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This article is devoted to the analisys of the views of the Polish journalist F. Ravita-Havronsky on 
Hrushevskyi’s socio-political and scientific activity. The pacularities of the relationship of the Polish 
journalist with the historical ideology and historiographical practice of the Ukrainian scientist has 
been reconstructed. The conclusion about the influence of F. Ravita-Havronske’s interpretations among 
the Polish intelligentsia of the end of XIX th – the first third of the XX th century has been made.
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УКРАЇНСЬКА ІСТОРІОГРАФІЯ У ДЗЕРКАЛІ ПОЛЬСЬКОЇ 
ПУБЛІЦИСТИКИ (МИХАЙЛО ГРУШЕВСЬКИЙ CONTRA  

ФРАНЦІШЕК РАВІТА-ГАВРОНСЬКИЙ)

Стаття присвячена аналізу поглядів польського публіциста Ф. Равіти-Гавронського на сус-
пільно-політичну та наукову діяльність М. Грушевського. Відтворено особливості ставлення 
польського публіциста до історичної ідеології та історіографічної практики українського вче-
ного. Зроблено висновок про впливовість інтерпретацій Ф. Равіти-Гавронського в середовищі 
польської інтелігенції кінця ХІХ – першої третини ХХ ст.
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The problem statement. The Polish Hrushevskyii studies began at the end of the nine-
teenth century, when the youngest student of the Kiev documentary school Volodymyr An-
tonovych at that time published his first scientific research. During the subsequent decades, 
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until the death of the scientist in 1934, the assessment of the work of M. Hrushevskyii by 
Polish colleagues depended both on the intensity of his scientific work and on the gener-
al state of interethnic relations in which the author of the «History of Ukraine-Rus» often 
played a prominent, and sometimes, a determining role. Noting the periods of intensification 
and weakening of Hrushevskyi studies reflection in the intellectual culture of our neighbors, 
we emphasize that the attitude of Polish figures to the leader of Ukrainian historiography was 
always emotional, including not only understanding of the importance of his contribution to 
the scientific understanding of historical processes in the East European historiographical 
space, but also the public resonance and the influence of the proposed hypotheses.

In view of this, in the Polish Hrushevskyi studies we can distinguish between two con-
nected nuclei – historiographical and journalistic one. The representatives of the first empha-
sized on the science-education component of the broad-based academic activity of Ukrainian 
colleagues, arguing with them on numerous professional problems. Representatives of the 
other, the Polish political writers, accentuated the ideological component of the historical 
activity of M. Hrushevskyi and the influence of his historiographical hypotheses on contem-
porary Ukrainian society. It should be noted that due to the peculiarities of communication 
with the reader (first and foremost through periodicals and popular science publications), 
their influence on the broad circles of Polish society was larger, and they themselves shaped 
the image of M. Hrushevskyi in the mass consciousness.

One of the most striking Polish publicists and popularizers of historical knowledge in the 
second half of the nineteenth – first third of the twentieth century was an agronomist Fran-
cishek Ravita-Gavronsky (1846 – 1930). Advocating the idea of the expediency of Poland’s 
rebirth within the territorial limits of the First Commonwealth, he certainly encountered rep-
resentatives of the growing Ukrainian intellectual movement, which emphasized the right 
of Ukrainians not only for cultural but also for political self-determination within their own 
ethnic lands. Hence, the historical ideas of the leader of the Ukrainian life, M. Hrushevskyi, 
were fully in the focus of the critical attention of the Polish publicist. Despite the fact that the 
Ukrainian studies works of F. Ravita-Gavronsky have been repeatedly analyzed by modern 
researchers, his Hrushevskyi studies works did not become the object of an independent anal-
ysis. Instead, as it will be demonstrated below, those are the key elements in the controversy 
with the author of «The History of Ukraine-Rus» which constructed the historical ideology 
of the part of Polish nation represented by F. Ravita-Gavronsky.

Research analysis. Hrushevskyi studies elements of the historical writing by F. Ravi-
ta-Gavronsky were investigated in the monographic studios of E. Koko (Koko, 2006) as well 
as in works of V. Telvak (Тельвак, 2008: 82, 123–125). However, as an independent prob-
lem, the Hrushevskyi studies elements in the works of F. Ravita-Gavronsky have not been 
studied yet. This fact determines the relevance of our research.

The purpose of the article is to clarify the specifics of the Hrushevskyi studies discourse 
of F. Ravita-Gavronsky.

Presenting main ideas. The first investigations of the Polish historian works concerning 
the research of his younger Ukrainian colleague date back to the end of the nineteenth century, 
when M. Hrushevskyi manifested himself as a supporter of the anti-Norman theory, which 
in the second half of the nineteenth century was actively developed by Naddnipryanshchy-
na intellectuals including his teacher V. Antonovich. Actually, F. Ravita-Gavronsky regards  
M. Hrushevskyi as a follower and disciple of Kyiv school in his work «Essay on the state-so-
cial structure of Russia in the eleventh and twelfth centuries». Noting the Renaissance of the 
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anti-Norman theory, the Polish researcher on the pages of his book points out that the most per-
suasive arguments in favor of this theory were provided by V. Antonovych and M. Hrushevskyi. 
According to the critic, the latter, in his monograph on the Principality of Kyiv at inauguration 
lecture at the University of Lviv, argued that the Slavic state existed long before the invasion 
of the Vikings. Those were Vikings that changed the character of state to the military one. This 
point also became the object of emotional criticism of F. Ravita-Gavronsky, who blamed the 
Ukrainian colleague for being biased and willing to promote at all costs the thesis of the exist-
ence of the Principality of Kyiv before Vikings (Rawita-Gawroсski, 1896: 2–8).

F. Ravita-Gavronsky’s critical reaction was not left without the answer of the Lviv profes-
sor. The mentioned book was marked on the pages of the department of scientific chronicles 
«Notes of SSS». Criticizing the Normanist sympathies of the Polish belletristist (as he was 
called by M. Hrushevskyi), the scholar noted the weakness of the author’s professional com-
petence, since in the criticized work there was not even a mentioning of the loud scientific 
discussions taking place in contemporary science around the problem of the influence of the 
Norman factor on socio-political processes in Eastern Europe. The reviewer also noted the 
methodological weakness of the work («methodological oscillation») and numerous factual 
misunderstandings, which were in abundance. In the end, refusing to admit even the elemen-
tary professionalism of the book, M. Hrushevskyi stated that «the work makes an impression 
of careless and pretentiously made amateurish work, a real» attack «on Rus historiography, 
which does not bring a special honor to either the author’s name or Polish historiography, 
which somehow very seriously lacks a more solid acquaintance with the history of Rus» 
(Грушевський, 2004: 523).

Interestingly, the acute tone of M. Hrushevskyi’s review was rather painfully perceived 
by F. Ravita-Gavronsky. In his memoirs, without mentioning the name of a Ukrainian sci-
entist, he justified that scientific critique was too strict and did not understand the author’s 
idea. After all, he wrote a book on socio-political relations in the Old Rus state only as 
«the introduction to a distant future», that is, the history of the Ukrainian Cossack (Rawita- 
Gawroсski, 2012: 54).

The intense violent scientific-organizational and socio-political activity deployed by  
M. Hrushevskyi at the turn of the nineteenth and twentieth centuries, attracted attention of 
representatives of various circles of the Polish intelligentsia, who perceived him as a threat 
to their dominant position in Eastern Galicia. Since then, the acuteness of perception of all 
aspects of Lviv professor’s activity has increased significantly. The author of the «History of 
Ukraine-Rus» received the greatest critic from Polish publicists. In this case, the most promi-
nent role was played by F. Ravita-Gavronsky. In his reports on the pages of numerous Polish 
periodicals, he emphasized the danger of deployed by M. Hrushevskyi and his colleagues 
activity on the suburbs of the lands. The Polish publicist was especially concerned about the 
events of the Lviv professor in constructing Ukrainian modern historical memory, in which 
the century of being under Polish rule was interpreted as a precious time lost for the Ukrain-
ian nation to advance. From the pages of his articles, he seemed to be threatened by the 
«fantastic Ukraine-Rus, fabricated history by Hrushevskyi» (Rawita-Gawroсski, 2012: 96).

In order to systematically contrast the historical ideology of the Ukrainian scientist with 
his own historiosophical views, F. Ravita-Gavronsky founded the magazine «Ruњ» in 1911, 
devoted, as noted in the subtitles, to «History and Culture of Ukraine, Podolia, Volhyn and 
Red Rus». The fact that the critical point of the new journal was directed against the expand-
ing M. Hrushevskyi’s modern Ukrainian historical ideology was mentioned by the Polish 
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writer himself in his memoirs. «The idea of the need to publish such a quarterly [«this» is 
the magazine «Ruњ» – aut.] has been designed in my dreams long ago» he points out: «The 
impetus for this was simply the need to defend our history from slander and falsehood, which 
was thrown by unbridled Rus historians stamped by Mykhailo Hrushevskyi, a professor at 
Lviv University» (Rawita-Gawroсski, 2012: 130). The content of the five issues of the mag-
azine published in print was aimed at combating the historical visions of the author of «His-
tory of Ukraine-Rus» and representatives of his scientific school.

At the beginning of the twentieth century M. Hrushevskyi began a comprehensive 
study of the history of the Ukrainian Cossacks, which became the favorite area of interests 
of F. Ravita-Gavronsky. Having devoted a lot of historical and journalistic works to the 
events of the Ukrainian Cossack Revolution, the Polish researcher, of course, could not 
stay silent towards the work of the most authoritative specialist. Especially at the Cos-
sack studies of Ukrainian researcher F. Ravita-Gavronsky focused his attention in his 
extensive article «Professor Hrushevskyi and his «History of Ukraine-Rus». Although in 
this work the main focus of attention is concentrated on volumes devoted to the Cossack 
times, the author often refers to other parts of «History…» to confirm his conclusions  
(Rawita-Gawroсski, 1911).

In an ironic tone peculiar of all his journalism, the researcher displays an interpretation of 
M. Hrushevskyi’s ideas of origins and genesis of the Cossacks, as well as its role in the histo-
ry of the Ukrainian nation. He ultimately admits the diligence and erudition of his Ukrainian 
colleague. Publicist also writes about a viable factual basis of work and a well-established 
chronology of events. This peculiar «backbone» of the work of the critic the author offers to 
leave, and all the rest, that is, the author’s interpretation of the events, facts and phenomena 
of the history of the Cossacks, unequivocally discarded as things tendentious, unscientific, 
excessively subjective, caused by the «nationalist position of the author».

Disposing the past of the Cossack from the negative side and showing its exclusively 
devastating influence on the society of the Commonwealth (without distinction of nationality 
and religion), the reviewer argues that in the work of M. Hrushevskyi «the historical logic 
is obscured by today’s political thought, the desire to turn ordinary robbers into national 
and ideological heroes of the twentieth century». As a result of such a bias, according to the 
critic, the history of the Cossack in the work of M. Hrushevskyi appears as «the only excuse 
to blame Poland»; and «packs of robbers» turn into «noble knights» who saw the purpose 
of their life in protecting the Ukrainian population. According to F. Ravita-Gavronsky, the 
reason for such a «distortion» of the historical past is the «pupil’s» methodology of the au-
thor, consisting, on the one hand, in the bias against the arguments of the opponents, on the 
other – in the absence of a logical connection between the derivative facts and the proclaimed 
conclusion, an attempt to falsify the fact-finding under the pre-formulated thesis and the con-
structed structure. The reviewer was not satisfied by the linguistic side too, the reason: the 
«young» Ukrainian language, the inexorability of its conceptual apparatus, which made the 
style of «History» «excessively difficult to read».

F. Ravita-Gavronsky criticized the most the terminology of M. Hrushevskyi: he considers 
it absolutely unjustified to use the term «Ukraine-Rus». Especially inappropriate it seems in 
the context of East European history of the early Middle Ages. It is noteworthy that, when 
explaining the motivation of a Ukrainian scientist in constructing a new historical termi-
nology, F. Ravita-Gavronsky emphasizes on his political «state» bias which led to logical 
«historical» and «territorial» claims to Russia, Austria-Hungary and Poland. Therefore, the 
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Polish researcher emphasizes on the artificiality of M. Hrushevskyi’s reconstructed Ukrain-
ian historical model in such a far-reaching retrospective and within such a widely-defined 
ethnographic territory.

The latter thesis F. Ravita-Gavronsky was actively developed in his numerous journalistic 
writings, emphasizing the weakness and underdevelopment of the cultural and national life of 
Ukrainians (he called the latter Rusyns), who are not ready yet for active social and political 
life, since they do not fully realize their own needs. «Their misfortune is», he pointed out out-
wardly, «that the Rusyns want more than their mental, cultural and material strengths may cov-
er, that their aspirations never correspond to reality and its boundaries, that the restlessness of 
their primitive nature – the ethnic character – brings them more harm than anything else taken 
and described by Hrushevskyi and his followers» (Rawita-Gawroсski, 1912: 575). As a result 
of this weakness, F. Ravita-Gavronsky claims, Ukrainians uncritically perceive the political 
ideas of Ukrainian activists and, above all, of M. Hrushevskyi, «an ardent socialist».

In his writings, the Polish publicist does not spare space for harsh characteristics of the 
Ukrainian elite, depicting its representatives as immoral and selfish intriguers who are com-
pletely indifferent to the fate of their own people. At the same time, the researcher is not 
limited only by his time, but boldly reaches the depths of centuries. Thus, characterizing 
the activities of the Ukrainian hetmans after Khmelnytsky, he notes: «We have investigated 
only half a century, but how much it involves arbitrariness, betrayal, and murders. This was 
not done for the sake of the goodness of the people, not for the sake of state secrecy, not for 
the sake of lost rights, but only for the sake disturbances, with a blindness towards any other 
goal but their own» (Rawita-Gawroсski, 1912: 568). The political traditions of hetmans, as 
F. Ravita-Gavronsky states, were continued by Ukrainian activists from the beginning of the 
twentieth century (Rawita-Gawroсski, 1909: 18, 21). This was especially dangerous on the 
eve of the inevitable conflict on the European arena, when Ukrainians led by such «adven-
turist» leaders will surely speak out, as he pointed out, against the hegemony of the Polish 
in Eastern Galicia. It should be noted that the negative evaluations that F. Ravita-Gavronsky 
used to criticize M. Hrushevskyi’s ideas were disseminated by Polish scholars to the whole 
group of Ukrainian intellectuals – in their work he saw a threat to the future of Poland.

The Polish researcher also wrote critical works to the Cossack studies heritage of M. Hru-
shevskyi. On their pages, which should be emphasized, he always paid tribute to the efforts of 
his Ukrainian colleague to enrich the Source study of this prominent period of the Ukrainian 
past. At the same time, F. Ravita-Gavronsky, for the most part, repeated the above-mentioned 
criticism concerning «History of Ukraine-Rus» and the personality of its author. For exam-
ple, in his work at the eve of the First World War, «The Territory, the Population and the 
Creation of the Cossacks», the publicist once again subjected to a crushing critique of the ide-
alization of national movements by «historians from the school of Antonovich-Hrushevskyi» 
(Rawita-Gawroсski, 1914: 68).

However, in this case, M. Hrushevskyi did not stay silent, having criticized a collection 
of sources for the history of the Cossacks, prepared by a Polish researcher on the pages of 
the Kievan «Ukraine» edited by the historian. First of all, the columnist pointed out the in-
formational value of the reprinted and for the first time introduced to the scientific circulation 
sources. Alongside this, the critic has demonstrated on numerous examples the Source study 
and archaeological incompetence of F. Ravita-Gavronsky, who published his texts in a «slop-
py manner», with an enormous amount of errors that significantly distort the actual content 
of historical documents (Грушевський, 2014).
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At the eve of the First World War, the tensions in the Ukrainian and Polish societies 
increased markedly due to the approaching crisis of a pan-European scale. At this time,  
F. Ravita-Gavronsky significantly exacerbated his journalistic talent in relation to the Ukrain-
ian problem and personally M. Hrushevskyi, often falling into a frank vulgarity of tone. Thus, 
in the extensive article «The Rus Question Regarding Austria and Russia», he introduced his 
opponent to the readers as «the son of a priest from Helm», although he was well acquainted 
with the biography of the Lviv professor (Rawita-Gawroсski, 1912: 569). This, apparently, 
was a reflection of Polish gentry towards people from the Orthodox clergy environment.

The First World War convinced F. Ravita-Gavronsky in the rightness of his fears. Brought 
up on the writings of M. Hrushevskyi, a new generation of Ukrainians with arms in hands 
took up the implementation of the slogans of state independence. The author of «The History 
of Ukraine-Rus», as it was once anticipated by his Polish opponent, was at the head of the 
first Ukrainian government. The sad experience of the Polish-Ukrainian confrontation has 
further exacerbated the critique of F. Ravita-Gavronsky in relation to Ukrainian political 
figures and their, as he repeatedly pointed out, precursors of the middle of the XVII century. 
Thus, in the book «Genesis and the development of the idea of the Cossacks and Cossack-
hood in the XVI century», the researcher with a new force was criticizing the interpretation 
of M. Hrushevskyi and his followers of key events in the history of Ukrainian during early 
modern times. Blaming the author of «The History of Ukraine-Russia» for an idealization 
and considerable subjectivity in assessments of historical phenomena, the Polish journalist 
emphasized that «representatives of the Kyiv school» transformed the history of the Cos-
sacks into «the history of national martyrdom» (Rawita-Gawroсski, 1924: 150). At the same 
time, F. Ravita-Gavronsky continued to pay tribute to the Source study achievements of his 
Ukrainian colleague at the field of Cossack archaeography.

Alongside with the controversy around the events of the Ukrainian Cossack Revolution, 
F. Ravita-Gavronsky continued to criticize the underlying elements of M. Hrushevskyi’s con-
structed national historical ideology. Like other Polish publicists, he further argued with the 
terminology of his Ukrainian counterpart, particularly strongly denouncing the unlawfulness 
of the use of the «Ukraine» toponym in the context of the Eastern European Middle Ages. In 
one of his later works, F. Ravita-Gavronsky once again emphasized on the artificiality and 
inappropriateness of using M. Hrushevskyi’s toponym «Ukraine» instead of historically jus-
tified and reasoned, in his opinion, «Rus», explaining the historiographical motivation of his 
Ukrainian colleague exclusively by «chauvinistic persuasions»: «From his [M. Hrushevskyi] 
side it was», as the Polish scholar remarked, «a kind of licentia poetica against history, truth 
and logic, which had no support other than political views themselves» (Rawita-Gawroсski, 
1922: 15). He once again lists the controversial M. Hrushevskyi’s ideas, the most important 
of which is the vision of popular movements of the XVI – XVIII centuries, as a national lib-
eration factor, and thus, the publicist conducts an emotional polemic with them.

Apart from this, F. Ravita-Gavronsky regards the public-political activity of M. Hrushevskyi as a 
field for the realization of his historiographical hypotheses. He sees it as an attempt of the researcher 
to create, with Berlin’s support, an artificial (in its expression – «bookish») national community of 
the Ukrainian population of Russia and Austria-Hungary – the demonstration of an outright hostility 
towards the idea of restoration of Polish statehood within the ancient Commonwealth, the propagan-
da of Polish-Ukrainian hatred in Eastern Galicia (Rawita-Gawroсski, 1922: 17–19).

Estimating from the height of past years the diverse activities of M. Hrushevskyi in 
Lviv, F. Ravita-Gavronsky criticized the consequences quite strictly. Describing the Badeni- 
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Romanchuk agreement as an unfortunate political combination that did not bring the Polish 
nation the desired inter-ethnic appeasement in Eastern Galicia, the publicist listed among the 
other failures the appointment of M. Hrushevskyi at the post of the head of Department of 
History at Lviv University. By directly demonizing the influences of his long-time antagonist 
on contemporary Ukrainians, he categorically declared himself: «Peaceful before Galician 
society [M. Hrushevskyi] plunged into the path of hatred against the Polish people, following 
an example of Russian historians by fomenting historic agendas and making them a model 
for the present» (Koko, 2006: 138).

Conclusions. Summing up the Hrushevskyi studies of F. Ravita-Gavronsky, we shall 
point out its features, which were typical of all Polish journalism concerning the Ukrainian 
question. First of all, it is irreconcilable in the perception of the modern Ukrainian histori-
cal ideology that was designed by M. Hrushevskyi and his associates through the «cutting 
off» Polish and Russian distortions of the Ukrainian historical narrative. As a consequence 
of this process, as is was predicted by the Polish researcher, there was the emergence of a 
new national outlook, the bearers of which questioned the domination of the Polish nation 
in the ethnic Ukrainian lands. Honestly seeing M. Hrushevskyi as an ideologue of Ukrainian 
national life rather than a cabinet scientist, F. Ravita-Gavronsky regarded through this prism 
his academic works. However, this level of professionalism of an amateur Ukrainian studies 
scientist was obviously not enough, and we do not see an argumentative polemic with the 
historiographical hypotheses of the author of «The History of Ukraine-Rus», but rather an 
outright profanation. Therefore, it is not surprising that the Polish scientists themselves did 
not support the controversial zeal of F. Ravita-Gavronsky, but appreciated much more the 
creative efforts of his opponent. The journalist himself witnessed the sad consequences of 
the tactics chosen by him and the majority of the Polish politician regarding the Ukrainian 
movement, to be more precise, the refusal to establish a dialogue and the lack of desire to un-
derstand the another side led to a bloody Polish-Ukrainian war and the further radicalization 
of interethnic relations in the interwar period. But even this did not push a talented publicist 
not only to try to reconsider, but at least to correct his attitude towards the nation, which he 
deliberately denied to call by its own name during his whole life.
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