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XXI MixxHapoAHIIT KOHIPeC iCTOPUKiB
(AMmcTepaamMm, 22-28 ceprnst 2010 p.):
y HOMIyKaxX MicIIsI icTOpii B CydacHOMY CBiTi

Mi>xkHapoAHI KOHIpect icTOpUKiB (IXH: ITOBHA 1 TOYHiIla Ha3Ba:
“Mi>XHapOoaHi KOHIpecu iCTOpMYHMX HayK”) MalOTh 4aBHIO iCTOPIiIO, A0
SIKOI IPUYETHI TAKOX 1 yKpaIHChKi BYeHi. B>xe Ha meprromy KoHrpedi,
110 Big0yscs y Bepecni 1900 p. B Ilapyxi, BUCTynIuB BigoMuUit icTOpUK,
IIpaBO3HaBeLb Ta COLII0A0T YKpaIHCHKOTO MoX0AKeHHsI MakcuM Kosa-
AeBCHKUIL. Y MI>KBOEHHUI IIepio/, yJacTh y KOHrpecax Opaau Mupon
Kopay6a, Mukoaa Yybaruiir, Martsiit fIsopcekuii Ta in. ITicas Jdpyroi
CBITOBOI BilfHM Mi>XHapO/Hi KOHIpecH icropuKis, sAKi Big 1950 p. craan
INPOXOANUTH HIO IT'ATh POKIB, JaBaAll MOXKAUBICTb 3ycTpiTucs i auc-
KyTyBaTl JOCAiAHMKaM 3 paAsgHChKOTO i “3axiagHOro” cBiTiB, a OTXKe I
yKpaiHChbKi HayKoBlIi 3 giacriopu (/les biaac, Isan Aucak-Pyanunibkmii,
Spocaas Ileaencexuii, fApocaas Pyaumiipknit, Poman CepOun, Irop
leBuenko) Ta IpeacTaBHUKM aKageMiuHux iHcTutyTiB Kuesa, 1mo B
Pi3HI pOKM BXOAUAM AO PaAsIHCBKUX Jdederaliil icropukis (Boaoan-
mup loaoOyuskmii, Kyssma Ayonna, Oaexcanap Kacumenko, HOpiit
Konaydop, Peaip Illepuenko Ta iH.), OTpuMaAn Ha HUX PigKicHY, AK
Ha Ty 400y, Harogy no0adnTucs Ta OOMIHATICT AyMKaMIL.

Hamnepeaoani XVIII konrpecy, 110 Big0yBcs y cepIiHi—BepecHi
1995 p. 3 Monpeaai, HoBocpopMOBaHUII YKpPaIHCHKIII HAIliOHAAb-
Hui1 komiret icropukis (YHKI) 6yao npuitnaro 4o MixknapoaHoro
koMmiTery icropuunux Hayk (MKIH). BiaToai Ha 1boMy Ta HaCTyITHIX
MixXHapoaHuX KoHrpecax icropukis (Ocao, 2000; Cugneit, 2005) pe-
ryaspHo sBuctynaan Ak geaeratu YHKI (SIpocaas Icaesia, Omeasn
IIpinax, Anapiin IlopTHOB), Tak i pelnpeseHTaHTM YKpaiHO3HaBUMX
ocepeakip llisHiunoi Amepukn (3eHon Koryr, Bixrop Ocramuyk,
Cepriin I1aoxiir, ®pank Cucun)'. B ocranni pokn sikHaiOiabIe 3y-

151 A. Icaesua. MixkHapoaHi KoHrpecu ictopukis // Enuukaonedis icmopii Yipai-
nu. T. 6. Kuis, 2009. C. 714-726; Voro k. XIX Mi>kHapoaHIIT KOHIpeC icTOpUKIB
B Ocao // Yrpaincvxuii icmopuyunuii xypraa. 2001. Ne 1. C. 159-160. ITpo sraus
daxTopy “x0104HOI BiitHI1” Ha TeMaTuKy i1 atMmocdepy KoHrpecis 50-80-x po-
ki XX CT., 1110 cAyTyBaAM MaliAaHIMKOM SIK 4451 TEOPETUIHUX AVICKYCill, TaK i
Aas iaeoaorignoro nportucrosans, Aus. C. IT. Tabopancskmit. Teopemuuiii duc-
KYycii ma i0eoA02iuHe HPOMUCOIHHSL HA MIKHAPOOHUX KOHZPecax iCroputHux Hayx
(1950-1990 pp.). AsTOpedepar auceprarii Ha 3400yTTs HayKOBOTO CTYIIEH:I
KaHaugarta icropumunnx Hayk. Kuis, 2012.
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CUADb AAs PO3IIMPEHHs ydacTi yKpalHChbKMX iCTOPMKIB y MiXKHapoa-
HIIX KOMicisix Ta KOHrpecax icropukis poous roaosa YHKI 4. /. Ica-
esnd. Bin Takoxx Opas akTuBHY y4acTs y nigrorosii XXI Mixkaapoa-
HOT'O KOHI'peCy iCTOpUKIB i, Hagaiouy BeAMKOI Baru IIbOMY HayKOBOMY
dopymy, ay>ke xoTiB, 11100 Ha HbOMY OyJa IpejcTaBieHa yKpaiHChbKa
icropununa Hayka. Ha >xaap, yci temn, sassaeni YHKI, criogatky
OyAau BigKMHYTi OpraHizaTopaMu KOHrpecy. | auie saBAsaku HayKo-
BOMY aBTOpuUTETy flpocaaBa JAMUTpOBMYA AONOBiAb IpeACTaBHMKA
YHKI - aBTOpa 11p0ro gonucy, 6yaa BKAlO4eHa y IIporpamy.

XXI MixkHapogH1ii KOHIpec iCTOPUKIiB BiagOyBcs 22-28 cepriHs
2010 p. y M. Amcrepaami. Voro 6yao opranizosano KopoaiBchkum
icropuunuM ToBapuctsoM Higepaanais, Mi>kHapoaHUM iHCTUTYTOM
coriaapHOiI icTopii, HarionaasHoio 6i0aiotekoio Higepaanais ta
AMCTepAaMCbKIM YHIBEPCUTETOM. Y POUNCTe BIAKPUTTs KOHIPeCy B
AMcTepaaMCbKOMY MY3MYHOMY TeaTpi 0y.10 TeMaTUIHO IPUCBsIUeHe
B3a€MOAil AI0AVHU Ta BOAMY, IIIO € Ay>Ke Ba’KAMBOIO IIP00AeMOIO ic-
topii sk Hizepaanais, Tak i ycporo aroacrsa. Hagaai npotsrom n'srtu
AHIB poboTI KOHTpecy Bigdyaocs 112 cecirtHux 3acigaHp Ta KPyramx
croais (a0 10-15 ogHOUaCHO), MPUCBIYEHNX HalPi3HOMAaHITHIIINM
acriekTaM iCTOpPMYHUX CTy4ill (3araabHa Iporpama Ta Te3U AOIIO-
Bigent BMmimeni Ha BeG-cTopinii www.ichs2010.org). “ITaginnsa im-
nepiit”, “Micro sk Kyabtypa”, “Peairis Ta Baaga” Oyam BU3HadeHi
roA0BHUMM TeMamu KoHrpecy. Cepeg 11010 ydacHMKiB Oyan Bigomi
icropuku Tanaen Baiir, IOpren Koka, A:xosanHni Aesi, IT'ep Hopa,
Poxxe IlapTnbe Ta iH.

MabyTs, y nenrpi ysaru Oyam 3acigaHHs, IO CTOCYyBaAMCS
KyABTYPHOI iCTOPil Ta HMOIIYyKY MiCIIs iCTOpMYHUX CTYAil B Cy4acHO-
My cBiti. HasBy amnie okpemi cecii, IIpucBsdeHi UM TeMaTUIHUM
noasm: “biorpadis Ta Mikpoicropia”, “Mu € Tum, 1110 iMO Ta BAs-
raemo. [xa Ta ogar B icropii”, “3miHHa KyabTypa HOAOPOKyBaH-
Hs”, “KoaoniaapHi iMnepii B AQpuni ta KyAbTypHa TiOpmaHicTs”,
“Kon1jeniiisi mpocTopy B HOBO4YacHil icropii”, “O0paan meptBux”,
“CekcyaabHe HaCHUALCTBO: iCTOpisA, KyABTYpM Ta pelpeseHTartii’,
“Micro, 3HaHH:A Ta KoMmyHikanisa”, “KyasrypHi Tpancdepn ta Mix-
HapogHi BiagHocunn”; “IcTopis Ta etuka”, “Harjionaapni icropii Ta
raodaaizaris icropii”, “Xro Boaogie icropiero? Munyai Ta cydac-
Hi axepeaa”, “IcropmnyHa CBi4OMICTh Ta KyAbTypHa iA€HTUYHICTD B
raobaaizosayomy cBiTi”, “HanionaapHa iA€HTUYHICTH Ta TeTeMOHIU-
Ha naM’aTh”, “3HadeHHs icTOpil A4 MOAITUKM Ta KyabTypu”. P
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cecilt BUCBITAIOBaAM IIpoOAeMM Mirpaliiii, peAairiiiHoi ToaepaHTHOC-
Ti, TeHA@PHIUX BiAHOCHUH, icTOpMYHOI AeMorpadii, TOpiBHAABHOI icTO-
pii. HaTomicTs mpakTiyHo He OyA0 AOMOBiAel Ta ceciil, AKi MOXKHa
Oya0 O BigHeCTN 40 TPaAMILIHNIX AiASHOK IOAITMYHOI IOAI€BOI U1
COI1iaAbHO-€KOHOMIYHOI icTOpil, — OCTaHHi pajlile pO3ras4aancs Jde-
pes npusmy “KyAbTypHOIo” IepeaoMy B icropmuHux cryaisx. Ha-
NpuKAaj, A0CAIAHUKI iCTOPil NapAaMeHTapU3My Ha KiAbKOX CeCisx
aHaAi3yBaAl IapAaMeHTapHi IIPaKTUKN, PUTOPUKY IIPOMOB Ta CUM-
BOi3M IapAaMeHTCHKIX IIePpEeMOHII.

Ocobause 3a11ikaBAeHHs BUKAMKaAa AUCKYCis ITOA0 HEOAHO3-
HaYyHOCTI CyCHiABHMX, 30KpeMa IleJaroriyHmx, (pyHkKIIii icropuka y
Cy4yaCHOMY CBiTi, HalIpuKaAag, “my04iyHOTO icTopuka”’, IKOMy B Cyc-
MiAbHOMY AMCKYPCi BiABOAUTBCA POAb IIpOQeciiiHOTO iHTepIIpeTaTo-
pa MuHyAa0ro. 3oKpeMa, iTaairicbkuii icropuk Ilaoao Ilenuino mia-
KpecAuB CyIIepPeuHicTh MK HayKOBMM ITparHeHH:AM iCTOpMKa YHUKa-
TH HaJMipHUX CIPOIIeHb Yy BU3HAYeHHI BUHYBaTIIiB Ta >KePTB BOCH-
HMX 3104YMHIB Ta 3aBAaHHAM CyAOBMX iHCTUTYTIB YiTKO BCTaHOBUTHU
BiATIOBigaAbHICTh OOBMHYBadeHMX. I1po Hagy>XuTTa Hag icTOpi€io B
Cy4acHOMY CYCITiAbCTBi, IO BeAyTh 4O 1i Byabrapm3arlil, ikoHizairii
Ta Ppaapcudikaliii, Ha ypoIMCTOMY 3aKpPUTTi KOHTPeCy B 3aKAIOUHIA
aexnii “Ha saxmcr rignocti Kaio” ropopuaa sigoma HigepaaHAcbKa
nucsMenHuIsl Heaaexe Hoopaepsait. 3pobusmn 11iakoM aMcrep-
AaMCbKe IOPiBHAHHS iCTOPil, SIKy BUKOPMUCTOBYIOTh IIPaKTUYHO YCi, 3
“IIOBi€IO y BiKHi B A4iAbHNITI YepBOHMX AiXTapiB”, BOHa Haro4ocuAa Ha
TOMY, IO AO iCTOpil BCe-TaKu CAig CTaBUTKCA 3 IIOBArolo, Ta Ha Cyc-
MiABHIN poAi icTOPUKIB — “3aXMUIjaT IpaBa A104eil MUHYA0ro”, 0yt
CBOEPIAHMMMU IIPeACTaBHMKaMI MUHYANX IIOKOAIHb Y CbOTOAEHHI.

Psa aomnosigeri, suroaomennx Ha Konrpeci, 6esrocepeanno
crocysaaucs icropii Ykpainn ta Lenrpaapno-Cxignoi €sponu. 3o-
KpeMa, Ha cecii “IlaHcaaBiam Ta Heocaasizm”, oprasiszosanint MixkHa-
POAHOIO KOMICI€IO 40CAiA>KeHH: icTOpil cA0BsH, 3 40110BiAAI0 “Mix
IIOABCBKMM  CAOB THO(IABCTBOM Ta POCIICBKMM ITaHCAaBi3MOM:
CIPUIHATTS Ta PO3BUTOK CAOB SIHCHKUX iJell cepes, yKpalHChKUX
(pycbKuX) IpOMaAChKMX Aisf4iB IigaBCTpilichkoi laamaunm y 60-x
pokax XIX croaiTTs” BUCTYIIMB HpaliBHUK IHCTUTYTY yKpaiHO3HaB-
cra iM. [. Kpun'sikesmua HAH Vkpainn Ocran Cepeaa (itoro yyacts
B Konrpeci sk geaerata YHKI 6yaa cnoncoposana Llentpom gocai-
Axenb icropil Ykpainu iM. I1. Slnuka Ta PoHgOM KaTedp yKpaiHO-
3HaBcTBa). Ha inHmmiit cecii miel >k Kowicii gokTopanT MisaHcbKoro
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yHiBepcutery AnApea PpaHKO IpeicTaBUB AOINOBiAb “YKpaiHa sK
Hapi>XKHUIM KaMiHb ITaHCAaBi3My: norasau Mukoan Kocromaposa”.

Buxkaapgaua Kueso-Mormasuceskol akagemil Hartaaia IIlaix-
Ta BUroaocmaa aonosiab “KoHcTpyroBaHHS igeHTHMYHOCTI B pam-
Kax cTpareril BIJKMBaHHs LIePKBU Y PaAsdHCBKIN gep>KaBi” Ha cecil
“XpucrtusaHcrBo Ta KoMyHisM B €Bpomi”. Ilpanisaung Iacruryry
Hapogosnascrsa HAH Ykpainn Okcana Kicp B3s1aa yuacts y poOoTi
KoH(pepeHnili MixkxHapoaHoI degepallii 40cAigKeHb KiHOYOI icTopii,
110 BigOyBasacs 04HOYACHO 3 KOHTPecoM B AMcTepaaMi, Ha SIKiil BU-
CTyInmaa 3 A0IOBigA10 “®eMiHiHHICTh BUKOPUCTOBYBaHa Ta OCIIOPIO-
BaHa: JOCBiAY XKiHOK y HaIliOHaAbHO-BU3BOABHI 30pOIiHiil GOpOTHOI
Ha 3axignin Ykpainiy 1940-1950-x pp.”

YKpalHcbKa TeMaTHKa po3rasigadacs TakoX Y psai iHIIUX BU-
CTyIIiB Ha KOHTpeci. 30kpeMa, itaairicbkuii icropuk Ayiaxi Kasui mpo-
aHaAi3yBaB YKpaiHCBKi MOAITHMYHI AMCKYCIi IIJ040 TpaKTyBaHH:A l'oa0-
AOMOPY y BUCTyMI Ha cecii “ETuKa, icropmysi 40cAig>KeHH: Ta IIpaBo”.
OaHak Hazaraa MOXKHa Big3HAUUTH, IO CXigHOEBPOIeNChKa Ipodae-
MaTMKa posrasijasdacs BiAHOCHO pigko. KepiBHukaMm Ta aKTMBHUMU
Y4aCHUKaMU MPaKTUYHO YCiX MiXKHaPOAHIX KOMICil, IITO OPraHi3oBy-
IOTh cecil KOHTpecy, € icropuku i3 3axianoi €sponu ta IliBHiuHOI AMe-
PMKM, 3BiACU 11 TIeBHUI “3aX040LIeHTpMU3M”~ 10TO TeMaTUKI.

ITia yac poboTu KOHTpecy BiaOyancs asa 3acigaHus I'enepaan-
Hoi acam0Oaei MKIH. Ilepmie 3acigannsa acamOaei posnodaaocs 3
BIIIaHyBaHHs ITaM’ATi BUAATHMX iCTOPMKIiB, IIJO HEAaBHO BiAiMIIAU
y BiuHicTh, cepes Hux 1 roaosu YHKI SlIcaesmnua. Ha saciganmax
acamb0.ei yxBaaeHO IIpoBecT! HacTymHuii 22-11 KoHrpec y 2015 p. B
M. Isunans (Kurait, nposinnis [Ilanayns) ta o6pano Hose Bropo
MKIH. Hosum I'enepaapaum cekperapem MKIH cras mpod. Pobept
®pank (Copbonna, Ppanmis), Ilpesngenrom — nmpod. Map’srra lie-
tasa (YHisepcuret Tamriepe, QiHAAHAILS).
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Between Polish Slavophilism

and Russian Pan-Slavism.
Reception and Development of the Slavic Ideas by Ukrainian (Ru-
thenian) Public Activists of Austrian Galicia in the 1860s

This paper deals with the politics of Slavic identification among
educated Galician Ukrainians (Ruthenians) in the period that followed
the 1848-1849 revolution. It focuses on the eastern part of the crown-
land of Galicia that bordered on the Russian empire. Galicia’s popula-
tion consisted mainly of three ethno-religious groups: Greek Catho-
lic (Uniate) Ukrainians (customarily called at that time Ruthenians),
Roman Catholic Poles, and Jews (Mitnagdim, Hasidim and Reform).
These three groups comprised in 1857 respectively 44.83 %, 44.74 %
and 9.69 % of the whole population'. In Eastern Galicia (which is now-
adays one of the Western regions of Ukraine) Ruthenian Greek Cath-
olics, mostly peasants, were the majority (66.53% in 1857), although
throughout the 19™ century the socially dominant landed class pre-
dominantly identified with the Polish natio, while the Jewish artisans
and merchants defined the character of the urban culture of smaller
towns. This province presented a kind of microcosms of the Danubian
monarchy, although its position on the imperial border, especially its
historical and cultural ties with adjacent borderlands of the Russian
empire, its late inclusion in the Habsburg realm (1772), and relative
backwardness of its population created an image of contested terrain.

In my paper I shift from the intellectual history of the “Slavic
idea” to the question of its reception and development in the context
of the regional politics of nationalism. The cultural and political ideas
of Slavic reciprocity and unity appeared to have been important is-
sues in the public debate, and subsequently they made an impact on
the formation of modern national identities.

These ideas were especially important for the period under con-
sideration. The constitutional experiments and reforms of the 1860s

! These figures are calculated from the 1857 Austrian census. See Krzysztof
Zamorski, Informator statystyczny do dziejow spoteczno-gospodarczych Galicji.
Ludnos¢ Galicji w latach 1857-1910 (Cracow 1989), 69-71. The absolute number
of the inhabitants of Galicia in 1857 was 4,632,866 in total, including 2,077,112
Ruthenian Greek Catholics, 2,072,633 Roman Catholics and 448,973 Jews. Ac-
cording to the 1869 census, these three groups comprised respectively 42.53 %,
46.08 % and 10.57 % of 5,444,689 Galicians.
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profoundly transformed the political structure of the empire: they led
to the formation of a new constellation of national-political alliances
and also to the emergence of the public sphere. For the non-dominant
nationalities (to which Galician Ruthenians belonged) it was also a
time of the development of their first political national programs that
involved Romantic-type debates on their national character, identity
and political mission.

Today anyone who views the region as a stronghold of Ukrai-
nian nationalism will be astonished to discover the prevalence of
Polonophile and then Russophile orientations throughout most
of the 19" century. As John-Paul Himka has commented, different
constructions of nationality among Galician Ruthenians resembled
“Icarian flight in almost all directions”: Ukrainian, Russian, Polish
and Rusyn?. In his study Himka identifies several political, social and
cultural factors that contributed to the success of Ukrainophilism at
the turn of the 20™ century.

In my own research on the shaping of Ruthenian national
identifications in the 1860s and 1870s, I have tried to show how the
emerging public sphere provided new venues for debate over iden-
tity, and new possibilities to reformulate and re-codify existing tra-
ditions through the interaction of national-political actors®. In par-
ticular, until then the term “Slavic” was often used among educated
Galician Ruthenians to define traditional elements of Ruthenian
identity, church ritual or the church-based literary language, but
the political meaning of the term and its relation to emerging na-
tional identities was unclear. In the period of political transforma-
tions the debate on the question of Slavic and national identification
and its possible political consequences was very intense because of
the political instability in both the Russian and Austrian empires
and on the international stage.

2 John-Paul Himka, “The Construction of Nationality in Galician Rus’: Icarian
Flights in Almost All Directions,” in R. G. Suny and M. D. Kennedy, eds.,
Intellectuals and the Articulation of the Nation (Ann Arbor 1999), 112.

% Ostap Sereda, ““Whom Shall We Be?” Public Debates over the National Iden-
tity of Galician Ruthenians in the 1860s,” in Jahrbiicher fiir Geschichte Osteuropas
Band 49, Heft 2 (2001): 200-212; Ejusd, “From Church-Based to Cultural Na-
tionalism: Early Ukrainophiles, Ritual-Purification Movement and Emerging
Cult of Taras Shevchenko in Austrian Eastern Galicia in the 1860s,” in Canadian
American Slavic Studies vol. 40, no. 1 (2006): 21-47.
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To elaborate this point further, I will concentrate specifically
on the turbulent period of 1865-1868 — roughly between the appoint-
ment of the federalist Richard Belcredi government and the final “au-
tonomization” of Galicia, when the public confrontation around the
Slavic ideas reached its peak. During that period Austria was defeat-
ed by Prussia, and the key principles of the Dualist system were es-
tablished. All the political changes brought the growth of Pan-Slavic
ideas in the Habsburg Empire that culminated in the Moscow Slavic
congress of 1867*. In the case of Galician Ruthenians there were very
interesting shifts of political and national ideas, and of individual
and collective self-identifications. Thus, the influence of Slavic ideas
on national identity and political imagination, and the constructed
and contested character of Pan-Slavic ideas and movements are the
key issues of this paper.

From Austroslavism to Russian Pan-Slavism

In the 1840s and 1850s the spread of ideas of Slavic reciprocity
in Galicia, bordering on the Russian empire, was seen by Austrian im-
perial authorities as an effect of the growth of Russian influences (or
sometimes of Polish anti-Austrian conspiracy) and treated with fear as
dangerous and punishable. Taking into account the strong pro-Hab-
sburg loyalism of Ruthenian priests of the mid-19'" century, the Russian
or Polish versions of Slavic solidarity were not very popular, as long
as leading Galician-Ruthenian figures counted on the support of the
Viennese government against the Poles. Clearly, after 1848, for many,
Autroslavism was the main option. This attitude began to change from
the late 1850s, when the Austrian government gradually lost interest
in Galician Ruthenians as a counterbalancing factor in Galicia and in-
stead began working on a compromise with Polish politicians.

The growing political role of Russian Pan-Slavism in the 1860s (“the peak of a
whole era of Slavic fellowship”) was discussed in several fundamental studies,
including Hans Kohn, Pan-Slavism, Its History and Ideology (Notre Dame 1953),
130-145; Michael Boro Petrovich, The Emergence of Russian Panslavism, 1856—
1870 (New York 1956), 172-287; Sergei Nikitin, Slavianskie komitety v Rossii v
1858-1876 godakh (Moscow 1960), 156-259; Mieczystaw Tanty, Panstawism, car-
at, Polacy: Zjazd Stowianiski w Moskwie 1867 roku (Warsaw 1970).

Veronika Anna Wendland, Die Russophilen in Galizien. Ukrainische Konservative
zwischen Osterreich und Russland, 1848-1915 (Vienna 2001), 132.
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Russian Pan-Slavism, which rapidly went from being an intel-
lectual trend to being a political factor, provided an alternative. Unlike
in the 1830s and 1840s, Russian imperial diplomacy in the late 1850s
began to exploit the Slavic question for its own purposes. Already
at the end of the 1850s, Russian officials began to make advances to
Slavic activists and Slavic issues received a significant place in the
Russian public debates®. Between 1858 and 1870, branches of the
Slavic Benevolent Society were established in Moscow, St.Petersburg,
Kyiv and Odessa. While their initial focus was on the South Slavs’
liberation from the Ottomans, it soon shifted to the Slavic issues in
the Habsburg monarchy and, after the Polish January uprising, to the
neutralization of the Polish influence on the Slavs. In this context, the
Galician Ruthenians also attracted the interest of the Russian Pan-
Slavists. Already in 1863 the Slavic Benevolent Society sent parcels
of Russian books to Galicia’. One of the main experts of the Society,
Father Mikhail Raevskii (1811-1894), a priest at the Russian embassy
in Vienna, elaborated a program how to attract Ruthenians as well as
other Austrian Slavs by using Russian fine literature, journals and fi-
nancial support®. As it appears from the letters and published articles
of Father Raevskii, he saw the relations between Slavs and the Danu-
bian Empire only as conflictual, and considered Galician Ruthenians
convinced Russians fighting against Polish domination.

The role of Galician Ruthenians in the Russian Pan-Slavic plans
was further illustrated in the travel accounts of Vasilii Kel’siev (1835—
1872), who spent some time in Galicia in 1866-1867. That the ideas
of Kel'siev were supported by the Russian Pan-Slavists can be de-
rived from the fact that his travel accounts were disseminated by the
Slavic Benevolent committee in Moscow. An interesting personality,

¢ Innesa Churkina, “Obshchestvennyie, nauchnyie i kul'turnyie sviazi slavian

Avstriiskoi monarkhii i Rossii v 60-ie hody XIX v.,” in Istoriia, kultura, etnohrafiia
i fol’klor slavianskikh narodov (VII mezhdunarodnyi s’ezd slavistov, Varshava, Avgust
1973. Doklady sovetskoi delegatsii) (Moscow 1973), 187-188, 196; O. V. Pavlenko,
““Slavianskii factor” v otnosheniakh Rossii i Avstrii v 40-60-e gody XIX veka,”
in Slaviano-germanskie issledovania (Moscow 2000), vol. 1-2, 257-260.
7 Nil Popov, Kratkii otchet o desiatiletnei deiatelnosti (1858-1868) Slavianskaho
Blahotvoritelnaho komiteta v Moskve (Moscow 1868), 19-20.
V. N. Kondrat'eva, “Zapiski M. F. Raievskoho o polozhenii podvlastnykh
Avstrii narodov,” in V. D. Koroliuk, ed., Slaviano-hermanskiie otnosheniia (Mos-
cow 1964), 181-196; Mikhail Raevskii, “O natsional'nom i relihioznom dvizenii
ruskago naroda v Galitsii,” Khristianskoie chteniie, no. 2 (1862): 111-128.
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Kel’siev was a former Russian political emigrant close to the circle of
Alexander Herzen, and then a Panslavic activist who was pardoned
by the Russian government. Typically for a Russian Pan-Slavist,
Kel’siev saw the realization of the Slavic ideal in the confluence of all
Slavs into one nation with a common language and a single Orthodox
Church. To achieve this ideal, all Slavic people had to accept one lit-
erary language, Russian’. Thus, the question of the spoken language
of Ruthenians took on a political meaning. Kel’siev saw no need to
teach Ruthenian children their native language. Instead they had to
learn Russian, which was soon to become “the dominant language in
Eastern Europe”’. The refusal of Galician Ruthenians to accept the
Russian language as a literary medium would undermine Pan-Slavic
plans, while the success of the Russophile trend in Galicia would be-
come the first Pan-Slavic accomplishment. Thus, the Ukrainophile
movement that emerged in the early 1860s among Galician Ruthe-
nians was considered a dangerous tendency by Russian Pan-Slavists.
In fact, the Pan-Slavic activities initiated by the Russian Slavic com-
mittees in Galicia in the 1860s had a Pan-Russian character.

In the mid-1860s, in the atmosphere of political dissatisfaction
with Vienna, the pro-Russian orientation became dominant in the Ru-
thenian camp. One of the most popular Galician Ruthenian writers
and activists, Father Ivan Naumovych (1826-1891) argued in August
1866 that Ruthenians must acknowledge their affinity with Russians
(with «the whole Russian world”) in order not to be dependent on
the political context and particularly on the good will of Polish poli-
ticians in Galicia. He proclaimed “on behalf of many” that “we are
not Ruthenians from 1848, we are true Russians”''. This declaration
marked a transformation of a significant part of Old Ruthenians into

o Clearly, Kel’siev was not very original. Similar ideas had circulated at least
since the 1840s. But he put stronger emphasis on linguistic assimilation than,
for example, Fedor Tiutchev, who in the 1840s argued foremost for the ac-
ceptance of religious Orthodoxy by Austrian Slavs (Dzhong Khi-Sok, “Ideia
slavianskogo edinstva v mirovozzrenii F. I. Tiutcheva”, in Slavianskii vopros:
Vekhi istorii (Moscow 1997), 60-61).

10 Vasilii Kel’siev, Galichina i Moldaviia, putevyie pis'ma (St. Petersburg 1868), 84.

' Odyn imenem mnohykh [Ivan Naumovych], “Pohliad v buduchnost,” Slovo,
no. 59 (8 August 1866): 1-2. For a detailed interpretation of the meaning of this
article, see John-Paul Himka, Religion and Nationality in Western Ukraine. The
Greek Catholic Church and the Ruthenian National Movement in Galicia, 1867-1900
(Montreal 1999), 23-28.
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Russophiles. Afterwards Russian Pan-Slavic rhetoric figured promi-
nently in Russophile publications, so the declaration also indicated a
shift from Austroslavism to Russian Pan-Slavism.

There was a visible growth in the attention of Russian conser-
vative nationalists to the Galician Ruthenians in 1866-1867. Mosk-
ovskie Vedomosti (edited by Mikhail Katkov), which specialized in
anti-Polish polemics'?, became more interested in the self-declared
Galician Russians. Because they were persecuted by the Poles, the
latter could be presented as oppressors (not victims) of the Russians,
and this alleged victimization by the Poles partly justified anti-Polish
measures in the Western provinces of the Russian Empire and under-
mined the aspirations of the Poles to supremacy in the Slavic world.
Thus, Moskovskie Vedomosti frequently reported on the misfortunes of
the “Galician Russians,” collected donations for them, and appealed
to readers to help Galician Russophiles'®. The Galician Ukrainophiles
were also mentioned in this context as accomplices of the Poles™.

Galician Russophiles became one of the main recipients of fi-
nancial and intellectual aid of the Slavic Benevolent committees, al-
though the aid was relatively small. Ukrainian historiography tradi-
tionally explained the growth of Russophilism in Galicia by Russian
imperial and Pan-Slavic financial aid. In a pioneering study on the
Russophiles, Veronika Wendland argued instead that the Galician
Russophile movement was the product of Galician conditions and
not Russian-inspired. In fact, at the beginning of the 20" century
when the subsidies substantially increased, Galician Russophilism
declined as a political factor.

Although one cannot ascribe the growth of Galician Russo-
philism exclusively to Russian financing, the ideological influence of

12 Edward Thaden, Conservative Nationalism in 19"-Century Russia (Seattle 1964),
56.

13 On the writings by Mikhail Katkov see J. D. Morison, “Katkov and Panslavism,”
The Slavonic and East European Review vol. 46, no. 107 (1968): 425-427. On the
literary readings [literaturnyie chtenia] at Moscow University where donations
were collected for the Galician Ruthenians, see Moskovskie Vedomosti, no. 22 (27
January 1867): 1; no. 69 (28 March 1867): 1.

14 Moskovskie Vedomosti, no. 21 (26 January 1867): 2.

15 Innesa Churkina, “Obshchestvennyie, nauchnyie i kul’turnyie sviazi,” 202;
Veronika Anna Wendland, Die Russophilen in Galizien. Ukrainische Konservative
zwischen Osterreich und Russland, 1848-1915, 432-433

16 Tbid, 482-483.
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Russian Pan-Slavists was an important factor. In some cases Russian
financial aid did indeed influence the national identification of a per-
son or a group. Still, more important than direct financial subsidies
was the flow of information on the policy of imperial centres, and
speculation on possible territorial changes that could bring Eastern
Galicia under Romanov’s rule'.

The declaration of Naumovych appeared immediately after the
defeat of Austria at Sadova in clear anticipation of the advance of Rus-
sian troops into Galicia, yet the Galician Russophiles miscalculated
and had to wait for the Russian armies until 1914. In the atmosphere
of growing Russian-Austrian tensions, they were seen as agents of the
rival side and this perception hindered their chances of achieving their
political goals under the Habsburg monarchy. Stefan Kieniewicz called
the 1866 declarations in Slovo a fatal tactical mistake of the Galician Ru-
thenian leaders'. In fact, the declarations unintentionally assisted Gali-
cian Polish politicians to secure a better position in Vienna and present
themselves as guardians against dangerous Pan-Slavic tendencies.

Polish Slavophilism versus Russian Pan-Slavism

If before the 1830 November uprising, the main ideologists of
Polish Slavophilism shared the view that only Russians preserved
a truly Slavic culture®, after the defeat of the uprising, many Polish
Slavophiles turned in an anti-Russian direction. They began to em-
phasize the mission of Poland to unite Slavs in the fight against Rus-
sian despotism®. In the 1850s and 1860s Franciszek Duchinski (1816—

17 Such plans circulated among the Russian Pan-Slavists in the mid-1860s (Dzhong
Khi-Sok, “Ideia slavianskogo edinstva v mirovozzrenii F. I. Tiutcheva”, 64).
The inclusion of Galician Ruthenians (considered to be “true Russians”) in the
Russian Empire was considered a priority of foreign policy by prominent Rus-
sian Slavophiles N. Danilevskii and I. Aksakov still in the 1880s (V. M. Khevro-
lina, “Ideia slavianskogo edinstva vo vneshnepoliticheskikh predstavleniakh
pozdnikh slavianofilov (konets 70 — seredina 90-kh godov XIX v.)”, in Slavian-
skii vopros: Vekhi istorii (Moscow 1997), 92-93).

18 Stefan Kieniewicz, Adam Sapieha (1828-1903) (Lwow 1939), 360.

9 Andrzej Walicki, “Adam Gurowski: Polish Nationalism, Russian Panslavism
and American Manifest Destiny,” in Russian Review vol. 38, no. 1 (1979): 6.

2V. A. Diakov, “Slavianofil’skie tendentsii v pol’skoi obshchestvennoi mysli na-
kanune i vo vremia Slavianskogo siezda 1848 g.”, in M. Dostal’, ed., Slavianskie
siezdy XIX-XX vo. (Moscow 1994), 41.
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1893), a Polish-Ruthenian noble
from Right-Bank Ukraine and a
follower of Prince Adam Czar-
toryski, tried to offer a scholarly
historical-ethnographic  justifi-
cation for the total exclusion of
Russians from the Slavic com-
munity.

Duchinski exercised a con-
siderable influence on the Polish
national-political ~ imagination
until the 1880s, although even-
tually he was denied a place in
the Polish intellectual canon?. It
is noteworthy that he continued
a certain Ukrainophile tendency

Franciszek Duchiniski that had developed within Pol-

ish Slavophilism together with

the Romantic adoration of peasant culture and folklore. For example,

a prominent figure in Polish émigré circles, Father Piotr Semenenko

(1814-1886), believed that only the simple uneducated Ruthenian peo-

ple, located in the center of Slavdom, who preserved the virgin values
of Slavic culture, could be the basis of the future Slavic federation?.

2 As Andrzej F. Grabski has noted, the contemporary Polish public were sharply
divided over the views of Duchinski. Several prominent Polish thinkers,
such as Joachim Lelewel, Wincenty Pol, Bronistaw Trentowski accepted his
concepts, although many did not take them seriously (Andrzej F. Grabski, “Na
manowcach mysli historycznej. Historiozofia Franciszka H. Duchinskiego,” in
Perspektywy przesztosci. Studa i szkice historiograficzne (Lublin 1983), 222-239). In
the mid-1880s Jan Baudouin de Courtenay published a harsh, critical pamphlet
against Duchinski, accusing him in spreading “national chauvinism and tribal
hatred” (Jan Baudouin de Courtenay, Z powodu jubileuszu profesora Duchiriskiego
(Krakow 1886)). At the same time a celebratory description of his colourful
personality and ideas appeared in print (A. G. [Agaton Giller], O Zyciu i pracach
F.H. Duchinskiego kijowianina (Lwéw 1885)). Duchiniski’s consequent legacy for
Ukrainian political thought was brilliantly outlined in Ivan Lysiak Rudnytsky,
“Franciszek Duchinski and His Impact on Ukrainian Political Thought,” in
Essays in Modern Ukrainian History (Edmonton 1987), 187-201.

2 S. Kalembka, “Pojecie narodu w publicystyce obozu demokratycznego Wiel-
kiej Emigracji,” in J. Gockowski and A. Walicki, eds., Idee i koncepcje narodu w
polskiej mysli politycznej czasow porozbiorowych (Warsaw 1977), 165.
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Like other contemporary Polish Ukrainophiles, Duchinski al-
ways stressed Polish-Ruthenian cultural, political, and racial unity. In
his view, these two Slavic peoples historically belonged to one, “Ary-
an” or Indo-European racial family, as opposed to Muscovy-Russia,
which did not belong to European civilization and Slavdom in gen-
eral, because it represented another, “Turanian” race. “Muscovians”
were thus not considered Slavs, while Poles and Ruthenians were
presented as the defenders of Slavic and European freedom against
the Russian tyrannical system.

In the 1860s all main Polish periodicals in Galicia argued ac-
cordingly that the Ruthenians (both from Galicia and Little Russia)
“are different from the inhabitants of Muscovy in the most essential
principles of national existence,” that they are inseparably united by
history with the Poles, and that “Muscovites” were in fact the enemies
of true Slavs®. Interestingly enough, these ideas were modified and
propagated in 1866-1867 by a group of Polish Ukrainophiles led by
Paulin Swigcicki (1841-1876). He stressed the need to protect Europe
from Russia by “an unbreakable wall”, Slavic Ukraine-Rus’, and thus
to support the development of the Ruthenian nationality*. In politi-
cal imagination these principles supported the re-emergence of the
Polish state within its historical borders, where Ruthenians would be
given certain autonomy.

Ukrainian Slavophilism and Its Transformation
in Galicia
Obviously, Ruthenian Russophiles, not to mention Russian
Pan-Slavists, resolutely rejected Duchinski’s concepts®. The attitude
of the group of young Galician-Ruthenian Ukrainophiles was more
nuanced and contradictory. Ivan Lysiak Rudnytsky showed how
Duchinski’s views became in fact accepted by the main proponents of
Ukrainian nationalism in the 20™ century®. But in the 1860s Galician-
Ruthenian Ukrainophiles did not support them, probably because

2 “Tak Moskale sfatszofali swe dzieje, aby si¢ nazwaé Stowianami,” Dziennik Li-

teracki, no. 21 (1861): 167.
2 [Paulin Swiecicki], “Stowo wstepne,” Siofo, no. 1 (1866): I-IV.
2 A.N. Pypin, Panslavizm v proshlom i nastoiashchem (1878) (Moscow 1913), 42.
% Jvan Lysiak Rudnytsky, “Franciszek Duchinski and His Impact on Ukrainian
Political Thought,”187-201.
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they were considered false by the Ukrainian scholars and activists
from the Russian Empire, whose ideas they tried to follow.

Leading Ukrainian activists in the Russian empire, the former
members of the Cyril and Methodius Brotherhood, such as Mykola
(Nikolai) Kostomarov (1817-1885), were inspired more by West Slav-
ic than by Russian Slavophiles, yet until the 1870s they ultimately
connected Ukrainian revival with the liberation of all Slavs and the
creation of a Russia-centered Pan-Slavic federation. What clearly dif-
ferentiated Ukrainian Slavophiles from Russian Pan-Slavists was the
postulate of a radical democratic restructuring of Russia. Yet unlike
Polish Slavophiles, they envisioned Russia as a significant part of the
future Pan-Slavic union®”. When in 1860 Kostomarov contributed an
anonymous article to Kolokol, in which he could freely express his
national views, he argued that Southern Rus’ should be part of the
future Slavic union, perhaps even under the Russian emperor, and
should constitute a separate political entity encompassing all territo-
ries where people spoke the “Southern Russian” language®.

After 1863, under the influence of the Polish uprising, Gali-
cian Ukrainophiles made a clear shift from that version of Ukrainian
Slavophilism that was developed in the Russian empire. Their politi-
cal imagination was most fully expressed by the journalist Ksenofont
Klymkovych (1835-1881) in 1865 in the journal Meta®. His program
included important elements of Austroslavism, an anti-Russian ver-
sion of the Polish Slavophilism, and some key notions of Ukrainian
Slavophilism of the Cyril and Methodius Brotherhood.

Klymkovych wished that Austria would abandon its attempts
to play the leading role among the German states and focus instead
on Slavdom. Austria’s mission was thus to oppose Russian and par-
ticularly Russian Pan-Slavic influences. For this, it had to satisfy the
federalist demands of the Slavic nationalities within the Habsburg

7 Johannes Remy, “Panslavism in the Ukrainian National Movement from the
1840s to the 1870s”, in Journal of Ukrainian Studies vol. 30, no. 2 (2005): 34, 49-50.

% Ibid, 38-39.

¥ The role of the Slavic idea for the political concepts of Galician Ukrainophiles is
also dealt with in Feodosii Steblii, “Slovians’ka ideia v interpretatsii ukrains’koi
publitsystyky v Halychyni 60-80-kh rr. XIX st. (za materialamy narodovs’koi
presy),” in laroslav Isaievych and Iaroslav Hrytsak, eds., Druhyi Mizhnarodnyi
kongres ukrainistiv (L'viv, 22-28 serpnia 1993 r.). Dopovidi i povidomlennia. Istoria,
vol.1 (L'viv 1994), 199-208.
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Empire. Klymkovych argued that all Ukrainian lands which until
that time had belonged to the Russian Empire were to be incorporat-
ed into the Slavic federation constructed on the basis of the Habsburg
monarchy®. If Russia planned to take over Galicia and use it as the
base for dominating the heart of Slavdom and Russifying all Slavic
peoples, then the mission of Galician Ukrainophiles and all Ukrai-
nians was to oppose Russian attempts to rule over the Slavs®. The
political choice of the “nation of South Rus’” in favor of or against
Russia could influence the political outcome of Slavic movement: a
Russian-Slavic Empire of slaves or a brotherly federation of Slavs un-
der the rule of the Habsburgs®.

Obviously, the St.Petersburg foreign censorship office banned
Meta*, and its circulation was limited to Eastern Galicia. Some prom-
inent Russian Ukrainophiles like Kostomarov had to denounce it
publicly®. Later, East Ukrainians often considered the ideas of Meta
the result of a childish desire to play high politics instead of engaging
in more productive educational work®. In Galicia of the late 1860s,
what inspired a great many Galician Ruthenians was not the image
of Little Russia (Ukraine) playing central a role in Slavdom or de-
fending Slavdom, Austria, and Europe against Russian Pan-Slavism,
but rather Russian Pan-Slavic ideas, the notion that Russia would in-
tervene in the Ruthenian-Polish conflict, and the image of powerful
Slavic state led by Russians.

And it was rather symbolic for the political tendencies follow-
ing Austria’s defeat at Sadova and the consequent failure of Austro-
slavism that the same person who propagated the anti-Russian ver-
sion of Ukrainian Slavophilism, Klymkovych, changed sides in 1867
and himself contributed to the growth of Russian Pan-Slavism. In the
last part of my paper I will focus on a particularly interesting case of

30 Ksenofont Klymkovych, “Federatsia i ii znachennie dlia Avstrii,”in Meta, no. 4
(31 March 1865): 106.

31 “Ohliad politychnii,” in Meta, no. 1 (17 February 1865): 29-32.

32 “Slafianofylstvo moskovs’ke,” in Meta, no. 1 (17 February 1865): 23-25.

3 The circular is published by Liubov Histseva, “Kaidany na usta narodu,” in
Ukraina, no. 46 (1990): 21.

34 Mykhailo Drahomanov, “Shevchenko, ukrainofily i sotsializm,” in Mykhailo
Drahomanov, Vybrane (Kyiv 1991), 387.

% QOleksandr Hrushevs'kyi, “Mykhailo Drahomanov i halyts’ka molod’
1870-kh rr.,” in Ukraina 6 (1926): 44-45.
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Pan-Slavic activity in the Habsburg monarchy after the Ausgleich, the
publication of the newspaper Slavianskaia Zaria (Slavic Star).

The Ideas of Slavianskaia Zaria (1867-1868)

The journal was one of the results of the Slavic Congress in Mos-
cow of 1867. Among its 66 delegates were four Ruthenians. A young
journalist and engineer from Vienna, Iosyf Livchak (1839-1914), ap-
peared the most active in the contacts with Russian authorities. Since
1863 he had published several Ruthenian journals in Vienna, vacil-
litating between Ukrainophilism and Russophilism. In 1865 he made
the first trip to Warsaw, St.Petersburg and Moscow, and afterwards
he mostly followed the Russian Pan-Slavist line.

The scholars who studied the discourse of Russian organizers of
the Slavic Congress in Moscow noted the attempts to reassure Slavic
activists that Russia had no expansionist plans and only wanted to pro-
mote the Russian language as an instrument of Slavic cultural unity?.
Indeed, before and after the Congress there were several public nega-
tions by prominent Russian Pan-Slavists of a desire to establish Rus-
sian political hegemony over future Slavic union”. As Ivan Aksakov
declared in February 1867, the spiritual, moral unification of Slavs was
to be achieved first as a precondition for political unification®.

But the sphere of politics was not totally abandoned. Some “plan
of Grand Duke Konstantin” was secretly discussed among selected
Slavic guests, including Galician Ruthenians Yakiv Holovatskyi and
Iosyf Livchak, Konstantin himself, his assistants, and Mikhail Katkov.
It implied the formation of another Slavic state on the Western bor-
ders of the Russian empire, a West Slavic Empire, which would be
dynastically connected with Romanovs, structured according to the
federative principle and supportive of Russian policy. Some accounts
mentioned that this imagined imperial state would include Poles and
Czechs, thus it was probably envisioned as a successor of Austro-
Hungary®. The above mentioned Livchak also held a separate meet-

% Sergei Nikitin, Slavianskie komitety v Rossii v 1858-1876 godakh, 156-259.

% Michael Boro Petrovich, The Emergence of Rusian Panslavism, 243.

% Ibid, 252; J. D. Morison, “Katkov and Panslavism,” 428-429.

% Sergei Nikitin, Slavianskie komitety v Rossii v 18581876 godakh, 196-197;
J. D. Morison, “Katkov and Panslavism,”428; Mieczystaw Tanty, Panstawism,
carat, Polacy: Zjazd Stowianiski w Moskwie 1867 roku, 103.
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ing with the Russian Minister of Education D. A. Tolstoy, after which
he received a grant to establish a Russian journal in Vienna, Slavian-
skaia Zaria*. The paper began publication in July 1867.

Slavianskaia Zaria developed a specific version of Russian Pan-
Slavism, arguing for the national unification of the Austrian Slavs
through the Russian literary language, and imagining the appear-
ance of a Slavic state under the Habsburg rule that would be separate
from Russia but Russian-speaking. This West Slavic state would be a
natural ally of Russia*'. The concept included some elements of tra-
ditional Austroslavism, but foremost it followed the plans discussed
at the Moscow Slavic Congress. Evidently, Slavianskaia Zaria made
the “plan of Grand Duke Konstantin” public in a form that would
preserve the facade of loyalism to the Habsburgs. This plan was ap-
proved by its Russian sponsors. Indeed, the idea of a federative Slavic
Austria that would be a satellite of Russia was discussed by Katkov in
Moskovskie vedomosti still in 1870-1871*.

Yet only 20 issues of Slavianskaia Zaria had appeared by the end of
May 1868. The periodical ceased to be published because the subscrip-
tion was very small, and the Moscow Slavic committee did not find
resources to finance it after the governmental founding was spent®.
Evidently, the failure of the Russian Pan-Slavists to establish a central-
ized organization at the Prague meeting of Slavic activists in May 1868
diminished Russian interest in the publication of the newspaper.

The life and death of Slavianskaia Zaria was reflected in detail
in the correspondence of Father Raevskii with Nil Popov, a professor
of Moscow University and secretary of the Moscow Slavic commit-

40 Mieczystaw Tanty, Panstawism, carat, Polacy: Zjazd Stowianski w Moskwie 1867
roku, 117, 225, 229-231; Veronika Anna Wendland, Die Russophilen in Galizien.
Ukrainische Konservative zwischen Osterreich und Russland, 1848-1915, 433.

1 See its program in Zolotaia Hramota 17 (Viden’ 1867): 139-140. On the Russian
financial support for Slavianskaia Zaria see V. Matula and 1. V. Churkina, eds.,
Zarubezhnyie slavianie i Rossiia. Dokumenty arkhiva M. F. Raievskoho: 40-80 hody
XIX v. (Moscow 1975), 372; and also my article: “Epizod z istorii poshyrennia
rosiis’kykh panslavists’kykh idei u Habsburz’kii monarkhii (1868 rik),” Visnyk
Loivs’koho universytetu. Seria istorychna 37/2 (2002): 106-118.

471, D. Morison, “Katkov and Panslavism,” 431.

# 1t is both surprising and telling that the publication of Slavianskaia Zaria has
not even been mentioned in an otherwise very detailed and thorough standard
Soviet study of the activities of the Slavic Benevolent Committees: Sergei
Nikitin, Slavianskie komitety v Rossii v 1858-1876 godakh, 156-259.

23



tee. An attempt by Father Raevskii to persuade Professor Popov and
the Moscow Slavic committee to renew the journal in August, 1868,
was fruitless*. Interestingly enough, the correspondence shows that
the journal was in fact run by Ksenofont Klymkovych, who to a great
public surprise, had been the second editor from the very beginning.
Klymkovych’s case vividly demonstrates how, because of the
rapid changes in the political landscape of the Habsburg monarchy,
the views of many Galician-Ruthenian public activists vacillated be-
tween competing notions of Slavic reciprocity. For one of the first is-
sues, Klymkovych wrote an editorial under the telling title “Should
the Little Russian question exist?” He argued for the unification of all
Slavic tribes into the “single great cultural nation” (odnu velikuiu kul-
turnuiu natsiu). Those Slavic activists (including Ukrainophiles) who
consciously attempted to divide Slavic nations acted against their own
interests. Klymkovych knew how to annoy the sympathizers of the
Ukrainian idea. He claimed that the Ukrainian national movement had
no prospects because it was launched not out of historical necessity,
but out of the conscious imitation of Western and Southern Slavs®.
Yet Klymkovych was not the only outstanding Ukrainophile
participating in this Pan-Slavic journal. The first issue of Slavianskaia
Zaria included a letter of Kostomarov, who wanted to reinterpret its
program in his own way. In his letter Kostomarov criticized that ver-
sion of Pan-Slavism that insisted on inclusion of all Slavs in the Rus-
sian empire (as “impossible and harmful”), and supported the idea
of the creation of a separate Slavic state or several states to the West
of Russia. He argued that the spread of the Russian language should
not become an obstacle to the development of other Slavic languages
(possibly implying, but not directly mentioning, Ukrainian, the use of
which was already restricted by the Valuev circular), and that Russian
should be used only as the language of inter-Slavic communication*.
As this example shows, Slavic ideas were interpreted in various ways

4 Gosudarstvennyi Arkhiv Rossiiskoi Federatsii (State Archives of the Russian
Federation, Moscow), collection 1750 (Slavic Benevolent Society), inventory 1,
file 72, sheet 26-30 (Father Mikhail Raevskii to Professor Nil Aleksandrovich
Popov, 4 August, 1868).

K. G. Klimkovich, “Sleduiet li byt’ maloruskomu voprosu?”, in Slavianskaia
Zaria, no. 2 (12 August 1867): 37-43.

4 N. Kostomarov, “Korrespondentsia,” in Slavianskaia Zaria, Program (13 July
1867): 18-22.
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depending on the political context, and even the use of Pan-Slavic rhet-
oric allowed interested actors to promote their own national agenda.

Several cases discussed above demonstrate also that one can-
not take “Slavic” as an essential and “objective” category. Instead, the
“Slavicidea” appeared to be a changing concept that was reshaped in
public discourses. In the 1860s several competing Slavic ideas carried
different national-political agendas. Their invented and contested
character became especially clear in the context of Polish—-Russian
rivalry and was very much centered on the lands populated by the
Ukrainian (Ruthenian) population. Both the Polish and Russian ver-
sions of Slavophilism/Panslavism included Galician Ruthenians as
important allies who would help to expunge adversaries from the
imagined ideal Slavic realm. The growing sense of modern national-
ism determined how the Slavic world and its political future were
defined by interested national actors.

On the other hand, Slavic ideas allowed adherents not to break
completely with Polish or Russian cultural spheres?, thus the respec-
tive Russian or Polish versions of Pan-Slavism corresponded well
with the Russophile and Polonophile concepts of Ruthenian identity.
If thinkers of the “romantic epoch” had to prove that the existence of
their respective nations was justified by their mission “in the service
of the universal progress of humanity,”* the Slavic world provided a
convenient pan-national framework, a micro-universe, within which
the role of the nation can be better explained. Also, while visions of
national independence were already present in the political imagina-
tion of the Ruthenian national activists of the period, the concepts
of a Slavic federation were still considered as much more realistic.
Thus, the question of the national identity of Galician Ruthenians at
this stage was often perceived through the changing logic of Slavic
reciprocity, liberation and unity.

¥ This point is well developed in the article of Johannes Remy.
4 Andrzej Walicki, “Adam Gurowski: Polish Nationalism, Russian Panslavism
and American Manifest Destiny,”1.
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MIX ITIOAbCKHVM CAOB’SIHO®IAbCTBOM TA
POCIVICbKVMM ITAHC/AABI3MOM.
CrIpuitHSTTsI Ta PO3BUTOK CAOB SIHCbKMX igei
cepea YKpaiHCBbKIX (PYCbKMX) TPOMAaAChKUX AisTdiB
migaBcTpivicbKoi l'aamamum y 60-x pokax
XIX croairTTst

B wmint posBiali posrasgja€Tecs MOAITHKA CAOB SHCBKOI i4eH-
Tudikanii y cepe0BUIIi OCBiY€HMX TraAUIIbKIX YKPaIHITiB (PyCUHIB)
y nepiog micas pepoaronii 1848-1849 poxis. ¥ nientpi yparu — cxigna
JyacTMHa KOPOHHOTIO Kpaio l'aamunny, mo mesxysaaa i3 Pocilicbkoro
imniepiero. Haceaenns l'aanumum ckaagaaocs roA0BHUM YMHOM i3
TPBHOX €THO-PEeAIrifHIX IPYI: YKPalHChKMX I'PeKO-KaTOAMKIB (y TOM
yac ix 3a3Buyail Ha3uBaAM PyCMHaMM), IIOAbCKMX PUMO-KaTOAMUKIB,
Ta €Bpeis (OpTOAOKCiB, xacuais Ta pedpopmicris). Ha 1857 pix mi Tpn
Tpynu ckaagaan BiariosiaHo 44,83 %, 44,74 % 1a 9,69 % Big ychoro Ha-
ceaenHs nposinmii'. ¥ Cxignin laandmni pycuHn rpeko-KaToAMKN
(34€0iabIIOTO CeASHM) CTAaHOBUAM OiabmiicTs (66,53 % Ha 1857 p.),
xo4a BIpogosX XIX croaitTs coniaabHO AOMiIHAHTHMITI KAac 3eM-
AeBAaCHUKIB IlepeBa’kHO iA4eHTUQiKyBaBCs i3 IT0ABCHKOIO 1atio, TOAl
SK €BPeNiChbKi peMiCHMKM Ta KyIIIli BU3HadaAll XapaKTep MeHIINX
mict. LI mpoBiHIisa craHoBuAa coO0I0 cBOEpigHIIT MiKpokocM Ay-
HalICbKOI MOHapXii, xo4da 1i posTanryBaHHs 0iAs KOPAOHY imIlepii,
i 0c00AMBO iCTOPMYHI Ta KyABTYpPHI 3B"3KM i3 IIPUAETAUM IOTpa-
HyyasM Pociiicpkoi iMmepii, misHil BXig 40 cKaaay radcOyp3bKuX
B0A0AiHb (1772 p.) Ta BigHOCHa BiACTaAiCTh 4OKAAAMCA AO CTBOPEH-
Hs 00pasy CIipHOI TepUTOpii.

Y cBOEMY A0CAiAKeHH 51 IepexoAXYy Bij iHTeAeKTyaAbHOI icTo-
pii “ca0B’sIHCPKOI i4el” 40 IUTaHH: 1 CIIPUIHATTS Ta PO3BUTKY Y pe-
riOHaAbHOMY KOHTEKCTi MOAITMKM HallioHaai3my. KyabTypHi Ta mo-
AITIYHI 14€1 cA0B IHCBKOI 0AMBLKOCTI Ta €AHOCTI OyAM Ba’KAMBUMU

! 1li aani oOumMcAeHO 3a aBCTPIlICHKUM II€penmcoM HaceaeHHs 1857 p. Aus.

K. Zamorski. Informator statystyczny do dziejéw spoteczno-gospodarczych Galicji.
Ludnos¢ Galicji w latach 1857-1910. Krakow, 1989. S. 69-71. 3araapHa KiabKicTh
HacaeHHs Taavaynn Ha 1857 p. craHoBUAa 4 632 866 ocid, 3 axux 2 077 112
Oyam rpeko-kaToankamu, 2 072 633 — pumo-KaToauKamu, a 448 973 — espesM.
3a nepericom 1869 p., 11i Tpu rpymnu ckaajaau, Bianosiano, 42,53 %, 46,08 %
ta 10,57 % Big 5 444 689 raanua.
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MNUTaHHAMHU y TPOMaAChKIUX CyIlepeyKax i BiATak BIIAMHYAM Ha Pop-
MyBaHH:I MOAEPHMX HalliOHaAbHUX iA€HTUIHOCTEIA.

i iaei Mmaan ocobAMBe 3HaYeHHsI A4 IIepioAy, 10 10O po3-
ras4aio y cBoiii craTti. Konctury1iiiti ekcriepumeHnT Ta pedpopmu
mrictaecatux pokis XIX croaiTrss 4OKOpiHHO 3MIHMAM HOAITHMYHY
CTPYKTYpy iMIIepii: BOHM IIPU3BeAN A0 YTBOPeHHs HOBMX KOHCTe-
ASIITIV HAIliOHAABHO-TIOAITUYHMX COIO3iB, a TaKO>K A0 BUMHUKHEHHS
y6aiqHOl cepn. Aas1 HeAOMIHAHTHMX HalliOHAABHOCTEN (40 SKUX
HaJe>XaAl TaAUIbKi pycuHm) 1je OyB TaKOX Yac PO3BUTKY IEePIINX
MOAITUYHMX HalliOHaABHUX IIPOrpaM, 1110 OXOMMB CyIlepedkN B Ayci
POMaHTMU3MY 3 IPUBOAY HalliOHAABHOTO XapakTepy, iAeHTUMYHOCTI
Ta MOAITUYHOI Micil.

Xouya CpOTOAHI I}l PerioH 3BMYHO BBa’Ka€TLCS TBEPAMHEIO
YKpaiHChKOTO HallioHaAi3My, BIPOAOBX Oiabinoi yactuuu XIX cro-
AITTS TYT IepeBa’kaaM CIIoYaTKy I10A0HO(IAbChKA, @ 3T0A0M — pyCo-
diancrka opienTartii. Sk Bkasye Isan-ITaBao Xumka, pizHi KOHCTpY-
IOBaHHSI HAaI[iIOHaABHOCTI cepeJ raAuibKIX PyCUHIB Haragysaau “1o-
abotu Ikapa y Marke Bcix HarpsAMax”: yKpalHCBKOMY, POCilICbKOMY,
II0ABCBKOMY Ta pycuHCbKOMY?. VY cBoiit possigni L-I1. Xumka pos-
KpMBa€ HUBKY IMOAITMYHMX, CYCIIiABHUX Ta KYALTYPHUX UMHHMKIB,
III0 AOKAAANCS AO YCIIiXy yKpaiHodiabcTa Ha 32ami XX CTOAITTSI.

Y BaacHux gocaigxxenHsax ¢$opMyBaHH: HaIliOHaAbHOI igeH-
tudikanii pycunis y 60-70-x pokax XIX croaitTs s Hamarascs IIpo-
AeMOHCTpYBaTH, SIKMM YMHOM IyDaAidHa cdepa, IO po3BMBalacs,
Haja/la HOBi 3aco0u Aas AeOaTiB 3 IPUBOAY i4€HTUYHOCTI, a TaKOXK
HOBi MOXAMBOCTI 4451 pepOpMyAIOBaHHS Ta peKoauQikarlii icHyio-
9yIX TpaAUIIiii uepes3 B3a€MOAII0 HalliOHaABHO-TTOAITUYHMX IPaBILiB.
30KpeMa, 40 TOTO 4acy TepMiH “CA0B’AHCBHKMIT” 4acTO 3aCTOCOBY-
BaBCs cepe/, OCBIYeHMX TaAMIbKNMX PYCHHIB Ha IO3HAYeHHs Tpaau-
LIHNX CKAaAHUKIB PyChKOI i€ HTUYHOCTI, IIepPKOBHOTO 00ps4y, abo

2 J.-P. Himka. The Construction of Nationality in Galician Rus’: Icarian Flights
in Almost All Directions // Intellectuals and the Articulation of the Nation / Ed. by
R. G. Suny and M. D. Kennedy. Ann Arbor, 1999. P. 112.

3 O. Sereda. “Whom Shall We Be?” Public Debates over the National Identity of
Galician Ruthenians in the 1860s // Jahrbiicher fiir Geschichte Osteuropas. 2001.
Band 49. Heft 2. S. 200-212; Ejusd. From Church-Based to Cultural National-
ism: Early Ukrainophiles, Ritual-Purification Movement and Emerging Cult of
Taras Shevchenko in Austrian Eastern Galicia in the 1860s // Canadian American
Slavic Studies. 2006. Vol. 40, no. 1. Pp. 21-47.
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3aCHOBAHOI Ha LIEPKOBHIll AiTepaTypHOI MOBMU; ade MOAITUYHE 3Ha-
YeHHsI TepMiHy i JIOr0 CTOCYHOK A0 HOBMX HAI[iOHaAbHUX i4eHTIY-
HOCTeil OyAM HesIcCHUMM. Y Ilepiog MOAITUYHMX IIepeTBOPeHb Cylle-
PeuKu 11040 MUTaHH: CAOB IHCHKOI Ta HaIliOHaAbHOI izeHTngiKariii,
a TaKO>K 110TO MOKAMBUX ITOAITMYHIX HACAIAKIB OyAM BeAbMM iHTeH-
CHUBHUMU 4epe3 II0AITMIHY HecTabiAbHICTD 5K y Pocificpkiit, Tak iy
ABCTpiiICPKill iMIIepisx i Ha Mi>KHapOAHIi apeHi.

AOu po3BUHYTU LIl apI'yMeHT Jadi, 51 30cepeaXXycs Ha Oy-
pemMHOMY niepioai 1865-1868 pp. — srpydira MixX mpu3HaYeHHsAM ¢e-
Aepaaictcpkoro ypsay Pixapaa beabrkpeai Ta ocratounoio “aBToHO-
Mizani€o” TaanmumHm, KoAM OPOTHUCTOSIHHS HaBKOAO CAOB STHCBKMX
igeit gocArao cBoro miky. Y 11eil nmepioa ABCTpis 3a3Hada IIOpa3Ku
Bia Ilpyccii, i Oya0 BcTaHOBAEHO KAIOYOBI NMPUHIINUIINM CUCTEMU AY-
aaisMy. Bci 1i moaiTnuHi 3MiHM IpU3BeAN A0 3pOCTaHH: Bary I1aH-
cAaBicTchKMX iger y ['abcOyp3pKiit imIepii — 3pocTaHHsI, KyAbMiHaIli-
€10 sKoro cTtaB Ca0B AHChKMII 3'134 1867 poky y Mocksi®. ¥V Bumaaxy
TraAMIBKMX PYCHHIB CIIOCTepiraamcs Iiikasi 3MiHM HOAITMYHUX Ta
HalliOHaAbHUX YSABAEHb, a TaKOX iHAMBIAYyaAbHUX Ta KOAEKTMBHIX
camoigentndikanii. BigTak 4iazbHMMN NIUTaHHAMMN 1Ii€1 PO3BiAKN €
BI1AUB CAOB SIHCBKUX i4ell Ha HalliOHaAbHY 14€HTUYHICTD Ta IT0AITIY-
HY ysBY, a TaKOK CKOHCTPYMOBaHMII i CIIpHMII XapaKTep IlaHCAa-
BiCTCBKUX izell Ta PyXiB.

Bia aBcTpOocaaBisMy 40 pOCiVicbKOTO MaHCAaBi3My

¥ 1840-1850-x pokax iMIlepchbKa aBCTpilicbKa BAaJa BBakaJa,
1110 IOIIMPeHH:! ideil criopigHeHocTi ca0B sH y laamunHi, 110 MeXx-
yBaJa i3 Pociiicbkolo iMIIepi€1o, € IposiBOM 3POCTaHHs POCICHKIX
BI1AMBiB (@00 >X aHTMABCTPilICHKOI 3MOBU TOASKIB) i po3rasada ix i3
00aBoIo, fK izei HeOe3neuHi i kapaHi. BpaxoByioun cnapHy mpora®-
cOyp3bKy A0SABHICTh PYCBKUX CBAIIeHMKIB y cepeanni XIX cToaiTTs,

4 IIpo spocTarouy moAiTMYHY POAb POCIICBKOTO IaHCAABi3My Y IiCTAECATUX
poxkax XIX croaitTs (“BepIInHy IiA0ro BiKy CA0B IHCBKOL ApYy>KOn”) MIIA0CI y
HUsIi PyHAaMeHTaAbHUX A40cAigKeHb, 3o0kpeMma H. Kohn. Pan-Slavism, Its His-
tory and Ideology. Notre Dame, 1953. Pp. 130-145; M. B. Petrovich. The Emergence
of Russian Panslavism, 1856-1870. New York, 1956. Pp. 172-287; C. Huxnurumn.
Caassnexue komumemut 6 Poccuu ¢ 1858-1876 z00ax. Mocksa, 1960. C. 156-259;
M. Tanty. Panstawism, carat, Polacy: Zjazd Stowiarnski w Moskwie 1867 roku. War-
szawa, 1970.
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pocilichbKa 4l I10AbChbKa Bepcii coaizapHOCTi CA0OB’sIH He KOPUCTYyBa-
AVICs 0COOAMBOIO MOy ASIPHICTIO, AOKM YiAbHi TaAMIIBKO-PYChKi Aisdi
pO3paxoByBaaAn Ha HiATPUMKY BiA€HCBKOIO YpsIAy CYIIPOTU IOASKIB.
3posymiao, mo micas 1848 p. roaoBHUM BuOOpOM Oaratbox OyB aB-
crpocaasi3m. Llsg HacTanoBa rovaza amiHioBartucs 3 Kinns 1850-x pp.,
KOAM aBCTPiNIChKUI P14 ITIOCTYIIOBO BTPATUB iHTepec 40 raAMIIbKIX
PYCHHIB SIK BpiBHOBa>KyIO4OTO UMHHIKA y [aanmanni, a HaTOMiCTh Io-
JaB ITyKaTy KOMIIPOMICY i3 MOABCBKMMM ITOAITHKaMIL’.
AapTepHaTUBY 3a0e3NeunB POCIICHKMII I1aHCAABi3M, SKUI
IIBUAKO IIePeTBOPUBCS 3 iHTeAeKTyaAbHOI MOAM Ha ITOAITMYHMIA
unHHUK. Ha Bigminy Big 30-x i 40-x pokis, Ha kiHerb 50-x poki XIX
CTOAITTs POCiliCchbKa iMIIepchKa AUIIAOMATis IT09ada eKcIlayaTyBaTiu
CAOB’sIHChKe IIUTaHH: A4 BAaCHUX Ilideii. Bixe Toai pociiiceki yps-
AOBIIi IIOYaAM 3arpaBaTi i3 C10B’ IHCBKUMM AisfdaMI, a CA0B’ SHCHKMM
IMTaHHAM HajaBalach 3Ha4Ha POAb y ITPOMajchKmx gebatax B Po-
cii®. Mixx 1858 ta 1870 poxamu Biaaian Ca0B stHCbKOTO 61aroAirtHo-
ro Tosapucrsa 3acHoBaHo y Mocksi, Cankr-IlerepOypsi, Knesi Ta
Ogeci. Xoua criepuly AisAbHICTH TOBapUCTBa 30CepeAKyBaaacs Ha
BI3BOAEHHI ITiBA€HHIX CAOB SIH 3-I1i4 OCMaHCBKOIO IIaHyBaHHs, He-
BAOB31 BOHa IIOIIMPIAACI Ha CAOB ITHCHKI IMTaHH:A y IabcOyp3bKiit
MOHapXii; a micas 11oapcbkoro CiuHeBOro IIOBCTaHHS — Ha HelTpadai-
3allil0 MOABCHKOTO BIIAMBY Ha CAOB SH. ¥ ITbOMY KOHTEKCTi raAMIIbKi
PYCMHU TaKOX 3allikaBMAU POCIMICBKMX HaHcAabicTi. Bixe y 1863
pouii Caos’aHCbKe OaaroAiriHe TOBapUCTBO HaAcuAaao y laanmanny
MaKyHKI 3 pociiicbkumy KHYDKKamu’. OguH i3 9iAbHUX eKcrepTis
ToBapucTBa, 0. Mixaia Paescokuit (1811-1894), cpsamenuk npu mo-
coanctsi Pocii y BiaHi, pospoOus mmporpamy nommpeHHs BIIAUBY Ha
PYCHHIB, a TaKOXK iHIINX CAOB'SIH ABCTpiiICbKOI imITepii, 3acobamu

> V. A. Wendland. Die Russophilen in Galizien. Ukrainische Konservative zwischen
Osterreich und Russland, 1848—1915. Wien, 2001. S. 132.

. Yypkuna. OO1iecTseHHbIe, HayuyHble U KyAbTYpHbIe CBA3M CAaBsSH ABCTpUIL-
ckoit MoHapxum n Poccym B 60-e roarr XIX B. // Mcmopus, xyrvmypa, amto-
epadus u GorvkAop caassmckux Hapodos (VII mexoynapodrotii cvesd cAasucmos,
Bapwasa, Aszycm 1973. Jokaadwr cosemckoii derezauu). Mocksa, 1973. C. 187-
188, 196; O. B. ITaBaenxo. " CaassHcKuit pakTop” B oTHOIIeHMAX Poccry n As-
crpun B 40-60-e roarr XIX Beka // Caassano-zypmatrickue uccaedosarius. Mocksa,
2000. T. 1-2. C. 257-260.

H. Ionos. Kpamiuii omuem o decamuremteii desmervrocmu (1858-1868) Caa-
sancKazo baazomeopumervtazo xomumema 6 Mockee. Mocksa, 1868. C. 19-20.
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XyAO>XKHBOI AiTeparypm, nepioguku ta ¢iHaHCOBOI mATpuMKHI®. 3
ancti 0. M. Pa€BcbKoro BMAHO, IIJO CTOCYHKM MiX CAOB sSHaMM Ta
/yHaliChbKOIO MOHAPXI€IO BiH PO3ras4aB AUIIIe sIK KOH(PAIKTHI, a ra-
AUITBKUX PYCUHIB BBaKaB ITepeKOHaHMMM POCisiHaMH, 110 OOPIOTh-
Cs1 IIPOTY ITOABCHKOTO TIaHYBaHH:.

Poap raamnpkux pycuHIB y IlAaHaX POCIMICHKUX ITaHCAaBic-
TiB INMpIIe iAI0CTPYIOTh MaHApiBHI HOTaTkm Baciaia Keanciesa
(1835-1872), axmit y 1866-1867 pp. IpoBis mesHmit 4ac y laanmauHi.
Te, mo iaei B. KeabcieBa KopmcTyBaancs MiATPUMKOIO POCITICEKIX
ITaHCAaBiCTiB, MOXKHA BMCHYBATH i3 TOTro ¢akTy, 110 J10TO MaHAPiB-
Hi HOTaTKM TommpioBas CAOB SAHCBKUI 0AaroAiliHuiT KOMiTeT y
Mocxksi. B. Keancies OyB 11iKaBOI0 OCOOMCTICTIO — KOAUIITHIM POCiii-
CBKUM ITOAITUYHUM eMirpaHToOM, 0AU3BKUM 40 KO4a AJekcaHApa
I'epuiena, a 3rogom — gisgeM MaHCAABiCTCLKOIO PyXy, IIIO OTPUMaB
IIOMUAYBaHH: Big POCiICBKOTO ypsAAy. TUIIOBO A4s1 pOCiiichKOro
nancaasicra, B. KeancieB BOauaB 34i1iCHeHHsI CAO0B SIHCHKOTO igea-
Ay y 00’€aHaHHi yCiX CAOB'AH y €AMHUI Hapo/, i3 CIIiAbHOIO MO-
BOIO Ta €AVHOIO IpaBOCcAaBHOIO LlepkBo1o. A4 AO0CATHEHH:I IIbOTO
iazeaay BCi CAOB’SIHCBKi HApOAU MaAU HPUMHATU €AVUHY AiTepaTyp-
HY MOBY — pociiiceky’. BigTak, nmuraHHs pO3MOBHOI MOBU PYCHHiB
oTpumMaao noaituuny sary. B. Keancies He BBakas 3a moTpiOHe Ha-
BYATM PYCBKUX AiTell IXHBOI pigHOi MoBu. HaTtomicTh BOHU Maau
BUUTU POCIIICbKY, SIKA HEBAOB3i MaJa craTu “IIaHiBHOIO MOBOIO Y
cxigniin €spomni”’’. BiaMoBa raAnnbKux pyCHUHiB IPUITHATU pOCiii-
CbKY MOBY $K 3aciO AiTepaTypHOTO CITIiAKyBaHH:I ITigBakuaa 0 naa-
HI ITaHCAABiCTiB, a ycmix pycodiabchkoi Tedii y laanunsi cras 6u

8 B. H. Kongparresa. 3annckn M. ®@. PaeBcKOro o I0A0KeH!UM IOABAACTHBIX
Asctpym HapoAoB // Caassio-zepmarickue omuouterius /| Ots. pea. B. A. Kopo-
A10K. Mocksa, 1964. C. 181-196; M. Paepckuit. O HallMOHAABHOM U PeAUTUO3-
HOM ABVIKEHUI PYCCKOTO Hapoga B laannmm // Xpucmuarckoe umeriue. 1862.
Y.2.C.111-128.

3posymiao, mo B. Keancies Oys He HaaTO opurinaasumuM. IToaibHi igel nupxy-
A1oBaav mpuHariMHi 3 40-x pokis XIX croaitTsa. OaHak, BiH 3poOMB CHABHIIITIIT
HaroAoC Ha MOBHY acuMiasniio, HiXK, Hanpukaag, Progop TioTues, siKmit
y 1840-x pokax B IlepIIly 4yepry ariTysas 3a IIpMITHATTS IIpaBOCAaB’sl cepej,
cA0B’HChKUX Hapogis Ascrpii. (4. Xu-Cok. Vaes caaBsSHCKOTo eAMHCTBA B
muposossperr O. V. Tiotaesa // Caasarckuii éonpoc: Bexu ucmopuu. Mocksa,
1997. C. 60-61).

10 B. Keanbcues. [aauuuna u Moadasus, nymesvie nucoma. Caukt-IlerepOypr, 1868.

C. 84.
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IepIINM AOCATHEHHSIM IXHBOTO pyxy. Biarak, yxpaiHogiabchkmii
PyX, III0 BUHUK cepe/ raAuIbKIX PYCHUHIB Ha Io4daTKky 60-X pokiB
XIX croaiTTs, pociiichbki ITaHcAaBicTH BBa>kaAy HeOe3IeYHOIO TeH-
AeHniiero. Hacripasai mancaasicTbeka AissAbHICTD, 110 11y 1860-x po-
Kax B [aamumHi po3ropHyan pociiichKi CA0B IHCbKiI KOMiTeTH, Mada
HaHPOCIVICLKUI XapaKTep.

Oanak Ha cepeanny 1860-x pokis, B aTMocdepi MOAITUIHO-
ro posuapysaHHsA Bignem, y pychkomy Tabopi crasa mepesaxkaTu
mpopociiiceka opieHramnis. OguH i3 HAMNOIYASIPHIMINX TaANIIBKO-
PYCBKUX NNMCbMEHHUKIB Ta Aif4is, 0. Isan Haymosuu (1826-1891) y
cepriHi 1866 porii cTBepAXyBaB, IO PYCUHM MYCATb BU3HATV CBOIO
criopigHeHicTs i3 pocisHamu (“co Bcim pycckim mipom”), abu yHesa-
AeXKHUTH ceDe Bia 3MiH ITOAITMYHOTO KOHTEKCTY, a 0COOAMBO — Bij
A00poOi BOAl TOABCBKUX MOAITHKIB Y Taamumni. Bin mporoaocus
“iMmeneMm MHOrMx”, Mo “Mu He pyTeHn 3 1848 poky, My — HacTOAIIiI
pycckii”!. LIs zekaapaliis To3HauMAa ITepeTBOPEHHs 3HAYHOI YacTu-
HI JaBHIIMX “cTapopycuHis” Ha pycogiais. 3 I1bOro 9acy pociricbKo-
ITaHCAABICTCbKa pUTOpUKa OyAa BUPA3HO IMPUCYTHLOIO y pycodiab-
CBKMX BUAAHHAX, OTOX IISI AeKAapallisl ITI03HadlMAa TaKoX i mepexig
Big aBCTPOCAABi3My 40 POCiIICLKOIO IaHCAABi3MY.

VYBara pocilicbKIX KOHCepBaTMBHMX HaIliOHAAICTiB 40 raAuIib-
KX PYCHHIB IIOMITHO 3pocaa y 1866-1867 pokax. “MockoBckue Be-
aomoctn” (mig peaakniero Mixaiaa Karkosa), yaconuc, 1o crieltia-
Ai3yBaBCs y aHTUIIOABCBHKIN pUTOPMUIL'?, TIOYaB BUABASTY OiABIINIL
iHTepec 40 cCaMONIIPOTOAOIIEHNX TaAUIIBKMX pocisH. OcKiabKN iX ITe-
pecaigyBaau MOASKH, TO MOASKIB MOXKHa 0yA10 3MaAl0BaTi THOOUTe-
AsMMU (a He >KepTBaMI1) POCIisH; a 1le YaCTKOBO BUIIPaBA0BYBaA0 aHTH-
IOABCBKI 3aX04M y 3aXiAHMX IpoBiHLiAx Pocirichkol imIiepii i migsa-
>KyBaAo0 II0AbChKi IIpeTeHsii Ha AiAepCTBO y cA0B  THCBKOMY CBiTi. Tak,
“Mockosckue Begomoctnr” yacto nmcaam 1npo HeA0AIO “TaaAMUIIbKIUX
pocisiH,” 301paan KOIITU A4 HUX 1 3aKAMKAAN YUTAdiB 40IIOMaraTu

1 Oaun imenem mMuorux [Isan Haywmosnu]. TTorasia 8 6yayanocts // Caoso. 1866.
8 cepmua. Y. 59. C. 1-2. (TyT i gaai nmpapomnc NUTOBAHUX IaAUIIBKO-PYCHKUX
TeKCTiB 4aCTKOBO OCy4acHeHO). 3a A4eTaabHOIO iHTepIIpeTalli€o cyTi Iji€i crarTi
aus. J.-P. Himka. Religion and Nationality in Western Ukraine. The Greek Catholic
Church and the Ruthenian National Movement in Galicia, 1867—1900. Montreal,
1999. Pp. 23-28.

12'E. Thaden. Conservative Nationalism in 19"-Century Russia. Seattle, 1964. P. 56.
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raaubKuM pycogisam®. ¥V oMy KOHTEKCTi raAMIIBKMX HapOAO-
BIIiB-yKpaiHO(]iAiB IIpeACcTaBAsAN COIO3HMKaMU IOAAKIB.

laanipki pycodian craau O4HUMM 3 YiABHUX OTpUMYBauis ¢i-
HaHCOBOI Ta iHTe1€KTyaAbHOI MiATpUMKM 3 60Ky CA0B’THChKIX 6.1aro-
AITTHIX KOMiTeTiB, X0o4a I IMiATpMUMKa Oya HOPiBHAHO HEBeAMKOIO".
YxpaiHcbka icropiorpadis TpaAUIIiiHO MOSICHIOBaAa IO PEeHHs py-
codiancTBa B [aamunHi ro10BHNM YMHOM (iHAHCOBOIO MiATPUMKOIO
3 OOKy pOCIICBKMX iIMIIEpCBKMX Ta IaHCAaBiCTChKUX CTPYKTyp. Ha-
TOMICTB Y CBOEMY HOBaTOPCHKOMY A0CAiAKeHHi pycodiais Beponika
Benaasna Bkasaaa, 1mo pycodianceknii pyx B laamunni 6ys Hacaig-
KOM TaAuIIbKIX 0OCTaBMH, a He pociiicbkoro BriauBy'. Hacripasai, Ha
royatky XX cToaiTTs, Koau (piHaHCOBa IiATPMMKa iCTOTHO 3pocaa,
raamuiipbKe pyco(iabCTBO K IOAITMUHII YMHHUK 3aHeIaao.

Xoya 3pocTaHHs TaAUIIBKOTO pyco(iabCTBa TOAl cmcaTtyt BU-
HATKOBO Ha pocilicbke (piHaHCyBaHH:I, i4€0AOTIYHMIT BIIAUB POCiii-
CbKUX IIaHCAABICTIB BigirpaBaB Ba>KAMBY pOAb. ¥ HM3I BUIIaAKiB
¢Jinancosa migTpmmka 3 60Ky Pocii Taki BianBaia Ha HaIliOHaABHY
izenTuQikariro resHoi ocodn um rpymm. Tum He MeH1n, 6iabITy Bary,
HiK mpsAMa ¢iHaHCOBa MiATPUMKA, MaAy IOIIMpeHH: iHpopMmariii
1100 MOAITUKM iIMIIEPCHKUX II€HTPiB, a TAKOXK MPUITYIIeHH: 3 IIpU-
BOAY MOXAMBYX TePUTOPiaAbHUX 3MiH, IIJO MOTAM O IIOMICTUTM CXig-
Hy laamanny mig nmpasainnaa Pomanosux".

B3 Moao tBopiB Mixaisa Karkosa aus. ] .D. Morison. Katkov and Panslavism
/] The Slavonic and East European Review. 1968. Vol. 46, no. 107. Pp. 425-427.
[Ioao aiTepaTtypHux untaHb B MOCKOBCBKOMY YHiBepCUTETi, Ha SKIX 30Mpaau
MOXKePTBU A4Sl TaAMLBKIUX PycUHiB, Aus. Mockosckue Bedomocmu. 1867. 27 sn-
Baps. Ne22. C. 1; 28 mapra. Ne 69. C. 1.

4 Mocxosckue Bedomocmu. 1867. 26 stusapst. Ne 21. C. 2.

5. Uypkuna. OOmlecTseHHble, HayuyHble 1 KyabTypHble cpsasu. C. 202;
V. A. Wendland. Die Russophilen in Galizien. Ukrainische Konservative zwischen
Osterreich und Russland, 1848-1915. S. 432-433

16 Tbid. S. 482-483.

7 Taki maanm LUPKyAIOBaAl Y CepPeAOBUILI POCIICHKMX IaHCAABICTIB y cepeANHi
60-x pokis XIX croairrs (4. Xu-Coxk. Vaes caaBsaHCKOTO e AMHCTBAa B MUPOBO3-
spernu @. V. Tiotuena. C. 64). [TpuaydeHHs raauIILKUX PYCUHIB (SIKUX MaAu
3a “crpapxHix pocigH”) g0 Pociiicekoi iMmepii mpiopuTeToM 30BHIITHBOI
roAiTuky e y 1880-mx pokax BBa’KaAu BUAATHI POCIVICBKi cA0B sHODIAU
H. Adannaescoknii Ta I. Akcaxos (B. M. Xespoanna. Iaes caassiHCKOTO equH-
CTBa BO BHEITHEIOAUTUIECKIX ITPeACTaBA€HUX I03AHUX CAaBIHOPUAOB (KO-
Hery 70-cepeanna 90-pix rogos XIX B.) // Caassrckuii 6onpoc: Bexu ucmopuu. Mo-
ckBa, 1997. C. 92-93).
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HaymoBuueBa gekaapaniis 3’saBuaacs Bigpasy IicAs IIOpasKu
Ascrpii nig CagoB010, y BUpa3HOMY O4YiKyBaHHI BCTYIy POCIIICBKUX
BilicbK y Taamumny, aze raamiipki pycodpiaym MoMmanAucs y cBoOixX
CIIOAiBaHHSIX 1 Ha POCIICHKI BilicbKa MycHAM YyeKaTu ax 40 1914 p. V
aTMocdepi 3pOCTaindoro pociiichko—aBCTPilICEKOTO IIPOTUCTOSHHS y
HIUX BOayaAyu COIO3HMKIB CyIIPOTMBHMKA, a TaKe CIPUHATTS 3MeH-
ITyBa/o IXHi IIaHCK Ha 3400yTTs noaitnanux 11iaei. Crepan Kene-
BIY HasBaB JeKaapaiiil 1866 poky y “CaoBi” ¢paTaabHOIO TaKTUYHOIO
ITOMI/KOIO YiAbHUKIB TaANIBKIX pycuHiB'®. I cripaBai, i gekaapariii
HeHaBMIICHe AOIIOMOIAM IIOABCBKUM IToAiTuKaMm laamumnn sares-
HUTK cOOi KpaItie ctaHoBuIIe y BigHi i mpeacraButy cebe OXOpOHIIs-
MM IPOTY HeOe3IIeUHMX ITaHCAaBiCTChKIX TeHAeHITiA.

Iloabcbke ca0B’s1HOPLABCTBO versus
POCIVICBKIMI ITIaHCAAaBi3M

JIxio 40 ancromnagosoro noscraHHA 1830 poky uiabHi ideoao-
I TIOABCHKOTO CAOB THO(PiAbCTBA MTOAIAAAN MOTASA, IO ANIIE POCi-
SHM 30eperan CrpaBAi CAOB'SHCBKY KyAbTypy', Iicas mopaskm 1o-
BCTaHH: YMC/AEHHI IIOABCHKI CA0B’AHO(PiAM ITOBepHyAucs mpoTu Po-
cii. Bonu noyaan naroaonrysatu Ha Micii Iloabmri 06’eanaT cA0B’s1H
y 6opotsbi mpotn pociiicekoro gecriotusmy®. Y 1850-1860-x pp.
@pannimek Jyxincekuii (1816-1893), 10AbChKO-PYChKIIL ITAAXTUY 3
[IpaBobepesxkHoi YKpainu i mocaizoBHUK KH:A31 Agama Yapropmii-
CbKOTO, 3pOOuUB cIpoOy HagaTu HayKOBe icTOpu4yHO-eTHOrpadiuHe
OOI'PYHTYBaHHsI IIOBHOTO BUKAIOYEHHs POCLSH i3 CIIiABHOTU CAOB’SIH.

®. AyxiHCbKMIT MaB Big4yTHUI BIIAMB Ha HalliOHaAbHO-TIOAi-
TUYHY ysBY IIOASIKIB 40 BiciMgecsatux pokis XIX croairrs, xoda, 3pe-
IITOIO, He 3400yBCs Ha MicClle y IT0AbCbKOMY iHTeA1e€KTyaAbHOMY KaHO-
Hi*'. BapTo 3a3HaunTH, 110 BiH MPOAOBKYBaB IIeBHY YKPaiHO(PiAbCHKY

18 3. Kieniewicz. Adam Sapicha (1828-1903). Lwéw, 1939. S. 360.

19 A. Walicki. Adam Gurowski: Polish Nationalism, Russian Panslavism and
American Manifest Destiny // Russian Review. 1979. Vol. 38, no. 1. P. 6.

20 B. A. Asxos. CaaBssHOQMABCbKIE TEHAEHIIUM B II0ABCHKON OOIIleCTBEHHOI
MBICAV HaKaHyHe 1 Bo BpeM:st CaaBsaHCcKoro chesa 1848 1. // Caassrickue coesovt
XIX-XX 6s. | Pea. M. Aoctaas. Mocksa, 1994. C. 41.

2! 51k 3asnauuB AHasxeit I paGcpKuii, TOrodacHa oAbChbKa IpOMaAChKicTh Oyaa ro-
CTPO I104iAeH0I0 y nuTaHHi morasais @. Ayxincpkoro. Huska BugaTHIX 11045Ch-
KUX MUCAUTeAiB, Takux 5K Voaxum /eaeseas, Binrentn IToab, bponicaas
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TeHAEHIIIIO, 1110 PO3BMHYAacsl Y paMKax IT0AbChKOTO CA0B THO(iAbCTBA
pa3oM i3 pOMaHTUYHMM OOOXKHIOBAaHHAM CeASHCBKOI KyABTYpU Ta
doarkaopy. Hanpukaaa, o. ITitorp Cemenenxo (1814-1886), suaar-
Ha I10CTaTh Y II0ABCHKMX eMiI'paHTChbKIX KOAaX, BBaskas, I1J0 OCHOBOIO
MarOyTHBOI CAOB’SHCHKOI (pesepariil 3MOXKe CTaTy AUIIe ITPOCTUI
HEeOCBiUeHMI1 PYyCbKUII HapOA, 10 3HAXOAMBCA y OCcepAl CAOB SHCTBA i
30epiras HesaliMaHi IIIHHOCTi CA0B SIHCHKOI KyABTypu™.

IToaibHO A0 iHINMMX IOABCHKMX yKpaiHO(]iais 110TO A00M,
®. AyxiHCBKMI 3aBXAM MiAKPeCAIOBaB MOAbCLKO—PYCHKY KyABTYP-
Hy, IIOAITUMYHY Ta pacoBy €aHicTh. Ha jtoro mepekoHaHH:, Ii ABa
CA0B’SIHCBbKI HapOAM iCTOPMYHO HaJeXkaall A0 OAHi€l, “apiiicbkoi”
abo iHA0E€BPOIIeNIChKOI pacoBOi pOAMHY — Ha BigMiHy Big, MockoBii—
Pocii, sika He Haae>Kala 40 €BPOIIeIICHKOI ITMBii3allii Ta CAOB  THCTBA
3araJoM, OCKiAbKM IIpeJcTaBasda iHIny, “TypaHceKy” pacy. Biarak,
“MOCKOBUTIB” BiH He BBa>KaB 3a CAOB sH, a II0ASKIB Ta pyCUHIiB IIpea-
CTaBAsIB K OOOPOHIIIB CAOB SIHCHKOI Ta €BPOIIEIICEKOI CBOOOAN TTPO-
TH TUPaHIYHOI CUCTeMU POCiIH.

Bianosigno, y mricrgecarnx pokax XIX croairrs yci roaoshi
IOABCBHKI yacomnucy laamamuam crBepAKyBaan, 0 PyCUHHU (K Ta-
AVILIBKI, TaK 1 HAAAHIIIPSHCDKI) “BigPI3HAIOTHCS Big MelKaHLIB Mo-
CKBI 3a HAWTOAOBHIIIMMIJ HIPMHUNIIAMU HaI[iOHAABHOTO OyTTs,”
11O iCTOpPisl HEpO3PMUBHO IIOB s13aa iX i3 MoAsiIkaMl, a “MocKaai” Ha-
crpaBai 3aBxxAu Oyam Boporamu crpapkHix caos’sH?. 1likaBo, 1m0

TpeHTOBCLKMII, IIpMIiMaAM JIOrO KOHIEMIlil, XOo4ya 4MMaaAO Cy4acHUKIB He
cnpuitmaan ix mosakHo (A. F. Grabski. Na manowcach mysli historycznej. Hi-
storiozofia Franciszka H. Duchinskiego // Perspektywy przesziosci. Studa i szkice
historiograficzne. Lublin, 1983. S. 222-239). V cepeauni 1880-x poxis fn boayen
Ae Kyprene ony06aikysas roctpo Kputnaanii namdaer nporu . JyxiHcbko-
ro, sIKOTO 3BMHYBaTUB Y IOIIMpPeHHI “HallioHaAbHOIO IIOBiHI3MY Ta IAeMiH-
Hoi Henasucti” (Jan Baudouin de Courtenay, Z powodu jubileuszu profesora
Duchiriskiego. Krakow, 1886). B 1ieit ke 4ac APYKOM BUIIIIIOB CXBAaABHUIL OIIUC
itoro KoaopuTHOI ocoducrocri ta igeit (A. G. [Agaton Giller]. O Zyciu i pracach
F. H. Duchinskiego kijowianina. Lwéw, 1885). Bnaus crraaxy @. JyxiHcbkoro Ha
YKpaiHCBKYy TOAITMYHY AYMKY OAMCKyde oKpecaAmB Isan Aucax-PyaHuIibKumit:
L. L. Rudnytsky. Franciszek Duchinski and His Impact on Ukrainian Political
Thought // Essays in Modern Ukrainian History. Edmonton, 1987. Pp. 187-201.

22 S, Kalembka. Pojecie narodu w publicystyce obozu demokratycznego Wielkiej
Emigracji // Idee i koncepcje narodu w polskiej mysli politycznej czasow porozbioro-
wych [ Red. J. Gockowski i A. Walicki. Warszawa, 1977. S. 165.

2 Jak Moskale sfatszofali swe dzieje, aby sie nazwac Stowianami // Dziennik Lite-
racki. 1861. Ne 21. S. 167.
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y 18661867 pp. 11i X igel y MoandikoBaHOMY BUTAsAL ITpoOIIaryBada
rpymHa IoAbChKUX YKpaiHo(]iais Ha vo4i i3 [TaBanHoM CBeHITIBKIM
(1841-1876). Bin Haroaomysas Ha 1motpedi saxuctuty €Bpormy Big
Pocii “HenrepebopHnM Mypom” ca0B stHCBKOI Pyci-Ykpainu, a oTxe
MiATPUMATH PO3BUTOK PYCHKOI HarioHaapHOCTH*. B moaitmuniit
VBl 1Ii IPUMHIMIN ITiATPUMYBaAU BiATBOPEHHs II0AbChKOL Aep>KaBy
y 11 icTOpUYHMX KOPAOHAX, i3 HaZaHHSAM PyCMHAM IeBHOI aBTOHOMII.

YkpaiHcbKe CA0B THOQiAbCTBO Ta IOTO
nepersopeHHs1 y laanmanni

OueBngHo, 110 raauIbKO-PyChKi pycodiam — He KaKyuu BxKe
PO POCIMIChKMX ITaHCAABICTiB — pimtyde Bigkuaaan igei @. AyxiHncpko-
ro®. CTaBAeHHsA TPy MOAOAMX FaAUIIbKIX HApOAOBIiB-yKpaiHo(iais
Oy0 OiABIIT HIDAHCOBaHMM i cyriepedansuM. Isan Ancsax-Py Annibkmi
1okasas, K 1morasau ®. AyxiHcbKoro IpuIitHAAN 9iAbHi IIpeACTaBHM-
K YKpalHCBKOTO HamioHaismy y XX croaitTi®. Ognak y 1860-x pp.
raAnIbKO-PYChKi YKpaiHO(pian He MATpUMYyBaAM IX, OCKIABKU cepes,
YKpalHChKIMX HayKOBIIiB Ta Ais4iB Pociiicpkoi iMmepii (uni igei raanyda-
HI HaMaraAucs HacAigyBaTy) BOHYM BBaXKaAMCI XMOHUMM.

UiapHux yKpaiHChKUX AisdiB y Pociiicpkiit iMImepii, KoAMII-
Hix yaenis Kupnao-MedoaiiBcbkoro TopapicTsa, Taknx Ak Mukoaa
Kocromapos (1817-1885), Oiapme Haauxaam 3axigHOCAOB SIHCBKi, a
He pOCiiichbKi ca0B sHO(iAM, 0gHAK A0 ciMgecsaTux pokis XIX croair-
Ts YKpaiHChKe BiAPOJ KeHHs BOHU IIOB sI3yBaAM i3 BU3BOAEHHSIM YCiX
CAOB’SIH i CTBOPEHH:IM IaHCAaBiCTCHKOI (pegepartii J0Bkoaa Pocii. Big
POCITICHKIMX TTaHCAABiCTiB YKpaiHCBKIX CAOB THO(iAIB BUPa3HO Bigpis-
HAB IIOCTy/AaT paAMKaAbHOL AeMOKpPaTUYHOI pecTpyKTypu3arii Pocii.
OaHnak, Ha BiAMiHy Bi4 MOABCBKUX CAOB siHO(IAIB, BoHM Oauman Po-
CiI0 Ba)KAMBOIO JAaCTMHOIO MaifOyTHLOTO ITaHCAABICTCHKOTO COIO3y~.
Koan y 1860 p. M. Kocromapos Hanucas aHoHiMHY cTarTio y “Ko-
2A0K0A”, B SIKiMI MIT BiAbHO BMCAOBMUTY CBOI HaIliOHAAbHI ITOTASIAM, TO

2 [Paulin Swigcicki]. Stowo wstepne // Sioto. 1866. No 1. S. I-IV.

5 A. H. Iemnn, [ancaasusm 6 npowirom u nacmosujem (1878). Mocksa, 1913.
C. 42.

2 1. L. Rudnytsky. Franciszek Duchinski and His Impact on Ukrainian Political
Thought. Pp. 187-201.

7. Remy. Panslavism in the Ukrainian National Movement from the 1840s to
the 1870s // Journal of Ukrainian Studies. 2005. Vol. 30, no. 2. Pp. 34, 49-50.
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crBepAXyBas, 1o Ilisaenna Pycn
IIOBMHHA YBIITU 40 CKAaAy Maii-
OyTHBOTO CAOB’SIHCHKOTO COIO3Y,
MO>KAMBO HaBiTh IIiABAaAHOTO
pOCilicbKOMy  iMIlepaTtopoBi, i
CTAHOBUTU OKpeMy IOAITUYIHY
OAVHUIIIO, ITIJO OXOILAIOBaAa O yci
3eMAi, HaceAeHHsI AKIX TOBOPUTD
“T1iBA€HHOPOCIIICPKOIO” MOBOIO™.

ITicas 1863 p., mig BriAU-
BOM IIOAbCHKOTO IIOBCTAHH:, Y
CepeOBMIITL TaAMIIBKMX Hapo-
AOBIIiB-yKpaiHO(}iaiB  BiaOyBcs
BUPa3HMUII Biaxis Bia Tiel Bepcii
YKPaiHCBKOTO CA0B THO(IAbCTBa,
110 BUHMKAA y Pocirichkii imite-

Kceerogorm Kaumiosuu pii. Harnossimoro supasy ix-

Hill IIOAITUYHIN YsIBi Ha4aB JKyp-
Hazict Kcenopont Kanmkosna (1835-1881) y waconmuci “Meta” y
1865 p.? Voro mporpaMa MicTiAa BaXKAWBi €1eMeHTH aBCTPOCAaBi3-
MYy, aHTUPOCIIICBKY BepCil0 MOABCLKOTO CA0B THO(]IABCTBA, a TAaKOXK
HU3KY KAIOUOBUX iAeil yKpaiHCBKOTO c10B sHO(piabcTBa Knpnao-Me-
doaiiBcrkoro ToBapucTsa.

K. KanmMxosnu 6axkas, 111o6mu ABcTpis BiaMoBmAacs Big cripod
rpaTyl YiabHy pOAb cepej HiMeLbKIX Aep>KaB, a HATOMICTh 30cepean-
Aacsl Ha CAOB’AHCTBI. BigTak, micis ABcTpil moasdrasa y Tomy, adm
OIMPATUCSA POCIICBKUM 1, 30KpeMa, POCINICbKMM I1aHCAaBiCTCHKUM
BriAuBaMm. /As 1poro it caig 6ya0 3a40B0ABHUTH deAepaicTChKi BU-
MOTH CAO0B SIHCBKMX HallioHaABHOCTell B MexKax I'abcOypspkoi iMie-
pii. K. KanMkosuu nmcas, 1o Bei yKpaiHCbKi 3em4i, sKi 40 TOTO Ha-
aexxaan Ao Pociricekoi immepii, caig 6yA0 BKAIOYUTH Y CAOB STHCBKY

% Ibid. Pp. 38-39.

¥ T1po poAab CAOB' SIHCHKOT iA€1 A5 TOAITUMHUX YsIBAEHb FAAULIbKIX yKpaiHO(Diais
iaernca Takox y: @. Crebaint. CaA0B sIHCbKA iges B iHTepIIpeTalii yKpalHChKOI
nyOainucruku B laamanni 60-80-x pp. XIX cr. (3a MaTepiasamMu HApOAOBCHKOL
nipecn) // Apyeuii Mixcnapoonuii korzpec ykpainicmis (Jvsis, 22—28 cepnia 1993 p.).
Aonosidi i nosidomaentis. Iemopis [ Pea,. 5. Icaesuy, 5. I'purax. T. 1. /1bBis, 1994.
C. 199-208.
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desepariio, mobysosaHy Ha ocHOBI IabcOypabkoi MoHapxii™. SIKIijo
Pocis naanysasa saxonutu laamamny i Buxopmcratu ii sk 0Oasy
AAsl OIlaHyBaHHs Ceplisl CAOB STHCBKOTO CBiTy i pycmikariii ycix
CAOB’SIHCBKUX HApPOAiB, TO MiCisd raaMIbKux yKpaiHodiaiB Ta ycboro
PYCBKOTO HapoJ4y I104srala y ToMy, adu onmpariucs Hamaranssam Po-
cii manysatu HaZ cA0B ssHamn®'. [ToaiTrannit Bubip “Hapoay IOxxHOI
Pyci” na xopucrs a00 He Ha KOpuUCTh Pocii Mir BIAMHY T Ha IIOAITUYHI
pe3yAbTaTy CAOB THCHKOTO PyXy: POCiIIChKO-CAOB STHChbKa iMITepis pa-
6iB, abo >x OpatH: degepanis ca0B’sH mig npasainHam [abcOypris™

ITepeabauysano, komiteT iHO3emHOI IjeH3ypu y CaHKT-
[TetepOypsi e y rpyani 1863 p. saboponns “Mety”®, Tox 1i 06ir
oOMexxyBascsa cxigHoio laamamnoro. Huska BuagaTHMX poCiiichKux
yKkpainodiais 3a npukaagoM M. Kocromaposa Mycnan my0aigHo i
sacyantu™. IlisHimre HagAHIIPsIHII yacTo BBaXkaau idei “Mern” Ha-
CAIAKOM AUTSAYOTO GaskaHHs OaBUTHCA y BUCOKY HOAITUKY 3aMicTh
TOTO, 00 3aiiMarTucs OiAbII MPOAYKTMBHOIO OCBITHBOIO IIparieio®.
Ta 111y laamunni Hanpukinmi mricraecatux pokis XIX croairTs 3Ha-
9YHY KiABKiCTh TaAMIIBKMX PYCHHIB Haguxas He oOpa3 Maaopocii
(Ykpainn), o sigirpasaa 6 4iabHy pOAb Y CAOB’ IHCBKOMY CBiTi a0
3axmmada O caA0B IHCTBO, ABCTpilo Ta €BpoIly Big pOCiiiCLKOTO HaH-
C/AaBi3My, a pOCiIIChKi MAaHCAABICTCHKI igel — AyMKa IIpo Te, mo Pocis
BTPYTUTLCS Ha iIXHbOMY OOIli y PYCbKO-TIOABCHKUI KOH(AIKT, a Ta-
KO>K 00pa3 IOTY>KHOI CAOB IHCBKOI Aep>KaBI IIiJ IPOBOAOM POCIsIH.

ZloBOAiI CMMBOAIYHUM AASI TIOAITUYHUX TEHAEHIIiV, IO CAi-
AyBaau mopasui Ascrpii mig CagoBoIO i II0AaABIIOrO 3aHeraly
aBcTpocaasizmy Oyao Te, mo K. Kaumkosna — aisa, sikuit mmporna-
IyBaB aHTUPOCINICHKY BepCil0 YKpalHCBKOTO CAOB sTHO(DIAbCTBA — Y
1867 p. 3MiHMB IlepeKOHaHHA i 0COOMCTO AO0KAABCSI AO 3POCTAHH:I

30 K. Kanmkosuu. Pegepariis i ii 3Hauenne aas Ascrpii // Mema. 1865. 31 Gepes-
ua. Y. 4. C. 106.

31 Orasa moaitmanmit // Mema. 1865. 17 aiororo. Y. 1. C. 29-32.

32 CaapstHO(iABCTBO MOCKOBCHKe // Mema. 1865. 17 atotoro. Y. 1. C. 23-25.

3 Tlosigomaents IlerepOyp3bKOro KOMiTeTy iHO3eMHOI LIeH3YpH Big 24 TpyAHs
1863 p. omybGaikosane y: /L. Ticriesa. Kaitaann Ha Bycra Hapoay // Ypaina.
1990. Ne 46. C. 21.

M. Aparomanos. Illepyenko, ykpainodian i comiaaizm // Voro x. Bubpate.
Kuis, 1991. C. 387

% Q. I'pymescokuit. Muxaitao JparoManos i raaunpka Moaoan 1870-x pp. //
Vipaina. 1926. Ku. 6. C. 44-45.

37



pocilicbKOro maHcAasizmMy. Y OCTaHHil YaCTUHI CTaTTi pO3rAsSHY OCO-
0AMBO IiKaBUil MIPUKAaJ MaHCAABICTCHKOI AisiapHOCTI y [abcOyp3p-
KiJt MOHapXil icas aBTPO-yIOpPChKOTO KOMIIPOMICY — BAaHH:I 4aco-
rucy “CaassiHcKast 3apst”.

Iaei wacomcy “Caassirckas 3apsa” (1867-1868)

XKypnaa 6ys ognum 3 Hacaigkis Caos’ssHCBKOTO 3'132y 1867
poky y Mocksi. Cepes 66 aeaeratis 3'i34y OyA0 4eTBepO pPyCHUHIB.
Moaoauit xypHaaict Ta irxenep 3 Biaus Vocud Aisuax (1839-1914)
BIAABaBCsl HaMlaKTUBHIIINMM y 3B s3Kax i3 pOCilICbKOIO BAaJ0I0. 3
1863 p. Bin BuaB y BiaHi Kiabka pyCchKMX 4acCOMNCIB, IIJ0 KOAMBAAMCS
MiX ykpaiHodiabcTBOM Ta pycodiabctBoM. ¥ 1865 p. BiH 34ilicHUB
nepiry 1oaopox Ao Bapmasu, IlerepOypra ra Mocksu, micas sKoi
TPUMaBCs FOAOBHO AiHil POCIIICHKOTO ITaHCAaBi3My.

Hayxos1i, 1110 40caig>KyBaAu AMICKYPC pOCiicbKIX OpTaHizaTo-
piB Ca0B’stHCBKOTO 3'134y ¥ MOCKBi, 3ayBakmau cripobu 3aneBHUTHI
C/A0B AHCBKIX Als4iB y TOMy, 1m0 Pocisd He Mada eKCIIaHCIOHICTCHKIIX
IAaHiB, a XOTida AUIIe HiATPUMYBATU POCIIICEKY MOBY sK 3HapPsIAAS
KyABTYPHOI €4HOCTi ca0B 1. | cripaBai, mepea 3'i340M i mmicas HOTO
0ya0 aexiabka IyOAiuYHMX 3amiepedeHb 3 OOKy BUAATHUX IIpeACTaB-
HIKIiB POCIJICbKOTO IaHCAaBi3aMy Oa’kaHHSI BCTaHOBUTU ITOAITHYHY
rereMoHiIo Pocii Hag MariOyTHIM CA0B’AHCBKMM COI030MY. SIK cTBep-
AXyBaB y A10Tomy 1867 p. IBan Akcakos, Ilepe4yMOBOIO ITIOAITUIHOTO
6ya0 AyXOBHe Ta MOpaabHe 00’ € AHaHHA CAOB TH™.

Oanax cdepy mHOAITUKM He MOAUIINAYM ITOBHICTIO. SIKMIich
“KoHCcTsiHTUHIB 114aH” (TOOTO MAaH BeAMKOro KHs3st KOoHCTAHTIMHA)
Ta€MHO OOTrOBOPIOBABCS cepes OKPeMUX CAOB SHCBKUX rocTei (30-
KpeMa y Koai raanmpkux pycunis Slkosa [oaosanpkoro ta Mocuda
/liBuaka, yecbKmx rocreyi, camoro KoHCTsIHTMHA, 10TO ITOMIYHNKIB
Ta Mixaisa Kartkosa). Lleit naan nepeabayas CTBOpeHH IIle OAHI€T
C/A0B’SHCBKOI Aep>KaBM Ha 3axigHUX KopgoHax Pociiicpkol immepil —
AVIHACTIMHO 1OB’ s13aHO1 i3 PoMaHOBMMM 3aXigHOCAOB STHCHKOI iMIIe-
pii, cTpyKTypa sKOi rpyHTyBadacs O Ha ¢pesepaTBHOMY IPUHIINIII,
i mo miarpumysada O pociiicbKy IoaiTuky. byam sraaxu, mo a0

% C. Huxknrun. Caassrckue komumeni ¢ Poccuu ¢ 1858-1876 200ax. C. 156-259.
% M. B. Petrovich. The Emergence of Rusian Panslavism. P. 243.
% Ibid. P. 252; J. D. Morison. Katkov and Panslavism. Pp. 428-429.
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CKAaAy 11i€l ysABAeHOI imMIlepii Maau O yBiliTH HOASIKU Ta Yexu, TOXK
ii MaOyTh Oaumam K cagkoeMuIio Ascrpo-Yropmunn®. Bxe sra-
aanwmit V. /liBuak TaKo>K OKpeMo 3yCTpiBes i3 poCiiichbkiM MiHicTpoM
ocsitn . A. Toactum, micast 4oro oTpuMas AOTallilo Ha 3aCHyBaHH:
pociiicpKoro XypHaay y Biani — gacomnucy “Caassrackast 3aps”#. Ya-
COMIIC TI0YaB BUXOAUTH y AnIIHI 1867 poky.

“CaassHckast 3apsa” possBuBada crenudiuHy sepciio pociii-
CbKOTO IaHCAaBi3My, IATPUMYIOUM iJel0 HallioHaABHOTO 00'€a-
HaHH: aBCTPIlICBKUX CAOB’SH 4yepe3 POCINICBbKY AiTepaTypHy MOBY,
i IIOCTYAIOIOYM ITOCTaHHS CAOB'SHCBKOI Aep>KaBU IIiJ, ITpaBAiHHAM
I'abcOypris, 1o Oyaa 6 okpemolo Big Pocii, aae pociiichkoMOBHOIO.
LT 3axigHOCAOB SIHCBbKA Aep>KaBa cTada O IPUPOAHBOIO COIO3HUIIEIO
Pocii*. Leit 3a4yM MiCTVB eA€MeHTU TPaAULIiITHOTO aBCTPOCAaBi3MYy,
a/e B IIepIIy Yepry BiH OyB IIPOJOBKEHHSM I11aHiB, 1110 0OroBOpIOBa-
aucs Ha CaoB’ aHcbKOMY 3'1341 y Mocksi. Cxoxe, “Caassanckast 3aps”
onpuaogunia “KoHcrssHTIHIB 11aH” y Takii popMi, 11100 BiH 30epir
dacag aosapHOCTI MO0 ['20cOypriB. [1aan cxBaamAM 110ro pocCiiiceKi
cnorcopu. Hagaai po sagym ¢desepaTusHOi cA0B IHCBKOI ABCTPii,
mo craaa 0 corosuuneio Pocii, Karkos nncas y “MockoBckux Bego-
moctsax” me y 1870-1871 pp.*

Ognak g0 kinnga TpasHs 1868 poky 3’'saBmaocs aumre 20
uncea “Caassanckont 3apu”. IlyOaikarjis yaconmcy IpUINMHU-
Aacsl, OCKiAbKM KiAbKiCTh IepeAlaTHMKIB Oyaa Ay>Ke HU3LKOIO,
a MoCKOBCHKIIT CAOB AHCHKMII KOMiTeT He 3HAalIIIIOB pecypciB
AAas 1ioro ¢piHaHCYBaHHS IIiCASI TOTO, K ypsAose (piHaHCYyBaHHS

% C. Huxurnn. Caassamckue komumemut 6 Poccuu ¢ 18581876 z0dax. C. 196-197;
J. D. Morison. Katkov and Panslavism. P. 428; M. Tanty. Panstawism, carat, Po-
lacy: Zjazd Stowiarniski w Moskwie 1867 roku. S. 103.

40 M. Tanty. Panstawism, carat, Polacy: Zjazd Stowianski w Moskwie 1867 roku. S. 117,
225, 229-231; V. A. Wendland. Die Russophilen in Galizien. Ukrainische Konserva-
tive zwischen Osterreich und Russland, 1848-1915. S. 433.

#1 3a ii mporpamoro ams. 3oiomas [pamoma. Biaens, 1867. Y. 17. C. 139-140.
IMoao pociiicpkoi ¢pinaHCcOBOI migTpUMKN daconucy “CaassHcKast 3aps”, AUB.
3apyoexnuie caasame u Poccus. Joxymernmut apxusa M. D. Paesckozo: 40-80 200v1
XIX 6. / Coct. B. Maryaa, V. Uypkuna. Mocksa, 1975. C. 372; a TakoX MOIO
crarTio: Emisoa 3 icropil mommpeHHs pOCIICBKUX ITaHCAABIiCTCBKUX igeit y
T'aGcOypsbkiit MoHapxil (1868 pix) // Bictux Avesiscokozo yrisepcumemy. Cepis
icmopuyna. 2002. Bur. 37/2. C. 106-118.

471, D. Morison. Katkov and Panslavism. P. 431.
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Budepnadocsa®. Bouesnab, HECIIPOMOXKHICTbH POCIICBKMX ITaH-
CAaBiCTiB 3acHyBaTM IleHTpa/Ai3oBaHy OpTaHi3allil0 Ha 3ycTpiui
ca0B aHCbKUX AiA4iB y [Tpasi B Tpasni 1868 p. 3HM3MAa iHTepec po-
CisSIH 40 BUAAHHS YaCOINCY.

Kurrsa 11 cmepts “CaassiHckon 3apu” AeTaabHO BigoOpake-
Hi y aucrysanHi ot M. Paescpkoro i3 Hizom Ilomosnm, mpode-
copoM MOCKOBCBKOIO yHiBepCUTETy Ta ceKperapeM MOCKOBCHKOTO
ca0B’ saHCbKOro Komitery. Cripoba o. M. PaeBcpkoro mnepekoHaTu
rnpodecopa H. TTorroBa Ta MOCKOBCBHKIIT CA0B’ STHCHKIIT KOMITET Big-
HOBUTH BUAABHUIITBO XypHaady y ceprHi 1868 p. 3asHaaa HeBgaui*.
ITikaByM YMHOM, 3 AUCTYBaHHs BUILAMBAE, 1110 JKypHa/AOM KepyBaB
K. Kanmkosny, sKmnif, Ha BeAMKUII IIOAUB IPOMaAChKOCTi, OyB Apy-
IUIM pe4akTOPOM XypHaAy Big CaMOIO II0YaTKYy.

ITpuxaaa K. KanMkosmya sICKpaBo Ae€MOHCTPY€ SIK, depe3
piski 3MiHM Ha moaiTmyHoMy AaHAmadTi IabcOyp3bkoi MoHapXii,
IOTASAY YMCACHHUX IaAUIbKO-PYChKIMX TPOMaAChKIX AiS9iB KOAM-
BAANCSA MiXK CYyIPOTUMBHUMU YABACHHSAMM CAOB’IHCBKOI €4HOCTI. ¥
oaHOMY 3 nepiux yncea yaconncy K. Kanmkosnu Hanmcas nepe-
AOBUIIIO i3 IIPOMOBUCTOIO Ha3Bo10 “Un IOBMHHE icHyBaTI MaA0po-
ciricoke nuranuA?” BiH 3akAmMKas 40 00’€AHaHHS yCiX CAOB STHCHKUX
HapogHOCTel y “04Hy BeAUKy KyAbTypHy Hanio”. 3a K. Kanmxo-
BUYeM, Ti Aisf9i CA0B IHCBKOTO PyXy (pa3oM 3 yKpaiHodisaMm), sKi
CBiZOMO HaMaraAmcs po3AiAUTU CAOB IHCBKI Hallil, Ais4AM BCyTlepey
BaacHuM iHTepecam. K. KanMkosud 3HaB, SIK AOMIKYAUTHU HpuOid-
HMKaM YKpaiHCbKOI igei. Bin cTBepA>KyBaB, 1110 YKpaiHChKII Halli-
OHAABHUI PyX He MaB II€PCIIeKTUB, OCKiAbKI pO3IIOYaBCs He 3 ic-
TOPMYHOI HeOOXiAHOCTI, a 3 HABMICHOI iMiTallii 3aXigHMX Ta ITiBAeH-
HIUX CAOB AHY.

4 BogHOouaC AUBHUM i IIPOMOBUCTUM € Te, 110 Ipo Buganus “CaapsHckon 3apu”
HaBiTb He 3Tagy€ThCs y 3araloM Ay>Ke 4eTaAbHOMY i1 peTeAbHOMY paAsHCBHKO-
My AocaigkeHHi AisabHocTy CA0B SHCHKMX OaaroaiitHnx komireris: C. Huxu-
TuH. CAassivcxue komumemul 8 Poccuu ¢ 1858—1876 z00ax. C. 156-259.

# Tocyaapcrsentstit apxus Poccnitckont ®eaeparyuu (Mocksa). Porng 1750 (“Caa-
BsIHCKOe Oa1aroTsopureabsHoe oOmjectso”). Omnucsk 1. Ea. xp. 72 (“Ilepermcka
CaaBsIHCKOTO 0.4aroTBOPUTEABHOIO OOIIecTBa C pa3HBIMU AUITAMU U YIpeK-
Aenusamu”). . 26-30 (amct o. M. Paescrkoro 4o H. Ilonosa, 4 ceprnst 1868
p.). Onyb6aikosano y : O. Cepeaa. Emizoa 3 ictopii mommpeHHs pOCiiichKmx
IaHcAaBiCTChKUX iger1 y [abcOypapkiit MmoHapxii (1868 pix). C. 115-118.

# K. I. Kaumkosua. Caeayer an 6uITh Maaopycckomy Boripocy? // Caassitciast
3aps.1867. 12 asrycra. Ne 2. C. 37-43.
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Ognax K. KanmMkosnu OyB He €AMHUM BUAATHUM YKpaiHO(i-
AOM, 3aAiHUM y LIbOMY IIaHCAaBiCTCBKOMY >KypHaai. Y Iepriomy
uncai “CaassiHckont 3apu” 6ys HagpykosaHuii auct M. Kocromapo-
Ba, IKIII XOTiB Ha BAaCHUIL Aa/ peiHTepIIpeTyBaTu IIporpaMy 4acoIln-
cy. ¥ cBoemy ancti M. KoctoMapos KpuTukyBaBs Ty BepcCiio IaHcaa-
Bi3My, 11O BUMaraaa 3aAy4eHHs ycCix cA0B saH y PociiiceKy imrepiio
(KpOK, Ha J10TO AYMKY, “HEMO>KAMBUI 1 IKiAAMBUIL”), 1 HiATpUMYyBaB
i4e10 CTBOpeHHsI OKpeMOl CA0B IHCBKOI Aep>KaBy a0 HU3KM Jep KaB
Ha 3axig Big Pocii. Bin cTBepA’XyBaB, IO HOIIMPEHHS POCIICHKOL
MOBU He ITOBMHHO CTaTM Ha 3aBaAi PO3BUTKOBI iHIINMX CAOB STHCHKUX
MOB (MiJ SIKMMI, MOKAMBO, MaB Ha yBa3i — ale IIpsIMO He 3ragyBas — i
YKpaiHCbKy MOBY, BUKOPMCTaHHs sKOI Ha TON 4ac BXXe OOMe>KyBaB
Baayescpknit nupKyasp), a pociiicbKOIO MOBOIO CAij ITOCAYyTOBYBa-
THUCA AMIIE K MOBOIO CITIAKYBaHHS MiX cA0B sHaMm*. fIK mokasye
11ell IIpUKAad, CAOB SIHCBKI i4€l oTpMUMyBaAy pi3Hy iHTepIIpeTaliiio y
3a4€>KHOCTI Big, ITOAITMYHOTO KOHTEKCTY, i HaBiTh 3aCTOCYBaHH:I I1aH-
CAaBICTCBKOI pUTOPUKM A03BOASAAO 3alliKaBACHNUM AisgdaM IIpOCyBa-
TI BAACHI HalliOHaAbHI IL1aHI.

Hmnska ommcanux suije BUIaAKiB AeMOHCTPYE, IO KaTero-
pifo “ca0B sHCBKMIT” He MOJKHa CIIpMIIMaTH 3a eCeHINiaAiCTChbKy Ta
“00’extuBHy”. Haromictp, “caoB’siHCBKa igess” 1OCTa€ 3MIiHHUM
IOHATTSM, IO 3a3HaBaAo IepeTBOpeHb y MyOAidHMX AMCKypcax. Y
1860-x pokax Aekiabka KOHKYPYIOUMX CAOB SIHCBKUX ijell HecAu 3a
co0o010 pi3Hi HalliOHaABHO-IIOAITNYHI I1AaHNU. BuHaiigennit Ta ocmo-
PIOBaHMII XapaKTep X igel 0CO0AMBO yBUPA3HIOBABCs Y KOHTEKCTi
II0ABCBKO-POCINICHKOTO CYIIePHUIITBA i 3HAYHOIO MipOIO 30CepessKy-
BaBCsA Ha 3eMAsX, IO IX 3aceas10 yKpalHChbKe (pychbKe) HaceAeHH:.
SIk moabchKa, Tak i pociiicbka Bepcii cA0B IHO]iABCTBA UM TTaHCAA-
BiaMy mepegbadaan AAs TaAUITBKUX PYCUHIB POAb BaXKAUBUX COIO3-
HMKIB, IIJ0 A0IOMO>KYTb BUTICHUTHU CyIIE€pPHMKIB i3 ysIBHOI ideaabHOI
CAOB’IHCBKOI TepUTOpii. 3pocTaioye BiA4yTTs MOAEPHOIO HalliOHa-
Ai3My BU3Ha4yaa0, SIK CAOB’ STHCHKMII CBIiT Ta JIOTO MOAITMYHe MaiOyT-
HE yABASIAM 3alliKaBAeHi HallioHaAbHi Aid4i.

3 inmoro OOKy, CAOB'SHCBHKi izei 403BOASAM iX HPUXIAB-
HIKaM He IOpMBaTU IIAKOBUTO i3 IIOABCLKOIO YU POCIICHKOIO

4 H. Kocromapos. Koppecrionaennms // Caassnckas 3aps. 1867. 13 uwoast. Ipo-
rpamma. C. 18-22.
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KyABTYypHUMU cpepaMu?’, TOX BigIIOBiAHI pOCIVICBKi YU ITOABCHKI
Bepcil IaHcaaBisMy 4o0pe ysrogXyBaAucst i3 pycoiabCbKuUM Ta
MOAOHO(IABCHKMM TPaKTYBaHHAM PYCbKOI i4e€HTUYHOCTI. SIKio
MHCANUTeAl “pOMaHTUYHOI 001" MyCUAM AOBECTH, IO iCHyBaHH:
IXHIX Hallill BUIIpaBAOBYyBaa IXH: Micis “Ha cAy>k0i yHiBepcaaAbHOTO
IIOCTYITy AIOACTBa”*, CA0B SIHCPKIII CBIT HajdaBaB BUTiAHI ITaHHAITIO-
Ha/AbHi paMKM, CBOEPiAHNIT MiKPOCBIT, SIKUI 403BOASB Kpallle OsIC-
HUTHU oAb Hallil. TakoK, ToAi SIK Bi3il HaIliOHaAbHOI He3aAe>KHOCTU
Oyan B>Ke MPUCYTHIMM Y IOAITUYHIN ysBi pyChbKUX HalliOHAAbHUX
aKTMBICTiB TOTO Yacy, ysIBA€HH: IIPO CAOB IHCBKY (egepalliio Bee Ie
BBa’KaAlCs 3HaAUYHO peadictuuHimmmn. TakuM 4MHOM, IMTaHHS Ha-
ITiOHaABHOI 1AEHTUYHOCTI TaAMIIBKIX PYCHHIB y IIeil Ilepiod d4acTo
CIIPUIIMAaAMCS Y CBiTAl 3MiHHOI AOTiKM CAOB THCBHKOI CIIOPiAHEHOCT],
BU3BOAEHHS Ta €AHOCTI.

Asmopusosariuii nepexiad 3 awzaiticokoi mosu Ilasaa I'punaxa

# T1eit aprymMeHT J00pe pO3BUHEHO y cTaTTi Voranueca Pewmi.
4 A. Walicki. Adam Gurowski: Polish Nationalism, Russian Panslavism and
American Manifest Destiny. P. 1.
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Hayxose BugaHH:

Cepeda Ocman

MLIX ITOAbCBbKUM CAOB SIHOPIAbCTBOM
TA POCIMCBKVM ITAHC/AABI3MOM.
CITPUMHSTTS TA PO3BUTOK CAOB’STHCLKUX IAEN
CEPE/ YKPATHCHKMX (PYCHKIX)
I'POMAACBKUX AISTYIB
IIIAABCTPIMCHKOI TAAMYIVIHI
Y 60-X POKAX XIX CTOAITTSI

Xy0oxHbo-mexHiuHi pedaKmopu —
boraana ITikyank, Amurpo CasiHos

Xydoxnux — Bacuab Poran

InctutyT ykpainosHnasctsa im. I. Kpun'saxesnua
HAH Vkpainn
79026, M. /bBiB, Bya. KoseapHuiipka, 4
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