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Abstract. The article generalizes the findings about the history of the WUPR obtained by
Ukrainian historiographers over the last decade of the 21st century, to outline major trends and
methodological frameworks focusing on the ones which have hitherto received little attention for
both subjective and objective reasons. It is stated that in Ukrainian historiography romantic
positivism is the predominant methodological perspective on the history of the WUPR. Extensive
research in this direction conducted mainly by experts in the so-called WUPR studies has yielded
solid academic works such as An Encyclopedia of the WUPR in three volumes (the fourth volume is
being prepared). It is stressed that the number and geographic diversity of researchers interested in
exploring the history of the WUPR are expanding. In addition, there is an emphasis on qualitative
changes in WUPR studies, which the author illustrates by analyzing the works of Ya. Hrytsak,
O. Reient, O. Pavlyshyn, I. Monolatii written in the spirit of intellectual psychohistory, the history
of everyday life.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Jubilees normally serve as occasions to summarize what has been explored, discussed, published,
as well as as indicators of what remains to discover, analyze, and rethink. The centennial of the West
Ukrainian People’s Republic (WUPR) became an event of this magnitude: it did not escape the attention
of either academic or public circles. Overall, the event had a high profile in the country (however, we
do not intend to assess how powerful the information campaign was).

Neither is this paper intended to discuss the significance of the WUPR, although it would be
expected at the time of a jubilee. Though all laws of classical historiography would necessitate such an
approach, we will take the liberty to deviate from them since there exist many books, articles, reports,
including multi-volume folios, on this topic. In fact, it is taken as axiomatic that the emergence of the
WUPR was a logical result of the national liberation movement of the western branch of the Ukrainian
people on their lands. The state-building experience of the political elite of the West Ukrainian state is
regarded not only as worthy of admiration but also as exemplary for the current legislative, executive,
and judiciary branches of the government. The Unification Act (Akt Zluky) signed by the WUPR and
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the Ukrainian People’s Republic (UPR) is considered to have had a tremendous impact on the further
development of the Ukrainian nation. It is considered to be the pinnacle of sobornist not so much in the
territorial, but rather in the spiritual, mental, axiological sense. Highly regarded are the efforts of the
western Ukrainian elite to establish military forces (the Galician Army), local authorities, self-
government, the judicial system, the gendarmerie, and so on.

Such interpretations of the national liberation movement, the state-building processes on western
Ukrainian lands came into modern historiography from the works of those who experienced or
witnessed the events: D. Doroshenko, K. Levytskyi, I. Sokhotskyi, M. Stakhiv, S. Yaroslavyn, M.
Chubatyi. Since the beginning of modern Ukrainian independence in 1991, the works have found
further elaboration and substantiation in the papers of modern Ukrainian historiographers [1].

This paper is intended to generalize the findings about the history of the WUPR obtained by
Ukrainian historiographers over the last decade of the 21st century, to outline the major trends and
methodological approaches and focus on the ones that have hitherto been regarded as terra incognita
for both subjective and objective reasons.

2. ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION

Over the last decade, Ukrainian researchers have viewed the history of the WUPR from the
perspective of romantic positivism, which was introduced and developed by western Ukrainian and
diasporic national historiographers as back as in the 1920s-1960s. The researchers preferred to adhere to
or, at best, “complement” the established traditional schemes rather than reconsider them since they
were unwilling to run the risk of being rejected or criticized by their peers. Throughout centuries, the
romanticist tradition of portraying Ukrainians as major subjects of their national history has
transformed into ethno(Ukraino)centrism projecting Ukrainian history as exclusive. On the one hand, it
has stimulated heuristic inquiries and the emergence of the history of the WUPR as a separate research
trend within the history of the Ukrainian Revolution. On the other hand, it has led to a certain
“autarchy” of the history of Ukraine during the period in question, its isolation/alienation from the
European and global context.

Quite frankly, the Ukrainian Revolution of 1917-1921, projected as linked to the Russian Revolution,
quite unreasonably “co-opts” the 1914-1923 state-building processes on western Ukrainian lands. This,
in turn, does not nearly help to grasp the continuity of the national liberation movement. Moreover, in
the national historiographic paradigm this entrenches the idea of the Ukrainian Revolution being
directly and proximately dependent on the Russian Revolution. That being said, it does not make sense
to refer to the Ukrainian national state-building process as part of the common European context at the
time of the Great Eastern European Revolution.

However, such circumstances did not prevent researchers from exploring the history of the WUPR,
so they managed to prepare new publications, diversify their research methodology and discourse,
thus making serious steps towards incorporating the history of Ukraine into the common European
context. Thus particularly conspicuous is the publication of Zakhidno-Ukrainska Narodna Respublika 1918-
1923 (The West Ukrainian People’s Republic of 1918-1923), an eight-book collection of documents and
materials in five volumes (the last, third, book of the fifth volume was released in 2013) [2]. Another
significant publication is ZUNR. 1918-1923: Iliustrovana istoriia (The WUPR. 1918-1923: An Illustrated
History) [3], an elaborate and informative folio, which summarizes the findings obtained by the
Precarpathian historical school during the first decade of the 21st century. In terms of content and
especially format, the book meets the highest requirements for publications in historical culturology.
Worthy of special mention is Zovytiazhtsi (Valorous Warriors), a series of 20 books of memoirs, whose
reprint was timed to coincide with the centennial of the WUPR. In terms of representativeness, the
memoirs provide by far the most accurate reflection of the WUPR events and their cause-and-effect
relationships and brilliantly capture the spirit of the epoch.

The publication of Entsyklopediia ZUNR (An Encyclopedia of the WUPR) edited by Doctor of
Historical Sciences, Professor M. Kuhutiak [4] must be regarded as one of the most significant
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contributions made by WUPR studies. Elaborate and informative, brilliantly compiled and masterfully
formatted, it is unique for several reasons. Firstly, An Encyclopedia of the WUPR discusses the history of
the state, which is left untouched in modern Ukrainian historical research. Secondly, the release of the
volumes is the pinnacle of exploration preceded by the publication of the first research monograph
ZUNR. Istoriia. 1918-1923 (WUPR. History. 1918-1923) [5] and the above-mentioned eight-book
collection of documents and materials in five volumes. Thirdly, the encyclopedia contains extensive
information and reference materials, so all-encompassing in terms of personalities and spatiotemporal
scope that it resulted in certain adjustments to the existing publications. Finally, the encyclopedia was
prepared mostly by non-academic researchers (though some of the articles were written by
acknowledged experts in the field of academic historical research, for instance V.Smolii, O. Reient,
O. Rubliov, O.Lysenko, M. Lytvyn, I Soliar), as well as university researchers, and area studies
specialists, which is without exaggeration a research feat.

The first two decades of Ukraine’s modern independence saw the emergence and development of
the so-called WUPR studies in historical discourse. Its characteristic feature was that the history of the
WUPR was researched mostly by western Ukrainian scholars, the research institutions of Lviv, Ivano-
Frankivsk, Ternopil, Chernivtsi, and partially Uzhghorod. The last decade has witnessed qualitative
changes in this respect. Researchers from the other regions of Ukraine have shown active interest in the
history of the WUPR and western Ukrainian lands at the time of the 1914-1923 Ukrainian Revolution:
R. Tymchenko (Kyiv) [6], S. Orlyk (Kropyvnytskyi) [7], O. Lupandin (Kyiv) [8], H. Koroliov (Kyiv) [9],
P. Hai-Nyzhnyk (Kyiv) [10]. More studies have been conducted in this field by academic institutions
such as the Institute of History at the National Academy of Science of Ukraine, particularly the History
of the Ukrainian Revolution Department headed by Professor V. Verstiuk and the Department of 19th-
early 20" Century Ukrainian History chaired by Professor O. Reient. However, the Precarpathian
historical school (Vasyl Stefanyk Precarpathian National University) is at the forefront of WUPR
studies.

WUPR studies fit in with the general Ukrainian historiographic context, where they continue to
evolve relying on romanticist and positivist principles. Most of the historians still believe that by
improving professional instrumentarium, especially by broadening and perfecting the methods of
criticizing historical sources, it is possible to achieve the desired “objectiveness” in examining and
portraying the processes and phenomena that constitute the subject matter of a research paper. As aptly
noted by H. Kasianov, while in earlier times Ukrainian history resembled an unstoppable linear process
of class struggle, now it is described as a linear process of forming a nation or state, but according to the
same teleology [11].

Overcoming the stereotypes and inert impact of the past, some historians do suggest new
methodological approaches and theoretical frameworks for interpreting empirical material; drawing on
the traditions of Ukrainian historiography, they try to rethink the complicated and controversial issues
associated with the existence of the WUPR.

These qualitative changes apply first and foremost to methodological inquiries. Some researchers
have abandoned the practice of glorifying the state-building processes in the WUPR, the unifying
processes in the UPR, and so on in interpreting the events of the 1914-1923 Ukrainian Revolution on
western Ukrainian lands. This perspective was initiated by Ya. Hrytsak, a researcher from Lviv, as back
as in 1999 [12]; and during the last decade, his initiative has been undertaken by professors I. Soliar,
L. Zashkilniak, O. Pavlyshyn, among others.

Particularly noteworthy is the research done by Professor I. Monolatii from Ivano-Frankivsk. He
examines the complicated ethnopolitical relationships that existed at the time of western Ukrainian
statehood, conducts local historical studies (the so-called Kolomyia studies serve as a context for
exploring the WUPR) [13]. A number of his recent papers written in the spirit of intellectual history, or
even psychohistory, are regarded as most unusual from the perspective of national historiography. To
illustrate, in the monograph Zoosad revoliutsii. Zakhidnoukrainkska derzhavnist 1918-1923 rr. i teorii
vypadkovostei XX — pochatku XXI storich. Esei (The Zoological Garden of the Revoluton. West Ukrainian
Statehood of 1918-1923 and the Probability Theories of the 20"-early 21st Centuries. Essays) the author adapts
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the principles of modern political science to the phenomena and processes that determined the
statehood of the WUPR. He always views entrenched paradigms from a critical perspective directed at
finding historical truth [14].

The national historiography of the last decade is also marked by novel methodological and
historiosophical frameworks for examining the statehood of the WUPR. This refers to papers discussing
a number of conceptual issues [15]. One of the issues concerns interpreting the Ukrainian Revolution as
a nationwide process irrespectively of the different sociopolitical conditions that existed in Ukraine on
the eve of the First World War. This perspective allows for the possibility of incorporating the national
revolutionary processes on Ukrainian lands into the common European process, thus abandoning the
practice of viewing the Ukrainian Revolution as secondary, the one resulting from the Russian
Revolution. The proponents of this research paradigm construct their own conception of the Ukrainian
Revolution according to the principle of the multiplicity of national revolutions in Europe as parts of
the 1914-1923 Great Eastern European Revolution. Another issue concerns the establishment of a
chronological framework for the Ukrainian Revolution proper. Historiographers such as O. Reient,
B. Yanyshyn, O. Pavlyshyn, A. Panchuk are of the opinion that the revolutionary events lasted from
1914 to 1923. They argue that the Ukrainian Revolution also spread to the territories of Austria-ruled
Ukraine, which, alongside with Russia-ruled Ukraine, joined the movement for national self-
determination. Given the differences between the Ukrainian and the Russian Revolution in terms of
social basis and objectives, as well as the parallelism in the development of national liberation
movements of the other Slavic nations, Ukrainians can also regard the year 1914 as the starting point of
their revolution. As per M. von Hagen, the First World War activized “Ukrainian issues” to an
unprecedented level, causing the national movement to gather strength. This opinion is based on the
specifics of the national and social circumstances faced by the Ukrainian community first and foremost
in Galicia.

In fact, the above-mentioned approaches deconstruct the prevailing paradigm which regards the
Ukrainian Revolution as dependent on the Russian one, provide a new chronology for the national
revolution, identify its stages. Between 1914 and 1923, at the time of the Ukrainian Revolution on the
territory that became an independent state in 1919, there were revolutionary movements, controversial
and antagonistic to the national revolution per se. By no means should these movements (of the
Bolsheviks, the White Guardists) be considered part of the Ukrainian Revolution. The new approach
deviates from the traditional practice of viewing the national liberation movements on the Ukrainian
territory as detached processes which led to two national revolutions: the Ukrainian Revolution on the
territory of Russia-ruled Ukraine and the 1918 November National Democratic Revolution on western
Ukrainian lands, which led to the WUPR. By contrast, the new approach argues for the existence of one
common national liberation revolution in 1914-1923, which was part of the Great Eastern European
Revolution of the same period.

The conception of the Ukrainian Revolution was another qualitative change in Ukrainian
historiography. The previous two decades saw great controversy over the dichotomy of the terms
Ukrainian Revolution and national liberation movement. V.Kapeliushnyi, to his credit, analyzed
historiographic sources and demonstrated the origin of these terms, their adaptation to the scientific
and public lexicon, their semantic scope. According to the researcher, the terms Ukrainian liberation
movement and Ukrainian Revolution appeared simultaneously in 1917 to denote the social changes
stemming from the February Revolution [16, p. 15-18]. Noteworthy is the fact that the term liberation
movement was coined to refer to a historic event (it did not come into the lexicon from the writings of
diasporic authors), thus in its original sense it did not have any “special” political or ideological
connotation. This must be taken into account since some researchers use only the term Ukrainian
Revolution of 1917-1921 [17, p. 45]; other researchers declare the term national liberation movement an
“anachronism” or an “ideologism” without suggesting an adequate, acceptable alternative to this
“hybrid” word combination [18, p. 127]. Professor F. Turchenko provides a comprehensive analysis of
the origin and development of the term Ukrainian Revolution in national historiography [19]. He
emphasizes the long-standing, entrenched tradition of referring to the state-forming processes on
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Ukrainian lands as the national revolution of 1917-1921. In addition, the researcher does not exclude the
possibility of using the term national liberation movement alongside Ukrainian Revolution.

Despite the achievements of national historiography in exploring the history of the WUPR, many
issues still remain untouched. One of them refers to the social and economic conditions and the policy
of the WUPR in 1919-1923. From the perspective of methodology, this issue belongs to the so-called
social history. Academician V. Smolii aptly notes that modern reconstructions of the historic process in
question provide a distorted picture since they ignore socioeconomic factors, which had become
immensely hypertrophied by the mid 1980s. The researcher is of the opinion that social history is
centered around social groups, their relationships and role in economic and cultural structures and
processes [20]. However, from the perspective of Western and post-Soviet (first and foremost Russian)
science, social history is viewed as a promising research area, which examines the lives of people at
individual and class levels in the following directions: the social and economic development of regions,
the history of national minorities, local history (of cities and towns), individual social strata and
institutions, gender issues, the history of everyday life (households, mentality) [21]. Such a “universally
eclectic” interpretation of social history seems quite problematic. Even postmodernist sociology-
centered interpretations “excluded” from its scope not only political but also economic history
[22, p. 133-218].

National historiography is lacking in studies examining trends in local history, psychohistory, the
history of the frontier zone, the history of everyday life. In any case, it makes sense to move away from
the domination of political history in the national narrative. When viewed from a political perspective,
a historic event produces a one-sided impression of a society’s life and development. The studies in the
above-mentioned frameworks enrich the national historiography of the problem, provide a more
objective portrayal of a society within a specific spatiotemporal framework. In addition, there is a need
for studies written from the perspective of new humanitarianism [23].

3. CONCLUSIONS

Therefore, the analysis of the most representative studies of the history of the WUPR conducted
over the last decade (2011-2020) allows for a number of conclusions.

Firstly, over the period in question the national historiography of the WUPR continued to be
dominated by the romanticist conception of statehood predicated on Ukrainocentrism.

Secondly, the historical national narrative as a heuristic framework became enriched with a number
of serious studies, first and foremost the above-mentioned Entsyklopediia ZUNR (An Encyclopedia of the
WUPR).

Thirdly, the centennial of the WUPR served as a starting point for the deconstruction of the national
historiographic paradigm viewing the Ukrainian Revolution as part and consequence of the Russian
Revolution. Moreover, there emerged a new conception of the national revolution regarded as a logical
result of the national liberation movement and part of the Great Eastern European Revolution.

Finally, the last decade has witnessed a move away from positivism, the dominance of political
concepts to new methodological frameworks such as local and regional history, psychohistory, the
history of the frontier zone.

However, further studies of the history of the WUPR need to complement the existing findings
with new insights and to adopt new frameworks (such as cliometrics, among others), thus facilitating
the exploration of topics that have hitherto been left untouched. Such studies will enrich the historical
national narrative and open more avenues for further research.
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Beanxounit Boaogumup. Croaittsa 3axigHo-Ykpaincekoi Hapoanoi PecrryOaikm: MOCTIOBiAeHMIT TpUCMaK
(OcHoBHI HampsMKu Auckypcy mnpo icropito 3YHP B cywacHiii HamioHaapHi icropiorpadii). >Kypraa
Ipuxapnamcoxozo ynisepcumemy imeni Bacuas Cmeparuxa, 7 (2) (2020), 7-14.

Y crarri poOurhca crpoba ysaraapHuUTH 3400yTKM HallioHaAbHOI icTopiorpadii B ocraHHE
decatuaitrss XXI croaitTss B mapmHi aocaigxeHHs icropii 3YHP, oxpecanTu OCHOBHI HamlpsMKHU i
MeTO40/0TiuHI HiAX0AM A0 aHaAi3y Ii AisLIABHOCTI, aKLIeHTyBaTy yBary Ha TUX 3 HIX, SIKi yepe3 IpUYMHU sK
00’€KTUBHOTO, TaK i Cy0'€KTMBHOTIO XapaKTepy 3aAMIIMANCT Maaoaocdigxenmmn. KoncraryeTscs ¢axr
AOMIHYBaHHSI B HalliOHAABHIiN iCTOpiOl‘pa(l)ﬁ icropii 3YHP poMaHTMYHO-TIO3UTUBICTCHKOI MeTOA0AOTil
A0CAigXeHb. BucaigoM akTMBHOI A0CAIAHMUITBKOL p060TI/I B IIbOMY Il4aHi HacamIepe/ IIPeACTaBHUKIB Tak
3BaHOTO “3yHpPO3HABUOTO” HaIpsAMYy € IIOSBa CEePHO3HMX MHpalh aKajeMidyHOrO XapakTepy, K OT
“Enumkaonegis 3YHP” B 3-x ToMax (ueTBepTmii TOM TIOTY€TbCA AO BugaHH:). Haroaomyerscsa Ha
30iAbINIeHHI KOJa BYEHNMX, SKi A0CAigXKyIOTh ictopito 3YHP, HOmOBHIOIOTH “3yHpO3HaBumMit” HampsM,
pO3MINPIOIOTh Teorpadiio itoro npubivHMKiB. BogHOWac migKpecAIOIOThCA 3MiHM SIKICHOTO XapaKTepy B
cryaioBanHi ictopii 3YHP. AnaaisyioTbcs, 30KpeMa, Ipalli Takux agocaigHmkis, sk . I'punak, O. Peenr,
O. INaBanmuy, 1. MonoaaTiit, HanucaHi B Ayci iHTeAeKTyaAbHOI IICMXOicTOpii, icTOpii MOBCSAKAEHHOCTI.
BrokpeMAIO€TbCA SIK OAHE 3 HaNMOiABIN 3HAaUYMMUX JOCATHEeHb y BuBYeHHi ictopii 3YHP ocraHHBOTO
AecsITUAITTS (POPMYBaHHS HOBOI'O/OHOBAEHOTO KOHLIENTY YKpaiHChKol peBoamonii 1914-1923 pp., ckaaa0BOIO
JacTMHOIO $IKOi Oyam ToAil HallioHaAbHO-Aep>KaBHOTO XapakTepy Ha 3aXiAHOYKpaiHCBKUX 3eMAAX.
HaroaomryeTsca Ha mapagurmi €4HOCTI (IpM yMOBi KOHCTaTallil pi3HMX TeMIIiB) pO3BUTKY YKpalHCBKOI
pesoaionii, 1m0 GpakKTUIHO BUBOAUTH 3 YKUTKY TepMiH “/lucronazosa (1918 p.) HaioHaapHO-geMOKpaTIIHa
peBoAIoLisl  Ha 3axigHOYKpaiHCBKMX 3eMAAX”. AHaaAi3ylOTbCsS HOBI  METO4O0AOrYHI  Iigxoam A0
yHe3aAe>KHeHHsI YKpalHChKOI peBOAIOIIIT Bi pOCIIICHKOI i ii “BrmcyBaHHs” B 3araAbHOEBPOIIEIICHKIUI ITpoliec
SK cKAagHMKa Beankoi CxigHoespornerichkoi pesoarontii 1914-1923 pp.

Karouosi caosa: 3YHP, ykpainceka ictopiorpadisa, VYkpainceka pesoaomis 1914-1923 pp.,
icropiorpadisa 3YHP, icropmaanii HaltioHaABHUIT HapaTUB.



