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Conhecimento - O Conhecimento como prática social

Knowledge - Knowledge as social practice
Multivoicedness of history textbooks and new social practice in Ukraine

Elena Ivanova, Kharkov National University, Ukraine

Social practices exist in various forms, they can be considered both as a process and its result. Knowledge and consciousness are also forms of social practice, of its mastering and appropriation (J.Wertsch). Historical consciousness is also one of the forms of social practice (P.Tulviste). As knowledge, historical consciousness can be considered as a result of social practice on the one hand, and as its process on the other. Considered either as a process or as a result, both knowledge and historical consciousness can be univocal and multivocal (M.Bakhtin, Y.Lotman, J.Wertsch). Social practice is always multivocal, there is always at least several voices in it - official, unofficial (P.Tulviste, J.Wertsch) and vernacular (J.Bodnar). 

In the countries with totalitarian regime including the Soviet Union there was a tendency of decreasing unofficial and vernacular voices, of their exclusion and establishment of official monovoicedness or ideological monologicality (M.Bakhtin). 

There were two crucial points in constructing historical narratives in the Soviet Union. Firstly, their content was similar to Stalin’s book “The Short Course of VKPb”, (“The Short Course of the All-union Communist Party (of bolsheviks) History”). Secondly they used the so-called Zhdanovite criteria (a specific set of standards) formulated by Andrey Zhdanov, one of the ideologists in the Soviet Union of late 1940s and early 1950s. Stalin’s book served as a model and a framework concerning the facts and ideas that should be described. The Zhdanovite criteria explained how to do it. This was the way how history textbooks were written in the Soviet Union, and in all major aspects histories of national republics repeated the history of the “old brother”.

Now in a number of countries of the former Soviet Union (Ukraine among them) besides with the increasing of unofficial and especially vernacular voices there appears official multivoicedness consisting of the traits of the “old” voices and the seeds of new voices. Such multivoicedness has been ascertained in the history textbooks (also a form of social practice) published in Ukraine.  They contain not only the information that was not included in the textbooks before (for example, famine in Ukraine in 1932-33), but also a new interpretation of several core historical events: revolutionary coup of 1917, Civil war, Second World war, etc.). 

1.New Ukrainian Textbooks on History

In the times of the Soviet Union the textbooks used in different republics of the Soviet Union were identical and all school students studied the history of the Soviet Union. In the new situation it was necessary to create own textbooks telling about the history of Ukraine. As it is shown by J.Wertsch (1999), Russian textbooks are impregnated by “hidden dialogicality” with Soviet textbooks. The same can be said about Ukrainian textbooks with their “hidden dialogicality”, sometimes not hidden at all, both with Soviet and Russian textbooks. 

Moreover, now there are various textbooks on history, and not one but several are recommended by the Ministry of Education of Ukraine. So it is up to a teacher to decide which ones to choose. Besides, in the high school (10-11 grades) there are two subjects in history – the history of Ukraine and the world history and corresponding textbooks (for example, by Turchenko, 1995 and Berdichevsky, 1998). They can prove the existence of multivoicedness in official history.

The events in the textbook on the history of Ukraine are given in a vertical order. The main character is Ukraine and narrative proceeds with successive development of all the events happened to this character during the described period of time (1917-1945). The textbook begins with the frames of this historical period (its beginning and the end). It is claimed in such a way: 

“In 1917 Ukraine entered the newest period of its history. It has begun by Ukrainian national-democratic revolution of 1917-1919 and lasts up till now. Its main historical content lies in the struggle of Ukrainian people for their national and social independence, for development of own undivided state with a fair social structure” (1995, p.1). 

The textbook on the world history (1998) has a horizontal structure. It begins with the World War II showing it in the world perspective and then the same time period – after the world war up till now – is analyzed according to different characters: the USA and Canada, West-European countries, the USSR, East-European countries, countries of Asia and Africa, of Latin America, etc. 

Let us examine the multivoicedness on the example of different kinds of narratives about World War II in these textbooks.

2. Post-Soviet Ukrainian Narratives of World War II

As it was proved by J.Wertsch (1999) post-Soviet account of the World War II provided in Russian textbooks looks like that of Soviet times; first of all because of the same (“triumphal”) sense of ending, though some new facts and data have been presented there, with new characters and motives involved.

As it is mentioned by Kermode (1968), the sense of ending is crucial for its meaning. How does it sound in the narrative of the World War II given in the textbook on the history of Ukraine? 

“Having suffered great people’s and material losses in the Second World War, Ukraine made a worthy contribution in Germany’s and its allies’ defeat but was not able to restore its state independence” (1995, p.337).

Such an ending has nothing to do with the spirit of heroic deeds of people, their exclusive role in the victory depicted in Russian textbooks. If the structure of the narrative in Russian textbooks has a progressive character (with ending “we won”), the structure of Ukrainian narratives are regressive (“we won, but did not achieve what we wanted”).

The beginning of the Ukrainian narrative about the Second World War starts in 1939 from Soviet-German treaty and the fate of West-Ukrainian region. It is asserted in this analysis that Germany and the Soviet Union had the same empire aggressive essence, they cynically neglected conventional principles of international relations in the civilized world. 

In the first part of the narrative telling about the events of 1939-1941 there are two main characters – Ukraine, namely its Western Part, and the Soviet Union opposed to each other, as if Ukraine had not been a part of the Soviet Union.

In this part one can see a lot of facts previously not spoken about: the already mentioned secret pact, the tragic fate of Polish militaries who were taken as Soviet prisoners and were executed in different places of the Soviet Union, etc.

There appeared an absolutely new theme – an opposition to Soviet orders - described in the paragraph “Sovietization of the Western part of Ukraine”. The politics of sovietization is demonstrated as consisting in compulsory collectivization of the whole region and practicing  repression and cruel terror. The victims of them were separate persons as well as groups of people. All political parties and public associations were smashed up, their leaders were announced as “enemies of people” and were put into prison. It is underlined that the scale of repression was immense and it was provided by officials from NKVD (‘People Commissariat of Internal Affairs”, a predecessor of KGB). 

A fact of dual attitude of West Ukrainian population to joining the Soviet Union is also mentioned in the textbook. A part of population (Ukrainians and especially poor) welcomed it, Poles and some Ukrainians were in opposition. This can serve an example of multivocal people’s opinion about the same event. It does not remind “unanimous approval” of all the activities of the Communist Party and state described in Soviet textbooks. On the contrary, as the author writes, repressive regime brought by the Red Armies finally persuaded people of Western Ukraine that its future would be not in the integration with the Soviet Union but in building of independent non-divided Ukrainian state. The conclusion absolutely impossible in Soviet textbooks and Russian post-Soviet ones.

While telling about the occupation of Ukraine by German and its allies troops it is certainly mentioned that Germany invaded the Soviet Union but the narrative is concentrated on the events in Ukraine, and the main characters here are Ukraine and Germany. Before describing military actions during the first days of the war, there given the analysis of the reasons of the Red Army failures at the first period of the war. First of all the author points out not military but political reasons: anti-national, aggressive, empire internal and adventurous external policy of the USSR leaders; repression of the Red Army leaders; tough centralization of the government in the army not allowing any initiative of the commanding officers; Stalin’s ignoring the facts concerning Germany’s  preparations for the invasion to the Soviet Union. Stalin’s attitude is explained not by some peculiar features of his character but by his own plans of the invasion of Germany. This explanation is not usual for Soviet and even post-Soviet textbooks. 

The author writes about the order of martial law in the home front. Instead of describing heroic deeds of peaceful population (that also took place in the reality), as it was used in Soviet textbooks, he writes about mass arrests of “suspicious” and “shady” personalities. By these words the officials meant those people who were repressed and served their sentence, who had not a proper origin or nationality. The lists of such people were ready by the beginning of the war, they were only waiting for a proper occasion to be put to use. Military tribunals framed up charges and passed the sentences to a lot of people. During the first weeks of the war about 40 thousands of such persons were executed. The situation of mobilization is described also without enthusiastic spirit.

The analysis of military actions mainly deals with those on the territory of Ukraine. It should be mentioned that the pages about the course of military battles rank not much room in the chapter about the World War II. Much more attention is paid to the situation in Ukraine in occupation and development of anti-Nazi resistance there. 

The author of the textbook in question emphasizes cruel actions of the fascists toward the inhabitants of Ukraine and especially Jews. He mentions that “own Babiy Yar” (Babiy Yar is the place of mass execution of Jews in Kiev) was in every Ukrainian city and town as well as many concentration camps which turned to the factories of death. Population of villages was also run to cruel repression and a lot of villages were razed to the ground. In Soviet textbooks everything connected with Jews used to be concealed This Nazi “new order” caused a wave of indignation among the population of Ukraine and gradually passive forms of resistance grew into active. In the analyzed textbook such an evaluation is given to the development of this process: “For a long time Soviet historiography depicted all displeased by the occupation regime as ardent supporters of restoring in Ukraine pre-war Bolshevik orders. But the facts indisputably testify to the existence of two tendencies in anti-fascists movement of resistance. The first one in fact was ruled by the Soviet slogans, but the second was oriented to a reconstruction of an independent Ukrainian state” (1995, p.297).

Before examining the activity of the second branch of the Resistance an excursus to history is made and a short account of the Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists (OUN) and the Ukrainian Rebellious Army (URA) is given. The Soviet propaganda depicted these organization as anti-national and treacherous, working for invaders and worth only contempt and detestation. The author gives some facts to rehabilitate them and to show their positive significance. Here his narrative looks like a counter-narrative to Soviet ones. 

Soviet and nationalistic underground movement could not attain mutual understanding because of ideological discrepancies and even fought with each other. Still returning to the main heroes – fascists and people of Ukraine – the author shows that instead of obedience to Nazi waited by them the population of Ukraine ran into hatred and contempt everywhere. Gradually Ukraine turned into a “second front”.

1943 is a year of the beginning of Ukraine liberation that became possible after the Stalingrad battle. The main battles and military events at Ukrainian territory are mentioned shortly. In more details the first steps of the Soviet power in the liberated regions are described and in comparison with the Soviet tradition their assessment is unusually critical. According to the author’s opinion people’s hopes for the better (improvement of material conditions, reformation or even abolition of “kolhoz-slave” system, taking into account people’s interests by the authorities, etc.) began to fade away. 

“Stalin totalitarian regime with the search for “enemies of people” according to its nature returned with the Soviet troops”, - notices the author. -Suspicion in collaboration with the Nazi fell on each person lived in occupation automatically. They were registered as “persons remained at the territories occupied by the fascists ”. This stain turned millions of people who lived at the temporarily occupied territories into inferior citizens” (1995, p.310). 

It is also mentioned about the biassed attitude of the Communist Party and Soviet leaders to Ukrainians. From the author’s point of view it happened because a part of Ukrainians struggled with German occupants for the rebirth of independent Ukraine and not for the liberation and reconstruction of the Soviet Union. In official Soviet ideology all the nations considered to be equal and enjoying the same  rights.

The final phase of the war is characterized mainly in terms of struggle of the Soviet troops (the Red Army and special detachments of NKVD) in the Western Ukraine with the OUN and the URA. The author points out that NKVD stopped at nothing to deprive the URA of the population support. There was a lot of provocation, cruel and bloody actions which NKVD tried to arrogate to the URA. This cruelty of NKVD was answered by the terror from the side of the URA. The reestablishment of the Soviet power in Ukraine was not smooth at all, on the contrary to official Soviet accounts. According to them it were only separate gangs who were fighting with Soviet troops, not the support of the considerable part of Western Ukrainian population.

Having liberated the Eastern part of Ukraine, the Soviet troops began the liberation of the Southern part and the Crimea. It was also connected with repression and eviction of Tatar population (235.5 thousand people, and 86% form them were women and children). The same fate was suffered by Greek, Armenian and then Bulgarian population.

Repression took place also in the Western Ukraine where the OUN enjoyed the support of the population. It was possible to break it only with the help of mass repression. “Stalin regime was ready to do it without any hesitations”. Family members of people belonging to the OUN were evicted to the North and East regions of the USSR and it was done by barbarian methods. As a result of it a death-rate among old people and children was the highest. Many people had nothing to do with the OUN or the URA but the Soviet and Communist leaders were not made anxious by it. Stalin regime suspected all Ukrainians who lived at the occupied territories in being not loyal. As Khruschev mentioned at the XX Congress of the CPSU there was too many Ukrainians and there was not such a place where it was possible to evict them. Otherwise Stalin would have done it.

In the summary it is pointed out that in this war the situation of Ukrainian people had been “exceptionally tragic”. (By the way, it is not clear whom the author means: whether the Ukrainians or the multinational population of Ukraine.) Here “exceptionally tragic” is not the same as in Russian textbooks where, as J.Wertsch writes, the authors “emphasize the exceptionalism, heroism, and suffering of Soviet, especially Russian people” (1999). “Ukrainian exceptionslism” deals with the ideas about the future of Ukraine. That part of Ukrainians who was dreaming about independent Ukraine (also at least two voices) did not achieve their aim.

As it was already mentioned the whole narrative about Ukraine in the Second World War is ended with the words that though having contributed in the mutual victory Ukraine was not able to restore its state independence.

3. Preliminary conclusions

The first striking feature in the analyzed narrative is its regressive structure manifesting absolutely different approach in comparison with Soviet and Russian narratives on the World War II. 

The main idea in Ukrainian version of the war differs from that of Soviet and Russian. Not only the end but also the beginning of the narrative is different. The main characters change several times in the course of narration. As a rule there are two of them opposed to each other: the USSR and Ukraine, Ukraine and Germany; population of Ukraine and fascists; the OUN-URA and the Red Army or Soviet underground movement. All of them have their different and significant voices. 

There were other important themes of the narrative. One of them is the theme of repression. It appears at the beginning and in the end. At the beginning the repressions of the Soviet officials are directed toward people from the annexed territories not agreeing with the Soviet power. At the end the repressions are connected with restoration of the Soviet orders in the liberated regions, with members of the ONA-URA, their families and sympathizers, people of definite nationalities and simply with all those people who lived on occupied territories. Special attention is paid to deportation of whole nations who lived in Ukraine (Germans, Tatars, Greeks, Bulgarians) to the North and East regions of the USSR.

Another important and new theme is the OUN-URA, their development, activity, ideology, struggle with the Nazi and the Red Army, opposition to restoration of the Soviet power in Ukraine, their efforts to reconstruct independent Ukraine, to extend their influence on the Eastern Ukraine, etc.

From time to time the author draws a parallel between Germany and the Soviet Union: between their ideology, orders, “empire and aggressive essence”. It is also mentioned about Stalin’s aggressive plans to invade Germany. Certainly one could never find such considerations in Soviet editions. The same can be said about mentioning people dissatisfied with Soviet orders and Soviet power.

Soviet textbooks were full of description of enthusiasm and heroic deeds of Soviet people. There is some remainder in contemporary Ukrainian textbooks but beyond any comparison.

The superiority of the working class is never mentioned as well as hostility to the “reactionary ideology” of “bourgeois nationalism”. 

Still this narrative contains some remainders of Soviet narratives, repetition of well-known conclusions, characteristics, etc. Taking into account a time of writing of this textbook (1994-1995), when Ukrainian state was very young, it is clear why such a significant accent is made on the idea of the rebirth of the undivided independent Ukraine. The voice of the author himself is with those people who supported this idea.

4. The World War II in the Context of World History: Post-Soviet Ukrainian Narrative

As it has been already mentioned the textbook on world history of another author (Y.M.Berdichevsky) has a horizontal structure. And it should be mentioned that from the point of view of the major ideas, conclusions, considerations, characters, plot, style of the narrative it looks very much similar to Soviet textbooks. Though the World War II is depicted in the world perspective together with the events that took place in the same period of time in different countries. 

The narrative begins with a detailed description of the events of 1939. In comparison with Soviet textbooks the author gives here a lot of new information about several Soviet-German treaties and secret protocols to them, about Soviet conquest in the West (West Ukraine, Belorussia, Baltic countries and some other regions) and criticism of Stalin regime toward them: The end of the narrative is connected with the end of the war and the capitulation of Japan, victory over fascism and creation of two opposed systems fighting several decades with each other and the morality from all these events.

The contribution of the Soviet Union is recognized as decisive (it was usual for Soviet textbooks and historiography). The author enumerates German troops, and tanks, and planes and so on and so forth destroyed by the Red Army, duration of military actions, etc. This version of the World War II is overfilled with numbers, names of military operations, places of battles and other factual information. Sometimes it is even difficult to clear up what the author is speaking about. 

The main characters differ from one part of the narrative to another according to the periods of their entry into the war. Germany and the Soviet Union are met among them more often than others. 

The plot is built according to time periods: a period of 1939-1941 (beginning of the war), then 1941-1942 (from the invasion of the USSR), the course of the war in 1943, then in 1944 and events of 1945 and the end of the war. A special paragraph is dedicated to the situation in the fighting and occupied countries. Each time period is analyzed according to the main events and characters in it. Such type of narrative gives really a very broad picture of the war. It is easily understandable why this war was really “the world war”. On the other hand, the narrative seems to fall to separate pieces without mutual core. But still an attempt to draw a picture of the war from various angles can be considered as positive. I should say that we can see great number of facts here but not hear the multivoicedness of the opinions and a voice of the author himself.

Though the role of the Soviet Union is proclaimed as leading, the contribution of its allies and some politicians is also depicted. The author mentions the opening of the so called “second front” (D-day) but very shyly and somehow incidentally. The reasons of its opening sound in the Soviet manner. It was opened because the radical turn in the war showed that the Soviet Union was able to win Hitler Germany alone and the USA and England governments could not delay the start of military actions in Western Europe any more. 

A separate paragraph in the textbook is devoted to the situation in the warring and occupied countries. Also in the traditions of the Soviet times the execution of Jews is hardly noticed not to mention the Holocaust. Analyzing different forms of the Resistance in the occupied countries there is no single mentioning about the OUN-URA in Ukraine. It is one more tradition of those times: either not to write about them at all or to give them characteristics as of enemies and the Nazi accomplices.

A narrative about the establishment of pro-Soviet regimes in the countries of the Eastern and Central Europe is the mixture of Soviet and post-Soviet ideas, an attempt to divide the activity of the Soviet leadership and simple soldiers and to justify the latter. 

Thus, the narrative about the World War II given in the textbook on the world history really describes this war as a world one, with many countries participating in it, with a lot of battles and military operations, with two opposed sides and victory of the one side and defeat of the other. But what fascism was and why so many countries with so different ideology and policy united against it and won is shown rather vaguely. Except some new information and slight criticism this narrative reminds its Soviet predecessors very much.

5. Comparison of the two narratives on the World War II from different Ukrainian textbooks

It will be interesting to compare the narratives about Ukraine in the World War II and the World War II as it is in the two Ukrainian textbooks. We can hear two different voices. The principle difference which generates all others is connected with the chief idea of the narratives (which is worded in the ending of them). The major idea organizing the plot in the first textbook is the. struggle of Ukrainian people for creation of their independent state. In the other textbook it is the fight of the Soviet state with fascism to defend its independence. It is a question of two different, opposite “independences”, excluding one another. These major ideas lead to organizing the plot in the two narratives also in a different way.

Analyzing the structure of the narratives one can see that the narrative about Ukraine has a regressive structure, and the other one – progressive. As it has been already noticed, the endings of the two narratives are quite different. The main heroes are also different. Though in both cases they are collective (Ahonen, 1992), but in the narrative from the textbook on the world history they are “countries” – the USSR, Germany, the Great Britain, etc. In the narrative on the history of Ukraine, besides countries as well, in most cases they are people: either people of Ukraine, or from Western Ukraine, Ukrainians, Tatars, etc. Though these characters are also collective but they are more concrete with some essential attributes. Besides, here many facts and conclusions are confirmed by documents, recollections, extracts from memoirs. Thus, an extract from a diary of A.Dovzhenko, a famous Soviet film director and playwright: 

“All falseness, all stupidity, all impudence and crazy laziness, all our pseudo-democracy mixed with tyranny – all these give its dreadful results and we are driven along all steppes and deserts as rolling stones. And above all these – “We will win!” (1995, p.291-292).

Naturally the narrative about Ukraine is connected with the events related to Ukraine first of all, and they are described in more details. In both narratives the situation of the Soviet invasion in the Western Ukraine is given as well as the reasons of the Red Army failures in 1941.

As for entering Soviet troops in the Western Ukraine the narrative from the World History textbook looks more like Soviet ones at least in describing unanimity and enthusiasm with which the Red Army was met by Western Ukrainian population. The themes of forced collectivization, repression, oppression against spreading Soviet orders are not elaborated at all; they are hardly mentioned.

It is a well known fact (reflected even in the Soviet times) that after the invasion of German troops to the USSR the Red Army suffered failures and had to retreat for a certain period of time. The reasons of it are analyzed in both textbooks. In the textbook on the history of Ukraine ideological reasons connected with the vices of the Soviet system are given first of all. In the other textbook the author is focusing mainly on military and technical reasons. The only ideological reason mentioned there (among 11 described) is repression of high officers of the Red Army on the eve of the war.

Generally the main accent in this book is made on a military side of the war, international conferences carried out in its course and consequences of these events for the countries involved. The author reflects all this from the point of view of an exterior observer, whereas the author of the other narrative is more involved in the events described and his position is more definite. It becomes apparent also in his criticism of many sides of the Soviet orders (repression at the beginning of the war and after liberation, deportation of whole nations, forced returning of Soviet power in Western regions, carnage with Ukrainian liberation movement, concealment of information from the population during the war and so forth. This list can be easily continued.).

It should be also mentioned that the criticism toward some actions of the Soviet power in the textbook on the world history is explained by the shortcomings of Stalin leadership, not by the drawbacks of the system as a whole. In this respect the author of the textbook in Ukrainian history makes more radical conclusions.

On the whole in many parts of this narrative the events are depicted as if from the position or the point of view of the ordinary population of Ukraine, so to say, “the war in people’s opinion”.

6. Conclusion

After the collapse of the Soviet Union newly independent states confronted with a lot of various tasks, many of them connected with the development of a new ideology. In its turn it demanded some new objectives for the society, their connection with the past and interrelations with future. All these issues had to find their reflection in education of young people first of all, in developing new textbooks on social sciences and humanities. It related to history first of all, because having obtained its new status, Ukraine turned into an independent actor on a social scene. And it became necessary to look at its history not as a mere repetition of the history of the USSR, but as own historical development as a major character in the flow of happening events. Changing the major character should result not in simple corrections of some parts of historical design but in reconstructing the whole picture.

Reconstructing a new history of Ukraine appeared to be a rather complicated process. It began with publication of a lot of previously unknown at all or unknown for large sections of the public materials about the Soviet past, such as existence of Ukrainian independent state in the end of 1910 – beginning of 1920, facts about forced collectivization, famine in Ukraine in 1930s years, etc. Many of them could be simply added to the Soviet history as negative pages in it. It drew the Soviet history in darker (or another) colors but did not change it essentially. As it was shown by J.Wertsch (1999), to achieve such essential changes it is necessary to develop quite another narrative about the same events.

Such an attempt has been made with respect to the Ukrainian history in the textbook on its history, and it can be seen on an example of the analyzed chapter about the World War II from Turchenko’s (1995) textbook. On the other hand, such attempts are adjoining very traditional, Soviet in its essence narratives (given in the textbook with Berdichevsky as editor), only slightly innovated by several new facts and a little bit less stark ideologically.

The analyzed textbooks can serve as examples of two different approaches that have being formed in the views on the historical past of Ukraine. Now there are other textbooks both for schools and universities written according to one or the other approach. This coexistence of rather different voices, finally resulted in the ideas about the future of Ukraine, reflects the situation in the Ukrainian society with coexistence of pro-Soviet and pro-Communist and anti-Soviet and anti-Communist views. Now the multivoicedness in official culture and in textbooks does exist, but there is no dialogue between these voices or attempts to understand each other.

Consumption, mastering and appropriation of these textbooks by students are forming their knowledge and historical consciousness. These textbooks make contribution in the creation of a new type of historical consciousness, national identity of Ukrainian population and, as a result, different social practices.
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Summary

The major theme of the analysis in this article is  history textbooks in contemporary Ukraine and those forms of social practice that are the results of their mastering and appropriation (J.Wertsch). The concepts of multivoicedness (M.Bakhtin, Y.Lotman, J.Wertsch) and official, unofficial (P.Tulviste, J.Wertsch) and vernacular (J.Bodnar) history were used for the analysis. It is shown that in the countries with totalitarian regime including the Soviet Union there was a tendency of decreasing unofficial and vernacular voices, of their exclusion and establishment of official monovoicedness or ideological monologicality (M.Bakhtin). Now with the increasing of unofficial and especially vernacular voices there appears also official multivoicedness consisting of the traits of the “old” voices and the seeds of new voices. Such multivoicedness has been ascertained in the history textbooks published in Ukraine.  

In the article the multivoicedness of Ukrainian textbooks is shown on the example of narratives about World War II. The principle difference which generates all others is connected with the major idea of the narratives. The major idea organizing the plot in the first textbook is the struggle of Ukrainian people for creation of their independent state. In the other textbook it is the fight of the Soviet state with fascism to defend the independence of the Soviet Union. It is a question of two different, opposite “independences”, excluding one another. These major ideas lead to organizing the plot in the two narratives also in a different way.

The striking feature in the first narrative is its regressive structure manifesting absolutely different approach in comparison with Soviet and Russian narratives on the World War II: in spite of the victory in the war Ukraine did not achieve its independence. There are several new important themes in this narrative: mass repression and deportation of whole nations who lived in Ukraine to the North and East regions of the USSR; the Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists and the Ukrainian Rebellious Army, their struggle with the Nazi and the Red Army, opposition to restoration of the Soviet power in Ukraine, efforts to reconstruct independent Ukraine. From time to time the author draws a parallel between Germany and the Soviet Union: their ideology, orders, “empire and aggressive essence”. Certainly one could never find such a voice in Soviet editions. 

Another textbook analyzed in the article looks very much similar to Soviet textbooks from the point of view of the main ideas, conclusions, considerations, characters, plot and style of the narrative. It should be also mentioned that the criticism toward some actions of the Soviet power in this textbook is explained by the shortcomings of Stalin leadership, not by the drawbacks of the system as a whole. In this respect the author of the other textbook makes more radical conclusions.

Reconstructing a new history of Ukraine appeared to be a rather complicated process. To achieve essential changes it is necessary to develop quite another narrative about the same events. Such attempts have been made with respect to the Ukrainian history and new narratives about it. They are adjoining very traditional, Soviet in its essence narratives only slightly innovated by several new facts and a little less stark ideologically.

This coexistence of various voices in official culture and in the textbooks, first of all different in their ideas about the future of Ukraine, reflects the situation in the Ukrainian society with coexistence of pro-Soviet and pro-Communist and anti-Soviet and anti-Communist views. 

