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Manasa I'J. Memyapu sx mxepeno 3 ictopii aucuueHrcbkoro pyxy B YPCP
(1960- i — 1980-T1 poxu). — KBanigikariiina npaus Ha paBax pyKOIKCY.

Jluceprauis Ha 3100yTTs HAYKOBOTO CTyMeHs JokTopa dinocodii 3a cremianbHicTIO
032 «IcTopis Ta apxeosoris». — IucrutyT icropii Ykpainu HarionansHoi akajemii Hayk
Vkpainu, Kuis, 2026.

Jlucepranio NPUCBAYEHO [DKEPEe/IO3HABYOMY aHalizy MeMyapiB siK iCTOPUYHOIO Ta
npocomnorpadgiyHoro JKepena Ui BUCBITIEHHS AUcHAEHTChKoro pyxy B YPCP 1960-1980-
xpp. Y pobori mocmimkeHo mporiec (OpMyBaHHS KOPIYCy MEMyapHHX JUKEpel, IX
iHpOpMaLiiiHAIA MOTEHLIa], CTYIIHb PENpe3eHTaTUBHOCTI Ta 0COOIHUBOCTI BUKOPUCTAHHSA Y
pexoHCTpyKLil icTopii aucuaentceekoro pyxy YPCP.

Jlocnimxennsa aucuaeHTcbkoro pyxy YPCP tpuBanmuii dac oOMexyBanocs K
iIEONOrIYHUMH PAaMKaMM, TaK 1 HEJOCTATHBOK AOCTYIHICTIO JKepen. 3HauyHa 4YacTHHA
HasABHUX JpKepen Oyna copMoBaHa B iHCTHTYLIsX, sKi Oynu Ge3mnocepe/iHbo 3alliKaBieHl y
KOHTpOJI, Knacudikamii Ta iHTepnperauii NposBiB iHakomyMcTBa. PosmupenHs IKepenbHOl
6a3m, 30KpeMa 3aB/IIKH BiIKPUTTIO apXiBiB Ta BBEJ[EHHIO /10 HAyKOBOIO 00iry HOBUX JKepell,
CTBOPHJIO MEPEeyMOBH IS TIOTTTHOIEHHS JOCIIKEeHb 1 3MIHM JIOCJI{HUIBKOT ONTHKH.

[lornpu mMpoKWii iHTepec HAyKOBOI IPOMAJCHKOCTI /0 BMBYEHHS THCH/ICHTCBKOTO
PYXy, OCHOBHa yBara J{0CIIiHHKiB 30cepe/DKeHa Ha PeKOHCTPYKLLi MotiH, GopM AisTbHOCTI T4
perpecHBHOI NOMITUKM pafsHCBKOI Biamu. HartoMicTh crmocoOH OCMHCICHHS WHX MOAIMH
CaMHMJ YYaCHHKAMH PyXy 3aJIMINAIOTHCS 0CI HEAOCTAaTHBO BHCBITIEHHUMH, MeMyapu sk
JUKEpeNo 03BOJIAIOTH 3BEPHYTHCH A0 iHAMBIAyaJIbHOTO JOCBiTy HOTrO y4acHHKIB, BHABHTH
0COGINBOCTI CTIPUIHATTS TOTOYACHMX MOAiH, (HOPMYBAaHHS OMOHIIIHHMX TMEPEKOHAHb |
peakiiff Ha peNpecHBHMH THCK, 10 OOYMOBIIOE aKTyalbHiCTh TeMM JMCEpTALifiHOro
JOCIIIKEHHS.

MeToro TOCTiKeHHS € aHalli3 Oy 0IiKOBAaHUX MeMyapiB IUCH/IEHTIB K JKepena A/
BCeOIUHOro BUCBITIEHHS aAucuiaeHTchkoro pyxy B YPCP 1960-1980-x pp., BH3Ha4eHH:
iIXHBOTO iHOPMAIlliiHOTO NOTEHIiaNy, PIBHS IOCTOBIPHOCTI, MOMXJIMBOCTI IXHBOTO 3aTy YeHHS
JUIS  PEKOHCTPYKIUIl ICTOPUYHMX MOAIH i CTBOPEHHs NPOCONOrpapivHOro IMopTpery
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JlxepenbHy 0a3zy JOCHIKEHHS CTAaHOBUTH KOPITYC JIKEPET 0COOOBOTO MOXOKEHH,
CUCTEMaTH30BaHUM 32 BUAOBOIO O3HAKOIO HA TPU TPYIH: €MICTONSPIN, IIOACHHUKOBI 3alliCH
Ta MEMyapH, cepel SKHX MeMyapH [0JaTKOBO CTPYKTYpOBaHO 3a Kiacu(ikailier, Mo
pO3pI3HAE MeMyapu Mpo ICTOpWYHI Tomii, aBToOiorpadiuni cmoragu Ta OilorpadivuHi
MEMYapH.

Metononoriuno po6oTa MoeHy€ IKEPET03HABUY KPUTHKY 13 CYYaCHUMHU MiAXOAaMU
70 aHali3y ero-mKepes, IEHTPaJbHUM Cepell SAKUX € HapaToJIOTIYHUW aHalli3 SK Crocio
IPOCTEKHUTH, SKUM YMHOM aBTOpP MeMyapiB BHOYIOBY€E OIOBiJib, BiAOMpAE W yHOPSAKOBYE
€Mi30/IM BJIACHOTO JIOCBIAY, KOHCTPYIOE€ 00pa3 aBroOiorpadigyHOro «si» Ta 00pa3 «IHIIIOTOY.
TeopernuHy paMKy [ONOBHIOIOTH KOHLEILII KOJIEKTHMBHOI Ham’ATi Ta IMOCTHAM AT, IO
YMOXJIUBIIOIOTh  JIOCHIJKEHHSI B3a€MO3B’A3Ky MDK I1HAMBIAyaJIbHUMH CIOTajamMu U
KOJICKTUBHUMH  VSIBICHHSMU CIUIBHOTH TIPO MHUHYJIE, a TakKoX I1HCTpyMEHTapin
npoconorpadii, CopsIMOBaHUN HAa PEKOHCTPYKIIIO COLIAIBHOTO CEPEJOBUILA TUCUICHTCHKOT
CHUIBHOTH, 1030aBJI€HOI (hOpMasi30BaHOI OpraHI3alliiiHOI CTPYKTypU. Y CYKYINHOCTI Iii
MIIX0/IU 3a0€3MEeUMIIM SIK THTEPIPETalil0 MEMYapHUX TEKCTIB Y IXHbOMY COIIIOKYIBTYPHOMY
! MOMITUYHOMY KOHTEKCTI, TaK 1 MOMJIMBICTh PEKOHCTPYIOBATH KOJIEKTUBHUN MOPTPET
JMCUJICHTCHKOTO CEPEIOBUIIA HA OCHOBI MHOKMHHOCTI 1HAUBITyaJIbHUX CBITUYEHbD.

byno mpocTexxkeHo, 10 CTAaHOBJICHHS 1HAKOIYMCTBA B CEpEIOBHINI MaHOyTHIX
JUCUACHTIB MaJI0 MOCTYNMOBHM 1 BHYTPIIIHBO CylepewinBHid Xapakrep. [lokomiHHs, w0
BXOJIMJIO B TIEP10JT «XPYIIOBCHKOI BIIJIMTHY, 3POCTAJIO ITiJT BILIMBOM ITICISIBOEHHOI JIHCHOCTI
Ta 17COJOTIYHOTO THICKY, SKHH, OJIHaK, HE OyB TOTAJIbHUM: POJMHHE CEPEIOBHIIIC,
He(opManbHI KOHTAKTH W OCOOMCTI CHOCTEPEKEHHS 3aJMILAIUCA MPOCTOPAMU MPUBATHOI
aBtoHomii. [loganpiii pokW HaBYaHHS B IIKOJAX Ta YHIBEPCHUTETaX, IMOMPH MapTIiHHY
1HOKTPHUHALIII0, BOJHOYAC BIAKPHUBAIM JIOCTYII JI0 HOBOI JIITEpaTypH, KyJIbTYPHHUX 1HIIIATUB 1
KOJIa OJHOAYMIIIB, IO TMOCTYIOBO CTBOPIOBAJO MEPEAYMOBH ISl MEPEOIIHKH HaB’ sS3aHUX
VSIBJICHb.

HocnipxeHHs: camopenpe3eHTallii Ta aBropeduiekcii y Memyapax BHUSBHIIO MPOILEC
dbopMyBaHHS ~ TOABIMHOI  1IEHTUYHOCTI YYaCHUKIB pyXy, 3@ SKOTO pajsHChKa
camoifeHTUdIKAIlS TPUBAIMM dYac CHIBICHYBajla 3 HAI[lOHAJIHHUM CaMOYCBIJIOMJICHHSIM.
VYcBiIOMJIEHHST  HAI[IOHAJIBHOI  1IGHTUYHOCTI JUIs  Oararbox MaMOyTHIX JAUCHICHTIB
PO3MOYMHANIOCS 3 BITUYTTS OOMEXKEHOCTI KYJIBTYPHOTO W MOBHOTO CaMOBUPAKEHHS B

odiitHOMY paJsSHCHKOMY IMPOCTOPi, TOAl SK TMOJITHKA pycudikallii BUCTymajga MapKepoMm



DIMOMINX CTPYKTYPHUX CYNEPEYHOCTEH PaAsSHCHKOIO YCTPOK. Y TMOYAaTKOBHUI Mepion Iie
YCBIJJOMJIEHHS II€ HE CYNPOBOXKYBAIOCS BIAKPUTUM 3alE€PEUEHHSAM PaJSHCHKOI CHUCTEMM:
OUTBLIICT, MaHOYTHIX AMCHUICHTIB BipWja B MOXJIMBICTH i pedopMyBaHHS, a 3TOpTaHHS
«BIAJTUTH» COPUYUHUIO OCOOUCTY KPHU3Yy LIBOTO MOKOJIHHSA, MICHS SIKOi KyJbTypHa i MOBHA
CaMOCBIJIOMICTb TpaHC(POpMYyBaJIach Y MOMITUYHY MMO3HUIIIIO.

3aydeHHsT 1HCTpyMeHTapito mpocomorpadii g0 aHamizy MemyapiB Jajio 3MOTY
PEKOHCTPYIOBAaTH KOJIGKTUBHUN MOPTPET TUCUACHTCHKOTO CEpeNoBHUINA. ABTOp MeMyapiB
MOJIEJIIOE HE JIMIIIE BIAacHy Oiorpadiio, a i Mepexy CTOCYHKIB, Y sIKIi BOHA po3ropraiacs. 3
OISy Ha BIJCYTHICTH (POpPMalIi30BaHOI OpraHizaliiHOI CTPYKTypU PyXy OCHOBHY yBary
30CEpPEeKEHO Ha KOJI JOBIpYMX 3HAHOMCTB, MEXaHI3MaX 3alydyeHHS 10 OMNO3MIIIHOrOo
cepenoBuila Ta Gopmax mposBy coiigapHocTi. IIpocrexeHo, sk y memyapax QopMyeTbes
VABICHHSI TPO BHYTPIIIHIO CTPYKTYPY pyXy, IpH IMbOMYy cam (akT 3TragyBaHHS YU
3aMOBYYBAaHHS TIEBHUX MOCTAaTEed MOXKE BIJIOOpa)kaTH SIK IXHIO peasibHy poJib, TaK 1 Mi3HIIII,
PETPOCIEKTUBHI yABICHHS.

3’4COBaHO OCOOJIMBOCTI KYJIBTYPHO-IHTEIEKTYaJIbHOTO CEpe0BUIIA JUCUIEHTCHKOTO
pyxy, Hacammnepen y KwueBi sik ogHOMYy 3 MOro OCHOBHHMX ocepenkiB. PozmmpeHHs
MOXJIMBOCTEH  KYJIBTYPHOTO  CaMOBHUPaXKEHHS B  YMOBaX  «BIUIMTH»  TOCTYIOBO
MEPETBOPIOBATIOCS Ha O00’€KT KOHTPOJIIO 3 OOKYy BIAaW, IO 3yMOBIIIOBAJIO 3MIMICHHS
IHTEJEKTyaJbHUX KOHTAKTIB, TBOPUYHMX 3yCTpiuei Ta 0OrOBOPEHB JITEpaTypu i MUCTELTBA Y
HeopmanbHI TMPUBATHI MPOCTOPU — MEpeAayciM KBapTupu Ta MamcrepHi. lle copusiio
(GOpMYBaHHIO CEpEJOBHINA, y SKOMY KyJIbTypHa disUIbHICTH HaOyBajia O3HAK CIUIBHOTO
JOCBiy, a caMa MOXKJIWBICTH 3aliMaTucs HEI0 B yMOBaX PENPECHUBHOTO THCKY CTaBala
MOB’SI3aHOIO 3 MIEBHOIO MO3HUIIIEI0 100 CUCTEMHU.

[IpocTexkeHo, 110 PETPOCHEKTUBHUN XapaKTep MeMyapiB BHU3HAyae crocid
penpe3eHTalii MoJaid AUCHICHTCHKOTO pyXy: aBTOPHM HAAAlOTh iM HapaTHBHOI 3B’SI3HOCTI,
IHTErpyIOYM TEPEJIOMHI MOMEHTH, TakKl SK 3TOPTaHHS «BIIJIMTH, XBHJII apeIlTiB, CYIOBI
MPOLIECH, TIOABY MPaBO3aXUCHUX 1 TPOMAJCHKUX OpraHizalliil, — y €IMHY 1CTOPIIO PO3BUTKY
BJIACHUX TIEPEKOHAaHb, MPU IILOMY MEMyapHi CBIAYECHHS 30€piraroTh MHOXUHHICTh
1HTepHIpeTaliid, 1o BiI0OpaXkae BHYTPINIHIO HEOTHOPIAHICTh TUCHIEHTCHKOTO CEPEIOBUIIIA.
3’4COBaHO, 1I0 MEMYyapu MPOJOBXKYIOTh TPAJHULII0 JOKYMEHTYBAaHHS TOPYIIEHb MpaB

JIFOAVHHU, 3allOYaTKOBAHY CaMBH/IAaBOM, BiI[KpI/ITI/IMI/I JUCTaMmnm Ta XpOHiKaMI/I, OJHaK



3MIIIYIOTh AKIEHT 13 (pikcarlii ¢akTiB Ha aHai3 BHYTPIIIHBOTO TOCBIAY MEPEKUTOTO, 110
YMOXKJIUBIIFOEThCS 3aBISKH OJIHOUACHIN pOJIl aBTOpPA SIK CBIJKA M yYaCHUKA MOJIN.

HaykoBa HOBU3Ha AociipkeHHsST OOyMOBJIEHa THM, IO B Hill ymepiie 37iiCHEHO
BCeOIUHMIA aHaMi3 OMyOJIKOBAaHMX MEMyapiB YYaCHUKIB AMCHIEHTCHKOTO pyxy B YPCP sk
[[UIICHOTO JKEPENbHOIO KOMIUIEKCY 3 YypaxyBaHHSAM iX HapaTUBHUX Ta 3MICTOBHUX
XapaKTEePUCTHUK; 3IHCHEHO Ccpo0y PEKOHCTPYKIii KOJEKTUBHOI Oiorpadii AMCHIEHTCHKOTO
CEpEIOBUILA HA OCHOBI MEMYapHHUX CBIAUEHb; CTBOPEHO KOJIEKTUBHMU MIpoconorpadiuHui
MOPTPET JUCHJACHTIB SK YHIKAJIBHOTO COINIAJIbHOI TPYMH; IPOaHaII30BaHO OCOOIMBOCTI
aBTopedekcii Ta TETEepPOCTEPEOTHINIB Yy MEMyapHUX CBIIUGHHAX SK CHOCOOIB
caMOpenpe3eHTallll Ta OCMUCIIEHHS «IHIIOT0» Y JUCUAECHTCHKOMY CEPEIOBHILI.

Pesynbrati mpoBeAEHOTO AOCHIIKEHHS MOXYTh OyTH BHKOPUCTAHI y MOAAJIBLINX
JDKEPEIO3HABYMX Ta ICTOPUYHMX AOCIHIKEHHSAX 3 TEMH, & TAKOXK Yy pO3poOIl HaBYAJIbHUX
KypCiB 3 icTOpii nucusieHTchkoro pyxy Y PCP, mxepeno3HaBcTBa, iCTOpii MOBCAKIACHHOCTI.

KurouoBi cjioBa: memyapu, JKepena o0coOOBOro MOXOMKEHHs, mpocororpadis,
yKpaiHCbKa MeMyapHa TpaJulis, ICTOPUYHA IaM’sTh, JUCHIECHTCHKUNA PyX, HalllOHAJIbHUN
pyX, caMBHJAaB, pempecii, Mmpomarasja, paasHcbkuil TotamitapHuil pexum, Kb YPCP,

«mepedynosay, Ykpaina, CPCP.



ABSTRACT

Malaya, H.D. Memoirs as a source on the history of the dissident movement in the
Ukrainian SSR (1960s—-1980s). — Qualifying scientific work on manuscript rights.

Thesis for a degree of Doctor of Philosophy in specialty 032 “History and
Archaeology” — Institute of History of Ukraine, National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine,
Kyiv, 2026.

The thesis is devoted to a source-critical analysis of memoirs as historical and
photographical sources for the study of the dissident movement in the Ukrainian SSR during
the 1960s-1980s. The study examines the formation of the corpus of memoir sources,
informational potential, degree of representativeness, and the particularities of their use in
reconstructing the history of the Ukrainian dissident movement.

For a long time, the study of the dissident movement in the Ukrainian SSR was
limited by both ideological frameworks and limited access to sources. A significant portion
of the available sources was produced by institutions with a direct interest in controlling,
classifying, and interpreting manifestations of dissent. The expansion of the source base —
particularly through the opening of archives and the introduction of new sources into
scholarly circulation — has created the conditions for deeper research and a shift in research
perspectives.

Despite considerable academic interest in studying the dissident movement,
researchers have concentrated primarily on reconstructing events, forms of activity, and the
repressive policies of the Soviet authorities. The ways in which the participants themselves
interpreted these events remain insufficiently explored. Memoirs, as a source, allow us to
examine the individual experiences of the movement’s participants, identify the
particularities of their perceptions of the events of that time, the formation of their
oppositional convictions, and their reactions to repressive pressure — all of which defines the
relevance of this dissertation.

The aim of the study is to analyse published dissident memoirs as a source for a
comprehensive examination of the dissident movement in the Ukrainian SSR during the
1960s-1980s, to determine their informational potential, level of reliability, their suitability
for reconstructing historical events and creating prosopographical portrait of movement

participants.



The source base of the dissertation consists of a corpus of personal-origin sources,
classified by type into three groups: correspondence, diary entries, and memoirs, among
which the memoirs are further structured according to a classification that distinguishes
between memoirs about historical events, autobiographical recollections, and biographical
memoirs.

Methodologically, the study combines source criticism with contemporary
approaches to the analysis of ego-sources, foremost among which is narratological analysis
as a means of examining how the memoirist constructs the narrative, selects and orders
episodes from their own experience, and constructs the image of the autobiographical “self”
and the image of the “other.” The theoretical framework is complemented by concepts of
collective memory and post-memory, which enable the study of the interconnection between
individual memories and a community’s shared perceptions of the past, as well as the tools
of prosopography, aimed at reconstructing the social environment of a dissident community
lacking a formalized organizational structure. Taken together, these approaches enabled both
the interpretation of memoir texts within their sociocultural and political context and the
reconstruction of a collective portrait of the dissidents based on a multitude of individual
testimonies.

The research traces how the formation of dissent among future members of the
movement was a gradual and internally contradictory process. The generation that came of
age during the “Thaw” grew up under the influence of postwar realities and ideological
pressure, which, however, was not total. Family environment, informal contacts, and
personal observations remained spaces of private autonomy. Subsequent years of schooling
and university education, despite Party indoctrination, simultaneously opened up access to
new literature, cultural initiatives, and circles of like-minded people, which gradually laid the
groundwork for a re-evaluation of received ideas.

Research into self-representation and self-reflection in memoirs revealed a process of
dual identity formation among movement participants, in which Soviet self-identification
coexisted for a long time with national self-awareness. For many future dissidents, the
realization of national identity began with a sense of limitation in cultural and linguistic
expression in the official Soviet sphere, while the policy of Russification, served as a marker
of deeper structural contradictions of the Soviet order. In the early stages, this awareness was

not yet accompanied by open opposition to the Soviet system: most future dissidents



believed in the possibility of reforming the system, and the end of the “Thaw” triggered a
personal crisis for this generation, after which cultural and linguistic self-awareness
transformed into a political stance.

The application of prosopography’s methods in the analysis of memoirs made it
possible to reconstruct a collective portrait of the dissident community. The memoirist
models not only his own biography but also the network of relationships within which it
unfolded. Given the absence of a formal organizational structure within the movement, the
focus is on the circle of trusted acquaintances, the mechanisms for recruitment into the
opposition community, and the forms of solidarity. The study traces how the memoirs
construct an image of the movement’s structure, while noting that the inclusion or silence
surrounding particular figures may reflect both their actual role and retrospectively
consolidated understandings of who the key actors were.

The study identifies the distinctive features of the cultural and intellectual milieu of
the dissident movement, particularly in Kyiv as one of its main centres. The expansion of
opportunities for cultural self-expression during the “Thaw” gradually became a target of
state control, leading to a shift of intellectual contacts, creative gatherings, and discussions of
literature and art into informal private spaces — primarily apartments and workshops. This
contributed to the formation of an environment in which cultural activity acquired the
character of shared experience, and the very possibility of engaging such activity under
repressive pressure became came to be bound up with a particular stance toward the system.

It has been observed that the retrospective character of memoirs shapes the way
events of the dissident movement are represented: authors give them narrative coherence by
integrating turning points, such as the end of the “Thaw,” waves of arrests, trials, and the
emergence of human rights and civic organizations, into a single narrative of the
development of their own convictions, while the memaoirs retain a plurality of interpretations,
reflecting the internal heterogeneity of the dissident community. It has further established
that memoirs continue the tradition of documenting human rights violations, initiated by
samvydav, open letters, and chronicles; however, they shift the emphasis from recording
facts to analysis the internal experience, which is made possible by the author’s dual role as
both a witness and a participant.

The scientific novelty of the study lies in the fact that it is the first to conduct a

comprehensive analysis of published memoirs by participants in the dissident movement in



the Ukrainian SSR as a unified source complex, taking into account their narrative and
content characteristics; undertakes a reconstruction of the collective biography of the
dissident community based on memoir testimonies; constructs a collective prosopographical
portrait of dissidents as a unique social based on memoir accounts; and analyses the
characteristics of self-reflection and hetero-stereotypes in memoirs as means of self-
representation and understanding of “the other” within the dissident community.

The results of the study may be applied in further source critical and historical studies
on the subject, as well as in the development of courses on the history of the dissident
movement in the Ukrainian SSR, source critic studies, and the history of everyday life.

Keywords: memoirs, sources of personal origin, prosopography, Ukrainian memoir
tradition, historical memory, dissident movement, national movement, selfpublishing,
repressions, propaganda, Soviet totalitarian regime, KGB of the Ukrainian SSR,
“perebudova” (“perestroika”), Ukraine, USSR.



