
МІНІСТЕРСТВО ОСВІТИ І НАУКИ УКРАЇНИ
ДРОГОБИЦЬКИЙ ДЕРЖАВНИЙ ПЕДАГОГІЧНИЙ УНІВЕРСИТЕТ

ІМЕНІ ІВАНА ФРАНКА
MINISTRY OF EDUCATION AND SCIENCE OF UKRAINE

DROHOBYCH IVAN FRANKO STATE PEDAGOGICAL UNIVERSITY

ISSN 2519-058X (Print)
ISSN 2664-2735 (Online)

СХІДНОЄВРОПЕЙСЬКИЙ
ІСТОРИЧНИЙ ВІСНИК

EAST EUROPEAN
HISTORICAL BULLETIN

ВИПУСК 22
ISSUE 22

Дрогобич, 2022
Drohobych, 2022



Рекомендовано до друку Вченою радою
Дрогобицького державного педагогічного університету імені Івана Франка

(протокол від 24 лютого 2022 року № 3)

Наказом Міністерства освіти і науки України збірник включено до КАТЕГОРІЇ «А»  
Переліку наукових фахових видань України, в яких можуть публікуватися результати  

дисертаційних робіт на здобуття наукових ступенів доктора і
кандидата наук у галузі «ІСТОРИЧНІ НАУКИ»  

(Наказ МОН України № 358 від 15.03.2019 р., додаток 9).

DOI 10.24919/2664-2735.22

Східноєвропейський історичний вісник / [головний редактор В. Ільницький]. – Дрогобич: 
Видавничий дім «Гельветика», 2022. – Випуск 22. – 266 с.

Збірник розрахований на науковців, викладачів історії, аспірантів, докторантів, студентів  
й усіх, хто цікавиться історичним минулим.

Редакційна колегія не обов’язково поділяє позицію, висловлену авторами у статтях,  
та не несе відповідальності за достовірність наведених даних і посилань.

Головний редактор: Ільницький В. І. – д.іст.н., проф.

Відповідальний редактор: Галів М. Д. – д.пед.н., проф.

Редакційна колегія:
Манвідас Віткунас – д.і.н., доц. (Литва); Вацлав Вєжбєнєц – д.габ. з іс-

торії, проф. (Польща); Дочка Владімірова-Аладжова – д.філос. з історії  
(Болгарія); Дюра Гарді – д.філос. з історії, професор (Сербія); Дарко Даровец – д. філос.  
з історії, проф. (Італія); Дегтярьов С. І. – д.і.н., проф. (Україна); Пол Джозефсон –  
д. філос. з історії, проф. (США); Сергій Єкельчик – д. філос. з історії, доц. (Канада);  
Сергій Жук – д.і.н., проф. (США); Саня Златановіч – д.філос. з етнології та антрополо-
гії, ст. наук. спів. (Сербія); Мехмед Інбаши – д.і.н., проф. (Туреччина); Корсак Р. В. –  
д.і.н., проф. (Україна); Андрій Кравчук – д.філос., проф. (Канада); Олександр Кухіанідзе –  
д.філос., проф. (Грузія); Литвин М. Р. – д.і.н., проф. (Україна); Юрай Марусяк – д. філос. з 
історії (Словацька Республіка); Морозов А. Г. – д.і.н., проф. (Україна); Роман Новацький –  
д.габ. з історії, проф. (Польща); Падалка С. С. – д.і.н., проф. (Україна); Патриляк І.К. – д.і.н., 
проф. (Україна); Петречко О. М. – д.і.н., проф. (Україна); Потєхіна І. Д. – к.і.н., доц. (Україна); 
Рассамакін Ю. Я. – к.і.н., ст. наук. спів. (Україна); Священко З. В. – д.і.н., проф. (Україна);  
Сергійчук В. І. – д.і.н., проф. (Україна); Ситник О. М. – д.і.н., проф. (Україна); Стародубець Г. М. –  
д.і.н., проф. (Україна); Анджей Стемпнік – д.габ. з іст., проф. (Польща);  
Степанчук В. М. – д.і.н., ст. наук. спів. (Україна); Тельвак В. В. – д.і.н., проф. (Україна);  
Даніела Ля Фореста – проф. (Італія); Футала В. П. – д.і.н., проф. (Україна); Сильвестер 
Чопек – д.габ. з історії, проф. (Польща); Чучко М. К. – д.і.н., проф. (Україна);  
Шаравара Т. О. – д.і.н., проф. (Україна); Міхал Шмігель – д.і.н., доц. (Словацька Республіка).

Збірник індексується в міжнародних базах даних: 
Web of Science (Emerging Sources Citation Index), “Index Copernicus” 

(ICV 2016-50.70; 2017-71.75; 2018-86,66; 2019-88,82; 2020-100); DOI 10.24919/2664-2735.20

Статті збірника прирівнюються до публікацій у виданнях України, які включені до міжнародних  
науково-метричних баз відповідно до вимог наказу МОН України від 17 жовтня 2012 р. № 1112  

(зі змінами, внесеними наказом МОН України від 03.12.2012 р. № 1380).

Свідоцтво про державну реєстрацію друкованого засобу масової інформації
«Східноєвропейський історичний вісник» Серія КВ № 22449-12349Р від 28.12.2016 р.

Усі електронні версії статей збірника оприлюднюються на офіційній сторінці видання
http://eehb.dspu.edu.ua

Засновник і видавець – Дрогобицький державний педагогічний університет імені Івана Франка.
Адреса редакції: Дрогобицький державний педагогічний університет

імені Івана Франка, вул. Івана Франка, 24, м. Дрогобич, обл. Львівська, 82100.
тел.: (0324) 41-04-74, факс: (03244) 3-38-77, e-mail: halivm@yahoo.com

© Дрогобицький державний педагогічний
університет імені Івана Франка, 2022

© Автори статей, 2022



Recommended for publication
by Drohobych Ivan Franko State Pedagogical University Academic Council

(protocol dd. 24.02.2022 № 3)

Under the Order of the Ministry of Education and Science of Ukraine, the collection is included in 
CATEGORY “A” of the List of electronic professional publications of Ukraine authorized to publish theses  
of applicants for the degree of doctor and candidate of sciences in the field “HISTORICAL SCIENCES” 

(Order of the MES of Ukraine № 358 on 15.03.2019, Appendix 9)

DOI 10.24919/2664-2735.22

East European Historical Bulletin / [chief editor Vasyl Ilnytskyi]. – Drohobych: Publishing House  
“Helvetica”, 2022. – Issue 22. – 266 p.

This collection is meant for scholars, history lecturers, postgraduates, doctorants, students and all the read-
ership interested in historical past.

Editorial board do not necessarily refl ect the position expressed by the authors of articles, and are not 
responsible for the accuracy of the data and references.

Chief editor: Vasyl Ilnytskyi – PhD hab. (History), Professor

Executive editor: Mykola Haliv – PhD hab. (Education), Professor

Editorial Board:
Mykhailo Chuchko – PhD hab. (History), Professor (Ukraine); Sylwester Czopek – PhD hab. 

(History), Professor (Poland); Darko Darovec – PhD (History), Professor (Italy); Paul Josephson – PhD 
(History), Professor (USA); Serhii Degtyarev – PhD hab. (History), Professor (Ukraine); Daniela La 
Foresta – Professor (Italy); Vasyl Futala – PhD hab. (History), Professor (Ukraine); Đura Hardi – PhD 
(History), Professor (Serbia); Mehmet İnbaşi – PhD hab. (History), Professor (Turkey); Roman Korsak –  
PhD hab. (History), Professor (Ukraine); Andrii Krawchuk – PhD (History), Professor (Canada); 
Alexandre Kukhianidze – PhD (Philosophy), Professor (Georgia); Mykola Lytvyn – PhD hab. (History), 
Professor (Ukraine); Juraj Marušiak – Mgr., PhD (History), (Slovak Republic); Anatoliy Morozow –  
PhD hab. (History), Professor (Ukraine); Roman Nowacki – PhD hab. (History), Professor (Poland); 
Serhiy Padalka – PhD hab. (History), Professor (Ukraine); Ivan Patryliak – PhD hab. (History), 
Professor (Ukraine); Oleh Petrechko – PhD hab. (History), Professor (Ukraine); Inna Potekhina –  
PhD (History), Associate Professor (Ukraine); Yuriy Rassamakin – PhD (History), Senior Research Fellow 
(Ukraine); Volodymyr Serhiychuk – PhD hab. (History), Professor (Ukraine); Tamara Sharavara – PhD hab. 
(History), Professor (Ukraine); Michal Smigel – PhD hab. (History), Associate Professor (Slovak Republic); 
Galyna Starodubets – PhD hab. (History), Professor (Ukraine); Andrzej Stęmpnik – PhD hab. (History), 
Professor (Poland); Vadim Stepanchuk – PhD hab. (History), Senior Research Fellow (Ukraine); Olexander 
Sytnyk – PhD hab. (History), Professor (Ukraine); Vitaliy Tel’vak – PhD hab. (History), Professor (Ukraine); 
Manvydas Vitkūnas – PhD hab. (History), Associate Professor (Lithuania); Zinaida Svyaschenko –  
PhD hab. (History), Professor (Ukraine); Dochka Vladimirova-Aladzhova – PhD (History) (Bulgaria); 
Wacław Wierzbieniec – PhD hab. (History), Professor (Poland); Serhy Yekelchyk – PhD (History), Associate 
Professor (Canada); Sergei Zhuk – PhD hab. (History), Professor (USA); Sanja Zlatanović – PhD (Ethnology 
and Anthropology), Senior Researcher Associate (Serbia).

The collection is indexed in the international databases: 
Web of Science (Emerging Sources Citation Index), “Index Copernicus” 

(ICV 2016-50.70; 2017-71.75; 2018-86,66; 2019-88,82; 2020-100); DOI 10.24919/2664-2735.20

The articles are equaled to publications in Ukrainian journals entered in international scientometric databases 
in accordance with the MES of Ukraine order dd. 17 november 2012 р. No. 1112  

(amended by the MES of Ukraine order dd. 03.12.2012 No. 1380). 
Print media registration certifi cate «East European Historical Bulletin» series КV No. 22449-12349Р dd. 28.12.2016

All electronic versions of articles in the collection are available on the offi cial website edition
http://eehb.dspu.edu.ua

Founder and Publisher: Drohobych Ivan Franko State Pedagogical University.
Offi ce address: Drohobych Ivan Franko State Pedagogical University, Ivan Franko Str., 24, Drohobych, Lviv Region,

82100. tel.: (0324) 41-04-74, fax: (03244) 3-38-77, e-mail: halivm@yahoo.com

© Drohobych Ivan Franko State Pedagogical University, 2022
© Copyright by the contributors, 2022



4 Skhidnoievropeiskyi Istorychnyi Visnyk. Issue 20. 2021

Зміст

ЗМІСТ

Святослав ТЕРСЬКИЙ, Ірина ЗІНКІВ. АРХЕОЛОГІЧНІ МУЗИЧНІ 
ІНСТРУМЕНТИ З ТЕРИТОРІЇ ГАЛИЦЬКО-ВОЛИНСЬКОЇ ДЕРЖАВИ 
В КОНТЕКСТІ СЛОВ’ЯНСЬКОГО ІНСТРУМЕНТАРІЮ X – XIV ст. ............................ 8

Андрій ЦЕБЕНКО. ПРАВОСЛАВНА ЦЕРКВА В КОНТЕКСТІ  
ДЕРЖАВНО-ЦЕРКОВНИХ ПРОЦЕСІВ У ВЕЛИКОМУ КНЯЗІВСТВІ 
ЛИТОВСЬКОМУ, РУСЬКОМУ, ЖЕМАЙТІЙСЬКОМУ  
ТА КОРОЛІВСТВІ ПОЛЬСЬКОМУ (1458 – 1509) .................................................................... 24

Віталій ЩЕРБАК. ТРАНСФОРМАЦІЯ СТАНОВИЩА УКРАЇНСЬКОГО 
СЕЛЯНСТВА НАПРИКІНЦІ XVI – У ПЕРШІЙ ПОЛОВИНІ XVII ст.: 
НА ПРИКЛАДІ КИЇВСЬКОГО ВОЄВОДСТВА ......................................................................... 33

Микола КУГУТЯК, Андрій КОРОЛЬКО. ПІТРИЦЬКА ОБИТЕЛЬ:  
ВИЗНАЧНА ДУХОВНА ПАМ’ЯТКА ГАЛИЧИНИ.................................................................. 42

Вікторія ВОЛОШЕНКО. “ПУБЛІЧНІ ОБРАЗИ ВІДЧУВАННЯ”  
ДЛЯ СЕЛЯН: ОБРАЗОТВОРЧІ ЛУБКИ У КОНТЕКСТІ УКРАЇНСЬКОГО 
КУЛЬТУРНОГО ДОСВІДУ................................................................................................................... 54

Руслан КУЦИК. ПАТРІОТИ I КРИТИКИ: ІСТОРІЯ ПРО ТЕ,  
ЯК ЗМІНЮВАЛОСЯ СУСПІЛЬНЕ СПРИЙНЯТТЯ ПОДІЙ  
ПЕРШОЇ СВІТОВОЇ ВІЙНИ В РОСІЙСЬКІЙ ІМПЕРІЇ ........................................................ 64

Зінаїда СВЯЩЕНКО, Ірина ТЕРПАН. ХАРЧУВАННЯ У ВИТРАТНІЙ ЧАСТИНІ 
БЮДЖЕТІВ СЕЛЯНСЬКИХ ГОСПОДАРСТВ УКРАЇНИ В ДОБУ НЕПУ  
(1921 – 1929) ................................................................................................................................................. 82

Олександр КРАВЧУК, Наталія КУЗЬМІНЕЦЬ. ПРЕЗИДЕНТ 
ЧЕХОСЛОВАЧЧИНИ ТОМАШ ҐАРРІҐ МАСАРИК 
І УТВОРЕННЯ УКРАЇНСЬКОЇ ГОСПОДАРСЬКОЇ АКАДЕМІЇ ....................................... 91

Тетяна БОРТНІК, Юлія АРТИМИШИН. “З СОЙМУ ТА СЕНАТУ”: 
ПАРЛАМЕНТСЬКА ДІЯЛЬНІСТЬ “СЕЛЯНСЬКОГО СОЮЗУ” 1924 – 1925 рр.  
НА СТОРІНКАХ ГАЗЕТИ “НАШЕ ЖИТТЯ”  ............................................................................. 103

Сергій АДАМОВИЧ. ІНФОРМАЦІЇ ТА КРИМІНАЛЬНІ СПРАВИ  
ПОЛЬСЬКИХ ПРАВООХОРОННИХ ОРГАНІВ НА УКРАЇНЦІВ У ПЕРІОД 
ІСНУВАННЯ КАРПАТСЬКОЇ УКРАЇНИ ЯК СТАТИСТИЧНЕ ДЖЕРЕЛО ......... 115

Іван ПАТРИЛЯК, В’ячеслав ШАМРАЙ. “ВИЗВОЛИТЕЛІ”. ОБРАЗ БІЙЦІВ 
ЧЕРВОНОЇ АРМІЇ ТА СЛУЖБОВЦІВ РАДЯНСЬКОЇ АДМІНІСТРАЦІЇ  
КРІЗЬ ПРИЗМУ ЗВІТНИХ ДОКУМЕНТІВ ПІДПІЛЛЯ ОУН (1944 – 1945) ................ 127

Галина ГОРДІЄНКО, В’ячеслав ГОРДІЄНКО. ДЕРЖАВНА ПОЛІТИКА 
СОЦІАЛЬНОГО ЗАХИСТУ ІНВАЛІДІВ ВІТЧИЗНЯНОЇ ВІЙНИ  
В ПІСЛЯВОЄННІЙ УКРАЇНІ 1945 – 1950 рр. ............................................................................. 141

Ярослав СИРНИК. УКРАЇНСЬКЕ ПИТАННЯ У ПІСЛЯВОЄННІЙ ПОЛЬЩІ 
ЯК ОСОБЛИВИЙ ІНДИКАТОР РОЗУМІННЯ СКЛАДНИХ 
СУСПІЛЬНО-ПОЛІТИЧНИХ ВИКЛИКІВ СУЧАСНОСТІ................................................... 153



5ISSN 2519-058Х (Print), ISSN 2664-2735 (Online)

Зміст

Віктор ДОКАШЕНКО, Вікторія КОНЦУР. РАДЯНСЬКІ ПРОФСПІЛКИ  
ТА ВІДНОВЛЕННЯ ІНСТИТУТУ ТРУДОВИХ СПОРІВ (1953 – 1964) ........................ 164

Павло ГАЙ-НИЖНИК. ОУН(Р-Б) У 1970 – 1980-ті рр.: БАЧЕННЯ  
СУСПІЛЬНО-ПОЛІТИЧНОГО УСТРОЮ УКРАЇНСЬКОЇ ДЕРЖАВИ .......................... 178

Вадим МАШТАЛІР, Василь ШЕВЧУК. ПЕРЕМІЩЕННЯ 
ВІЙСЬКОВОСЛУЖБОВЦІВ У МЕЖАХ СПІВДРУЖНОСТІ  
НЕЗАЛЕЖНИХ ДЕРЖАВ (1991 – 1994) ........................................................................................ 194

Ігор БЕГЕЙ, Юлія ЛІВІНСЬКА. ПРИЧИНИ ВИНИКНЕННЯ  
РОСІЙСЬКО-МОЛДОВСЬКОГО КОНФЛІКТУ 1992 р. В УКРАЇНСЬКОМУ 
 ТА РОСІЙСЬКОМУ ІСТОРІОГРАФІЧНИХ ДИСКУРСАХ ........................................... 206

Аріадна СОРОКІВСЬКА-ОБІХОД, Іванна ЧОБІТ. ЗАСТОСУВАННЯ 
ІНФОРМАЦІЙНОГО ВПЛИВУ НА ЦИВІЛЬНЕ НАСЕЛЕННЯ РОСІЙСЬКОЮ 
СТОРОНОЮ У РОСІЙСЬКО-ГРУЗИНСЬКІЙ ВІЙНІ В СЕРПНІ 2008 р. ..................... 216

Надія ЛЕВИЦЬКА, Людмила ЛУЦЬ, Богдан ЯКИМОВИЧ.  
СУЧАСНІ НАУКОВІ ПІДХОДИ ДО ІСТОРИЧНОЇ 
ТА ІСТОРИКО-ПРАВОВОЇ МЕТОДОЛОГІЇ: ЗБІГИ І ПАРАЛЕЛІ ............................ 227

Анатолій МОРОЗОВ, Вікторія ГРОН. БАЧЕННЯ СУТНОСТІ  
ТРАНСФОРМАЦІЇ ТОТАЛІТАРИЗМУ НА СТАДІЇ ГЛОБАЛІЗАЦІЇ  
В СУЧАСНІЙ АНГЛОМОВНІЙ ІСТОРІОГРАФІЇ ..................................................................... 240

РЕЦЕНЗІЇ / REVIEWS

Галина ПРИСТАЙ. ПОТРЕБА ДУХОВНОГО ЛІДЕРА.  
Рецензія на монографію: Віднянський С. В., Вегеш М. М. Августин Волошин  
і Карпатська Україна в історії українського державотворення. Київ:  
НАН України, Інститут історії України, 2021. 372 с. ................................................................ 251

Світлана БІЛА, Мирослава ЗИМОМРЯ. НОВЕ ВИДАННЯ ДО ІСТОРІЇ 
КАРПАТСЬКОЇ УКРАЇНИ (1938 – 1939). Рецензія на монографію: Ярнецкі Міхал, 
Колаковскі Пьотр. “Український П’ємонт” на політичній шахівниці. Закарпаття в 
період автономії 1938 – 1939 / Переклад із польської Івана Зимомрі.  
Ужгород: Поліграфцентр “Ліра”, 2022. 384 с. ................................................................................... 257

Оксана ФРАЙТ, Наталія СИНКЕВИЧ. ЕТАПИ УКРАЇНСЬКОЇ ІСТОРІОГРАФІЇ  
У КУЛЬТУРНОМУ ТА СУСПІЛЬНО-ПОЛІТИЧНОМУ КОНТЕКСТАХ  
ХХ – ПОЧАТКУ ХХІ ст. (рецензія на монографію “Культурний простір  
української історіографії у світлі радянізації та соціокультурних трансформацій  
ХХ – початку ХХІ ст.” О. Удода та О. Яся) ................................................................................... 261



6 Skhidnoievropeiskyi Istorychnyi Visnyk. Issue 20. 2021

Contents

CONTENTS

Sviatoslav TERSKYI, Iryna ZINKIV. ARCHEOLOGICAL MUSICAL  
INSTRUMENTS FROM THE TERRITORY OF GALICIA-VOLHYNIA STATE  
AS PART OF SLAVIC INSTRUMENTS OF THE Xth – the XIVth CENTURIES ........... 8

Andrii TSEBENKO. THE ORTHODOX CHURCH IN THE CONTEXT OF STATE  
AND CHURCH DEVELOPMENT IN THE GRAND DUCHY OF LITHUANIA, 
RUTHENIA, SAMOGITIA AND THE KINGDOM OF POLAND (1458 – 1509) ............ 24

Vitalii SHCHERBAK
TRANSFORMATION OF THE SITUATION OF THE UKRAINIAN PEASANTRY  
AT THE END OF THE 16TH – THE FIRST HALF OF THE 17TH CENTURY: 
ON THE EXAMPLE OF KYIV VOIVODESHIP ........................................................................... 33

Mykola KUHUTIAK, Andrii KOROLKO. PITRYTSKY MONASTERY: 
AN OUTSTANDING SPIRITUAL MONUMENT OF GALICIA ............................................ 42

Viktoriia VOLOSHENKO. “PUBLIC IMAGES OF SENTIMENT”  
FOR PEASANTS: LUBOK PICTURES IN THE CONTEXT  
OF UKRAINIAN CULTURAL EXPERIENCE ............................................................................... 54

Ruslan KUTSYK. PATRIOTS & CRITICS: THE STORY OF HOW PUBLIC 
RECEPTIONS OF WORLD WAR I IN THE RUSSIAN EMPIRE CHANGED ................. 64

Zinaida SVYASCHENKO, Iryna TERPAN. NUTRITION IN THE EXPENDITURE 
PART OF THE BUDGETS OF THE PEASANT FARMS OF UKRAINE DURING  
THE NEP PERIOD (1921 – 1929) ........................................................................................................ 82

Oleksandr KRAVCHUK, Natalia KUZMINETS. THE PRESIDENT  
OF CZECHOSLOVAKIA TOMAŠ GARRIGUE MASARYK AND THE 
ESTABLISHMENT OF THE UKRAINIAN ACADEMY OF ECONOMICS ..................... 91

Tetiana BORTNIK, Yuliia ARTYMYSHYN. “FROM THE SEJM  
AND THE SENATE”: PARLIAMENTARY ACTIVITIES OF THE  
“SELIANSKYI SOYUZ” (“THE PEASANTS’ UNION”) OF 1924 ‒ 1925 
ON THE PAGES OF THE NEWSPAPER “NASHE ZHYTTIA” (“OUR LIFE”) .............. 103

Sergii ADAMOWYCH. INFORMATION AND CRIMINAL CASES OF POLISH LAW 
ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES AGAINST THE UKRAINIANS DURING  
THE PERIOD OF CARPATHIAN UKRAINE AS A STATISTICAL SOURCE ................. 115

Ivan PATRYLIAK, Viacheslav SHAMRAI.  “THE LIBERATORS”.  
THE RED ARMY SOLDIERS’ AND THE SOVIET ADMINISTRATION  
EMPLOYEES’ IMAGE THROUGH THE PRISM OF REPORTING DOCUMENTS  
OF THE OUN UNDERGROUND (1944 – 1945) ........................................................................... 127

Halyna HORDIYENKO, Vyacheslav HORDIYENKO. STATE POLICY  
ON SOCIAL PROTECTION FOR THE PATRIOTIC WAR INVALIDS  
IN POST-WAR UKRAINE IN 1945 – 1950 ...................................................................................... 141

Yaroslav SYRNYK. THE UKRAINIAN ISSUE IN POST-WAR POLAND 
AS A SPECIAL INDICATOR OF UNDERSTANDING THE COMPLEX 
SOCIO-POLITICAL CHALLENGES OF TODAY ........................................................................ 153



7ISSN 2519-058Х (Print), ISSN 2664-2735 (Online)

Contents

Viktor DOKASHENKO, Viktoria KONTSUR. 
THE SOVIET TRADE UNIONS AND RESUMPTION OF THE LABOR DISPUTES 
INSTITUTION (1953 ‒ 1964) ................................................................................................................ 164

Pavlo HAI-NYZHNYK.  
THE OUN(R-B) IN THE 1970s AND 1980s: A VISION OF THE SOCIO-POLITICAL 
SYSTEM OF THE UKRAINIAN STATE .......................................................................................... 178

Vadym MASHTALIR, Vasyl SHEVCHUK. RELOCATION OF SERVICEMEN  
WITHIN THE COMMONWEALTH OF INDEPENDENT STATES (1991 ‒ 1994) ......... 194

Ihor BEHEI, Yulia LIVINSKA. CAUSES OF THE RUSSIAN-MOLDOVAN 
CONFLICT OF 1992 IN UKRAINIAN AND RUSSIAN HISTORIOGRAPHICAL 
DISCOURSES .............................................................................................................................................. 206

Ariadna SOROKIVSKA-OBIKHOD, Ivanna CHOBIT. INFORMATIONAL 
INFLUENCE APPLICATION ON THE CIVILIAN POPULATION BY THE RUSSIAN 
SIDE DURING THE RUSSO-GEORGIAN WAR IN AUGUST OF 2008 ............................ 216

Nadiya LEVYTSKA, Lyudmyla LUTS, Bohdan YAKYMOVYCH. MODERN 
SCIENTIFIC APPROACHES TO HISTORICAL, HISTORICAL 
AND LEGAL METHODOLOGY: COINCIDENCES AND PARALLELS .......................... 227

Anatoliy MOROZOV, Victoria HRON. A VISION OF THE ESSENCE  
OF THE TOTALITARIANISM TRANSFORMATION AT THE STAGE  
OF GLOBALIZATION IN MODERN ENGLISH HISTORIOGRAPHY .............................. 240

РЕЦЕНЗІЇ / REVIEWS

Halyna PRYSTAI. THE NEED FOR A SPIRITUAL LEADER. 
(Review of the monograph: Stepan Vidnianskyi, Mykola Vehesh: Avgustyn Voloshyn  
and Carpathian Ukraine in the History of the Ukrainian State-Building: Kyiv:  
National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine, Institute of History of Ukraine, 2021. 372 p. 251

Svitlana BILA, Myroslava ZYMOMRYA. A NEW EDITION ON THE HISTORY  
OF CARPATHIAN UKRAINE (1938 – 1939). Review of the monograph:  
Michał Jarnecki, Piotr Kołakowski. “Ukraiński Piemont” (“Ukrainian Piedmont”)  
on the Political Arena. Zakarpattia during the Period of Autonomy in 1938 – 1939 /  
Translated from Polish by Ivan Zymomria. Uzhhorod: Polygraph Center “Lira”, 2022. 384 p. .. 257

Oksana FRAIT, Natalia SYNKEVYCH. STAGES OF UKRAINIAN 
HISTORIOGRAPHY IN CULTURAL AND SOCIO-POLITICAL CONTEXTS 
OF THE XXth – THE BEGINNING OF THE XXIst CENTURY. 
(Review of the monograph “Cultural Space of Ukrainian Historiography  
in the Light of Sovietization and Socio-Cultural Transformations  
of the XXth – the Beginning of the XXIst century”. O. Udod and O. Yas) ............................ 261



64 Skhidnoievropeiskyi Istorychnyi Visnyk. Issue 22. 2022

Ruslan KUTSYK

UDC 94(100)“1914/1918”:316.47(=161.2)
DOI 10.24919/2519-058X.22.253732

Ruslan KUTSYK
PhD (History), Assistant Professor at the Chair of Ukrainian History, Faculty of History 
and Philosophy, Borys Grinchenko Kyiv University, 13-B Marshal Tymoshenko Street,  
Kyiv, Ukraine, postal code 04212 (kutsykrr@gmail.com)

ORCID: 0000-0001-5631-9385
ResearcherID: AAA-5128-2020

Руслан КУЦИК
кандидат історичних наук, старший викладач кафедри історії України  
історико-філософського факультету Київського університету імені Бориса Грінченка, 
вул. маршала Тимошенка, 13-Б, м. Київ, Україна, індекс 04212 (kutsykrr@gmail.com)

ORCID: 0000-0001-5631-9385
ResearcherID: AAA-5128-2020

 
Bibliographic Description of the Article: Kutsyk, R. (2022). Patriots & Critics: 

the Story of how Public Receptions of World War I in the Russian Empire Changed. 
Skhidnoievropeiskyi istorychnyi visnyk [East European Historical Bulletin], 22, 64–81.  
doi: 10.24919/2519-058X.22.253732

PATRIOTS & CRITICS: THE STORY OF HOW PUBLIC RECEPTIONS 
OF WORLD WAR I IN THE RUSSIAN EMPIRE CHANGED

Abstract. The purpose of the research is to outline the main features of society’s reaction to 
the outbreak of World War I and the subsequent transformational changes in the mood of different 
population groups in the course of the war events. The methodology of the research is based on 
the principles of historicism, the effectiveness of systematic and scientific using national (analysis, 
synthesis, scientific abstraction) and special and historical (historical and comparative, retrospective 
and problematic) methods. The Scientific Novelty. For the first time the peculiarities of the moods 
of different population groups of the Ukrainian lands of the Russian Empire in 1914 – 1917 were 
comprehensively presented, taking into account not only the social status of the person, but also the age 
peculiarities and personal motives; clearly outlines the major stages of changing society’s reception 
and understanding of World War I events. The Conclusions. Therefore, the initial stage of the war was 
marked by widespread patriotism, which, despite of its “mass” nature, had a differentiated, ambivalent 
and permanent character during the years of 1914 – 1917. The majority of “ardent” patriots were 
wealthy people who, owing to their privileged and financial position avoided military service and 
practically didn’t participate in the hostilities, or representatives of ultra-monarchical circles. For 
some people the war was a way of showing their loyalty to the government, but for the others it was an 
opportunity to make money and enrich themselves. Other groups of the population were overwhelmed 
by a sense of patriotism and liberation struggle, though the main reason for this was not the love for the 
“great tsarist Motherland”, but understanding of the need to protect their “small homeland”. A similar 
vision and reception of the war was typical of the soldiers’ environment, as it was based on village 
natives. In the early years of the war, the behavior of soldiers was determined by the humble, patient, 
and self-righteous fulfillment of their military duty. Delaying the timing of the war, defeats at the front, 
increasing of the number of victims, growing economic crisis triggered a process of destabilization 
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inside the country. Distrust and dissatisfaction were spreading in the society. Negative trends began to 
show up in the army, in particular, a decline of patriotism, morale and religiosity. As a result, in 1916 – 
1917, measures, adopted by the Russian imperial government in order to control the socio-political 
situation, could no longer hide the true situation and restrain the serious transformations in the mass 
public consciousness. The increase of political activity in the national consciousness of the Ukrainians 
was a notable phenomenon. It also was one of the important preconditions for the revolutionary events 
and the development of the Ukrainian statehood in the 1917s – 1920s. 

Key words: World War I, Russian Empire, Ukrainian people, public consciousness, public mood, 
patriotism, criticism.

ПАТРІОТИ I КРИТИКИ: ІСТОРІЯ ПРО ТЕ, ЯК ЗМІНЮВАЛОСЯ СУСПІЛЬНЕ 
СПРИЙНЯТТЯ ПОДІЙ ПЕРШОЇ СВІТОВОЇ ВІЙНИ В РОСІЙСЬКІЙ ІМПЕРІЇ

Анотація. Мета статті: висвітлити основні особливості реакції суспільства на початок 
Першої світової війни та подальші трансформаційні зміни настроїв різних груп населення 
у ході воєнних подій. Методологія дослідження ґрунтується на принципах історизму, 
об’єктивності, системності і науковості із використанням загальнонаукових (аналіз, синтез) 
та спеціально-історичних (історико-порівняльний, ретроспективний, проблемний) методів. 
Наукова новизна: вперше комплексно охарактеризовано особливості настроїв різних груп 
населення українських земель Російської імперії у 1914 – 1917 рр., з урахуванням не тільки 
соціального становища людини, але й вікових особливостей та особистих мотивів; чітко 
окреслено головні етапи зміни сприйняття та розуміння суспільством подій Першої світової 
війни. Висновки. Отже, початковий етап війни відзначився широким патріотизмом, який, 
незважаючи на “масовість”, протягом 1914 – 1917 рр. мав диференційований, амбівалентний 
та перманентний характер. Переважно “ярими” патріотами були або заможні верстви 
населення, які завдяки привілейованому та фінансовому становищу могли уникнути військового 
обов’язку і практично не брати участі у військових діях, або представники ультрамонархічних 
кіл. Для одних війна виступала способом демонстрації власної лояльності до влади, а для інших – 
можливістю нажитися та збагатитися. Інші групи населення, якщо і пройнялися почуттям 
патріотизму та визвольної боротьби, то основною причиною цього була не любов до “великої 
царської Вітчизни”, а розуміння необхідності захисту власної “малої батьківщини”. Подібне 
бачення та сприйняття війни було характерним і для солдатського середовища, оскільки його 
основу становили вихідці із села. У перші роки війни поведінка солдат визначалася покірним, 
терпеливим і самовідважним виконанням військового обов’язку. Затягування термінів війни, 
поразки на фронті, збільшення кількості жертв, наростання економічної кризи запустили 
процес дестабілізації всередині країні. У суспільстві поширювалися недовіра та незадоволення. 
Серед населення розповсюджувалися чутки про зраду у вищих ешелонах влади, про шпигунів 
та німецьке засилля. Негативні тенденції проявлялися в армії, зокрема, спостерігалися спад 
патріотизму, зниження морального духу та релігійності. У підсумку, наприкінці 1916 – 
початку 1917 рр. заходи російської імперської влади щодо контролю за суспільно-політичною 
ситуацією вже не могли приховувати справжній стан справ і водночас стримувати серйозні 
трансформації у масовій суспільній свідомості. Помітним явищем стало значне зростання 
національної свідомості та політичної активності українців, що було однією із важливих 
передумов до революційних подій та розбудови власної державності у 1917 – 1920-х рр.

Ключові слова: Перша світова війна, Російська імперія, український народ, суспільна 
свідомість, суспільні настрої, патріотизм, критика.

The Problem Statement. The events of World War I caused considerable resonance 
in many countries of the world. For the first time in history, military conflict became so 
global and led to significant transformations in the socio-political and socio-economic life 
of people. Immediately after the outbreak of war, the governments of the belligerent states 
started an active propaganda campaign, which mission was to form the necessary views and 
beliefs in society for the importance of war for future peace and prosperity. The Russian 
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Empire as one of the active participants in the world conflict was no exception. The imperial 
government was well aware of the importance of information justification of country’s 
participation in the war, and needed to mobilize human resources and implement geopolitical 
goals. At the same time, the heterogeneity of society and wide multiethnic diversity made 
this process more difficult. Due to different factors, each of the population groups recepted 
and understood the surrounding events differently. For some people the war was a way of 
showing their patriotism, heroic deeds, etc., for the others, on the contrary, a great burden 
with negative consequences, the beginning of a great catastrophe. In this context, the position 
of the population of the Ukrainian lands of that time was the subject of interest, which, owing 
to their spatial affiliation with the European world and their favourable geographical position, 
occupied one of the leading positions in the socio-political, socio-economic and cultural 
environment of the Russian Empire. In addition, during the war, the Ukrainian territories 
were close to the front lines and in certain regions, such as Southwestern region, which was 
based on the provinces of Kyiv, Podillia, and Volyn, was introduced a martial law, which led 
to an active propaganda campaign and increasing of censorship control.

The Analysis of Sources and Recent Researches. Scholars have demonstrated a strong 
interest in researching the matter of the information factor and its impact on the formation of 
public consciousness during World War I over the last two decades. The population’s reaction 
to the events of the war, the nature of patriotism among different social groups, motives of 
individuals, increasing criticism and satisfaction are all gaining considerable attention. Among 
modern scientific studies undertaken in European countries (Germany, Austria-Hungary, 
the United Kingdom, France), the work of the following researchers should be brought to 
light: G. Schneider (Schneider, 1999), E. Machen (Machen, 2013), G. Tison, (Tison, 2015),  
K. Guenther (Guenther, 2017), D. Monger (Monger, 2018), S. Bonnerje (Bonnerje, 2019).

Historians place a high value on the Russian Empire as a major participant in World War 
I. The growth of articles published on the tsar government’s information policy, methods of 
propaganda and public sentiment control, military censorship, reactions of various groups 
to war events, patriotism and its manifestations, the age of discontent and criticism of the 
government, and other subjects were especially notable. As a result, we will concentrate our 
efforts solely on the work that is the most thorough of the upcoming research.

Of great interest is the monograph of a German scientist, Professor at the University of 
Cambridge Jahn Hubertus, “Patriotic Culture in Russia during World War І” (Hubertus, 1995). 
It reveals the peculiarities of the development of artistic culture, its influence on the formation 
of patriotic moods of the population and national identity. While reflecting patriotism through 
artistic means, Jahn Hubertus uses the term “patriotic culture”, which includes two aspects: 
1) patriotic activity of artists, performers, entrepreneurs; 2) the response of the audience and 
society to the works of art and the surrounding events. As a result, the researcher states that in 
1914 – 1917 the Russian patriotism had a differentiated nature, and at the same time reflected 
separate and even heterogeneous loyalties in the society (Hubertus, 1995, pp. 171–173).

In the context of our topic, Professor Eric Lohr’s scientific work “The Russian Press and the 
“Internal Peace” at the Beginning of World War I” (Lohr, 2004) is relevant. The work deals with the 
peculiarities of the functioning of the military censorship institute, the establishment of enhanced 
control over the dissemination of information and the closure of a wide range of periodicals that 
didn’t correspond to the official ideological and propaganda course of imperial power. 

After the collapse of the Soviet Union the Russian historical science received a new 
impetus, and now it contains significant scientific works on the history of public consciousness 
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and the reaction of the population of the Russian Empire to the events of the war. We should 
single out the work of the Russian researcher Elena Senyavskaya “The Image of the Enemy 
in Minds of the Participants of World War I” (Senyavskaya, 1997), which revealed the socio-
cultural and psychological specificity of the concept of “foreign” in the public consciousness 
during World War I (Senyavskaya, 1997, p. 63). Olha Porshneva’s monograph “Peasants, 
Workers, and Soldiers of Russia before and during World War I” (Porshneva, 2004) attempts 
to elucidate the basic patterns of transformation of public consciousness of the population of 
the Russian Empire under the conditions of war. The author traces the changes of stereotypes, 
values and behaviour of people. Olha Suhova’s article “World War I as a Challenge to the 
Russian Mentality: Public Moods in the Provinces in 1914 – 1917” (Suhova, 2014) is devoted 
to the formation of peasants’ social consciousness. The study points out that serious tectonic 
shifts was formed in the axiological sphere of mass consciousness, and were connected with 
the desacralization of the former main foundations of social life (Suhova, 2014, p. 130). 
The works of the Russian historian Aleksandr Astashov (2014, 2016) are thought to be 
fundamental because of their content and conclusions. They draw attention to such issues as 
the peculiarities of the motivation base and collective behavior of the military at the front, the 
main features of the psychological portrait of the soldier, the problems of moral and religious 
status in the army, reasons of reducing of their level and consequences.

Among the Ukrainian historians, the peculiarities of public mood during the war were 
analyzed by Oksana Vilshanska (2014a, 2014b). The author describes the influence of 
imperial propaganda on the formation of a public opinion of the population of the Dnieper 
Ukraine, notes the fact of the patriotic uplift among the youth in the first year of the war, and 
also outlines the specifics of the formation of a negative image of the enemy-German. The 
Ukrainian historian Ihor Kolyada tried to shed light on the general features of reaction of the 
Right-bank Ukraine’s population to the events of the war. In conclusions, the author points 
out that the mood of the population of cities at the beginning of World War I was marked by a 
significant emotional outburst, which combined interconnected patriotic uplifting with panic 
feelings of uncertainty and fear of the difficulties, created by any war (Kolyada, 2018, p. 29).

As you can see, the historiography of information processes on the territory of the Russian 
Empire during World War I has quite a large number of works. There is a noticeable increase 
in the interest of scholars in the study of consciousness and mood issues of the society. 
However, the problem of patriotism and the growing criticism on the part of the Ukrainian 
society of the events of war and power remains under-researched, which determines the 
relevance and novelty of our research.

The main place in the structure of the source base was occupied by materials of personal 
origin. In this context, the memoirs of the Ukrainian figures are informative, in particular: 
Dmytro Doroshenko (1882 – 1951) – a diplomat, historian, chairman of the Committee on 
the Southwestern Front of the All-Russian Union of Cities for Assistance to Sick and Injured 
Soldiers, Mykola Kowalewskyi (1892 – 1957) – a representative of the Ukrainian Party of 
Revolutionary Socialists, Oleksander Koshyts (1875 – 1944) – an ethnographer, composer, 
choirmaster and conductor of the Kyiv Opera. Of particular interest are the memoirs of the 
Ukrainian journalist Havrylo Hordienko (1902 – 1982), who provided a detailed overview 
of the socio-political situation of those times on the example of the provincial town of 
Oleksandrivska (present day – Zaporizhzhia, Ukraine) in Katerynoslav Governorate.

The memoirs of people, who were directly involved in the hostilities, played an important 
role in determining the public mood of the population. The memories of the Ukrainian 
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public politician Mykola Halahan (1882 – 1946), an adjutant soldier of the 20th Zaamur 
Border Regiment, have a historical value: “From My Memories (the 1880s – the 1920s): 
Documentary and artistic publication” (2005). These memoirs show the socio-political 
position of the military, their attitude to war and government. Also the memoirs of General, 
Commander-in-Chief of the Russian Army of the Southwestern Front, Aleksei Brusilov 
(1853 – 1926) were useful in our research. Of particular interest are the memories of the 
last Protopresbyter of the military and naval clergy of the Russian Empire, Father Georgiy 
Shavelskiy (1871 – 1951), who during the war was responsible for the pastoral service of 
priests at the front, and directly observed the mood among soldiers. 

Along with memories, epistolary documents are valuable sources. Among the processed 
materials we highlight the letters of Leonid Zhebunov (1851 – 1919), a Ukrainian statesman, 
public activist and member of public organization “Prosvita”, an employee of the well-known 
Ukrainian newspaper “Rada”, former head of the Gendarme Administration of Galicia that 
was occupied by the Russian army (1915), to another well-known Ukrainian activist Yevhen 
Chykalenko (1861 – 1929), an active initiator of the creation of a secret political and public 
organization Society of the Ukrainian Progressionists (1908), a philanthropist, publisher of 
a newspaper “Rada”. These letters cover the events of 1907 – 1919 and vividly reflect the 
views and moods of the Ukrainian intelligentsia of that time.

In the work we also used the materials of the Central State Historical Archives of Ukraine 
in Kyiv (CSHAUK), the State Archives of Kyiv Oblast (SAKO) and the State Archives of the 
Khmelnytskyi Oblast (SAKhO).

The Purpose of Publication is to outline the main features of society’s reaction to the 
outbreak of World War I and the subsequent transformational changes in the mood of different 
population groups in the course of war events.

The Main Material Statement. In the Russian Empire, unlike the great countries of 
the Western world, ideological and psychological preparation for war, which could have a 
profound effect on the mass consciousness, was not carried on. In fact, the society had no 
idea of Russia’s place in the coming struggle, nor of its potential external opponent. The 
development of the ideological justification for the Russian Empire’s involvement in the 
world war began only after its entry into conflict on July 19, 1914, and was conducted, as in 
other countries, from the standpoint of protecting its land, its people, its indigenous interests 
and values against the encroachment of hostile states (Porshneva, 2004, p. 87). In this regard, 
Commander-in-Chief of the Russian Imperial Army of the Southwestern Front, General 
Aleksei Brusilov wrote in his memoirs: “The government omitted or didn`t allow the moral 
preparation of the people for the inevitable European war. If any commander in the army 
wanted to explain to his subordinates that our main enemy was the German, that he was going 
to attack us and that we should be ready to repel him, then this gentleman was immediately 
expelled or brought to court. Even a schoolteacher couldn’t talk about it, because he would 
be considered as dangerous pan-Slavist, an ardent revolutionary...” (Brusilov, 2013, p. 73).

The Russian Emperor Nicholas II outlined the main reasons and nature of Russia’s 
involvement in the European conflict in his manifestos (20 and 26 July, 1914) for the 
declaration of war with Germany and Austria-Hungary: protection of the territories of the 
country, its honor, dignity, position among the great states, as well as “single-blooded and 
single-minded Slav brothers” (Porshneva, 2004, p. 87). However, it is clear that, in reality, 
the outbreak of war was driven by the geopolitical plans of the imperial government, which 
foresaw the expansion of territories and the strengthening of spheres of influence in the world.
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After the declaration of war, the authorities took a number of measures to control the 
public mood of the population. On July 20, 1914, Nicholas II issued a decree to the Senate. 
According to it the empire put into effect the “Temporary Provisions on Military Censorship”, 
and the Minister of the Interior was given the right to ban the dissemination of information 
related to Russia’s foreign security or its armed forces (CSHAUK, f. 316, d. 1, c. 21, p. 290). 
According to the “Temporary Provisions...”, the main task of military censorship was to 
prevent the publication and distribution of information that could harm the military interests 
of the state during the mobilization of the army and the war by printed, postal, telegraphic 
means, speeches and reports (CSHAUK, f. 442, d. 864, c. 296, p. 166).

On August 15, 1914, Kyiv Governor General Fyodor Trepov published a binding 
resolution, which banned the retailing of newspapers, leaflets, weekly and monthly magazines 
that didn`t have the “Censorship Allowed” stamp, except those published in St. Petersburg 
or Warsaw. The legislation provided an appropriate punishment if the order wasn’t fulfilled: 
imprisonment in a prison or fortress for up to three months, or a fine of up to three thousand 
rubles (SAKhO, f. 292, d. 1, c. 359, p. 22). 

On December 15, 1914, the Main Department of the Press at the Ministry of the Interior 
issued a circular to the local governors, which forbade to place any articles or drawings 
concerning persons of the imperial family in the media without official permission. 
(CSHAUK, f. 1600 d. 1, c. 549, p. 131). The adoption of such measures intended to prevent 
the dissemination of information that could have a negative impact on the authority of the 
emperor and his family among the population. 

It was an important task of the government to hide the negative facts about the events at 
the front and within the country. According to the circular of the General Directorate of the 
General Staff (August 28, 1914), addressed to the headquarters of Kyiv Military District, it 
was forbidden to publish any information about military events that could have a negative 
impact on readers in printed media (CSHAUK, f. 1600, d. 1, c. 549, p. 12). Thus, according 
to the List of testimonies and images, which composed Russia’s military secret (September 
13, 1914), Paragraphs 22 and 24 prohibited the information on the loss of personnel, the 
unrest among the population on occupied territories, catastrophes, epidemics, explosions and 
fires in military units and institutions and naval agencies (CSHAUK, f. 278, d. 2, c. 6, p. 46).

In addition to concealment of information of military importance, it was also forbidden 
to disseminate any negative facts about the internal situation of the state. In the Telegram 
of the Minister of the Interior dated March 15, 1915, addressed to local governors, it was 
reported that the editors were prohibited from posting evidence of strikes in newspapers, as 
this could adversely affect workers’ mood (CSHAUK, f. 1600, d. 1, c. 549, p. 160). Also, it 
was forbidden to publish information about national, ration or other unrests in printed media 
(CSHAUK, f. 295, d. 1, c. 485, p. 98).

Thus, the country had a strong regime of control over the whole socio-political situation, 
and perhaps the most severe, compared to other belligerent countries. Such policy of the 
imperial government was aimed at providing information isolation of the society and for a 
certain time allowed to maintain the effect of “positive atmosphere in the air.”

The fact that Germany was the first to declare war on the Russian Empire, contributed 
to the formation of reception mechanisms of fair, defensive and necessary war to stop 
the German aggression. Due to the increased censorship control and active information 
propaganda at the initial stage of the struggle, a general patriotic rise was achieved among 
a large part of the population. In this regard, the Ukrainian researcher Oksana Vilshanska 
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notes that the beginning of World War I was marked by a remarkable cohesion of the society, 
regardless of social or national affiliation or even political views (Vilshanska, 2014a, p. 441).

However, it should be noted that each of the social groups recepted and experienced war 
differently. In one of their works, the Ukrainian researchers Oleksandr Reient and Olena 
Serdiuk point out that “patriotic rhetoric calls to “strengthen the unity of the king with 
people” were shown only by the representatives of the ruling classes and urban segments of 
population” (Reient and Serdiuk, 2004, p. 8). Thus, the most “active” and “fairly talkative” 
patriots were either wealthy people who, due to their privileged and financial status, avoided 
military service and didn’t participate in the hostilities, or those who wished to show their 
loyalty to the empire for the sake of profit. The Ukrainian journalist Havrylo Hordienko, a 
native of Alexandrivska city (Katerynoslav Governorate), wrote in his memoirs about this: 
“Wounded people from Galicia were brought to the hospitals in Alexandrivska. The first 
sanitary train was greeted almost as winners in laurel wreaths! … The so-called “patriotic 
youth”, I mean high school students, and mostly the Jews, who persistently “juggled” 
[manipulated] the fact that they were “patriotic youth” rushed to carry the wounded from the 
wagons. But it is not surprising, because the real Russian should not emphasize in his country 
that he is Russian! And someone else has to do it! The patriotic youth may have met the 
second and third sanitary train, and later there was no trace of it.” (Hordienko, 1976, p. 87).

The “ardent” patriots were representatives of the Russian monarchical and ultranational 
organizations who succeeded after the revolutionary event of 1905 – 1907 and were called 
“The Black Hundred”. A famous Ukrainian composer and conductor Oleksander Koshyts 
mentioned the following in his memoirs about the situation in Kyiv: “During the daytime 
audition, a crowd of Black Hundreds burst into the garden with a shout and a song “God, save 
the tsar of ours”, interrupted us and the symphony orchestra, forced them to play the anthem 
with no end, began to make patriotic rallies, etc. It was no longer about the audition. We 
left everything and walked outside. People with furious faces were carrying a poor officer, 
and the policemen were already chasing the innocent people, administratively arrested the 
Germans and other foreigners to the Russian calaboose [prison]. In a word, it started as 
suddenly as plague...” (Koshyts, 1948, p. 190).

Usually in cities patriotism had collective nature and appeared in two most common 
forms: 1) holding festive events and demonstrations; 2) organizing charity events for the 
benefit of the army and war victims. The first form was mainly declarative and propagandistic, 
but the second was rational, since the need for money and food during the war didn`t lose its 
relevance. There were also cases of individual patriotism. A journalist Havrylo Hordienko 
wrote: “There were exceptional demonstrations of patriotism. For example, landowner 
Ivanenko from Andrievka village, at his own expense bought boots, beautiful cloth pants and 
soldier’s blouses for a thousand soldiers. It surprised me then, and will always be surprising 
that in such a “backward” Russia, in the county town of Aleksandrivska, such stocks of 
military clothes and shoes were found within a couple of days!” (Hordienko, 1976, p. 84).

During the war there were situations when students, while in a state of patriotic uplift 
and with no understanding of the seriousness of the problem, escaped to the front. Havrylo 
Hordienko wrote: “…In 1914, in the anniversary of the capture of Paris, a solemn event was 
organized at the Higher Primary School. Pupils of all classes came to the large school hall, 
the teachers were dressed in formal shirts with orders they had, and the school inspector 
Gavriil Vasylovych Krasnyanskiy and another senior teacher had swords with them... we 
have never seen such a parade again. The inspector said the opening statement about the 
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events of 1914, one of the teachers spoke more about the progress of the Napoleonic War of 
1812 – 1814. After that, the school spiritual orchestra played cheerful marches. In the end, we 
all sang the hymn “God, save the tsar” and left the event with a patriotic delight. And soon 
one or two students “fled to war!” Such stunts we had back then.” (Hordienko, 1976, p. 62).

As we can see, patriotism among the urban population had rather ambivalent and marginal 
nature. The greater part of society was overwhelmed by a sense of patriotism and liberation 
struggle, though the main reason for this was not the desire to show their loyalty to the 
authorities and once again to be distinguished, but understanding of the need to protect their 
home from the enemy. This was especially relevant for the peasant environment.

The archetypal basis of the peasants’ attitude to the war was a permanent sense of their 
indefinable dependence on natural and social forces. This generated a fatalistic worldview, 
within which God was recepted as destiny, judgment, but on the contrary, the course of events 
of a natural or social nature was regarded as the unfolding of providential divine will. Because 
of this the war for peasants was a kind of unacceptable natural cataclysm, a punishment sent 
by God (Porshneva, 2004, p. 88). In such situation, the rural population became a “hostage” to 
their own narrow outlook. Due to the difficult financial situation, ignorance and information 
isolation, geopolitical interests of Russia and the personal claims of tsar were almost alien to 
a common peasant. His outlook was limited by his native village and the local district, and 
therefore, the main identifier that determined patriotism and peasant’s involvement in the 
war, was not the awareness of personal responsibility for protecting “Great” Russia, but the 
fear for his own home and family, as well as a sense of love for his native land – places where 
he was born, grew up and worked all his life.

At the initial stage of the war, patriotism was widespread among the peasants. Last but 
not the least, the stories of the heroic deeds of the soldiers and the first successes on the front 
line played a significant role. In one of the then publications in the newspaper “Kievskaya 
zemskaya gazeta” (August 29, 1914) was noted: “Rumors about the heroic deeds of our troops 
and the Cossacks soon started to spread in the village [Kryve of Skvyra County] and greatly 
inspired the population. Everyone has a warlike spirit and now they are only talking about the 
destruction of the Austrian and the German states” (Vojna i derevnya, 1914, August 29, p. 15).

Peasant patriotism appeared in various forms. First of all, it was material assistance to the 
front. At the beginning of the war people in the villages began to organize donations of bread 
and other supplies for the needs of the army. Such events had a massive nature in the fall 
(1914), so the Council of Ministers set a limit on donations: no more than 1/5 of personal stock 
or capital. Rural communities provided money for the treatment of sick and wounded soldiers. 
Peasant girls knitted and sewed warm clothes for the soldiers (Porshneva, 2004, p. 88).

It should be added that the peasantry was the main reserve for the replenishment of the 
Russian army: from 15.8 million people mobilized until autumn of 1917, more than 12.8 
million were taken from villages (Porshneva, 2004, p. 90). Since the troops were based on 
village origin, the attitude of soldiers at the beginning of the war was almost similar to the 
attitude of peasants. A researcher Olha Porshneva notes that it was the peasant component 
of the army’s body that allowed the commanders to have full and uncontrolled power over 
the lower ranks. The soldiers were ready to entrust themselves to the full authority of the 
commanders if they, in return, as was customary in the authoritarian-patriarchal system of 
relations, would not only be responsible for their actions, but also show genuine parental 
concern for them. This axiom of consciousness of the peasant-soldier was the basis of their 
psychological perception of military service (Porshneva, 2004, p. 177). This leads to two basic 
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facts: first, for most soldiers and peasants-soldiers, the declared geopolitical goals of Russia 
in the war were incomprehensible and unacceptable; secondly, the words of the military 
commanders had considerable authority and, usually, weren’t criticized. No wonder that such 
informational method as “appeal to authority” were used in media. In order to motivate and 
form the desired position in the war for the readers, the editors of the publications often 
posted texts or passages of the commanders’ speeches.

A sense of “popular support” played a significant role in supporting the morale and fighting 
spirit of the soldiers; they believed that they are remembered at home and would get assistance 
in every possible way. One of the authors of that time wrote in the military front newspaper 
“Armeiski Vestnik”: “The ordinary citizen... sends his gifts and donations to the soldiers willingly, 
joyfully or just by inertia, and probably doesn`t suspect what he is doing. For him it’s always a 
trifle… But in these little things a soldier feels that he isn`t abandoned, torn off or left alone… 
Different gifts were handed out to officers, who returned on their positions. So many emotions, 
delight, joy! One soldier was given a shirt with embroidery: “From a high school student Shura 
[Olexandra] – from Poltava”, and in a sleeve was a note filled with pleasant words. The soldier 
gone crazy from delight, he was jumping, bragging about it ... Every little thing a soldier gets, acts 
like an electric current... A great power of spirit is born – a force that pushes forward for amazing 
feats, for immortal courage and for the victory” (Novitskiy, 1916, February 9, p. 4).

It should be noted that there were also certain age and personality traits that influenced the 
soldiers’ position at the beginning of the war. The young unmarried boys recepted the war as a 
fighting adventure that could tear them away from the routine and everyday life without being 
aware of the basic nature of the problem and its consequences. Protopresbyter of the military 
and naval clergy Father Georgiy Shavelskiy stated in his memoirs: “… He [a Russian soldier] 
considered to be his duty to continually show courage, often unnecessarily put his life at risk, 
and sometimes die to no avail. His motto was: I’ll die for the tsar and the motherland. There 
was a serious defect in the mood and ideology of our officers, which wasn’t noticed. …It was 
often known, that a soldier, ready to lay down his life at any moment, developed some kind of 
nonchalance and careless attitude to the real battle situation, to military experience and science. 
He was fascinated by psychosis of heroism. The ideal of heroic deed of death overshadowed his 
ideal of victory. It was very dangerous thing for the affair” (Shavelskiy, 1954).

The family soldiers and masters were usually depressed, and felt only oppression and 
despair. When sent to the front and during breaks between battles, soldiers sang mournful and 
gloomy songs in hospitals. This depressed psychological condition was caused by a number 
of factors: a fatalistic view of war as God’s punishment for sins and a natural cataclysm which 
had no salvation; historical memory of the spilled blood in the previous wars of imperial 
Russia, when the government tried to compensate for the enemy’s military and technical 
superiority by the size of its infantry; the psychology of waiting for the unknown (Porshneva, 
2004, рp. 179–180). In addition, these factors were compounded by sorrow and grief over 
their own families, family homes and lands that were actually left behind.

Owing to active enthusiasm, patriotism, a large number of troops, despite the backward 
material base, during the first period of the war the Russian army managed to carry out a 
number of victorious operations, occupied part of Eastern Galicia, Bukovina, Transcarpathia 
and retained the wide front line. But such success, gained by colossal human sacrifices and 
material destruction, was temporary. Later the situation in the country and at the front got 
worse. There was a clear dissonance between what the government and media claimed and 
what was happening in reality.
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Even before the war, many people realized that war would bring significant problems 
and troubles to every day’s life. The Ukrainian historian, a chairman of the Committee of 
the Southwestern Front of the All-Russian Union of Cities for Assistance to Sick and Injured 
Soldiers Dmytro Doroshenko wrote in his memoirs: “The mood among Kyiv Ukrainians was 
very depressive. Everyone expected the greatest disaster because of this war, especially if it 
goes well for the Muscovites. Hopelessness and despair took over people when they thought 
that these shackles for the Ukrainian life were forged by the Ukrainian hands, watered by the 
Ukrainian tears.” (Doroshenko, 1969, p. 22).

Austrian researcher Hannes Leidinger notes that “hurray-patriotism” at the beginning of 
World War I, which, despite all efforts, was accepted mostly by small sections of the urban 
population and the “patriotic” Duma, which the monarch and his advisers treated critically 
and simply had to tolerate with it’s existence, hid the problems of the country, but only for 
a while (Dornik et al., 2015, p. 510). Within a year of the hostilities, public mood changed 
dramatically. Appeared a rethinking of the events of the war and a new understanding of its 
catastrophic consequences. Some part of the Ukrainian intelligentsia was overwhelmed by 
a depressive mood. Leonid Zhebunov wrote in his letter to Yevhen Chykalenko (September 
4, 1915): “There is a kind of horror in my soul, an invincible burden that crushes my heart, 
because a real catastrophe has come, a universal catastrophe that has embraced half of the 
world... The main horror for me is that all those moral values produced by science, art and 
life, achieved by thousands of years of hard work and brilliant thought – are broken down, 
crushed. Not to mention the destruction of material goods. It will be renewed, but what about 
the moral laws or habits? Where did they go, and what will be established instead of them, 
how will this blizzard be stopped?! Sometimes I think – the faith in human progress is lost...” 
(Starovoitenko, 2005, pp. 188–189).

The socio-political situation became more complicated with every year. The factional 
strives in the Duma sharpened, left and right factions began to calculate how many heroes 
they had in each faction. There was a growing desire among men to avoid mobilization. The 
difficult economic situation and disappointing news from the front deprived the euphoria 
of society that prevailed in the first days and months of the war. The average citizens were 
forced to earn sufficient resources for livelihood in difficult conditions. The residents of the 
cities were worried about the lack of apartments, the shortage of basic necessities, fuel, the 
constant increase in prices, problems with transport (Vilshanska, 2014b, p. 65). Messages 
about making wrong decisions, corruption, and “preying on the war”, as well as talks and 
rumors about the arrest of “rebels”, who dared to express their indignation, dispelled the 
illusions even further (Dornik et al., 2015, p. 36) 

The mentioned above father Georgiy Shavel’skij, wrote in his memoirs: “At that time we 
didn’t want to think about the power of the enemy, our own unpreparedness, the various and 
countless sacrifices that war would require, flows of blood and millions of deaths… Everyone 
– young and old, both light-hearted and wise – eagerly wandered into this dreaded, unknown 
future, as if only in the flow of suffering and blood we could find our happiness. This mood 
didn’t weaken during the months of the war, until our defects appeared on the front, and 
required many sacrifices” (Shavelskiy, 1954).

The retreat of the Russian army in the spring – summer of 1915 clearly demonstrated the 
large-scale miscalculations in the country’s preparation for war, the organization of the army 
supply, ammunition and uniforms, the consequences of the inconsistency and incompetence 
of military and civilian power. Since the beginning of the war, Russia suffered the greatest 
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losses among the armies of the belligerent states: about 3.5 million people were killed, 
wounded and captured, including 300 thousand killed, 1.5 million captured, and the officer 
corps lost 45 thousand people (Porshneva, 2004, p. 103). Such factors began the process of 
destabilizing the situation in the country and rethinking of the events, that happened lately. 

Rumors about betrayal at the highest government levels, spies and German domination 
began to spread among the population. There were reports of mass dissatisfaction from army 
officers, who blamed the Ministry of Defense for the lack of ammunition. As a result, in order to 
reassure society, on June 12, 1915 the emperor decided to dismiss Minister of Defense Vladimir 
Sukhomlinov. Along with him some people lost their posts, such as: Minister of the Interior 
Nikolay Maklakov (June 6), Chief Prosecutor of the Holy Synod Vladimir Sabler (July 5), 
Minister of Justice Ivan Shcheglovitov (July 6). Their places were taken by: Minister of the 
Interior – Nikolai Shcherbatov, Minister of Justice – Aleksei Khvostov, Chief Prosecutor – 
Aleksandr Samarin, and Minister of Defense – Aleksei Polivanov (Oldenburg, 1949, p. 171).

The change of ministers and the convocation of the State Duma on July 19, 1915 were 
accepted positively by society, because it brought hope for better changes in the army. But at 
the same time, these actions didn`t just calm people down, but created the desire for further, 
greater changes. People believed that those reforms, which were refused by government in 
peacetime, could be achieved in time of war. Misunderstanding between the state and society 
was growing bigger: the emperor considered it necessary for the purposes of war to concentrate 
power in his hands and to govern through people whom he could trust; for him the popularity 
or non-popularity of these people among the population didn`t play a special role. On the other 
hand, the society believed that the moment had come, and it was given the opportunity not only 
to “throw off” but also to “appoint” its own ministers (Oldenburg, 1949, p. 172). The society’s 
need and understanding of importance of changes were increasing every day. 

The involvement of the Russian Empire in the war and its negative effects had intensified 
the process of spreading of negative rumors about members of the monarch family, betrayal 
of its members, and the desire to make peace with the enemy. Father Georgiy Shavelskiy 
mentioned: “Two or three months after the start of the war, when the front ...endured many 
trials, when both the power of the enemy and our unpreparedness were seen, when the future 
of the war stopped to be cloudless, – at this time rumors about the Empress leaning toward 
the peace with Germans spread across the front. And these rumors confused everyone more 
than reports of terrible failures at the front. Under the influence of the general mood, I had to 
write a letter to Anna Vyrubova [maid of honor of Empress Alexandra Fedorivna], asking her 
to influence the Empress with all her might, to dissuade her from thinking about premature 
peace” (Shavelskiy, 1954).

Emperor Nicholas II was increasingly criticized and discredited. The slogan of 1914 
about “unity of people with the king” lost its relevance and went against public opinion. The 
emperor was accused of treason and major problems, and from the defender of the state turned 
into responsible person for such difficult situation. A separate consequence of this situation 
was the gradual destruction of the sacred image of the monarch in the public consciousness. 
The emperor lost the status of “God’s anointed” and turned into an ordinary government 
official, whose actions can be criticized, questioned and even condemned. 

The press became bolder and more critical, and destroyed the established foundations of 
imperial traditions in its information material. The Moscow security chief stated in his report 
(October 23, 1916), that the press vigorously undermined the authority of the government, the 
spirit of society and optimism. He noted that sensations, which showed problems at the front and 
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at the home front, induced people to stock up on food and other goods, which ultimately increased 
the atmosphere of the crisis. In addition, the press hinted at the betrayal of the royal family. In the 
last months of the empire’s existence, the “attacks” of journalists increased, merging with more or 
less fantastic rumors of crisis, defeat, corruption and betrayal (Daly, 2001, p. 40). 

Negative trends began to show up in the army. The prolongation of the war, the decline 
of patriotism and morale were the reasons for the spread of such phenomena as the refusal 
of soldiers to fulfill order about the offensive and the voluntary imprisonment. According to 
Russian researcher Aleksandr Astashov, during World War I, the surrender of soldiers in the 
Russian army became massive. This was especially noticeable during and after the “Great 
Retreat” in the summer of 1915 (Astashov, 2014, рp. 416–418). 

Frustration and reluctance to continue the war were spreading among the soldiers’ corps. 
The negative consequence of this was the spread of such phenomena as desertion. The 
famous Ukrainian public politician and diplomat Mykola Halahan, who was mobilized to 
the ranks of the Russian army from the first days of the war and performed the functions of a 
regimental adjutant and personally saw the peculiarities of the occupation of Eastern Galicia, 
wrote in his memoirs: “…The signs of internal decomposition in the army were seen in 1915. 
The barometer of this phenomenon was desertion. In 1916 it became already a mass thing, 
there were more than a million deserters.” (Halahan, 2005, p. 189).

In total, according to official data, from the start of hostilities in 1914 until the February 
Revolution, about 195 000 people deserted from the Russian army. However, this data isn’t 
reliable, because the government usually downplayed the figures. In addition, it’s not entirely 
clear by what principle the calculation was made and who was included in the general list: 
only those who were caught and brought to tribunal, or those who weren’t caught or were 
fugitives. Today, the majority of the researchers refer to testimony of former State Duma 
Chairman Mikhail Rodzianko, according to which, from the beginning of the hostilities in 
1914 to the February Revolution, there were about 1.5 million deserters in the Russian army, 
including captured and fugitives (Astashov, 2014, pp. 475–480).

Along with desertion, self-injury spread in the army. The average number of upper 
extremity injuries in the Russian army in previous military conflicts was 25–35% of the total. 
However, during World War I, this number had reached 45–55.8%, which was 10–15% more 
than usual. In general, the number of people who harmed themselves in the period of 1914 – 
1917 was about 200–350 000 (Astashov, 2014, p. 42).

With each passing year, more and more petty officers tried to avoid engaging in military 
action by sitting in the rear. Such evaders were commonly called “zapilnyky” (clandestines) 
and “shkurnyky” (tradesmen, mercantilists, egoists). As a consequence, unskilled officers 
who had neither experience nor sufficient practice and little understanding of military affairs, 
were sent to the front instead of them. Mykola Halahan wrote in his memoirs: “… There were 
more and more typical “zapilnyky” and “shkurnyky” that didn`t have any desire to “smell 
gunpowder”… There were some stubborn “zapilnyky” nobody could pull out from their 
well-settled places, even by the end of the war… The poor students and teachers, who had to 
become Warrant Officers during 6 or 8 months and were poorly prepared for the duties of the 
petty officers, were ruthlessly driven to the front because they were stepchildren, but “their 
brother” (staff officer) was kept in the rear.” (Halahan, 2005, p. 184).

In order to avoid military service and engagement in combat, some officers resorted to 
simulations, pretending to be seriously ill. Mykola Halahan, who was repeatedly mentioned 
in our work, wrote: “… It was especially unpleasant to look at the “shall-shocked” simulants 
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and the so-called “wounded in the little finger”. They were ardent supporters of the “war to 
the end,” but didn’t fight by themselves... Of course, from the perspective of people it`s easy 
to understand that nobody wants to die. But to see the figure of a simulant-shkurnyk from 
senior staff, who screams about “the war to a victorious end,” but hides in the rear – is more 
than unpleasant” (Halahan, 2005, p. 184).

Fighting failures, hunger, bad uniforms, infectious diseases, as well as rumors of betrayal 
of the king and queen dramatically reduced the level of “trenchant religiosity”. Hope for God, 
faith in the power of prayer and the protective power of the cross were all gone. More and 
more soldiers had an anti-Church mood, religious kindness was supplanted by cynical views on 
faith, and “loss of soul” turned into drunkenness, depression, and open blasphemy. There were 
cases when soldiers burned crosses on mass graves. The religious-protest mood of the front-line 
soldiers escalated: in 1915 priests and the church were sometimes accused of retreating from 
the commandments of Christ, but in 1916 there were mass evasions from the performance of 
religious ceremonies, which were transformed even into the denial of God. The image of the 
priest-hero, who encouraged people to deeds by the cross, in the minds of soldiers changed into 
image of priests with “traditional” flaws (Petrov, 2014, p. 482). It is clear that the need for faith 
didn’t disappeare, but its significance has decreased significantly since 1914.

With each passing year, incidents of anti-war and anti-government agitation by former 
soldiers, who returned home from the front, have increased. This phenomenon was especially 
widespread at the end of 1916 – the beginning of 1917. Such information was written in the 
prescription of the Chief of Podilskyi Governorate Gendarmerie Administration of January 
24, 1917: “Commanders, as well as formerly wounded lower ranks, when coming from 
the front on vacation and on other occasions, propagandize against the war and call on the 
population to disobey the law and the government. I would like to draw attention to this 
phenomenon ... to clarify the agitators and to take the necessary measures in time to stop this 
propaganda” (CSHAUK, f. 301, d. 2, c. 195, p. 23).

It is clear that from the soldiers’ point of view this agitation had a rational explanation, 
since they, as direct combatants, experienced the basic horrors of war, the difficult living 
conditions at the front and the futility of hostilities that killed thousands of people. 

In fact, 1916 was a decisive year for the Russian Empire. The economic crisis and 
unsuccessful hostilities led to an increase of number of workers` protests. In that year, about 
951 000 people participated in strikes and protests all over the empire. In addition, peasant 
protests intensified, while patriotic mood in the army weakened and even disappeared in 
some places. The end of the year was marked by a radical turn in the mass psychology and 
mood of a large part of the population, workers, peasants and soldiers, the essence of which 
was the spontaneous growth of the desire for peace (Zolotarev, 2014, p. 461).

In February of 1917, the governor of Kyiv noted in one of his circulars, addressed to 
the peace agents and chiefs of the local police, that number of parcels, sent from Russia to 
prisoners of war in Germany and Austria-Hungary, in which the border gendarmerie revealed 
negative messages, had increased. The author emphasized the difficult situation in the 
empire, the general cost of living, high prices for basic necessities, people’s dissatisfaction 
and various kinds of unrest, and also noted the growing desire for peace in society (SAKO, 
f. 1716, d. 1, c. 16, p. 17).

As a result, during World War I, significant transformations took place in the national 
consciousness of the Ukrainian people. The Ukrainians became more politically active and 
tried to counteract the Russian propaganda illegally. An important place in this context was 
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given to students. At the end of November – the beginning of December of 1914, a special, 
illegal Information Bureau of Kyiv Ukrainian Students (IBKUS) was organized at the 
Imperial University of St. Vladimir in Kyiv. It consisted of young people who didn’t want to 
put up with the aggressive actions of the Russian government on the occupied territories of 
Eastern Galicia and Northern Bukovyna and its chauvinistic policy towards the Ukrainians. 
In attempt to prevent the Russian domination and propaganda, the IBKUS started an active 
anti-Russian and anti-autocratic information policy. 

On December 17, 1914, the Department of Military Censorship at Kyiv Military District 
Headquarters sent a message to the local Governorate Gendarmerie Administration chief, 
stating the need for appropriate orders to counteract such agitation. The document was 
accompanied by a sample of the leaflet of Information Bureau, dated December 2, which 
was disseminate to students. It referred to the cruelty of imperial power policy and called for 
a boycott of fundraising for the benefit of the “Russian” population of Galicia: “Comrades! 
Another prisoner appeared in the “Great Prison of Nations”. Galicia became a military prey 
of Russia, crushed, devastated, national culture of the population is destroyed... Thousands 
of best Galician Ukrainian intellectuals have been deported to Siberia. …December 16 is a 
day of assistance to the “Russian population of Galicia”… Don’t give money to the black 
hundred... Ukrainian students are appealing to you, comrades, to boycott the day of “crocodile 
tears” (CSHAUK, f. 274, d. 4, c. 325, pp. 56, 57).

Soon, another leaflet with the following content was published: “The Russian government 
will bring Galicia absolute economic ruin, spiritual oppression and violence against national 
consciousness. Comrades! Neither of us will go out to raise money on 16th of December! We 
won`t give even a coin!” (CSHAUK, f. 274, d. 4, c. 325, p. 59). Such materials completely 
discredited the actions of the government in the eyes of society and became a threat of the 
formation of anti-Russian and anti-government positions among the population. Responding 
to this situation, on December 20, 1914, the Police Department, in a message to the Chief of 
the Kyiv Governorate Gendarmerie Administration, required to present evidence about the 
compilers and distributors of these leaflets. On February 11, 1915, Colonel A. Shredel stated 
in his reply that the local gendarmerie had failed to find any information about the authors 
(CSHAUK, f. 274, d. 4, c. 325, pp. 58, 60). This testifies to the fact that the activities of the 
police to identify “untrustworthy” people, who were engaged in “hostile” agitation, didn`t 
always have a success. 

During the entire period of the war, the IBKUS carried out active information activities 
against the Russian autocracy. On February 24, 1916, in connection with the anniversary 
of the death of the Ukrainian poet T. Shevchenko, the Information Bureau issued and 
circulated propaganda proclamations in Kyiv with the following content: “Comrades! the 
26th of February is anniversary of T. Shevchenko’s death… Let us add our voice to the all-
democratic space against slavery, captivity and oppression. We protest against the oppression 
of our word, against total disregard for our rights and interests. ...we will boldly say: “Laugh, 
fierce enemy / but not too much”. Comrades, let us dedicate the day of February of 26 to the 
memory of a person, who has spent all his life and all his power to fight for the better fate for 
his people.” (CSHAUK, f. 274, d. 4, c. 548, p. 119).

Similar calls received positive feedback from Ukrainian youth. On the 26th of February 
there was a demonstration speech of students of Kyiv Imperial University and cadets of 
higher women’s courses. The youth intended to sing a song for the eternal memory of the 
poet near the Vladimir cathedral, but the police prevented such action. Two people were 
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arrested and other participants (201 people) were fined. It is worth noting that not only ethnic 
Ukrainians but also representatives of other nationalities took part in the demonstration: 21 
Caucasians, 58 Jews (CSHAUK, f. 274, d. 4, c. 548, p. 109). So, students, as a politically-
conscious category of the population, tried to show their own national position and counteract 
imperial chauvinism.

It should be noted that the establishment of close contacts between the Ukrainians of 
the Dnieper Ukraine and Eastern Galicia, which were long divided between empires, had 
a significant influence on the growth of national consciousness. This happened because of: 
1) the increasing of number of the Ukrainian prisoners of war, who fought on the side of 
Austria-Hungary and, after the capture, traveled to Kyiv, as it was the focal point of the entire 
Southwestern Front of the Russian Empire; 2) the growth of civilian Galician emigrants; 
3) and the disposition of the Russian army on the occupied territories of Eastern Galicia 
and Bukovyna. On this occasion Mykola Kowalewskyi mentioned: “The presence of the 
Russian army in Galicia and Bukovyna had a huge impact on the growth of the Ukrainian 
consciousness among those soldiers and officers, who only spontaneously felt that they were 
the Ukrainians, but were not able to form these feelings and elevate them to the level of 
national consciousness. While staying in Galicia and Bukovyna, they came in contact with 
a population that showed a fairly high level of national consciousness, and it made many of 
them conscious Ukrainians.” (Kowalewskyi, 1960, p. 194).

The Conclusions. Therefore, the initial stage of the war was marked by widespread 
patriotism, which, despite of its “mass” nature, had a differentiated, ambivalent and permanent 
character during the period of 1914 – 1917. The majority of “ardent” patriots were wealthy 
people who, through their privileged and financial position avoided military service and 
practically didn’t participate in the hostilities, or representatives of ultra-monarchical circles. 
For some people the war was a way of showing their loyalty to the government, but for the others 
it was an opportunity to make money and enrich themselves. Other groups of the population 
were overwhelmed by a sense of patriotism and liberation struggle, though the main reason 
for this was not the love for the “great tsarist Motherland”, but understanding of the need to 
protect their “small homeland”. This tendency was peculiar to the peasant environment, whose 
outlook, because of informational isolation, archaic thinking, stereotyping, low education and 
poverty, had a local and limited character. Fear for family, home, household, and that the enemy 
could destroy everything, was a powerful and stimulating factor to volunteer to fight in the 
front or join the rear. A similar vision and perception of the war was typical for the soldiers’ 
environment, as it was based on village natives. In the early years of the war, the behavior of 
soldiers was determined by the humble, patient, and self-righteous fulfillment of their military 
duty. Patriotic state and stable psychological atmosphere prevailed in the army and at the 
front due to active information propaganda, functioning of the institute of military censorship 
and activities of the clergy. A large number of soldiers believed in the liberation nature of the 
war and the rapid victory of the Russian Empire. It should be noted that the Russian army 
conducted military operations mainly on its territory, which formed in the public consciousness 
the perception of war as defensive and fair.

Delaying the timing of the war, defeats at the front, increasing of the number of victims, 
growing economic crisis triggered a process of destabilization inside the country. Distrust 
and dissatisfaction were spreading in society. Rumors about treason in the upper echelons of 
government, spies and German domination spread among the population. One of the main 
consequences of the war was the growing criticism of the emperor’s personality and his role in 
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the life of the country, which led to the gradual destruction of the sacred image of the monarch in 
the public consciousness. Negative trends began to show up in the army, in particular, a decline 
of patriotism, morale and religiosity. This caused the spread of such phenomena as desertion, 
the refusal of soldiers to fulfill the orders of commanders, voluntary imprisonment, hiding in 
the rear, large number of simulations etc. As a result, in 1916 – 1917, measures, adopted by the 
Russian imperial government in order to control the socio-political situation, could no longer 
hide the true situation and restrain the serious transformations in the mass public consciousness, 
which included: the gradual destruction of traditional forms of imperialism and official ideology, 
based on the formula of Sergey Uvarov (1786 – 1855): Orthodox faith, autocracy, nation. The 
increase of political activity in the national consciousness of the Ukrainians was a notable 
phenomenon. It also was one of the important preconditions for the revolutionary events and 
the development of the Ukrainian statehood in the 1917s – 1920s.

In conclusion, we can allocate three main stages of society’s reception and understanding 
of the events of war: 

1) July of 1914 – spring 1915 – a stage of patriotic “euphoria”, a positive attitude to war 
and support of government`s actions by the majority of the population;

2) the summer of 1915 – the summer of 1916 – the period of rethinking of the war 
events, a gradual understanding of its true goals and negative consequences, the decline of 
patriotism, the appearance of indifference and distrust of the population of civilian authorities 
and military structures;

3) the autumn of 1916 – February of 1917 – increasing of public dissatisfaction, negative 
criticism of the government`s actions, intensification of anti-war and revolutionary mood, 
increasing of political activity of the society and actualization of national issues, in particular 
the Ukrainian one.
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