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MUXAMJIO TPYIUEBCBKHAN
¥ JBEPKAJI YECBKOI ICTOPIOT PA®I]
KIHLIS XIX - HOYATKY XX CTOJITTS

Anomauin. Mema 0ocniodicents noisieac y peKoHCmpyKyii ueco-
Kol peyenyii pisnonianosoi disinbnocmi M. I pyuiescoko2o Hanpuxin-
yi XIX — na novamky XX cm. Memooonoziune niorpynmsa pobomu
CMAHO8UMb MIdCOUCYUNIIHapHull nioxio. Basicausy ponw 6idiepas 6io-
epagiunull Memoo, wo nepeddauae GUBYEHHs ICIOPUYHUX ABUWY |
npoyecie uepez npusmy JHCUMms ma meopUoCHi OKpeMux NOMImMHUX
npeocmasHuxie enoxu. Hayxoea nosusna cmammi nonsieae y cnpooi
KOMNIEKCHO20 aHANi3y 4ecbKoi peyenyii pi3HONIAHOB0T OIAIbHOCTI
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M. I'pywescokoeo nanpuxinyi XIX — na nouamky XX cm. Bucnoexu.
Yecvka Hayka 6 ceoix oyinkax meopuoi disnbnocmi M. I pywescoro-
20 OyIa 00’ eKMUBHON0 Ma 3a2aloMm 00CUmMb NPUXUILHOMW. [obpo3uu-
JAUBICMb MA 00 EKMUBHICTND YeCbKUX YUEHUX NPU 36EPHEHH] 00 Hay-
K08020 00pobKy asmopa «lcmopii Ykpainu-Pycuy € ocobauso nomim-
HOIO NpU NOPIGHAHHT 3 eMOYIUHUMU XAPAKMEPUCMUKAMU 1020 00POD-
Ky 3 OOKY pOCIlCbKUX | NObCbKUX KOoAee. Biocymuicmov 3aemMHux ic-
MOPUYHUX NPEMEeH3ill, BadCKUuli 00C8i0 IMNEPCbKo20 SHIMYy, mpaou-
YIUHO MiYHI 4eCbKO-YKPAIHCbKI KYIbMYPHI G3AEMUHU, 0COOUCMIT NPUA3-
Hi CTMOCYHKU GYEHO20 3 YOL08UMU NPEOCMAGHUKAMU HAYKOBO20 CEIMY
bocemii cmeopunu cnpusmauey ammocghepy 01 nobyoosu 0060
2APMOHIUHO20 MIDICHAYIOHANLHO20 [cmopiogpagiunozo Odianocy, 6
saxomy M. I'pyuescokuil 6idicpasas poav aidepa. Ionpu cxenmuune
cmasiients 00 awmuHopmawnismy aemopa «lcmopii Yxpainu-Pycuy
ma 0esKi 3acmepedicerts o000 CMLIUBOCII 1020 ICMOPUYHO20 MOOe-
JIIOBAHHS, YECbKI UEH] 3 BeIUKUM BUSHAHHAM CIMABUNUCA 00 PI3HOOIY-
HOI KynomypHoi OisibHOCMI YKPAIHCbKO20 KoJle2u, Y8AadiCHO Giocme-
JHCYIOUU NOSABY 1020 HAYKo8ux meopis. Hailbinbue usHanHa yecoKux
yuenux 3000yna Haykoso-opeawizayitna npaya M. I pyuescbkozo,
Wo, Ha IX NePeKOHAHHs, eciMUMI3y6and YKPAiHOZHABCMBO K 8AC-
AUBUL HANPAM CAABICIMUYHUX CIYOTLL.

Knrwouosi cnosa: M. I pywescoxuii; «Icmopis Yrpainu-Pycuy;
peyenyis,; peyeH3is; yecbka icmopiocpais.
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MYKHAILO HRUSHEVSKY
IN REFLECTION OF CZECH HISTORIOGRAPHY
AT THE END OF XIX — BEGINNING OF XX CENTURY

Summary. The purpose of the study is to reconstruct Czech
reception of diversified activities of M. Hrushevsky during the late
XIX — early XX centuries. The methodological basis for the work is
an interdisciplinary approach. The biographical method plays an
important role, which involves the study of historical phenomena and
processes through the prism of life and creative heritage of certain
outstanding representatives of the era. The scientific novelty of the
article isto comprehensively analyse the Czech reception of diversified
activities of M. Hrushevsky during the late XIX — early XX centuries.
Conclusions. The Czech science in its evaluations of M. Hrushevsky's
creative activity was objective and generally quite favourable. The
benevolence and objectivity of the Czech scholars when referring to
the scientific works of the author of «History of Ukraine-Rus» are
particularly noticeable when compared with the emotional assessments
of his work by Russian and Polish colleagues. The lack of mutual his-
torical claims, the difficult experience of imperial oppression, the
traditionally strong Czech-Ukrainian cultural relations, the personal
friendly relations of the scholar with the leading representatives of
the Bohemian scientific world created a favourable atmosphere for
the construction of a rather harmonious inter-ethnic historiographic
dialogue. Despite the sceptical attitude towards the anti-Normanism
of the author of «History of Ukraine-Rus» and some reservations
about his historical modelling, Czech scholars were quite appreciative
of the diverse cultural activities of their Ukrainian colleague, closely
monitoring the appearance of his scientific works. Czech scholars
especially recognized scientific and organizational work of M. Hru-
shevsky, who, in their belief, legitimized Ukrainian studies as an impor-
tant field of Slavic studies.
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Keywords: M. Hrushevsky; «History of Ukraine-Rus»; perception;
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The statement of the problem. Among the current trends of
modern Hrushevsky studies is the importance of the perception of
M. Hrushevsky’s creative heritage in the historical thought of the late
19" — beginning of the 20™ centuries. At the same time, only the research
of the Ukrainian Hrushevsky studies has a solid and comprehensive
experience of interpretation due to the prominence of the scientist, the
cruciality of his contribution to the development of different aspects of
Ukrainian life of that time. The problem of perception of M. Hrushevsky’s
creative work in other national history schools is still little-known
today. We can cite only single publications that cover the peculiarities of
Russian, Polish and German Hrushevsky studies. At the same time,
appealing to national traditions of interpreting the works of a prominent
scientist will solve, alongside with a number of specific historiogra-
phical problems, a wider range of issues: first and foremost, ones of a
cultural and scientific dimensions. It is well known that M. Hrushevsky,
being in the epicentre of Ukrainian national life for a long time, embodied
a contemporary Ukrainian for the Western world. Therefore, the foreign
assessments of his activity can be extrapolated to the entire Ukrainian
movement of the late XIX — early XX centuries.

The multifarious activity of M. Hrushevsky outside the Ukrai-
nian environment was met with the most interested reaction by the
representatives of neighbouring Slavic peoples, who have been clo-
sely observing the rapid growth of Ukrainian cultural and socio-political
life since the end of the 19" century. At the same time, Russian and
Polish observers, in their majority, were critical towards the revitali-
zation of the Ukrainian movement, considering it to be a danger to
the traditional foundations of expansionist policy on Ukrainian lands.
As Ukrainian-Polish and Ukrainian-Russian polemics aggravated at
the turn of the 19™-20" centuries, the reception of the achievements
of the Ukrainian movement in the Czech scientific literature and jour-
nalism seems to be rather calm and friendly, especially concerning
creative achievements of one of its leaders. This was facilitated by the
establishment of close Czech-Ukrainian cultural contacts during that
period, as well as by the personal friendly relations of M. Hrushevsky
with the leading Czech figures.
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Analysis of previous research. The problem of the Czech
reception of the creative heritage of M. Hrushevsky has already been
raised in the researches of V. Telvak (2008) and D. Ishchenko (2001).
However, the writings of the aforementioned researchers did not take
into account a significant number of newly discovered review texts,
which make our research relevant.

The purpose of the article is to reconstruct the Czech recep-
tion of diversified activities of M. Hrushevsky during the late XIX —
early XX centuries.

The statement of the main material. M. Hrushevsky was first
mentioned in the last years of the nineteenth century on the pages of
the Czech scientific periodicals. At that time, diversified activities
aimed at modernizing of the Ukrainian cultural and public space of
Galicia gave first results. Czech scholars were approvingly commenting
on the scientific level of periodicals headed by Lviv professor of SSS, in
particular, the articles of «Notes of the SSS» which were reformed
from the annual journal into a two-month periodical. As an example, the
authoritative periodical in Slavic circles «Cesky Casopis Historicky»
described unfavorable conditions for the development of Ukrainian
science in its native language within the Russian Empire and pointed out
that despite all the obstacles, the task of Ukrainian culture development
was greatly accomplished by Lviv scientists, united by M. Hrushevsky
at the SSS. The employee of Prague journal, philologist and folklorist
Jifi Polivka stated that even possessing more than modest finances, the
journal thoroughly implemented its scientific program, that justly deserved
to be awarded the title of the Academy of Sciences. He emphasized
on the importance of scientific publications of SSS in promotion of
the achievements of Ukrainian culture and science (J.P., 1905).

Following the development of «Notes of the SSS», the Czech
observers of Ukrainian cultural life repeatedly noted that the perio-
dical had exemplary bibliographical and scientific chronicle sections.
Czech colleagues wrote about that in their reviews (Pasternek, 1900;
J.P., 1905; MI., 1914) as well as in letters to the chief editor. For
example, after receiving the «Notes of the SSS» as a present, the
director of the Czech Ethnographic Museum, Lyubor Niederle, wrote
to M. Hrushevsky: «I consider it to be my duty to express my genuine
admiration for the excellent and rich scientific chronicles and biblio-
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graphy in the «Notes...». Nothing like this would appear in another
magazine in the near future» (Naulko, 2006, p. 632).

Other periodicals and serial editions edited by M. Hrushevsky
were also admired by Czech scholars. The journal «Literary and Scien-
tific Herald» founded by M. Hrushevsky was frequently mentioned
on the pages of Czech magazines. It was also noted that the magazine
presented the political platform for the chief editor and his associates
who were opposed to the Polish ruling circles, and those who sup-
ported them, among whom we can mention Olexander Barvinsky
(Hrushevskyi, 1898).

The scientific works of M. Hrushevsky were mentioned by
representatives of the Czech scientific world after the publication of the
first volume of «History of Ukraine-Rus» in 1898. Despite certain prob-
lems with the perception of the Ukrainian-language work, there were
several notes about it in Czech journals. Thus, in the magazine «Cesky
Casopis Historicky» it was emphasized that the Ukrainian professor’s
book was written on a truly professional level and that it was the first
thorough study of the early period of Ukrainian people history («Zpravy»,
1899). Even more exalted were the assessments of Czech humanita-
rians expressed in letters to the author. For example, while expressing
gratitude for the gift, L. Niederle described the book as «excellent»
(Naulko, 2006, p. 635).

Founded by L. Niederle, the Prague magazine «Vé&stnik
Slovanskych Starozytnosti», informing about the appearance of the
first volume of «History» by M. Hrushevsky, promised its readers to
publish a detailed review of the book. Interestingly, the editor of
«Véstnik» contacted the author himself with a request to choose a
possible reviewer from the circle of his acquaintances (Naulko, 2006,
pp. 634-635). Following the advice of M. Hrushevsky, L. Niederle
turned to the young student of the Lviv professor Myron Korduba. In
order to please the author, L. Niederle agreed to place a comprehensive
review of M. Korduba of the pages of the magazine in Ukrainian
language (Korduba, 1899). M. Hrushevsky noticed this friendly gesture
of the editorial board and in his review of the Prague magazine he
noted «the progress that the editorial staff made, finally placing the
Ukrainian language among other Slavic languages» (M. H., 1901).

The real interest in the work of the Lviv professor in Western
Europe and in the Czech scientific environment in particular was
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triggered by the publication of the first German-language «History of
the Ukrainian people». This work was in fact an authorized transla-
tion of the second Ukrainian edition of the first volume of «History of
Ukraine-Rus». Czech historians responded to the emergence of this
book with concise bibliographic notes (Cenék, 1906), as well as with
two informative reviews.

A profound critical review of «The History of the Ukrainian
People» for the Prague magazine «Sbornik Veéd Pravnich a Statnich»
was written by professor of Karl University Karel Kadlec (Kadlec,
1909b). Having received a new work from the Lviv professor as a
present, the scientist, in a grateful letter dated April 30, 1908, expre-
ssed his admiration for the idea of M. Hrushevsky to translate his
main work into German, the language of contemporary science, thus
familiarizing Western European colleagues with his original ideas.

In his review K. Kadlec conducted a thorough analysis of the
content of the work demonstrating the profound knowledge of the
subject. At the beginning of his review, the Czech researcher introduces
the author to readers of the reviewed book. He stated that M. Hrushevsky
remained an unknown scholar for the Czechs: «although he belongs
to the most interesting and most distinguished Slavic authors». Describing
the various talents of the Lviv professor, K. Kadlec wrote: «A 42 years
old scholar already has noteworthy literary works, and at the same time
he is the head of the Ukrainian movement seeking official recognition
for Ukrainian (Rusyn) nationality not only in Galicia, [...] but also in
Russia, which still does not recognize the Ukrainians as a separate
group. 14 years ago he moved to Lviv [...], united Rusyn writers around
him, reorganized the Shevchenko Scientific Society, which by importance
equals to the scientific academy for the Rusyns, briefly trained a
number of talented Ukrainian historians and extended his activity for
Ukrainians on the territory of the Russian Empire since 1905» (Kadlec,
1909b, p.298). ldealizing to a certain extent the personality of
M. Hrushevsky, the reviewer compared his contribution to the deve-
lopment of the Ukrainian culture with the significance of Frantishek
Palacky for the Czech culture. For K. Kadlec Hrushevsky «...woke
up people by his scientific and journalistic activity, proving the fairness
of the requirement that Ukrainians be recognized as independent, distinct
nation from the Russian one». It should be noted that since that review
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of K. Kadlec, such a comparison of F. Palacky and M. Hrushevsky’s
influence for their peoples gained popularity in the Czech Hrushevsky
studies.

K. Kadlec notes, that «The History of the Ukrainian People»
was basically the significant contribution to the national revival. The
Czech researcher devoted his close attention to the introduction in the
first volume, which outlines the conceptual foundations of the entire
«History of Ukraine-Rus». The reviewer fully agrees with the basic
theoretical postulates of the Ukrainian scientist, calling them «here-
tical» in relation to the generally accepted Slavic studies of that time.
K. Kadlec considers the author’s emphasis on the history of culture
and socio-economic life to be an appropriate accent, which suggests
the continuity of the historical process of the Ukrainian people, that
lived an independent political life only in the oldest period of its exis-
tence. According to K. Kadlec, M. Hrushevsky’s statement about the
heredity and continuity of the Ukrainian state tradition from the times
of Kyiv Rus and the emphasis on the importance of the Old Rus
heritage in the formation of Eastern European culture was especially
courageous.

Highly appreciating the scientific level of the work, the revie-
wer did not overlook its debatable points. For example, he observed
the insufficient argumentation of the M. Hrushevsky’s hypothesis
about the Antes as direct ancestors of Ukrainians, as well as the exces-
sive categoricalness in its defense, which was rather dissonant with
the general poverty of the available historical sources about that issue.
In conclusion, the reviewer once again mentioned the importance of
the first volume of «History of the Ukrainian people» as significant
historiographical phenomenon: «[...] The work of prof. M. Hrushev-
sky is written with such an extraordinary erudition and relied on such
a rich literature and so many sources that it truly belongs to the most
outstanding achievements of Slavic literature over the past decade»
(Kadlec, 1909b, pp. 301-302).

Along with a purely polemical component, the review of K. Kad-
lec had an extensive informative part in which he briefly acquainted
the Czech readers with the contents of the remaining six volumes of
«The History of Ukraine-Rus» published at that time. Explaining the
necessity of such a supplement, the reviewer mentions the difficulties
with the dissemination of the main work of M. Hrushevsky, espe-
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cially in the Russian Empire, where he was practically forbidden in
terms of the Ukrainian language. Informing the Czech reader of the
content from the second to sixth volume of M. Hrushevsky’s work,
K. Kadlec drew attention to the richness and diversity of the prob-
lems raised by the author. Particularly, the Czech scientist marked the
sixth part of the work: «Like all previous volumes, the sixth volume
of Hrushevsky is based on numerous sources and rich literature, and
therefore provides guarantees for its great scientific value, which is
further enhanced by the well-known study of the author» (Kadlec,
1909b, p. 305).

The thorough review of the historian and publicist Jan Slavik
in «Cesky Casopis Historicky» was noticeably more critical towards
the «History of the Ukrainian people». At the beginning of his review,
the reviewer revealed his own credo concerning the very essence of
the Ukrainian — or in reviewer’s terms — the «Little Russian» ques-
tion. J. Slavik claims that he does not stand at the position of those
scholars who, «in the Great and Little Russians discussions, occupy
an extremely negative position, which in the 1860s Russian Minister
Petro Valuev expressed most fully in the words: «there was no Ukrai-
nian nation, neither it can and will be». Next, the reviewer admitted
that «this part of the dispute, when the very existence of the Little
Russians as a separate ethnographic unit was seriously questioned, is
already left in past. The Little Russian people exists and will always
exist» (Slavik, 1908, p. 214).

At the same time, the Czech scholar raised the question of
whether this people existed for a long time or differentiated on the
threshold of Slavic history? He questioned Mr. Hrushevsky’s positive
answers to these questions. The theses of the Ukrainian scientist, as
he emphasized, «are significantly different from the generally accepted
view». In concluding the latter, the reviewer said that «for us, Ukrainians
[...] are part of the Russian (ruského) tribe, the product of a secondary,
special development that Russian (rusky) people» (Slavik, 1908, p. 214).
The caution of the author in this aspect was that strong that he found
it necessary to «consider only with the appropriate warning [...] the
southern Russian tribes to be the ancestors of modern «malorossy»,
although it has become «some kind of a habit to define them as such»
(Slavik, 1908, p. 214).
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J. Slavik also stated that Lviv professor was not satisfied with
this hypothesis, and «combined or eliminated from the Byzantine
sources the identity of the Antes with the «Ukrainian» tribes». The
Czech scholar consistently takes in quotes the ethnonym «Ukrainians».
«An entire «Antes» hypothesis of prof. Hrushevsky is doubtful. From
all the evidence given by Hrushevsky, there is no one that gives grounds
to consider the Ants to be ancestors of «Ukrainians» (Slavik, 1908,
p. 215). The only thing that the reviewer agrees with is that «the set-
tlement of the ants coincided, apparently, in part with the settlements
of Little Russians, but it is also very difficult to confidently state that
Antes settled between the Dniester and the Dnieper, as Hrushevsky
does — it is necessary to move the area southwest to Carpathians»
(Slavik, 1908, p. 215). The Antes hypothesis of a Ukrainian colleague
was called «carmina non prius audita» in his review.

Such a skeptical attitude of J. Slavik was aroused by M. Hru-
shevsky’s attempt to reproduce the palette of ancient tribes, using the
evidence of the Nestor Chronicle, as well as Byzantine and Arab sour-
ces. Such an attempt, as the reviewer noted, is far from new; «The only
thing that is new here is that the author takes as a proven fact the
statement that was and, | believe, will remain only a hypothesis». In
the opinion of the critic, such an ungrounded argumentation of his
hypotheses concerning the Old Rus age the Ukrainian scientist also
demonstrated in other parts of the peer-reviewed work.

J. Slavik’s greatest criticism was targeted at the M. Hrushev-
sky’s Anti-Normanist theory, which was substantiated in a special
appendix to the first volume. The reviewer himself called this appli-
cation «a good review of the history of controversy», admiring the
author’s exhaustive analysis of the literature. At the same time, he said:
«Hrushevsky’s intention to undermine the Norman theory as well as
the same efforts of his predecessors failed. And the «Slavic» hypothesis
about the origin of the Kyiv principality obviously lacks objectivity»
(Slavik, 1908, p. 215).

Finally, J. Slavik criticized the architectonics of the book. In
his opinion, the work, at least in its German edition, was too ample,
because there was an overwhelming number of occasional unneces-
sary details. Apart from this, the reviewer states, «the boundary of the
bibliographic data has been exceeded». «What value», the columnist
asked rhetorically, «has the listing Little Russian and Russian litera-
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ture in a book addressed primarily to those who do not know these
languages?» (Slavik, 1908, p. 215).

We do not know about the direct reaction of M. Hrushevsky to
the criticism of Czech historians. Although his researcher self-esteem
obviously was pleased by the attention of Western colleagues to the
German-language translation of the first volume of «History of Ukraine-
Rus», which cost the author considerable time waste and money. His
attitude to the discussions caused by the appearance of the book was
reflected in a letter to the Russian colleague Alexander Lappo-Dani-
levsky: «Me and my «History...», released last year in German, are
now experiencing a true baptism of fire. Despite the more or less
harsh comments dictated by unfriendliness to my «innovations» or
personal and political prejudices, | was pleased to see that even the most
unfriendly critics did not point at any real flaws in my conclusions or
methods; From this angle, these unfriendly reviews, perhaps, should
be appreciated even higher than friendly ones, and especially — loud
compliments. This urges me to make a new revision of the book».

At the same time, M. Hrushevsky could not leave unanswered
some of the criticisms of his Czech colleagues, especially regarding
the appropriateness of the use of ethnonyms «Ukraine» and «Ukrai-
nians». Such an answer was given by the Lviv professor in many re-
views on the novelties in Czech historiography. M. Hrushevsky was
surprised by the inertia of the research thinking of his Czech colleagues
who could not get rid of the Russian imperial optics of the perception
of Ukrainian history as part of the «common» one. The scholar was
irritated by the treatment of contemporary Ukrainian historiography
as an organic part of the Russian by Czech colleagues. This irritation
is especially noticeable in the review of «Véstnik slovanské filologie
a starozitnosti» by L. Niederle: «Quite surprisingly interpreted in the
edition of Ukrainica. One might get the impression that the distinguished
Czech editors tried not to contradict the Pan-Russian views. | would
not like to attribute them any to political prejudices, but it looks like
that» (Hrushevskyi, 1903, p. 2).

It is worth noting that the mentioned Russophilism of L. Niederle
was also criticized by some of his Czech counterparts. In particular,
Professor of Karl University Jaroslav Bidlo responded with a review
to the publication of a new work by L. Niederle «Slovansky Svét»
(Praha, 1910), in which he explicitly expressed his critical view of the
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position of the Ukrainian people in the scientific concept of a famous
historian (Bidlo, 1910). J. Bidlo’s criticism obviously contradicted the
editorial policy of the magazine «Cesky Casopis Historicky», on the
pages of which a review was published, since the footnote to it stated that
the editors did not always agree with the author’s judgments. Interes-
tingly, in the following years, we do not come across such notes.

The debate around the German-language first volume of «History
of Ukraine-Rus» and the increasingly active work of the headed by
M. Hrushevsky SSS, gave him authority and popularity among the
Czech colleagues. They were more and more interested in his works
written in Ukrainian language. A special attention was drawn to the
«History of Ukraine-Rus» on which M. Hrushevsky worked with sublime
perseverance, despite the growing public-political and scientific-
organizational activities on both sides of the Zbruch region of Ukraine.

Most of the Czech researches were excited by volumes of the
so-called «Cossack cycle» of «History of Ukraine-Rus». A review of
the seventh volume of work devoted to the study of an important issue
of the genesis of the Ukrainian Cossacks was written by already men-
tioned J. Slavik. He considered his critical response to be a conti-
nuation of the discussion initiated by the German-language review of
the first work of Ukrainian colleague. In the introduction, the Czech
scientist again reminded that M. Hrushevsky traced back the origins
of the Ukrainian people to the beginnings of the ancient Rus state. The
ethnonym «Ukrainians», as in beforementioned reviews, was usually
written in quotation marks. Observing the scope of the research, the
reviewer once again pointed at the presence of digressions with
numerous details and extensive quotations, which, together with the
abundance in the presentation, in his opinion, led to an excessive
increase in the volume of all work: «The author often repeats himself,
we can come across a lot of details twice or thrice [...], the author
leaves a vast space for additional information».

However, despite these flaws, which, according to the reviewer,
characterize all the volumes of «History of Ukraine-Rus», J. Slavik
admitted that the peer-reviewed volume is better than the previous
one in a range of aspects. «The research gets rid of prejudices», the
reviewer emphasized, «and it is not biased anymore. Presentations
about the origin of the Cossacks are based on, | believe, convincing
sources and, perhaps, | will not be mistaken if | say in advance that
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here we have for the long time the product of the main ...» (Slavik,
1910, p. 335). Among the noted drawbacks, the Czech researcher
sometimes pointed at a bit careless usage of available sources, the
desire of his Ukrainian colleague to say more than the documents of
that era can give (Slavik, 1910, p. 339). Briefly summarizing the content
of the whole volume, J. Slavik wished that Lviv professor could please
the reader with the continuation of his studies on the Ukrainian
Cossacks as soon as possible.

More accomplished and comprehensive reviews on the Cossack
volume of «History of Ukraine-Rus» were published in two parts in
Russian translation under the title «The History of Ukrainian Cossacks»,
in the magazine «Shornik Véd Pravnich a Statnich» by K. Kadlec.
Having received these books as a gift from the author, the Czech
scientist expressed his admiration for the scientific prolificacy of his
Ukrainian counterpart: «I am your great debtor. My review of your
«Kyiv Rus» has not come out yet, and | have already received work
of a greater value».

In the reviews of Cossack volumes «History of Ukraine-Rus»,
which K. Kadlec called «the work of the whole life of prof. Hrushevsky»,
special attention was devoted to acquainting the Czech reader with the
content richness of the research. The critic pointed at the diligence of
working out sources and literature by his Ukrainian colleague, and also
emphasized on his critical approach in relation to common myths and
stereotypes. K. Kadlec noted the courage of the historiographical
construction of the past of the Ukrainian Cossacks, the entirely original
hypotheses concerning the origin and evolution of this social strata.
Summarizing the review of the first part of the «History of the Ukrainian
Cossacks», the reviewer noted: «Hrushevsky for the first time gives
us scientific work, in which, quite objectively, based on numerous
sources, the history of the Cossacks, one of the most interesting
phenomena in the history of the Slavic peoples, is presented» (K. K.,
1913a, p. 442).

A similar logic was marked by an overview of the second part
of «The History of the Ukrainian Cossacks»: K. Kadlec dedicated the
majority of his text to an overview of the work. As in the previous case,
he drew the attention of the reader to the originality of the Cossack
hypotheses of the Ukrainian colleague. Summarizing his impressions,
the reviewer gave an assessment of the first part: «The second volu-
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me of Hrushevsky’s work is marked by the same diligence as the first
part» (K. K., 1915, p. 60). With similar admiration, Czech researchers
also noted other Cossack works of M. Hrushevsky («Zpravy», 1909).

With similar interest Czech researchers reacted to the scientific-
popular works of M. Hrushevsky. When in 1905 the Russian Empire
published the Russian-language «Essay on the History of the Ukrai-
nian People», the Czech scientific journals noted its appearance by
several bibliographic reports. They stressed that the work of the Lviv
professor, despite its popularization character, was the first attempt to
present the Ukrainian past from prehistoric times to the beginning of
the twentieth century as a whole (Cengk, 1905).

Again, with great interest the Czech scholars met the publica-
tion of the popular «lllustrated History of Ukraine». M. Hrushevsky
sent this book, as well as his other works, as a present to his Czech
colleagues, receiving the words of gratitude and admiration in return.
For example, after receiving the book, Konstantin Jirecekin a letter of
gratitude called it «a famous work». Similar recognition was expre-
ssed in letters of Kadle.

«Casopis Musea Kralovstvi Ceského» in Prague responded to
the new work of M. Hrushevsky with a review of his long-time sym-
pathizer — K. Kadlec. The Czech scientist said about the importance
of the scientific popularization in the latest work of Lviv professor, which
better informed not only Ukrainian society, but also representatives
of other peoples interested in Ukrainian affairs. Briefly summarizing
the contents of the whole book and highlighting the author’s story, the
reviewer paid special attention to the study of the Cossack community.
According to K. Kadlec, these are the best parts in the work, because the
author provided not only unknown facts, but also gave them a quali-
tatively new interpretation (Kadlec, 1912). According to the columnist,
the perfection of the author’s History made it appealing and under-
standable to the average reader. The illustrative design of «lllustrated
History of Ukraine» was approved by Kadlec as well, since it made
the content more interesting for the broad circle of readers. «The value
of Hrushevsky’s book», the critic concluded, «consists not only in the
fact that it is accessibly written in a clear and comprehensible manner,
but above all that it has been written by the best connoisseur of the
Ukrainian past» (Kadlec, 1912, p. 178).
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K. Kadlec also responded to the Russian translation of «lllustrated
History of Ukraine» by a brief bibliographic review (K. K., 1913b,
p. 196). He noted that the book by M. Hrushevsky had a remarkable
success in the readers’ circles, as evidenced by its repeated reprint
and translation into Russian. Comparing the Ukrainian and Russian
publications, the reviewer fully recognized the author’s right to decide
on the extension of the last part of the «lllustrated History of Ukraine»,
which dealt with the current state of development of Ukrainian life —
the era of national revival. Czech observers also appreciated an essay
on the Ukrainian past by M. Hrushevsky, placed in the encyclopedia
collection «Ukrainian People in its Past and Present» published in
St. Petersburg on the eve of the First World War (Ml., 1914).

Alongside with the scientific and popular works, Czech com-
mentators of Ukrainian life also appreciated the journalistic activity
of M. Hrushevsky. Especially they paid attention to the speeches of
the Lviv professor dedicated to the analysis of the complex Ukrainian-
Polish relations in Galicia. Thus, a resonant collection of articles from
the Lviv professor «On the History of Polish-Ukrainian Relations in
Galicia» was frequently referenced on the pages of the «Slovansky
Ptehled» journal. The reviewer, with a certain embarrassment, listed
the highlights of M. Hrushevsky’s explanations of how the Ukrainian
majority was suppressed by the Polish minority in Eastern Galicia
and expressed the desire that «this book would soon become more
than just theoretical» and that Ukrainians were given the rights for
national autonomy (C., 1907, p. 284).

It is interesting to note that, with the approval of M. Hrushev-
sky’s attempts to awaken the national consciousness of the Dnieper
Ukrainians through the publication of numerous popular scientific
works, the Czech observers at the same time critically perceived the
struggle with the educational activity of the scientist from the side of
Russian intellectuals, the supporters of the monarchical ideology. Thus,
on the pages of the Czech scientific journals, one of the anti-Ukrainian
ideologues the professor at the University of St. Volodymyr, and at
the same time the Kyiv censor Timothy Florinsky, was subjected to
condemnation. The observers of his anti-Ukrainian opuses were sur-
prised at the bias in discussing Ukrainian issues, emphasizing at the
political motivation of all his struggle with Ukrainianity (Polivka, 1908).
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Observers also discussed a scandalous situation around Hru-
shevsky’s attempt to take the vacant chair of Russian history at the
University of Kyiv, which was free after the death of Petro Golubov-
sky in 1907. Kyiv chauvinists made significant efforts to devaluate
scientific activity of Hrushevsky, descending to outright insinuations
that became the subject of lawsuits. Despite the fact that press defen-
ded the activity of Lviv professor the department did not approve his
candidature. An observer of Ukrainian life in the «Slovansky Prehled»
magazine expressed his real surprise that the candidature of M. Hru-
shevsky — «the author of great and valuable works» — was rejected by
Kyiv professors (ch., 1908).

An interesting feature of the editorial policy of the «Slovansky
Prehled» magazine was that Ukrainians themselves often wrote about
the latest events of Ukrainian cultural and public life. The importance
of such an editorial decision was that the Czech reader received first-
hand information from the most engaged activists of the national
revival. Obviously, the heterogeneous work of M. Hrushevsky was in
the center of discussions. Among them we can enumerate numerous
reviews of Ivan Franko (Franko, 1899), Volodymyr Hnatyuk (Hnatiuk,
1903) and Ipolit Bochkovsky (Boczkowski, 1910). Occasionally,
Ukrainian linguists also wrote reviews on the books of Lviv professor.
As an example, we can mention Bohdan Lepky’s review of «The
Essay on the History of the Ukrainian People» (Lepkyj, 1907).

A peculiar result of the Czech Hrushevsky studies at the begin-
ning of the twentieth century were publications dedicated to the
commemoration of the decade of Hrushevsky’s migration to Galicia
(1904). This event was the first commemoration on behalf of his con-
temporaries and became a turning point in Ukrainian journalism as
well as in the life of Galician Ukrainians. In numerous publications
professor was unanimously recognized the leader in scientific and
public life.

Such assessments of the importance of the cultural work of
M. Hrushevsky for Galician Ukrainians were also shared by the Czech
observers. For example, in 1904 Rudolf Broz in the essay «The
Awakening of Little Russian People» sincerely admired vitality and
diversity of the national service of Lviv Professor: «Rusyn Revival in
recent years was marked by the return to scientific work. The break-
through in Rus-Ukrainian thought led to the creation of «Shevchenko
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Scientific Society» in Lviv, headed by M. Hrushevsky, a professor of
history at Lviv University, who is a person of great knowledge, energy
and endurance. Hrushevsky united all the Rusyns who wanted to work
for the revival of their people. With a pedagogical tact, he led young
people to scientific work, and clearly under his leadership, this group
has achieved great results» (Broz, 1904, p. 397).

Students and friends of M. Hrushevsky presented to him the
magnificently published volume of scientific works, which was pub-
lished with considerable delay in 1906, on this jubilee (Naukovyi
Zbirnyk, 1906). Actually, this great gift to M. Hrushevsky once again
attracted the attention of the Czech observers to the figure of leader
of Ukrainian scientific life. Recognizing the emergence of the «Scien-
tific Collection», the Czech observers noted that the output of such a
magnificent book was an indication that: «Hrushevsky has a respect-
ful academic school around him» («Na oslavus, 1906).

The aforementioned anniversary and the publication of the
«Scientific Collection» again led to presentation of M. Hrushevsky to
Czech audience in the Prague journal «Slovansky Pichled». K. Kadlec
was the one to represent the versatile figure of M. Hrushevsky on the
journal’s pages (Kadlec, 1909a). Explaining to the reader the motives
of his appeal to the author of «History of Ukraine-Rus», he emphasized:
«Mykhailo Hrushevsky was the first to dwell upon the Ukrainian
guestion to a great extent, he was also the first to make a scientific
substantiation of the autonomy for Ukrainian people and organize the
Ukrainian movement. Even one aspect of his activity would suffice to
assure the immortality of his name for the Ukrainian people» (Kadlec,
19094, p. 163). According to the Czech scholar, his Ukrainian colleague:
«...belongs to the most prolific and most profound Slavic scholars».

In the following parts K. Kadlec introduced the reader to the
main milestones of M. Hrushevsky’s life and creative principles, being
based on his autobiography, which the historian wrote on the occa-
sion of his fortieth birthday in 1906 (Hrushevskyi, 1992). The Czech
scientist was unanimous with the high estimates of the various work
of M. Hrushevsky, expressed by colleagues of the scientist in the in-
troduction to the aforementioned «Scientific collection». Quoting them,
K. Kadlec emphasized that the organizational skills of the jubilant
contributed to the rapid progress of the Lviv SSS that transformed into a
true Academy of Sciences, as well as the Kyiv Ukrainian Scientific
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Society (hereinafter — the KUSS). In addition, the author highlighted
that due to Hrushevsky the Ukrainian science reached all scientific
requirements (Kadlec, 1909a, p. 163). Apart from this, K. Kadlec
concentrated on the scientific-organizational work of the scientist,
stressing that under his leadership the first scientific historical school
in Ukrainian academic culture arose.

Alongside with such a large-scale research and scientific-orga-
nizational activities, K. Kadlec also drew attention to the public service
of the Lviv professor, where he has already practically implemented
his convictions regarding the right of the Ukrainian people for free
cultural and social development. Fascinated by the ideas of the socio-
political journalism of the author of «History of Ukraine-Rus», the
Czech scientist emphasized that on its pages the scientist not only
informed readers about the state of the Ukrainian question, but also
offered ways to solve it. Explaining the Czech audience the credo of
Hrushevsky’s politics, K. Kadlec wrote with understanding that for
the Lviv professor the only acceptable solution to the Ukrainian issue
in Russia was a national-territorial self-government and broad decen-
tralization. As a result, summarizing the assessments of contemporary
Ukrainian journalism, K. Kadlec pointed out at the proportionality of
Hrushevsky’s contribution to the development of Ukrainian life along
with his great predecessors, Taras Shevchenko and Mykhailo Draho-
manov.

It is interesting to note that M. Hrushevsky knew that a Czech
colleague was preparing a biographical note on him, because K. Kadlec
asked Ukrainian scientist to send his photo. Responding to the request of
K. Kadlec, M. Hrushevsky on November 29, 1908 visited a photo
shop, he left a note in his diary about this event. It should also be noted
that the written biography of K. Kadlec was published on the pages of
Ukrainian magazines and was written with great sympathy for the
Ukrainian leader. The Bukovinian newspaper «Kamenyari», having
received the permission of a Czech scientist, even published his article
on its pages in the translation of Zenon Kuzela — a student of M. Hru-
shevsky (Kadlets, 1909).

Another indication of the popularity of M. Hrushevsky in the
Czech scientific environment was also the appearance of an ency-
clopedic article about him in the renamed Czech encyclopedia «Ottiv
Slovnik Naucny». From the letters of K. Kadlec, we know that he
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was the initiator of the publication and the author of the biographical
slogan about the Lviv professor, as he asked him to send the main
biographical dates of his life and a list of scientific works. Also, at the
request of K. Kadlec, M. Hrushevsky was often the mediator between
those Ukrainian figures whose biographies the Czech professor con-
sidered necessary to be published on pages of «Ottliv Slovnik Nau¢ny».

After the first Russian revolution of 1905, M. Hrushevsky paid
more and more attention to the need to develop the cultural and
scientific life of the Dnieper Ukrainians. Since then, the scientist was
struggling to unify the Ukrainian lands scattered by the Zbruch bor-
der, and was torn apart between the Dniester and the Dnieper, in his
words: «living in two houses». The student of the Lviv historical school
Ivan Krypiakevych mentioned those years of his teacher’s life: «All
this time he was like a flying bird, being in Galicia, then over the
Dnieper. And all this time he was alone in his mind, thinking of sprea-
ding his activity in all parts of the Ukrainian lands» (Krypiakevych, 1992).

The period of 1906-1914 was marked by the active propagan-
da of the Ukrainian question, an attempt to unite the disparate Ukrai-
nian movement on the platform of the territorial-national autonomy
of Ukraine while maintaining the federal structure of Russia. The
proclamation of political liberties in the Romanov empire gave him
the hope that the situation in Ukraine could be changed in a better con-
stitutional way. The scientist made every effort to bring Ukrainians of
Galicia and Dnieper closer to each other, making Kyiv a true center of
political and cultural life for compatriots. M. Hrushevsky launched
an active scientific-organizational and publishing work — initiated the
founding of the Ukrainian Scientific Society and its periodicals: «Notes
of the SSS» and the magazine «Ukraine». This activity was quite
quickly responded to in the circle of the Czech observers of Ukrainian
life, who were genuinely interested the activity of the Lviv professor
and noted the high level of scientific journals he founded («Zacal
vychazeti», 1909).

The little-known page in the biography of M. Hrushevsky is
that for a long time in Kyiv, he settled contacts with representatives
of the Czech community in the city. He wrote about those new acquain-
tances in a diary. In particular, he referred to the name of Vaclav
Vondrak from Volyn, an entrepreneur, a lawyer, a member of the Czech
cultural and educational societies in Kyiv (the head of the Kyiv sports
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club Sokol, a member of the Janus Amos Comenius Charitable and
Educational Society) V. Vondrak was the founder and editor-publisher
of the magazine «Rusky ¢ech» — the edition named after Jan Amos
Komensky, dedicated to the Czech interests in Russia, which was
publishing in Kyiv from October 17, 1906 to June 27, 1908, initially
as a weekly edition, and then it was issued twice a week. Since the
beginning of the First World War, V. Vondrak was a member of the
Kyiv Victims of War Committee. The Ukrainian scientist repeatedly
traveled to St. Petersburg with him, when the Duma began its meetings
in the capital.

A high recognition of the achievements of M. Hrushevsky in
the study of the history and culture of the Slavic peoples by the Czech
academic community was the election of him as a member of the
Czech Academy of Sciences in 1911. It was firstly reported by K. Kad-
lec. The author of «The History of Ukraine-Rus», and both his rela-
tives and colleagues treated this news with a significant upsurge as an
evidence of the recognition of many years of scientific work and
considerable efforts to popularize the achievements of modern Ukrai-
nianity. However, the joy turned out to be premature, as the political
intrigues intervened: given the emperor’s status of the Academy, the
approval of this appointment was delayed. In the last pre-war years,
the opposition to the Ukrainian movement, Polish journalism, consis-
tently created the image of M. Hrushevsky as a separatist, which made
the choice of the Czech academic community completely vetoed by.
This decision was treated by M. Hrushevsky, as evidenced by his letter
to Alexei Shakhmatov, as the next manifestation of the repressive
policies of imperial power against Ukrainians».

As a compensation for this refusal, the Czech intellectuals chose
M. Hrushevsky as a member of the oldest scientific institution — the
Czech Scientific Society, which did not need any governmental appro-
val for its choices. The initiator of this election, L. Niederle informed
Ukrainian scientist in his letter of January 8, 1914: «I have the honor
to inform you that the Czech Scientific Society (Ceska kralovska spo-
le¢nost natk) has elected you yesterday as a foreign member taking
into account your enormous and outstanding activity in Slavonic science»
(Naulko, 2006, p. 638). Later, M. Hrushevsky received an official
announcement signed by Joseph Zubaty, in which he said: «The Royal
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Scientific Society of the Czech Republic, recognizing your merits to
science, has decided to elect you as our current member.

It should be noted that M. Hrushevsky himself repeatedly ini-
tiated the election of Czech humanitarians, whose works concerned
the history and culture of the Ukrainian people, as members of scien-
tific institutions headed by him in Lviv and Kyiv. For example, only
during 1914 he attributed the SSS membership to Jiti Polivka, and
K. Kadlec was elected to the SSS.

Conclusions. Summarizing the research on the Czech Hrushev-
sky studies at the end of the XIX — early XX centuries. we can say
that the Czech science in its evaluations of M. Hrushevsky’s creative
activity was objective and generally quite favourable. The benevolen-
ce and objectivity of Czech scientists when referring to the scientific
works of the author of «History of Ukraine-Rus» are particularly
noticeable when compared with the emotional assessments of his work
by Russian and Polish colleagues. The lack of mutual historical claims,
the difficult experience of imperial oppression, the traditionally strong
Czech-Ukrainian cultural relations, the personal friendly relations of
the scientist with the leading representatives of the Bohemian scien-
tific world created a favourable atmosphere for the construction of a
rather harmonious inter-ethnic historiographic dialogue. Despite the
sceptical attitude towards the anti-Normanism of the author of «History
of Ukraine-Rus» and some reservations about his historical modelling,
Czech scientists were quite appreciative of the diverse cultural activities
of their Ukrainian colleague, closely monitoring the appearance of
his scientific works. Czech scientists especially recognized scientific
and organizational work of M. Hrushevsky, who, in their belief,
legitimized Ukrainian studies as an important field of Slavic studies.
In this context, the Czech scientists traditionally compared M. Hrushevsky
with Czech historian F. Palacky as they both were prominent for the
historiography of their countries. Therefore, it is no coincidence that
M. Hrushevsky received his greatest academic titles — one of a foreign
member of the National Academy of Sciences — in the Czech Republic.
Czech historiography also has the biggest amount of Hrushevsky studies
publications: special publications dedicated to M. Hrushevsky reproduced
the image of a prominent Slavic scientist, a tireless worker in the field of
Ukrainian culture, a fundamental defender of national interests.
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