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O.M. Borgamuna

IlosuTnaism B icropuuHiii Hayni:
cydJacHi o6pasu KnacuIHoi Mofieni icropiomcanns

Y nomoBifi BuK/IafieHi OCHOBHI pe3y/bTaT HaIpalloBaHb aBTopa. [103MTHBISM Tpak-
TYETBCA He NIIe AK MapaJurma, a 6ibi mupoko — AK MOfieNb icTopiomicaHHs. Y JONoBi-
[i TOKA3aHO eIEMEHTH Ta CYTHICTb MOSUTUBICTCHKOI MOJIeN icTopiomcanH, 1i 3HaYeHHA
WIS OCTAaTOYHOTO AVICHUIUTIHapHOTO 0hOpMIeHHA icTopH4HOI Hayku. O6IpyHTOBaHO Ie-
piou3aliiio pOSBUTKY NOSUTHUBICTCHKOI icTopiorpadii. 3anponosoBano 5 Tes fyia 06roso-

peHHA Ha KPYIJIOMY CTOJI.
Kimouosi croBa: mosuTHBiCTChKa MOLENb iCTOPiONMMCaHHA, IEPiOAMU3allia NO3UTUBICT-

ceKoi icTopiorpadii, Teopia cyciIbHOro Mporpecy, 3aKOHOMIPHOCT] iCTOPMYHOrO Ipole-
cy, Teopist paKTOpiB, TEOPiA CyCHiBHOI EBOMIOLI].

I[Ipobnemaryika CydacHMX HayKOBMX [OCTI/KEHb, IIOB' I3aHNX 3 BUBYEHHAM
Teopii Ta icropii icropmanoi Hayku 1860-x — 1920-x pp. Benuka i ckmagHa. Oxpe-
Mi TeOpeTHYHi aCTIeKTy MO3UTUBICTCHKOTO icTopiomucaHHA NpAMO a6o 37e6inb-
IIOTO ONOCEPENKOBAHO BMBYA/IN Ta MPOJOBXKYIOTh JOCI/PKYBaTy y He3a/IeXHil
Yxpaini Taki Bigomi Haykos, A . B.Ivpuy, I H. BoituexiBcbka, JI. O. 3amxinbHAK,
41.C.Kanaxypa, II.Komecunk, C.M.Kypmenko, LILKyuwir, A.M.Octpsuko,
T.M.TIonoga, C.1IIocoxos, B.A.Ilorymsamupkins, €.L Citkesuy, C.I1 Crenmmax,
O.B.fIch Ta inmi gocnigumkyu. YacTuHa 3 HUX € aBTOpaMy 3allPOIOHOBAHOI
36ipku.

Mos moHorpadia Ta goxTOpchKa Aucepranis 1] 6esnocepesHbo IpUCBAYEH]
03UTHBisMY B icTopiorpadiunomy npoueci B Ykpaini 1860-x-1920-x pp. ITicna
3aXMCTY HOKTOPCHKOI AucepTanil B IncTuTyTI yKpaiHchkoi apxeorpadii Ta mpxe-
penosnascrsa iM. M. C.Ipymescokoro HanionanbHoi Axapemii Hayk Ykpainu
(Bepecens 2011 p.) 4epes iBa poxyu y 2013 p. BMAIIIIO ApPYTE, AONOBHEHE BUJIaH-
HA MoHorpadii ykpaiHChKOIO Ta pociiicekoio MoBamy [2]. ITocTiitHo BMXORATD
CTaTTi 3 MO3UTHBICTCHKOI MpobneMaruky. [lepie Ta gpyre BupaHHsa MOHOTrpadii
AiCTano cxBa/bHy OLiHKY Y TPhOX PELIEH3ifAX, aKTMBHO LIATYETHCA Y PO3BifjKax
3 Teopii Ta icropii icropuyHOi Hayku. 30KpeMa SHaMIUIM MiATPUMKY Y pelieH3eH-
TiB 3anponoHoBaHi MHOX y MoHOrpadii Ta Auceprauii sy HoBauii. Cepes Hux
TPaKTyBaHHs IO3UTUBIZMY He 5K Iapafgyurmy, a GBI IMMPOKO ~ SIK MOJeri icTo-
PlonucanHs; eleMeHTH Ta CYTHICTh MMOSUTUBICTCHKOI MOZiesli icTopionucanus, ii
3HAYeHHS I OCTATOYHOTO AUCLMIUIIHAPHOTO OOPM/IEHHS iCTOPMYHOI HAyKH.
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of alternative approaches - particularly transnational history - on the other.
From this perspective, the Ukrainian case can be used for a comparative study
of phenomena such as the instrumentalization of history, the affirmative role
of history in national identity and collective memory, and the interplay of politics,
historiography and mass consciousness.

In this article, I will combine this already developed perspective of studying
Ukrainian and other post-Soviet historiographies with an analysis of the way
in which proponents and opponents of the national paradigm answer the question
of the practical role of history in contemporary society. This change of perspective
requires a contexualization of the Ukrainian case not only within the international
debates on national history and its limitations, but also within debates related
to the use and abuse of history, historical objectivity and historians’ duties,
responsibilities and values in post-war Western historiography.

There exists no study devoted to this problem in Ukrainian historiography,
and the few scholars who touched on some aspects of the topic used the language
of the participants themselves to describe it, which negatively affected their
conceptual frameworks. My point here is that the study of this question
will contribute to a better understanding of the Ukrainian discussion on
the interpretation of national history and the impasse in which it appears to have
found itself and will perhaps help find a way out.

In order to achieve this, at first I briefly review the debate between
_the proponents and opponents of the national paradigm from the perspective
“ of the social relevance of history. I will argue that historians from both camps tend

to advocate reductionist’s views on the role of history in contemporary society,
reducing it either to an affirmation of national identity and serving immediate
political needs or to a deconstruction of myths and stereotypes. Then I will try
to broaden the context of the discussion by showing that Ukrainian problems with
the national paradigm are only a regional variation of some global phenomenon
related to the paradigmatic change that took place in the Western history-writing
in the last decades of the twentieth century. I will conclude with the examination
of some alternative approaches that try to avoid this reductionism and draw
attention to positive practical functions of history writing while upholding
the core principles of historical inquiry.

If one wants to examine the debates on the social relevance of history
in the independent Ukraine, one should remember that during the Soviet era,
history had been treated as an important part of the state ideology. The academic
historians were obliged to serve the interests of the state supplying the evidences
of historical inevitability of the Soviet regime and proving the progressive
character of its ideology. The historian was often seen then as «the fighter on
the ideological front» and a propagandist whose mission was to defend some
dogmatic truth and to convince others of its truthfulness. For those who believed
in the communist ideology, this role gave a feeling of «high social mission»
and indisputable societal importance of one’s work. For those academics who did
not believe in it, the only way to avoid, at least partly the performing of this role
was to deal with periods of medieval or ancient history or with some technical
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.n:%mnmm at Taras Shevchenko National University in Kyiv and approved
by the Ministry of Science and Education as a textbook for students majoring
in history: «The history of Ukraine is the Ukrainian people’s path of struggling
for independence... The history of the long-suffering Ukrainian people is filled
with striking pages of brilliant victories for the cause of liberation and defeats
which returned them to the previous conditions. The centuries-old history
of the Ukrainian ethnos passes the historical feats of the people in its struggle
for the independent state, for the equality with other peoples...on from one
generation to another». And the last example here in which the author, Thor
Hyrych, explicitly refers to the educational functions of the «nationalized» history
of Ukraine: «Thereby, the rethinking of our past is happening in the direction
of returning to unfalsified Ukrainian history, on the basis of which the new
generations of Ukrainian must be educated» [1, p. 131].

A conceptual critique of this type of history writing appeared almost at
the same time. One of its most interesting examples is the programmatic article
«One Clio, Two Histories» by Natalia Yakovenko, one of the most authoritative
figures within contemporary Ukrainian historiography. In this text Yakovenko
builds her argument on the contraposition of science and «truths dear to one’s
heart», in other words academic history and the nations cultural memory.
While revealing the numerous methodological and interpretative shortcomings
of patriotic, «nationalized» history in independent Ukraine, however, Yakovenko
acknowledges the importance of this type of history writing for the confirmation
of social (national) identity. Thus she doesnt condemn «nationalized» history

“ completely, but highlights «the urgent necessity of ‘differentiation between

the genres’ of didactic history (i. e., textbooks and popular history books)

and research literature» [11, p. 24]. For Yakovenko, the task of patriotic and civil

education, counterbalanced by an emphasis on tolerance and multiculturalism,

has to be the mission of didactic (secondary school) history. As for professional
historians, the author proposes they «take off the uniform of the fighting
propagandists and relegate the kettledrums, trumpets, and other instruments
for the glorification of the Fatherland to the museum of the history of science» [11,
p. 24]. Thus the task of academic history is the unprejudiced and critical research
into the past based on the methodological approaches and theoretical principles
common to modern history writing worldwide. In this interpretation, academic
history writing does not seek to perform any social function, at least Yakovenko
does not mention such positive function, and the scholarly knowledge of the past
is understood here as an end in itself.

In her other book An Introduction to History, in which she addresses primary
to the younger generation of professional historians, Yakovenko supplements this
analysis with a warning of the necessity of avoiding dealing with «hot» current
problems because of the potential threat to historians’ scholarly integrity: «It
is worth, probably, mentioning that the historian - for the sake of compliance with
his conscience - should better not deal with the burning issues of the day, where
the danger of becoming the part of the struggle between ‘truth’ and ‘falsehood’
lies in wait for him everywhere. Because, as the wise Nikolay Karamzin once
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sovereignty» [4, p. 189] [italics added - V. S.]. As one can see, these statements
presuppose that any practical positive functions of history-writing directed at
influencing and changing society should be treated as the betrayal of scholarly
ideals, and an attempt to perform these functions inevitably lead to catastrophic
consequences for the scholar who ceases to be a historian and is turned
into the propagandist and popularizer.

This radical statement, which ultimately constitutes one of the basic theoretical
arguments of Kasianov’s study, is related to his declaration at the beginning
of the book: «The speculations, reflections, conclusions, and generalizations are
meant exclusively for academic discussion... I am not a member of any political
party or movement, I don't fulfill any political or ideological orders, and I don't
consider the judgments, conclusions and generalizations in this book suitable
for using in historical politics, civic education, or propaganda» [italics added - V.
S.] [4,p.4].

Kasianov understands that a defense of this radical position requires not
only a serious empirical base, but also an effective theoretical legitimation.
In Danse Macabre he applies the concept of the well-known American theo
retician of history Allan Megill’, who in fact follows a reductionistic approach
to understanding the social relevance of historical studies. Megill identifies three
basic types of history writing: affirmative, which attempts to form the basis
for contemporary identities and the social order; didactic, which offers concrete

recommendations for the present and the future; and critical, which is oriented
primarily at the critical rethinking of the past and tradition. Among these,

° Megill prefers the last type (though with some reservations). Megill’s reductive
approach to the social relevance of history is expressed in the following thesis,
which eloquently echoes Kasianov’s statements above: «A critical historiography
does not prescribe for the present. It only shows what is different and surprising
-astounding, even -in the past» [15, p. 40].

Both Kasianov and Megill acknowledge the duty of the historian to criticize
the abuse of history committed by politicians and other public figures and Danse
Macabre is an exemplary instance of such criticism. However, as Kasianov's
declaration at the beginning of the monograph demonstrates, he is inclined to limit
the audience of his book to the scholarly community. Surely, this declaration
has rather a rhetorical character because the author is not able to control who
will and who will not read his book, and it was likely an emotional reaction
to the excessive politicization of the topic of Great Famine in the independent
Ukraine. At the same time, it also reflects a widespread belief among the historians
critical to the national paradigm that historical objectivity is impossible without
the detachment from the surrounding society.

As we have seen, the opponents of «nationalized history» reject the ambitions
of academic history to perform an affirmative function for contemporary society.

But they do not propose any other practical function, apart from the deconstruction
of myths and stereotypes that could be performed by history writing. Naturally,

* In this case I have in mind the book by Megill «Historical Knowledge, Historical Error: A

Contemporary Guide to Practice» [15].
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century. This paradigmatic change is well documented and it has been analyzed
by the theorists of history from different perspectives. In this study, I endorse
the interpretation proposed by the Finnish theorist of history Jorma Kalela
in his recent book «Making History: The Historian and Uses of the Past» (2012),
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and new theoretical knowledge in other humanities and social sciences [1, p. 135]
However, in other parts of his book, Hyrych emphasizes primary
the importance of the political context for the rewriting of history. He points
to numerous examples of the dependence of academic historiography on political
conjuncture, ranging from Bismarck’s Germany to the USSR, and maintains:
«any political change in any country causes also a change in the interpretation
of history» [1, p. 130].
It is not stated openly, but, in fact, this declaration implies the acknowledgement
of the well-known dictum which proclaims that «history is a continuation
of politics by other means», and that academic history-writing should fulfill
the objectives set by politics. Thor Hyrych follows this logic when he emphasizing
that the textbooks of Ukrainian history for secondary schools should not just show
different perspectives, but educate pupils in the spirit of reverence for Ukrainian,
and not Russian or Polish, heroes [1, p. 124-124]. However, much more important
in this regard is his support of the idea of historical policy. Following Rafal
Stobiecki, by the historical policy, I understand «a synonym for consciousness
and purposeful activities conducted by the authorities in order to preserve
a certain image of the past in society» [17, p. 175]. Hyrych welcomes the creation
of the Institutes of National Remembrance in several countries of East-Central
Europe after the fall of communism. The similar institute was created in Ukraine
in 2007 by the initiative of the president Victor Yushchenko and was staffed with
the professional historians. The Kyiv historian supports the idea that the state
should take care of the issue of collective memory and adds that this is especially
true in the case of post-communist countries that now should overcome
negative consequences of the sovietization and russification of the communist
period. Taking this into account, the historical policy in Ukraine should involve
«consistent explanatory and enlightenment work aimed at the overcoming
of the instinct of the postcolonial man, the formation of resistant feelings against
the neo-imperialist policy of today’s Russia» [1, p. 146]. However, the most
important thing is that he entrusts professional historians with this task, noting
that «instruments of the historical policy, besides the Institute for National
Remembrance, are the state agencies responsible for the humanitarian sphere.
These are Ministries of Science and Education, Culture, the National Academy
of Sciences of Ukraine and its research institutes, and the Academy of Pedagogical
Sciences. In their activity, they should constantly take into account the necessity
of the enlightenment of the people, the creation of corresponding educational
programs, the scholarly investigation of the issues of collective memory» [1, p.
147].
One may argue whether these objectives are good or bad, but regardless
of the answer, it is clear that these are political objectives that force
the historian to perform, first of all, educational and affirmative functions rather
than a critical one. To put it differently, there are two main dangers inherent in this
approach. First, it rejects the impartiality of the scholar as such, which in the case
of history is always relative, forcing the historian to evaluate one’s historical
accounts and accounts by other scholars on the basis of the national identity

259




history-writin
g Ceases to be autonomoy quences
s, the responsible i - When
use might easi}
Y turp

into abuse of history, and the histori
: ¢ : ;
Eoﬂ&mb&& s e 1storian might be easily turned into the state officia],
owever, does the fact that history has been abused in th
e

m 8

Many of the op.

Ponents of the tradit i
tend t . ional «national ; ;
mawhowa MMMMMWH% atively, and the views of z%@mﬂﬂﬂ%@ o geine
want to mmoa the E.McwM.Mn__u_ ﬂmeM MQN &:.q »ﬂmnmnn in this regard, M&Mww_munww
might solve only a part of 1story is abused, but the remedj

the problem. O edies they Propose
huanced and balanced view of P! em. On the one hand, they hold
of the historian’s detach daidi iy objectivity emphasizin, th i,
and £ ment from the inte ; 8 the necessity
o QMMMM Mm%&wﬂmwﬂ Proposed by other M.thﬂmgwfwwnvwn she propoges
‘ istory-writi r : ;
WMMc affirmative ones, On oﬂwmn w“wm bobemore Important than the educationa]
een academic history-writin g
. g and s : ¢
on the assumption that historica] ogmnmwmﬁw Mﬂwwwmﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁwﬁwﬂoﬂ. M is based
i ut the historian

social setting they tend to reduce j tivists
o % 1dto reduce it to the binar it v jecti
mB:MW ,_men.mmm%ﬁcﬁm of Partisanshipy as MMWWMM:MMW nwﬁwg ey
L e N.%Mgaon ngomm historians who opt for MB_MWMM:%%nM Sumw”.m
: j ones who subordinate the; i jate polil
(in the broad sense) objectives. Natalya %MMﬁﬁﬂnM“%ﬂMBﬁm&%v%a&
Signates the two camps

However, this position i
because jt position is erroneous and even harmfy] R/
of the vhunmwnwmﬂmamﬁwwn «WMM."BQ principles but mmmmmﬁmmmﬁnghmwcﬁmmﬂ.ﬂm
iali ~WIiling, name} i
.%no_mrma. on the past seek to answer are NBnWMQMMm_M mwmm% mﬁ Mﬁmﬂw m:MMmM.MM
. and their

and problems. Every historical account refers to a certain sel-tion of events
from the immense and boundless past that were chosen on thenasis of their
importance for those who live in the present. And, in most cases, Crtain events

and problems are chosen for the scholarly investigation because they do matter

not only for the community of professional historians.

The above-mentioned paradigmatic change has only made this situaticn even
more evident. Taking into account this, the best possible way out for histosjans
would be to reconsider patterns of thought with poor foundations and envisage
new strategies for managing their present-mindedness in a way that allows
upholding the core principles of historical enquiry [14, p. 15].

A growing number of Ukrainian historians think that they should deal with
the problems important for the general audience, and the growing participation
of the academic historians in the public-intellectual activity which I have
analyzed in another article is the best evidence of this tendency [8]. However,
the implications of it have not yet become the subject of the explicit discussion.

The question, which is probably the most important in this regard, is what
might become an alternative to the traditional approaches to the social
functions of the history-writing? The proponents of the national paradigm
think history-writing should affirm national identity and collective memory,
whereas the opponents of «nationalized» history view history first of all as a means
of personal cultural enrichment. What they are ready to accept at best is a negative

practical function for the history-writing, namely the debunking of historical

_ myths and stereotypes. In my view, the concept of «critical public» history
proposed by British social historian and theorist of history John Tosh in his recent
book «Why History Matters?» (2008), might play the role of such alternative.

Tosh suggests that historians should reconsider their understanding
of the practical importance of history for contemporary society. The concept
of «critical applied history» allows for the historian to choose acute problems
of contemporary society for study, but this study should make use of the basic
principles and methods of the historian’s craft [18, p. 22]. Many of the problems
and challenges faced by states and societies have important historical
and comparative dimensions, many of which are often unknown to politicians
and ordinary citizens. They in turn see the problems from a very narrow
perspective and often do not make appropriate decisions. From this point of view,
the historian’s task is primarily to understand the significance of the results
of their research, and the results of research in related humanities and social

sciences, for an understanding of urgent social and political questions [18, p.

16]. The resulting research might take the form either of the traditional scholarly

monograph or article or a contribution to the public intellectual debate. But what

is the most important that the historian does not propose ready-made answers
or prescriptions about how to solve certain problems. The historian’s task is first
and foremost to expand the horizon and to show another (and possibly more
productive) way of discussing the problem.

Another important feature of this approach is that it does not demand a practical
program for all subfields of historical studies. It acknowledges that there are topics
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Y crarTi posrnamaeTbcs npobneMa CyCHibHOI 3HaYYIOCTi icTOpil y cydacHiit Ykpa-

ini. Il npobreMa aHami3yeTbCs y KOHTEKCTi JUCKYCiit Mo HalioHanbHy icTopiio Ta ii
obMexeHHs, mo Oyna LeHTPaNbHOK 1A yKpaiHcbKoi icTopiorpadii micmsa 1991 poky.
JleMOHCTPYETbCS, IO AK MPUOIMHMKY, TaK i IPOTUBHMKM HalliOHaMbHOI icTOPII, IpUTPHU-
MYBamuCh PENYKIIOHICTCHKMX NOTAMIB MOAO MPAKTUYHOI pori icTopii y cycninbHOMY
XKUTTI, 0OMEXYI0uH 1i Y¥ TO HMiATPUMKOIO HAaI{iOHA/IBHOI iIEHTUYHOCTI Ta omnnv:,ow%ww:-
HsAM 6e3nocepeHix NOMTHYHIX 3aMOB/IEHb, UM TO IEKOHCTPYKIi€I0 icTOpuyHMX MidiB Ta
CTepeoTHUINB. Y 3aK/TI04Hil 9aCTHHI CTATTi POSINIANAETHCA HMSKA KOHIENi} yKpaiHChKOL
Ta aMEpMKAHCBKOI icTopiorpadiit, 10 NparHyTh YHMKHYTH PEAYKI[iOHISMY, IOEAHYIOYN
yBary o MO3UTMBHMX NMpPaKTHYHMX QyHKIUiK icTopionucanHA 3 foTpuMaHHAM 6asoBux
TIPUHINIIB TPAUIIIAHOTO iCTOPMYHOTO JOCTi/DKEHHA.

KnrouoBi croBa: HaljioHa/IbHa Tapafiurma, my6iyHa icropis.
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