. Hower, the war lost by the Four
Alliance, the revolutions in Germany and Austdangary undermined the
project too quickly. The Polisblkrainian attempt was defeated even faster.
Union in 1920, and achieve the support of the Entente Ukrainian politicians
failed.

Adverse foreign political situation practically made Ukrainian state camp
powerless in the face of lefting radicalism, personified by Bolshevism, which
acted not only militarily but also ideologically, actively using the slogans of the
social and wrld revolution.

The acute manifestation of social antagonisms brought additional tension
to the Ukrainian political environment, led to the division of the political parties,
the | eft of which intercepted the Bo
the ground for national communism, which, along with military aggression,
ultimately ensured the ultimate success of Bolshevism: in 1920 Ukraine was
finally occupied and transformed into Ukrainian Socialist Soviet Republic.

During 191921, the Ukrainian peantry during 19121 put up a
unanimous armed resistance to the Communist practice of the Bolsheviks. The
village insurgent movement became part of the Ukrainian revolution and its
defining feature, in this sense, it, according to the western historlogi@p
Graciozi), has a certain paradigmatic value. The course of the revolution, closely
connected with the UkrainiaBolshevik war, also provides some paradigmatic
clues to revealing the nature of the Bolshevik regime, which, under the guise of
communismand forcibly i mposed them (Amidl
actually occupied Ukraine. The final period of the 1:2a0revolution before the
introduction of a new economy in Ukrainian politics (autumn 1921) was marked
by the incitement of class struggthe creation of committees of poor peasants,
Ared terror o, the usRolshevik resistaamce,gurgeyint o
the CP (B) U and the first wave of famine that engulfed Ukraine in-2221



Inthepicture Co mme mor at i ve icesannoftiielURr@iiah An
Revolutiono

The final assessment of the Ukrainian revolution cannot be unambiguous.
If Ukrainian statehood failed to assert itself during the revolution, it still does
not give grounds to talk about a complete defeat, let aloregastrophe. The
revolution had a powerful mobilizing effect on Ukrainian national forces,
contributed to the consolidation of the nation, the growth of its ethnic and
political identity. It finally eliminated the shameful status of Ukrainians in tsarist
Russia, and forced the Bolsheviks to make significant concessions to
Ukrainians, providing them with certain privileges in cultural and national
development and the proclamation of the USSR and later the union state.

However, those concessions, as welltak e abandonment
communi smo i n favor o fyeat pawse, MER was thee a n
prelude to a gigantic totalitarian experiment with millions of human victims,
distorted worldview, morality and legal consciousness, collectivizationttze
Holodomor of 193233 involved Ukrainian people. The close cause and effect of
the Holodomor of 1932933 in the USSR, the mass extermination of Ukrainian
intellectuals with the Ukrainian Revolution of 1921 gives grounds to
consider these phenomeinaa general context as a whole.

SELF-ASSESSMENTQUESTIONS:

1.What events marked the collapse of the autocracy in Russia?

2. Describe the powers of the Provisional Government and Soviets after
the February Revolution.

3. What Ukrainian nationglarties operated in 19177



4. What allRussian parties operated in Ukraine?

5. Explain the purpose for formation of the Ukrainian Central Rada.

6. Describe the composition of the Central Rada.

7. What was the main goal of the Central Rada?

8. When was theifst Universal adopted? What was the main idea of the
Universal?

9. When was the Second Universal adopted?

10. When was the General Secretariat established?

11. Explain the main provisions of the Third Universal.

12. When was the Ukrainian Soviet Repulgroclaimed? What was the
name of the Soviet government?

13. What was the significance of the Fourth Universal?

14. Describe the terms of the UPR peace treaty with the states of the
GermanrAustrian bloc in Brest.itovsk.

15. Analyze the reasons for the faflthe Central Rada.

16. What were the reasons for the establishment of P. Skorogadsky
Hetmanate?

17. What were the positive and negative aspects of Skorogadsky
government?

18. What political forces opposed the hetasaregime?

19. What purpose wathe Directory established for? What was its
composition?

20. What circumstances contributed to the seizure of power by the
Directory in Ukraine?

21. Describe the political course of the Directory. Which parties
determined it?

22. What is the essence of thaectorys agricultural policy? How was it
perceived by the population?

23. What influence did the Allied forces have on the development of
events in Ukraine?

24. Explain the reasons for the resignation of V. Vynnychenko.

25. Why did the Directory fail a@ agree with the Entente on the
recognition of the Ukrainian PeogeRepublic?

26. Which force§struggle determined the militapolitical situation in
Ukraine in the summer of 19197

27. When and under what circumstances did the forces of the Directory
and the Ukrainian Galician Army unite?

28. In what condition were the Ukrainian troops after the retreat from
Kyiv?

29. Wh a t was the significance of
army? How was it carried out?



TESTS
1. The most successful offensiegperation of the Ukrainian Galician
Army, carried out at the final stage of the UkrainRwlish war of 1918919,
was recorded in history as
©) ABrusilovs

ky breakthrougho
AKyi v ;Catas
' Of
i K

tropheo
fensiveo
Wi nt er h e o

2. When waghe solemn proclamation of the unification of the Ukrainian
Peoplés Republic (UPR) and the Western Ukrainian PaBplRepublic
(WUPR) into a single independent state by the Directory of the Universal?

©) On November 7, 1917

b) On January 9, 1918

) Ovemker 13, 1918

d) On January 22, 1919

3. When was the Western Ukrainian PeépleRepublic (WUPR)
proclaimed?

©) On Januyary 22, 1918

b) On January 22, 1919

M) On December 13, 1918

d) On November 13, 1918

4. Regular troops of the Western Ukraini@eoplés Republic were
called:

O UGA;

b) USR,

f) WUNRA;

d) UPA

5. The President of the Western Ukrainian Pe@dRepublic was:
©) Ye. Petrushevych

b) S. Petliura

M) O. Barvinsky

d) K. Levytsky

6. What were the names of the highest legislativeextedutive bodies of
the Western Ukrainian PeogeRepublic?

©) Directory ang Council of Minist
b) Central Rada and General Secretariat
M) Ukrainian National; Counci l and

d) Peoplé Council and Council of Ministers



7. Who led theChortkiv offensive?
©) D. Vitovskyi
b) Ye. Petrushevych

m) V. ;0skil ko

d) O. Grekiv

8. Which country occupied Bukovina in November 19187
©) Russi a

b) Poland

M) Romani a

d) Czechoslovakia

9. Read the lines of the biography of a politician and indibat.

AYears of life- 18631940. Born in Busk, he graduated from the Faculty
of Law of Lviv University. He was ambassador to the Austrian parliament. He
was elected President of the Western Ukrainian PéopRepublic. e
emi grated and died in Berlino.

©) Dmytrag Vitovskyi

b) Vsevolod Golubovych

M) Kostya Levytskyi

d) Yevhen Petrushevych

10. The main reason for the defeat of the Western Ukrainian FPeople
Republic in the Polistukrainian war was:

©) | ack o fyanadthe supparbof tke paepl m

b) lack of command staff and incompetence of the military leadership

) dparty straggle within the Western Ukrainian PedplRepublic,
contradctions in government leadership

d) international isolation, nerecognition of the independence of the
Western Ukrainian Peopi® Republic by the Entente and its full support for
Polands claims to the Galician lands, a larger Polish army.

11. The head of the government of Western Ukraine was?
©) Kostya Levitskyi

b) Yevhen Perushevych

M) Dmytrag Vitovsky

d) Dmytro Dontsov

12.Who became the commander of the Ukrainian Galician Army after its
reconstruction?

©) Yevhen Petrushevych

b) Dmytro Vitovskyi

M) Mi khail o-Pévieekb yanovych

d) Yevhen Myshkovskyi



LECTURE 8. THE SOVIET FORM OF STATEHOOD IN
UKRAINE IN THE CONDITIONS OF TOTALITARIANISM (1921 11939)

1. Historical conditions for establishment of the Soviet form of
statehood in Ukraine (19171920).

2. Soviet Ukraine in the federal system.

3. Contradictory nature of political and economic devepment of
Dnieper Ukraine in the 20-30s of the twentieth century.

1. Historical conditions for establishment of the Soviet form of
statehood in Ukraine (19171920).

After the February 1917 revolution and the overthrow of the monarchy,
by the ProvisionalCommittee of the Russian State Duma issued a resolution
according to which the Provisional Government was formed. The Provisional
Government Declaration on its composition and tasks (March 3, 1917)
proclaimed a course for democratic transformation andrtheediate convening
of the Constituent Assembly. Later, the-Rlussian Constituent Assembly faced
a sad fate: they were dismissed by the Soviet authorities.

At the local level, including the Ukrainian territories, the Provisional
Government establisheddal state bodies and local public bodies performing
state functions. As already mentioned, the Central Council established in Kyiv
in the first weeks was considered a body of purely national representation and
only later took over the legislature functgon

At the same time, as in the whole territory of the former Russian Empire,
in Ukraine, in the wake of bourgeailemocratic transformations, Soviets of
Workers) Soldier§ and PeasariisDeputies emerged everywhere as the
governing bodies of the revolutiary movement in the regions and cities. In
early March 1917, in Kharkov, Kyiv, Odessa, Katerynoslav, Kremenchuk,
Mykolaiv, Kherson, Poltava, Luhansk, Vinnytsia, Simferopol, and Zhytomyr,
Soviets of Workem® Deputies were established. The Petrograd Couwicil
Worker® and PeasanisDeputies assumed the function of the -Rllissian
Coordinator of Local Soviets. At the end of March 1917, theRaAlssian
Meeting of Soviet Delegates took place in Petrograd. It directed the activities of
the Soviets to the crean of an allRussian state system.

In total, in MarchApril 1917, more than 250 local councils were
established in Ukraine. They demanded democratic transformations and an end
to the war. Most of them were Soviets of Worlkddgputies, but many councils
also appeared in military units (Soviets of Soldisputies). In some places in



the countryside there were Soviets of Peasddputies. During Apri May

1917, regional congresses of Soviets held in Kyiv, Kharkiv, and Odessa elected
the governing bodeei executive committees. In the Donetskyvyi Rih basin

and some other regions of southern Ukraine, the Soviets of Woraerds
Soldier® Deputies acted as authority bodies. They established -bour8
working day, fixed prices for basic necessities, te@dood commissions, and

SO on.

Following the Russian example, armed formatiordetachments of the
Red Guardi were created at Bolshevik party committees and Bolshevik
controlled enterprises in the industrial centers of Ukraine.

It was under the slogaim A | | power to the Soviet
that the Bolsheviks came to power in Petrograd in October 1917. By means of
their peace and land decrees and the Declaration of NatRights, they
attracted the working masses including most of the p&gsand the army. It
should not be assumed that the atti:]
Bol shevi k government in Ukraine was
workers of each city followed them; in the countryside, the rural beggars were
obviously preB o | s h eivwroke V. Vynnyezhenko.

At the end of 1917, in the proletarian regions of Ukraine, where the
Bolsheviks dominated in the Soviets, armed pressure began on the Ukrainian
Tsentralna Rada local authorities. In early December, thieartiation between
the Russian Bolshevik government (Council of Pe@pféommissarr) and the
Central Rada intensified. On December 3, the Council of P@&o@@lemmissars
addressed the Ukrainian people with a manifesto, signed hyenm and
L. Trotsky, comaining ultimaturrlike claims to the Central Rada. The latter was
accused offiambiguous bourgeois poligyi.e. finonrecognition of the Soviets
and Soviet power in Ukraigg disorganization of the front, relocation and
withdrawal of Ukrainian units fromhe front by unilateral orders; disarmament
of Soviet troops stationed in Ukraine; support for the coene@lution, which
was manifested by allowing the troops to pass through its territory to Kaledin
(who led the Cossack uprising against the Bolshaniltse Don region), and by
refusing to allow the troops against Kaledin.

Accusing the Central Rada tdinheardof betrayal of the revolutian the
Council of Peoplés Commissars stated that if the actions were not stopped
within 48 hours, it wouldiconside the Central Rada to be in a state of open war
against the Soviet power in Russia and Ukraine.

In a response dated December 4, the Secretaeaéral outraged the
ultimatum, accusing the Council of Peagl€ommissars of imposirfits forms
of political system on the setfetermined state The standpoint on the
protection of Ukraine from Bol shevik
as anarchy evolves and economic, political and economic ruin develops in
Russia, as long as total arbitrariness @athpling over all the freedoms won by
the revolution reign, the Secretar@eneral does not find it necessary to repeat
this experiment on the Ukrainian pealeterritory. Ukrainian democracy



represented by the Ukrainian Soviets of Wor&efSoldier® and Peasanis
Deputies, organized in the legislature, the Central Rada, and in its government,
the General Secretariat, is quite satisfied with both the composition of these
bodies and the i mplementation of the
Ukrainian soldiers, workers and peasants, defending their rights and their
country, would give a proper response to the pésgtemmissars, who raised

the Russian soldiedfiand tortheir Ukrainian brothers.The export of bread to
Russia was banned, thailway service with it was suspended, and the issuance
of Ukrainian banknotes was organized.

The Bolshevik attempt to legitimately eliminate the Central Rada failed.
The Bolsheviks scheduled a congress of Soviets of Wark8mddier§) and
PeasanDeputes for December 3, 1917. They intended to use that event for
fre-electing the Central Rada. In addition to the number of mostly wodkers
deputies determined by the Bolshevik organizing committee, the Central Rada
summoned delegates from peasant unionhabd congress held in Kyiv. As a
result, about 2,000 delegates representing peasants and Ukrainianized military
units gathered in Kyiv and fully supported the Central Rada.

Then, at the the Bolsheviisnitiative, 124 deputies representing 49
Soviets move to Kharkiv, where the Congress of the Donetsk and Kryvyi Rih
Basin® Soviets was taking place. As a result of their unification, the First All
Ukrainian Congress of Soviets was proclaimed. Undoubtedly, representing only
89 of the then existing about 3060uncils, it was not legitimate.

The First AlFUkrainian Congress of Soviets (Decemberl1P] 1917)
accused the Central Radarulisrupting the work of the Congress of Soviets in
Kyivo, hailed the fOctober ProletariaPeasant Revolutian and fithe
establisiment of a de facto dictatorship of the proletariatpsufed by the
poor est nethee £angrass rgsolutio®©n the SeHDetermination of
Ukrained and AOn the Organization of Power in UkradeUkraine was
proclaimed thefiRepublic of Soviets of Waersy Soldier® and Peasands
Deputie® as a federal part of the Russian Republic. The Congress elected the
Provisional Central Executive Committee (CEC) consisting of 41 members,
including 35 Bolsheviks. The CEC was instructeditomediately disseminate
throughout the territory of the Ukrainian Republic all decrees and orders of the
federal worker8and peasanigjovernment, which are of general importance for
the whole federation on land, on workescontrol over production, on full
democratization of the arrayAll orders of the Central Rada and the Secretariat
General that werédirected against the interests of the workers and the poorest
peasants of Ukraimewere declared invalid. However, the ioidl name of the
state remained unchangétltkrainian Peoplé Republio.

On December 17, 1917, the CEC of Soviets of Ukraine addressed a
Manifesto to Ukrainé workers, peasants, and soldiers, urging them to help the
new Soviet government. It announddeht the Central Rada had been deprived
of its rights by the Congress a resolution; at the same time, the Secretariat
General had lost its powexsThe CEC resolution of December 17, 1917 formed



the first Soviet government, the Pedpl&ecretariat of thelkrainian Workeré

and PeasanisRepublic, of which more than 80% were Bolsheviks. The
competence of the Soviet government was not defined by law. It exercised its
powers both through local councils and through commissioners appointed by it.

The confrontdon between the two Ukrainian centers of power quickly
turned into an armed struggle. Russian troops operating on the territory of
Ukraine, led by V. AntonovOvsienko, at that time were subordinated to the
Peoplés Secretariat of Ukraine. Having unitedthvdetachments of Ukrainian
Red Guards and Red Cossacks led by Yu. Kotsyubynskyi and V. Prymakov,
they quickly moved from the north, Kharkiv and Katerinoslav regions, and on
January 26 arrived in Kyiv.

The Second AlUkrainian Congress of Soviets (March-19, 1918)
introduced certain changes in the state and legal status of Soviet Ukraine. Given
the terms of the Brest Peace Treaty, Ukraine was proclaimed-sustdined
republic, independent of the RSFSR.

However, the process of the Soviet system formatio Ukraine was
suspended. Under the terms of the Brest Peace Treaty, under pressure from the
GermarAustrian occupi er & Commissars ef Russiaovas o]
forced to withdraw its troops from Ukraine in March 1918. The CEC and the
Peoplés Seretariat found themselves on the RSFSR territory and ceased their
activities. The insurgent struggle behind the occupidrees was led by
extraordinary government authorities: from April to Jiihby the Insurgent
Bureau, and from July 1918by the Ceiral Military Revolutionary Committee
(CMRC) and local revolutionary committees.

After the annulment of the Brest Peace Treaty, the next stage of the spread
of Soviet power in Ukraine began. On November 28, 1918, the first meeting of
the Provisional Workeréand Peasanissovernment of Ukraine took place in
Sudzha, Kursk Province. In a manifesto to the workers and peasants of Ukraine,
the workers@and peasanfsgovernment announced the removal of Hetman
P.Skoropadskyi from power and the transfer of all powo the Soviets. On
November 30, the Military Council of the Ukrainian Soviet Army was formed.

As a result of the Red Arnay offensive blow in May 1919, Soviet power
was extended to almost the entire Ukré@nierritory within the former Russian
Empire.The resumption of central and local authoriiastivities began. By the
decree of January 6, 1919, the Provisional Wodansl Peasani€sovernment
abolished the name of the staféJkrainian Peoplés Republio (UPR)
established by the Central Rada and approved another, similar to the RSFSR,
official namei fAUkrainian Socialist Soviet Republi¢UkrSSR). In accordance
with the decree of January 29, 1919, the Ukrainian government began to be
called like the Rusan one ACouncil of Peoplés Commissars of the UkrS8R

The UkrSSR as a Soviet form of statehood took shape with the adoption
of the first Constitution of the UkrSSR at the First-Bkrainian Congress of
Soviets (March €10, 1919) The Congress electec tAll-Ukrainian Central
Executive Committee, which functioned between congresses and was endowed



with legislative and control functions. The congress approved the government
staff T t he & 0 unc i@l ComnfissaB efotipel UkrSSR. A permanent
Presidium ofthe All-Ukrainian Central Executive Committee, headed by H.
Petrovskyi, was established to carry out current work and draft bills. But soon its
powers grew. In particular, in the period between sessions, it approved the
resolutions of efsiC@anmigsars of the UkrS&R, apPanteg |
peoplés commissars, heads of state committees, considered pleas of mercy and
more.

In April-May 1919, in accordance with the Constitution, local (provincial,
county and district) councils were elected and their @xex bodies executive
committeed were formed. Elections were not held in the frontline areas where
revolutionary committees remained authorities.

An essential feature of the Soviet authorities formation was that both in
the center and on the groundiey were increasingly controlled by the
Bolsheviks.

Due to the advance of Denikmtroops from the south and combined
forces of the Ukrainian Peojde Republic (Directory) and the Ukrainian
Galician Army from the west, Soviet state building was tempgratispended.

The government and administration bodies were restructured in accordance with
the military conditions. On April 30, 1919, the Council of Workéend
Peasan@Defense of the UkrSSR was established. It included the secretary of
the Central Committee of the Communist Bolshevik Party of Ukraine, two
representatives of the Alkrainian Central Executive Committee, Pedple
Commissars for Military Affairs, Food Supply, Railroads, Social Inspection, the
Ukrainian Front Commandan-Chief, Revolutimary Military Council member,
Head of the Red Army Munitioning Extraordinary Committee. The Defense
Council carried out the operational management of the country, issued decrees
and resolutions, set up various corttees and appointed iispecial
commissioneso ¢onferring them extraordinary rights. Defense committees were
also set up in provincial centers.

In the conditions of the spread of peasant uprisings, the decree of the All
Ukrainian Central Executive Committé®©n the Rural Poor Committée o f
May 14,1919 temporarily dismissed the village councils and made the Poor
Committees the only and extraordinary bodies of power in the countryside.
Violent and repressive measures were used to provide food for troops, workers
and the rural poor. Thus, the resautof the Defense Council of July 17, 1919
recommended applying the following methods in the fight against the rebellious
peasantry: circular bail, hostatgking, imposing contributions, eviction of
insurgent leadeddamilies, etc.

Emergency measures ddinot help the Bolsheviks retain power. On
September 30, 1919, the Ukrainian Soviet government was evacuated to the
RSFSR.

The restoration of Soviet power and administration took place in
November 19197 February 1920 in the form of emergency bodies



Revdutionary Committees. On December 11, 1919, at a joint meeting of the
All-Ukrainian Central Executive Committee Presidium and the UkrSSR Council
of Peoplés Commissars, the Allkrainian Revolutionary Committee headed by

H. Petrovsky was established. Itpresented the highest legislative and
executive power. The AlUkrainian Revolutionary Committee, in coordination
with the provincial committees of the CP(B)Ukr and the Red Army command,
created provincial revolutionary committees. Similarly, province ltgomary
committees, with the assistance of the active army political departments, created
county revolutionary committees.

At the end of February 1920, the highest bodies of state power and
administration of the AlUkrainian Central Executive Committeand the
UkrSSR Council of Peopfe Commissars resumed performing their duties.
Elections to local councils soon followed, and lasted until April 1920. Provincial
and other local congresses of Soviets formed their own executive committees,
which replaced th Revolutionary Committees. On May-28, 1920, the IV
All-Ukrainian Congress of Soviets was held in difficult conditions. Polish
Petliurist troops and Wrangsl army launched a campaign against the Soviet
authorities. This was reflected in the Congoedscisions to strengthen the
worker®and peasanfgpower, and to militarize Soviet institutions. Among the
newly formed staff of the highest authoritiésthe All-Ukrainian Central
Executive Committee, the Presidium of the-Blkrainian Central Executive
Committee, and the UkrSSR Council of Ped@pleCommissars, the
overwhelming majority were Bolsheviks. Thus, among 82 members of the All
Ukrainian Central Executive Committee, they accounted for74; four members
belonged to the parly top leadership, the Rutal Bureau of the Central
Committee of the CP(b)Ukr.

In OctoberDecember 1920, relections of local councils were held on
the basis of convening worké&sonferences, general meetings, and rallies. The
vast majority of their members were Bolsheviks: tile county executive
committees they accounted for more than 70%, in the provincialioabsut
85%. This made it possible to make local Soviets bodies of the proletariat
dictatorship, to ensure their control over the committees of the CP(b)Ukr. A
significant role in exercising power on the ground was played by the
Revolutionary Committees, military committees formed by the party
Bolshevik®committees, and appointed commissars, groups of three, four, seven
members. All of them were conferred extraordynaghts.

Village and county committees of poor peasants (Komnezams)
established in accordance with the Law of May 9, 1920 contributed to
strengthening the social base of Soviet power in the countryside. In contrast to
the existing Kombids, they includedmnonly the poor but also the midéle
income peasants. While Kombids were formed in the absence of village councils
and instead of them, Komnezams were formed by local councils and acted under
their leadership. Their tasks included: promoting the implerientaf the law
on the allocation of land and equipment to landless peasants; the implementation



of the law on grain distribution and provision of the rural poor with the share of
procurement provided by law; assistance to the Soviet government in the
courtryside.
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The Bolshevik authorities, having destroyed the remnants of previous
judicial and law enforcement agencies, paid great attention to the creation of
bodies to protect their own regime.

The Government RmlutionfiOn the Introduction of the PeoseCourd
of January 4, 1918 established district, county, and city p@&opgleurts, the
verdicts and decisions of which were final and not subject to appeal or cassation.
In accordance with the government dea&danuary 20, 1918, disputes in land,
civil, and labor cases were referred to extrajudicial and public bodies: peasant
land committees, conciliation chambers, housing chambers, labor departments
of local councils, etc.

In accordance with the Provisionak@ulation on Peopie Courts and
Revolutionary Tribunals of the UkrSSR of February 20, 1919, the system of
peoplés courts was reorganized. A single pe@pleourt was created on the
basis of district courts, and county and city courts were abolished.cizoun
(congresses) of peojaejudges of the county (judicial district) were convened
as a cassation instance.



The Regulations of the Council of PedasléCommissars on the Peojle
Court of October 26, 1920 introduced permanent provincial councils of @eople
judges consisting of the chairman, his deputyg Bhembers, elected by the
Congress of Peopie Judges.

Criminal cases were heard by the peGpleourt collectively. The court
consisted of a people judge and two or six peoge assessors, who were
elected by relevant councils or executive committees. Candidates for the
position of Peopl& Judge required experience in political activity. Boards of
human rights defenders (lawyers) were established in the geaalerts; their
personnel were elected bye relevant Councils and executive committees.

The function of suppressing resistance to the prolefagattatorship was
entrusted to revolutionary tribunals, which were set up one per province. Cases
of countefrevolutionary crimes, espionage, officiarimes, speculation, and
from 1920 cases of banditry, robbery, theft, etc., were referred to tribunals.
According to the Regulations on Revolutionary Tribunals of January 23, 1918,
they operated under a simplified procedure. However, the preliminary
investigation was to be carried out by special pe@plmvestigators, the
functions of prosecution by prosecutors, and protection by defense attorneys.
The quantitative and personal composition of the members of the tribunal was
determined by the provinciakecutive committee, but it could not be less than
15 people. Cases were pursued by 3, and from Marchil82@embers of the
tribunal. In April 1919, the Supreme Court of Cassation was established to hear
appeals from tribunal verdicts, and in late May 991the Supreme
Revolutionary Tribunal was established to act as a court of first instance in cases
of special importance.

To combat counterevolutionary, military and other crimes, military
tribunals were established in the Red Army, the procedurenfoch was
determined by the Regulations on Special Military Tribunals of December 11,
1918.

A special role in the struggle against Bolshegislitical opponents was
played by the AHUkrainian Emergency Commission for Combating
Counterrevolution, Sabotagand Official Crimes created by the example of the
RSFSR by the decree of the Provisional Woriarsl Peasand$&sovernment of
Ukraine on December 3, 1918. Although formally the Emergency Commission
was created as a department of the P@pgImmmissariadf Internal Affairs,
and in 1920 it was subordinated to the Council of Pésglmmmissars of the
UkrSSR, actually the process of its transformation into a kind of repressive and
punitive structure of the Bolshevik Party took place. The activities oAthe
Ukrainian Emergency Commission were largely directed by theRAdisian
Emergency Commission, which was directly subordinated to the Central
Committee of the RCP(b).
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In 1917, the Soviets of Worké&Beputies began to create detachments of
worker® militia. At that time its main purpose was to prevent counter
revolutionary coup attempts. However, in their practical activity, police units
guarded factories, maintained public order in cities, combated crime, and
executed search warrants at homes odges engaged in speculation, and so on.
The reorganization of these units into militia departments at the military
revolutionary committees began in late 1918. In accordance with the decree of
the Provisional Workefsand Peasanissovernment of Ukrainefd=ebruary 5,

1919, transferring to the republican Soviet militia in the republican scale was
carried out. Its structure gradually included criminal investigation, general,
forensic, industrial, railway, river, and maritime services. Militia units were
reponsible for maintaining order in cities and villages, conducting urgent
investigative actions and taking measures to detain criminals in cases of crimes,
and assisting judicial institutions in enforcing sentences. On March 30, 1920, the
Main Directorate bthe Soviet Worke@and PeasanddMilitia was established
under the Peope Commissariat of Internal Affairs of the UkrSSR.

Numerous control commissions and departments also supervised the
implementation of the authoritiékegislative acts. A promineiace among the



bodies of supervision and control belonged to the Pé&@®mmissariat of
Justice and its provincial, county and city departments.

2. Soviet Ukraine in the federal system.

After the First World War, new states in Central and Sdighten
Europe appeared on the political map of the world. 13 states emerged on the
ruins of the former Russian Empire. Five of therinland, Latvia, Lithuania,
Estonia, and Poland were truly independent. In all others, in particular in
Ukraine, the Sovidiorm of statehood was formed.

According to the Constitution, the UkrSSR had all the characteristics of
an independent state. However, in fact it remained part of the former empire,
revived by the Bolsheviks in a strange form of a conglomeration of independ
states. The history of Ukraine (for almost 70 years) was inextricably linked with
the history of the multinational Soviet stdatethe Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics (USSR).

After the end of the civil war, Ukraine was in a difficult seelconomic
and political situation.

The First World War, foreign intervention and the Civil War caused great
damage to Ukrairie economy. The losses were estimated at almost 10 billion
gold rubles. There was a rift in the industry. The iron ore industry did not work.
The area under crops decreased, it amounted to 15% of tweapievel. The
food problem was exacerbated by the crop failure of 1920 when the republic
was hit by drought. At the end of 1921, 1.2 million people were starving in
Ukraine, and in May 1922 #t figure amounted to 3.8 million. However, by
1922, almost all food was exported to the RSFSR.

Bread export stopped only in the summer of 1922, and aid to the starving
increased. Only the 1922 harvest and the deployment of the American Relief
Administraton® food outlets, a negovernmental organization set up in the
United States to help European countries affected by World War 1l and other aid
organizations, stopped the mass mortality.

The economic crisis was complemented by the political one. An iesurg
movement developed in a large part of the republic. The resistance movement
caused great trouble to the new government. The scale of Maklanmy
activity was of particular concern. The reason for the &ralimination was the
termination of Makhn& agreement with the government, disobedience to the
order to reform his army. The forces were unequal, and in August 1921 N.
Makhno was forced to flee with a small group of likended people to
Romania. By the way, in the autumn of 1921, large detachrieshlyy Atamans
Zabolotnyi, Orlyk, Blokha, and Mordylevych were also destroyed. After the
Ukrainian government announced an amnesty, which was monitored by the
Peoplés Commissariat of Internal Affairs (the Pedple&Commissar was M.
Skrypnyk), more than 1000 members of the insurgent movement appeared to
be found guilty.



In November 1921, several detachments of PetBuramy general
Yu. Tiutiunnyk, which had broken through from Poland, were defeated, and in
December its main forces were liquidated. Aftiee end of the civil war and
intervention, conditions were created for the transition to -past
reconstruction. The problem of paramount importance was the diplomatic
recognition of the UkrSSR by the great powers. It was necessary to settle
relations wih borderstates.

During 19211922 the following agreements were signed:

A Febr uar y thel fést pedcd® Rehty of Soviet Ukraine with
Lithuania,

A Mar c h i Riga,PeatedTgA4ty with Poland,

A J anua ii yrea®y pf Frie®dghip and Brother with Turkey.

A 1 n | aceagly 1923 2URraine, Russia and Georgia as a single
delegation took part in the Lausanne Conference, which discussed the Black Sea
Straits issues. The conference was attended by representatives of England,
France, Italy, Jaan, Greece, Romania, Turkey and other countries.

The transition to rebuilding the national economy in new, peaceful
conditions was carried out in an extremely difficult situation, as the badly ruined
country found itself in the grip of a deep political and economic crisis. The
militarization of all sphe¥s of life caused byimilitary communism, the
elimination of legal trade, the curtailment of commodrgney relations, the
implementation of food surplus requisitioning in rural areas (forced withdrawal
of additional, and often mueteeded product fromrpducers in favor of the
state), rigid control over the measure of labor and consumption became a brake
on the revival of the national economy in the new, peaceful conditions.

Peasants showed quite justified dissatisfaction with the food surplus
requisitianing, which did not allow them to freely dispose of the products of
their labor, and therefore did not encourage the development of productive
agriculture. The extreme degree of impoverishment gave rise to the same
sentiments in the working environment. cBping from starvation, many
workers abandoned factories, mines, railway workshops and began to engage in
handicrafts, went to the countryside, and declassed.

As a result, the social base of the proletariat dictatorship weakened, and
the danger of the raemtation of the capitalist system increased.

A comprehensive analysis of the growing crisis convinced Lenin of the
unsuitability of thefimilitary-communisd approaches for the new conditions
and, consequently, of the need for a sharp turn in the@aybicy. This turn
called the new economic policy (NEP) was proclaimed on the initiative of V.
Lenin by the Xth Congress of the RCP(b) in March 1921. The NEP period
began with the abolition of food surplus requisitioning. Based on the decisions
of the Xth Congess of the RCP(b), the extraordinary session of the All
Ukrainian Central Executive Committee passed a law on replacing the food
surplus requisitioning with a food tax, and the Soviet of Pép@lemmissars of
the UkrSSR issued a decree on tax norms araluat.



The cereal food tax was 117 million poods instead of 160 million poods
of the food surplus requisitioning from the 1921 harvest. Those peasants who
fulfilled the food surplus requisitioning plan in 1921, were free to sell the
surplus of theirproducts. The abolition of the requisition principle in grain
procurement and trade permits were of significant importance. For the first time,
the prospects of truly economic development of the received land opened before
the peasants.

The recognition ofcommoditymoney relations, private trade, and the
strengthening of finances by the government brought entrepreneurial activity out
of the underground. The smalled new bourgeoisie appeared. That society
stratum comprised tenants, brokers, commission sagemholesalers, and
industrialists who were called nepmemeople of the NEP. Nepm@nactivity
contributed to the rapid overcoming of economic chaos and devastation.

In the industrial sector, in order to implement the NEP principles, it was
planned to cocentrate the management of large enterprises in the hands of the
state and to lease small ones. In Ukraine, 5,200 enterprises were leased to
organizations (groups, cooperatives) and individuals, including former owners.

During the Civil War, nationalizednterprises did not have independence,
they did not sell, but delivered their products to state bodies on the basis of
orders; they did not buy, but received raw materials and supplies through work
permits. With the transition to the NEP, companies mengedselfsupporting
trusts. As a method of management, -fielhncing was based on the self
sufficiency of enterprises, which provided not only breakn, but also profit.

In 19221924, in order to ensure the effective functioning of the coftry
econonic system monetary reform was introduced, which resulted in financial
stabilization in both domestic and foreign markets. The state fully supported the
development of various forms of cooperation, created conditions for further
strengthening of ties betwe@rban and rural areas.

According to the Constitution of 1919, the UkrSSR was considered a
legally independent state. On December 28, 1920, the representatives of Russia
i V.Lenin and GChicherin,7 as the first party, and the representative of
Ukraine Kh. Rakovskyi, as the second party, signed a treaty on a military and
economic alliance between the two states. Under the treaty, the governments of
Russia and Ukraine announced that they would unite seven Beople
Commissariat§ military and naval affas, foreign trade, finance, labor, roads,
post and telegraphand the Supreme Councils of National Economy.

According to the treaty, the joint PeofdeCommissariats were part of the
Peoplés Commissariat of the RSFSR and had their representatives in the
Peoplés Commissariat of the UkrSSR. Despite Ukrainian Left Socialist
Revolutionarie8 protests against the treaty it was ratified at the Vih All
Ukrainian Congress of Soviets (March 1921). Similar treaties were concluded
between the Russian Federation aber republics: Azerbaijan (September
1920), Belarus (January 1921), Georgia (May 1921). Thus the federation of
Soviet states was created.



The transformation of public administration bodies of the Russian
Federation into general federal ones me@mitoromizatioro of independent
republics, i.e. their actual inclusion in Rugsihorders as autonomies.

This caused dissatisfaction on the part of the population, and the national
republic®leaders, who defended the idea of sovereignty. KH. Rakovskyi, who
healed the Ukrainian Soviet government in 191993, became a mouthpiece of
these ideas.

In March 1922, he addressed the Central Committee of the RCP(b) with a
proposal to specify the relations between the RSFSR and the UkrSSR within the
treaty federation. Tprepare a project for improving federal relations, there was
set up a commission which included representatives of the national republics;
the chairman of the AlUkrainian Central Executive Committee Hetrovskyi
represented Ukraine in it. The commdssiincluded the following members of
the Central Committee of the RCP(b): G. Ordzhonikidze, Kh. Rakovsky,
G. Sokolnikov and J. Stalin.

The chairman of the commission was V. Kuibyshev. All members of the
commission, with the exception of Kh. Rakovskyi, evesupporters of the
republic® autonomization. Developed by J. Stalin draft resoluti@n the
relations of the RSFSR with independent republigovided for the latter to
enter the Russian Federation as autonomous entities.
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Thus, Kh. Rakovskys initiative gave the opposite result. V. Lenin did
not participate in the commission meeting due to illness. After reviewing the



materials provided by the commission, he made a proposal to form the Soviet
Union, i.e. a new federation comprising the Russian and Transcaucasian
federations, Ukraine and Belarus.

The form of formation of a single state, proposed by Lenin, was approved
by the October (1922) plenum of the Central Committee of the RCP(b).
However, thetendency to national republ@sutonomization was revealed
during the constitutional commission meeting attended by J. Stalin, M. Kalinin,
G. Piatakov, Kh. Rakovskyi and G. Chicherin. This commission developed the
constitutional principles of a single t#aPeoplé Commissariats of three types
were created merged, united and autonomous.

Five merged People Commissariats witliundivided powed were to
operate throughout the Soviet Union. Five united Commissariats differed from
the merged ones only imat the republican units subordinated to the Moscow
Collegium were called Peofe Commissariats (narcomats). Six Pe@ple
Commissariats retained the status of independent in their republics: justice,
internal affairs, agriculture, education, health care@ social security.

On December 10, 1922, delegates of the Vllthrainian Congress of
Soviets approved the Declaration on the Establishment of the USSR and the
draft Union Treaty. On December 30, 1922, the First Congress of Soviets of the
USSR took pce. At the suggestion of the head of the UkrSSR delegation M.
Frunze, the Congress mainly approved the Declaration on the Establishment of
the USSR and the Union Treaty. Thus, a new state appeared on the world
political arenai the USSR, which included W&ine, Russia, Belarus and the
Transcaucasian republicsGeorgia, Armenia, and Azerbaijan.

To govern such a large state, allied governing bodies were fdirntesl
Congress of Soviets of the USSR, the Central Executive Committee (CEC), the
Council of Peo® Commissars (government), and the ruling Bolshevik Party
RCP(b) was renamed in the Allnion Communist Party (of Bolsheviks) with its
center in Moscow (1925).

Later, the USSR included:

A Turkmenistan (1925) after the e
1924;

A Uzbekistan (1925) aft

A Tajikistan (1929) aft

In 1936, the USSR united 11 union republics.

However, taking into account the comments and proposals of the union
republics, the final texts of the documents were to be approved by the following
Congress of Soviets. At the First Congress of Soviets of the USSR, the CEC of
the USSR was elected. It comprised 371 members and 138 candidates, as well as
four chairmen of ta CEC (H. Petrovskyi from Ukraine).

In January 1923, the CEC of the USSR approved the Constitutional
Commission headed by M. Kalinin. Together with the CEC of the Union
Republics, the commission began developing the basic principles of government
system. his commission, which worked openly, had only to repeat those things,
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which, in principle, had already been decided by an unknown-painty
constitutional commission, the decisions of which had been based onsStalin
autonomy project.

On January 26, 1924the Second Congress of Soviets of the USSR
opened. It approved the first Constitution of the USSR. In May 1925, the IXth
All-Ukrainian Congress of Soviets approved a new text of the Constitution of
the UKrSSR. It enshrined in law the entry of Soviet lHednto the USSR, as
well as the right to leave the Union freely, defined the competence and functions
of republican bodies of state power and public administration, as well as
relations between the highest bodies of state power and public adminisbfation
the UkrSSR and USSR.

Thus, naval and foreign affairs, foreign trade, and rail transport were
entirely within the competence of the union government. The financial system,
labor, food, and industry were subordinated to the URepublican Peopis
Commssars. Some other peofecommissariats- justice, home affairs,
agriculture, education, health care and social secungtained the status of
independent. But they also ideologically and materially depended on the central
apparatus.

Thus, the procesef formation of a multinational union, and in fact a
unitary state, was completed. Ukraine, like other national republics, while
retaining signs of state sovereignty, had for many decades been held hostage to
the policies of the center, Mosc@wuling paty and economic structures. The
Constitution also recorded changes resulting from the formation of the
Moldavian Autonomous Soviet Socialist Republic as part of the Ukrainian SSR
in 1924 and the new administratiterritorial division of the republic.

In 1923, instead of povits and volosts, counties and districts were formed,
and in 1925, the provinces were liquidated and a itteeesystem of
government management was established: ceotanty-district.

At that time, the Ukrainian Republic was the seclamdest in the USSR.

Its area was 450 thousand square kilometers, and the population reached almost
26 million people.

3. Contradictory nature of political and economic development of
Dnieper Ukraine in the 20-30s of the twentieth century.

The rejectiorof the new economic policy meant a serious turn, first of all,
in the Bolsheviké domestic policy. They chose the course fatcelerated
socialist construction and it was the policy disocialist industrializatiodithat
was to bring success to StaBrcourse ofthéi gr eat t uTheaimwas p o
to ensure the predominant and priority development of Group A industries (fuel,
energy, chemical, machirmiilding, etc.). This would make it possible to turn
the USSR into a powerful industrial state witle@t militaryindustrial potential.

Very high rates of development of heavy industry were planned for
Ukraine. In particular, the target for coal production was increased from 27 to 80



million tons (actually 45 million tons were produced), and the plamitpiron
smelting- from 2400 to 6600 thousand tons (actuél¥330 thousand tons).

At the same time, thdproletariam state shamelessly exploited the
working class, primarily through coercion and intimidation. Wor&esiscere
enthusiasm, their trustithe government, and their faith inflaright future
were also exploited. Material incentives, which clearly demonstrated their
advantages during the NEP period, were replaced by moral, political and
ideological ones.

On the night of August 381, 1935,0. Stakhanov, a miner at the
ACentr al l rmi neo mine, got 102 tons ¢
help of two assistant shaft timbermen, whose names remained unknown to
history. The state used this fact to revise production rates in theiahrext
increasing them by 385%. Millions of repressefienemies of the peoplalso
became participants in Stadn program of socialist industrialization. The
villagers were also ruthlessly exploited.

As for industrial policy, it consisted in the creatioof monopoly
enterprises, whose products were intended for the needs of large regions,
including Central Russia. Zaporizhstal, AzStal, Dniproges, Kramatorsk
MachineBuilding Plant, Kharkiv Tractor Plants, etc. were built. At the end of
the first fiveyear plan in Ukraine, the enterprises of the Soviet Union
subordination produced 69.8% of the total output, the republicani c2@8%,
the local ones$ 9.9%. Since the mid930s, the course for the militarization of
the national economy and the creatidra@owerful militaryindustrial complex
became increasingly clear. The relationship between industry and agriculture in
the general structure of the economy changed. All types of private enterprise
have sharply decreased. Foreign concessions were ligdid& planned
administrativecommand system was established. In a few decades it would
exhaust itself and collapse.

This is how forced socialist industrializatioren integral part of Stal@s
policy of fithe onset of socialism on the whole froiittook dace. Today the
whole world knows how this offensive ended. As for Ukraine, its inhabitants,
who voluntarily or forcibly bore the burden of industrialization, simply did not
feel its results. And not surprisingly, as almost thgaarters of industrial oput
produced by Ukrainian enterprises were sent to th&JAibn Fund.

Another component of Stalim course was the smlled socialist
collectivization of agriculture. This direction was determined in 1927 at the
XVth Congress of the AlUnion Communist Brty of Bolsheviks. In early 1928,
Stalin and his entourage made adjustments to the Codgrdssision, the
essence of which was to further limit the market elements left over from the
NEP, to forcibly liquidate all forms of agricultural cooperation, #melfkulaks
a a Cbllactve tarms and state farms were to become the only form of
production organization in the countryside. All this was to be fulfilled in three or
four years. Those who opposed fiparty lined were declaredienemies of the
peopeod and repressed (M. Bukharin, M. Rykov, O. Tomskyi, etc.). For the same



reasons, the reprisal against prominent agricultural scientists O. Chayanov, K.
Kondratiev, and others took place.

In 1929, the plenum of the Central Committee of the-lWAlion
Communist Party of Bolsheviks was held. There, it was stated that Ukraine
should introduce collectivization as soon as possible, setting an example for
other republics of the USSR. And it began to set such an example. If in October
1929 there were 10 congikly collectivized districts in Ukraine, in December
of the same year they amounted to 46. The establishment of the collective and
state farm system was accompanied by the forced expropriation of land,
livestock, and agricultural tools. Everything was édo kill peasantseternal
desire to have their own land and learn to work productively on it. Peasants were
deprived of almost everything and forcibly driven to the collective farms.
Dissenters were repressed. In fact, it was about the resettlementaohibik
farmers. Some of them, primarily young people, went to the cities to get
engaged in industry. Many people from the countryside who became students or
were enlisted into the Red Army did not return home. The consequences of mass
deportations were st severe for Ukraine. In the late 1920s, 850,000 Ukrainian
peasants were forcibly relocated to the inhabited areas of the Polish Peninsula
and Siberia. The policy aliquidation of the kulaks as a classas also aimed
at resettlement of farmers, becausany middlesized farms also suffered at
that time.

To ensure a high rate of collectivization, the Bolsheviks sent 62,000
workers to the Ukrainian countryside. Thecled twentyfive thousander$
usually Russian workers who were to pursue the @aaiyrarian policyi also
arrived here. As of June 1, 1930, 90,000 farms were forcibly collectivized in the
republic, and in the years of collectivization in total 200,000. Together with all
members of the kulak families, this amounted toi1124 million people. More
than half of them were deported to the North and to Siberia. In 1932, by
introducing a passport system in the cities, the authorities actually attached the
peasants to the collective farm land, making them state serfs.

Thus, as a result dfisodalist collectivizatio, the Soviet government
achieved many goals. Wealthy and capable of productive labor peasantry
(kulaks, much of the middle class) was exterminated. The rest of the peasants,
especially the poorest, were driven to the collective $ams a result of which
Ukrainian farmers suffered. Due to mass repressions, the gene pool of the
Ukrainian people in general and the Ukrainian peasantry in particular was
significantly undermined. The Soviet government failed to achieve only what
fisocialst collectivizatio was officially introduced foi the creation of highly
productive agriculture, raising the living standards of the population.

In 19321933, the Ukrainian people, especially the peasantry, experienced
perhaps one of the most tragic @unes of collectivization: the Holodomor. Its
origins, as already noted, should be sought in the agrarian policy of the Soviet
government. The grain procurement plans, in particular, were never
economically sound, they essentially meant a food dictatorgiipost two



thirds of the gross grain harvest, the vast majority of livestock products, was
confiscated from Ukrainian farmers. In addition, the collective farms maintained
machinetractor stations on their own therefore they did not have products for
sufficient wages for farmers.

In 1931, almost a third of the harvest was lost. Grain procurement plans,
however, remained unchanged. In 1932, the area under crops in Ukraine
decreased by oA#th. The grain procurement plan was raised by 44%. In 1932,
a resdution AON the Protection of Socialist Propartyas adopted. According to
it peasants were punished by execution or concentration camp for
cappropriating even a handful of grain from a collective farm field. At that
time, even the seed stock was confiedato the state granary, without giving
any grain to the collective farmers.

In the pictureHolodomor Memorial Complex in Ukraine

The famine began in the republic. In March 1933, it covered 103 out of
400 districts. However, even under thasmditions, a significant amount of
grain was exported. The central government managed to allocate only 3 million
poods of bread to Ukraine. Even today the its portion given to the hungry
remains unknown. Another thing is known: the losses of Ukraine aewtm5
7 million people. This famine was undoubtedly artificial and is classified as a
SovietBolshevik genocide against the Ukrainian people.

SELF-ASSESSMENTQUESTIONS:

1. When did the Bolsheviks first come to power?
2. Describe the conditions undehich the Bolsheviks lost power.



3. When did the Bolsheviks come to power for the second time?

4. What Ukrainés territories came under the control of the Bolsheviks in
winter - spring 19197

5. Describe the features of the formation of the central Sguitrnment
apparatus in Ukraine in the late 191&arly 19109.

6. When was the policy dimilitary communisnd adopted?

7. Explain the reasons for adopting the policyfimilitary communisnd
and outline its essence.

8. Outline the Bolshevik policy towardse peasantry.

9. Give a general description of the attitude of various population
segments and political organizations towards the Bolshevik policy in Ukraine.

10. For what purpose was the Alkrainian Committee created?

11. Describe the government lanalipy in 1920. What factors influenced
its implementation?

12. Describe the essence of the food surplus requisitioning. What methods
of its introduction were used by the Bolsheviks?

13. Describe the reasons for adopting the new economic policy. When
was itadopted?

14. Discover the essence of the NEP.

15. What are the limitations of the NEP?

16. What are the implications of the NEP for economic development?

17.Analyze the causes and consequences of the famine 612231

18. What is the purpose widustrialization?

19. Describe the difficulties of industrialization.

20. What economic outcomes were planned in the firstyfear plan and
by what methods?

21. What factors influenced the transition to forced industrialization?
What was the manifestan of that transition?

22. What were the first fivgear plan outcomes? What tasks could not be
solved?

23. Describe the consequences of industrialization.

24. ldentify the reasons for the establishment of Sklitotalitarian
regime.

25. Outline the iddogy and policy of socialism?

26. What were the consequences of Staliepression in the 1930s?

27. The new Constitution of the USSR declared citiaetghts and
freedoms. Was their practical implementation been ensured? Justify the answer.

TESTS

1. L. Trotsky was supported by the following CP(B)U members:
a) I. Dashkovsky, N. Gordon;

b) D. Manutulsky, G. Petrovsky;

c) M. Skripnik, V. Chubar.



2. The first fiveyear plan was drafted for:
a) 1926- 1931,
b) 1928- 1932;
c) 1927- 1931,
d) 19321 1937.

3. The first fiveyear plan was approved by the Xl Alkrainian
Congress of Soviets in:

a) 1927;

b) 1928;

c) 1929;

d) 1930

4. According to the fiveyear plan, 64 billion rubles were allocated for
capital construction in the USSR, of which Ukraaoeounted for:

a) 13 billion rubles

b) 15 billion rubles

c) 16 billion rubles

d) 17 billion rubles.

5. The grain crisis arose in:
a) 1926- 1927;
b) 1928- 1929;
c) 1929- 1930;
d) 19311 1932

6.The transition to forced industrialization began in:
a) 1927,
b) 1928;
c) 1929;
d) 1930

7. Dnipropetrovsk hydroelectric power plant in Zaporizhia started
producing electric power in:

a) 1932;

b) 1933;

c) 1934

8. The Constitution of the USSR was approved by the XIVUAitainian
Congress of Soviets in:

a)January 1936;

b) January 1937,

c) January 1938;



d) January 1939

9.The State Political Directorafexposed the underground organization
cUnion for the Liberation of Ukraireein:

a) in the autumn of 1929;

b) in the summer of 1930;

c) in the spring of 198

d) in the spring of 1932

10. The second fivgear plan was developed for:
a) 1932- 1936;
b) 1933- 1937;
c) 19341 1938

11. ThefiMine case trial of coal industry specialists (Donbass) was
fabricated in:

a) 1927;

b) 1928;

c) 1929;

d) 1930

12.InAiThe Year of the Great Revol uti
increase in heavy industry output in 1929/30 by:

a) 31%
b) 32%
c) 40%
d) 42%

13. How many enterprises were created during the firstyiag plan
implementation in Ukraine?

a) 300;
b) 40Q
c) 500 .

14. The first tractor was manufactured by Kharkiv Tractor Plant on:
a) October 1, 1930;
b) October 1, 1931;
c) October 1, 1932

15. During the second fivgear plan period (1933937) the following
industrial facilities were constructed:
a) Kharkiv Tractor Plant and Dniproges;



b) Zaporizhstal and Kryvorizhstal,
c) Azovstal,
d) Novokramatorsk plant of heavy engineering.



LECTURE 9: UKRAINE AND THE SECOND WORLD WAR: A
NEW PARADIGM

1. The Ukrainian question in international relations on the eve and at
the beginning of the Second World War.

2. The contribution of the Ukrainian people to the victory over
Nazism.

3. Historical and legal consequences of the Second World War for
Ukrainian statehood.

1. The Ukrainian question ininternational relations on the eve and at
the beginning of the Second World War.

The disunity of the Ukrainian lands, thdielongingto different states
were not only a painful problem of a large European nation, but also one of the
difficult moments ofthe political situation in Central and Eastern Europe in the
prewar period. Ukraine constantly attracted attention of many European
countries, but they were only interesteds&izing Ukrainian lands and tuimg
them into their colony.

On the eve of WorldVar I1, the population of Western Ukraine was about
7 million people. All these lands were dominated by a foreign administration,
which pursued a policy of colonization. This infuriated Ukrainians and led to
their opposinghe official authorities.

In 1925 the Ukrainian National Democratic Unioheaded by K.
Levytskyi was formed.In 1929, the Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists
(OUN) was established in Vienna under the leadershideofKonovalets. Its
aimwas to gairlJkraines independence.

A brief history of the statehood of Carpathian Ukraine is not only a bright
page in the liberation struggle of Ukrainians, who for many generations, since
the Hetmanate, dreamed of their independence and the establishment of Ukraine
as an equal among egsain the world. Carpathian Ukraine is also a
manifestation of fierce and stubborn competition of peoples for the assertion of
their will and place in the worldMoreover, it demonstrateiow between
several fires, not only Polish and Soviet, but also HtiagaCzechandSlovak,
Ukrainians fought for their political andational establishment on their own
land, in particular, in Transcarpathia.

When Greater Ukraine was formally proclaimed one of several similarly
formal national republics of the USSR antskaved within the framework of the
Soviet totalitarian system, the Ukrainian question was acute in Central Europe,
primarily in Czechoslovakidt was presented to the Czechoslovak Republic at
the Paris Peace Conference of 1209 when the West demand#tht Tomas



Masaryls government grant autonomy to Ukrainians in Czechoslovakia,
namely in Transcarpathia, with further settlement of the issue after Uggaine
statehood as a whole was resolved.

That is, in Paris, in particular, under the Treaty of S&eatmainof 1919
and the Treaty of Trianoaf 1920, they saw no other way for Transcarpathian
Ukrainians than their entry into the future independent Ukraine,

Prague delayed the proclamation of Transcarpathian autonomy for a long
time, until Czechoslovakia wsathreatened with dismemberment following the
September 1938 Munich Agreement.

Although the need to declare the autonomy of Transcarpathia was
enshrined in the Constitution of Czechoslovakia, neither Presiflentas
Masaryk nor President Edvard Benes was hurry to do so. It was not until
September 1938vhenthe Munich Conference of the Great Powesss held
that the question of SubcarpathiansRwuas raised in connection with the
dismemberment of Czechoslovakia.

In the picturePoster of Carpathiabkraine

German Foreign Minister Joachim von Ribbentnoygted the Uzhhorod
delegation to Munich. Itwas headed by Eduard Bachyniskgnd was



accompanied by several Greek Catholic fathReferring to themBachynsky
persuaded the Germans of the need Tfanscarpath@ independence from
Czechoslovakia andungary

Later, while in Yugoslavia in late March 1939, tHeresident of
Carpathian Ukraine Augustyn Voloshgescribed how headinformed Berlin
in early March 1939 of Hungay proposal to Khust (the capital of Carpathian
Ukraine) to include Carpathian Ukraine in the Hungarian state on the basis of
autonomyfollowing the model ofCroatia and Slovenia as part of Austria
Hungary.

Accordng to Voloshy, the Germans forbade him tpve a positive
answer to Budapest proposal, because it allegedly contradicted the Vienna
Arbitration of November 2, 1938.

In an interview with a Yugoslav newspapé&ugustyn Voloshy also
claimed that Germanyad beenstrongly opposed to a common Hurigar
Polish border in the Carpathiangierefore he, as president of Carpathian
Ukraine,had beerforced to declare its independence on March 15, 1939.

On October 8, 193&he Rime Minister of Czechoslovaki&eneral Jan
Sirovy (President Edward Benes halleady emigrated from the country on
October 5)was forcedto proclaimthe autonomy ofSubcarpathian Rusnder
pressue from both Berlin and Uzhhorod

The first autonomous gernment of Subcarpathian Rubkeaded by
Russophile leader and Hungarian intellige agent Andriy Brag, was joined
by theAugustyn Voloshy (Ukrainophile).On October 26, Bragt was removed
from office as a Hungarian agent, and Augustynldgbyn was elected Prime
Minister of Carpathian Ukraine.

Hungary did not agree with the divisioof former Czechoslovakia
borders, and at its request, Germany held anratioih in Vienna on November
2. According to it,the territories of Uzhgorod, Mukachevo and Sevliush
(Vynohradiv) counties withthe cities ofUzhhorod Mukacheve and Berehove
were t&kenfrom Carpathian Ukraine and transferred to Hungary

On November 3, the nani€arpathian Ukraineappeaged in the official
documents of the Augustyn Volostgovernment

On that day, the Prime Mhister of Subcarpathian Russia Augustyn
Voloshyn addresed the people d@iCarpathian Ukraine with a call to stand up
for self-sufficiency and the development of an independent 6tatde
emphasized thdlgreatstates, whicthadestablished the final boundaries on the
2nd of November193§ in Vienna, had cadld Subcarpathian Rus naturally
Carpathian Ukraine

In the same appeal, the rejection of Carpathian Ukimiteeritories by
Hungary was called d@heavy wave and afiwound for fiUkrainian state
i ndepenld avas @leoo reported thathe government of autonomous
Carpathian Ukrainghen as part of th€zechoslovak Republic was forced to
move to Khust, where in 1918he first wish of our independend@ad been
proclaimed on January 81The governmerd move from Uzhhorod to Khust



took place on November 10, 1938. The political situation in early 1939 was
extremely tense. Peaceful life in Transcarpathia was disturbed by constant
terrorist provocations by Hungarian and Polish agektghe turn of 19389,

amost every night, shootingsdk place on the border between Hungary and
Carpathian Ukraine, between Uzhhorod and Perechyn.

Relations between the autonomous government of Carpathian Ukraine
and the Czech authorities were tense. Prague wanted to directly control all of
Khusis actions ad, contrary to its autonomous rights, appointedetseral Lev
Prhala minister to the government of Carpathian Ukra@®e.January 20, 1939,
at the request of the Czech government, all political parties in Carpathian
Ukraine were dissolved. However, Augjyn Voloslyn immediately created the
Ukrainian National Union, which violated previous decisions of the Prague
authorities.

The Sejm of Carpathian Ukraine convened, with the consent of the
President of the Czechoslovak Republic Emil Gaha, on the nighttober 14
15 in Khust It proclaimed the full independence of Carpathian Ukraine. Not
only the fact of independence of Carpathian Ukraine was proclaimed at the
Sejm, but also the main documentsindependencegn the state system, name,
anthem, state fguage,and flag. This can be seen and heard in the film
document of the cameraman Peter Lesyuk (or Lysywkd died on March 15,
1939 on the Red Field, on the banks of the Tisza, between Khust and Korolev
during the battle of the Carpathian Sich with Hungarian troops:

It happened at an extremely difficult time. On the night of 13 to 14, the
Hungarian army waalready on the border of Cathian Ukraine in the area of
Korolev, a few kilometers from Khust. That same night there was a bloody clash
between the Czech troops and the Carpathian Sich. The Czechs did not want to
arm the Sich. On March 15, Hitler intnackd his troops into the Czech Republic
and Moravia. Czechoslovakia disintegrated.

The declaration of independence of Carpathian Ukraine, as can be seen
from the film, was a triumph, a moment for the Ukrainians of Transcarpathia.
And already on March 15,9B9, the bloody historical reality turned the events
in Carpathian Ukraine into a tragic direction.

A new attack on the western Ukrainian lands was inflicted on August 23,
1939, when V. Molotov and J. Ribbentrop signed the Sdwvexman non
aggression pacihe secret protocol provided for the delimitation of the spheres
of interests of the two states, and Western Ukraine, along with other territories,
was to become part of the USSR. Lemkivshchyna and Kholmshchyna fell into
the German zone.

On September 11939, World War Il began with a German attack on
Poland. On September 17, Red Army troops crossed the Polish border. This was
described by official Soviet propaganda adilberation campaigiin Western
Ukraine. On September 22, a preliminary demarcatioa was established
between the aggres$srtroops, and on September 28, the USSR and Germany
signed a treaty of friendship. On February 11, 1940, an economic agreement was



signed in Moscow, according to which on May 15, 1941, Germany received

from the USSR 632 thousand tons of bread, 232 thousand tons of gasoline, 23.5
thousand tons of cotto®0 thousand tons of mangane8€0 kg of platinum,

etc. Joint military parades took place in Brest, Pinsk, and Kovel, which was to

symbolize the friendship betweéme USSR and Germany.

-

In the picture:Columns of Soviet infantry cross the border with Poland on
September 17, 1939.

The mentioned secret protocol also referred to the interests of the USSR
in relation to SoutlEastern Europe, in particular Bessarabia. At the end of June
1940, the USSR, taking advantage of Germanintarvention and its pressure
on the Romanian governmg occupied Bessarabia, the Ukrainriahabited
territories of Bukovina, anthe Romaniamlistrict Herta.

Thus,almost all Ukrainian landgreviously belonging to other state®re
collected together within the USSR. On the one haiis fact had an
undsputablepositive significance: the reunification of the western Ukrainian
lands objectively corresponded to the eternal desire of our people for unity. But
it is impossible not to take into accowch things asvho, why and by what
methods did it. Stal, conducting a political bargain with Hitler, first of all
cared about the further expansion of his emg@nelthe creation of d@isecurity
zona on the western borders. In addition, Stalin sought to put an end to the
liberation movement of the populati@f Western Ukraine as soon as possible.
Not only repression was used for this. For tactical reasons, a number of steps
were takerto limit Polish influence in th&e lands. In particular, the Ukrainian
language became the language of instruction at Ivam FrankdJniversity.



However, the situation of the new territorial possessions of the USSR was
dominated by something else. There was a tough process of forced
Sovietization. All Ukrainian parties, cultural and educational organizations,
unions,clubs, he Greek Catholic ChurcRrosvita Enlightenmentinstitutions,
and more than 80 different publications were banned. The Soviet leadership was
mortally frightened by the very possibility of the influence of nationallpded
Galicia on Soviet Ukraine. Thas why the authorities with such persistence
imposed the totalitarianommunist systemworked out in the USSRiIn
Western Ukraine. Repression against the population became increasingly brutal
and massive. Since the autumn of 1939, 10% of the populafiGiVestern
Ukraine ha been repressed for political reasons, usually without trial or
investigation. The longwaited reunification of Ukrainian lands turned out to be
bloody.

2. The contribution of the Ukrainian people to the victory over
Nazism

On June22, 1941 Germany attacked the USSR. Ukraine occupied a
special place in the fascdplans. According to the Ost plan, Germany intended
to deport tens of millions of people from Ukraine, relocating German colonists
there. Part of its lands was supposedbe transferred to the satellites of Hifger
Germany.

The first days of the war showed the weakness of the USSR. Despite the
massive heroism of the fighters, the Red Army, whose commandhatdl en
victim to Stalinist repression in the prewar yeagsickly retreated. By mid
August 1941, German troops had capturedlicea, Western Volhynia,
Bukovyna, and Bessarabi®n September 19, the Nazis took over Kyiv, and in
Octoberi Odessa and Kharkiv. By the end of 1941, almost the whole Ukraine
was occu@d. Human toll and material losses were enormous.

The hopes of Western Ukrainians that with the Gerfmang h e andr r i v
the Bolsheviké retreat they wouldget improvement did not come true.
Althoughthe OUN military units fought against the Red Arriggether with the
Germans at the beginning of the war, Hitler had no idea that Ukraine could
become an independent state. This became especially clear when the Ukrainian
state proclaimed in Lviv on June 30, 1941, was quickly liquidated, and the
initiators of the Act of Independence of UkraifieS. Bandera an¥a. Stetska
were deported to the Sachsenhausen concentration camp.

An occupation regimewhich brutally persecuted all those who opposed
it, was estalshed throughout UkraineOn August 20, 1941, ¢h Reich
Commissariat of Ukraine, headed by the fascist exawert E. Koch, was
established om large part of the republic occupied by the Germans. However,
all this could not suppress the populafos r e sin Fittialarctiee Soviet
guerrilla formdions launched an active struggle against the occupiers. The
Ukrainian National Council, a political and public center under the auspices of
the OUN, was established in occupied Kyiv. There were underground Bolshevik



and nationalist organizations, Polisarpisan detachments, and othesistance

units While the Soviet partisar® a c t i aoncényrated masnly on the Left
Bank, the OUN armed formations, primarily the Ukrainian Insurgent Army,
operated in Western Ukraine. In July 1944, the Ukrainian Maleration
Council was establishetHowever,the Bolsheviks regardetthe OUNUPA as

allies of Germany, their enemies. For this reason, theNa#i movement in
Ukraine weakened, and its forces were often spent on fratricidal struggle among
its units.
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In the pictureOUN-UPA leaflet

Events on the fronts, especially after Gern@alefeats at Stalingrad and
Kursk, began to develop in favor of the aMttler coalition. The strategic
initiative was finally transferred to the Red Army. The liberation of the Left
Bank of Ukraine began. The Red Army had a threefold advantage over the
Geamans in the nundr of troops anélmosta fivefold onein equipment, much
of which was supplied by the Allies, primarily the United States and Great



Britain. Replenished with enormous human resources, the Red Army launched a
vigorous offensive. During thesummer and autumn of 1943, Kharkiv,
Chernihiv, and Poltav were liberated, in Septembér Donbass, and on
November 6 Kyiv. The victorious forcing of the Dnieper completed a radical
change in the war.

The final stage of the Second World War occupiesrg veportant place
both intheworld history and in the history of Ukraine.utged the formation of
newviews on the postwar development of the woaldgion the entire system of
international relations. And as the victory over the common enemy dreernear
theseissues attracted the increasing attention of the political leaders of the
United States, Great Britain, and the Soviet Union.

Koxcen yoap moroma — ydap no gopozy!
In the pictureSoviet posteonthe Second World War

As for the course of World War Il in 194045, it becamancreasingly
clear that the anttitler coalition was confidently on its way to victory over
Nazi Germany. In particular, 1944 was the year of the final liberation of
Ukrainian lands from Nazi invaders. In February 1944, a large group of German
troops wasliquidated near KorsuShevchenkivsky On March 26, Soviet
troops reached the state border with Romania. After the liberation of Crimea in
the first half of May 1944, the main efforts were concentrated in the western
direction. Eight German divisions wedefeated near Brody, including the SS
Halychyna division. Lviv, Stanislaviv, and Uzhhorod were liberated.

At the beginning of October 1944, the territory of Ukraine was completely
cleared of occuprs, and at the end of thatonth, Transcarpathia was lila¢ed.

On June 29, 1945, the USSR and Czechoslovakia concluded an agreement on
the reunification of Transcarpathia with the Ukrainian SSR.



The Soviet partisan formatiorfeeaded byM. Naumov and O. Fedorov
made a significant contribution to the defeat & Nazis. S. Kovpak unitalso
achieved certain succedsring its Carpathian raid. The actions of the Ukrainian
Insurgent Army were an integral part of theldkrainian movement against the
Nazis. In tle autumn of 1944it carried out 800 raids. After 8t troops
marchedacrossWestern Ukraine, the UPA organized a series of actions to
prevent the mobilization and deportation of the Ukrainian population. At the
same time, for tactical reasons, the Germans released S. Bandera, J. Stetsko, anc
A. Melnyk from the concentration camp. However, they did not achieve their
goal: the OUNUPA did not abandon the struggle on two frohtisoth against
the Bolsheviks and against the Nazis.

Thus, the events on the fronts showed that the defeat of Germany was
imminent. The victory of thenited rations over the Nazis and their allies, as
already noted, not only summed up the Second World War, but alsw pess
important issues the postwakvorld orderi on the agenda.

Ukraine made a huge contribution to the victory over Nazi Germany and
Japan. At least 5.3 million people, or one in six Ukrainians, died in World War
lI. 2.3 million Ukrainians were deported to Germany for forced labor. Udsin
losses account for 404% of the USSB total losses. Deportees from the
Ukrainian SSR make up 78.6% of all deportees from the USSR. Material losses
in Ukraine were estimated at 286 billionbtes (total losses of the USSR
amounted t@79 billion, of which Russiaaccounts fo225 billion, Belarug 75
billion, Latviai 20 billion, Lithuaniai 17 billion, Estonid 16 billion).

3. Historical and legal consequences of the Second World War for
Ukrainian statehood.

World War Il significantly affected thanternational legal status of Soviet
Ukraine, and in the longuni the corresponding status of the modern Ukrainian
state. In this regard, the events in the USSR and, in particular, irkti&SH in
1944 were of great importance. Thus, on January 27, 18d4lenum of the
Central Committee of thdll-Union Communist PartyBolshevik, convened
for the first time since the waapproved proposals to expand the rights of the
union republics in the field of defense and foreign relatiéhs February 1,
1944, the tenth session of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR heard a report
deliveredthe Peoplé Commissar for Foreign Affairs V. MolotofOn the
Transformation of the Peojike Commissariat of Defense and the Pe@ple
Commissariat for Forgn Affairs from All-Union to UniorRepublican Peopés
Commissariats On the same day, the relevant law was adopted and the USSR
Constitution was amendedccording to the laweach republic had the right to
enter into direct relations with foreign statés conclude agreements with them
and to exchange diplomatic and consular missions. On March 4, 1944, the sixth
session of th&supreme Councibf the Ukrainian SSR passed the 1&@n the
Establishment of the UnieRepublican Peopie Commissariat for Foign
Affairs of the Ukrainian SS& O. Korniychuk was appointed head of the



Commissariat, and he returned from Moscow, whereduevorked as one of V.
Molotovés deputies.

The fact mentioned above was not the only instance evidencing M@scow
loyalty towards Ukraine. There was a row of other ones, namely: ad the
sections of the Sovigberman frontwas renamed the Ukrainian Front;
Volodymyr Sosiurds poem fiLove Ukrain®, full of pronounced national
motives, was awarded the Stalin Prize by Mosc@uthorities;new military
awardswere introduced, including the Order obBdanKhmelnytsky.

What were the real motives for these decisions taken by Moscow? Whose
interests did they meet? In fact, thaas acknowleded, in a somewhat veiled
form, in V. Mdotové report of February 1, 1944, whdrestated, in particular,
that the proposed changes would meet not only the interests of the union
republics but also the USSR as a whole. Stalin tried to prove that there were no
national problems in the USSBven the slightest reason to be dissatisfied with
Soviet national policythat the union reyblics, including Ukraine, hadecome
subjects of international law and could be members of postwar international
organizationsAt the Dumbarton Oaks (the USA) cordace, held in August
October 1944,he Soviet leadership raised the question of admitting all the
republics of the USSR to the futumgernational organization. Thelaim was
rejected as legally unfoundetater, an agreement was reachadcording to
which the two Soviet republicé Ukraine and Belaru$ would become co
founding members of the United Nations.

The SovietUnion thus received two additional votes in this organization,
which violated thegeneral principle: one state one vote.These republids
membership in the United Nations, and later imeotinternational organizations
greatly facilitatedpursuing Soviet foreign policy in Europe, particularly in
Central and Eastern Europe, where totalitabammunist regimes were
established after World 8 1.

After that, the Stalinist leadership rejected the flirtation with the
Ukrainians. In July 1944, O. Korniychuk was dismissed from the post of
Peoplés Commissar for Foreign Affairs by a directive frdioscow. He was
succeeded by DManuilsky, who inthe 1920shadsupported Stali@ project of
fautonomy and whom Stalirhad called afffake Ukrainiam. V. Scsiura soon
became unnecessary. His podnove Ukrain®, once awarded the Stalin Prize,
was later subjected to severe political ostracism.

While Stalin fiworriedd about Ukrainians for tactical reasons, on February
11, 1944, the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR decided to deprive a
number of the USSIReoples of the remnants of their statehood. In March of the
same year, L. Beria reported on tieork done: 12 nations ath nationalities
were deported just over 3 million people. In 1956, at the XX Congress of the
Communist PartyN. Khrushchev saidiiUkrainians escaped this fate because
there were too many of them and nowhere to evict tiiherwiseStalin would
haveevicted then@ Tens of millions of Ukrainians, unlike Tatars or Chechens,



were indeed difficult to deport from their homelands. In addition, the
geopolitical location of Ukraine did not contribute to such an action.

All these eents, as already noted, took place when Allied troops were
advancing on Berlin, the assault on which began in April 1945. Tens of
thousands of Ukrainian soldiers took part in the battle for Berlin. On May 2, the
German capital was taken. On September 25]19aparalso capitulated. World
War |l wes over.

The Ukrainian people, whoelbame one of the victors in thhtoody
massacre, hoped that after the war everything would be different, that
totalitarianism and genocide wetengs of the past. However, thopesvere
in vain. For many decadebJoscow denied the Ukrainian people, as well as
other peoples of the USSR, the right to free, independent development, to their
own independent state.

SELF-ASSESSMENTQUESTIONS:

1.Describe the geopoliticaituation on the eve of World Warwar and the role

of Ukraine in it.

2. What plans did Nazi Germany have for Ukraine?

3. What role did the secret agreement of 1939 between Germany and the Soviet
Union ¢playe in the action of annexing the western Ukramilands to the
USSR?

4. What was the contradiction of the processes that took place in all spheres of
life in the western Ukrainian region?

5. Explain the essence of the naggression treaty between the USSR and
Germany.

6. Why has the Treaty of Friendphand Border between Germany and the
Soviet Union been a top secret in the USSR for 50 years?

7.Why were the first months of the war so tragic for the Red Army?

8. Name the main military operations that led to the occupation of almost the
entire territoy of Ukraine by Nazi troops.

9. How adequate were the hopes of OUN leaders for the revival of Ukrainian
statehood with the help of Germany?

10.What were the consequences of fiBevietizatioof Western Ukraine?

11 What was the policy of the German ocatipn regime in Ukraine and what
was its attitude to the activities of the OWNPA?

12. Outline similar and different features &oviet troopé and OUNUPA
armed groupdmethods of fighting against German occupiers.

13. What forms of peopl@ struggle inthe enemgs rear in all regions of
occupied Ukraine do you know?

14.What do you know about the-salled rail war?

15. What prominent Ukrainian military leaders of the Second World déayou
know?



16. Describe the main political and so@conomic consegences of World War

Il.

17. Why wasré the Secret Protocol supplementiige Molotov-Ribbentrop
Pactpublicly announced ithe USSR for 50 years?

18. The situation before the war and at the initial stage of the war in relations
between the OUN and tHeadership of the ThirdReich is aptly described by
O.Subelnyi: 66 each si de s ougdndfor ttsoown) sften t h e
opposite purposes.What did the historian ean?

19.How did the views of SBander&s and AMelnyk& supporters on Ukraite

ways of gaining independence differ?

TESTS:

1.The occupation zone, which included the territories of Lviv, Drohobych,
Stanislav and Ternopil regions, was called

a) Transnistria

b) Reich CommissaridiUkraineo;

d) Galicia District

c) front zone

2 Whatwas an integral part of the Nazi new orzler

a) liquidation of collective and state farms

b) openinguniversities

d) ban on the use of forced labor of the local population
c) discrimination against the population and total terror

3.What is theHolocaust?

a) total physical extermination of the Jewish population by the Nazis

b) restriction of the rights of the Jewish population on religious grqunds

d) the hostile attitude of the Nazis towards the Jews in the occupied teryitories
c) moral andpsychological pressure of the occupation administration on the
Jews

4 Which lands belonged to the Reich Commissariat Ukraine?

a) Lviv, Drohobych,Stanislav and Ternopil regions;

b) Right Bank, most of the Left Bank and the south&reas adjacent to the
Crimea,;

c) Eastern regions of Ukraine up to the coast of the Séamf and the
Crimean Peninsula;

d) Odessa region, southern districts of Vinnytsia and western districts of
Mykolayiv regions.



5What are the names of people who voluntarily cooperate theloccuption
authoritie®

a) prisoners of war;

b) collaborationists;

C) ostarbeiters;

d) Volksdeutsche.

6.Specify the name of the occupation regime established by the Nazis in the
occupied territories:

a) iScorched earth

b) dHardening in the Eagt

c) iNew ordeo;

d) AFinal solutior.

7. Indicate the name of the settlement that was first liberated from German
troops in Ukraine.

a) Sverdlovsk, Luhansk region

b) Pivnivka, Luhansk regign

c) Kharkiv;

d) Uzhhorod

8. What concepts and terms shouldused to describe the events of World War
Il in Ukraine? (3 options)

a) fide-Stalinization,

b) ideportatio;

c) Aimilitary communisng

d) The Holocaust

e) A0st Plar.

9. Identify forms of struggle against fascist invaders in the occupied territories
(2 answers):

a) sabotage of enemy communications, destruction of communication lines,
roads,andbridges intelligence gathering, raids on the enésnear

b) distribution of leaflets and newspapers calling for the struggle against the
occupiers

c) depotation of people to forced labor in Germany

d) export of bread, food, equipment of factories from Ukraine

e) use of forced labor of the local population

100... We were evicted on May 18, 1944. The eviction was brutal. At three
otclock in the morning the children were still asleep, the soldiers came in,
ordered us to gather in five minutes and leave the house. We were not allowed
to take any things or productso,.from the memoirs of G. Ibragimova.

What event is mentioned in theemoir®



a) deportation of Jews
b) deportation of Crimean Tatars
c) deportation of Roma
d) deportation of Poles

11.The liberation of the entire territory of Ukraine from the German occupiers
and their allies took plaaen

a) November 6, 1943

b) February 17, 1944

c) October 28, 1944

d) May 9, 1945

12. Indicate the maimutcome of the Second World War (193945) for
Ukraine.

a) liberalization and democratization of sogolitical life in the Ukrainian
SSR

b) growth of autonomousentiments in the par$oviet leadership of the
Ukrainian SSR

c) unification of the main mass of Ukrainian ethnic lands within one;state

d) cessation of hostilities of UPA detachments and OUN underground activities
e) entry of the republic into thenternational arena, accession to the United
Nations

f) numerous human losses and material losses of the national economy of the
Ukrainian SSR

g) granting the Ukrainian SSR the status of a union republic within the Soviet
Union.

13. Identify the charaefristics of the Nazi occupation regime in Ukratheing
World War I1.

a) total terror, mass extermination of local civilians, prisoners of war

b) brutal exploitation of the population and economic robbery (export of raw
materials, food, property)

c) complete liquidation of the collective and state farm system, equal
distribution of land between peasants according to labor standards

d) forced deportation of lotable-bodied people to Germany

e) restoration and legalization of Ukrainian neocialist plitical parties

f) creationof the Ukrainian National Army Germanys ally in the wari by
total mobilization



LECTURE 10: CHANGES IN THE POLITICAL LIFE OF
UKRAINE (second half of the 40s the 80sof the XX century)

1. Features of the postwaperiod: objective conditions and subjective
factors.

2. Attempt to liberalize the political regime (19531964)

3. The growth of crisis phenomena in the politial life of Ukraine in
the 60-80s of the twentieth century.

1. Features of the postwar periodpbjective conditions and subjective
factors.

After the end of World War Il, the Soviet Union faced the problem of
rebuilding a largely devastated economy. Ukraine was particularly affected: 714
cities andownsandmore than 28,000 villagdsad beerdestoyed,250 villages
had beenburned to the ground. Demographic losses accounted for almost a
guarter of the total population. About 10 million peopés beereft homeless.

The damage caused by the war amounted to an astrcal figure of 286
billion rubles.

In August 1946, the Verkhovna Rada of the Ukrainian SSR passed the
Law on the FiveYear Plan for the Reconstruction and Development of the
National Economy. The tagkr 1950wasto bring thegrossdomestigproductto
113% compared with 1940 The agraan sector experienced particularly
significant difficulties. Only about 7% of capital expendituresre allottedto
this area. The peasantry was oppressed by excessive taxes.

The situation worsened in 194847 due to crop fhires and famines.
Livestock had deceased significantly. Despite thamandatory supplies of
agricutural products to the state hddrdly decreasedHowever,the USSR
provided extensivesupport to the countries of Eastern Europe, which under
Moscowss pressurehad embarked on the path @fsoci al i st Incons
1946, the USSR exported 1.7 million tons of grain. At the same time, hundreds
of thousands of peasants in Ukraine and other repubhese dying of
starvation. The international conunity offered its adstance aimed at
overcoming the effects of World War Il and the famine of 19987, but
Moscow refused it, as well as the assistance offered by the United States (the
Marshall Plan). Thus, the Soviet people were abandoned whings of fate by
own authaities.

These were the conditions for rebuilding the destroyed national economy:
command and administrative methods, state, socialist property, the dominance
of the collective farm system in agriculture, almost complete lackaskeits
economic intereshithe development of production, total ideological control. At



the cost of enormous strain the wounds of aaat beenargely healedy 1950

The volume of gross industrial output exceeded the level of 1940 by 15%. The
Donbass mine andheavy industry entprises were put into operation.The
amount ofiron ore mechanical Bgineering, electricity, and cement production
exceeded that of prwar period Gross output of agricultural production in 1950
was 91% of the prewar level. Positive changese observedn the fields of
education, science and culture.

Along with that there were many problems in the postwar development of
Ukraine. In particular, oneidedness, imbalance of the economy, which was
mainly directed to the needs of the militanglustrial conplex, became more
and more obvious. Collectivization in thidlages of Western Ukraine beoe a
seriaus problem for the authorities agpiovoked mass opposition from the local
population.In that region, ollectivization wascompleted only in the early 50s.

Its main methodsvere coercioniidekulakizatio® anddeportation. In particular,
more than 203,000 stalled accomplice and assistants of OUNPA groups
were deported to the eastern regions of the USSR;

The secalled Opration Vistla became a tragic event in the lives of
Western Ukrainians. Its origins are probably to be found in 1944. It was then, on
September 8, that an agreement on the mutual repatriation of the Polish and
Ukrainian populations was signed between thalish National Liberation
Committee and the government of the Ukrainian SSR. In this way, the Polish
pro-communist government tried to solve the problem of national minorities in
its country. This meant, in particular, tfeluntaryo resettlement of Ulainians
from the Zakerzoniaregion (the name comes from tt@urzon lin®, beyond
which there waerehe lands of Lemkivschyn®adsyannia, Kholmshchyna and
Pidliathshig to Soviet Ukraine. As of January 1, 1945, only up to 40,000 people
left. These were ngily members of the Communist Party of Transcarpathian
Ukraine, AMuscophileso, as well as those who were forced to live in-man
villages. As for the majority of Ukrainiard the Zakerzoniaregion, they did not
intend to do so. Then the Polish govermmesupported by Moscow, began to
fpersuadéUkrainians to leave Poland. Everythimgs used from propaganda
and threats to arson, looting and murder.

At the beginning of August 1946, when the end @¥oluntary
repatriatio® was officially announced, mer than 480,000 people were
relocated to the territory of the Ukrainian SSR. The Ukrainian Insurgent Army
(UPA) unitstook an active part in resisting the forcible deportation. Fighting in
the Polish Carpathians did not subside in the postwar years.

On March 29, 1947, the Polish communist authorities decided to evict all
Ukrainians living in soute ast er n Pol and (Lublin,
voivodeships). On April 28, 1947, at 4ctock in the morning, the natious
Operation Vistula begant was carriecbut by 6 Polish divisions, united into a
task force, and state security troops. As a result of their actions, 140,575
Ukrainians were deported, 655 were killed, and 1,466 @UMA soldiers were
taken prisonex 2274 Ukrainians were arrested, 3873 peopleewaprisoned in



a concentration camp. In 1947, 372 Ukrainians were sentenced to death (a total
of 573 in 19441956). As for the Ukrainians forcibly deported to Poland in
April-August 1947, they were specially scattered in the northern and western
Polish Bnds.
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In the pictureMonument to Vistula operation victimsijnh H W Is

This action not onlydistroyed the OUNJPA base in Zakerzoniat, had
an extremely severe impact on the semmonomic and politicalegal situation
of thoseUkrainians who remaineih Poland. The international consequences of
the operation were also negative. During the long postwar decades, it
significantly hindered the development of Ukrainfaalish relations. The Polish
communist authorities refused to condemn this act of gdaeoagainst the
Ukrainian people. Only the new Polish government decided to do so.

On March 5, 1953, an event took place that was able to have a significant
impact not only on domestic political life in the USSR, but also on the
international situation ineneral: J. Stalin diedlhe conditions for change for
the betterseemed to have beereated. However, it began, as always, with the
struggle for thefthronéd A group of party leaders led bM. Khrushchev
removed L. Beria and came to power in July 193% $ociety, which had been
in Stalinds clutches for almost 30 years, was waiting for change. Ukraine, where
Khrushchewhadworked for a long time, hoped tmnsolidatats position. These
hopes were especially strengthened after théh>Congress of the Gomunist
Party, where Khrushcheartially exposed Stal@s atrocities.

For the first time, some concrete stepsl hh@en taken to improvéhe
society. Rehabilitation of innocent convicts by the Stalinist regime began.
Thousands of repressed people, inclgdinose from Ukraine, were released



from concentration camp3herewere carried outeforms that to some extent
contributed to the development of the economy, education, and science. New
phenomena took place in the field of culture. To some extent, dgihés rof
national republics expanded. In 1956, the government of the Ukrainian SSR
took over more than 10,000 industrial enterprises. Ukégaislearein the alt

Union economic complex increased. During 10 years ({%¥5) the
production of tractors in theepublic doubledthere were producedll times
mainline locomotivesand17 timesmoreexcavatorsUnfortunately, all this was
done largely according to old recipes, mostly extensively. Another serious
drawback was that the products of the national econearg still in demand
mainly in the domestic market, partly in the countries of fibacialist camp

and in some underdeveloped countries of the world. Its quality did not meet
world standards. The main part of Soviet exports was not finished goods, but
raw materials, especially oil and gas. As a result, the barbaric attitude to natural
resources and the environment grew.

At that time, Ukraine was one of the main producers of agricultural
products. However, by the miB50s, thecountrysidewas still halfdestroyed,
and the collective farmers were without rights. All this required urgent changes
in agriculture. However, this practically did not happen. Attention was focused
not on increasing labor productivity and yield, but on increasing quantitative
factors expanding areas for grain crops. In thae&5R, the sown area for corn
doubled. Problems in the development of animal husbandry waksénéhe
second half of the ®)the agrarianstill managed to achieve a certain increase
in agricultural production. Thigspiredthe party leadership, and unreasonable,
unrealistic growth rates were plannf seven years (1958965). Naturally,
they were derailed: extensive methods of farmingeasingly showed their
failure and futility.

Ambiguous events took place in sogolitical life. In 1954, a major
propaganda campaign was conducted on the occasion of the 300th anniversary
of thefreunificatiord of Ukraine with Russia, which essentiallased the entire
history of Ukraine, making it part of the history of Russia. On February 19,
1954, the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, in agreement with the
Presidiums of the Supreme Soviets of Russia and Ukraine, decided to transfer
Crimea fom the RSFSR to theHUSSR. The followingactors wergaken into
account Firstly, the fact that the RSFSR did not have a common border with the
Crimean region; secondly, thetrongeconomic ties between thekt$SR and
the Crimea; thirty, the urgent neefor irrigation of agricultural land in this area
implied a single management of the peningsilaconomy. After 1954, new
industrial enterprises were built on the territory of the Crimea, a large number of
communications were laid, and the peninsula wdg $upplied with water, gas,
and electricity. It was after dse economic changdkat Crimea became the
main alkUnion health resort. As a result, the population of Crimea grew rapidly,
especially the Russiaspeaking part.



The decision of the Presidiuaf the Supreme Soviet of the US$EB59)
on this issue fully complied with both the legal norms in force at the time and
the historical, geographical and cultural factors thatl united Ukraine ad
Crimea for a long time. ffle contemporarygovernment ofndependent Ukraine
statesthat there are no legal, political, ethnic or any other reasons to revise this
decision. Crimea is an integral part of Ukraine. T$tendpointfully complies
with the reairements of international law and tlil®cuments governinghe
territorial integrity and borders of European countries.

2. Attempt to liberalize the political regime (19531964)

The period that entered the official history of the USSR asiigneat
decadé was by no means a time of -@alinization and renewal of Soviet
society: and such tasks, by and large, were not set by the then party leadership.
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This, therefore, can only be a part of this period, when Khrushchev made
attempts to carry out partial reforms that did not affect the fundamental
principles of the system created under Stalin. At #maestime, iltlconsidered
and inconsistent reorganizations in the economic sphere, the dominance of
willful decisions, and seriouilures in foreign policy nullified Khrushchés
fithawd and put an end to all hopes for the better. The standard of livisg wa
falling. There were serioyzroblens with bread. Dissatisfaction was growing in
the country. The situation in the party leadership also worsened. The style and
methods of Khrushchéw leadership irritated a large part of the pgdverning



establishment that during the years of the Stalinist regime had become
accustomed to the guarantee of its dominant position and did not want to lose it.

Thus, in October 1964, Khrushchev was dismissed from the post of First
Secretary of the Central Committee of thetPand Chairman of the Council of
Ministers of the USSR. L. Brezhnev became the new party leader. Thus the
figreat decadeended. Expectations associated with the recovery of society,
economic growth, improving the living standards of the people, theajaueht
of national cultures, were in vain. And this is quite natural: both Khrushchev and
those who succeeded him were members of the same party, defenders of the
communist system.

Towards the end of thdKhrushchev tha@ the intensification of
ideological pressure, the refusal to seriously analyze the shortcomings of the
system, and the attempt to reduce everything to a partial critique of only one
person, Stalin, became more and more noticeable. There were mass violations of
human rights, persecution fertews that differed from the official ones. The
political and ideological offensive became total. But the idea of fighting the
regime did not disappear in society.

One of the manifestations of the latter is the formation of the Ukrainian
human rights moveent in the late 1950s and early 1960s. In May 1961, a trial
was held against the Ukrainian Workéasid PeasanidJnion. It was organized
in 1959 by L. Lukyanenko, who graduated from the Faculty of Law of Moscow
University, and then was sent to party work in Western Ukraine. The union
aimed to achieve the withdrawal of thekr8SR from the USSR by
implementing the relvant article of the USSR Constitution. Thus, it was a legal,
legitimate change in the status of one of the republics of the USSR. For this, the
dissident lawyer was sentenced to death, which was later commuted to 15 years
in prison and 10 years in exil@ogether withL. Lukyanenko, V. Lutkiv, I.
Kandyba, and others weo®nvicted. In 1961, General P. Hofdenko publicly
criticized the new CPSU Program. Many pages of the development of the
Ukrainian human rights movement rgeconnected with dras Shevcheko
University ofKyiv. In particular, in February 1963, a conference was held here,
the participants of which protested against the prohibitions and restrictions on
the development of the Ukrainian language.

L. Brezhneds coming to power was marked by avea greater attack on
the Ukrainian culture. I. Dziub@ work finternationalism or Russification?
Was a kind of protest against the arrest of Ukrainian dissidents in 1965.
Authorities responded by stepping up repression. In the second half of 1965,
political arrests took place in Kyiv, Odesa, Lviv, Ternopil, Lutsk, and other
cities. In September 1965, on the day of the premiefSloddows of Forgotten
Ancestors at the Ukraine Cinema, representatives of the Ukrainian creative
intelligentsia protested singly against the actions of the authoritidsnong
them were |. Dziuba, VStus, V. Chornovil, Yd. Badzio and others. In April
1966, ten members of the Union of Artists of Ukraine appealed to the Supreme
Cout to review the case of Balyvakha, a memberf éhe Union. Film director



S. Paradzhanov, composer Nriboroda, poets L. Kostenko, I. Drach, and
aircraft designer O. Antonov appealed to the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of Ukraine to publicly explain the reasons for the mass arrests.
A. Malyshko and M. Stelmakh also defendéé convicts. M. Vingranovskyi,

Ye. Sverstiuk, M. Kotsiubynska, \&tus, A. Matvienko, M. Shapoval and many
gther cultural figures suffered from persecution.

In the pictureivan Dziuba

The human rights movement Wkraine did not become widespread for
several reasons, but the main one was that the totalitarian regime had a dense
network of its local units, which were nebrutal in their actions thasimilar
services in Moscow. Almost completely isolated from thesWrn media,
Ukrainian dissidents did not have thembrella of publicity that helped their
Moscow counterparts to some extent. In addition, the problem of national rights
of Ukrainians did not arouse any significant interest in the West. The
narrownesf the social base of the dissident movement was explained by the
fact that it did not formulate a clear sogolitical program, understandable not
only to the intelligentsia but also to the masses. At the same time, the Ukrainian
human rights movement diis period played a significant role in awakening the
national consciousness of the Ukrainian people.

3. The growth of crisis phenomena in the political life of Ukraine in
the 60-80s of the twentieth century.

With the removal of Khrushchev from power 1864 and the end of the
so-calledfigreat decadethe almost 28/earferad of L. Brezhnev came. It began
with a familiar scenario: accusations of predecessors, the new leadership
statements of their deep devotion to the people and determination to
immedidely rectify the situation, overcome the crisis, raise living standards and,
of course, ensure dynamic progress through communist construction.

What was observed in practicKhrushche® reforms were curtailed. In
September 1965, the decentralized managemnystem (soviet economy) was
replaced by a triedndtested centralized one. Earlier, in March, a decision was



made onthe agrarian sectoA new procedure for harvestirand stocking up
agricultural products was approved. Firm plans for its purchasee we
determined. Surcharges for unscheduled products were introduced. Purchase
prices were formed taking into account climatic conditions and the specifics of
production in some agricultural areas. As we can see, no radical changes were
drafted. The industry envisaged strengthening economic incentives for
production, expanding the scope of salpporting relations, creating an
effective system of incentives, reducing the number of indicators dictated from
above.

Further developments seemed to confiime path chosen by the new
leadership. Theutcome of the Eighth Fiverear Plan (1969.970) were quite
encouraging.They were the best in the last 35 years. Two thirds of industrial
production was obtained by increasing labor productivity. Ukraine negstee
production of 440 samples of new equipment and materials. 250 large
enterprises were built. Changes for the bettere observedn agriculture.in
Ukraine, ts gross output grew by 16.6% in the eighth Friear Plan period.

However, it was a tempary success. The emphasis was increasingly on
the reckless exploitation of raw materials, including oil and gasirderto
achieve the least success by any means. The country continued to follow the
traditional path of extensive development. The numib&ravkers grew rapidly,
but the growth of industrial production was constantly fallvile in 1966
1970 it amounted to50% in Ukraine, in 1981985 it was only 19%.
Inefficiency in land use led to the fact that from 1965 to 1985 the sown area in
Ukrainedecreased by more than a million hectares. The richest lands were often
transferred for capital construction or became the bottom of artificial seas.
Working and living conditions in the countryside were steadily deteriorating, as
a result of which the maber of ruralpopulationof Ukraine decreased by 4.6
million peopleduring 19661985. Serious complaints were raised about the
living standards of the people, which were also maintained mainly through the
ruthless exploitation and sale of national natoeaburces, the amount of which
was catastrophically declining. This directly affected Ukraine as well. The
residual principle of funding led to impoverishment in the fields of education,
science, culture, and medicine. Along with this, as before, hugarcesowere
directed to the development of the militanglustrial complex.

The imbalance of economic development, ignoring objective economic
laws, L. Brezhneds barrenness of intelle@nd physical inability of to properly
lead the country all this exaerbated the crisis and processes in the USSR,
aggravé#ed the general situation in the Soviet empire, which was on the verge of
disaster. Dissatisfaction grew not only among the workpesasants,and
intelligentsia, but also among a certain part of theypersiders of various
levels.

The protest against the bankrupt policy of the ruling partymeasifested
by strengtheningthe human rights movement.h& authorities widely used
repressive method® its participants. In JanuaiMay 1972, new mass arrests



took place in Ukraine, where P. Shelest was replaced by V. Shcherbytsky as the
first secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party. The victims
were V. Chornovil, YeSverstyuk, I. Svitlychny I. Dziuba, M. OsadchyV.

Stus, |. Kalynets, NSvitlychna, Yu. Shukhevych, and others. A new step in the
development of the Ukrainian human rights movement was the establishment of
the Ukrainian Helsinki Groufl976) which included M. Rudenko, O. Berdnyk,

P. Hryhorenko, |. Kandyba, L. Lukyanenko, O.Khyi, N. Strokata, M.
Matusevych and others. In 1971978, the leading members of the group were
tried.

Repressios were combined with increasing ideological pressure on
society. In the sphere of interethnic relations, the focus was on the merging of
nations and the artificial formation offmew historichcommunity- the Soviet
p e o p Rusgification policy intensiéd. Deep economic crisis, low living
standards of the people, political and ideological pressure in the spiritual sphere,
growing problems in foreign policywere the characteristics of the USSR in the
late 70s- early 80s.

Levko Lukyanenko

In March 185, Mikhail Gorbachev became General Secretary of the
CPSU. At the April plenum of the Central Committee of the CPSU, he
announced a course for democratic reforms in the USSR. The need to reform
Soviet society was obvious, especially its economic systém.ré&form began
under the slogan of perestroika, the renewal of socialism. But apart from
traditional demagogy, the reformers failed to propose a focused, stiasee



reform program. At the first stage, the perestroika took a courBactelerate

the pace of socieeconomic developmentwhich was carried out by means of

the old administrativeommand methods. Realizing the futility of such a path,

in 1987 Gorbachev resorted to a certain democratization of economic relations.
Pro-profit model and coopatives wee introdued, individual labor activity wa
allowed. The relationbetween the USSR and the West were warming. Seeing
Gorbachev as theially, western countries supportédm in every way and
encouraged his radical reforms. Thereeavdemands fothe democratization of
society in the middle of the country. Informal groups, peditiassociations and
movements we emerging.

In 1988 the XIX Party Conference outlined a program of broader
democratic transformations: the expansion state bdd@speency through
transferring them thegower of party bodies, the introduction of democratic
elections, and the expansion of the republgms/ereignty. The idea of market
relationsand multiparty system introduction is imposed, which is incompatible
with the principles of socialism. In 1989, Mikhail Gorbachev finally lost control
of the situation the Baltic republics proclaimed their sovereignty, the Warsaw
Pact and th€ouncil for Mutual Economic Assistan€EMEA) ceased to exist,
and democratic revolutientook place in Poland, Hungary, Czechoslovakia, and
Bulgaria. Socialist society proved to be subject to dentiaatgon. Reforms
from above gre into revolutions from below.

In 1990, a year earlier than planned, the XXVIII Congress of the CPSU
took place.The congress madiesperate attempts to retain the Communist Party
and prevent the collapsef the USSR. But the process halieady become
irreversible. In the summer of 1990 there was a parade of sovereignty of the
republics. Gorbachetried to sign a Bw union treaty establishing the Union of
Republics. But the attempted cougett in August 199broke thatplan of the
Aarchitect Ohie USSR rcemases to exisk and anothemgtteto
build a just society beoae a utopia.

On October 27, 198%he 10th session of the Verkhovna Rada of the
Ukrainian SSR of the 11th convocation, passed three important [Evs:
Amendments to the Constitution of th&kn3SR of 1978, dOn Elections of
Peoplés Deputies in the kiISSRO andii L a n g u a gAaticld_78 af the new
version of the Constitutioformalized the Ukrainian languages thestateone
The new version of Chapter 10 fiElectoral Systei® and fiElection Lawd
provided for a democratic system of elections, the possibility of nhominating
candidates by polital associations and social movements, public control over
the election process, campaigning, alternative elections. Significant changes
affected Chapter 12 fiThe Verkhovna Rada of thekts S R ®he amended
Constitution assigned the Verkhovna Rada ofUkeSSR much broader powers
than the corresponding article of the Constitution of thkeSSR 0f1978. Thus,
the Verkhovna Rada of the ktBSR was given the authority to determine
directions of domestic and foreign policy of th&rBSR; make decisionson
holding a nationwide referendum in thekn3SR; ratify and denunciate



international treaties; suspeeacts of the Council of Ministers of the USSR on
the territory of the WrSSR, if they contradietithe Constitution and the law of

the Lkr'SSR,andother (33points).According toArticle 98 the Verkhovna Rada
consisted of450 deputies. Articles 107 and 108 themendedConstitution
established the powers of the Verkhovna Rada Chairman as the highest official
representing the kiSSR within the USSR and in thatérnational arena. These
norms indicate the legal expansion of state sovereignty of kn8SR within

the USSR.

In March 1990, the first democratic elections to the Verkhovna Rada of
the WkrSSR took place. From the CPU, which still had real power inaitsi$,

378 deputies were elected, f2putiesrepreserdd the national democratic
forces. On May 15, 1990, the Verkhovna Rada of the 12th convocation began its
sessions Using the majority, the Communists fagththe Presidium of the
Verkhovna Rada and electthe First Secretary of the Communist Party, V.
Ivashko, as the Verkhovna Ra@hairman. But a month later, lvashko resigned,
agreeing to Gorbachév proposal to take the post of Deputy Secretary General
of the CPSU. During the new elections, L. Kravchiglkeology Secretary of the
Central Committee of the Communist Party of Ukraine, was elected Chairman
of the Verkhovna Rada.

On July 16, 1990, on the initiative of a democratic minority in the
Verkhovna Rada and under pressure from the masses, the VakRada
adopted the Declaration of State Sovereignty of Ukraine. The Declaration
proclaimed the state sovereignty of Ukraine as the supremacy, independence and
indivisibility of the power of the Republic within its territory and independence
and equality irforeign relations. The declaration consisted of 10 chapters, which
enshrined the right of the Ukrainian nation to skdfermination, proclaimed the
Ukrainian people as the sole source of power, established the supremacy of the
Constitution and laws of &hlkrSSR on its territoryinviolability of the territory
of the USSR, economic independence with the right to introduce its own
currency, the right to own the Armed Forces. The Ukrainian SSR declared its
intention to become a neutral nronclear state ithe future, and the Ukrainian
SSR was defined as a subject of international law. Thus, the Declaration
changed the state and legal status of the USSR as a union republic, significantly
expanding its internal and external sovereignty. The declaration tptowaim
the withdrawal of the kk'SSR from the USSR, the establishment of the state
border of the WUrSSR, the unified citizenship of th&kkt$SR, did not provide for
the dissolution of the CPUthe main political force uniting the republics within
the USSR, thus it did not establish full state sovereignty.



SELF-ASSESSMENTQUESTIONS:

1.How did ide-Stalinizatiord begin and what were its consequences in
195319557

2. What is the historical significance of the Twentieth Congress of the
CPSU?

3. Provehalf-heartedness of the Twentieth Congéatecisionsregarding
Stalin.

4. What is the essence of the-S&linization process? What were the
positive and negative consequences of the resolution of the Central Committee
of the CPSUON overcoming theult of personality and its consequenies

5. Why wa the rehabilitation of the innocent repressed, which took place
in the late 1950s and early 1960s, calledomsistent and incomplete? What
were the reasons for thatonsistency and incompleteness?

6. What forces inhibited d&talinization? Did they have support in
society?

7. Explain the meaning of esgtalinization in the field of culture. Why
was the process of national revival restrained and Russification intengifiied
those condition®

8. Whydid the process dide-Stalinizatior not lead to radical changes in
society, to a change in the political system in the USSR in general and in the
UKrSSR in particular?

9. For what purpose were the rights of the union republics expanded
during thefiKhrustchewds thawo? What were the consequences of this process in
Ukraine?

10. Describe the positive and negative changes in the -poditccal life
of AKhrushche@ thawd Which of them prevailed?

11 Is it possible to move from totalitarianism to democracygrate by
democratizing society?

12. How did the implementatio of the three&gsuperprogram$ i the
development of virgin lands, largeale expansion of corn and peas, forced
development of livestock affect the economic development of the republic
Did they have a chance of success?

13. What wee the general results of Khrushcbeweforms in the
economy? Which economic courseStalincs or Khrushchei - was more
tangible and longasting for Ukrainé economy?

14. How are the socipolitical life of the republic and the state of its
economy related? Has active political intervention accelerated or slowed down
economic development?

15. Why was the pace of industrial development in 19660 relatively
high, despite the limitabns of economic reform in965?



TESTS

1. A new system of economic management through the councils of the
national economy (soviet economies) was introduced

a) 1956;

b) 1957;

c) 1958.

2. How many councils of national economy wérsemed inUkrainein the
late 505 early 60s?

a) 11,

6) 15;

C) 18;

d) 21.

3. The seveityear plan covead
a) 19571963;
b) 19581964
c) 19591965.

4. During the seven years the country built and reconstructed:
a) 250 enterprises of light and food industry;
b) 560enterprises of light and food industry;
c) 700 enterprises of light and food industry.

5. The decision to reorganize the machHirector stations (MTS) into
repair and technical stations (RTS) and the mandatory purchase of machinery by
collective farms wa maden:

a) 1956;

b) 1958;

c) 1960.

6. Monetary reform was carried out:
a) 1958;
b) 1960;
c) 1961.

7. How manyenterprisesveretransferred to the Ukrainian SSR195371
19562

a) 10 thousand;

b) 12 thousand,;

c) 14 thousand

8. The first group otJkrainian youth left for the virgin lands:



a) in February 1954;
b) in March 1955;

c) in April 1956;

d) in May 1957.

9. The economic debate of the early $hegan with a letter to
Khrushchev, authored by:

a) O. Latsis;

b) B. Paton;

c) O. Lieberman;

d) Ye.Dolynyuk.

10. October (1964) Plenum of the Central Committee of the CPSU:

a) removed P. Shelest from office;

b) removedN. Khrushchev from office;

c) appointed V. Shcherbytsky First Secretary of the Central Committee of
the Communist Party of Ukraine.

11. On April 20, 1978:

a) the new Constitution of thektBSR was approved;
b) the new Constitution of theKdSSR was approved;
c) Soviet troops were introduced in Afghanistan

12. P. Shelest held the position of First Secretary of the Central
Committee othe Communist Party of Ukraine:

a)from 1956 to 1964,

b) from 1963 to 1972;

c) from 1968 to 1974

13. P. Shelesivas criticized for his book;
a) NOur Soviet Ukraing;

b) iSoviet Ukrainas beautifud;

c) ASoviet Ukraine is our rare laad

15. V. Shcherbytsky was the first secretary of the Central Committee of
the Communist Party of Ukraine:

a) from 1964 to 1972;

b) from 1968to 1974,

c) from 1972 to 1989

16. How many members dithe Communist Party of Ukrainaclude in
the late 708

a) 2.7 million;

b) 1.5 million,



c) 3.4 million,

17. State farms were liquidated:
a) in 1963;
b) in 1964;
c) in 1965,
d) in 1966.

18. Characteristic features of the development of the political sphere in
1965- 1985 were:

a) the establishment of the cult of persagdlL. Brezhnev);

b) the expansion of the rights of the union republics;

c) the replacement of true democracy by formal representation of workers

29. Characteristic features of the the Council system in 19685 were:
a) growth of the bureaucracy;

b) weakening of ideological dictate;

c) nullifying the independence of public organizations;

d) easing censorship;



LECTURE 11: HISTORICAL FEATURES OF STATE -BUILDING
PROCESSES IN INDEPENDENT UKRAINE (since 1991)

1. Independent Ukrainian state: ways tdegitimize

2. The historical dimension of the constitutional process and its role in
the political reform of Ukraine

3. Ukrainian vectors of international politics

1. Independent Ukrainian state: ways to legitimize

L. Brezhnews death in 1982 put an emal his fierad, but did not change
the general situation in the country. Brezhegucessor was seriously ill
Yu. Andropov. In 1984he died. Yu.Andropov was replaced by seriously ill
K. Chernenko, who joined his predecessors in March 1985.

The time cane for young and energetic Mikhail Gorbachev. With his
coming to power again, asdhbhappened many timdsefore there was hope for
the best. The new leader and his supporters were the first generation of Soviet
leaders to be formed after Stalndeath. Desfe fierce resistance from the
conservative part of the partyoverning establishmeniMikhail Gorbachev
began a campaign to restructure the Soviet system and, above all, its stagnant
economy. To achieve his goal, he proclaims a new style of leadensdijmg
the impression of greater closeness to the people, calling for publicity in
governing the state and for pluralism of opinion within the framework of
socialist choice. Regarding the foreign policy of the USSR, Mikhail Gorbachev
called for the introduadn of new political thinking in the system of
international relations.

Before Gorbacha® reforms reached Ukraine, a catastrophe of global
significance occurred: on April 26, 1986, the reactor of the Chernobyl nuclear
power plant exploded. A huge radiasetcloud, immeasurably larger thémat
of Hiroshima, covered many regions of Ukraine, Russia, and Belarus, and later
spread to Poland and Scandinavia. In their own way, the Soviet authorities tried
to hide first the fact #elf, and then the scale of tbatastrophe.

As for the course ofiperestroika in Ukraine, we can say that the then
party leadership, led by V. Shcherbytsky, did its best to keep everything the
same. In September 1989, late V. Shcherbytsky was replaced by V. Ivashko,
who, however, soon moved to Moscow, where he became Deputy Becreta
General of the CPSU Central Committee. The Communisy Bakraine was
headed by S. tenko.Opposition to Gorbachés course of the majority of the
party governing establishmentincluding the Ukrainian one, weakened its
initiatord s s @and negavely affected the entire development of the secio
economic situation.



In the picturethe city of Pripyat after the Chernobyl disaster

Almost the only area where tliiperestroika brought positive results was
the socicpolitical one some stepselated to the democratization of society, a
certain expansion of awareness, publicity. Under the pressure of circumstances,
the leadership of the republics was forced to meet the demands of time and
society. In particular, in October 1989, the Verkhovred# of the Wrainian
SSR adopted the lafiLanguages n t h e Uk rTaa Staie #mograli$oR 0 .
the Development of the Ukrainian Language until 2000 elaboragéd. The
mog characteristic feature of thaeriod was the formation of a multiparty
system inUkraine. The Ukrainian Republican Party, the Democratic Party of
Ukraine, the Green Party, etc .; a total of 16 political parties were established in
1990. Democratic, nationatate parties advocated the building of an
independent Ukrainian state. The mdounist Party of Ukraine tooka
diametrically oppase standpointAn importantevent in 1990 was the relatively
democratic elections to the Verkhovna Rada of thk@SSR. Narodnyi Rukh
(Peoplés Movement of Ukraine became the most popular democratic
organzation. Young people played an important role in the struggle for the
renewal of public life.In 1990, the Ukrainian StudeBtdJnion and the
Democratic StudenidJnion emerged.

The new political leadership in Moscow decides to rentbearticle on
fithe governing and guiding role of the CP8Wom the Constitution of the
USSR This was a fundamentally important victory for the democratic forces. Of
the 150 legislative acts adopted by the Verkhovna Rada of the Ukrainian SSR in
1990, the Declaration on thea® Sovereignty of Ukraine approved on July 16



became particularly significant, despite the fact that it did not address the
independence of Ukraine as a state.

Under Mikhail Gorbachev, the sphere of international relations and
foreign policy was almost the only part of the Soviet sodiéty wherefinew
political thinkingd, fipublicityd and fiperestroika did not remain declarations,
but brought significant results.

Gorbachev understood that without overcoming the international isolation
in which the Soviet totalitarianommunist regimenad beenthere could be
virtually no hope of reforming it. Real steps on the part of Moscow were needed
to achieve this. And the USSRas forced to take a number of such steps
towards an understanding with the world community.

For the first time, it was stated that the priority should gpeen to
universal values and not on any otlmres. The USSR refusdd consider
peaceful coexistemcas a specific form of class struggle. New tactical and
strategic attitudes emerged in the USSRiews on global security and
disarmament. In relations with the socialist countries, the emphasis was placed
on unconditional independence, full equalitydamoninterference in internal
affairs.

During that period, serious geopolitical processes unfolded in Europe,
which clearly demonstratehe nature and direction of changes in the system of
international relations. The communist regimes in the countfidsecsoecalled
socialist camp found themselves in a state of deep crisis. Polaamdétte first
country where communists lodemocratic elections and power. The Warsaw
Pact fdél apart. Itwas officially announced in February 1991. The Council for
Mutud Economic Assistance ceased to exist.

Under such conditions, the Soviet leadership could no longer practice the
means and methods of foreign policy that had been used throughout most of the
empirgs existence.

Certain positive changes also took placeha exercise of the foreign
policy powers of the USSRepublics. It became possible to make separate
decisions on interstate relations independently, without lookptp Moscow.
Significant changes, primarily related to the defense of Ukrainian national
interestswere obsergd in theactivity of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the
USSR.

On April 25, 1990, the board of the Ministry considered the ig8urethe
participation of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Ukrainian SSR in the
development of th concepbf the Ukrainian SS& activityin the international
a r e e decision stressed that the concept should be based on a new division
of responsibilities between the -&lhion and republican foreign ministries, so
that the republic khmore oppawunities to build bilateral relations, especially
with Central and Eastern Europe. It should be added that at that time 96 people
worked in the representat bodies of the WkrSSR in international
organizations, embassjesconsulates, and secretariats of international
organizations.



New opportunities fomore extensive fulfillmenof national interests in
the field of international relations appeared after July 16, 198&n the
Verkhovna Rada of the Ukrainian SSR adopted the Declaration of State
Sovereigity of Ukraine. Chapter X of this important documdiifiternational
Relation®, emphasized that Ukraiée foreign policy was democratic and
peaceful. The declaration defined the main directions and priorities of Uggraine
foreign policy. Based on this doment, the republic intensified its foreign
policy presence. This particularly affected the development of bilateral
diplomatic relations and the expansion of the participation of Ukrainian
diplomats in international organizations. At the end of 1990Uki&SR was a
party to 172 international agreements and 15 international organizations and
more than 60 of their bodies. In addition, the republic acceded to the Optional
Protocol to the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, became a
party b the agreement between the governments of the USSR, B&EERSR)
and IAEA on conducting international studies of the consequences of the
Chernobyl accident.
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In the picture: rally in front of the Verkhovna Rada during the adoption
of the Declaratiomf State Sovereignty of Ukraine

In 1990, bilateral agreements with the Russian Federation, the Republic of
Hungary and the Republic of Pothbecame significant events. Hwowere the
first bilateral agreements concluded by Ukraine after 1945. The mauftithe
Ukrainian Governmends preparation and approval of its directives to the
delegation of the Ukrainian SSR for participation in international organizations
began. The practice dhe Ukrainian Governmends preparing statements on



international issuewas also new (Irdg aggression against Kuwait; unification

of Germany; Paris summit, etc.). For the first time in the history of trIS8R

at the UN, the delegation of the republic used its presence at the 45th session of
the General Assembly to estishl bilateral relations.

Thus, the period under consideration became the second period of
increasedoreign policy activityof Ukraine as a component of the Soviet Union
after 19441949. The Ukrainian SSRdk a number of important steps towards
expanding its foreign policy powers and strengthening its international prestige.
At the same time, the republic still did not have its own foreign policy and was
not a fultledged subject of international relationserbocratic, nationally
conscious forces of Ukrainian society, political parties and moverbectne
increasingly aware of this antbok stepsto bring the time of Ukrainian
statehood closer.

Democraticallyminded forces in Ukraine increasingly opposed the
republids membership in the USSRupporting the idea oblkrainian state
independence. This development did not suit not only the conservative
establishmentbut also the initiator of thBperestroika - Mikhail Gorbachew
as President of the USSR. Trgirio prevent thdisovereignty of the union
republics from escalating into a process that would lead to the creation of
independent states, Mikhail Gorbachev began to maneuver. In particular, he
proposed a draft of the salled new Union Treaty and inssk that the union
republics sign it.

The question of the US@R fateand the union republiéstatusin this
regard significantly increased sogiolitical tensions in society, including in the
CPSU leadership. Its most conservative part opposed any swre®n ts
issue to the union republics and stood tloe preservation of the USSR as a
single stateOn the night of August 19, 1991, the eve of signing the Union
Treaty, these reactionary forces isolated Mikhail Gorbachev at his Crimean
dacha and renmved him from power. Boris Yeltsin strongly and
uncompromisingly opposed the rebels, describing their actions as -avight
antrconstitutional coup. The Ukrainian leadership, in particular the Verkhovna
Rada, ook a waitandsee attitude. As for the tapf the Communist Party of
Ukraine, then headed by $lurenkq and most local authorities and party
committees, they supported the actions of the Moscow rebels. The demand of
the democratic part of the parliamentary corps on the need to convene an
extraordnary sitting of the Verkhovna Rada of Ukrainasignored.

Only when the Moscow uprising was actually suppressed did the
Ukrainian leadership take action. On August 26, 1991, the Presidium of the
Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine, taking into account the facttt@atieadership of
the Communist Party of Ukraine supported the actions of the Moscow rebels,
adopted a decreeOn the temporary suspension of the Communist Party of
Ukrainee On August 30 of the same year, a resoluti@n banning the
activities of theCommunist Party of Ukrairmevas adopted.



In the picture: Act of Independence of Ukraine

At the same time, proommunist forces in the Verkhovnha Rada and
beyond itlaunched a campaign to defend the Communist Party, citing the fact
that, first, the August 30 resolution concerned the Communist Party of Ukraine
as a republican organization and did not mean that its memie without a
court decisiormay be accused mvolvement in the August uprising. Secondly,



