Telvak V., Kurylyshyn K, Telvak V. Images of Mykhailo Hrushevsky in the pages of the journal “Dilo” (1914—1930s)

..............................................................................................................................................................

UDC 94(477)(092)
DOI https://doi.org/10.24919/2308-4863/95-3-3

Viktoria TELVAK,

orcid.org/0000-0003-4671-743X

PhD in History,

Associate Professor at the Department of World History and Special Historical Disciplines
Ivan Franko Drohobych State Pedagogical University

(Drohobych, Lviv region, Ukraine) viktoriatelvak75@gmail.com

Konstiantyn KURYLYSHYN,
orcid.org/0000-0003-0104-7292

PhD (History),

Head of the Department of Ukrainian Studies

Vasyl Stefanyk National Scientific Library of Ukraine in Lviv
(Lviv, Ukraine) kurylyshyn k@ukr.net

Vitalii TELVAK,

orcid.org/0000-0002-2445-968X

PhD hab. (History),

Professor at the Department of World History and Special Historical Disciplines
Ivan Franko Drohobych State Pedagogical University

(Drohobych, Lviv region, Ukraine) telvakl(@yahoo.com

IMAGES OF MYKHAILO HRUSHEVSKY
IN THE PAGES OF THE JOURNAL “DILO” (1914-1930S)

The purpose of this study is to examine the multifaceted issue of how the journal Dilo portrayed the life and activities of
M. Hrushevsky during the years 1914—1939. The methodological foundation of the study is based on an interdisciplinary
approach. Special emphasis is placed on structural-functional system analysis of historiographical facts and the
comparative-historical method, grounded in the principles of objectivity and historicism. The research also employs
methods of periodization, classification, and typologization. The scientific novelty of this study lies in comprehensive
historiographical analysis of publications published in the journal Dilo between 1914 and 1939, which were devoted
to M. Hrushevsky. Conclusions. Despite M. Hrushevsky s departure from Galicia in 1914, Dilo consistently informed
readers about his life and activities. Moreover, Dilo — often at the risk of censorship and political repercussions — initiated
several public campaigns in defense of Hrushevsky. It was also consistently supported the historian s initiatives, striving
to convey to readers the reasoning behind even his most controversial decisions. In appreciation of such understanding,
Hrushevsky chose the Galician newspaper as his primary platform for communication with Ukrainians both west of
the Zbruch and in the emigrant communities abroad. Consequently, a large share of his publications in the interwar
daily press appeared precisely in Dilo. Most importantly, Dilo’s contributors made a monumental contribution to the
posthumous memorialization of Hrushevsky s legacy and to the comprehensive interpretation of his intellectual heritage.
Their work resulted in a substantial anthology of memorial Hrushevskiana, which laid the foundation for systematic
historiographical research. Although these processes were brutally halted following the Soviet occupation of Western
Ukraine, the experience and analytical frameworks developed by Dilo’s authors proved invaluable to Ukrainian émigré
scholars, who in the postwar years went on to establish the field of academic Hrushevsky studies abroad.
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OBPA3U MUXAMJIA TPYIIEBCBKOI'O
HA CTOPIHKAX YACOIIUCY «A1J10» (1914-1930-1 PP.)

Memoro docnidocenns € 3’acysanus ocobaueocmell gucsimieHHs scummeoisivbrocmi M. I pywescokoeo npomseom
1914-1939 pp. na cmopinkax «/[ina» Memodonoziune niotpynms podomu cmanos8ums Mixcoucyuniinapruil nioxio. Oco-
OausuUll aKyenm 3podieHo Ha CIPYKMYPHO-QYHKYIOHATILHOMY CUCIEMHOMY aHani3i icmopioepadiunux ¢pakmis i nopis-
HATbHO-ICMOPUYHOMY MEMOOI, BUX00HU 3 NPUHYUNIE 00 €EKMUBHOCNE ma icmopusmy. ¥ 0ocriodxcenni OY10 maxoic 6uKo-
pucmano memoou nepioousayii, kiacugikayii i munonozizayii. Haykosa noeusna cmammi noiseac 6 cnpooi yinicHo2o
icmopioepaghiunoeo ananizy nyonikayii na cmopinkax yaconucy «/inoy 1914-1939 pp., npuceauenux M. I pyuwescoxomy.
Bucnosxu. Ionpu euizo M. Ipywescoroeo 3 Fanuuunu ¢ 1914 p., «dino» pecyisipno ingopmyeano yumaua npo t1o2o
orcumms ma Oisnvricmy. Hezeadicarouu na pusuxu nepeciioy8ans 3 60Ky YyeH3ypu, Yaconuc NOCMIuHO HiYio8as yCniuiHi
nybniuni akyii Ha 3axucm icmopuxa. Takooc «/[ino» nocrioosno niompumysano iniyiamueu M. I pyuiescvrkozo, nokasy-
104U yumavesi payiro 1020 Hepioko KOHMPOBEPCIHUX GYUHKIB. 3 BOSAUHICMIO GI083ACMHIONOUU MaAKe eMnamiliie cmas-
JIeHHsl, 8UeHUll 00pAs came 2aluybKy 2azemy mpubyHol onepamueHol KoMyHiKayii 3 emiepayitinoio i 3a30pyuancbKoio
epomadamu. 3 0ens0y Ha ye came Ha «/{i0» npunaoae 3HauHa 4acmuHa nyonikayitl icmopuxka 6 wooeHHill npeci Midic-
60€HH020 08aoyamunimms. Ta Halbinbw cymmesum 6y6 6HeCOK CRIGPODIMHUKIE 2azemu 8 NOCMEPMHY MeMOPIani3ayio
ocoou M. Ipyuescokozco 1l 6cebiune susueHHs 1020 00POOKY. Y niocymKy nocmana conioHa aHmono2is MemopidanbHol
2PYuesCcyLKIiany, aKka 0ana NOWmosex cucmeMamuyHomy icmopiozpagiunomy ocmucientio. Ionpu piske 320pmarnHs yux
npoyecis nicis oxynayii padsHcokumu giticokamu 3axionoi Yxpainu, nabymuii oonucyuasamu «ina» 0oceio inmepnpe-
mayii penomeny Benuxoeo Vipainys cmae kopucnum 015 0iacnopHux inmenekmyanis, saKi y NOBOECHHI YacU 3ano4amxy-
8/ 2PYUIEBCHKO3HABYL CIY O

Knrwouosi cnosa: M. ['pywescoruil, cazema «/[inoy, pedakyitina norimuxa, cnisnpays, peyenyis.

Relevance of the research topic. As has been
repeatedly noted in the scholarly literature, the media
portrayals of Mykhailo Hrushevsky and his collabo-
ration with periodicals are important yet still inade-
quately evaluated aspects of his intellectual biography
(TenbBak, 2000a; TenbBak, 2000b). It is in the press
that the most dynamic images of the Great Ukrainian’s
diverse work were presented from various ideological
perspectives. These representations often contained
little-known or even entirely unfamiliar details of a
biographical, historiographical, or reception-related
nature. At the same time, as demonstrated in our previ-
ous study published in Manuscript and Book Heritage

of Ukraine in 2022 (TensBax, Kypunumun, TenbBaxk,
2022), the editorial board of Dilo — the most distin-
guished journal in the Ukrainian press movement —
showed particularly sustained and keen interest in the
author of The History of Ukraine-Rus’. From his very
first creative attempts as a Tiflis high school student
and until the newspaper’s closure in September 1939,
Dilo consistently followed the life and work of one of
the leading figures of the Ukrainian national move-
ment. After his death, through numerous commem-
orative publications, the paper helped to initiate the
formation of academic Hrushevsky studies. In light
of this, the following section continues our earlier
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exploration of Mykhailo Hrushevsky’s collaboration
with Dilo and the reception of his diverse activities
by the journal’s authors during the years 1914-1939,
within the broader context of the historian’s intellec-
tual biography during the final two decades of his life.

Analysis of research and publications. The
issues surrounding Mykhailo Hrushevsky’s multi-
faceted collaboration with Dilo, as well as the ways
in which the journal’s authors discussed his creative
ideas and public initiatives, have often attracted the
attention of historians and media scholars (TenbBax,
2011; TempBak, 2012; TempBak, 2013; TennBak,
2021). However, the studies by Svitlana Pankova
(ITanbkoBa, 2005), Kostiantyn Kurylyshyn, and
Vitalii and Viktoriia Telvaks (TensBak, Kypunumum,
TemsBak, 2022), among others, have mainly focused
on the late 19th and early 20th centuries, when the
Ukrainian professor of Lviv University, through Dilo,
established an active dialogue with the Galician com-
munity. As for the later periods of the author of The
History of Ukraine-Rus’, we have only reception-ori-
ented studies (TembBak, 2008: 158-405). Thus, there
is currently no comprehensive analysis of the «Hru-
shevsky and Dilo» problem within the context of his
intellectual biography during the years of the war, his
leadership of the Central Rada, the period of emigra-
tion, and the final decade of his life. This gap deter-
mines the relevance of our present research.

Purpose of the research. The purpose of this
study is to examine the multifaceted issue of how
the journal Dilo portrayed the life and activities of
Mykhailo Hrushevsky during the years 1914-1939.

Presenting of the main material. As is well
known, on the eve of the Great War, relations between
Mykhailo Hrushevsky and the editorial board of Dilo
noticeably cooled. This was largely due to his crit-
icism of the policies of the leaders of the National
Democratic Party in the early 20th century — criticisms
that could not go unanswered and duly found their
response in the pages of the party organ of the opposi-
tion narodovtsi. However, the form that this response
took —a series of anonymous satirical attacks authored
by Stepan Tomashivsky — proved ethically unaccept-
able to the Lviv professor. As a result, Hrushevsky
completely ceased his collaboration with the newspa-
per. During the final prewar years, the Dilo editorial
office continued to monitor the scholar’s public initi-
atives, yet did so purely in an informational manner,
without the earlier tone of sympathy toward his active
and influential persona.

The outbreak of the First World War rendered past
political disputes irrelevant, as an existential threat
now loomed over the entire Ukrainian nation. Con-
sequently, the editorial board of Dilo reported with
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great concern on the difficult circumstances surround-
ing Mykhailo Hrushevsky’s return to Kyiv with his
family and his prompt arrest by the gendarmerie — an
event that left no doubt about its careful premedita-
tion. Gathering fragments of information from both
open and internal sources, the newspaper promptly
informed its readers about the details of the historian’s
arrest and the course of his trial. One Dilo contributor
aptly summarized the reasons for the imprisonment
of one of the leading Ukrainian figures: «The ‘crimes’
attributed to the distinguished historian are that he
wrote history in a Ukrainian, anti-Russian spirit and
that he supposedly organized Ukrainian riflemen!»
(ITpod. I'pymeBchkuii mix BoeHHNM cynom, 1915: 7).
Thus, the exile of the Ukrainian scholar to the depths
of Russia came as no surprise to the readers of the
newspaper.

Dilo portrayed the persecution of Mykhailo Hru-
shevsky within the broader context of the large-scale
repressions launched by the Tsarist regime during the
war against the Ukrainian national movement and
its leaders. The high regard in which the scholar was
held by Dilo’s contributors is evident from the telling
fact that the newspaper often reported on the exile of
Hrushevsky and that of Metropolitan Andrey Sheptyt-
sky as parallel tragedies — events of equal magnitude
for the Ukrainian nation of the time. At the same time,
the exchange of information, complicated by the real-
ities of the front line, often led to the construction of
inaccurate reports based on rumors. For instance, the
newspaper once announced that the Ukrainian scholar
had been sent into exile in Tomsk — a claim that had
been unsuccessfully propagated by the pro-monar-
chist Kyiv press.

Subsequently, Dilo continued to keep its readers
informed about Mykhailo Hrushevsky’s difficult liv-
ing conditions in exile, relying on information from
his relatives and close associates in Galicia with
whom he maintained correspondence during that chal-
lenging period. A certain note of optimism appeared
in reports about the easing of the historian’s exile
conditions and his eventual permission to relocate to
Kazan and later to Moscow, which allowed him to
resume at least some scholarly activity. As the news-
paper repeatedly informed its readers, these improve-
ments became possible thanks to organized appeals
in defense of Hrushevsky by liberal-minded Russian
intellectuals and by Western public figures. While the
involvement of Russian humanitarians such as Alek-
sei Shakhmatov, Sergei Platonov, and Aleksandr Lap-
po-Danilevsky is relatively well known, the protests
and gatherings organized by Ukrainian emigrants
remain almost completely unexplored by research-
ers. For instance, Dilo reported that on September 18,
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1915, Ukrainian immigrants from the territories of the
Russian Empire held a large public assembly in New
York, where they protested against the imprisonment
of Mykhailo Hrushevsky (Opranizaiis pociicbknx
VYkpainmis, 1915).

Under the circumstances that imposed severe
restrictions on the author of The History of Ukraine-
Rus’, Dilo assumed a difficult yet honorable mission —
the defense of Mykhailo Hrushevsky’s name against
the numerous enemies of Ukrainian nationhood. The
editorial board focused primarily on countering accu-
sations from the Polish chauvinistic press, which
alleged that Hrushevsky had committed treason. This
charge —potentially threatening to the historian’s prop-
erty interests in Galicia — was inflated by Polish publi-
cists from an entirely innocuous article he had written
for the St. Petersburg newspaper Rech’ (I pymeBckmit,
1915). In that piece, Hrushevsky argued that Ukrain-
ian leaders, divided by borders, should seek to resolve
the political problems of their nation independently,
without having any foreign power dictate external
orientations to the Ukrainian public. Responding to
the claims of Russian chauvinists, the scholar main-
tained that the Ukrainian movement had never har-
bored pro-Austrian illusions or sympathies. However,
in the wartime conditions of disrupted information
channels — when access to Hrushevsky’s original
text was limited — Polish commentators «edited»
his statements to suit their anti-Ukrainian narrative.
As a result, his article was widely reprinted in the
Galician press in a distorted form (ITin npuman4yuBo-
CEH3AIMITHOI0 Ha3BOIO, 1914).

The editorial board of Dilo recognized the full
danger of the situation and, through a series of publi-
cations, created a powerful informational counterbal-
ance to the media campaign unleashed by the Polish
press — a campaign that had grown into a veritable
hysteria. The newspaper’s authors aptly portrayed
these attacks within the broader context of the Polish
press’s long-standing struggle against Mykhailo Hru-
shevsky’s nation-building and consciousness-raising
work, which had always been conducted through
crude methods of insinuation and defamation (Telvak,
Yanyshyn, Telvak, 2023). Thus, as Dilo emphasized,
this latest assault on the scholar’s good name only
confirmed his growing authority among his compatri-
ots — and, consequently, the increased sense of threat
he posed to the enemies of the Ukrainian cause.

This time, however, as Dilo’s contributors empha-
sized, the Polish press revealed the depth of its
moral decline, deliberately manipulating secondhand
information while fully aware that Mykhailo Hru-
shevsky was unable to defend himself or even issue
a response. Moreover, despite knowing well their
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opponent’s genuine political convictions, Polish pub-
licists grotesquely caricatured him as a supporter of
Russophilism (B sixi#i imm?, 1914). In doing so, they
clearly counted on provoking a repressive reaction
from the authorities — who, after the Russian occu-
pation of Galicia, were notorious for their relentless
persecution. Accordingly, Dilo quite rightly described
the Polish press campaign against the Tsarist prisoner
as «slanderous». As it turned out, the Polish journal-
ists’ calculation proved accurate: the Austrian military
field court initiated criminal proceedings against Hru-
shevsky on charges of state treason. However, thanks
to Dilo’s vigorous public information campaign —
skillfully utilized by the military lawyer Pylyp Ewyn —
the Ukrainian scholar was ultimately acquitted.

Alongside its efforts to counter the attacks of the
Polish tabloid press, Dilo also joined in defending
Mykhailo Hrushevsky’s name against the insinuations
of Russian monarchist circles. The newspaper was
among the first to draw public attention to the seem-
ingly paradoxical situation in which the governments
of two warring empires simultaneously accused the
Ukrainian scholar of treason — each claiming he had
betrayed them in favor of the other. The central argu-
ment advanced by Russian publicists — first voiced
by Hrushevsky’s former Kyiv University colleague,
Yulian Kulakovsky — was the accusation that the Lviv
professor had been involved in the formation of the
Ukrainian Sich Riflemen legions (JIiBo6iunuii, 1928).
The editorial team of Dilo was well aware that the
Tsarist secret police closely monitored the Galician
press in search of incriminating material. There-
fore, in a series of articles, the paper convincingly
demonstrated the groundlessness of Kulakovsky’s
claims (Tomoc pocuiicbkoro Hamionamicra, 1915).
After thoroughly exposing the logical inconsistency
of his accusations, one anonymous contributor con-
cluded: «As is known, Professor Hrushevsky took
neither direct nor indirect part in the riflemen’s organ-
ization and stood completely apart from it.» (ITpod.
I'pymeBchknii mix BoeHHUM cyzom, 1915: 7). Interest-
ingly, the arguments presented in Hrushevsky’s own
written response to Kulakovsky’s charges overlapped
significantly with those published in Dilo, suggesting
that the scholar may have been familiar with the Lviv
newspaper’s defense of him.

Despite the war-torn routine filled with pressing
events, the editorial board of Dilo did not overlook
the celebration of Mykhailo Hrushevsky’s fiftieth
anniversary, which was marked separately by Ukrain-
ian communities divided by the front line. What is
particularly striking, however, is that this was the only
instance when the newspaper, instead of publishing
an article by one of its own correspondents, reprinted
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an anonymous jubilee sketch from a special issue of
the Visnyk of the Union for the Liberation of Ukraine
dedicated to the author of The History of Ukraine-
Rus’. This choice is especially surprising given
that many of Hrushevsky’s students and longtime
friends were then active contributors to Dilo. One
might reasonably assume that the editorial decision
can be partly explained by the thematic focus of the
reprinted article, whose author concentrated exclu-
sively on Hrushevsky’s historiographical and schol-
arly-organizational work (FOBineit icropuka Ykpainu,
1916). Had the editorial staff produced their own trib-
ute, they would have been obliged to present a more
comprehensive portrait — one encompassing not only
his cultural and academic achievements but also his
public and political activities. Doing so would have
required them to acknowledge both the dubious meth-
ods used by the leaders of the National Democratic
Party (NDP) in their struggle against the Tsarist exile
and the fact — confirmed by the war itself — that Hru-
shevsky had been right in condemning their behind-
the-scenes deals with the Polish authorities of Galicia
at the expense of Ukrainian national interests. At that
time, the editors of Dilo were evidently not ready for
such a frank and self-critical discussion.

Alongside its reports on Mykhailo Hrushevsky’s
life in exile, Dilo also followed his journalistic and
publicistic activities during the war years. Continuing
the tradition established in earlier periods, the news-
paper promptly reprinted the historian’s most inter-
esting articles for its Galician readership. Given the
difficulties of communication between the warring
countries at the time, such reprints were evidently
published without Hrushevsky’s approval, and the
editors therefore included only the most noteworthy
excerpts from his writings. One example of this prac-
tice was his article «An Independent Poland and the
Autonomy of Galicia,» in which Hrushevsky prophet-
ically described the alarming situation of the Ukrain-
ian-populated territories within the Austro-Hungarian
Monarchy following the Vienna government’s decla-
ration of Polish independence over lands previously
seized by the Tsarist Empire after the partitions of
Poland (Hezanexna Ilonpma, 1917).

The editorial board of Dilo followed Mykhailo
Hrushevsky’s career with even greater interest during
the years of his political ascendancy. Despite the need
to report promptly on the independence movement in
the Galician territories, the newspaper’s staft did not
overlook a single event in revolutionary Kyiv involv-
ing the head of the Central Rada. Since Dilo had no
correspondent stationed in the Dnipro-region capital,
its main sources of information were the Ukrainian
and Russian Kyiv press. Nevertheless, the Galician
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readership was informed with considerable sympa-
thy about Hrushevsky’s state-building efforts — mass
rallies and assemblies, heated parliamentary debates,
bold legislative acts of the new government, strik-
ing transformations in public life, and the consistent
Ukrainization of all spheres of society. Contributors to
the Galician newspaper wrote that these achievements
in the national awakening of the Dnipro Ukrainians
were soon undermined by Muravyov’s Bolshevik
forces, who captured the Ukrainian capital and carried
out a massacre there. In this context, the young gov-
ernment’s appeal to its German allies was presented
as an entirely justified step — one that saved the fragile
Ukrainian statehood from complete destruction.

The editorial board of Dilo followed Mykhailo
Hrushevsky’s activities with even greater interest dur-
ing the years of his political ascendancy. Despite the
need to promptly report on the independence struggle
in the Galician territories, not a single event in revo-
lutionary Kyiv involving the head of the Central Rada
escaped the attention of the newspaper’s staff.

Since Dilo had no correspondent stationed in the
Dnipro-region capital, its main sources of informa-
tion were the Ukrainian and Russian press published
in Kyiv. Nevertheless, the Galician readership was
kept well informed — and with considerable sympa-
thy — about Hrushevsky’s state-building efforts: the
mass rallies and assemblies, the heated parliamentary
debates, the bold legislative acts of the new govern-
ment, the striking transformations in public life, and
the consistent Ukrainization of all spheres of society.
According to Dilo’s contributors, these achievements
in the national awakening of Dnipro Ukraine were
soon undermined by Muravyov’s Bolshevik forces,
who captured the Ukrainian capital and carried out
a massacre there. In this context, the young govern-
ment’s appeal to its German allies was presented as
an entirely justified step — one that saved the nascent
Ukrainian statehood from destruction.

Lacking concrete information about the growing
tensions between the Central Rada and the German
command, Dilo’s correspondents were shocked by the
coup d’état carried out with the support of the for-
mer allies. The newspaper reported with deep concern
about the seizure of power by the followers of Gen-
eral Pavlo Skoropadsky, viewing it as a grave threat to
Ukrainian statehood. In their articles, the contributors
emphasized the courage and dignity of the head of the
Ukrainian parliament, who, as they noted, was the only
person in the chamber who refused to raise his hand
when ordered to do so by the commander of a German
patrol. Moreover, despite having weapons pointed at
him, he firmly demanded that the uninvited guests
leave the parliamentary premises (/lepxaBHwif 3amax,
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1918). With great enthusiasm, Dilo also reported on
the adoption of the Constitution of the Ukrainian
People’s Republic at the final session of the Central
Rada. However, the newspaper mistakenly stated that
the head of the Ukrainian parliament had been elected
president of the Ukrainian state (Po3BuTok momiii,
1918). Thus, it was in Dilo that the mythical notion of
«Hrushevsky as president» first appeared — a concept
that would endure in historiography and journalism
throughout the 20th century.

Dilo covered Mykhailo Hrushevsky’s underground
life during the Hetmanate period only fragmentarily,
as the scholar himself understandably avoided pub-
licity at that time. Nevertheless, the newspaper’s
pages contain unique information — little known not
only to the general public but even to researchers of
the Ukrainian Revolution. For example, historians
have long been aware of the assassination attempt
on the head of the Central Rada while he was being
transported by the Sich Riflemen to their barracks.
The attacker’s identity, however, has generally been
regarded as unknown. It turns out that the Lviv news-
paper Dilo, as early as May 9, 1918, citing a report
from the German Oberkommando in Kyiv, informed
readers that the attempt on Hrushevsky’s life had been
made by a former Russian officer of Lemko origin,
Mykhailo Hrynyk (Korotkov), a supporter of Galician
Russophilism. The newspaper wrote that the assail-
ant had been promptly arrested by the Germans and,
while being escorted to trial, was shot dead when
he tried to escape (3amax Ha ['pymeBcbkoro, 1918).
Thus, to this day, neither the attacker’s motives nor
the possible organizers of this crime are definitively
known.

During the revolutionary years, the Dilo editorial
board reprinted a wide range of Mykhailo Hrushevsky’s
works more frequently than those of any other author.
These included his parliamentary speeches, public
addresses, and historical-philosophical reflections,
among others. In total, we have identified up to twenty
such reprints within a single year. The importance
that the editorial staff attributed to these texts is evi-
dent from their consistent publication on the news-
paper’s front page. Through Dilo, Galician readers
became acquainted with some of Hrushevsky’s most
emblematic writings, such as «There Is No Turning
Back», «What Kind of Autonomy and Federation Does
Ukraine Want?», «The State Emblem of the Ukrain-
ian Republic», and many others. This strong demand
for the works of the head of the Central Rada was
evidently driven not only by a natural interest in the
unfolding events of revolutionary Kyiv but also by the
striking similarity of challenges faced by the builders
of Ukrainian statehood on the Galician lands.
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Dilo did not comment in any way on Mykhailo
Hrushevsky’s decision to leave the territories occu-
pied by the Bolsheviks. However, the newspaper
devoted considerable attention to covering the schol-
ar’s émigré life. Among other things, it informed
readers about the former head of the Ukrainian par-
liament’s active efforts to find supporters for his civic
platform in various European political circles. For
instance, Dilo reported on Hrushevsky’s meeting with
his longtime acquaintance, President of Czechoslova-
kia Toma§ Masaryk, during which he raised pressing
issues concerning the living conditions of Ukrainian
emigrants (B o0oponi emirpanrtis, 1920).

Interestingly, despite the well-known disagree-
ments between the author of The History of Ukraine-
Rus’ and many circles of the Ukrainian émigré com-
munity, Dilo never commented on these conflicts. On
the contrary, the newspaper often demonstrated com-
plete solidarity with Hrushevsky’s views on numerous
issues of national life. For example, when Georges
Clemenceau called for surrounding Soviet Russia
with barbed wire, the Dilo editorial board supported
Hrushevsky’s position that «Ukraine cannot assume
the honorable mission of building, in the interests of
the Western great powers, an anti-Bolshevik barrier»
(«Kimpgactuii apit», 1920).

The greatest sympathy in Dilo’s coverage was
reserved for reports on Mykhailo Hrushevsky’s vig-
orous efforts to rescue Ukrainians suffering from
famine in the territories occupied by the Bolsheviks.
The newspaper promptly responded to the scholar’s
requests to publish his appeals on this matter in its
pages (Ha onen nmutax, 1920). Dilo also printed exten-
sive periodic reports prepared by Hrushevsky and
his colleagues on the activities of the organization
he headed, the Union «To the Hungry of Ukraine».
These reports played an important role in keeping
donors informed about how their contributions were
being used (CnpaBosmanns, 1920). The historian’s
attempts to unite Ukrainians in the free world around
the humanitarian cause of saving their compatriots
in Soviet-ruled lands were also received positively
by the newspaper (I'pymesceknii, 1923). Yet what
moved Dilo’s contributors the most was the personal
sacrifice of the Hrushevsky family itself: despite their
chronic financial difficulties, they regularly donated
significant sums to aid Hutsul communities devas-
tated by flooding.

Alongside its coverage of Mykhailo Hrushevsky’s
public and political activity, Dilo in the early 1920s
returned to informing its Galician readers about his
scholarly achievements. This shift was prompted by
the historian’s own decision to withdraw from active
politics and devote himself to academic projects car-
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ried out within the framework of the Ukrainian Soci-
ological Institute’s research program. As a result, a
series of new scholarly works appeared, which were
met with keen interest and overwhelmingly positive
reviews in the pages of Dilo. While the reviews of the
first volumes of The History of Ukrainian Literature
have attracted the attention of modern Hrushevsky
scholars, some critical commentaries on his other arti-
cles remain virtually unknown even today. One nota-
ble example is an insightful review of Hrushevsky’s
article «Ukrainian Early Printed Books», published in
the Viennese journal Knyha (The Book) (A. L., 1922).
In the early 1920s, Hrushevsky himself also resumed
his creative collaboration with Dilo, contributing pop-
ular-scientific essays to its pages. Among them was
his article on the Sokil movement in Galicia — a work
completely unknown to researchers of his oeuvre, as
it was omitted from all bibliographies of the historian
and from the corresponding section of his Collected
Works in fifty volumes.

Unlike most Ukrainian periodicals in the free
world, the editorial board of Dilo showed considera-
ble understanding toward the rumors about Mykhailo
Hrushevsky’s desire to return to Bolshevik-occupied
Kyiv. When these rumors were later confirmed, Dilo
was virtually the only newspaper to fully support the
scholar’s reasoning for going back to his homeland —
to engage in cultural and educational work among
his compatriots, taking advantage of the temporary
liberalization of the Bolsheviks’ national policy
(Ykpaincbke «CMEHOBEXOBCTBO», 1924). Defending
the historian against widespread accusations of «capit-
ulating» to his former enemies, an anonymous Dilo
contributor wrote: «[...] The situation now is entirely
different. Professor Hrushevsky is going to Great
Ukraine as a cultural figure and under completely new
circumstances. In Great Ukraine, there is now not
only no terrorist struggle against the Ukrainian cul-
tural and national movement, but quite clear attempts
on the part of the Soviet government to support that
movement — and, of course, to use it for its own pur-
poses. If today we can speak of a capitulation, then
it is first and foremost the capitulation of yesterday’s
enemies of Ukrainianism.» (HamionanbHe nuTaHHS
1923: 1). Appreciating the newspaper’s understand-
ing of his difficult decision, Mykhailo Hrushevsky
chose Dilo as the media platform through which to
inform the Ukrainian public about his motives for
returning home and his plans to resume work in Kyiv
(I'pymeBcokuii, 1923).

Given its empathetic attitude toward Mykhailo
Hrushevsky’s decision to return to Ukraine, Dilo pro-
vided its readers with detailed coverage of his final
days in emigration. The newspaper portrayed the
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Soviet government’s election of the historian as a
full member of the Ukrainian Academy of Sciences
as a significant conciliatory gesture toward its former
ideological opponent — an act that formally estab-
lished his status as a cultural figure on Soviet terri-
tory. Particular attention was devoted to the journey
itself, since Hrushevsky’s route was expected to pass
through the western Ukrainian lands. Thanks to Dilo’s
mediation, a large public gathering was organized at
the railway station in Zdolbuniv, where the author of
The History of Ukraine-Rus’ was warmly welcomed
by members of the Galician community. At the same
time, disruptions in communication and the lack of
direct contact with Hrushevsky occasionally led to
the publication of completely inaccurate reports. For
instance, Dilo once reconstructed his supposed jour-
ney as follows: «M. Hrushevsky traveled to his home-
land together with his wife, son-in-law, daughter, and
two grandchildren. In Warsaw, he stayed for several
days, visited the Soviet embassy, and did not meet
with any émigrés.» (l-ux., 1924: 1). As we know,
the Hrushevsky family had neither a son-in-law nor
grandchildren, and their route did not pass through
Warsaw at all. This example vividly illustrates the
challenges Dilo faced in obtaining reliable informa-
tion amid the limited and fragmented communication
of the time.

Dilo’s descriptions of the Hrushevsky family’s
adaptation to their new circumstances were filled
with notable optimism (Muxaiino [pymeBcbkui,
1934). The newspaper informed readers about the
favorable treatment the newly elected academician
received from the Soviet authorities. It emphasized
that, with his characteristic energy and pragmatism,
Hrushevsky had set about developing the institutional
foundations of Ukrainian social and human sciences.
The paper provided detailed accounts of the academi-
cian’s scholarly activities (Jluct, 1924), his speeches
at meetings of Ukrholovnauka (the Ukrainian Main
Scientific Committee) (BYAH i PanBnana, 1926), his
research expeditions to various Dnipro-region centers
(Ykpainceka PaBenna, 1924), and his official trips to
the capital city of Kharkiv to resolve financial mat-
ters (IIpod. Mux. I'pymescekuii, 1924). Dilo also
highlighted that the intelligentsia of Soviet Ukraine
greeted the arrival of one of its most respected leaders
with great enthusiasm. Altogether, this reporting led
readers to a clear conclusion: the historian’s decision
to return home had been justified. The remarkable
level of detail in Dilo’s portrayal of Hrushevsky’s first
years in Soviet Ukraine was made possible thanks to
numerous Galician correspondents — chiefly Kyrylo
Studynsky, Mykhailo Mochulsky, and Myron Kor-
duba — who, with Hrushevsky’s own permission, pro-
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vided the newspaper with information of particular
interest to the Western Ukrainian public.

In Hrushevsky’s own understanding, this intensive
communication with Ukrainians west of the Zbruch
River was meant to serve as a kind of safeguard —
deterring the Soviet authorities from attempting to
suppress their former ideological opponent. The rea-
soning was that any violations of promises made by
the communists, once publicized, would carry repu-
tational consequences for them. For a time, this strat-
egy indeed worked during the first years after his
return. However, Hrushevsky’s wide-ranging activi-
ties — conducted, as DPU seksoty put it, «as though
Soviet power in Ukraine did not exist» — could not
go unanswered by the party apparatus. Dilo’s corre-
spondents, therefore, reported with growing concern
on the increasing criticism of the academician’s cul-
tural work in the communist press. The first such pub-
lic attack came from Hryhorii Hrynko at the Seventh
Congress of the Kyiv Region Soviets in May 1925
(X., 1925). Later, in early March 1926, Vlas Chubar,
head of the Kharkiv Council of People’s Commis-
sars, voiced sharp ideological accusations against the
head of the historical institutions of the All-Ukrainian
Academy of Sciences (Akaza. ['pymeBcbkuii, 1926).
Reflecting on the reasons behind these attacks, one
Dilo correspondent insightfully noted the rapid con-
solidation of a regime of ideological intolerance and
political dictatorship in Bolshevik-controlled Ukraine:
«And here lies the entire tragedy of the current situa-
tion in Ukraine. Under the ruling regime, not only can
no individual personality oppose itself to authority,
but not even a single thought — since every thought is
harmful to those in power, for every thought is dan-
gerous to them.» (Akaz. ['pymeBcekuii 1926: 2).

However, the pressure on Mykhailo Hrushevsky
temporarily subsided in early October 1926, when,
thanks to the efforts of his academic colleagues, a
large-scale celebration was organized to mark his
sixtieth birthday. The Dilo editorial board took an
active part in honoring this milestone, presenting it in
the newspaper’s pages as a true festival of the entire
Ukrainian cultural community. The newspaper’s cor-
respondents provided readers with detailed reports
on the organizational work of the jubilee committee,
chaired by Academician Pavlo Tutkovsky and coor-
dinated by Secretary Fedir Savchenko, both of whom
made considerable efforts to ensure that the celebra-
tion achieved the scale and dignity befitting such a
distinguished scholar.

The greatest attention, however, was devoted to
the events of October 3, when a grand celebration
honoring the «Great Ukrainian» took place in the aca-
demic hall of Kyiv University. Through Dilo, readers
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learned about the speeches delivered by numerous
local and international guests — including Galicians
Kyrylo Studynsky and Ilarion Sventsitsky — as well
as representatives of the Soviet authorities and Hru-
shevsky himself, who was deeply moved by the occa-
sion (CBATO YKpaiHChKOi KynbTypH, 1926). The news-
paper also gave special attention to summarizing the
content of the hundreds of congratulatory addresses
sent from various academic institutions across Europe
and America. These greetings, as Dilo noted, testified
to the truly epoch-making significance of Mykhailo
Hrushevsky’s contribution to contemporary social
and human sciences.

Alongside its coverage of the Kyiv celebra-
tions, Dilo became the principal platform for hon-
oring Mykhailo Hrushevsky’s jubilee in the West-
ern Ukrainian lands. In extensive articles by Fed
Fedortsiv (®enopuis, 1926), Roman Kupchynsky
(Yinka T'amakrion, 1926), Volodymyr Doroshenko
(Hdopomenko, 1926), and others, the jubilarian was
portrayed as an ideological unifier — a pan-Ukrain-
ian figure whose tireless intellectual and civic work
had contributed profoundly to the spiritual revival
and unity of compatriots divided by state borders.
Depicting the vast scope of Hrushevsky’s national
service, Dilo’s authors wrote: «There is no name
more renowned, more widely known in every corner
of Ukraine than the name of Hrushevsky. Everywhere
it has long since become a synonym for the Ukrain-
ian movement, a synonym for Ukraine’s struggle for
liberation. [...] His activity in every field deserves a
separate monograph: Hrushevsky the historian, Hru-
shevsky the organizer of scholarly life, Hrushevsky
the public figure, politician, journalist, even the
belletrist.» (loporienko, 1926: 2). In addition, the
newspaper reprinted articles about Hrushevsky writ-
ten by prominent scholars from Central and Eastern
European countries (IIpod. bimmpo, 1926), lending
the celebration a distinctly pan-European resonance.
Overall, these and other laudatory pieces in Dilo con-
tributed to the revival — on the pages of the Galician
press — of the image of «Father Hrushevsky», an
archetype originally formed during the revolutionary
years (B. M., 1926).

The transformation of Mykhailo Hrushevsky’s
media image was further influenced by developments
in Soviet-controlled Ukraine. The 1926 jubilee had
clearly demonstrated to the communist leadership the
futility of attempting to instrumentalize Hrushevsky —
either for their campaign against the Ukrainian émi-
gré community or to undermine the «unreliable» aca-
demic leadership embodied by Ahatanhel Krymsky
and Serhii Yefremov. As a result, the Soviet author-
ities embarked on a course aimed at dismantling the
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institutions Hrushevsky had founded, correctly rec-
ognizing this as the most effective means of exert-
ing pressure on him. These gradual steps toward the
destruction of the carefully built academic framework
created by the author of The History of Ukraine-Rus’
deeply disturbed Dilo’s contributors. Moreover, the
rapid establishment of the «Iron Curtain» around
the USSR intensified the sense of anxiety and led
to increasingly somber interpretations of the limited
information that managed to pass through the censor-
ship barriers from Kyiv. After Hrushevsky’s arrest in
Moscow in March 1931, the newspaper typically por-
trayed him as a self-sacrificing and steadfast defender
of the cultural rights of Ukrainians subjugated by the
Bolsheviks. His fate, predictably, evoked parallels in
Dilo’s articles with that of many of his predecessors —
the prisoners of Tsarism (IIpod. Mux. ['pymeBcbkmit,
1929).

Alongside its coverage of Mykhailo Hrushevsky’s
unequal struggle with Soviet officials, Dilo also turned
its attention to his conflict with the leadership of the
All-Ukrainian Academy of Sciences. Since the news-
paper’s information on this matter came exclusively
from Galician sympathizers of the Kyiv academi-
cian — most notably Kyrylo Studynsky — the internal
disputes within the Academy were presented entirely
from Hrushevsky’s point of view. Unable to maintain
neutrality in this complex and, from the standpoint of
national unity, delicate issue, Dilo opened its pages
to Studynsky, who, writing under the pseudonym
«Livobichnyi» («The Left-Banker»), accused Ser-
hii Yefremov and Ahatanhel Krymsky of represent-
ing and defending exclusively pro-Russian interests
within the Academy. The implication was clear: the
Academy should rightly be headed by the author of
The History of Ukraine-Rus’ (JIiBobiunmii, 1928).
In Kyiv, the publication of these articles was under-
standably associated with Hrushevsky himself. As
1s well known, this dramatic internal conflict within
All-Ukrainian Academy of Sciences ultimately made
it easier for the communist authorities to gain control
over what had been the last stronghold of Ukrainian
culture in the Dnipro region.

The untimely death of Mykhailo Hrushevsky
reverberated across the pages of all Ukrainian patri-
otic periodicals. Upon receiving the news from the
other side of the Iron Curtain, Dilo published a front-
page editorial bordered in mourning. In its extensive
tribute, the newspaper meticulously reconstructed the
phenomenal scope of the late scholar’s contribution
to the treasury of national culture — leaving readers
in no doubt that Ukrainians had suffered a «great and
irreplaceable loss» (Muxaiino ['pymescekuit, 1934).
Equally moving was the newspaper’s condemnation
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of the cynicism of Soviet officials, who — after years
of persecution and humiliation of the historian — sud-
denly changed their tone, «acknowledging his excep-
tional scholarly merits» and hastily taking charge
of organizing a state-funded funeral. A telling sign
of the difficulties in obtaining reliable information
from within the Soviet Union was that the obituary in
Dilo incorrectly listed Moscow as the place of Hru-
shevsky’s death. This error poignantly illustrated the
isolation imposed by the «Iron Curtain» and the chal-
lenges faced by the Galician press in documenting the
final chapter of the life of one of Ukraine’s greatest
national figures.

Amid the Galician public’s confusion and grief
following the tragic news from Kislovodsk, Dilo
assumed the difficult role of coordinating memorial
activities in honor of Mykhailo Hrushevsky. The edi-
torial board proposed that members of the Prosvita
society organize mourning events in every city and
village across the region. To assist Ukrainian activ-
ists in the provinces, the newspaper’s staff prepared a
template for an informational lecture on Hrushevsky
and outlined a recommended structure for memorial
gatherings, which included a solemn requiem service,
a biographical presentation, and a poetry-and-music
program. To ensure timely and comprehensive cover-
age of these commemorative activities, Dilo launched
a special column titled «After the Death of Mykhailo
Hrushevsky», which ran for several months — from
December 1934 to March 1935. Thanks to this edi-
torial initiative, a remarkably detailed chronicle of
the Hrushevsky memorial movement emerged, docu-
menting how the memory of the Great Ukrainian was
honored not only in Galicia but also in Soviet Ukraine
and in numerous émigré communities across Western
Europe and North America. This column also included
valuable references to memorial publications in major
international media, which significantly broadened
modern scholars’ understanding of Western reception
of Hrushevsky’s legacy. Notably, Dilo was the only
publication to mention the existence of an obituary
dedicated to the historian in the official newspaper of
the Nazi Party, the Volkischer Beobachter (Telvak,
Yanyshyn, 2021; Telvak, Yanyshyn, Telvak, 2021).

Alongside its meticulous documentation of the
memorial movement, Dilo also took the initiative
in promoting a comprehensive re-evaluation of
Mykhailo Hrushevsky’s legacy of national service.
To this end, the newspaper published a series of
essays examining his scholarly, cultural-pedagogical,
and civic-political activities. Among the contributors
were prominent Ukrainian intellectuals such as Kost
Levytsky, Zenon Kuzelia, and Ivan Krypiakevych,
who consistently emphasized the vast scope of Hru-
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shevsky’s contributions to the modernization of vir-
tually every sphere of Ukrainian life. Taken together,
these reflections convinced Dilo’s readers of the truth
behind Roman Kupchynsky’s poignant observation
that the late historian was owed an immeasurable debt
by his people — indeed, that «the Ukrainian nation
owes him almost as much as to another Hrushevsky —
Taras» (I"anakrion Yinka, 1934), drawing a symbolic
parallel between Mykhailo Hrushevsky and Taras
Shevchenko as two foundational figures of Ukrainian
national awakening.

Dilo also drew its readers’ attention to the grow-
ing importance of memoir literature about Mykhailo
Hrushevsky, recognizing it as an essential part of
preserving his legacy. Alongside reprints of relevant
excerpts from the well-known works of Oleksandr
Lototsky and Maksym Kovalevsky, the newspaper
diligently recorded firsthand recollections of the Great
Ukrainian shared during various commemorative
events. Some of these testimonies contained infor-
mation entirely unknown to modern researchers. For
instance, during a memorial gathering of Ukrainian
émigrés in Prague on January 27, 1935, an unnamed
participant disclosed details of an alleged plan to res-
cue Hrushevsky from exile in Moscow (He cynunocs,
1935). According to his account, members of the
Western European Ukrainian diaspora had collected
funds to secure the historian’s release from Bolshevik
captivity and arrange his appointment as a lecturer
at a British university. A chair of Ukrainian history
was reportedly to be established for him, financed by
Yaroslav Makohin. However, the Soviet authorities
allegedly refused outright to permit Hrushevsky’s
departure. While such recollections understandably
invite skepticism from today’s historians, Dilo’s deci-
sion to document and publish them illustrates the deep
concern and empathy felt by the émigré community
for the fate of the «Moscow captive.» These accounts
also testify to the powerful transnational resonance
of Hrushevsky’s figure within the broader Ukrainian
diaspora of the interwar period.

Overall, the intensive efforts of Dilo’s editorial
board to memorialize the figure of the author of The
History of Ukraine-Rus’ gave rise to the formation of
a national cult of Mykhailo Hrushevsky among Gali-
cians — one comparable in influence to the already
established cults of the Kobzar (Taras Shevchenko)
and the Kamenyar (Ivan Franko). Moreover, the
newspaper’s numerous and thematically diverse
articles about Hrushevsky stimulated the emergence
of systematic Hrushevsky studies during the latter
half of the 1930s. The culmination of this scholarly
momentum was to be a dedicated 1939 thematic vol-
ume of the Notes of the Shevchenko Scientific Soci-
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ety. Unfortunately, both of these promising develop-
ments were cut short by the outbreak of World War I1
and the ensuing Sovietization of all spheres of public
life, which extinguished the independent intellectual
and cultural initiatives that had flourished around
Hrushevsky’s legacy in interwar Galicia.

In the final prewar years, Mykhailo Hrushevsky’s
name virtually disappeared from the pages of Dilo.
After marking the anniversary of his death, the news-
paper shifted its focus entirely to the pressing realities
of Ukrainian life within the Second Polish Republic
and to reflections on the mounting national challenges
amid the global tensions that world media increas-
ingly predicted would lead to war. Nonetheless,
in discussions of cultural policy within the Soviet
Union, Hrushevsky’s name occasionally resurfaced.
The Dilo editorial board repeatedly observed that the
growth of totalitarian tendencies in Soviet public life
went hand in hand with an intensifying assault on
Ukrainian culture and its most prominent figures. The
newspaper lamented that party ideologues directed
particular venom toward the memory of the distin-
guished historian, noting with sorrow the crude and
abusive tone that marked official Soviet discourse
about him (bopmak, 1938). This final period thus
marked the eclipse of Hrushevsky’s public image in
Galicia — overshadowed first by the looming catastro-
phe of war and then by the violent erasure of inde-
pendent Ukrainian culture that followed in its wake.

Conclusions. As the conducted research demon-
strates, despite Mykhailo Hrushevsky’s departure
from Galicia in 1914, Dilo continued to follow his
life and work with unwavering attention. Having
turned the page on their prewar conflict, the newspa-
per consistently informed its readers about both the
hardships and successes of its longtime contributor.
Moreover, Dilo — often at the risk of censorship and
political repercussions — boldly initiated several pub-
lic campaigns in defense of Hrushevsky’s honor and
dignity. It was also one of the very few newspapers
in the free world that consistently supported all of
the historian’s civic and creative initiatives, striving
to convey to readers the reasoning behind even his
most controversial decisions. In appreciation of such
understanding, Hrushevsky chose the Galician news-
paper as his primary platform for communication
with Ukrainians both west of the Zbruch and in the
emigrant communities abroad. Consequently, a large
share of his publications in the interwar daily press
appeared precisely in Dilo. Most importantly, Dilo’s
contributors made a monumental contribution to the
posthumous memorialization of Hrushevsky’s legacy
and to the comprehensive interpretation of his intel-
lectual heritage. Their work resulted in a substantial
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anthology of memorial Hrushevskiana, which laid the experience and analytical frameworks developed by
foundation for systematic historiographical research. Dilo’s authors proved invaluable to Ukrainian émigré
Although these processes were brutally halted fol- scholars, who in the postwar years went on to estab-
lowing the Soviet occupation of Western Ukraine, the lish the field of academic Hrushevsky studies abroad.
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