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PECULIARITIES OF SOURCES AND HISTORIOGRAPHY 

 

Gudz Viktor  

The сommunist authoritу concealed the fact of the artificial famine of 1932–

1933 and banned its investigation until the collapse of the Soviet Union. Because 

the truth about this terrible event first extended studied only in the countries of the 

«free world». The aim of the presented paper – study to analyze the features of the 

Holodomor in Ukraine in the first twenty years after the tragedy. Subject reviewed 

on the basis of the whole complex of historical sources available, taking into 

account the latest achievements of world historical science. The features of the 

formation of scientific discourse on the history of the famine of 1932–1933 in the 

first historiographic stage clarifyted and its chronological limits exactled. The 

process increment amount of historical sources and the development of scientific 

knowledge on the history of hunger observed. We concluded that the source base on 

the history of famine during this period was limited chifly memories of eyewitnesses 

of the disaster Ukrainian village and abroad periodicals materials. However, in the 

first twenty years of studying the history of the Great Famine, were thorough 

analytical work that laid the conceptual basis for further research topics. 

Emphasized that the vast array of publications on topics in 1933–1952 requires 

further analysis of sources and historiographical reflection.  

Keywords: historiography stage, Holodomor in Ukraine, source, scientific 

publications. 

 

The Holodomor (Ukrainian: Голодомо́р) was a man-made famine in Soviet 

Ukraine in 1932 and 1933 that killed an officially estimated 7 million people (other 

estimates range as low as 5 million). It was part of the wider Soviet famine of 1932–

33, which affected the major grain-producing areas of the country but in Ukraine it 
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had its own characteristics. According to Odesa Maksym Gorky State Scientific 

Library together with the Institute of the History of Ukraine and Australian Founda-

tion of Ukrainian studies, that published a bibliography rating of proceedings of the 

famine in 1932–1933, according to the similar guide, edited in Uzhhorod in 2004, 

as well as according to Professor Yaroslav Kalakura’s estimations, during 1932–

2007 over 13 000 documental collections, collective and individual monographs, 

dissertations, scientific and newspaper articles, materials of international, all-Ukrai-

nian and regional scientific conferences, school appliances, publicistic works, 

eyewitnesses’ memoirs and articles of Ukrainian studies have been published in 

Ukraine and in the world. Among them about 5 000 proceedings are scientific or of 

popular science character. Some more proceedings were published in 2007–2009, 

when on the Ukrainian President’s initiative a wide campaign in renewing a histo-

rical memory of the greatest millennial national tragedy was developed. 

Thus, none of the events of world history has, of lately three decades, caused 

such an attentive interest as the famine of 1932–1933 in Ukraine – or Famishment – 

according to James Mace. This case dictates a necessity of historiographic interpre-

tation of the famishment problem as a historical phenomenon, that is a complex 

analysis of scientific achievements and present-day state of its investigation in the 

whole and some separate issues including a beginning of a scientific research of this 

catastrophe. 

The first ground attempts of systematization and analysis of home and foreign 

proceedings on this subject were made by such famous historians as J. Mace [35], 

V. Saveliev [21], V. Marochko [13], Y. Kalakura [7]. General historiographic ten-

dencies in historical science, some directions and results of these important subject 

researches are traced in them, but these articles as well as the proceedings, written 

by L. Grynevych [33], V. Guds [5], V. Kalinichenko and Y. Yatsenko [8], K. Na-

zarova [14], P. Yashchuk [27] and other historians, do not exhaust the scope and 

depth of the problems, dictated by the present-day social and scientific reality. This 

is also admitted by Heorhiy Kasianov [9], an author of a special monograph on the 

subject, who, however, as well as most other researches, pays attention to achieve-

ments and losses of modern historiography. 

Taking into consideration the integral function and professional tasks of histo-

riography, we make it our aim in this published work to analyse proceedings on the 

history of famishment in Ukraine on the first historiographic stage for more comp-

lete finding out a genesis and development of the subject research, researchers’ 

achievements of further scientific investigations. 

In Yaroslav Kalakura’s opinion, the principal criteria of historiographic perio-

dization are an emergence of high-quality new approaches to investigating causes 



ІСТОРИЧНІ І ПОЛІТОЛОГІЧНІ ДОСЛІДЖЕННЯ, № 1 (60), 2017 
 

246 
 

and scales or their new interpretation and evaluation, weighty enrichment of source 

basis, application of more perfect research methods and creation of generalizes 

works on this base [7]. Taking into account these criteria in acquiring some know-

ledge of the famishment in 1932–1933 as the greatest crime concerning humanity, 

three periods, each of them, besides common features, has its peculiarities, are at 

least traced. 

The first historiographic stage, in our opinion, includes the 1933–1952. Its 

peculiarity consisted in the fact that, in spite of all the attempts of the Stalin regime 

to hide the crime, the world community learnt about it and blamed its Communist 

organizers and ideologists and the destroying system constructed by them. It is 

symbolic that the initial and final boundaries of this period coincide with some 

significant political events in world and Ukrainian history: the completion of mass 

and violent collectivization of agriculture, stopping of Ukrainization policy and 

committing suicide by some of its prominent leaders, beginning of mass repressions 

among the Ukrainian intellectuals, establishing of the one-person regime of Stalin in 

the USSR and of Hitler in Germany, formation of the League of Nations. On the 

other hand, just in 1953, the year of the 20th anniversary of the tragedy, Y. Stalin, 

the main steersman of the famishment, and L. Beria, one of the leaders of the 

repressive regime, passed away. The 20th congress of the CPSU (1956) blamed the 

personality cult of Stalin and declared some of his crimes, making easier the access 

for some Soviet archives, and Ukrainian scientific centres crossed over the ocean 

from Europe at that time. The mentioned factors favoured the increase in the high-

quality researches on the subject matter in the e following historiographic periods. 

According to V. L. Saveliev’s impartial statement, the priority in carrying out 

scientific problems of the famine in 1932–1933 in Ukraine belongs to representa-

tives of foreign historiography [21, 25]. At the same time, the first historical sources 

about the artificial famishment were numerous evidences of eyewitnesses who 

managed to cross over the Zbruch. 

On the eve of the league of nations sitting in 1933 and some months after that 

periodicals in Halychyna, in the countries of central and Western Europe actively 

informed the population and politicians about the famine in Ukraine. The news-

papers «Dilo», «Svoboda», «Tryzub», «Meta», «Novyi Chas», «Hurtuimosia»  pub-

lished about 150 articles at that time [11, 125]. In them for the first time the cir-

cumstances of the catastrophe of the Ukrainian village, the problem of escaping 

peasants, finding themselves in Poland, Roumania, Bulgaria, Austria, the resistance 

movement of Ukrainian peasants, cases of cannibalism were witnessed, recognition 

of the famine by Stalin was proved by facts, Postyshev’s role in the arrangement of 

the famine was pointed out, the political reasons of the tragedy were determined  [25]. 
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In the anonymous article with the expressive title «The Ukrainian nation is being 

destroyed. Let us defend ourselves!» published in «Nova Zoria», a Lviv newspaper, 

we read: «The eastern side of the Zbruch looks like a real war line behind which our 

nation is being destroyed to the root» [15]. Just in 1933, according to the titles and 

contents of the articles, written by O. Shulgyn, S. Rusova, O. Naryzhnyi and other 

emigrants, evidences of the famine losses of about 10 million victims as well as 

interpretations of its artificial origin and Bilshovyk policy of genocide appeared  

[3, 94–103]. 

Besides mass media and diplomatic channels, the reports on the famine in 

Ukraine came to the West through Ukrainian emigrants who received letters from 

their relatives. Some appeals were published in the mentioned collections of diplo-

matic documents and in separate proceedings of Ukrainian Catholics’ messages to 

state institutions of the West [35]. In the message of the Ukrainian National Council 

in Canada to R. Macdonald, the Prime-Minister of Great Britain, there are lines 

characteristic of the famine does not lie in a poor harvest, it consists in brutal policy 

of Moscow leaders, who taking into consideration that the crop must be exported 

and the budget must be balanced, take ruthlessly the last crumbs from peasants …» 

[6, 77]. 

On the 27th of September, 1933 O. Y. Shulgyn, a representative of the Ukrai-

nian People’s Republic and a historian, addressed to Mr. Water, the head of the 14th 

Assembly of the league of nations, demanding the establishing of an international 

committee in investigating the famishment results and temporary stop of exporting 

bread from the USSR. «Hundreds of thousands, millions of men, women and child-

ren cruelly suffer from this disaster and die in large numbers, – stressed O. Shulgyn. – 

Our rich country is threatened with genocide, because every village becomes empty 

or dies, since it is left by peasants who have come out to earn their bread» [26, 209]. 

Just then the representatives of the Ukrainian Public Committee of Ukraine’s Sal-

vation (UPCUS) obtained the consideration of the famishment issue at the closed 

sitting of the League of the Nations. Nevertheless, through the Great Powers po-

sition the matter was confined to hearings and passed to the International Red 

Cross. In M. Rudnytska’s opinion, a representative of the UPCUS, «the Ukrainian 

community, living beyond the Moscow power, lost the battle for the truth of the 

Great Famine then» [20, 32]. 

The firs portent of the scientific comprehension of the drama event by Ukrai-

nian emigrants became S. Korbut’s brochure «Ukraine in fire» (1936), in which on 

the basis of documental evidences, the famine geography was enlightened, and its 

ordered character was simply spoken of [11]. 
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But, as V. Marochko stresses, in the plane of scientific and ideological comp-

rehension Ukrainian political emigration during the 1932–1933 famishment was 

less active than the fifties Ukrainian history science in the Diaspora had mainly 

been filled with the problems of the Hetmanness period, the Revolution and libera-

tion movement, but the social and economic history problems, the collectivization and  

famine problems through the lack of historical sources were unconsidered as a rule.  

Meanwhile, the world knew about the 1932–1933 famishment due to its wit-

nesses as well as journalist, diplomats, political and public figures of the western 

countries. Mass media news had still appeared there by 1933. The newspapers 

«Manchester Guardian», «New York Times», «New York Herald Tribune», «Daily 

Telegraph», «Figaro», «New Zuricher Zeitung», «Stampa» and others systemati-

cally informed about the unprecedented in history famine in Ukraine and Kuban 

from their correspondents in Moscow, their proper officials and Ukrainian political 

emigration appeals. 

Thus, Evald Ammende, the general Secretary of the League of Nations Natio-

nalities Congress, the Honorary Secretary of Interconfessional and International 

Committee in aiding the hungering regions of Russia, informed the public of the 

difficult state of hungry people in Ukraine in «The Times», a conservative London 

newspaper [28]. In 1935 his book about the famine in Ukraine was published. It was 

reprinted in English in 1936 [29]. It made a positive influence on the further studies 

of the catastrophic situation, having been formed in the Ukrainian village in 1933. 

M. Muggeridge, a famous reporter of «Manchester Gardian» in his article and 

book, using the evidences of the famine eyewitnesses, told his readers the truth 

about the hard times in Ukraine and northern Caucasus, for which he lost his post of 

a Moscow correspondent [37]. In the same journal were published honest message 

about famine by famous British (Welsh) journalist G. Jones [34]. Gareth Jones, who 

was also a personal assistant to former Prime Minister David Lloyd George, the first 

among foreign journalists publicly denounced Stalin's policy organization of the 

hunger in Ukrainian villages. Some information on the famine in Ukraine and its 

results are represented in the works written by S. Wells and V. Gantt. The authors 

remark the artificial character of the famine. 

Correspondents S. Bertillan and P. Berand in July-August, 1933, wrote about 

the famine in Ukraine on the pages of French central newspapers [30]. In 1933 only 

in English-language, French-language and German-language newspapers of Europe 

over 60 articles about the famine in the USSR were published in all. 

Arthur Koestler, after his visits of hungering Ukraine, told about the genocide, 

seen by him, and, making a protest against Soviet Communists’ actions, left the 

Communist Party [22]. 
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One of the most weighty evaluations of the large-scale disaster of that time 

belongs to William Chamberlin, a Moscow reporter of English newspapers. Mr. Cham-

berlin exposed his impressions of the visits of Ukraine and Northern Caucasus in 

1933 in his special book. The author told about the obstacles for journalists who 

wished to visit the famine zone enclosing, to his mind, the areas with the population 

of about 60 million inhabitants. He thinks that tragedy was of artificial character and 

evaluates the number of people, died of hunger, in no less than 3–4 million [31]. 

Some foreign journalists like, for example, W. Duranty («New York Times») 

did not officially admit the pact of the famine. Yet, in the private conversation with 

the directors of the great Britain Embassy Mr. Duranty stated that the population of 

Ukraine because of the famine reduced by 4–5 million, and the total number of the 

famine victims was about 10 million [40, 310]. 

Sergio Gradenigo, an Italian royal consul, who was in Ukraine for a long time, 

considered the famine purposeful genocide of the Ukrainian people. «The Ukrainian 

problem should probably be closed down within some months with the sacrifice 

from 10 to 15 million persons», this diplomat suppose [4, 38]. He gives a lot of 

horrible details of difficult life conditions of the urban population, of the terror un-

leashed against the peasantry, of their attitude towards the authorities. The Ame-

rican F. Tavdul, Mykola Skrypnyk’s old friend, after visiting Ukraine, in the 

newspaper «New York American» gives the number of the people, died of hunger, 

in Ukraine and in Northern Caucasus (according to V. Balytskyi’s and M. Skryp-

nyk’s assessment): over 8 million inhabitants [38]. 

The postwar foreign famine historiography was enriched by Packlen’s «A White 

Book» published in Munich in 1948, where a file of official Soviet documents and 

evidences of the eyewitnesses, who managed to escape from the USSR, is used. In 

this work, the imperialistic character of the Moscow Centre policy on national re-

publics was reasonably exposed, planning the starvation of millions of Ukrainian 

peasants by the Communist authorities was proved [17]. Besides the new books 

written by W. Chamberlin and A. Koestler [32], the postwar foreign famine histo-

riography was enlarged by the works mainly written by emigrants from Ukraine. 

Memoirs of eyewitnesses of the tragedy and scientific works, based on them, were 

issued. Among them there are some English-language editions – «The Black Deeds 

of the Kremlin: A White Book», a two-volume book edited by S. Pidgainy, the 

eyewitness O. Woropay’s evidence «The Ninth Circle», a collection devoted to the 

55th anniversary of the tragedy whose title interprets the Communist Famishment as 

a genocide, as well as an author research by F. Pigido-Pravoberezhny [39]. A num-

ber of special proceedings on the famine and repressions in the thirties were pub-

lished in Ukrainian, where the artificial character of the famishment is mentioned [24]. 



ІСТОРИЧНІ І ПОЛІТОЛОГІЧНІ ДОСЛІДЖЕННЯ, № 1 (60), 2017 
 

250 
 

Thus, I. Rozhin and V. Rozhin, the authors of the article in the Canadian periodical 

«Novi Dny», stressed: «The cause of the famine was, the factor that is still unpa-

ralleled in history, the power itself» [19, 10]. 

In the first postwar years emigrants promulgated new details of the famine 

eyewitnesses, especially about horrors of famishing in some regions of Ukrainian 

SSR and Kuban in 1932–1933, about the facts of cannibalism and corpse-eating 

among the maddening peasantry, about the Communist power’s mockery of dying 

Ukrainian villages and Cossack settlements [1]. 

In the published works there are some data which confirm the selective 

character of the famishment, aimed at Ukrainian enclaves beyond the administrative 

borders of the republic. K. Omelianovych, an eyewitness of the events, wrote: 

«Throughout Starobilsk District, from Rubizhne to Milove, from Urazove to Lu-

hansk, like all over Ukraine, there were dead bodies instead of the former working 

people» [16]. O. Case specified that in 1932–1933 «in Starobilsk District almost all 

the villages died to a man expect those where migrants from the Moscow State 

lived, namely Astrakhanka, Vorobiovka, Kazanka and others» [10]. On the whole, 

according to the reports of fugitives from Ukraine, an impression is made that 

Moscow attempted through genocide to replace Ukrainian populousness by Russian 

population. The migration committee in Moscow settled Russians on a mass scale in 

died out villages in Kharkiv, Poltava, Dnipropetrovsk, Donetsk, Luhansk regions 

and other areas. 

However, according to the evidences of eyewitnesses of the events, people, 

sometimes driven into despair, rose against detestable plunderers. Those, who sur-

vived, in spite of the terror of the authorities, met the migrants in hospitably. V. Pet-

rivskyi recollects, that in Kharkiv Region Ukrainians derailed trains with new 

owners (near Merefa), burnt farmsteads, littered wells and here and there, like in 

Yakymivka District, forced them to return to Russia [18]. 

Besides publicistic materials and evidences of eyewitnesses of the famine, that 

exposed horrible facts of this genocide, hidden in every possible way in the USSR 

and kept silent in the world, foreign historiography, in the first place, of the 

emigrant group, was en enriched with analytical and generalized works of scientific 

character in the postwar years. Their authors focused their thoughts on studying the 

causes, character and results of the tragedy. 

Thus, in September, 1951 Pavlo Maliar was one of the first in Europe who 

proved his arguments of considering and preparing the Ukrainian genocide by the 

Kremlin. His article was published in the periodical «Ukrainski Visti», issued in 

Neu Ulm [12]. He pointed out to the point-blank overrated grain-collection plan for 

Ukraine; to the introduction of the punishment for collecting cars of wheat, even 
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after gathering the harvest. According to the «Law on five spikes», to the armed 

guard of grain storehouses, moreover, as never before, with dogs; to taking away 

even baked bread from people in 1932–1933; to absence of the famine in Russian 

ethnographic areas, etc. The researcher’s conclusion is categorical: «The famine, an 

overall terror and total people-killing in Ukraine, was just organizes in order to 

destroy the Ukrainian nation and to nip the Ukrainian strength in the bud» [12]. 

A significant contribution to the elaboration of Dmytro Solovei, a Ukrainian 

Canadian and native of Poltava Region. At first, in 1952 in his book “Following the 

paths to Golgotha” he introduced numerous reminiscences of the famine witnesses 

in Ukrainian SSR to scientific circulation [22]. One of the first serious scientific 

historic and historiographic researches of the tragedy of Ukraine in 1932–1933, 

carried out over the ocean, was his work «Golgotha of Ukraine», the 15th and the 

16th chapters of which are devoted to the events of the famine and confiscation of 

rich farmers’ property. It was published in Canada on the 20th anniversary of the 

famine. The author came to a conclusion that «… the famine of 1932–1933 was 

planning prepared and carried out in perfectly satisfactory natural conditions and the 

main purpose of its realization (like the savage methods of confiscating rich 

farmers’ property before) was terror and revenge to the disobedient Ukrainian 

people …» [23, 179–180]. 

D. Solovei’s book summed up the achievements of the first stage in investi-

gating the subject matter and, according to the level of scientific analysis and ge-

neral conclusions which determined a nationally directed character of the famine in 

Ukraine, commenced the next historiographic period. 

Firstly, the initial chronological stage in researching the Ukrainian famishment 

problem, covering 1933–1952, can be distinguished. This stage is stipulated for 

specific political conditions of the activity of Ukrainian scholars in emigration and 

western journalists who visited the USSR and for the initial level of historiographic 

comprehension of the problem. Just on this stage the source and historiographic 

basis in researching the famine (1932–1933), kept silent in the Soviet Union, is laid. 

Secondly, the peculiarity of this stage consists in the fact that the public chiefly 

obtains reminiscences of some witnesses of the famine – fugitives from Great 

Ukraine – and published works in periodicals, written by the reporters who visited 

the USSR during the famine. Consequently, the published works about the famine 

on this stage are mainly notable for their polemic character and politization that is 

explained by their authorship (they are often witnesses of the events), by chronolo-

gical proximity of the tragedy, by lack of documental sources owing to inacces-

sibility to Soviet archives. Furthermore, publicistic works of anti-Soviet (anti-Rus-

sian) trend were after available group needs (on the base of which a new topos of 
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identity was being formed) rather than they tried to determine the objective truth. 

The formation of new identity was in progress being based on the idea of primordial 

struggle of Ukrainian people for keeping their originality, typical of M. Hrushev-

sky’s school. The status of the main enemy, attached to the Soviet power, was kept 

under observation in parallel with it. 

Thirdly, historic themes of the famine were chiefly developed within the 

framework of publicistic discourse of Ukrainian diaspora. At this period no deep 

analytical works on the subject were published by western historiography were, in 

particular, concentration on history of the USSR, prejudice against «Ukrainian 

nationalism», etc. The denial of the famine by the Soviet Union and the policy of 

ignoring the tragedy by the governments of leading western countries, interested in 

the USSR as an ally in the struggle against nazism and fascism, worried to death. 

Concerning meaningful filling, the famine in 1932–1933 was recognized as a 

crime of the Soviet power, but there were no attempts to interpret it as an act of 

genocide. A similar situation was also observed in national historiography, which, 

in the conditions of ignoring the famishment, was doing the first stage of its 

formation in the forties and the fifties. Vasyl Mаrochko stressed that the famine in 

1932–1933 was presented in the general historic context and was not considered a 

genocide phenomenon in solid monographic researches by M. Fedan, N. Polonska-

Vasylenko and M. Prokop [13].  

Just on this background various victual plots, symbolizing destroying the Ukra-

inian nationalism constituents, began to develop. The conclusions on the artificial 

and directed character of the 1932–1933 famishment in Ukraine in the course of the 

imperial national policy of the Communist party (R. Packlen, P. Maliar) and as 

revenge to the peasantry for collectivization resistance (D. Solovey) became the 

principal achievement of the subject researchers at the initial stage of its studying. 

Some researchers, for the first time, drew attention to the peculiarity of the party’s 

food policy in Ukraine and in Kuban in comparison with other regions of the USSR, 

which gave them the reason to assert the genocide against Ukrainian population 

(P. Maliar, R. Omelianovych, O. Case). 

Finally, the political climate change after Stalin’s death, gradual enlargement 

of the source base and some scientific achievements at the first stage of the subject 

studies caused the appearance of a new quality of scientific analysis and synthesis in 

comprehending the events in 1932–1933 for the following years. 

Thus milestone in 1953 – the year of the 20th anniversary of the Holodomor – 

was largely a landmark in the study of events in the Ukrainian village during Soviet 

«great change» and spread of the truth about the political causes and terrible con-

sequences of hunger. The source base on the history of the great Soviet famine 
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greatly increased access to scientific – primarily due to the two-volume edition of 

"Dirty deed Kremlin White Paper" (R. Packlen) – and works by O. Woropay, 

S. Pidgainy, M. Verbytsky etc. Second, the number of papers published in profess-

sional scholars of the «free world» (K. Manning, J. Steward, R. Packlen) in which 

subjects famine of 1932–1933 in Ukraine began to turn scientific fact. 

Third, the study appeared with a scientific nature, where, along with descript-

tion of the facts of the Holodomor, carried out an analysis of its causes and nature 

(P. Maliar, D. Solovey, I. Dubynets, V. Kravchenko, K. Mаnning) demographic 

effects (S. Sosnovy, V. Hryshko, D. Solovey), biological and psychological factors 

(I. Rozhin and V. Rozhin, M. Mischenko, F. Pihido-Pravoberezhnyy) of children 

(S. Pidgainy, F. Pihido-Pravoberezhny, D. Solovey), Ukraine and circumstances 

blockade silence hungry horrors (S. Pidgainy, D. Solovey, D. Shaldiy, M. Didenko) 

determining the perpetrators of terror by famine (V. Mudry, S. Pidgainy, F. Pihido-

Pravoberezhny, I. Maystrenko) and others. 

Thus, although in 1953 the number of publications on the famine in compari-

son with 1933, when there was an avalanche of correspondence and the testimony 

of witnesses, decreased in four of their range (43 publications) exceed the perfor-

mance of any other year in the previous 20th anniversary, and General – celebrated 

on the order of a higher level of study. 

Until 1973 interest in the topic of the Great Famine in the qualitative and 

quantitative dimensions do not exceed the level of 1953, which also suggests the 

period of the 20th anniversary of the tragedy characteristic of the new phase of the 

researching subject. We consider that the vast array of publications on topics in 

1933–1952 requires further analysis of sources and historiographical reflection. 

 

Анотація 

Комуністична влада замовчувала факт штучного голоду 1932–1933 рр. і 

забороняла його дослідження аж до розпаду Радянського Союзу. Отже, прав-

да про цю жахливу подію спершу поширювалася та вивчалася тільки у «віль -

ному світі». Мета представленої статті – проаналізувати особливості до-

слідження історії Голодомору в Україні у перше двадцятиріччя після цієї тра-

гедії. Тема розглянута на основі всього комплексу доступних історичних дже-

рел із врахуванням новітніх досягнень світової історичної науки. Визначено 

особливості формування наукового дискурсу з історії голоду 1932–1933 рр. на 

першому історіографічному етапі та уточнено його хронологічні межі. Про-

стежено процес прирощення обсягу історичних джерел і розвитку наукових 

знань з історії голоду. Зроблено висновок про те, що джерельна база з історії 

Голодомору у вказаний період обмежувалася переважно спогадами очевидців 
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катастрофи українського села та матеріалами періодичних видань зарубіж -

них країн. Разом з тим, уже в перше двадцятиріччя вивчення історії Великого 

голоду з’явилися ґрунтовні аналітичні праці, які заклали концептуальні основи 

подальшого дослідження теми. Наголошено, що величезний масив публікацій з 

теми у 1933–1952 рр. потребує подальшого джерелознавчого аналізу та іс-

торіографічного осмислення. 

Ключові слова: історіографічний етап, Голодомор в Україні, джерела, 

наукові публікації. 

 

Aннотация 

Коммунистическая власть замалчивала факт искусственного голода 

1932–1933 гг. и запретила его исследования вплоть до распада Советского 

Союза. Следовательно, правда об этом ужасном событии сначала распро-

странялась и изучалась только в «свободном мире». Цель представленной 

статьи – проанализировать особенности исследования истории Голодомора 

в Украине в первое двадцатилетие после этой трагедии. Тема рассмотрена 

на основе всего комплекса доступных исторических источников с учетом но-

вейших достижений мировой исторической науки. Определены особенности 

формирования научного дискурса по истории голода 1932–1933 гг. на первом 

историографическом этапе и уточнены его хронологические рамки. Просле-

жен процесс прироста объема исторических источников и развития научных 

знаний по истории голода. Сделан вывод о том, что ключевая база по исто-

рии Голодомора в указанный период ограничивалась преимущественно воспо -

минаниями очевидцев катастрофы украинского села и материалами периоди-

ческих изданий зарубежных стран. Вместе с тем, уже в первое двадцатилетие 

изучения истории Великого голода появились глубокие аналитические работы, 

которые заложили концептуальные основы дальнейшего исследования темы. 

Отмечено, что огромный массив публикаций по теме в 1933–1952 гг. требует  

дальнейшего источниковедческого анализа и историографического осмысления. 

Ключевые слова: историографический этап, Голодомор в Украине, ис-

точники, научные публикации. 
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26. Shuĺ hyn, O. (1934). Bez terytoriyi. Ideolohiya ta chyn Uryadu U.N.R. na 

chuzhyni [Without territory. Ideology and the work of the Government UPR in 

exile]. Paryzh. 

27. Yashchuk, P. (2000). Malovyvcheni aspekty henotsydu holodomoru v 

Ukrayini [Lesser known aspects of the Holodomor’s genocide in Ukraine]. Holod-

henotsyd 1933 roku v Ukrayini: istoryko-politolohichnyy analiz sotsiaĺ no-demohra-
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