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NATIONAL INTELLIGENTSIA AND REVOLUTION:
UNRAVELLING THE POLEMICS OF THE 1917-1919
IN UKRAINIAN PERIODICALS

Hayionanvna inmenicenyis ma pegonoyisa:
OQUCKYCIsi HA CMOpIHKax yKpaincokoi nepioouxku y 19171919 pp.

The purpose of the research is to study and introduce into scientific circulation
a set of new sources contained in the pages of the Ukrainian periodicals of the
national revolution of 1917—1919. The press of that time was a tribune from
which representatives of various political movements and parties could proclaim
their political programmes or declare their views on the current state of affairs,
and propose changes for the future. Studying and analysing these statements
allows researchers to take a completely different look at the history of those
events. The methodology of the research is based on various principles of scientific
research: historicism, objectivity, and systematicity, which determined the use
of both general scientific (analytical, statistical, historical retrospective and
perspective, synthesis and analysis) and special methods of study. This makes it
possible to study historical processes and problems in a multifaceted and critical
manner, to investigate the perception of historical events by representatives of a
particular social group, and to determine the place of the «ordinary persony in the
history of the country during the transitional period of revolutionary changes. The
scientific novelty of the work lies in the study of personal reflections of individual
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representatives of the intelligentsia as a social group that assumed responsibility
for the entire country and people. The deep psychological reflections of the
intellectual elite of the society of that time make it possible to clarify their views in
the dichotomy of the «intelligentsia-peopley system, the place of the intelligentsia
in the preparation of the revolution, its place in the revolutionary events and
to outline the results of the interaction of social groups. The Conclusions. The
research has shown that even though intellectuals who considered themselves the
main organisers of the revolution, its main guiding and driving force, which was
primarily supposed to take advantage of the consequences of political and social
changes, were deeply disappointed with its results. Considering themselves the
«Messiah of the revolutiony, the intellectuals were shocked by the «ingratitude» of
the masses, who turned away from «their spiritual leaders» and did not appreciate
the «self-sacrifice» of the intelligentsia on the altar of victory. It was again faced
with two questions that always arise in times of crisis — « What to do?» and « Who
is to blame?» — to which intellectuals were unable to give answers.

Keywords: revolution; emigration; Russian intelligentsia; Ukrainian
periodicals; discussion.

Mema docnidoicenns nonsieac y 6uueHHi ma 66e0eHHi 00 HAYKOB020 00izy
KOMNILEKCY HOBUX 0dicepel, Wo 6MIileHi Ha CMOPIHKAX YKPAaiHCbKoi nepioouku
yacie nayionanvnoi pesonoyii 1917-1919 pp. Toeouacna npeca, 6yna mpubynoio
3 AKOI NPeOCMA8HUKY PISHUX NOTTMUYHUX Medill ma napmii MO2nu npo20iouLy-
samu NONIMUYHI npoepamu abo 3as861AMi NPO C80i NO2IA0U HA CYYACHUL CTNAH
Cnpas, NPONOHysamu 3MiHU Ha MatlOymHe. Busuenns ma ananis yux 3as6 0aromy
Q0CHIOHUKAM 3MO2Y 3 PIZHUX OOKI6 NO2/ISIHYmu HA icmopiio mux nooii. Memo-
007102151 O0CHIOANCEHHS IDYHIYEMbCSL HA PIZHOMAHIMHUX NPUHYUNAX. ICMOPUSMI,
00 ’eKmugHoCmi, CUCIEeMHOCII, AKI BUSHAUULU 3ACMOCY8AHHA K 3A2ANbHOHAYKO-
BUX (AHANIMUYHO20, CIIAMUCTIUYHOZ0, ICMOPUYHOT pempOoCneKmugl il nepcnex-
musu, cunmesy U ananizy), max i cneyianbHux Memoois suguents. Lle dae 3moey
PI3HOOIUHO Ma KpUmMu4Ho RIOImu 00 8UEHeHH s ICIMOPUYHUX NPOYeCie ma npo-
onem, docHioumu CnpuliHsmms iCMOPUYHUX NOOII ceped NPedCmaBHUKIE OKpemMoi
coYyianbHOl 2pynu CyCnibCmed, BUSHAYUMU MIiCye «36UHALIHOL TIOOUHILY 8 iICMOpIT
Kpainu y nepexionuti nepiod pegomoyitinux 3min Haykoea nosuzna pobomu nojis-
2ae y 00CHi0AHCeHHT 0COOUCMUX PepreKCill OKpeMux npe0CmaeHUKIe iHmeniceH-
Yii ik coylanvbHol epynu, wo 63s1a Ha cebe GIONOGIOATLHICMb 3d 6CI0 KPAiny ma
Hapoo. [uboki ncuxono2iuni po3oymu npedcmagHuKie iHmenekmyaibHol enimu
MO20UACHO20 CYCHIILCMBA OAI0Mb MOICIUBICMb 3 'ACY8AMU IXHI N02A0U 8 OU-
Xomomii cucmemu «iHmenieeHYis-Hapooy, micys inmenicenyii 8 niocomosyi pe-
sonioyii, it micyst y pesonOYIHUX NOOISX MA OKPeCIumu pe3yibmanmu 63aemMooil
coyianvHux epyn. byno ecmanoeneno: nonpu me, o npeocmasHuKy inmeiieenyii,

SIKI 86AdICATU CeDe 200BHUMU OP2AHI3AMOPAMU PesoIOYil, ii 0CHOBHOIO KEPIBHOIO
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ma pyuitiHor CUio0i0, AKa nepedycim NOGUHHA 0Y1a CKOPUCMAMUCS HACTiOKa-
MU NONIMUYHUX Ma COYIATbHUX 3MIH BUABUIUCA 2IUOOKO PO3YapO6aHi ii pe3yib-
mamamu. Beadicarouu cebe «Mecicio pesontoyiiy inmenicenyis OVia WoKo8ana
«HEBOSUHICTIOY HAPOOHUX MAC, SIKI 8i08EPHYIUCS 8I0 «CE0IX OYXOGHUX NI0epie)
ma He OYIHULU «CAMONONCEPMBYY Hmeieenyii, npuHeceny Ha 0amap nepemo-
eu. Ilepeo neio 3108y nocmanu 08a NUMAHHSL, SIKI 3A62COU BUHUKAIOMb NIO YdAC
kpus— «LLlo pobumu?» ma «Xmo eunnuily, Ha sKi NPeOCmMasHuKy inmeniceHyii
max i He 3moenu 0amu 8i0nosIoi.

Kitio4oBi ciioBa: peBomoLis; emirpaisi; pocilicbka iHTeNIreHuis; ykpaiHcbka
npeca; IUCKYCisL.

The current period of Ukraine’s historical development is inextricably linked
with the comprehensive socio-political and economic modernisation of Ukrainian
society. That is why the most educated strata of Ukrainian society are coming to
the fore and gaining in importance, as they are capable of organising and imple-
menting the planned transformations in the country, which will bring it into the
ranks of the most prosperous countries of the world community. In such circum-
stances, the study of the history of the formation of the Ukrainian intelligentsia,
its socio-cultural character, values and relations with intellectuals of other nation-
al groups in the process of historical development becomes one of the main tasks
of national historical science. The historical and political realities of the Nation-
al Liberation Revolution of 1917-1920 play an important role in these processes.

In our study, we propose the following hypothesis: revolutionary events fun-
damentally altered the role of the intelligentsia and its status within the society
of that era. The revolution precipitated a worldview crisis and resulted in a loss
of moral direction for many individuals within this social stratum. Consequently,
the intelligentsia gradually transitioned from being a progressive political force
advocating for radical change and the reformation of both the country and soci-
ety into a conservative and reactionary entity.

To check the hypothesis, we employed a combination of general scientific
methods — specifically empirical, theoretical, and complex methodologies — and
specialized research techniques. Within empirical methods, we focused on obser-
vation and comparative analysis. For complex methods, we prioritized synthesis,
analysis, and inductive and deductive reasoning, utilizing historical and logical
approaches. Generalizations characterized the theoretical aspect of our method-
ology. This integration of diverse methodologies enabled us not only to exam-
ine and analyze materials from periodicals but also to derive significant gener-
alizations and formulate comprehensive conclusions of the subject of our study.

As part of the general imperial intelligentsia and inextricably linked to the Rus-
sian intelligentsia, Ukrainian intellectuals radically diverged from their Russian
counterparts during the turbulent period of revolutionary upheaval. The revolu-
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tionary events, marked by major crises, led to civil war, the end of the Romanov
Empire and attempts to create independent national states on its ruins. During
this period, intellectuals often initiated and actively participated in revolutionary
transformations. Nevertheless, the dominant role of this social class in public life
was lost. As a result, a significant number of its representatives retreated into the
shadows and ceased to engage in active political and professional activity. The
revolution and the civil war not only split the intelligentsia as a social stratum,
but also changed the inner world of the Russian intellectuals of that time, their
system of values, forming new cultural guidelines and a new world view. Active
work and revolutionary struggle were replaced by general apathy, self-absorption
and attempts to understand the causes of failure and answer the questions of the
times. Representatives of the Russian intelligentsia, participants in the revolu-
tionary events, analysed the specific socio-economic, political and cultural con-
ditions of the society of the time and tried to give a concrete answer to the ques-
tion of why the relations between the people and the intelligentsia failed, what
was the place of the intelligentsia in the revolutionary events and what to do next.

When analysing the historiography of the problem, it should be noted that
emigrant, Soviet, and contemporary Russian historical literature is represented
by numerous monographic studies, articles in scientific periodicals, and various
types of scientific and journalistic works. The scientific research of the Soviet
period covered certain aspects of the general problem (the participation of intel-
lectuals in the revolutionary movement and the Russian Civil War, the forma-
tion of their political positions and guidelines, the development of their socio-po-
litical views, the peculiarities of their professional activity, the nature of their
everyday life and way of life). While acknowledging the great value of works
on the history of the intelligentsia of the Soviet period, it should be noted that
they were all written to establish the official ideological theory of the dictator-
ship of the proletariat. Therefore, according to many researchers, e.g. O. Boiko
(Boiiko, O. /1. 1992), D. Dontsov (donmos, /1. 2011-2016), 1. Koliada (Konsna, 1.
2006), Moskvych (Mocksuy, JI. I. 1999), Sheiko (ILleiixo, B. M. 2019), the intel-
ligentsia was always assigned a supporting, secondary role.

The historiography of modern times is characterised by a number of features
due to the qualitative changes that have taken place In Russian historiography.
There has been a radical revision of conceptual provisions, the scope of scientific
research has expanded, and research into the history of various professional groups
of intellectuals and provincial intellectuals has intensified (see: Kacbsinos, I. B.
1992, Kacbsnos, I. B. 1993, Kacbsanos, I. B. 2004; Paguyk, A. O. 2008; Sorok-
in, P. A. 2017). At the same time, it should be noted that the sphere of interest of
Russian researchers has not yet included issues related to the stay of representa-
tives of the Russian intellectual elite in the revolutionary period on the territory
of independent Ukrainian national state entities.
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Unfortunately, there is a lack of research on this issue In Ukrainian histori-
ography as well. This is due not only to the divergence of scholarly interests, but
also to a number of socio-political factors that have existed between Ukraine and
Russia since their independence.

The subject of this publication is the discussion between representatives of the
Russian emigration In Ukrainian periodicals in early 1919. The attempt by ordi-
nary emigre intellectuals to understand their place in revolutionary events turned
into a heated debate that revealed the characteristics of deviant behaviour inher-
ent in the Russian intelligentsia of the time. This debate revealed the peculiarities
of the collective consciousness of the entire social class. It revealed not only the
crisis situation of the Russian intelligentsia at that time, but also the reasons for it.

When we think of the Russian intellectuals of the 1917-1920 revolution, we
immediately recall the almost caricature-like image drawn by the writer Ivan
Bunin in his «Odessa Diaries» of 1919. The future Nobel laureate wrote, not
without irony and sarcasm: «A man on the street was screaming, with spit com-
ing out of his mouth. His eyes seemed particularly frenzied; his pince-nez was
all askew. A small tie stuck out from behind a dirty cotton collar; his waistcoat
was splattered with mud; his jacket hung from his shoulders and was too short
and tight; and his hair had dandruff and was greasy, sweaty, and disheveled. And
people kept assuring me that this repulsive individual was supposedly seized by
a “fiery selfless love for humanity” and a “thirst for beauty, justice, and good”»!
(Bynun, 1. 1998, c. 92). It should be noted, however, that not all representatives
of the Russian intelligentsia fit this type. The majority of the intelligentsia were
honest, courageous professionals, true patriots, ready to lay down their lives on
the altar of the revolution without hesitation.

The overthrow of the monarchy in February 1917 caused an extraordinary
spiritual upsurge that united society. The majority of intellectuals welcomed the
start of the revolution, which they believed would eliminate everything old and
conservative in life, culture and art, and open the way to productive work. The
reforms of the Provisional Government, such as the abolition of the estates, the
proclamation of civil liberties and the separation of church and state, initial-
ly gave hope of a gradual democratisation of society without radicalising the
struggle. However, the Provisional Government was unable to overcome the cri-
sis. The revolutionary illusions of most of the intelligentsia faded during 1917.
Disillusionment with the Provisional Government grew as it failed to live up to
the hopes of the intelligentsia. The further development of revolutionary events,
which brought the Bolsheviks to power, provoked an even more negative reac-
tion from some intellectuals.

The October Revolution and the subsequent dissolution of the Constituent
Assembly were perceived as an attempt to seize power. The Bolshevik coup and
civil war eventually split the Russian intelligentsia. Some condemned the new
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government as a destructive force that would bring death to Russia and its cul-
ture, while others fully supported the Bolsheviks. However, the largest group of
intellectuals adopted a position of non-intervention. This was due to the fact that,
on the one hand, many representatives of this group were opposed to autocracy
and did not support the political system that existed before the revolution, and,
on the other hand, they did not understand the nature of Soviet power and were

afraid of the revolutionary people. Life forced the intelligentsia either to cooperate

with the new government, compromising their principles and gradually becom-
ing Soviet employees loyal to the new regime, or to emigrate. Mistrust of the new

government, the lack of political freedoms and guarantees, and the growing scale

of the Red Terror were compounded by economic hardship, hunger and unem-
ployment. In his letters, the Russian artist Alexander Pligin, who was living and

working in Moscow in early 1918, described the situation of the intelligentsia as

«...the main thing is the loss of will and energy. But I fight, I fight hard. It’s hard,
I can’t find myself...» and then added that «the contemporary public doesn’t take

into account the artist’s desires and melancholy. I am so broke now that I have

rarely been like this before» (bapanosa, C. 1994). He was supported by the for-
mer director of the Ist St Petersburg Cadet Corps, General F. O. Gryhoriev. In

his diary for July 1918, he wrote: «Former aristocrats and intellectuals trade in

shops, cafes, ride as hares; in the tram and speculate: having bought flour from

sackers, they do not hesitate to sell it again...»".

In search of a way out of this situation, representatives of the Russian intel-
ligentsia began to leave en masse for the neighbouring Ukrainian state, where
the situation was much better at the time. This is how Arnold Goldenweiser,
an influential figure in the Jewish political movement, recalled in his memoirs:
«Everyone who could, as far as they could, rushed south to us. Kyiv, albeit for
a short time, became a real all-Russian centre. The boards of all banks, cour-
tiers and aristocratic circles came to us. They were followed by intellectu-
als — lawyers, professors, journalists. Everyone was in a hurry to get to Kyiv»
(Tonbpenseiizep, A. A. 1991). Russian intellectuals settled not only in the cap-
ital. Ivan Bunin worked in the Odesa newspaper Nashe Slovo «...which we, the
former employees of Russkoe Slovo, began to publish in March in full confi-
dence of a more or less quiet existence until we returned to Moscow». However,
the population of Ukraine did not welcome the waves of emigrants with much
joy. A contemporary of the events, V. Myakotin (Mskotus, B. 1991), recalled:
«These refugees were dominated by people with solid wealth... not restrain-
ing themselves in spending, they accelerated the process of price growth. On
this basis, the local Kyivan population grew dissatisfied with the newcomers,
and the local Ukrainian press, for its part, tried in every way to inflate such

! 3aBUyr0 CBEPCTHUKAM, CKOHYABLIMMCS /10 peBojttolmy (13 gHeBHUKoB ®. A. [puropsesa) // Poau-
Ha. 1995. Ne 8. C. 32-38.
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discontent, attributing to almost all Great Russians the blackest and most evil

designs against Little Russia, all the while persecuting these Muscovites; with

the Ukrainian; they eat in Kyiv». The relatively free life of the Russian intelli-
gentsia in Ukraine during the Hetmanate of Pavlo Skoropadskyi, who massive-
ly recruited them to the civil service, changed dramatically with the coming to

power of the Directory of the Ukrainian People’s Republic (UPR). «The time

of the Directory’s rule, which lasted only six weeks, was a time of the most
unbridled Ukrainian nationalism and Russophobiay, an eyewitness recalled.
«The use of the Russian language was not allowed, even alongside Ukraini-
any. (Tonpaenseiizep, A. A. 1991). Language discrimination was condemned

and became one of the reasons why the Russian intelligentsia did not accept
the Ukrainian revolution. Most of the Russian intelligentsia living in Ukraine

at that time continued to perceive it and the Directory regime as «...something

not real, something that cannot and does not have the right to exist separate-
ly from Great Russia». The new government of the restored UPR introduced

the «labour principle», on the basis of which a new electoral system for the

authorities was to be formed. The labour formula excluded not only the Rus-
sian intelligentsia living in Ukraine and hoping to gain political rights, but also

the Russified Ukrainian intelligentsia. The Ukrainian national intelligentsia,
which came to power as a result of the victorious anti-Hetman uprising, had a

negative attitude towards their Russian «colleagues in the shop», rightly con-
sidering them political rivals in the struggle for power in Ukraine and carriers

of anti-Ukrainian state sentiment. The unwillingness of the Great Russians to

see an independent Ukrainian state led by the national intelligentsia increas-
ingly alienated Ukrainians from the Russians.

However, from mid-January 1919, the military, political and economic situ-
ation in the UPR began to deteriorate rapidly. The Directory’s declaration of war
against Soviet Russia led to a broad offensive by Bolshevik armies in Ukraine.
Between 18 and 26 January, Red Army troops occupied Poltava, Bohuchar,
Luhansk, Konotop, Bakhmach, and Katerynoslav, and on 5 February, Kyiv. Even
earlier, on 28 January, the Directory left the capital and moved to Vinnytsia.
Together with the Directorate, the government, and the army, a significant num-
ber of intellectuals left Kyiv, «continuing the sad refugee journey», especially
those who had already experienced all the «benefits» of the Soviet system and
the horrors of the Bolshevik regime.

It was in Vinnytsia, which for a time became the new political centre of the
UPR, that representatives of the Russian intelligentsia had the opportunity and
time to reflect on the role played by intellectuals in the tumultuous revolution-
ary events. The debate erupted on the pages of the local newspaper «Podolskoye
Slovoy after an article by P. Ordynsky (Opapiackwuii, I1. 1919) with the loud title
«Pro domo sua» (Latin — in Defence of One’s Own House).
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Reflecting on the role of the intelligentsia in the history of Russia, the author
refers «to those ancient times... when social relations were so simple that agrarian
reform was conceived and implemented according to the programme of Omelyan
Pugachev — to equalise everyone with a three-armed grave», when, according to
P. Ordynsky, in the era of «broad figures and their own voicesy, the almost forgot-
ten custom of amusing oneself with an honest fist fight was born. The fight was
started by «boys-brawlers» who ran away immediately after the start. After one
side started to win, «the whole camp of shouters belonging to the fighting parties
would raise a ruckus: dibs, dibs, you can’t do that, it’s not according to the rules.
But no one paid attention to them. After the battle, the whole crowd, shouting
and screaming, hovered around the winners, trying to please them as best they
could». He goes on to write: « When I think about the role of the intelligentsia in
the history of the modern revolution, for some reason, the boys who were brawl-
ers come to mind. When the ranks of the bourgeoisie and democracy did not dare
to make the first strike, the spiritual men on both sides shouted, incited to battle
at rallies, meetings and in the newspapers. And the struggle began... the intelli-
gentsia stepped aside and declared itself neutral. They swear and spit in impo-
tent anger. The other part, a minority, tries to take part in the struggle of the titans,
running, fussing underfoot and shouting loudly. These enthusiasts... try to force
the participants of the revolution to follow the theoretical rules of the struggle,
not wanting to realise the insignificance of their efforts. The enthusiasts will die
in this struggle and will be destroyed by the victor. Whoever wins, will always
use the services of the intelligentsia, sometimes reluctantly, more often with dis-
gust and disgust. The winner is forced to do so by the situation. After all, neither
party can steer the ship of state on its own, one because of its dark ignorance, the
other because of its small numbers, laziness and unwillingness to work...». The
author concludes the article: «The last outburst of heroism and the desire to show
their right to influence in the country was the sabotage of Soviet power in Great
Russia. This struggle saw the death of the intelligentsia as a class and the split
into camps of a small handful of enthusiasts and a huge mass of neutrals whose
lives resemble Shchedrin’s wise gudgeon, full of terror for tomorrow and con-
cern about the disfavour of the powers that be. Every day a handful of enthusi-
asts are melting away and the neutral intelligentsia, which until recently was so
proud of its rank and position, is being sucked deeper into the mud of everyday
life and moral decay» (Opapiackui, I1. I1. 1919).

Undoubtedly, this publication is the result of the author’s long reflections and
experiences. However, he did not expect that he would raise a topic that was of
concern to many at the time and raise questions to which many were looking for
answers. The unexpected response generated by the article was a pleasant sur-
prise for the author. The first to respond was journalist S. Rapoport. His article
«Pygmalion and the Great Mute» was published in the next issue of Podilske Slo-
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vo of 12 March 1919 (Panonopt, C. 1919). Disagreeing with P. Ordynsky, the
author emphasises that in none of the European languages does the word «intel-
ligentsia» and «intellectual» exist in the sense that is used In Russian. While in
Europe an intellectual is someone who is engaged in intellectual work, In Rus-
sian reality, according to S. Rapoport, it is almost synonymous with a revolution-
ary. In his opinion, the Russian intelligentsia is similar to the hero of the ancient
Greek myth, the master Pygmalion, who created Galatea. In the same way, the
Russian intelligentsia «seeks, collects and revives this power of the great mute».
The great mute is a people who have been sleeping for centuries and could not
wake up. And only the intelligentsia was able to wake up the people, prepare
them and lead them. However, it so happened that «in the revolutionary drama it
was left without a role» and therefore «withdrew, retreated into its own separate
world of ideas, hopes and aspirations». This explains the passivity of the intelli-
gentsia in the revolutionary events. At the same time, he expresses the hope that
«the Russian intelligentsia will once again take on the great mission of Pygmal-
ion, the creator, and will continue to carry on its great work» (Pamomopr, C. 1919).
The next participant in the discussion was lawyer A. Polatsky, who appeared
in the next issue of the newspaper with an article «In defence of the intelligent-
sia» (Iomsiukmid, A. 1919). «You cannot turn a tragedy into vaudeville. The deep
tragedy experienced by the Russian intelligentsia must be approached cautiously,
without jokesy, the author writes, and continues to note that «the Russian intel-
ligentsia has never played the role of boys and girls. The intelligentsia did not
cheer on the fighters, it went to suffering and death for the people. Worse, it went
to terror and murder contrary to its inner convictionsy. According to the author,
the Russian intellectual had no personal life for decades. Giving all his strength
in the struggle against autocracy, the Russian intellectual gave up all the benefits
of life, but «Galatea came to life and immediately pounced and sank her claws
into Pygmalion’s body. A great gulf opened between the Russian intelligent-
sia and the Russian people. The “great mute” who had been silent for centuries
spoke, and it turned out that his language had nothing to do with the language
of the Russian intelligentsia. The people and the intelligentsia were on differ-
ent levels of culture. Their demands for the political moment diverged sharp-
ly, and their methods of struggle and self-assertion were diametrically opposed.
Worst of all, Galatea did not recognise Pygmalion himself». According to Polat-
sky (ITomstkwmid, A. 1919), the people did not appreciate the intelligentsia and its
sacrifices. In addition, the people brought the entire intelligentsia under a com-
mon denominator — «cadet» — and pushed it away from them. To overcome
this gap, the intelligentsia has two ways: either it will lower itself to the level of
the masses and then dissolve into them, or it will intensify its energy many times
over, continue its cultural work to raise the level of the masses, bring them closer
to itself and overcome the abyss on the edge of which it found itself. Stating the
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significant gap between the intelligentsia and the people, the author of the arti-
cle speaks of the practical destruction of the intelligentsia as a class, of its «fall-
ing out» of the very social structure of Russian society. The next to join the dis-
cussion was M. Germanov, who in his article «The People and the Intelligentsiax»
attempted not only to express his own thoughts, justify his view of the problem,
but also to summarise the predecessors and summarise the results of the discus-
sion (I'epmanos, M. 1919).

At the beginning of his article, he devastatingly criticises the views of the oth-
er participants in the discussion. Agreeing that the situation of the Russian intelli-
gentsia is indeed tragic, he uncompromisingly denies P. Ordynsky and S. Rapoport
that nothing can be changed, that the intelligentsia has already played its histor-
ical role and must give way to other social groups, and that its future is to serve
those who will win the revolutionary struggle. Continuing his thought, M. Ger-
manov (I'epmanoB, M. 1919) asks the question «what is the Russian intelligent-
sia» and what are the reasons for the tragic situation in which it has found itself.
Answering these questions, he states that «the Russian intelligentsia cannot be
identified with Russian revolutionaries and revolutionary circles. This is only a
part (perhaps the best part) of the entire Russian intelligentsia. The cadet is an
intellectual, as is the district doctor, the prosecutor, the excise officer who likes
to philosophise, and the endless cohort of Chekhov’s heroes. We talk about the
existence of the intelligentsia as a class. But this is actually a curiosity, a tragic
curiosity of Russian reality. And this curiosity is the source of the catastrophic
situation of the Russian intelligentsiay.

The author goes on to write that «the considerable cultural backwardness of
the masses, the deep gulf that exists between their way of life, psyche, the whole
structure and those elements that have received schooling and cultural training —
these are the reasons that led to the fact that the most heterogeneous, often oppo-
site in political views, elements were united in the imagination of the people, on
the basis of the mere sign of intelligence’s, into a single opposing class. That is
why all intellectuals are «cadetsy.

According to Germanov (I'epmanos, M. 1919), the mistake of the Russian intel-
ligentsia is that in the endless debates, where «some slogans and theories were
opposed to other theories and slogans, both of which pursued the same goal —
the people’s welfarey, it overlooked the fact that the people are absolutely indif-
ferent to the very carriers of these theories and slogans, regardless of their party
affiliation. He then adds that the people and the intelligentsia do not even have
a common language in which to speak. «In England, a lord and a simple peas-
ant have much more in common in terms of interests, concepts and words than
a Russian man and any intellectual. The Russian intelligentsia in general talked
a lot and did very little. Therefore, it was completely detached from the people.
Herzen considered this a disease. He was a prophet. But the disease turned out
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to be incurable and fatal. The people rose up and destroyed all those who spoke
alien and incomprehensible words.

Thus, the participants of the discussion tried to answer the main questions
posed by the Russian intelligentsia of the 19" and early 20" centuries: «who is to
blame» and «what to do». And while on the first question, all the authors agreed
that the intelligentsia was to blame for finding itself in such a terrible situation,
there was no unequivocal answer to the second question.

P. Ordynskyi (Opasiackuii, I1. 1919) believed that the intelligentsia had no
choice but to die in the revolutionary struggle or to join the service of the one
who would win the revolution. S. Rapoport (Panonopt, C. 1919) and A. Polatsky
(Monsikuid, A. 1919) emphasised that the intelligentsia should isolate itself from
revolutionary events, as it had fulfilled its mission, and wait until the need for it
arose again and the people called on it. The journalist M. Germanov (I'epmanos, M.
1919) could not answer this question at all. But all the participants in the discus-
sion agreed on one thing: the people did not understand and did not accept the
ideas and aspirations of the intelligentsia. The people, whom the intelligentsia
sought to wake up from several hundred years of sleep, because of their educa-
tional backwardness and cultural limitations, did not recognise the leading role
of the intelligentsia in the revolutionary processes, did not follow it, but, on the
contrary, were extremely hostile to it.

In this situation, the position taken by the conscious Ukrainian national intel-
ligentsia is of particular interest. Following the debate, an unknown author, writ-
ing under the pseudonym V. Z-ii, published an article in the newspaper «Life
of Podillya» entitled «Ukrainian Intellectuals and the Intelligentsia of Ukraine»
(3-ii1, B. 1919). He wrote: «It has been 12 months since the beginning of the rev-
olution, 20 months since the first time the slogan “organise yourselves” was heard
among the scattered common people. The intelligentsia, thanks to its understand-
ing and greater mobility, was the first to form numerous organisations. However,
their weakness and inability to work, brought up by the Russian school, led to
the fact that numerous organisations began to wither away, and by the time work-
ers and peasants formed very vigorous organisations, the intellectuals’; bodies
had already begun to wither away. Part of the reason for this was the Russifica-
tion of our intellectual commoners: when the people put their organisations on a
national Ukrainian position, our urban intelligentsia took a pan-Russian position...

Now that... the purely national intelligentsia — the Ukrainian intelligentsia —
has squeezed out and is showing extraordinary energy in the heat of creativity, in
the heat of struggle, the Russian and Russianised intelligentsia in Ukraine either
grumbles or keeps silent with gritted teeth and, in its powerless frailty, dreams
of help from the outside: it pins its last hopes, together with the bourgeoisie, on
someone. She thinks that someone will come and restore her past dominance,
maybe the Japanese, or Denikin and his “volunteers”, or the Entente with the
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famous Enno. Their last hopes are disappearing one by one, and they are stubborn-
ly dreaming, stubbornly waiting for a miracle. Poor fantasists!» (3-iif, B. 1919).
Without losing hope, the author continues to hope that «...all the intelligentsia...
in Ukraine must understand with whom they should associate. The Ukrainian
conscious intelligentsia expects the entire intelligentsia of Ukraine to show its
organising, creative state mind and to lead all nationalities of Ukraine to a better
future in full cooperation and contact. ...the non-Ukrainian democratic intelligent-
sia will not, in the name of the ideals of Russian imperialism, hinder the creative
work of Ukrainian democracy». And finally, the author emphasises that a clear-
ly defined political position of the intelligentsia will finally convince «Ukrainian
democracy... whether it can see enemies or friends in those who here in Ukraine
bear the honourable name of “intellectual workers». And the people will then
finally understand the difference between an intellectual and a «lord» — landlord.

While peasants and workers can be forgiven a little, the intelligentsia should
be demanded to do more. To whom much is given, much will be asked» (3-ii1, B.
1919).

The Bolshevik victory in the Civil War radically changed the socio-politi-
cal situation not only in Ukraine, but in almost all the territories that were part
of the former Russian Empire. The new government was distrustful of the intel-
lectual class, restricting their rights and subjecting them to repression. For many
years, the intelligentsia lost its place in the social structure of the new state. It is
not surprising that the last point in the discussion was put by the agronomist Ya.
Grin, who actively supported the Bolshevik government and its policies. In his
article «Intellectuals and Soviet Power» (I'pun, 5. 1919), he not only expressed
his position on the problem of the place and role of the intelligentsia in revolu-
tionary events, but also tried to summarise the results of the discussion and draw
conclusions for the future. He argued that: «The revolutionary path of the intelli-
gentsia, which had glorious pages in the history of the liberation movement, end-
ed before the October Revolution. At the decisive moment of the struggle... the
intelligentsia, which liked to talk about “freedom”; and the welfare of the people’s,
became hostile to the government of workers and peasants». Assessing the role
of the intelligentsia in the revolutionary processes, he emphasised its mediating
functions, reducing them to secondary and generally insignificant. «Occupying
a position between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie, the intelligentsia tried to
smooth out the sharp corners of the class struggle... by imposing a price on the
old world». That is why, in his opinion: «The intelligentsia felt superfluous in the
people’s struggle for a better lifex. In his reflections, he concluded that: «The two
years of Soviet power proved that only under the rule of the workers is it possible
to liberate mental labour, and that the intellectuals can work creatively to create a
brighter, fairer life for all, not just for the servitude of the exploiting class. There
has never been unity or common interests among the intelligentsia. Today there
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is a turning point, intellectuals who are close to the proletariat in their position
are abandoning their previous ideology and are gradually being drawn into the
circle of proletarian interests. The rest, «who do not forget anything and whom
the revolution has not taught anythingy», will be thrown into the dustbin of his-
tory, because the proletariat has eliminated the monopoly of the intelligentsia on
knowledge and is gradually beginning to learn everything itself, so it does not
need «such intelligentsiay» (I'epmanos, M. 1919). Unfortunately, Ya. Grin’s con-
clusions were quickly confirmed by the cruel reality.

To sum up, it should be emphasised that during the revolution and civil war,
the intelligentsia lost its privileged position in the structure of Russian society.
It lost not only a number of economic privileges, but also a special social status.
The loss of its dominant position led to a sharp conflict between the intelligentsia
and the authorities. The years of revolutionary turmoil led to a split in the intel-
ligentsia as a coherent social stratum. The revolution changed the inner world
of the intellectuals of that time, formed new cultural guidelines, new symbols of
their consciousness, a new system of values, and a new worldview.

Secondly, during the civil war, the phenomenon of deviant behaviour of the
intelligentsia was formed, which manifested itself in a change in the nature of the
realisation of their own potential. The intelligentsia stopped working to rebuild
society, and instead acted to destroy it, deepening the socio-political crisis. The
deviant behaviour of the Russian intelligentsia was the result of a crisis of world-
view and loss of moral guidelines. These factors, in turn, were caused by disap-
pointment with the Russian Revolution, its inconsistency with the ideal image
that generations of intellectuals had fought to embody.

The revolution also changed the collective consciousness of the intelligentsia.
A significant part of it, having compromised its principles, cooperated with the
new government, becoming the foundation of the so-called «new Soviet intel-
ligentsia». The other part, which could not come to terms with the Bolshevik
regime, increasingly felt like a victim of a social experiment, which was mani-
fested in the public consciousness in the formation of a new psychosocial com-
plex of «victimhood», joined the anti-Bolshevik struggle, or was forced to emi-
grate from Soviet Russia abroad.

Even in such a short discussion, with the participation of a few intellectuals,
in addition to rational thinking, all the negative traits inherent in the representa-
tives of the Russian intellectual elite of that time were clearly manifested: unwill-
ingness to listen and understand the opponent, criticism, attempts to impose one’s
own opinion at any cost, narrow political interests, belief in one’s messianic des-
tiny, self-absorption, detachment from life, and conformism.

The Russian intelligentsia was unable, and even unwilling, to seek compro-
mises, to take steps towards a common anti-Bolshevik struggle with represent-
atives of the national elites of the former Russian Empire. In turn, all attempts
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by representatives of the Ukrainian political leadership to win over the Russian
intelligentsia to their side were met with a blank wall of misunderstanding of the
common struggle against a common enemy. The rejection by the Great Russian
intelligentsia of the idea of creating an independent UPR and the desire of the
Ukrainian people to build their own independent state was one of the reasons for
the defeat of the national liberation revolution in Ukraine.
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THE OTAMANSHIP (1918-1919): THROUGH THE EYES
OF CONTEMPORARIES AND HISTORIANS

Omamanwuna (1918—1919 pp.): ouuma cyyacHukie ma icmopukie

Y emammi 3pobneno cnpoby npoananizysamu icmopiocpaiio omamanuuni,
suUoKpemumu ii sk yuikanohe sieuuga Yipaincokoi pesomoyii 1917-1921 pp. Pos-
SIAHYMO OMAMAHWUHY AK DI3HOBUO NPOMECTHO20 CYCNITLHO20 PYXY, CHPAMOBA-
HO20 npomu nonimuxu JJupekmopii, Kpizo npusmy CRpUtiHAmms cepeo ouesuoyia
noditl. Budineno ocoonusocmi inmepnpemayii mozouacHoi cumyayii nooanbuiu-
MU QOCHIOHUKAMU OmaManwunu, it rioepamu ma ywacnukamu. [Ipoananizosano
npayi ouesuoyis nooill ma icmopuxie npo OisibHiCMb omamanie. Buceimieno
OYIHKU CYHACHUKIB, SIKI 80HU Oanu gopmam 6opomedu Jlupexmopii 3 omaman-
WUHO ma it HacIiOKamu.

KutrouoBi ciioBa: oramaniuHa, icropiorpadis, Ykpaincbka peomtoris 1917
1921 pp., dupexropist YHP, IleTntopa, BaTaxoxk.

This article is devoted to analysing otamanship as a social phenomenon that
emerged during the period of the Directory of the Ukrainian People's Republic
(UPR) (1918—1919). The study focuses on the historiographical examination of
this phenomenon, considering the works of contemporaries of the events and his-
torians from different periods. Otamanship is characterized as a specific type of
protest movement that possessed both social-revolutionary and destructive fea-
tures. The approach to typologizing the historiography of otamanship by chronol-
ogy, geography, and the attitude of study authors toward this social phenomenon
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