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‘Free with the Free, Equal with the Equal’:
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of the Conversion of the Jagiellonian Myth. Experience
of Polish Historiography at the Beginning
of the 20th Century

‘Wolni z wolnymi, réwni z réwnymi’: Polacy i Ukrairicy w tle konwersji mitu
jagielloniskiego. Doswiadczenia historiografii polskiej poczgtku XX wieku

ABSTRACT

The Jagiellonian myth is relatively well developed in Polish historiography.
The exception is the first twenty years of the 20th century, when its successive conver-
sions and accelerated migration from the discourse of historiography to the discourse
of memory took place. In the background of these processes, a kind of advancement
of Polish-Ukrainian issues was taking place (politically conditioned), which until now
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466 ANDRZEJ STEPNIK

had been dominated by Polish-Lithuanian relations. This article is intended to expand
on and document these issues. The subject of analysis and conclusion were works of
a general nature (syntheses, parasyntheses, textbooks, compendia, etc.), which accu-
mulate and ‘reflect’ current scientific, political, social, cultural and other trends, creat-
ing interesting research material. It allowed to establish that in 1900-1918, the symbol
of the Union of Lublin, the idea of ‘free with the free, equal with the equal” was a popu-
lar motif of historical narratives, which as a scientific construct, however, became more
and more archaic. Its cultivation resulted in an indirect retreat from critical historiog-
raphy. It can be seen that the Jagiellonian myth attracted neo-Romantics to a greater
extent than Modernists who sought a closer link between historiography and social
sciences. However, it cannot be said that there were no interesting attempts to rein-
terpret it. Such were the references to some of the then promising sociologising and
psychologising directions that appeared in the West but also in Poland. Surprisingly,
the greatest admirers of this idea at the beginning of the 20th century were histori-
ans identifying themselves with national democratic ideas, followed by conservatives
(realists) and researchers associated with various factions of the independence camp.
The Treaty of Riga of 18 March 1921, concluded between Poland, Soviet Russia and
Ukraine, showed that the romantic spirit of the Union of Lublin survived and became
part of the history of ideas.

Key words: Polish historiography, 20th century, Ukraine, Ukrainians, Union of Lub-
lin, independence, narrative myths, collective memory

The phrase ‘free with the free, equal with the equal’ appeared in public
circulation in the 16th century. We find it, for example, in the privileges
of Zygmunt August from 1569 restoring Volhynia and the Kyiv Duchy
to the Crown'. Almost a hundred years later, it was used in the text of
the Treaty of Hadiach, concluded between the Commonwealth and the
Ukrainian Cossacks. During the Enlightenment it was used in political
disputes and journalism? Initially, the phrase was primarily a rhetorical
figure (juxtaposed of two syntactically parallel parts, appropriately
matched in terms of meaning), a solemn elocutionary form, and over time
it became a slogan that contained a certain socio-political program. Many
Polish concepts of independence and federalism drew from it®. This slogan

! Unia Lubelska 1569 roku. Akta prawne, introduction and ed. H. Litwin, Kijow 2019,
PP 29, 39; also cf. H. Litwin, Réwni do réwnych. Kijowska reprezentacja sejmowa 1569-1648,
Warszawa 2009. The slogan ‘free with the free, equal with the equal” did not appear in the
Act of the Union of Lublin itself.

2 See: AF. Grabski, Historia a przemiany spoleczno-polityczne w epoce Oswiecenia, in:
idem, Perspektywy przesztosci. Studia i szkice historiograficzne, Lublin 1983, pp. 13-51.

*  Od ugody hadziackiej do Unii Europejskiej, vol. I, Wolni z wolnymi, réwni z réwnymi,
zacni z zacnymi, eds. A. Kulczycki et al., Rzeszow-Iwano-Frankiwsk 2012, p. 5; M. Boruta,
Wolni z wolnymi, réwni z réwnymi. Polska i Polacy o niepodlegtosci wschodnich sgsiadéw
Rzeczypospolitej, Krakéw 2002, p. 12.
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showed extraordinary carrying capacity and durability*. To this dayj, it is
still a sign of heritage and a figure of memory°.

Its true ‘career” started in the 19th century, when historians inscribed
freedom, equality and nobility into the ‘Polish soul®. A clear praise for
these values can be found in Dzieje Potoczne (1829) by Joachim Lelewel,
who presented the Union of Lublin as a result of the “idea of brotherhood’
between Poland and its closest neighbor’. Without underestimating its
political costs, he noted that it radiated ‘equality of fraternal citizenship’
and the light of Polish political solutions®.

The apologia of the Polish-Lithuanian monarchy was created mainly
by Karol Szajnocha and Julian Klaczko. These Romantics brought to life
the Jagiellonian idea in Polish historiography’. They presented the union
of the two countries as a globally unprecedented voluntary union of
nations, transforming over time into a family commonwealth, united in
a spirit of love and harmony. Poles — in Szajnocha’s opinion — thanks to
the “sword into ploughshares’ strategy contributed to the expansion of the
‘Christian balks’, granting their neighbors their own ‘civilizational honors’
and protecting them from tyrants and infidels. The historian saw the
importance of the union for the Ruthenian lands, which after 1569 began
to deviate from the line of grand ducal despotism and entered the path
towards democratic development and the shaping of new characteristics
of their inhabitants.

Szajnocha’s concept, built on the basis of Catholic providentialism',
was taken up and creatively developed by other authors of general
works. Noting the growing national and state aspirations of Ruthenians
(Ukrainians), as well as being aware of their territorial and population

* See eg. R. Stobiecki, Idea jagielloriska w Srodowisku polskich emigrantéw politycznych po
1945 r., in: Wspélne dziedzictwo. Rzeczpospolita Obojga Narodéw w polskiej, litewskiej i ukrairiskiej
historiografii XIX—XXI wieku, eds. M. Hoszowska et al., Rzeszow 2019, pp. 256-275.

> A case of an inscription carved on a pedestrian route at the Litewski Square in
Lublin, an exhibition organised at the Zoloti Vorota Kyiv metro station from 11 June to 15
July 2019 or an exhibition presented at the Central Scientific Library in Minsk from 23 to 24
May 2019.

¢ A.Wierzbicki, Spory o polskq dusze. Z zagadnier charakterologii narodowej w historiografii
polskiej XIX i XX wieku, Warszawa 2010.

7 ]J. Lelewel, Dzieje Polski potocznym sposobem opowiedziane, in: idem, Dzieta, vol. 7,
Warszawa 1961, p. 135.

8 Idem, Obraz dziejéw polskich, in: idem, Polska, dzieje i rzeczy jej, vol. 1, Poznan 1858, p. 139.

® More on this subject: J. Maternicki, Poczgtki mitu jagielloriskiego w historiografii
i publicystyce polskiej XIX wieku: Karol Szajnocha i Julian Klaczko, ‘Przeglad Humanistyczny’
1988, 32, 11-12, pp. 33-48.

10" See: V. Julkowska, Historia dla wyobrazni. Recepcja i interpretacja pisarstwa historycznego
Karola Szajnochy, Poznan 2010, p. 375.
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468 ANDRZEJ STEPNIK

potential, they began to pay more and more attention to them. The
name of the Grand Principality of Ruthenia appeared more and more
often next to the term ‘Crown and Grand Duchy of Lithuania’. The
tradition of the Union of Lublin was becoming increasingly useful. This
was because, according to Jerzy Maternicki, an expert on this issue, the
nation ‘deprived of independence by violence, later often humiliated and
persecuted, but not submissive, in almost every generation undertaking
a heroic yet unequal fight for freedom, had to somehow compensate for
its failures and the harm suffered. It turned to its centuries-old past, and it
was in this past that it sought confirmation of its own value, as well as the
right to independent existence. [...]. The Jagiellonian myth — according to
J. Maternicki, — not only served various temporary purposes, it was also
an expression of longing for some better world". In other words, it was
a kind of utopia that had been carried over into the past®.

After the January Uprising, apart from the democratic community, the
most frequent distancing was made from the view about the breakthrough
significance of the union. Among the conservatives of Krakow, there
was even an opinion that the Union swallowed us up'. Jézef Szujski’s
revisionism, accepted by historians of such rank as Michat Bobrzynski,
undermined the foundations of the Jagiellonian myth, although it did not
deconstruct it completely'.

It was revived thanks to the events connected with the celebration of
the 300th anniversary of the Union of Lublin that had place in several

' H. Schmitt, Dzieje narodu polskiego od najdawniejszych do najnowszych czaséw, vol. 1,
Lwow 1863, p. 722.

12 “[...] pozbawiony przemocaniepodlegltosci, pézniej czesto ponizany i przesladowany,
ale nieulegly, w kazdym niemal pokoleniu podejmujacy heroiczng acz nieréwna walke
o wolno$¢, musial w jakis$ sposob kompensowac sobie niepowodzenia i doznane krzywdy.
Zwrocil sie ku swej wielowiekowej przesztosci i w niej wlasnie szukal potwierdzenia
wlasnej wartosci, a takze prawa do niepodleglego bytu. W ten sposoéb dzieje narodowe staty
si¢ nie tylko przedmiotem chlodnych dociekarn naukowych, ile obiektem kultu, Zrédtem
wiary i nadziei na lepsza przysztos¢ [...]. Mit jagiellonski — w opinii J. Maternickiego —
stuzyt nie tylko réoznym celom doraznym, byl takze wyrazem tesknoty za jakims lepszym
$wiatem’. ]. Maternicki, Historia i wychowanie, Warszawa 1990, p. 32.

3 This was not the leading view of this era. The Epigoni of the Enlightenment, authors
of works written from the position of a monarchic concept of history, were not overly
interested in the national transformations initiated in 1569. They treated Ukraine as
a territorial bounty of the Jagiellonian monarchy, or a bargaining chip in disputes with
their neighbours.

14 See: J. Maternicki, Michat Bobrzyriski wobec tzw. unii jagielloriskiej. Ewolucja poglgadéw
i jej uwarunkowania, ‘Przeglad Humanistyczny’ 1977, 21, 12, pp. 131-142.

5 K. Btachowska, Wiele historii jednego panstwa. Obraz dziejow Wielkiego Ksigstwa
Litewskiego do 1569 roku w ujeciu historykéw polskich, rosyjskich, ukrairiskich, litewskich
i biatoruskich w XIX wieku, Warszawa 2009, p. 287.
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dozen Galician cities in 1869. The most important were ceremonies in
Lviv, organized with difficulty by a committee formed mainly of liberal-
democratic activists from Galicia and Polish emigration circles in France.
It was headed by advocate Franciszek Smolka — president of the National
Democratic Society founded in 1869'. On the Committee’s initiative,
a mound was laid down at the High Castle in Lviv, which was to capture
the times of the former glory of the Republic. The intention of the
organizers of this commemoration was to serve as a symbol of resistance
against the invaders and an inspiration for the reconstruction of the
state of free nations: Poles, Lithuanians, Ukrainians and Belarusians.
On 11 August 1869, a ceremony organized by Smolka took place, in which
was laid, on which the coats of arms of Poland, Lithuania and Ruthenia
were engraved along with an inscription: ‘Free with the free, equal with
the equal, Poland, Lithuania and Ruthenia, united by the Union of
Lublin on 11 August 1569’". The earth deposited there came from such
memorial sites as the battlefield of Grunwald, the graves of Kosciuszko,
Mickiewicz, Stowacki and Lelewel, as well as the burial place of the
‘Fallen Five” at Powazki Cemetery in Warsaw. Smolka was very keen to
win the Ukrainians over to this idea, but in the face of the dispute over
the future of Galicia, he did not succeed. The mound remained a symbol
of regional cooperation for some and a sign of Polish domination over
the city for others'.

In 1902, half a century after the first printing, another edition of
Szajnocha’s Jadwiga i Jagietfo was published in seven parts®. This work,
due to its beautiful and accessible literary form, the way it is fictionalized,
and its sense of the readers’ needs, had so far reached a relatively wide
circle of the intelligentsia. It was perceived not only as a scientific study of
the eponymous characters, but also as a fascinating story about the end of
the Middle Ages or a certain epoch in the history of Poland and Lithuania.
Szajnocha presented it as a time of instructive examples of fraternization of
different communities into one family, an attempt to ‘cordially” integrate
the Orient and the Occident.

16 J. Zdrada, Archiwwoum lwowskiego Towarzystwa Narodowo-Demokratycznego (1868-1870),
‘Rocznik Biblioteki PAN w Krakowie’ 1966, 12, p. 80.

7 “Wolni z wolnymi, réwni z réwnymi — Polska, Litwa i Rus, zjednoczone Unia
Lubelska dnia 11 sierpnia 1569 roku’.

8 More in: P. Sierzega, Obchody rocznicy unii lubelskiej na terenie Galicji w 1869 roku, in:
Galicja i jej dziedzictwo, vol. 15, Dziatalnos¢ wyzwolericza, ed. J. Hoff, Rzeszow 2001, pp. 146-199.

¥ SM. Kuczynski, ‘Jadwiga i Jagietto” Karola Szajnochy na tle jego zycia i twdrczosci
naukowej, in: K. Szajnocha, Jadwiga i Jagietto. Opowiadanie historyczne, introduction by S.M.
Kuczynski, vol. 1, Warszawa 1969, pp. 5-75.
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It seemed that at the beginning of the 20th century, at a time of
intensified independence sentiments, Szajnocha’s message would fall on
fertile ground. This was heralded, for example, by the edition of the work
of the Krakow medievalist Stanistaw Smolka (son of Franciszek), Unia
Litwy z Korong, in which the author emphasized that the Union of Lublin
put Poland, Lithuania and Ruthenia in the position of hard promoters and
defenders of Western civilization®. However, that is not what happened.
In the new reality, interest in Ukrainian issues has decreased by a third*.
The Union of Lublin had lost its explanatory power, though it retained
its magnetism, apologetic and symbolic character. The slogan ‘free with
the free, equal with the equal’ continued in historical writing but clearly
migrated from academic discourse to the memorial discourse®. This was
fostered by the phenomenon of many researchers becoming servants of
the idea of independence.

It is difficult to present our views on the subject we are interested
in in detail, because at the beginning of the 20th century there were
about 300 active Polish historians, distinguished by a great diversity of
beliefs, methodological attitudes and workshop experiences®. They have
published many works, in various languages and countries. Therefore, it
is reasonable to make the main subject of a reflection on the title theme
of works of a general nature (syntheses, parasyntheses, compendia,
textbooks, etc.), which took into account modern times and the lands
of the historic Republic of Poland. These, like a lens, focus on the views
present in the public space. They illustrate the “spirit of the era” better than
specialized analytical work*.

Following this path one can see that, unexpectedly, the representatives
of the national democratic formation were the closest to the idée fixe of
Szajnocha and Smolka. The slogan ‘free with the free, equal with the equal’

2 S. Smolka, Unia Litwy z Korong, Krakéw 203, pp. 119-120. The renewal of the
Jagiellonian myth is frequently attributed to S. Smolka, see: J. Maternicki, Stanistaw Smolka
i powrdt historiografii do mitu jagielloniskiego, ‘Przeglad Humanistyczny’ 1989, 33, 11-12,
pp- 83-101.

2 In general works, its share has decreased from 6% to 4% of their volume. See:
A Stepnik, Ukraina i stosunki polsko ukrainiskie w syntezach i podrecznikach dziejéw ojczystych
okresu porozbiorowego 1795-1918, Lublin 1998, pp. 152, 228.

22 Theoretical considerations on this subject, among others in: K. Pomian, Historia:
nauka wobec pamieci, Lublin 2006; Tradycja dla wspétczesnosci. Cigglos¢ i zmiana, vol. 6, Pamie¢
jako kategoria rzeczywistoéci kulturowej, eds. J. Adamowski, M. Wojcicka, Lublin 2012.

2 ]. Maternicki, Historiografia polska XX wieku, part 1, Lata 1900-1918, Wroctaw—
Warszawa—Krakow-Gdansk—t.6dz 1982, p. 18.

# This procedure is not easy either, as many historians of 1900-1918 consider the
period to be asynthetic; see: . Maternicki, Historiografia, p. 78.
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was received by them with considerable satisfaction. A careful analysis of
their works does not confirm the popular opinion that historians associated
with Endecja [National Democracy] lost interest in this issue since Roman
Dmowski, in his work Niemcy, Rosja i sprawa Polska (1907), stated that after
the national awakening of the borderland minorities, Poles can no longer
play a dominant role there, and the fame of Polish civilizational merits in
the East has lost its former meaning?®.

In explaining this state of affairs, some general remarks should be
made. After a hundred years of captivity, Polish historiography had its
limitations, however, it also possessed a potential. Historians compensated
their readers for the difficulties in source research by, among other things,
deep reflection on the philosophy of history, the social role of history and
its scientific nature. The works published at that time were no longer just
a chronicle of events, detached from the process of their production and
causality. To “‘understand their heroes — the perpetrators of history, [they
were able — author’s note] to accept their perspective — and not that of their
time — on the course of events’®. They did not put them in the space of
current policy. In such optics, the Union of Lublin appeared to be a great
national success. The optimism derived from the thought of the positivist
‘Warsaw School’, intensified by the ideals of neo-Romanticism and the
growing moods of freedom, improved the historical assessment of these
events even more, although it placed them in the ‘long gone’ reality, more
in the area of memory than history.

This trend can be seen quite clearly in the writings of Adam Szelagowski,
whois one of the first generation of neo-Romantic and Modernist historians. As
J. Maternicki noted, ‘Describing the history of Poland “at the turn of the middle
and new centuries” Szelagowski fell into such a far-reaching ‘optimism’ that
many of his formulations resemble the most apologetic texts of the Romantic
era’”. Treating the Union as the second stage of the execution movement’s
activity, he assumed that ‘Poland introduced two of its fundamental
directions into common history. One of them was the idea of freedom [...].
And the second direction [...] lies in its relation to the neighboring Eastern

# R. Dmowski, Niemcy, Rosja i kwestia polska, Lwoéw 1908, pp. 260-261.

% ‘[...] zrozumie¢ swoich bohateréw — sprawcéw historii, [umieli oni — author’s note]
przyjac¢ ich — a nie swego czasu — perspektywe patrzenia na bieg zdarzerny'. J. Pomorski,
Wstep, in: K. Kasprowicz et al., Szlakami Polski Niepodlegtej 1914-1922. Interaktywny atlas
historyczny, Lublin 2019, p. 9.

¥ 'Opisujac dzieje Polski ‘na przetomie wiekéw $rednich i nowych’ Szelagowski
popadt w tak daleko posunigty ‘optymizm’, ze wiele jego sformulowan przypomina
najbardziej apologetyczne teksty doby romantyzmu’. J. Maternicki, Adam Szelggowski i jego
poglady na historie (cz. 1), 'Przeglad Humanistyczny’ 1989, 33, 11-12, p. 132.
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nations of Lithuania and Ruthenia. Poland had to sow the seeds of Western
European civilization in the East, educate the peoples and raise them to the
ideal —based on Christian freedom’*. Although the historian did not comment
on this thought more broadly, he clearly intended to argue the thesis that
national cultures are overtaken by civilizational relationships®. Szelagowski
saw the sources of this civilization mainly in ‘systemic institutions” and
common ‘education’. The expansion of Poland’s borders and the influence of
the Polish language was a testimony to its attractiveness and the spreading of
Polish culture. As a result, he wrote, ‘one and the same culture has developed
in Prussia, Poland, Lithuania and Ruthenia. Residents of different origins
admitted to a common nationality’®. This idyll has now faded as a result of
the armed intervention of the neighboring powers.

When analysing the issue of the Union of Lublin, Szelagowski noted
that although there were some reservations about the nature of the
covenant on the part of Lithuania, the real union met with total approval
of the inhabitants of the Ruthenian lands, aware of the benefits they may
experience. Despite some difficulties, the year 1569 ended, according to the
Lviv historian, the process of merging of the individual modern Poland’s
lands into one whole. They went beyond the area described over three
hundred years later (sic/) in Dmowski’s incorporation concept.

An even greater optimist in the assessment of the Union of 1569 was
a historian of law and publicist from Warsaw, Jozef Siemienski. He treated this
event as an exceptional case of voluntary merging of nations of different origins
and cultures into one country. According to the author, the Union provided
them with a common basis for the development of the powers. Siemienski
also believed that the absolute advantage of Polish culture entailed ‘a gradual
Polonization of the unified countries and the incoming foreign elements™".
In order to explain where the Polish-Lithuanian and Polish-Ruthenian

% ‘Polska wprowadzita do dziejow powszechnych dwa swoje zasadnicze kierunki.
Jednym z nich byla idea wolnosci [...]. A drugi kierunek [...] lezy w jej stosunku do
osciennych narodéw wschodnich - Litwy i Rusi. Polska musiata rzuci¢ nasiona cywilizacji
zachodnioeuropejskiej na Wschodzie, ksztatci¢ ludy i podnies¢ do ideatu — opartego na
wolnosci chrzescijaniskiej’. A. Szelagowski, Wzrost parnstwa polskiego w XV i XVI w. Polska na
przetomie wiekéw srednich i nowych, Lwow-Warszawa 1904, p. 166; idem, Historia nowozytna
1453-1789, Lublin 1918, pp. 117-119; see: J. Maternicki, Adam, p. 132.

» W. Czaplinski, H. Wereszycki, Dorobek naukowy Adama Szelggowskiego, “Kwartalnik
Historyczny’ 1962, 69, 3, p. 617.

* "W wyniku tego — pisat — rozwineta si¢ jedna i ta sama kultura w Prusiech, w Polsce,
na Litwie i na Rusi. Mieszkancy réznego pochodzenia przyznawali sie do wspdlnej
narodowosci’. A. Szelagowski, Wzrost, p. 19; see: idem, Historia, p. 119.

3 ‘stopniowa polonizacje krajow zunifikowanych oraz naptywowych elementéw
obcych’. J. Siemienski, Dziedzictwo Rzeczypospolitej, Warszawa 1918, pp. 9, 22.
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conflicts came from, the historian of law pointed out that Polonization took
place in the so-called ‘higher spheres’, which were able to understand that
the “truly democratic’ thought was the basis of the country’s system, and its
parliamentarianism was excellent. The irritation was born among the spheres
who were unaware of this. Therefore, the Warsaw historian had some doubts
about the cohesion of the Jagiellonian system.

He was one of the few historians of the early 20th century.
J. Siemienski expressed his conviction that the idea of a union outlived
the Commonwealth of Two Nations for a long time. He wrote that ‘Poland
has fulfilled its most important mission in history — to extend the reign
of Western culture to the pagan or schismatic East, and to consolidate it
so that when Polishness suffered severe disasters there, the features of
proximity to the West, even distant, and resistance to the East remained’*.
In the opinion of the Endecja-associated historian, this was the ‘dignified
heritage” of the Republic. For Ukraine, it meant the formation of a new
identity for the people living there, who, breaking with the legacy of the
Orient, at the same time kept their distance from Poland and the Occident.
In this way, the historian signaled the conviction that the reborn Poland
would need a different Eastern policy than in the Jagiellonian era.

A group of researchers connected with National Democracy was under
the patronage of historians of the older generation, who came from the
positivist school in Warsaw. Let us take this opportunity to recall that
this formation set the tone for Polish historiography in the 1890s and
experienced its twilight at the beginning of the 20th century.

Tadeusz Korzon, who belonged to this generation, referred in his 20th-
century texts to the evaluations formulated years ago by Klaczko and
Szajnocha. Thus, he ascribed to Zygmunt August the conviction that ‘the
Polish-Lithuanian union is supposed to be a work lasting forever, which is
why it was [the king — author’s note] who showed inexhaustible patience
and perseverance, in order to bring about diversity through ‘love’. He was
also sincerely glad that he managed to create a huge commonwealth
of different nations, languages and religions, united by bonds of
brotherhood, strange and charming as a dream, especially in the age of
Machiavellian intrigues, wars of annexation and fanatic massacres’®.

# ’spetnita Polska najwazniejszg swa misje dziejowa — rozszerzyla panowanie kultury
zachodniej na wschod poganski lub schizmatycki i utrwalita je tak, ze kiedy polskos¢
doznata tam klesk dotkliwych, utrzymaty sie jednak rysy bliskosci z Zachodem nawet
dalekim i odpornos¢ wobec Wschodu'. Ibidem, p. 11.

¥ ‘unia polsko-litewska ma by¢ dzietem trwalym na wieki, dlatego to [krél — author’s
note] zdobywal sie na cierpliwos¢ niewyczerpang i wytrwato$¢ niepospolita, Zeby
przyprowadzi¢ do skutku przez pogodzenie réznorodnos¢ przez ‘milos¢’. Szczerze tez
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474 ANDRZEJ STEPNIK

He attributed the success of this space to the state in the areas of ethnic,
cultural and religious development. Korzon’s story was more a tribute to
the republican-democratic tradition and heritage than a reflection of the
new historiography.

The statements of Wiadystaw Smoleniski, also connected with the
positivist Warsaw school, were more patronizing towards the Ukrainians™.
Even more so than at the end of the 19th century, this historian emphasized
Polish merits in the East. He began to treat the expansion into Ruthenian
lands almost exclusively as accomplishment of the civilization mission of
the Republic. “The Jagiellonian Union’, he explained on the eve of World
War I, ‘caused a march of Latin culture into the Byzantine East. As the
advantage of an educated man is to disperse the darkness of others, it is
also the merit of every cultured nation to share its moral achievements
with barbaric or less enlightened peoples. The Lithuanian-Polish Union
opened up the opportunity for Poland to instill Latin culture in the eastern
part of Ruthenia, brought up under Byzantine influence. Conquering
Ruthenia for the sake of Latin culture became one of Poland’s main tasks,
one of its most important merits’*. Smolenski essentially saw East and
West as two antagonistic worlds. In the expansion to the East, he began
to see the historical mission of Poland and Poles. This led to a tendency
to overestimate the role of Polishness in Ukrainian lands. This can be seen
in the author’s thesis assuming that ‘from the Union of Lublin Polishness
will gain the advantage in Ruthenia with its Western culture. [...] There
has not been in the history of the world — he added — an example of

cieszyl sig, ze mu si¢ udato utworzy¢ ogromna rzeczpospolita z roznych narodow, jezykéw
i wyznan, spojong wieztami braterstwa, dziwng i powabna jak marzenie, szczegélnie
w wieku intryg machiawelskich, wojen zaborczych i rzezi fanatycznych’. T. Korzon,
Historia Polski. Wydanie nadzwyczajne w zmienionym uktadzie, ed. B. Bator, Kijow 1918, p.
2; see: ]. Kolbuszewska, Tadeusz Korzon (1839-1918). Miedzy codziennosciq, naukq a stuzbg
narodowi, £.6dz 2011, p. 223.

* As Andrzej Wierzbicki, the last of the Warsaw historians, noted, Wtadystaw
Smolenski did not know that he was counted as part of this ‘school’. This name, if it has
a scientific meaning, was created later. See: A. Wierzbicki, Zwigzki ‘Przegladu Historycznego’
z warszawskq szkolq historyczng, ‘Przeglad Historyczny’ 2006, 97, 1, pp. 1, 5.

¥ “Unia jagielloniska — ttumaczyt w przededniu I wojny $wiatowej — spowodowata
pochdd kultury lacinskiej na wschdéd bizantyjski. Jak zaleta cztowieka wyksztalconego
jest rozpraszanie ciemnoty bliznich, podobniez zastuga kazdego narodu kulturalnego jest
dzielenie si¢ swym dorobkiem moralnym zludami barbarzynskimi lub mniej o§wieconymi.
Unia litewsko-polska otworzyla Polsce sposobnos¢ zaszczepienia kultury facinskiej na
wschodzie ruskim, wychowanym pod wpltywem bizantyjskim. Zdobywanie Rusi dla
kultury tacinskiej stato sie¢ jednym z gléwnych zadan Polski, jedna z najwazniejszych
jej zastug’. W. Smolenski, Historia Polski, Warszawa [1921], p. 27. This excerpt comes
from a popular outline of Polish history, entitled La Pologne. Résumé d’histoire, transl.
M. Rakowska, Paris 1916, written by Smolenski ca. 1914 for foreign readers.
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such an association of nations different in terms of origin and past, an
association made with the most durable cultural ligaments. Therefore, the
Union of Lublin, carrying to the East the great slogans of equality and
freedom with all the cultural achievements of the Western world, has
a universal significance’*. According to the Warsaw historian, it protected
the Polish nation from, among others, spiritual depression and economic
proletarization. It was an ‘echo” of the dispute with the 19th-century
Krakow conservatives, who burdened the former Republic with the
dispersion of national forces and a deviation from the western direction of
development. It was polemical in nature in relation to the so-called theory
of space adapted by Szujski from Russian historiography.

Among the supporters of the agreement and advocates of cooperation
of Slavic peoples was young Felix Koneczny. The editor of ‘Swiat
Stowianski’ initially believed that a model way of resolving conflicts in
the Republic of Poland could be the 1658 Treaty of Hadiach, which de facto
created its own state for the Ruthenian population on the principles set
out in the Union of Lublin. He believed that it was ‘fair to both sides’?.
Shortly before the outbreak of the war, the historian tried to reorient
Poland on the civilizational map of the world, and his writing went astray.
He considered Ruthenians (and especially Cossacks) to be representatives
of the Turanian civilization, who ignored Polish achievements and became
‘black masses’. Koneczny’s main works were written after the Great War,
so they will not be discussed here for lack of space and justification®.
Important analytical work (of a intricate nature) of historians of national-
democratic convictions will also be omitted.

Conservative historians (‘realists’) referring to the attitudes developed
by the Krakow history school, were more distanced, but not hostile, to
the idea of fraternity with the nations living on the eastern borderlands
of the Republic, promoted by the Romantics®. In this group, the Polish-
Lithuanian and Polish-Cossack agreements initially provoked a critical

% ‘od unii lubelskiej zyska na Rusi przewage polskos¢ ze swa kultura zachodnia.
[...]. Nie bylo w dziejach swiata — dodawat — przyktadu takiego zespolenia narodéw
roznych pod wzgledem pochodzenia i przesztosci, zespolenia dokonanego za pomoca
najtrwalszych wiazadet kulturalnych. Totez unia lubelska, niosac na Wschod wielkie hasta
réwnosci i wolnosci ze wszystkimi zdobyczami kulturalnymi swiata zachodniego, posiada
znaczenie powszechnodziejowe’. W. Smolenski, op. cit., p. 70.

¥ F. Koneczny, Dzieje Polski, vol. 2, £.6dz 1902, p. 151; see: P. Biliniski, Feliks Koneczny
(1862-1949). Zycie i dziatalnos¢, Warszawa 2001.

% More on this subject: P. Bilinski, op. cit.

% This school de facto ceased to exist around 1885. See: J. Maternicki, Zmierzch
szkoty krakowskiej i opozycja historykéw warszawskich, in: idem, Kultura historyczna dawna
i wspéblczesna, Warszawa 1979, p. 165.
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assessment of the eastern policy of the former Republic. As time passed,
their views were liberalized.

August Sokotowski, who belonged to this circle, saw an event of
symbolic character in the Union of Lublin: “This is how the great historical
process that has been going on since 1386, the idea that once guided Jagietto
and was bought by Jadwiga’s noble sacrifice, ended’, wrote the author
of Dzieje Polski ilustrowane. “The Byzantine culture, embodied in Ivan the
Terrible, was shining with the glows of fires, when the St Bartholomew’s
Day Massacre was being prepared in the west, when in Brussels the head of
the noble Egmont fell on the scaffold, and followers of Catholicism burned
at the stake in England. Zygmunt August triumphed, and his triumph was
anew victory for civilization'®. However, the historian treated this victory
as a success of dynastic politics, a victory of the monarchy over noble
republicanism. However, Sokotowski approved of the principles of the
Treaty of Hadiach more than those of the Union of Lublin. In the former,
he saw a pattern for the arrangement of mutual relations. Usually far from
unambiguous assessments, he wrote that the “Treaty of Hadiach was [...]
the coup de grace to the Union of Lublin, it linked Ruthenia with Poland
and Lithuania on the basis of the principle ‘free with the free, equal with
the equal’, and gave the Ruthenian element complete freedom of national
and religious development’*. He saw the sources of the failure of this
agreement in the demoralization of the revolting Cossacks, and Moscow’s
intrigues.

The slogan ‘free with the free, equal with the equal” was emphasized
by the author of popular textbooks at the beginning of the 20th century,
a teacher, encyclopedist and editor Jozef Bataban. According to Maria
Wierzbicka, in terms of his historiosophical orientation, this historian ‘was
clearly similar to the Krakow historians — above all to Bobrzynski; he also
drew a lot from [...] Sokotowski’s work’*2. In contrast to the latter, he spent

4 “Tak konczyt si¢ - pisat autor Dziejéw Polski ilustrowanych — wielki proces dziejowy,
trwajacy od roku 1386, idea przyswiecajaca niegdys Jagielle i okupiona poswieceniem
szczytnym Jadwigi, przyobleklta formy rzeczywiste, na kraficach cywilizowanej Europy
powstawal organizm polityczny, na braterstwie i wolnosci ludéw oparty, w chwili gdy
bizantynska kultura, uosobiona w Iwanie Groznym, $wiecita tunami pozaréw, gdy na
zachodzie przygotowywata sie rzez sw. Barttomieja, gdy w Brukseli na szafocie spadia
glowa szlachetnego Egmonta, a Anglii ptoneli na stosach wyznawcy katolicyzmu.
Tryumfowatl Zygmunt August, a triumf jego byl nowym zwyciestwem cywilizacji’.
A. Sokotowski, Dzieje Polski ilustrowane, vol. 2, Wieden 1904, p. 330.

4 “hadziacka byla [...] wykonczeniem unii lubelskiej, taczyta Rus z Polska i Litwa
na podstawie zasady ‘wolni z wolnymi, réwni z réwnymi’, dawata Zywiotowi ruskiemu
zupelng swobode narodowego i religijnego rozwoju’. Ibidem, p. 287.

2 ‘byt zblizony wyraznie do historykéw krakowskich - przede wszystkim do
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more time in state positions, as can be seen from the passage entitled ‘Idea
Jagielloniska’ [The Jagiellonian Idea] in his textbook, in which he explained
to less prepared readers: “The Jagiellons have one great merit not only in
the history of Poland, but also in the history of the whole world: that the
idea of the brotherhood of peoples was not conquest, not blood and iron,
not spread by deceit and treachery, but by love and good will. Leading
society as executors and guides of its historical idea, they made this miracle
that the neighboring nations [...] merged with Poland of their own free
will. Full of lenient understanding of human frailties, taking into account
the characteristics of each state and nation, respecting the convictions
of their subjects, carrying the banner of religious tolerance high above
the heads of the then rulers of Europe, they knew how to exploit what
humanism and Western civilization carried on their wings, drawing their
vitality from Christianity’*. The union resulted in further colonization, as
a result of which “the people were completely free’ in Ukraine*. Unlike
the conservatives of the second half of the 19th century, A. Sokotowski
and J. Bataban did not describe in more detail what social and economic
consequences resulted from these events. The Union was one of those few
events that allowed for a pinch of optimism in the harsh view of modern
times. Fiction abundantly fed on it. This trend can be seen, for example,
in Walery Przyborowski’s popular novels and historical essays, but this is
already a topic for a separate dissertation.

The Jagiellonian system evoked varied assessments among representa-
tives of the independence trend in historiography. It enjoyed the greatest
respect from the liberal wing. A characteristic figure for it was the Warsaw
researcher Henryk Moscicki. He considered the Union of Lublin to be the
crowning achievement of the Polish policy of the Jagiellonian times, a wise

Bobrzynskiego; sporo tez czerpat z [...] pracy Sokolowskiego’. M. Wierzbicka, Popularne
podreczniki dziejow Polski w latach 1864-1914, in: Edukacja historyczna spoteczerstwa polskiego
w XIX w. Zbior studiéw, ed. J. Maternicki, Warszawa 1981, p. 379.

# "Maja Jagiellonowie nie tylko w dziejach Polski, ale i w dziejach calego $wiata
jedna wielka zastuge, ze ideg braterstwa ludow nie podbojem, nie krwia i Zelazem, nie
podstepem i kretactwem szerzyli, ale mitoscig i dobrg wola. Kroczac na cate spoleczenstwo
jako wykonawcy i przewodnicy jego idei dziejowej dokonali tego cudu, Ze narody oscienne
[...] z wlasnej woli polaczyly sie z Polska. Pelni pobtazliwego zrozumienia na utomnosci
ludzkie, uwzgledniajacy wlasciwosci kazdego stanu i narodu, szanujacy przekonania
swych poddanych, niosacy sztandar tolerangji religijnej wysoko nad glowami dwczesnych
wladcow Europy, umieli wyzyskac to, co nidst na swych skrzydtach humanizm i zachodnia
cywilizacja, czerpiaca swe soki zywotne w chrystianizmie’. J. Bataban, Dzieje Polski. Ksigzka
pogladowa dla dojrzalszej mlodziezy i dorostych, 4th edition, Lwow 1922, p. 247 (1st edition,
Lwow 1905; 2nd edition, expanded, Lwoéw 1906; 3rd edition, Lwow 1909, was titled Historia
Polski).

4 Ibidem, 4th edition, p. 162.

DOI: 10.17951/rh.2020.49.465-485



478 ANDRZEJ STEPNIK

relationship between two states and three nations: Polish, Lithuanian and
Ruthenian. He treated it as ‘the unparalleled, most beautiful fact in his-
tory that the lands of the two nations were voluntarily united®. Thus, in
a sense, he sympathised with ‘a generation that could not understand eth-
nographic Poland’*. He expressed his conviction that the Union of Lublin
gave the state new opportunities and was therefore attractive to the inter-
ested nations. According to Szymon Askenazy’s pupil, it also crowned cer-
tain natural processes. The most important of these was the fact that there
were some connections between these nations since the times of Kazimierz
Wielki, which gave the Union real foundations. Its signing was in a way just
a formality. It brought the greatest benefits to the Ruthenian lands (security,
religious freedoms, equal rights, self-government, material prosperity), so
its representatives unequivocally supported the modification of the formula
of agreement in the spirit of ‘free with the free, equal with the equal’. This
gave rise to thinking of a new Poland as a confederation of several nations.

More cautionin evaluating the Jagiellonianidea can be seen in the output
of historians representing the leftist and independence option. Among
them was a socialist, a great mind, Bolestaw Limanowski. He believed
that the 16th-century Commonwealth “could not belong to a single Polish
nation, but had to be the common property of its people, united as free
with the free, equal with the equal’®. This did not mean full approval
of the idea and consequences of the Union of Lublin. This intellectual
believed that it had not reached its potential, as it was not preceded by
democratic reforms, establishing the principles of a political federation
and limiting the influence of the ‘nobility’. If they were carried out, as
he claimed, the Commonwealth could have become a country resembling
the United States of America. Thus, it was a new idea for a reborn state*.
Limanowski, like young Jozef Pitsudski, considered specific issues to be
a song of the future, “which is likely to be decided by free and conscious of
their rights working people of Poland, Lithuania and Ruthenia’®.

¥ ‘bezprzykladny, najpiekniejszy w dziejach fakt dobrowolnego potaczenia ziem dwu
narodow’. See: J. Dutkiewicz, Henryk Moscicki jako uczent Askenazego, ‘Przeglad Historyczny’
1958, 49, 1, p. 75.

¥ “pokoleniem, ktdére nie mogto zrozumiec¢ Polski etnograficznej’. See: H. M[oscicki],
Znaczenie dziejowe Krolestwa Polskiego (1815-1830). Odczyt wygtoszony 21 czerwca 1916 r. na
uroczystym obchodzie zakoriczenia roku akad. Tow. Kurséw Naukowych, Warszawa 1917, p. 2.

¥ 'nie mogta naleze¢ do jednego narodu polskiego, lecz musiata by¢ wspdlng wlasnoscia
zaludniajacych ja narodéw, potaczonych ze soba jako wolni z wolnymi, réwni z réwnymi’.
B. Limanowski, Historia demokracji polskiej w epoce porozbiorowej, Zurych 1901, p. 458.

% Ibidem, pp. 426, 458.

¥ “ktéra prawdopodobnie rozstrzygnie wolny i Swiadomy swych praw lud pracujacy
Polski, Litwy i Rusi’. See: J. Pitsudski, Pisma zbiorowe. Wydanie prac dotychczas drukiem
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On the basis of his reflections on the Union of Lublin, Limanowski
devoted much attention to the issue of the national identity of
Ukrainians. He came to the conclusion that the formation of the national
identity of the inhabitants of Ukraine, initiated in the era of Kazimierz
Wielki, finally ended during the Krakow revolution of 1846 and the
Spring of Nations. He did not agree with the view that “the issue of the
Ruthenian nationality was the result of the intrigues of Stadion’s politics.
The issue of the Ruthenian nationality in Galicia — he claimed - like the
issue of Polish nationality in Silesia, was a consequence of the spread
of democratic beliefs, it was a recognition of the right of the people to
common and equal participation in social and state life’®. Although the
socialist historian and sociologist recognized the distinctiveness of the
Ukrainians, he did not consider them a nation sensu stricto. He treated
this otherness more as a property of the “spirit of the nation’. He repeated
after Francis Smolka: “We consider the Ruthenian language a form of
Polish not ripened in the sun, and we are convinced that to give the
Ruthenians freedom and education will be to inspire them with the spirit
of Poland™'. Limanowski regarded anti-Polish sentiment in Ukraine as
a consequence of the influence of Austrian clerical-government policy on
the inhabitants of the south-eastern borderlands, pan-Slavic slogans and
the experience of the past, when Poles oppressed the peasant population
of Ukraine. He saw a common future before Poles and Ukrainians,
within the framework of a federal state that would unite the nations
living there as ‘free with the free, equal with the equal’. Such a stance
resulted from the way socialism was understood in a humanistic way,
in the spirit of social solidarity®. Limanowski’s personal contacts with
Ukrainian national activists may have had some influence on this: Ivan
Franko and Mykhailo Pavlyk, whom, nota bene, he considered ‘Polish
rather than Ruthenian’, like all Ukrainian intelligentsia®.

ogtoszonych, vol. 2, ed. L. Wasilewski, Warszawa 1937, p. 223.

0 ‘jakoby kwestia narodowosci rusinskiej byta wynikiem intryg polityki stadyonow-
skiej. Kwestia narodowosci ruskiej w Galicji — twierdzit - jak kwestia narodowosci polskiej
na Szlasku, byta nastepstwem szerzenia si¢ demokratycznych przekonan, byta uznaniem
prawa ludu do wspdlnego i réwnego uczestnictwa w zyciu spoleczno-panistwowym’.
B. Limanowski, op. cit., p. 425.

! ‘Ruszczyzne mamy za niewyrobiong na storicu wolnosci forme polszczyzny,
i przekonani jestesmy, ze da¢ Rusinom wolnos$¢ i oswiate, bedzie to natchna¢ ich duchem
Polski’. Ibidem, p. 426.

2 See: M. Wrdbel, Socjalizm humanistyczny Bolestawa Limanowskiego, Warszawa 1988;
J. Kurczewska, Dwie postawy wobec kryzysu ethosu demokratyczno-patriotycznego. Bolestaw
Limanowski (1835-1935) i Zygmunt Balicki (1858-1916), Warszawa 1975.

* See: B. Limanowski, Studwudziestoletnia walka narodu polskiego o niepodlegtosé, Krakow
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Kazimierz Gorzycki presented an even more restrained stance on
these matters, who can be counted among the same ideological and
methodological formation as Limanowski*. In the scientific life of that
time, his works were not of any significance in terms of content, however,
they are quite characteristic of our subject of interest®. In his book
addressed to student youth and intelligentsia, he argued that the union of
1569 led to the incorporation of the ‘lands of Little Russia’ into the Crown,
which initiated the formation of the Jagiellonian Poland, divided into three
basic provinces: Greater Poland, Lesser Poland and Lithuania. He did
not combine this with the Jagiellonian idea, which was experiencing its
renaissance. On the contrary. He believed that the expansion to the East
was in the name of the interests of the ruling dynasty and aristocracy,
which in effect harmed Poland. Gorzycki was not ready to recognize
any of the agreements concluded with national minorities in the East.
His position was dictated by the conviction that no settlement could last
until the basic social problems had been resolved. The Treaty of Hadiach
suited him more than the Union of Lublin, but only because it eliminated
a festering church union.

Even greater restraint towards the Jagiellonian monarchy was shown
at an early age by Jozef Dabrowski (pen name Grabiec), a writer, publicist
and left-wing activist. He treated the conclusion of the real union more as
a success of Zygmunt August’s policy, which forced the Lithuanians to
support the union. He was rather critical of the Polish ‘cultural conquest’
after 1569, which the ‘national” school was famous for. He believed that the
cultural influence was mutual, in two directions. This was expressed in the
fact that “the nobility strongly influenced the boyars and the Lithuanian
and Ruthenian nobility. The Polish language was spread over vast
expanses; Lithuanians and Ruthenians accepted it in the higher spheres;
peasants stood faithfully by their own language, which also absorbed the
Polish peasant colonists [...]. Thus, according to the Lviv historian, the
Polonization of Lithuania and Ruthenia was very superficial [...] the Polish
ethnographic border did not shift far to the east”. The thesis about the

1916, p. 290.

** Sociologising history based on J. Lippert’s concepts; idem, Socialgeschichte Boehmens
in vorhussitischer Zeit, Wien-Prag—Leipzig 1896 (1st edition, 1886).

» See: M. Wierzbicka, ‘Zarys spoleczny historii paristwa polskiego” Kazimierza Gorzyckiego,
‘Przeglad Historyczny’ 1968, 59, 4, pp. 662-663.

% ‘szlachta silnie oddziatywata na bojarstwo i moznowtadztwo litewskie i ruskie. Jezyk
polski rozpowszechnial sie na olbrzymich przestrzeniach; Litwini i Rusini przyjmowali go
w wyzszych warstwach; chtop zas stat wiernie przy swoim, a précz tego wchtaniat w siebie
kolonistéw chtopéw polskich [...]. Polonizacja wigc Litwy i Rusi byta — zdaniem historyka
Iwowskiego —bardzo powierzchowna [...] polska granica etnograficzna nie przesunela sie
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political subjectivity of Ukraine developing after 1596 also did not appear
in Grabiec-Dabrowski’s works. The Lviv historian barely pointed out that
the areas preserved the local language in the offices and the broad local
government.

Grabiec-Dabrowski’s disapproval, however, was aroused by the fact
that “‘the Union of Lublin approved as family property the huge fief estates
of Ruthenian and Lithuanian dukes and magnates. This fact gave rise to
royal fortune in the East, with tens of thousands of subjects, and increased
the power of the nobility’”. The historian saw this phenomenon as the
source of later unrest in Ukraine. This has led to his critical assessment of
the Union and its ideals.

Only the authors associated with the revolutionary wave, such as
Wiodzimierz Dzwonkowski and Hipolit Grynwaser, went further. They
did not play a major role in Polish historiography. We will mention these
figures only to contrast with the leading historical trends as people almost
completely forgotten today.

Let us head towards the conclusion. On the eve of the Great War, the
Jagiellonian system continued to be a popular motif for historical narratives,
although as a scientific construct it became increasingly archaic. It attracted
neo-Romantics more than Modernists. This historical trend was clearly
marked by the need to strengthen the national spirit of Poles, ‘the belief
in the usefulness of this argument in the propaganda of the Polish cause
outside, the longing for a great Poland ‘from sea to sea’, the conviction
that only the combined forces of Poles, Lithuanians and Ukrainians could
effectively resist the pressure of their neighbors’®. The calculations for
maintaining Polish property in Lithuanian, Ukrainian, Belarusian, etc.
territories were taken into account. As a result, differences in the views of
historians began to ‘flatten” and slow down the development of scientific
progress. This in turn served more to build collective memory than critical

daleko na wschdd’. J. Grabiec []. Dabrowski], Dzieje narodu polskiego, Krakéw [1909], p. 162.

¥ ‘unia lubelska zatwierdzita jako wtasnos¢ rodowa olbrzymie posiadtosci lenne
ksigzat i magnatow ruskich i litewskich. Fakt ten dal poczatek krélewskim fortunom
na Wschodzie, z dziesigtkami tysiecy poddanych, i wptynat na wzmozenie sie
moznowtadztwa’. J. Dabrowski, Dzieje Polski w streszczeniu. Z tablicq chronologiczng,
wykazem urzedow, szkolnictwa, podziatu administracyjnego, koscielnego, politycznego, urzqdzen
skarbu i wojskowosci Rzeczypospolitej oraz 12 mapkami, Warszawa 1916, p. 175.

% ‘wiara w uzytecznos¢ tego argumentu w propagandzie sprawy polskiej na
zewnatrz, tesknota za Polska wielka ‘od morza do morza’, przekonanie, ze tylko
polaczone sily Polakéw, Litwinéw i Ukraincéw da¢ moga skuteczny odpor naciskowi
sasiadéw. Brano pod uwage rachuby na utrzymanie polskiego stanu posiadania na
ziemiach litewskich, ukrainskich, biatoruskich itp.”. J. Maternicki, Stanistaw, p. 101;
R. Stobiecki, op. cit., pp. 257-258.
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historiography®. In other words, it caused the migration of the Jagiellonian
system from the discourse of history to the discourse of memory.

The reinterpretation of the slogan ‘free with the free, equal with the
equal” also brought some benefits to historiography. Among them one
can notice the search for a new model of patriotism, rational reorientation
of Poland between the East and the West, as well as the inspiration for
future domestic and foreign policy. It was valuable to evoke many new
cognitive threads, such as regional economic flows, penetration of cultures,
national aspirations and identity transformations. Many theories gained
theoretical support from this. They show a trace of the then fashionable
sociologising and psychologizing directions in Western Europe, especially
the sociological theories of the German historian Julius Lippert, or of the
native ones, such as B. Limanowski’s theory of the nation, Aleksander
Jablonowski’s theory of ‘Ruthenian national conviction’®. This broadened
the micrographic orientation of Polish historiography of that period.

At the beginning of the 20th century, Polish historians saw the changes
that were taking place in Ukraine, especially since the Cossack uprisings
(rebellions) in the 17th century. For the most part, they were not ready
to accept the loss of historical south-eastern lands in the future, so they
considered the idea of regulating their relations with the Ukrainians
through compromise. They tried to anticipate the technological motives of
history for this purpose®. However, they were aware that at the moment
neighborly relations were beginning to give way to international relations.
If this was not written about directly, it was mainly to avoid weakening the
patriotic rapture on the eve of the great game for a new shape of Europe.
For the average reader at the time, the Jagiellonian myth was generally
attractive. The naivety of this thinking was shown by the Treaty of Riga of
18 March 1921, between Poland, Soviet Russia and Ukraine.

(translated by LINGUA LAB)

¥ ]J. Kolbuszewska, Mutacja modernistyczna w historiografii polskiej (przetom XIX i XII
wieku), £.6dz 2005, p. 28.

0 A. Gil, Rusini w Rzeczypospolitej Wielu Narodow i ich obecnos¢ w tradycji Wielkiego
Ksigstwa Litewskiego — problem historyczny czy czynnik tworzqcy wspdtczesnosé? https://www.
iesw.lublin.pl/projekty/pliki/IESW-121-02-07.pdf [accessed on: 25 V 2020].

' Understood as: proven solutions, patterns.
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STRESZCZENIE

Mit jagiellonski jest stosunkowo dobrze opracowany w historiografii polskiej. Wyjatek
stanowi pierwsze dwudziestolecie XX w., kiedy to doszto do kolejnych jego konwersji i pr-
zyspieszenia migracji z dyskursu historiografii do dyskursu pamieci. W tle tych procesow
dokonywatsi¢ (warunkowany politycznie) swoisty awans problematyki polsko-ukrainskiej,
ktéra dotychczas byta zdominowana relacjami polsko-litewskimi. Niniejszy artykut ma na
celu rozwiniecie i udokumentowanie tychze kwestii. Przedmiotem analizy i wnioskowania
byty prace o charakterze ogélnym (syntezy, parasyntezy, podreczniki, kompendia etc.),
ktére kumulujg w sobie i ‘odbijajg’ aktualne tendencje naukowe, polityczne, spoleczne,
kulturowe i inne, tworzac interesujacy materiat badawczy. Pozwolil on na ustalenie, ze
w latach 1900-1918 symbol unii lubelskiej, idea “wolnych z wolnymi, réwnych z wolnymi’,
byta popularnym motywem narracji historycznych, ktory jako konstrukt naukowy stawat
si¢ jednak coraz bardziej archaiczny. Jego pielegnowanie powodowato posrednio odwrét
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od historiografii krytycznej. Daje si¢ zauwazy¢, ze mit jagiellonski wiekszym stopniu
przyciagal neoromantykéw niz modernistéw zmierzajacych do $cislejszego powigzania
historiografii z naukami spofecznymi. Nie mozna jednak stwierdzi¢, ze nie bylo ciekawych
prob jego reinterpretacji. Do takich nalezaly nawigzywania do niektorych, obiecujacych
woéwczas, kierunkéw socjologizujacych i psychologizujacych, jakie pojawialy na Zach-
odzie, ale tez na gruncie krajowym. Zaskakujaco, najwiekszymi admiratorami tej idei na
poczatku XX w. stali si¢ historycy identyfikujacy sie z ideami narodowodemokratycznymi,
dalej plasowali sie éwczesni konserwatysci (realisci) i badacze zwigzani z réznymi frakc-
jami obozu niepodlegto$ciowego. Traktat ryski z 18 marca 1921 r., zawarty miedzy Polska,
Rosja Sowiecka i Ukraing, wykazat, Ze romantyczny duch unii lubelskiej przezyt sie i stat
sie fragmentem historii idei.

Stowa kluczowe: historiografia polska, XX wiek, Ukraina, Ukraincy, unia lubelska,
niepodleglto$¢, mity narracyjne, pamiec zbiorowa
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