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INNOVATOR OF REFORMATION STUDIES: SUBJECT MATTER
AND STYLE IN THE WORKS OF YU. GOLUBKIN

The article outlines the range of problems in the history of the
Reformation explored in the oeuvre of the outstanding medievalist Yuri
Golubkin. Golubkin authored more than 90 academic and popular works
on medieval and early modern history. He was particularly interested in
the writings of Martin Luther and in Luther s participation in the events of
the Reformation. The study employs the historical-typological, historical-
genetic, and historical-comparative methods and is based on the principles
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of historicism and objectivity. Its originality lies in identifying the main
avenues of the study of the Reformation in the work of Yu. Golubkin and
in defining the principal phases of his evolution as a scholar. The authors
argue that the first phase (1970s—1980s) was marked by a focus on the
socio-political views of Martin Luther and his participation in the early
bourgeois revolution in Germany, while in the second phase (1990s—2000s)
Golubkin was primarily interested in the formation of Luther s religious
beliefs and his participation in the creation of the Evangelical Church.
The scholar'’s articles and translations are notable for their distinctive
style, characterized by expressiveness and wide use of metaphor, epithet,
and idiom. The authors further suggest that translation of Luther s main
works was central to Golubkin s research trajectory. The need to engage
with Golubkin's innovative approach to Martin Luthers life and work
determines the prospects for further exploration of the historian’s oeuvre
as a significant contribution to Reformation studies.

Keywords: Yuri Golubkin, historiography of the Reformation, Martin
Luther, medieval studies.

The year 2021 marks the 80th anniversary of Yuri Golubkin (05.04.1941—
14.09.2010) — Professor of V. N. Karazin Kharkiv National University and an
outstanding student of the life and work of Martin Luther.*

Throughout his academic life, the main focus of Golubkin’s work was the German
Reformation. From his first years at Kharkiv University’s Faculty of History and
until his untimely death, Golubkin devoted himself to various issues relating to the
emergence, evolution, and outcomes of the Reformation movement. His approach to
this subject was shaped by the deep interest in the personality of Martin Luther as the
leader of the German Reformation. The purpose of this essay is to outline the range of
problems explored in Yuri Golubkin’s work on the Reformation in Germany and to
identify the key features of his academic writing style.

The principal methods of our investigation are historical-typological,
historical-genetic, and historical-comparative. The importance of the

* Using of Ukrainian and Russian citations in the text of the article is due to the necessity to fully
disclose as the original features of the individual style of Yu. Golubkin’s scientific works as the
accuracy and expressiveness of his translations of Martin Luther’s works.
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historical-typological method stems from the need to analyze Yu. Golubkin’s
fundamental attitude towards the subject matter of his works. The historical-
genetic method is used to explore the formation and evolution of the scholar’s
views. The historical-comparative method makes it possible to compare
Golubkin’s arguments with ideas of other researchers and determine their
originality. The biographical and chronological methods are employed to
outline the principal phases of Golubkin’s formation as a medievalist and
specialist in Reformation studies. The scholar’s work can be divided into two
periods: during the Soviet era (until 1991) and during the era of Ukrainian
independence (1991-2010). First attempts to define Golubkin’s scholarly
achievement were made soon after his death (Domanovskyi 2011; Diatlov
2011; Sorochan & Domanovskyi 2015; Karikov 2019). In writing this
essay, we drew on biographical studies of the life and work of prominent
academics as models of using methods of classification and systematization
of historical sources and bibliographic material. These methods open the way
for a comprehensive view of Yuri Golubkin’s life and research trajectory, key
facets of his scholarly work, and potential for further research.

Yu. Golubkin’s interest in the Reformation was evident from the very
beginning of his academic career. During the early 1970s, he began working
on a Candidate dissertation on “Socio-Political Views and Position of Martin
Luther during the Second Period of the Early Bourgeois Revolution in
Germany (1521-1524)” and published his first articles on various aspects
of the Reformation. He considered questions of the historiography of the
Reformation movement (Golubkin 1971; Golubkin 1973a) and historical
events of the first half of the 1520s, when the German Reformation reached
its peak (Golubkin 1973b; Golubkin 1974). Even in these early works,
Golubkin put forward a number of arguments that were new word in the
Soviet historiography of the Reformation. In particular, the scholar defined
the essence of Luther’s position during the Wittenberg movement of 1521—
1522 as clarification and justification of his ideological views. At the same
time, opposing the prominent student of the Reformation M. Smirin, Golubkin
challenged the thesis, widespread among USSR and GDR scholars at the time,
about the “apostasy” of the reformer and his switching sides to the princes’
Reformation during the period of Wittenberg movement (Golubkin 1974, 82).

After successfully defending his thesis in 1974, Golubkin continued his
study of the Reformation, gradually expanding the range of research topics.
Thus, in the articles of the second half of the 1970s and 1980s he took up a
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number of controversial issues in the history of the Reformation movement:
the role of the “Zwickau prophets” in the Wittenberg movement of 1521—
1522 (Golubkin 1975), Luther’s activities during his stay in Wartburg
(Golubkin 1976), and Luther’s attitude towards the teachings and activities of
Thomas Miintzer (Golubkin 1978). Golubkin’s take on these problems showed
that the researcher remained independent in his assessment of the Reformation
and was able to think beyond established dogmas. Thus, he criticized Soviet
historiography‘s standard view of the “Zwickau prophets” as the initiators of
the Wittenberg movement and ideologists of the “people’s Reformation.” The
scholar reasonably pointed out the lack of evidence for this view in sources from
1521-1522 and suggested that such interpretations of the role of the “Zwickau
prophets” were born among the reformers a few years later, under a hail of
reproaches from ideologists of the feudal Catholic camp (Golubkin 1975, 98).

Among Golubkin’s works of this period, we should note his article on the
“Evolution of Martin Luther’s Concept of Secular Power and Its Role in the
Reformation (1517—-1525),” published in the Yearbook of German History
(Moscow). In this piece, the scholar analyzed in detail Luther’s ideas about
secular power, religious organization, and the relationship between these
spheres, trying to find a solution to the problem of the reformer’s alliance with
territorial princely power. He argued that Luther’s assertion of the decisive
role of princes in the implementation of the Reformation was due to the
failure of attempts to advance change through peaceful reform and Luther’s
subsequent move away from the radical trends that gained prominence with
the beginning of the Great Peasants’ War of 1524-1525 (Golubkin 1979).
This conclusion was made on the basis of Golubkin’s thorough study of
Luther’s works, in particular Secular Authority: To What Extent Should It Be
Obeyed. As noted by V. Diatlov, Golubkin prepared a translation of this work
(as well as another text by Luther, “An Open Admonition to All Christians to
Refrain from Turmoil and Rebellion™) as early as 1976 (Diatlov 2011, 154).
The scholar took up the work of translation striving for a comprehensive
view of the essence of the Reformation, which could be reached through a
thorough study of the creative legacy of its leaders.

In addition to source criticism and analysis, in his works of the second
half of the 1970s and 1980s Golubkin continued his engagement with the
historiography of the Reformation movement, expanding the range of issues
considered. Thus, he turned to such problems as the evolution of Friedrich
Engels’ views on the Reformation and the Peasants’ War (Golubkin & Baev,
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1981), the coverage of Martin Luther’s activities in GDR historiography
(Golubkin 1983), and the work of the Kharkiv University professor
M. N. Petrov in the history of the Reformation in Germany (Golubkin &
Mogilka, 1988).

Golubkin’s historiographical overviews were free of either complimentary
or hypercritical assessments and based on a comprehensive study of the
works in question, taking into account the evolution of their authors’ views
over time. This approach allowed the scholar to draw reasoned and balanced
conclusions regarding both the existing achievements in Reformation studies
and prospects for further research.

At the same time, in articles published during this period Golubkin
broadened his investigation of the events of the first half of the 1520s. In
particular, he collaborated with V. Diatlov on a work devoted to clarifying the
socio-political views of Andreas Karlstadt and his place in the Reformation
movement (Golubkin & Diatlov 1986). The article’s characterization of the
complex and contradictory activities of Karlstadt — a relatively little studied
figure languishing in Luther’s shadow — testifies to Golubkin’s eagerness to
engage with the Reformation in all its diversity. His students and followers
continued this tradition.

During the 1990s and 2000s, Golubkin continued his research work
on the Reformation. Students of his scholarly legacy note that his writings
of this period show the historian at the peak of his intellectual powers
(Domanovskyi 2011, 144). This characterization is amply confirmed by a
collection of Luther’s works of the period from 1520 to 1526, The Time of
Silence Has Passed, which was prepared by Golubkin in 1992. It included a
detailed historical and biographical sketch “For the Love of Truth,” exploring
the life and work of the reformer from 1483 to 1525 (Golubkin 1992). Using
fragments of his earlier articles in this sketch, the historian also deepened
his analysis of many controversial issues: the reasons for the young Luther’s
departure for the monastery in 1505, the ideological significance of Luther’s
works of 1520, the reformer’s attitude towards the noble uprising and events
of the Peasants’ War. Defining the distinctive features of the Reformation
as a historical phenomenon qualitatively different from both medieval
heresies and church reform was also an undeniable achievement of the author
(Golubkin 1992, 258-259). In our view, it would not be an exaggeration to
call the essay “For the Love of Truth” the best study of Martin Luther’s life
and work in the national historiography.
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It should be noted that around the turn of the 21st century Golubkin also
devoted a lot of his time and energy to translating Martin Luther’s most
important works. Golubkin’s translations manifest a deep knowledge of the
subtleties of the Lutheran doctrine and scrupulous attention to word choice,
since even the smallest nuances of meaning are important in theological texts
(Sorochan & Domanovskyi 2015, 43). The collection Live and Proclaim the
Works of the Lord (2001) is a good example of these qualities. It includes
translations of several of the reformer’s important writings: the “Small
Catechism,” “Large Catechism,” and “Schmalkald Articles,” which number
among the confessional books of the Evangelical Lutheran Church. As an
afterword, the collection features a detailed essay by Golubkin, combining an
analysis of the contents and meaning of Luther’s works with detailed description
of the historical conditions in which they were created (Golubkin 2001b).

At the same time, Golubkin continued his research into Martin Luther’s
life and social activities. His articles published during the 1990s and 2000s
tackle a number of relatively little studied episodes of the reformer’s
biography. For example, Golubkin considers such problems as the causes and
essence of the young Luther’s intense spiritual quest (Golubkin 2008), the
reformer’s ideological position after the end of the Peasants’ War (Golubkin
2000b), and his part in the development of the territorial structure of the
Evangelical Church (Golubkin 2001a; Golubkin 2002; Golubkin 2004).

In his article “Martin Luther in Soviet and Post-Soviet Historiography,”
Golubkin made a significant contribution to the study of generations worth of
scholarly writings on the Reformation. Agreeing with the characterization of
the literature dedicated to the reformer as “boundless and immense” (Golubkin
2000a, 71), he turned to the problem of the coverage of Martin Luther’s
life and work in Russian historiography of the modern era. The researcher
employed the historical-comparative method in analyzing the body of Soviet
and post-Soviet writings on the subject side by side with works of the 19th
to early 20th centuries (both authored by historians of the Russian Empire
and translated), as well as studies by foreign authors. Golubkin considered
both academic and popular works dealing with Luther’s life and activities.
He concluded that there was a pressing need for a “solid and truly scholarly
biography of the great reformer” (Golubkin 2000a, 82).

Further, during the 1990s and 2000s Golubkin continued his critical
engagement with sources for the history of the Reformation. During this
period he explored, in particular, such works by Luther as “To the Advisers
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of All Cities in the German Land. That They Should Establish and Maintain
Christian Schools” (Golubkin 1991), “Table Talk” (Golubkin 2007), and
spiritual songs (Golubkin 2010a). Golubkin did not limit himself to purely
textological analysis. He examined in depth both the general historical setting
in which these works were written and the personality of their author. The
researcher emphasized that Luther appeared to the reader in his writings (in
particular the “Table Talk™) “not in the pompous attire of an infallible prophet
of God,” but in his “everyday clothes,” so to speak — as a person “who is
characterized by delusions, temptations, and failings” (Golubkin 2007, 109].
These words are a mirror reflecting Yuri Golubkin’s own attitude towards
life — that of an acutely sincere person indifferent to high praise, alien to
any falsehood, and intolerant of hypocrisy. This attitude is also expressed in
his academic works, which combine a keen interest in their subjects with an
utmost scholarly objectivity. The title of his essay “For the Love of Truth”
also defines Golubkin’s own motivation for research work.

It is important to note that Golubkin’s unswerving adherence to the search
for truth, marking the contents of his scholarly works, was inseparable from
his striving for the highest perfection in their form. Distinctive features of
his vivid individual manner of writing were already evident in his earliest
academic publications from the mid-1970s. Thus, his essay on “Luther and the
Wittenberg Movement in 1521-1522” (Golubkin 1974) features journalistic
elements characteristic of the era’s mass media. They are represented by
idioms such as xunyTH BukiHK (to defy, literally “to throw a challenge”),
00’emHary mig cBoiMm mpanopoM (bring together under one flag), or sdmyxo
po3opary (an apple of discord); by metaphorical expressions — MOHOJITHHIA
¢pont (monolithic front), Ha cBiTanky xwutTs (at the dawn of life), and the like;
and by figurative definitions, such as 6ynTapcekuii craH (the rebellious class). We
also find extended metaphors that help the author express key ideas accurately
and clearly: «Bucoki cTiHM 3aMKy Biaropomwmu pedopmaropa BiI CBITY.
JlMpureHT HaliOHAIBFHOTO aHTUPUMCHKOTO pyXy IpotsiroM 300 THIB 3MyIIeHHH
OyB BroBoONBHATHCS poiunto msinada» (“the castle’s high walls separated the
reformer from the world. For 300 days, the conductor of the national anti-Roman
movement was forced to be content with the role of spectator”).

In the article “Luther in Wartburg,” Golubkin also uses figurative
and evaluative vocabulary. Assessing Luther as a fighter against the
Catholic Church, the author highlights his courage (MmyxHicTs), resilience
(crifikicts), and passionate nature (manka Hatypa), and stresses that the
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reformer’s authority among the broadest reaches of German society rose to
unprecedented heights («My»xHs noBeainka Jlrotrepa y Bopmci 1 #ioro mi3Hini
BUCTYIH IIPOTH KAaTOIUIBKOT LIEPKBH I THAIN HOTO aBTOPUTET Y HAHIIMPIIHX
BEepCTBaX HIMEUBKOTO CYyCIiIbCcTBA Ha HeOyBamy BucoTy»). The historian
writes that ““...in his reports about Luther, the papal nuncio laid the colors
on too thickly. But he was not very far from the truth, because other sources
also speak of Luther’s immense popularity” («...y CBOIX MOBiJIOMIEHHSX
npo Jlotepa mancebkuii HyHLIH 3rymaB OapBu. Alie x BiH OyB He ayxe
JAJIEKUM Bijl icTUHHU, 60 MPO BeNWYe3Hy MOMYISIpHICTh JIfoTepa roBOpsThH i
iam mrepena») (Golubkin 1976). These examples demonstrate how often
Golubkin used idiomatic and figurative expressions.

In the 1970s and 1980s, there was no consensus among linguists about
the style of the scholarly text. Some insisted that the language of science
and scholarship should be devoid of any emotional or evaluative elements,
that it must have a clear structure and logic of presentation and eschew literary
techniques of expressiveness. At the same time, the concept of “innovative” text
came on scene, allowing for deviations from linguistic standards. Authors were
granted latitude to use figurative language, in particular metaphors, expressive
phrases, and elements of dialogue (Ivasenko 2015). Such stylistic creativity
marks Golubkin’s work from the very beginning of his academic career.

At the turn of the millennium and in subsequent years, the scholar
continued to adhere to the same individual manner: historical facts were
presented objectively, in a strict logical sequence, and with clear reasoning
in the conclusions, and the author’s assessment of people and events was
visibly present. In the article “Martin Luther and His Essay ‘To the Advisers
of All Cities in the German Land. That They Should Establish and Maintain
Christian Schools,”” Golubkin evaluates Luther’s role in the Reformation
with journalistic zest, characterizing him as “the originator of the
Reformation, founder of Protestantism, titan of the Renaissance,” who “left
behind a truly boundless creative legacy” («Pononayansank Pedopmannm,
OCHOBOIIOJIOKHHUK MPOTECTAHTH3MA, THTAH 3M0XH BospoxaeHus MapTiH
Jlrorep ocrtaBuin mocie ceds TMOUCTHHE HEo003pHUMOe TBOpYECKOE
Hacieaue»). Assessing Martin Luther’s political writings, Golubkin states
that they “...were a passionate response of a militant polemicist to one of
the most pressing problems of the day” (mpexacraBmsano co0Ooi cTpacTHBIH
OTKJTMK BOMHCTBYFOLIETO MyOIUIINCTA HA OTHY M3 aKTyalbHEHIIHNX MpobieM
coBpeMeHHOH emy aeiicrButenbHocTH) (Golubkin 1991, 192). The historian
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notes that the school reform undertaken by the humanists in the early years
of the Reformation represented a revolutionary upheaval in the sphere of
ideology, and that it was the result of Luther’s break with papal Rome and the
Catholic Church («IIpeampuasaTas rymMaHucTaMu pedopMa IIKOIEI TOTyqrIa
HOBBIE UMITYJIECHI B TiepBble robl Pedopmartin. Paspei JlroTepa ¢ marnckum
PuMOM M KaTONMYECKOH LEPKOBBIO O3HAMEHOBANI HA4yalO PEBOIIOLMOHHOIO
niepeBopota B chepe uneonoruny). The author continues, reinforcing the intensity
of the assertion through the use of high literary vocabulary: “The overthrow of
the dilapidated foundations of Catholicism led to a catastrophic decline of schools
and universities” («HucmpoBepxeHre OOBETIIABIINX YCTOEB KATOJHII3Ma
TIOBJIEKIIO 32 COOOM KaTacTpO(IIECKHI YITaI0K KON M YHIUBEPCUTETOBY). In the
article’s conclusion, Golubkin gives a direct assessment of Luther’s appeal “To
the Advisers of All Cities in the German Land...”: “... it should be admitted that
this sincere, deeply human work, excelling from the literary point of view, can be
placed among the best works of humanists....” («OuenuBast odparerue Jlrorepa
«K coBeTHHKaM BCex TOPOIOB 3eMIIH HEMEIKOL...», CIIeYeT MPU3HATH, YTO 3TO
HCKpEHHEe, DTyOOKO YeI0BEYHOE, MPEBOCXOMHOE B JIMTEPATYPHOM OTHOIICHUN
MPOU3BEICHHE MOKET OBITh MOCTABJICHO B OJIMH PsII C JTyYIIHMH [IPOU3BSICHHAMH
TyMaHHUCTOB....») (Golubkin 1991, 193). The scholar characterizes his protagonist’s
writings using a number of epithets that clearly demonstrate his attitude towards the
personality of Martin Luther as an outstanding reformer.

Golubkin’s oeuvre also includes works in which elements of fictional style
are clearly visible: “Snow-covered roads, night, a lone horseman making his way
stubbornly and fearlessly through the blizzard towards some sublime goal, known
only to himself....” («3acHexeHHbIC TOPOTH, HOYb, OJMHOKHI BCAJTHUK, KOTOPBIN
YIOPHO U HEYCTPAIITMMO MPOOUBACTCSI CKBO3b IyPry K KaKOW-TO BO3BBIIICHHOM,
BEIIOMOI JIUIIIb €My OfHOMY 1ieit»). The author then polemicizes with traditional
apologetic German Protestant historiography and raises a number of specific
questions: “But where did Luther get the horse, if in Wartburg even his clothes
were other people’s castoffs? Where did he find the money to pay for food and to
treat random strangers he met at inns? How could the commandant of the castle,
the dutiful and loyal minion Hans von Berlepsch, let him leave Wartburg without
a special dispensation from his master, the Elector of Saxony? And where did this
‘free as a king” horseman intend to live in Wittenberg?” (Golubkin 2010b, 78)
(«Ho tae B3 kKoHs JTroTep, KoTophlii B BapTOypre qaxe Onemy HOCHII C Ty>KOTO
meya? [Jie OH Hallen JEHbIH JUIs OIUIAThl MPOMHUTAHUS U YTOIICHHUS MEpPBbIX
BCTPEYHBIX Ha MOCTOSUIBIX JBopax? Kak mor ormyctuts ero u3 BaptOypra 0e3
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CIIELMAILHOTO TIPEIMCAHUsT CBOETO TOCIoAWHA, Kypdropcra CakcOHCKOro
KOMCH/IAHT3TOI0 3aMKa, UCTIOJIHUTEIIBHBIH M BepHbIH ciy>kaka aHc hon beprerin?
HrnenamepeBaics »kuTh B ButTreHOepre «He3aBUCUMBIH, KAK KOPOITbY, BCAJTHUK?))
The scholar goes on in the manner of imaginative literature: “Dark storm clouds
began converging onthe Elector of Saxony. A fter the ‘assaultonicons’in Wittenberg,
which took place in early February, they thickened to such an extent that they
could incinerate him with bolts of lightning at any moment” (Golubkin 2010b,
79) («TemHbIC TyuH MOILIBLIMA B CTOPOHY KypdropiiectBa CakcoHckoro. [locie
BUTTEHOEPICKOTO «IITypMa UKOH», KOTOPBIH IIPOU30LIIEN B Havasie (eBpasis, OHHU
CT'YCTHJINCH JI0 TAKOH CTENIEHH, YTO MOIJIN BJIFOOOH . MHT UCIICTIEUTh €I0 CTPEJIaMU
mMomami). This passage, which comes from the article “The Return of Martin
Luther from Wartburg to Wittenberg,” illustrates Golubkin’s literary ability. His
language is rich in epithets, metaphors, comparisons, and idiomatic expressions.
The historian’s lively, figurative narrative includes his brilliant translations of
German sources on the Reformation and works of German scholars. Even in the
article’s conclusions, Golubkin uses the figurative mode: ““...the materials we have
examined confirm the truth of the saying: ‘Not everyone boasting of being a chef
really is one.” The true ‘chef” that organized the return of Luther from Wartburg
to Wittenberg was Frederick the Wise — a man of few words who kept to the
shadows. Luther, in the diplomatic kitchen of the Elector of Saxony, was mostly
given the role of a ladle, to be used to skim off the froth that had accumulated as
a result of the Wittenberg movement of 1521-1522” («...paccMOTpEeHHBII HAMI
Matepual MOATBEPIKIacT HCTHH HOCTB IOroBopkH: «He Bce Te moBapa, KTo BO
BCEYCIIbIIIAHIE TOXBAIIETCS STUMY. [[OITHHHBIM «II0BAPOM», OPraHU30BABILIAM
Bo3Bpaienue Jlrotepa u3 BaprOypra B BurrenOepr, ObUT OCTaBaBILUICS B
TEHU, HEMHOrocsoBHbl Ppunpux Mynpsii. Jlrorepy ke B IUILIIOMAaTH4ECKOM
KyxHe Kyp¢ropcra CakcOHCKOTO OTBOAMIACH HPEXKIE BCETO PONIb MOBAPEILKH,
TIOCPEICTBOM KOTOPOi Ha IeKAJIO CHATH HAKUITh, 00PA30BaBILYIOCS B PE3yJIBTATe
Burrenbeprexoro merkeHnst 1521-1522 ) (Golubkin 2010b, 85).

It is safe to say that Golubkin’s academic writing style was characterized by
“intellectual expressiveness,” which in modern scientific and scholarly literature
is realized through the use of such instruments as metaphors, comparisons,
repetitions, expressive clarifications, inserted remarks, special emphasis on
specific points of sentences and phrases, the use of multiple synonyms for the
purpose of expressiveness, and the like. Colloquial forms or even elements of
direct speech in imitation of dialogue, as well as interrogative and exclamatory
sentences, can also be employed (Ivasenko 2015).
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Golubkin’s considerable talents as a translator are also worth noting. Here
is a passage from the article “The Return of Martin Luther from Wartburg to
Wittenberg”: “Now let us figure out what kind of cross the letter in question
refers to. The clarification is found in Gerhard Bréndler’s book. But the
translator completely distorts its meaning, translating the word Nagel as
‘claws.” The outcome is ‘a sacred object of a special kind with claws, spears,
and whips.” However, another meaning of the word Négel is ‘nails.” And
Luther’s letter speaks of not just some kind of cross that for some reason
bristles with claws, but the one on which Christ was crucified. It was not
claws, but nails that dug into His hands, and before the crucifixion He was
scourged, and after that one of the soldiers pierced His ribs with a spear.
Luther’s letter is deeply symbolic, and the cross that figures in it is a symbol
of the suffering inflicted on the Elector by the Wittenberg movement, which,
as we have noted before, is not brought up directly. The passage the meaning
of which the translator cannot grasp says that a Christian, including an
elector, must humbly endure the trials and sufferings that befall him, as well
as the betrayal of his fellow men” («Temeps pa3depeMcsi, 0 KakoM ke KpecTe
TOBOPHUTCSI B PacCMaTpHBACMOM MHCbME. DTO pa3bsICHEHHE COACPIKUTCS B
xaure I'epxapna bpennnepa. Ho nmepeBoquniia COBEpIICHHO UCKaKaeT €ro
CMBICII, TepeBost cnoBo «Nédgel» kKak «korti». B pesyiabTaTe BO3HHKACT
«CBSTBIHS 0CO00TO poJia ¢ KOTTSAMH, KOMbIMU U Ondamm». OIHAKO APYyroe
3HadeHue cioBa «Nigel» — «rBo3mu». U B muceme JlioTepa roBopuTcs He
MPOCTO O KaKOM-TO KpecTe, U3 KOTOPOro MOYeMy-TO TOpYaT KOI'TH, a O TOM,
Ha KOTOpPOM ObLT pacmaT Xpuctoc. 1 He KOrTH, a rBO3aM BIHBaIKCh B Ero
pyku, u nepex pacmsitueM OH ObUT MOABEPTHYT OHUYCBAHMUIO, & TTOCIE ITOTO
OJIMH W3 BOWHOB KombeM MpoH3wa Emy pebpa. Ilucemo Jlrorepa ryOoko
CHMBOJINYHO, ¥ KPECT, 0 KOTOPOM B HEM FOBOPHUTCS, — 3TO CUMBOJI CTpalaHUH,
NPUYMHEHHBIX KyphropcTy BUTTeHOEprckMM ABH)KCHHEM, O KOTOPOM,
KaK MBI OTMEYalH, OyKBaidbHO He ymommHaeTcs») (Golubkin 2010b, 80).
Accuracy of translation, attention to detail, and scholarly intuition were the
features that distinguished Golubkin as a brilliant translator of Reformation-
era German sources and studies of the Reformation movement.

Thus, Yuri Golubkin’s scholarly output on the Reformation covers
several main areas: the investigation of Martin Luther’s life, activities, and
creative legacy; consideration of events of the Reformation movement during
the 1520s—1530s; study of sources for the history of the Reformation; and
analysis of Reformation historiography. The significance of the historian’s
contribution to these issues was determined by his highest general culture,
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brilliant scholarly erudition, deep engagement with historical sources, and lack
of deference towards established historiographical views regarding historical
figures and events. Together, these factors ensured the independence and
soundness of Golubkin’s arguments and clarity of their formulation. Because
of this, his works remain of great theoretical and practical importance for new
generations of scholars who turn to the study of the Reformation in Germany.
At the same time, it is to be hoped that Golubkin’s legacy will be the object of
further historiographical analysis, paving the way towards a comprehensive
evaluation of the significance of his contribution to the study of certain key
problems of medieval and early modern history.
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HPOBJIEMATHUKH TA IHAUBIAYAJIBHOI'O CTHJIIO B
HAYKOBUX POBOTAX 10. 'OJTYBKIHA

Mema docnidoicenns nonseac 8 momy, wod GUIHAYUMU OCHOGHUL 3MiCM
Haykosux pobim sudammuoco medicsicma IOpis Onexcitiosuua I onyoxina,
npuceauenux susyertnio Pegpopmayii. FO. T'onyoxin — asmop nouao 90
HAYKOBUX, HAYKOBO-NONYIIAPHUX, HABYATbHO-MEMOOUYHUX Npayb 3 icmopii
Cepeonvosivus i pannvozo Hoeoco uacy. 3aznaueno, wo OisnvHicmo
yuenoeo Oyna nos’szama 3 eueuennsm meopuocmi Mapmina Jliomepa
i uoeco yuacmi 6 nooisx Pegopmayii. Memooonozcis 0ocnioxcenHs
IPYHMYEMbCA  HA  3ACTMOCYBAHHI  ICIMOPUKO-2EHEMUYHO20,  ICIMOPUKO-
MUNOI02IYHO20, ICTNOPUKO-NOPIBHAILHO2O Memoois, y MNOEOHAHHI 3
NPUHYUNAMU HAYKOBOCMI, icmopusmy, 06 ekmuenocmi. Haykosa Hosusna
00CHIONCEHHS BUBHAUAEMBCA 3 SICYBAHHAM NPOBIOHUX HANPSAMIG GUBYEHHSL
Pegpopmayii y npaysix FO. TonyOkina 6 ananizom 3micmy OCHOGHUX
emanieé Haykoeol OisiibHoCmi QocaioHuKka. Busnaueno, wo na nepuiomy
emani (y npayax 1970-1980-x pp.) FO. Tonyoxin npudinsig ocHo8HY
yeaey coyianvHo-noaimuyHum noaiadam Mapmina Jlromepa i ilozo
yuacmi 6 panHb00ypocyasnii pesomoyii 6 Himeuuuni. Bcmanognero,
wo Ha Opyeomy emani (v pobomax 1990-2000-x pp.) OocrioHux
npoananizyeas Gopmysanns peniciiHux nepexkowawv Jliomepa i 11020
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yuacms y cmeopenni €saneeniunoi yepkeu. Y cmammsx i nepexnaoax
BUEHO20 ACKPABO BUPAICEHO OCOONUBOCTI 11020 THOUBIOYAILHO2O CTNUTIO.
Homy npumamanni - excnpecis, wupoke 6uxopucmauua memagop,
enimemis, (hpazeono2izmis. 3pooieHo 8UCHOBOK, WO HAYKOBA OIAIbHICMb
IO. Tonybrina Oyna micno nog’szana 3 1020 NepeKkiadamiu OCHOBHUX
meopig pegpopmamopa. Heobxionicms gusuenHs H08amMopcvKko2o nioxoody
FO. T'onyokina 0o disinbrnocmi Mapmina Jlromepa suznauae nepcnekmusu
NOOANBUIUX OOCTIOINHCEHb MBOPYOCMI ICMOPUKA SIK 8A20MO20 6HECK) 6
icmopioepadghito Peghopmauyii.

Karouosi cnosa: FOpiii I'onyoxkin, icmopiozpagia Pecpopmauii, Mapmin
Jromep, medicsicmuxa.
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