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The monograph represents the outcome of studies carried out by researchers
from Poland, Russia and Ukraine.

The notion of culture became the core concept which drew contribution
from representatives of various fields and disciplines of humanities such as
cultural studies, linguistics, sociolinguistics, psychology, literature studies,
theory and history of culture or political studies. We have chosen to construe
that notion as a system of symbols and meanings: explicit, or palpable ones,
which assume the concrete shape of the products of human labour and thought,
as well as hidden, or intangible, less perceptible aspects of human behaviour.
Such a methodological framework enabled us to approach the issues of cultural
communication in an innovative, versatile and interdisciplinary fashion. As
a result, we offer the Reader this very monograph, which demonstrates its
interdisciplinary nature as well as the possibility of harmonious fusion of
knowledge yielded by the investigations in social and philological sciences.

The monograph addresses a range of issues relating to cultural communication,
which encompasses human behaviours, products and outcomes of the
latter, methods of symbolic exchanges, patterns of response and interpretation,
systems of norms and prohibitions which induce particular actions. Hence cultural
communication subsumes processes in which social groups communicate
with one another through everyday exchange and artistic output.
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Katarzyna Jedraszczyk
(Gniezno)

Explicit and implicit meanings in the historical policies
of Ukrainian presidents in 1991-2010

B

The reluctance of historians to the catchword “historical policy” stems
from its negative connotations with the historical propaganda of the People’s
Republic of Poland. The very combination seems an oxymoron to many historians.
It is a historian’s ambition to attain the “truth” while the word “policy” in Polish,
and even more clearly in Ukrainian contexts signifies manipulation, with seeking to
serve current interests of certain groups, accomplishing specific goals (usually
oriented towards political success of party or faction). It is therefore implicitly
assumed that manipulation is an immanent feature of politics, while in historical
policy, historical facts are manipulated. However, it should be noted that although
the catchword is widely used with pejorative overtones, some experts in the field
(especially in Germany but also in Poland) emphasize clearly that historical policy
may, or even should be seen as a positive phenomenon, especially in the context of
phenomena which promote identity-building and development of in-depth histori-
cal research. Historical policy also comprises institutional undertakings, which are
aimed at propagating specific attitudes towards history.

As Bartosz Korzeniewski observes, most of the suggested definitions of
historical policy contain the ideological elements, while proposals which are neu-
tral in terms of evaluation are relatively few'. Still, it seems that historical policy
may be “good” and “bad”, i.e. strategies and institutional actions associated with
that aspect of state functioning may be evaluated and assessed, as the issue lies in
what Kazimierz Woycicki calls not only overcoming the past but a political choice
of “one and not another interpretation™. Such a notion of historical policy expres-
ses the postulate of respecting and promoting a conviction about the importance of
historical references in shaping the sphere of the symbolic in a given society and
building collective identity, which is tantamount to avoiding instrumentalisation of
those references’.

' B. Korzeniewski, Polityka historyczna — propozycje definicji i spory wokot jej zakresu w pol-
skim i niemieckim dyskursie naukowym, [in:] B. Korzeniowski (ed.), Narodowe i europejskie aspekty
polityki historycznej, Poznan 2008, p. 11.

2 K. Wéycicki, Rola polityki pamieci historycznej we wspolczesnych stosunkach polsko-nie-
mieckich, Problemy migdzynarodowe 1, Summer 1998, p. 6.

3 After: B. Korzeniewski, Polityka historyczna, p. 13.
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As the examples of Poland, Germany and Ukraine show, the style of pur-
suing historical policy is influenced primarily by the advancement of political
culture the degree to which civil society has developed and the stage of the nation-
building process, particularly in the case of Ukraine. In the latter instance, we are
dealing with a vision of nation-building process which heads toward titular or civil
nation.

The policy of memory is situated between historical consciousness (sub-
jective factor of the historical process) and the culture of memory (the possibility
of shaping historical consciousness, the related social, political and cultural condi-
tions as well as practice). At this point, it would be worthwhile to consider the
postulate advanced by Anna Wolft-Poweska, who claims that actions with respect
to the past should be formulated jointly by the political class and the elites, institu-
tions, association and scientific circles, so that propositions in the domain of his-
torical policy become a subject of broad discussion®.

Andrzej Mencwel devised an interesting and exhaustive definition of his-
torical policy, indicating its three scopes. “Firsly, it is a policy of narrow scope, in
which usually one finds the authority, administration and journalism. It promotes
certain events and persons on a provisional basis, granting awards, decorations,
privileges and titles. Meanwhile, other events and persons are vetted — in the new
senses of the old word. Such policy is pursued by every government and every
administration, mass media cannot do without it either, but the policy itself does
not need to have any profound justification; it is often obscured and subservient,
verging on manipulation. As such it does not arouse any deeper collective feeling
and seldom generates genuine public interest — even when it is whetted by overt
promotion (...) there is palpable indifference towards it: “THEY do themselves
well again”. It is fairly commonly believed that each successive group of people in
power has their own club of nominees and their own “honours list””. The interme-
diate scope “means something more than promotions and demotions, as we enter
into a realm of values and symbols, of structuring memory and choosing tradition,
of creating or recreating collective identity, national identity included. This kind of
thoughts and actions penetrates with greater intensity into public life and collective
consciousness, as its domain encompasses that which is widely seen and felt — the
naming of streets and squares, schools and universities, solemn celebrations and
state rituals, erecting monuments and building museums (...). If those are not merely
routine changes, which to a degree represent a historical revenge, they have to be
a coherent composition which will enact a major structure of memory and a new
choice of tradition. If, in turn, the composition will not go beyond opposition’s
references to the political adversaries of the past period, the structure will be
a fragile one and the choice average. (...) If the narrow scope is a domain of ad-
ministration and connections, the second appertains to power and opinion, the third

* A. Wolff-Poweska, Polskie spory o histori¢ i pamig¢. Polityka historyczna, Przeglad Zachodni
1, 2007, pp. 3-44.
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belongs to everyone, with special emphasis on those who conceive the historical
vision which Jerzy Giedroy¢ called political vision. Creators of such vision inspire
politicians, stimulate journalists, educate teachers, and through their combined
agency shape collective consciousness™.

Stefan Troebst classified the states in Central-Eastern Europe into four
groups: 1) states and societies where the Communist regime was treated as alien
and imposed also in the ethnic sense (Estonia, Lithuania, Latvia); 2) societies
where there is no consensus as to the assessment of the communist past with evi-
dent disputes in the public discourse (Poland, Ukraine, Hungary); 3) countries
where assessments are markedly polarised — on the one hand the communist period
was a time when the country was modernised (positive evaluation) while on the
other it was a system imposed from outside (Bulgaria, Romania, the Balkan states);
4) countries where the new elites emerged from the Communist elite and maintain
the relation, perpetuating the authoritarian nature of structures with simultaneous
approval of the society (Russia, Moldavia, Belarus and other countries of the
Commonwealth of Independent States)®. As regards Ukraine, Troebst sees it as
a country where the culture of memory became a field of conflict between two
large political factions.

The greatest dilemma of Ukraine’s historical policy lies in the marked in-
fluence of the split to which ethnic Ukrainian territory was subjected, i.e. the divi-
sion between tsarist Russia and the Habsburg Empire. This is reflected in the sense
of identity and the nature of national transformation. The Dnepr river marks the
symbolic dividing line. Different superior authority and political culture, a different
“Other”, varied arguments of the leaders and divergent goal caused two Ukrainian
national movements to develop side by side. The situation seems to have continued
until the present day. The complex past resulted in two historical frameworks and
two types of historical narration. Yuri Shapoval defines one as nativist and the
other as alternative. Each type offers a singular catalogue of events. The first nar-
ration includes Kiev Ruthenia, Principality of Galicia-Volhynia, the noblemen and
the Cossacks of the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth, the period under the rule of
Russian and Austrian-Hungarian empires, the year 1917, the West Ukrainian Peo-
ple’s Republic, Ukrainian People’s Republic, liberation struggle, the Famine of
1932-33, Organisation of Ukrainian Nationalists — Ukrainian Insurgent Army, dis-
sidents and independence. Different elements appear in the alternative narration:
the joint nation of old Ruthenia, Lithuanian-Polish colonisation, the Council of
Pereyaslav, social and political movements of the 19™ century, October Revolution,
the people’s war, Ukrainian Socialist Soviet Republic, the Great Homeland War,
fighting against the German invaders, Ukraine a member of the UN, downfall of

> A. Mancwel, Tradycja do remontu, Rzeczpospolita, 16.09.2006.

®'S. Troebst, “What Sort of a Carpet?” The Culture of Memory in Post-Communist Societies of
Eastern Europe. An Attempt at General Description and Categorization, after: M. Riabczuk, Polityka
pamiajti a kultura zabwjenija, Otieczestwiennyje zapiski 1 (37), 2007.
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the USSR as a tragic moment in history. Yaroslav Hrycak calls one vision of his-
tory a “Ukrainian, traditional” and the other a “Soviet” one. Both have their pan-
theons of heroes and, due to linear nature, both are simplifications in view of their
linearity’. From the beginnings of Ukrainian independence, there have existed two
“projects”, or rather visions of Ukrainian past and the country’s future as well. One
may be termed “Ukrainian” and the other “post-Soviet™. In the first, the narration
recounts the history of oppression from Russia (as well as Polish-Lithuanian
Commonwealth) with its tales of heroism, sacrifice and nationalist sentiments. In
the latter, the narrative tells the story of friendship with the Russian nation, their
kin in language religion and culture, a friendly nation since times immemorial.
Ukrainians themselves are in discord as to the interpretation of the Soviet
period and its role in the process of national integration — on the one hand, in the
“national/nationalist” discourse the regime and the dictatorship of the proletariat is
seen as one which oppressed and stamped down on anything Ukrainian, making the
Ukrainian Socialist Soviet Republic a colonial country, while today the post-
colonial legacy of the past hampers fast modernisation of the country. And yet, on
the other hand, the period when Ukraine functioned as a Soviet republic gave
Ukraine their first ever semblance of statehood with attributes which integrated the
society (flag, UN membership, specifically construed local interest). The fusion of
both centres of the Ukrainian national movement was a top-down process consist-
ing in a merger of the territories of the so-called Eastern Borderlands of the 2™
Republic of Poland with what the Russians called Little Russia prior to the 1917
revolution. In 1939, Stalin established the “Great Ukraine””. Adherents of the in-
terpretation claim it provides grounds to highlight the role of Soviet identity as one
which fostered the emergence of national distinctiveness, which then became major
foundation for the development of national identity after gaining independence'®.
According to Yaroslav Hrycak, the state of historical memory on the day
USSR fell apart may be termed as “national amnesia”. Admittedly, to a degree the
policies of memory in many countries are characterised by collective amnesia, i.e.
forgetting about “inconvenient history”, but the specificity of the Soviet state con-
sisted in forgetting everything that was not Soviet, both in the temporal aspect as
well as in its nature (was against ideology). As Hrycak argues, in the case of
Ukraine the phenomenon was very vivid and pertained particularly to figures and
biographies. Some personages who rendered great services to history and culture of
Ukraine were not to be mentioned at all, even in negative light (this applied e.g. to

7 Jakim maje buty suczasnyj pidrycznik z istorii [online]. LB [access: 2015-01-10]. Available at:
<http://society.lb.ua/education/2010/05/26/46211 yakim maie buti suchasniy pidruchni. html>.

¥ Mykola Ryabchuk, who clearly sympathizes with the “Ukrainian™ project, also uses other de-
nominations: liberal-democratic and little-Russian/internationalist/imperialist-chauvinist.

® More broadly in: R. Szporluk, Imperium, komunizm i narody: Wybor esejéw, A Nowak (ed.),
Krakéw 2003, p. 210.

19 For more see: M. Studenna, Migdzy postulowana inwersja a pozadana rewizja. Wokot postko-
lonialnych akcentow w wybranych pracach Mykoty Riabczuka, Nowa Krytyka 26/27, 2011.
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Mykhailo Khrushevski after 1934)"'. This was not a policy of Russification but
rather Sovietization. Lenin’s monuments were a striking symbol of that policy,
with 5015 monuments found in Ukraine in 1990, which meant that they existed in
every city, town and municipality'.

Historical policy has also much in common with persuasion-oriented com-
munication. The authority is the communicating entity, and in Ukraine, given his
powerful constitutional status, it is the president. Meanwhile, Ukrainian public are
the recipients. An analysis of historical policy in Ukraine enables one to attempt
certain generalisations, or even periodisation related to successive presidential
terms in office. The turn of the 1990s is associated with the need to effect the
so-called sovereignisation of history. This happens largely due to Rukh, or Peo-
ple’s Movement of Ukraine for reform (perestroyka). The organisation stressed the
necessity to revise the official historiography. However, their slogans were not
radical as Rukh wanted to unite rather than divide the Ukrainian society. A spec-
tacular communication of such sentiments was the human chain of supporter of
political reforms and the organisation which, in a symbolic gesture, connected Lviv
and Kyiv on January 21%, 1990, on the 71% anniversary of unification of West
Ukrainian People’s Republic and the Ukrainian People’s Republic. According to
the data of the Ministry of Internal Affairs of the Ukrainian SSR, the chain con-
sisted of 450,000 people. Activists of Rukh claim that approximately 5,000,000
people took part.

In the initial years of independence, Ukrainian authority strove to legiti-
mise and consolidate its position, often patently demonstrating their respect for
history. The leaders of independent Ukraine, who originated from the former
communist elites, adopted the “national project” (national-democratic), which
helped them justify the existence of a new political entity and distinguished the
“new Ukraine” from its predecessor. As regards symbols and discourse, the ideo-
logical void of the early 1990s was filled with rhetoric which since then would be
employed by pro-nation and pro-reform groups, gathered around Rukh. The or-
ganisation as well as the parties which emerged from it did not have sufficient po-
litical power at the time to implement their programme. Leonid Kravchuk would
stress that the new state is a continuation of the pre-Soviet period of Ukrainian
statehood, i.e. Ukrainian People’s Republic, by symbolic assumption of the regalia
of the state’s head in emigration, Mykola Plavyuk. At the time, energetic work was
in progress developing new curricula, course in the history of the USSR was
renamed to history of Ukraine, archives were opened, many rehabilitation pro-
ceedings took place. New scientific works were published, discussing hitherto
“forbidden” issues, e.g. the Ukrainian Famine of 1932-1933; contacts with foreign

'''J. Hrycak, Istoria w osobach: do formuwannija istorycznoji pam’jati w Ukrajini, 1991-2011,
[in:] Kultura istoryczniji pam’jati: jewropejskyj ta ukrajinskyj doswid, Kyjiw 2013, pp. 233-234.

12 A. Iwczenko, Mista Ukrajiny. Dowidnyk, Kyjiw 1999, A. Iwczenko, Misteczka Ukrajiny. Do-
widnyk, Kyjiw 2000, after: J. Hrycak, Istoria w osobach, pp. 233-234.
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centres for Ukrainian studies intensified. There were spectacular changes in com-
memorations — the statues of leaders of the totalitarian system were demolished,
while many new monuments, clearly referring to history, were erected, e.g. the
monuments to the victims of Famine in Kyiv’s Mikhailovski Square (1993), the
bust of Ivan Mazepa in the village of Mazepinci (1994). A number of streets were
renamed while crosses and shrines went up by the roadsides. The process was
much more dynamic in Western Ukraine and still continues, although many claim
it is too slow and inconsistent, which causes a singular split among the observers,
especially the younger generation. The first years of independence were also a time
when a pantheon of heroes was developed. Given the complex past of the post-
Soviet region, the task was not an easy one. The least controversial figure was
Mykhailo Khrushevski, as the first Ukrainian president, outstanding historian,
creator of a historical narrative which met the needs of the new state. Ivan Mazepa
was a different case. Admittedly, he did appear on Ukrainian banknotes already in
1992, but president Kuchma himself was afraid that it may polarise the society'”.

Ukraine still does not have a uniform inventory of national holidays. The
only document which indirectly lists those as public holidays is the Labour Code,
originating from the times of Ukrainian Soviet Republic, naturally with some ad-
justments which include the New Year, Christmas, the International Women’s Day,
the International Day of Solidarity of Workers, thee Victory Day, the Constitution
Day and the Independence Day. The catalogue also comprises a number of days off
associated with religious holidays, e.g. Easter, Christmas or Feast of the Holy
Trinity. Already in 1990 the Supreme Council of the Ukrainian SSR decided to
include religious holidays in the Code, but the Day of the Great October Revolu-
tion remained as long as 2000.

The period under Leonid Kravchuk was characterised by seeking compro-
mise and avoiding radical score-settling with the past, as he subordinated historical
policy to an overriding goal — the building of a cohesive and lasting organism and
preservation of state integrity. Mykola Ryabchuk calls that process a compromise
between ideological adversaries, i.e. between national-democrats and sovereign-
communists (communists who supporter sovereignty)'*. Historical narration was
based on the historiographic model conceived by Khrushevski. The elements
omitted in the history written by that author proved a major interpretational chal-
lenge — the history of the Ukrainian Insurgent Army, the experiences of the 1930s,
especially the matter of the so-called Famine of 1932-1933. At the same time, there
were controversial instances of removing certain names of streets and monuments
of former “heroes” from the crucial locations in cities and villages of central, east-
ern and southern Ukraine. As a result, a singular pragmatic eclectism remained,

13 A. Jaszczenko, Wasyl Lopata nie lisze maluje hrywni a i pisze pro nich, Informacyjne Agent-
stwo [online]. YHIAH [Access: 2015-01-10]. Available at: <http://www.unian.ua/society/67542-
vasil-lopata-ne-lishe-malyue-grivni-a-y-pishe-pro-nih.html>.

4 M. Riabczuk, Kultura pamjati i polityka zabwienija, Otieczestwiennyje zapysky 1, 2007, p. 44.
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which at the time seemed less dangerous and promoted consolidation to a greater
degree than planned and consistent eradication of memorials from the Soviet pe-
riod. The authority initiated commemorations of figures, events and anniversaries
from both discursive projects. As examples, one may quote the jubilee of the poet
Vasyl Stus, and the anniversary of Shcherbytski, a secretary of the Communist
Party of Ukraine, with whose knowledge Stus was sent to a camp. People would
commemorate the anniversary of the Famine in 1993 and celebrate the 80™ anni-
versary of the Leninist Communist Youth Union.

The problem of historical policy in Ukraine may be encompassed in the
answer to the question whether the decades of the Ukrainian SSR were a part of
Ukraine’s history, from which the country cannot dissociate itself, or whether they
were a period of colonial-totalitarian and genocidal oppression which requires
moral and legal evaluation.

The subsequent stage, i.e. from 1994 to 2004, is associated the two terms
of president Leonid Kuchma and largely involves rehabilitation of the Soviet leg-
acy in Ukraine. This period saw monuments to the victims of the Chernobyl disas-
ter unveiled, heroes of the Afghan war were commemorated in Kyiv in 1994, fur-
ther memorials to the victims of the Famine victims were made.

In 1995, the 300™ anniversary of birth of hetman Bohdan Khmelnytsky be-
came an official affair. The Cossack theme returned with the presidential decree
concerning the celebrations of the 350™ anniversary of the Pereyaslav Treaty. It
would seem that the subject of Cossacks would not arouse controversy among
Ukrainians. However, the act of the Pereyaslav Treaty is interpreted in extremely
divergent terms by the historiography associated with the tradition of eastern and
western Ukraine'. The decision — in the form of presidential decree — about cele-
brating the 350" anniversary of the Cossack Pereyaslav Council'® on March 13",
2002, proved ill-advised. The period of “Cossack glory” was probably perceived
by the president as the element of heritage which may offer a shared symbol. How-
ever, the communication was interpreted in western Ukraine as an exclusion from
historical narration pertaining to a considerable part of the society, the descendants
of those who did not take part in the Pereyaslav treaty. An element which was
a hindrance to including the event in the general state narrative was the fact the
Cossacks were rather anti-Uniate, while Greek Catholics remain a significant group
in the religious structure of Galicia. The decree was in line with the beliefs of that
part of the Ukrainian populace who were unhappy with the establishment of inde-

'5 See: A. Gil, Dekret prezydenta Leonida Kuczmy o obchodach 350. rocznicy Kozackiej Rady
Perejastwskiej w 1654 1. 1 jego znaczenie dla wewngtrznej 1 zewngtrznej sytuacji Ukrainy, Analizy
Instytutu Europy Srodkowo-Wschodniej, Lublin 2003.

' The outcome of the council was the Pereyaslav Treaty, or agreement concluded on January 18®,
1654 in Pereyaslav (Pereyaslav-Khmelnytskyy) between the Cossack Council with Bohdan Khmel-
nytsky and a plenipotentiary of Russian tsar, Alexis I. By virtue of the instrument Ukraine was sub-
jected to Russian jurisdiction and domination of Moscow. In the centre of Kyiv one find a monument
called Arka, which commemorates the 325" anniversary of the agreement.
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pendent Ukraine, and who also often subscribed to the vision of history propagated
in 1954 on the 300™ anniversary of the Council'’. The provisions of the decree
stipulating that school children should be exposed to affirmation of the “pro-
Russian model”, which stressed shared origins, common history and cultivated
the superiority of the Russian nation met with backlash, especially in western
Ukraine'®.

In 1998, on the 65" anniversary of the Ukrainian Famine, Leonid Kuchma
signed a decree which established a memorial day to the victims of famine and
political repressions. In 1997, the president appointed a special committee for
the assessment of historical role of the Organisation of Ukrainian Nationalists
— Ukrainian Insurgent Army. There also ensued an all-national debate on the diffi-
cult Polish-Ukrainian relationships (Volhynia, the Cemetery of the Defenders of
Lvov).

During his presidential campaign in 1999, Leonid Kuchma exploited sym-
bols associated with Ukrainian folk culture, but also used references to historical
figures. One of the materials advertising his candidacy was a calendar entitled
“Know our people!”, in which Kuchma appears in the company of Taras
Shevchenko, the poet and writer, and Andriy Shevchenko, the footballer. Subse-
quent images feature Bohdan Khmelnytsky, Ivan Franko, Lesya Ukrainka — figures
present both in national as well as Soviet narration; personages conspicuously
rooted in the Soviet period — marshal Rybalko, Ivan Kozhedub; figures which
would not be given a place in Soviet canon of heroes — Ivan Mazepa, Mykhailo
Khrushchevsky; symbols of new Ukraine — president Kravchuk and the boxer
Vitali Klitschko There were no figures there which would antagonize the society,
e.g. Khrushchev, Lenin, Shcherbytsky, or personages of the opposite extreme
— Bandera or Petlura. Hrycak claims that it was a signal that Kuchma pursues
a poly-ethnical concept of nation-building in Ukraine'®. People seemed to give in to
that historical narrative, as such a variant represented a compromise and caused
little difficulty in interpretation.

Under Kuchma, the Battle of Kruty was included in the catalogue of im-
portant historical events which the state wished to celebrate. By virtue of another
presidential decree from 2003, the heroic combat of defenders of railway station
near Kruty, which took place on January 29", 1918, would be commemorated each
year. No more than 300 volunteers, chiefly students of the Kyiv University of
St. Volodymyr and the Ukrainian Popular University, as well as older pupils of the
Secondary School of St. Cyril and Mehodius’ Brotherhood of the City of Kyiv
stood defending the People’s Republic of Ukraine against approximately 4,000
Bolsheviks. All defenders died, becoming a symbol of struggle for independent
Ukraine.

'7 At the time Crimea was handed over to the Ukrainian SSR.
'8 A. Gil, Dekret prezydenta Leonida Kuczmy, pp. 47-51.
19'J. Hrycak, Istoria w osobach, pp. 238-239.
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Kuchma ascended to power as a representative of the historical awareness
of eastern and southern Ukraine, but with time his policies became characterised by
ambivalent yet fairly balanced attitude to the past. This was manifested for instance
by the usage of neutral formulations (in contrast to president Yushchenko). Instead
of using such terms as “celebration”, “paying homage” or “commemorating” in the
titles of documents relating to anniversaries or jubilees, Kuchma would opt for the
simple “on the anniversary”.

Viktor Yushchenko underwent a similar evolution, although in the opposite
direction. The third stage, i.e. Yushchenko’s presidency (2005-2010), featured
several dozen decrees and other documents concerning historical policy. During
the electoral campaign, despite the attempts at confining him in the national or
even nationalist narration, he appeared to be an advocate of consensus. With time,
he began to subscribe to the slogan “one church, one language, one history”; his
historical policy became more distinctive, surprising even his own supporters. This
happened for instance when Roman Shukhvych and Stepan Bandera were an-
nounced Heroes of Ukraine, respectively in 2007 and 2010. His actions fuelled the
latent discord concerning historical policy. He addressed the most controversial
issue which the people of Ukraine are not yet ready to evaluate, namely the role of
the Ukrainian Insurgent Army in the history of Ukraine. Undoubtedly, president
Yushchenko should be credited with “activation” of the national memory of the
1932-1933 Famine. In 2006, acting on the initiative of president, the Supreme
Council of Ukraine pronounced it to be a crime of genocide. Fairly soon, even in
those parts of the country where the subject did not exist in public discourse or was
interpreted in a different fashion, the knowledge of the event as a genocide spread
quite quickly (significant increase from 39% to 63%)*’. Nonetheless, it should be
emphasized that state documents concerning commemoration of the Famine vic-
tims are not Yushchenko’s exclusive merit, as they had been issued since 1993. As
Svitlana Nabok observes, until 2003, “famine” had always been written with small
caps, while after 2003 the term was mostly written with a capital letter”'.

It should also be stressed that despite relevant decrees from the times of
Kravchuk and Yushchenko on the removal of monuments associated with the
Communist regime, in 2010 2692 statues of Lenin were still standing, most of
which were found in Kyiv, Dnepropetrovsk and Donetsk oblasts™.

Viktor Yushchenko’s presidency (2005-2010) is also associated with the
establishment of the Ukrainian Institute of National Remembrance in 2006, an
institution which was to create and study issues of the nation’s history. However,
the first opportunity to demonstrate the new vision of historical policy was the

20 Survey from 2007 [online]. KiiS [access: 2015-01-10]. Available at: <old.kiis.com.ua/txt/doc/
20112007/201107.doc>.

21'S. Nabok, Derzawa i polityka pamjati: doswid czotyr’och Prezydentiw Ukrainy w: Kultura isto-
ryczniji pam’jati: jewropejskyj ta ukrajinskyj doswid, Kyjiw 2013, p. 269.

2 Data after: J. Hrycak, Istoria w osobach, p. 249.
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anniversary of the end of World War II in 2005. Authorities of the Russian Federa-
tion organised grandiose celebration of the Victory Day in Moscow, but president
Yushchenko decided that he would not participate in the undertaking. The idea of
great celebrations in Kyiv was also abandoned. During the anniversary speech, the
president called upon the veterans of the Great Homeland War and combatants of
the Ukrainian Insurgent Army for reconciliation and forgiveness. Opponents of
such attitude argue that the gesture confirmed that Yushchenko would be a con-
tinuator of Kravchuk’s and Kuchma’s policies and that he would not have suffi-
cient determination to effect UIA’s political rehabilitation. The attitude to UIA and
the Red Army is not the only problem pertaining to the assessment of World War
II. For instance, the denomination Great Homeland War, which in national or na-
tionalist narration was a war of two totalitarian systems, by no means a ,,homeland”
war, is nevertheless in constant use. The most neutral term, i.e. second world war is
the most adequate for the national narration, given the fact that the territories of
Carpathian and Western Ukraine experienced war before June 1941. Svitlana
Nabok conducted qualitative and quantitative research on the usage of individual
words associated with historical policy in Ukrainian documents after 1991. It turns
out that the term Great Homeland War appears most frequently — over 200 times,
Holodomor (Famine as genocide) comes second, used five times more seldom. As
she observes, in the former context there is always a formulation concerning cele-
bration of “victory” as opposed to “end” of World War I1%.

In 2005, president Yushchenko made November 22™ the Freedom Holiday.
The holiday was established to commemorate the Maidan of Independence, barely
a year after the event. The holiday was then abolished by president Yanukovych in
2011, who officially combined two events, the Day of Freedom on November 22™
and the Day of Unity on January 22", to create one holiday — the Day of Freedom
and Unity. The opposition, with Yulia Tymoshenko at the forefront, criticised the
gesture as a manifestation of fight against political adversaries. The event is
a significant one, as it demonstrates instrumentalisation of historical policy by
Yushchenko and Yanukovych. In view of the critical evaluations of Yushchenko’s
presidency and the doubtful achievements of the so-called Orange Revolution,
there arises the question concerning temporal perspective in commemorating
events and persons.

Another debatable issue is when to celebrate the Day of the Defender of
Homeland. There are two available alternatives: on Pokrova Day on October 14",
the traditional holiday celebrating Ukrainian armed forces since the Cossack times
to the era of People’s Republic of Ukraine, and the day when UIA was officially
established. Or, as it has been celebrated hitherto, on February 23", the day of the
Red Army.

In 2007, president Yushchenko issued a decree entitled “Pro vyznachennya
65-1y rochnicy stvoryennya Ukrainskoy povstanskoy armiy”. Despite the fact that

2 More broadly in: S. Nabok, Derzawa i polityka pamjati, pp. 255-257.
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reluctance towards UIA among Ukrainians is on the decrease, the celebrations had
no influence on the further steps taken by president Yushchenko. It was believed
that he would decide to grant former UIA soldier the status of veterans. However,
the matter remains regulated by a 1995 bill enacted under Leonid Kuchma,
whereby UIA soldiers are considered equal to Red Army veterans only in special
cases, i.e. when the UIA combatant took part in fighting against the Nazi invaders
on the territory of occupied Ukraine in 1941-1944, without committing crimes
against peace and humanity or was rehabilitated in accordance with relevant laws.

Yushchenko’s rule was received in Poland with substantial optimism and
trust in the new power. Several months after his assumption of authority, the
Cemetery of the Eaglets was eventually opened in Lviv, an event long-awaited by
Poland and previously postponed on several occasions™. Subsequently, Polish
authorities were surprised by a 2007 decree in which president Yushchenko
ordered preparations for the 60™ anniversary of the Operation “Vistula”. In 2007
the status of the Hero of Ukraine was granted to Roman Shukhevych and finally in
2010 to Stepan Bandera, which was widely commented in Poland and Ukraine.

The flaw of Ukrainian historical policy lies in its not being pursued by ap-
propriate institutions (with the exception of the Ukrainian Institute of National
Remembrance) or collective organisation, but through presidential decrees. This
results in a chaos, while since the times of Viktor Yushchenko many have had the
impression that historical policy became an instrument of political manipulation.
What is more, decrees do not offer the possibility of verifying whether the guide-
lines are practically implemented.

As a young state, Ukraine needs good historical policy and prudent support
of the state in the process of studying and shaping of the image of its past. The lack
of crystallised concept of policy of memory and its changeability are an acutely felt
issue. There is no fixed calendar of national holidays and anniversaries which
would be important for the Ukrainian citizen, a singular “charter” of memory.
However, this is by no means a surprise as each citizen was brought up in a spe-
cific historiographic tradition, which still exerts an influence on the historical per-
ception, interpretation and narratives. Unfortunately, history is fairly often a topic
exploited for political purposes and a source of social rifts, which the political
circles deliberately nurture and fuel. Consequently, it often happens that policy of
memory breeds a conflict of memory.

2 More broadly in: K. Jedraszczyk, Cmentarz czy panteon? Konflikt wokot Cmentarza Orlat
Lwowskich, Poznan 2004; K. Jedraszczyk, Strategiczne partnerstwo ukrainsko-polskie. Polska
w polityce niepodlegtej Ukrainy, Poznan 2010, pp. 220-248.
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Karaxuna Enapamux
(I'e3no)

SIBHBIE H CKPBITBIE CMBICIBI HCTOPHYECKOI MOTHTHKH
npe3naeHToB Ykpaussl B 1991-2010 rogax

HemnpusisHb HCTOPHKOB K JIO3YHTY ,,ACTOpHYECKas TOMUTUKA” BO3HUKAET B CBSA3H C OTPH-
I[aTeIbHBIMH KOHHOTALUSIMH JIO3YHIa C HCTOPHUYECKOH Mponaranioi KOMMYHHUCTHYECKOTO MEPUOa.
Camo comocTaBlIeHHE MPEACTABIAETCS MHOTUM HCTOPHUKAM KaK OKCIOMOPOH. 3aMETHM, OJHAKoO,
YTO HEKOTOpHIE M3 HKCIEPTOB B 3TOH 00macTu (0OCOOEHHO HEMEIKHE U MOJBbCKHE), TOAUYEPKUBAIOT,
YTO MCTOpHYECKas MOJUTHKA MOXKET M JOJDKHA PAcCMaTPHUBATHCS KaK MO3UTUBHOE pPa3BHTHE, 0CO-
OEHHO B KOHTEKCTE SIBJICHHH, O1aronpusATCTBYIONINX KOHCTPYHPOBAHHUIO HUACHTUYHOCTH U PAa3BUTHIO
(yHIaMEHTAIBHBIX HCTOPHYECKNX HCCIIeN0BaHHUN. McTopryeckas IOIUTHKA TaKkKe BKIIOYAeT B ceOst
HHCTHTYLOHAJILHBIE MEpbl, HallpaBJCHHbIC Ha IOIEPKKY ONPEIEICHHOr0 OTHOUICHHS K HCTOPHH.
Ha ctunp ympaBieHust HCTOPHYECKON MOIMTHKOM, MPeXae BCEro, UMEeT BIMUSHUE 3Tall B Pa3sBUTHU
MOJINTUYECKOH KyJBTYPbl U YPOBEHb Pa3BUTHS IPXAAHCKOro obuiecTBa M (OCOOCHHO B cilydae
¢ YKpauHO#i) 3Tan mporecca HAIIHOHAJIBHOTO CTPOUTENBCTBA. B mocieqHeM cirydae MBI IMEEM JAEI0
C BUJICHHMEM Pa3BHTHS INPOIECCAa HAMOHATHHOTO CTPOHMTENHCTBA B HANPABICHUH THUTYISPHON WIIN
rpakiaHckoi Hanmu. Mcropudeckas MOJUTHKA HMEeT MHOTO 00IIero ¢ y6equTeIbHEIM COOOIICHUEM.
B ponu cobecennyka BEICTYIIaeT MPAaBUTEILCTBO, a B CIIy4ae ¢ YKPaHHOH, U3-3a CHIIBHOH KOHCTHTY-
LIMOHHOM MO3UIIMY, 3TO B OCHOBHOM IIPE3UJICHT; aipecaT — yKpanHCKOe 0OLIeCTBO.

HawnGonbmeld 1niieMMoi HCTOPUYECKON TOJIMTUKHE Y KPauHBI SBISIETCS €€ BCE ellle CHIIbHOE
BIIMSIHUE Pa3lIelIiCHUs] YKPAaMHCKHUX STHUUECKUX 3eMellb Mexay napckoii Poccueit u Umnepueit 'a6-
cOypros. DTO HAXOAUT CBOE OTPAXKEHHUE B OLIYLIEHUH MACHTHYHOCTH U XapaKTepe HapOAHUYECKUX
n3MeHeHuil. CHMBOIMYECKOH pa3aenuTeNnbHON IHHUEH aBisercs [Juemnp.

Pe3ymbpraToM CIOKHOTO MPOILIOTO SBISAETCS (DYHKIMOHHPOBAHNE ABYX HCTOPHYECKUX CXEM
1 IBYX TUIIOB HCTOPHUECKUX HoBecTBOBaHUM. FOpuit I1lanoBan onuceBaeT UX KaK HATUBHCTHIECKHE
U anbTepHaTHBHBIC. KaxIplii M3 HUX MMeeT yHUKaJbHBII KaTanor coObITuil. B mepBom pacckase:
Kuesckas Pycs, KusbkectBo [Manmuiko-BonbiHckoe, TBOPSIHCTBO U Ka3a4eCTBO B pecmyOInKe, epHo
noj, Biacteio Poccuu u Asctpo-Benrepckoii umnepuu, 1917 rona, 3anaaHo-Ykpaunckas Haponnas
Pecnybnuka, Ykpaunckas Haponnas Pecny6auka, ocBoGoaurensHas 60pbba, ronon, OYH-VIIA,
JUCCHICHTBI, HE3aBUCUMOCTb. B anbTepHaTHMBHOM MOBECTBOBAHUM BBICTYMAIOT APYTUE SIEMEHTHI:
MPOCTHIE JIIOAU ApeBHEH Pycu, momscko-nmuToBCcKas kodoHm3anus, [lepescnaBckas Pana, oOmecTBeH-
HO-TIONIUTHYECKUE JBMKEHUS IeBATHaANATOro Beka, OKTIOpbhCKas peBOIIONNS, HAPOIHAS BOIHA,
Vxpannckass Coserckas Conmanmcrideckast PecryOmuika, Bemmkas OtedecTBeHHast BolHa, GopnOa
MIPOTHB HEMELIKNX OKKYIIaHTOB, YkpanHa-wieH Opranmanun O6senunennsix Hamuil, pacmax CCCP
KaK Tparm4ecKui MOMEHT B HcTOopHuH. SIpocias I'puiak /1Ba BUAEHNS HCTOPUH Ha3bIBACT: ,, Y KPAaUH-
ckoe TpaauiroHHoe” u ,,CoBerckoe”. O0a BHACHHUS UMCIOT CBOI MAHTECOH IepoeB, 1 00a ympoiie-
HBI B CHITy JIMHEHHOCTH.

B VkpanHe ¢ MOMeHTa OOpEeTeHHs HE3aBUCHMMOCTH Pa0OTalOT MapajIeNbHO JBAa BHICHMS
YKPauHCKOTO MPONLIOro. Mbl Ha3blBaeM UX ,,yKpauHCKHN™ U ,,[IOCTCOBETCKHi”. B mepBoM BuaeHHH
MBI HUMEEM JIeJI0 C IOBECTBOBAHMEM, KAaCAaIOIIMMCSl YTHETEHHUs cO cTOpoHBI Poccum (a Taxke
[onpmm), ¢ McTOpuel, HAMMCAHHON TePOU3MOM, CAMOOTBEPKEHHOCTHIO M HAalHMOHATU3MOM. Bo
BTOPOM — HUCTOPHS APYXKOBI C POACTBEHHBIM C TOUYKH 3PEHHUS S3bIKA, PEUTUH M KYJIbTYPEI HAPOIOM
Poccun, ¢ koTopsIM YKpanuHy o0beAnHIET U3BEUHAS IpYxKOa.

B nepBeie roxpl HE3aBUCHMOCTH, YKPaHMHCKOE IPaBUTEIBCTBO CTPEMIIIOCH Y3aKOHUTH
U YKPEIHUTh CBOM IMO3MIMH, YaCcTO HArJISIIHO AEMOHCTPHPYS yBakeHHe K uctopuu. Iloxomsmume u3
OBIBIINX KOMMYHHCTHYECKHX JIMT, JIUAEPHl HE3aBUCUMOI YKPaHHbI IPUHSIIN 1e-(aKToO ,,HAIIHOHAIb-
HBIH TPOEKT” (HALMOHAIBbHO-AEMOKpPATHYECKuii), 4To obieryano o60CHOBaHUE (YHKIIMOHUPOBAHUS
HOBOM NOJHMTHYECKOH OpraHU3alid W OTIMYANO ,,HOBYI YKpauHy OT ee MpelIiecTBeHHHIH. Ha
YpPOBHE CHMBOJIOB U JHCKypCa, HACONOTHIECKUH BakyyM B Hadane 90-X rofoB 3amoIHIIa PUTOPHUKA,
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KOTOPOH K 3TOMY BPEMEHHU IOJIb30BAJIOCh OKPYKEHHE, OPHEHTHPOBAHHOE Ha HAPOX U peOpMEL,
COCpeIOTOYEeHHOE BOKPYT ,,Pyxa”.

Crnenyromuit stan, 1994-2004, cBd3aH ¢ nepUoOJOM JIByX CPOKOB IPABICHUS NPE3UJECHTA
Jleonnna KyuMsl ¥ B 3HauMTENbHOW CTENEHH peabuiuTalell COBETCKOro Hacienus YKpauHBIL.
Kyuma mpuien K BIaCTH B KaueCTBE HPEICTABUTENIS HCTOPUYECKOrO CO3HAHHMS BOCTOKA M Iora
VKpauHbl, CO BPEMEHEM €ro MOJINTHKAa NpHoOpena 4YepThl aMOUBAIEHTHOIO M, OJHOBPEMEHHO,
BIOJIHE cOATaHCHPOBAHHOTO OTHOLIEHHS K IIPOLLIOMY.

OBOMIONHNIO, HO B APYTOM HAaMpaBIeHHH, Ipoinen npesuaeHT Bukrop HOmenko. B us3-
OupaTenbHON KaMITAHWM, KpOME IONBITOK IPHUTOTOBJICHUS €ro K HapOJHOMY ITOBECTBOBAHHIO,
1 Ja)ke HAMOHAINCTHIECKOMY, MOSBIIICS B Ka4eCTBE MpecTaBUTeNs KoHceHcyca. Co BpeMeHeM OH
cTaJl MOOOPHUKOM JIO3YHIa ,,0/[HA LIEPKOBb, OJIMH A3bIK, OJHA UCTOPHs”. CBOMMHU AEHCTBUAMHU pa3iyl
CKPBITBIC CIOPBI B BOIPOCAX UCTOPHYECKOH monutHku. OH KOCHYJICS, MOXKalyH, caMoro CIOpPHOro
BOIIPOCA, K OIIEHKE KOTOPOro OOIIECTBO ellle He TOTOBO — poib YKpanHckoii [ToBcTandeckoit Apmuu
B cTopun YKpaunsl. HecomueHnHoit 3acmyroit npesunenta fOmeHko Obina ,,akTUBALUs HALMOHANb-
HOM maMsTH 0 roozae 1932-1933, co3nanne YKpanHCKOTro HHCTUTYTa HAMOHAIBHOM mamstu (2006).

YkpanHa, Kak MOJOAOE€ TOCYAAapCTBO, HY)XAAaeTcsl B J0OOPO HCTOPHUYECKON IMOJUTHKE
U MyApoil mojsepKKe rocynapcTBa B HPOIECCe HCCIENOBaHUS M (OPMHPOBAHHS oOpa3za CBOETO
nponuioro. ITopa3uTeasHBIM (DAKTOM SIBISIETCSI OTCYTCTBHE UETKOHW KOHIEMIINH ITOJUTHKH MaMSITH
U ee M3MeH4YHBOCTh. OTCYTCTBHE NOCTOSHHOTO INEPEYHs BaXKHBIX IS TPaXKIaH HaI[MOHAJIbHBIX
IIpa3JHUKOB M IOOMIIEEB, CBOETO PoOJa ,,KaTajora mnaMsaTH’, HE JOJIKHO YAUBIATH HOTOMY, 4TO
Ka)XABIH T'PaXXJaHUH BBIPOC B ONpPEJEICHHOH MCTOpHOrpapu4ecKoil Tpaauiuu, KOTopas Bce elle
BJIMSET Ha BOCIPHATHE, UHTEPIPETALMIO U UCTOPHYECKOe MoBecTBOBaHUE. K coxaneHuto, HCTOpus
YacTO HCIIONB3YETCs TOMUTHKON U SBISETCS MCTOYHHKOM OOIIECTBEHHBIX pa3felIeHHH, KOTOPHBIi
HMHOT/Ia CO3HATENBHO KYJbTUBUPYETCSA M MOAMUTHIBACTCS MOIUTHIECKUMH KPyraMH. DTO TIPUBOJHUT
K TOMY, 4TO JIOBOJIBHO YacTO M3 MOJUTHKH MaMATH POXKIAeTCs KOH(IUKT MaMsTH.

Katarzyna Jedraszczyk
(Gniezno)

Jawne i ukryte sensy polityki historycznej
ukrainskich prezydentéw w latach 1991-2010

Niecheg¢ polskich historykéw do hasta ,,polityka historyczna” wynika z negatywnych
skojarzen z propaganda historyczna z okresu PRL. Samo zestawienie wydaje si¢ wielu historykom
oksymoronem. Nalezy jednak zwrdci¢ uwage, ze czg$¢ specjalistow w tej dziedzinie (zwlaszcza na
gruncie niemieckim, ale i polskim), podkresla, ze polityka historyczna moze, a nawet powinna by¢
postrzegana jako zjawisko pozytywne, zwlaszcza w kontekscie sprzyjania konstruowaniu tozsamosci
i rozwojowi gruntownych badan historycznych. Polityka historyczna obejmuje takze dziatania insty-
tucjonalne, zmierzajace do promocji okreslonych postaw wobec historii. Na styl uprawiania polityki
historycznej wplyw ma przede wszystkim etap rozwoju kultury politycznej i poziom rozwoju spote-
czenstwa obywatelskiego oraz (zwlaszcza w przypadku Ukrainy) etap procesu narodowotworczego.
W ostatnim przypadku mamy do czynienia z wizja rozwoju procesu narodowotworczego w kierunku
narodu tytularnego lub obywatelskiego. Polityka historyczna ma wiele wspdlnego z komunikatem
perswazyjnym. Komunikujacym jest wladza, a w wypadku Ukrainy, w zwiazku z silna pozycja kon-
stytucyjna, jest to gldwnie prezydent; adresatem — spoleczenstwo ukrainskie.

Najwigkszy dylemat polityki historycznej Ukrainy stanowi wciaz silny wplyw podziatu
ukrainskich ziem etnicznych pomigdzy carska Rosja a Imperium Habsburgéw. Znajduje to odzwier-
ciedlanie w poczuciu tozsamosci i charakterze przemian narodowosciowych. Symboliczng lini¢ po-
dziatu stanowi Dniepr.



152 K. Jedraszczyk

Efektem skomplikowanej przesztosci jest funkcjonowanie dwoch schematdéw historycznych
i dwoch typow narracji historycznej. Jurij Szapowat okresla je jako natywistyczny i alternatywny.
Kazdy z nich ma swoisty katalog historycznych bytow i wydarzen. W pierwszej narracji sa to: Rus
Kijowska, Ksigstwo Halicko-Wotynskie, szlachta i kozactwo w Rzeczpospolitej, okres pod wladza
imperium rosyjskiego i austro-wegierskiego, 1917 rok, Zachodnioukrainska Republika Ludowa,
Ukrainska Republika Ludowa, zmagania wyzwolencze, Gtéd, OUN-UPA, dysydenci, niepodlegtos¢.
W alternatywnej narracji mamy inne elementy: wspdlny naréd dawnej Rusi, litewsko-polska koloni-
zacja, Rada Perejsatwska, ruchy spoteczno-polityczne XIX wieku, rewolucja pazdziernikowa, wojna
ludowa, Ukrainska Socjalistyczna Republika Radziecka, Wielka Wojna Ojczyzniana, walka przeciw
okupantowi niemieckiemu, Ukraina—cztonek ONZ, rozpad ZSRR jako tragiczny moment w historii.
Jarostaw Hrycak dwie wizje historii nazywa: ,,ukrainska tradycyjna” i ,,sowiecka”. Obie wizje maja
swoj panteon bohateréw i obie sg uproszczeniem ze wzgledu na linearnosé.

Na Ukrainie od poczatku jej niepodlegtosci dwie wizje ukrainskiej przesztosci funkcjonuja
paralelnie. Mozemy je nazwac ,,ukrainska” i ,,postsowiecka”. W pierwszej wizji mamy do czynienia
z narracja dotyczaca opresji ze strony Rosji (ale i Rzeczpospolitej), z historia pisana heroizmem,
poswigceniem 1 nacjonalizmem; w drugiej — histori¢ przyjazni z pokrewnym pod wzglgdem jegzyka,
religii i kultury narodem rosyjskim, z ktérym Ukraing laczy odwieczna przyjazn.

W pierwszych latach niepodlegtosci wtadza ukrainska dazyta do legitymizacji i utrwalenia
swojej pozycji, czgsto wyraznie demonstrujac szacunek do historii. Wywodzacy si¢ z dawnych elit
komunistycznych przywodcy niepodlegtej Ukrainy przejeli de facto ,,projekt narodowy” (narodowo-
-demokratyczny), co utatwiato uzasadnienie funkcjonowania nowego podmiotu politycznego i odr6z-
niato ,,nowa Ukraing” od poprzedniczki. Na poziomie symboli i dyskursu, ideologiczna préznia na
poczatku lat 90. wypekiona zostata retoryka, ktora do tego czasu postugiwaty si¢ srodowiska zo-
rientowane pronarodowo i reformatorsko, skupione wokot ,,Ruchu”.

Kolejny etap, lata 1994-2004, wiaze si¢ z okresem dwoch kadencji prezydenta Leonida
Kuczmy i w duzej mierze rehabilitacja radzieckiej spuscizny Ukrainy. Kuczma dochodzit do wtadzy
jako reprezentant §wiadomosci historycznej wschodu i potudnia Ukrainy, z czasem jego polityka
nabrata cech ambiwalentnego, ale tez dos¢ wywazonego stosunku do przesztosci.

Ewolucjg, ale w innym kierunku, przeszedt prezydent Juszczenko. W kampanii wyborczej,
pomimo prob przyporzadkowania go do narracji narodowej, a nawet nacjonalistycznej, jawil sig jako
rzecznik konsensusu. Z czasem stat si¢ rzecznikiem hasta ,,jedna cerkiew, jeden jezyk, jedna histo-
ria”. Swoimi dziataniami rozdmuchal utajone spory w kwestii polityki historycznej. Dotknat bodaj
najbardziej kontrowersyjnej kwestii, na oceng ktorej spoleczenstwo nie jest jeszcze gotowe — roli
Ukrainskiej Powstanczej Armii w historii Ukrainy. Niewatpliwa zastuga prezydenta Juszczenki byla
»aktywizacja” narodowej pamigci dotyczacej gtodu 1932-1933, utworzenie Ukrainskiego Instytutu
Pamigci Narodowej (2006 r).

Ukraina jako mtode panstwo potrzebuje dobrej polityki historycznej i madrego wsparcia pan-
stwa w procesie badania i ksztaltowania obrazu swojej przesztosci. Jaskrawym zjawiskiem jest brak
wykrystalizowanej koncepcji polityki pamigcei i jej zmienno$¢. Brak statego katalogu waznych dla oby-
watela §wiat 1 rocznic narodowych, swoistej ,.karty pamigci”, nie powinien jednak dziwi¢, bo faktem
jest, ze kazdy z obywateli wyrost w okreslonej tradycji historiograficznej, ktora wciaz wptywa na
postrzeganie, interpretowanie i narracj¢ historyczna. Niestety historia jest niejednokrotnie tematem
wykorzystywanym politycznie oraz zrodtem podziatéw spotecznych, czasem celowo pielegnowanych
i podsycanych przez kregi polityczne. Sprawia to, ze wcale nierzadko z polityki pamigei rodzi sig kon-
flikt pamigci.






