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Mema. Jlocnioumu npoyec ¢hopmysanHs ma XapakmepHi pucu obpaszy YOPHOMOPCLKO2O
PeciOHy 8 PAOAHCHKUX WKLIbHUX NIOPYYHUKAX 3 ICMOPI.

Memoou. OcrhosHum iHCMpyMeHmom 00Cai0NHceHHs: 68 KOHMEHM-AHANE3 3MICMY PAOSHCOKUX
WKITbHUX NIOPYUHUKIG 3 icmOpii (0151 nOYamKo80i ma cepeOHbOi WKOIU,).

Pesynomamu. B xowmexcmi 4acmko6oi 3MIiHU ~ OA3UCHUX  NOJONCEHb  PAOSHCHLKOL
icmopioepaghii y nicisneoeHHUll nepio0 ma CMAHOBNeHHs HO80I HAOHAYIOHANLHOI CHiTbHOMU —
«PAOAHCLKO20 HAPOOY» O0COOIUB020 3HAYEHHA HADYB8ANO BUBUEHHS NOJNIeMHIYHUX pe2iOHi8, Oe
giooysanacs 63aemolis npedcmasHukie emuiynux cnitvnom Paodsncoxkoeo Cowsy. B yvomy
KOHMeKCmi  aKkmyani3yeEmovcs — OCMUCIEHHA/NEPeOCMUCTIEHH — YOPHOMOPCbKOI  NpOoOIeMamuKu.
Komnnexcnuti  ananiz paosHcobKux WKiIbHUX NIOPYUHUKIE 3 ICMOpIi HAOAcmv  MOICIUBICTD
chopmysamu ysaenenHs w000 nioxooie 00 iHmepnpemayii YOPHOMOPCHKO20 PeioH).

Paosancoxi  wxinoni niopyunuku 3 icmopii 6u8YAnUCs y BeNUKIll KIIbKOCMI HAYKOBUX
odocniddicenb. Bmim, npobremamuxa 4opHOMOPCbKO20 pecioHy i 00Ci 3anUUAEMbCL HeOOCMAMHbO
onpayvbo8anow. Buxopucmosyrouu 3micm padsiHCoKUx WKIIbHUX RIOPYYHUKIG 3 iCmOpii, 00CTIOHUKU
BUCBIMIIOBANU HAUPIZHOMAHIMHIWE ACNEeKMU — NPOOIeMAMUKY ICIMOPUYHOT Nam simi, 8axHCIUBL NOOIT
(8itinu, pesontoyii), popmysanns idenmuunocmi (Klymenko L., Janmaat J., Gaworek N. ma in.).
Oxpemi 0omuuni 00 YOPHOMOPCHLKOI NPOOIEMAMUKU ACNeKMU MICMAMbCS Y HAYKOBUX NPAYsX, SAKI
00Ci0HCYBANU NPOYeC CMBOPEHHA padsaHCbKux niopyunuxie (Tenezys 1), eusuanu easxciusicmo
WIKITbHUX NIOPYYHUKIE Y ICMOPUYHUX Ma icmopiocpa@iunux npaysx, SUXo8aHHi niopocmardoco
noxoninus (Ozonosckasn U., @ykc A. ma in.).

Cmamms npe3eHmye pe3yiomamu KOMHIEKCHO20 aHANi3y YOPHOMOPCLKOI NpoOIeMamuKy 6
paosaucekiti  icmopioepaghii.  Iliciaeoenni  mpancgopmayii  naHyiowo2o - paodsHCbKO20
icmopioepaghiuno2o KaHOHY 6 HANPAMKY me3u npo Opyxchy HapoOoié ma NOCUNIeHHS POJli PYCbKO20
Hapooy 8 iCMOPUYHOMY PO36UMK) HpU36eau 00 3MiH 6 IHmepnpemayii YOPHOMOPCHLKO2O DeLiOHY.
Asmopu niopyunuxie akyeHmyeaiu y8azy Ha CNLIbHUX OiSX YKPAIHCbKO20 M POCIiCbKO20 HAPOOig y
«nosepHenHi» abo «36iNbHEHI» NiGOeHHUXx cmenig 6i0 cycioig. CnitbHUMU pucamu paosiHCbKUX
NIOPYYHUKIE € O0OHOCMAliHe BUOINEeHHS 2e02papiuHux Mexc pe2ioHy ma NiOmpuMKa KO3AUbKOi
KoNoHI3ayii cmenig. binbwia uacmuna aemopie niopyuHuKié nooiiaia me3y Npo HAO3EUHAUHY
BAJCIUBICMb YOPHOMOPCLKO20 Pe2ioHy OJisl PO36UMKY MOP2i6i ma 3axucmy KoOpooHie.

Bucnosku. Komnnexcnuii ananiz paosucbKux WKIIbHUX RIOPYYHUKIE 3 iCmopii 003601us
BUOKpEMUMU XAPAKMePHi pucu o0pazy 4OPHOMOPCbKO20 pe2ioHy ma 3pooumu UCHOBOK HpO
MapeinaivHe CmMaHosuwe YOPHOMOPCHKO20 Pe2iony 8 paodsHCLKil icmopiospadii.

Knrowuosi cnosa: Ilisoenna Yxpaina, wxinonuii niopyunux, Ilieniune Ilpuuoprnomop’s, cmen,
K03aymeo.
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Ilens. Hccneoosamv  npoyecc  Gopmuposanusi u — XapakmepHvle uepmvl  00pa3d
UEPHOMOPCKO20 PeCUOHA 8 COBEMCKUX WKONbHBIX Y4eOHUKAX N0 UCTNOPUU.

Memoodwvl. OcHOBHBIM UCCTIE008AMENLCKUM MEMOOOM ABIAEMC KOHMEHM-AHAIU3 COBEMCKUX
UKONbHBIX YUeOHUKO8 NO ucmopuu (0Jis1 HAYAIbHOU U CPeOHell UKOIIbL).

Pe3ynomameul. B konmekcme uacmuuHblX USMEHeHUll 0Oa308blX NOJIONCEHUNl COBEmCKOU
ucmopuozpaguu 8 NOCIe80eH bl NEPUOO U CMAHOBNIEHUS HOBOU HAOHAYUOHANILHOU COOOWHOCMU —
COBEMCKO20 HAPOOQ, BANCHOE 3HAUEHUE NPUOOPEMANO UCCIeO08AHUE NOTUIMHUYHBIX PECUOHO8, 20e
npoucxoouno e3aumoodelicmeue npedcmasumenei smuuyeckux cooowecms Cogemckozo Corwsa. B
OaHHOM ~ KOHMeKCme  aKmyaiu3upoBaioch  OCMbLCIEHUE/NePEOCMbICIEHUE — YEePHOMOPCKOU
npobnemamuxuy. Komnnexkchviil ananuz co8emcKux WKOIbHLIX Y4eOHUKO8 NO UCMOPUU NO380JUM
chopmuposams npedcmasierue 0 n00X00ax 8 UHMEPRPEMayul Y4epHOMOPCKO20 PECUOHA.

Cosemckue wKoIbHble Y4EOHUKU NO UCTNOPUU U3VHATUCH 8 OONbUIOM KOAUHEeCmBe HAYYHbIX
uccneoosanuil. QOHAKO YePHOMOPCKAs NpoOiemMamuka 00 CuUx Nop 0Cmaemcss HeOOCMAamoyHO
uccneoosannoll. Onupascy HA COOepHCaAHUe COBEMCKUX YUeOHUKO8, A8MOpbl PACKPLIBANU CAMble
PA3HO0OpAa3Hble ACNeKmbvl — NPOOIEMAMUKY UCTOPUYECKOU NAMAMU, 8AJICHble COObIMUsL (BOUHbI,
pesontoyuu), dopmuposanue udenmuunocmu (Klymenko L., Janmaat J., Gaworek N. u op.).
Omoenvhbie acnekmol, KAcarOwuecs YepHOMOPCKOU NPOOAEMAMUKU, COOEPAHCAMCS 6 HAYUHBIX
pabomax, NOCeAUeHHbIX Npoyeccy co30aHusi cosemckux yueonuxose (Tenezys H.), uzyuenuio
GIUAHUSL YYEOHUKO8 HA UCMOpUYecKue U Uucmopuoepaguueckue uccied08anus, OCNUMAHUSL
noopacmaiowge2o noxoaenusi (Ozonosckasn U., @yxc A. u op.).

Hannas cmamovs ompadicaem pe3yromamvl KOMHIEKCHO20 UCCIe008AHUS 4ePHOMOPCKOU
npobremamuxu 6 cosemckou ucmopuozpagpuu. Ilocresoennvie mpancopmayuu ouyuanbHo2o
COBEMCKO20 UCMOPUOCPAPUUECKO20 KAHOHA 68 CMOPOHY Me3UCd «OpYiHCObl HAPOOO08Y U YCUNEeHUS
PO PYCCKO20 HAPOOA 6 UCMOPUHEeCKOM PA3eUmuu Npueeny K UMEHEHUIM 6 unmepnemayuu
YEPHOMOPCKO20 pecUuoHd. Aemopvl YueOHUKO8 AKYEHMUPOBAIU GHUMAHUE HA COBMECHHbIX
OelicmeusxX YKpauHCKo20 U PYCCKO20 HAPOO08 6 «B8O38PAWEHUU» UTU «OCBOOONCOCHUUY HOMHCHBIX
cmenell om 8padcoebHvix cocedel. OOwumu depmamu COBEMCKUX YYEOHUKOS8 SAGIAIOMCS
eOuHO2IacHoe  8bloesleHue MEePpPUMOPUATIbHBIX  2PAHUY — PecUOHA U  NOO00ePHCKA  KA3AYKOU
KoNoOHU3ayuu cmenei. bonvwas uwacmv asmopos YueOHUKO8 NpPUOEPHCUBANACHL Me3Ucd O
Upe38bIYANIHOU BANCHOCU YEPHOMOPCKO20 Pe2UOHA OIS PA38UMUS MOP2OBIU U 3AUUMNbL 2PAHUY.

Bb1600b1. KomniekcHulil ananus co8emcKuUx WKOIbHbIX YHeOHUKO8 N0 UCMOPUU NO360JIUI
8bl0eIUMb  XApaKmepHvle uYepmuvl 00pa3a UYEePpHOMOPCKO20 PecUOHA U COenamv 6bl800 O
MAP2UHATLHOM NOJIONHCEHUU PECUOHA 8 COBEMCKOU UCOPUOSPAPUU.

Kniouesvie cnosa: IOoxcnas Yxpauna, wronvuwiii yueonux, Ceseproe Ilpuuepromopwe,
cmensb, Kazavecmeo.

Purpose. The primary goal of the paper is to disclose the process of formation and to outline
the essential features of the Black Sea region within the Soviet school history textbooks.

Methods. The Soviet school history textbooks’ content analysis has been put as a primary
research tool to achieve the paper's aims. Textbooks for primary and secondary school have been
analyzed.

Results. The postwar period has been characterized by the partial modifications of the Soviet
historiography and the forming of new supranational entity — “Soviet people”. In this context the
multiethnic region with the interaction between different ethnic entities’ representatives had became
the research agenda. This led to increasing significance of conceptualization/reconceptualization of
the Black Sea region. The complex study of the Soviet school history textbooks would allow forming
the representation of the prevailing approaches toward the Black Sea region.

Soviet school history textbooks’ content has already been investigated in a whole bulk of
papers. However, the Black Sea region’s interpretation is still being vacant. Scholars try to disclose
different issues using the textbooks’ content such as historical memory, crucial events (wars,
revolutions), forming the national identity and the like (Klymenko L., Janmaat J., Gaworek N., etc).
A few relevant patterns can be found within the papers generalizing the process of Soviet textbooks
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creating (Teleguz 1.), outlining the textbooks’ significance for historical study, bringing up the new
generations (Fuks A., Ogonovskaya 1., etc).

The paper presents the results of complex research of the Black Sea region issues within the
Soviet historiography. The postwar shift in official historiography canon toward the people’s
friendship and strengthening the Russians’ influence in historical development has led to
modifications of the Black Sea region’s image. Textbook authors have put the stress to the common
efforts of Ukrainian and Russian population in the “winning back” or “liberation” of the southern
steppes from the hostile neighbors. Unanimously accepted the region’s territorial limits and
endorsement of Cossacks colonization of the steppes are the main shared features of the Soviet
history textbooks. The colossal significance for the trade development and border protection issues
has been accentuated by the vast majority of textbook authors.

Conclusions. The complex study of Soviet school history textbooks has made it feasible to
circumscribe the essential features of the region’s image and to conclude the marginality of the
Black Sea region within the Soviet historiography.

Key words: Southern Ukraine, school textbook, the Northern Black Sea coast, steppes,
Cossacks.

School textbooks have become important historical and historiographical sources as long as
have contained the purified extraction of prevailing trends in understanding the past. Content
analysis of Soviet history textbooks has already been put as a research goal for exploring different
agendas (identity-making, specific historical events etc.) [23; 30; 31; 33; 34] or as a part of
generalization of the soviet education system’s features [20; 25; 26; 29; 32]. However, the bulk of
research up to now has been omitting the issue of the Black Sea region’s image and distinguishing
its core and subsequent elements within the Soviet history textbooks. By using the definition “the
Black Sea region” author keeps in mind the only territory within the borders of Ukrainian state. The
greater Black Sea region which involves parts of several adjacent countries around the Black Sea
needs a distinct paper and stays out of the paper’s scope.

The purpose of this paper is to shed light on the process of defining the Soviet version of the
Black Sea region’s image in the postwar period. The set of Soviet history textbooks for primary and
secondary education (from 3 to 10 grades) have been revised. In some cases, we use several editions
of one particular textbook. It has been chosen on purpose to trace feasible changes of the prevailing
Black Sea region’s official discourse.

In the Soviet society textbooks were the main tool in bringing up the new generations. That’s
why it was of great importance for the state. Soviet authorities gave a lot of attention to create a set
of textbook appropriate for the Soviet schools [20, p. 269]. The long and difficult process of
establishing the appropriate history textbook for the school system in the middle of the 1930s could
be drowned as striking example. One of the most numerous history textbook for primary school
from the middle of the 1930s untill the beginning of the 1950s edited by Professor A. V. Shestakov
“Kratkiy kurs istorii SSSR” (Short outline of the history of the USSR) had been personally revised
by J. Stalin who listed lots of personal “wishes” [20, p. 269]. All the changes were implemented and
the textbook became the main instrument in young generations’ education. In 1936 the Soviet
government announced a competition for the best school textbook. Thought-provoking thing was
that even A. V. Shestakov’s book was awarded only the second prize [20, p. 269]. No one had been
awarded the first prize! Secondary education was also provided with a set of textbooks. “Istoriya
SSSR” (History of the USSR) edited by Professor A. Pankratova for 8, 9 and 10 grades with several
editions was the most popular.

Within the “lesser evil” discourse which had been installing from the middle of the 1930s [15,
p. 254] the region’s interpretation became more outlined. The primary feature was the issue of
protection of the state’s borders from the neighbours who threatened the inner territories. One of the
commonly used reasons was to guard people and lands in order to maintain further development.
The end of the XVIII century was treated as a conquering the Black Sea shores by the Russian
Empire in favour of local nobility and merchants [16, 10]. A. V. Shestakov’s textbook “History of
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the USSR” for 3 and 4 grades treated the Russian state as “empire of landowners and merchants”
[16, p. 60] were the driving forces in getting to the Black Sea shores.

In contrast to the above-mentioned paragraph, however, no evidence of the great interest of
Soviet historiography toward the Black Sea region was detected. Moreover, the only beginning of
the 1940s could be marked by the close steps in shedding light to the steppe region. Honour should
be given to prominent Ukrainian historian N. Polonska-Vasylenko who earned her doctorate degree
in 1940. Her thesis had set the basis for the region’s image. To put is straight N. Polonska-
Vasylenko’s interpretation included strategic relevance for the Russian state and twofold attitude
toward Ukrainian Cossacks (border protectors and obstacle on the way of the trade development).
The core features of N. Polonska-Vasylenko’s perception would be later adjusted to the new vision
of the historical past in the postwar period.

The postwar period in the Soviet historiography had been characterized by the process of
significant changes. The abandonment of “Russian chauvinism” and interpretation of the Russian
Empire as “a jail of people” was replaced by the strengthening the “people’s friendship” thesis.
Later it was supplemented with the highlighting the unique place of Russians among other nations
within the Empire and later — the Soviet Union. In the middle of the 1950s final version of a
renovated perception of the historical past was created [27, p. 28]. The first representation of the
new version of the historical past was made by the several Decrees of the Soviet authorities in 1953.
The 1954 “Thesis on the 300 Anniversary of the Reunification of Ukraine with Russia (1654-
1954)” (later — “Thesis...”) represented the complete version [34, p. 58]. “Thesis...” gave the
authors the guideline to the historical process and accentuated the main issues and definitions.

The essential feature of the interpretation of the Black Sea region in post-war Soviet history
textbooks was the profound attachment to the “Thesis...”. The relevant party document contained
one paragraph exclusively for the Black Sea region. It should be emphasized that some textbooks’
authors while describing the region on a particular period used almost verbatim the relevant party
document’s statements [22, p. 11-12; 2, p. 207; 5, p. 91]. The key aspects of the interpretation of the
Black Sea region consist of some essential components: the strategic value of the region, the
attractiveness of these lands for the agricultural development, trade and obtaining significant profits,
the idea of "liberating" or "winning back" the Black Sea region had been lost at a certain stage of
development, and the most common thesis about the brotherhood and commonality of the Ukrainian
and Russian peoples in the struggle for the Black Sea lands [22, p. 11-12].

The vast majority of textbooks in the history of the Ukrainian SSR have a specific substantial
factor. There is unanimity of textbook authors’ in defining the spatial boundaries of the region. The
region was localized within the territory of three guberniyas of the Russian Empire — Kherson,
Taurida and Ekaterinoslav [14, p. 172]. "Southern Ukraine" was comparatively typical definition for
above-mentioned lands in the 1960-1980s textbooks. Meanwhile, the textbook authors in a general
history of the USSR (M. Nechkina, T. Golubeva, P. Labengrub) prefer to use more neutral
definitions. "The Black Sea coast" and "Southern steppes" were among the frequently used ones [3,
p. 70-72]. The commonly used in the XIX century title “Novorossiya” (or New Russia) appeared
periodically in the course of region’s history [21, p. 222].

The key point of the region’s interpretation in 1950-1980s textbooks is the return of
primordial Russian territories. All that terrain was lost in favour of aggressive neighbors (Poland,
Turkey) at a particular point of time. The interpretation of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania which
incorporated a huge amount of Ukrainian lands in the XIV century was more controversial. On the
one hand, Lithuanian feudal lords were condemned for the severe attitude towards Ukrainian (and
Belorussian) peasants. On the other hand, the authors confessed an admiration by the well-known
principality’s particularities (language, law system) [7, p. 66].

The state’s weakness was the main reason why the region was taken by the nomadic people.
The main detrimental outcomes were the cutting off from the convenient Black Sea and significant
deterioration of the trade’s development. The long-way struggle to take it back finally ended at the
end of the XVIII century. The relevant thesis can be easily justified by the chapters’ titles such as
"Liberation of the Southern Ukraine" [4, p. 87].
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The southward movement of the Russian state and taking the Black Sea region were divided
into two main stages. Firstly, the reign of Peter the Great was perceived as the first attempt to find a
way to the sea. The second stage was associated with Catherine the Great and her active steps in
enlarging the Russian Empire’s borders. The vast majority of authors had pointed out several
driving forces which imposed the urgent need to take the Black Sea lands: nobility and merchants.
Both groups had distinct aspirations in taking new lands. Nobility urgently wanted to increase
estates, so the steppe region was perceived as the terrain of new fertile soil [12, p. 243; 21, p. 215].
Merchants treated the southward movement as the best way of trade stimulation, searching new
trade routes, increasing external ties with Europe and the Middle East, enlarging sales markets [7, p.
174-175].

The interpretation of the Black Sea region could be hardly imagined without the issue of
Ukrainian Cossacks and its contribution to the region’s history. Soviet history textbooks had
disclosed this pattern in a very specific way. To start, the bulk of authors admitted the considerable
contribution of Cossack entity to Ukrainian lands defense from hostile neighbours (chiefly Crimean
Khanate, less — the Ottoman Empire) [18, p. 97; 5, p. 91]. Moreover, theirs attempts to colonize the
Black Sea steppes also have found the authors’ endorsement. On the other hand, perceiving the role
of Ukrainian Cossacks was fulfilled with some ideological patterns. The prism of brotherhood and
Ukrainian-Russian common historical development must have been the background according to
the “Thesis...” [22, p. 11]. Due to the party guideline, the struggle of Ukrainian Cossacks against
Tatars and Turks could have been successful only with the help of huge and strong Russian army [6,
p. 45].

“Winning back” of the Black Sea region had been treated only in positive context. The stand
of the Russian state on the Black Sea shores had been interpreted as the overcoming of the obstacles
to the lands development and significant impact for the trade promotion both internal and external.
The crushing of the Crimean Khanate and its frequent raids was among the considerable changes for
Ukrainian lands and people. Moreover, the liberation of the steppes stipulated the growth of cities
which became the economical, cultural centers (such as Odesa, Kherson).

The further Black Sea region’s interpretation has several main features. Firstly, likewise the
Western Ukraine or Galicia in particular, the Black Sea region was on the margins. Moreover,
textbooks authors unconsciously neglected the region in the next stages of Russian state’s
development. It appeared only a few times in the XIX-XX century’s history of Ukrainian territories
and had been connected with significant events due to the Soviet vision of history.

Second half of the XIX century played an extremely valuable role in the Russian Empire’s
history — modernization processes, industry promotion, changes in the social structure. Meanwhile,
all those events were only background for the emergence and increasing of labor movement for the
textbooks’ authors. It is well-known that Ukrainian lands were important part of the Russian Empire
in the second half of the XIX century. The primary reason for that were natural resources (coal
mining, wheat), industrial potential, railroads, ports and the like. The strong perception of the Black
Sea region as a unique place where serfdom did not gain full strength likewise in the other
Ukrainian regions was rather typical. Uniqueness, thus, led to much wider possibilities in the
region’s development [21, p. 222]. One of them was the creation of labor markets and increasing
amount of workers (especially in Odesa) that attracted people from other Ukrainian and not only
Ukrainian territories to the South [6, p.83].

The very few issues about the Black Sea region in the XX century were addressed by the
authors. Likewise in the previous periods region appeared throughout crucial moments, e.g. 1917-
1920 Revolution or World War II. In addition, authors prefer not to deal with the details and,
actually, region “disappear” within the general trends of presenting the past. For instance, the
interpretation of the Black Sea region throughout the 1941-1945 war can be called controversial. To
start, textbooks authors highlighted some events which best match with the Soviet war myth. First
of all, there are sieges of Odesa and Sevastopol treated as a “heroic chronicle of the Great Patriotic
War” [13, p. 363]. However, neither page contains precise information about the 1944 events:
regions liberation or Crimean Tatars deportation [13, p. 383]. The latter could be as one of the
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persuasive explanations why Soviet authors prefer not to depict the Black Sea region’s issues within
theirs textbooks. The deportation was not as an integrative part of Soviet war myth. Moreover, we
can presume that the Black Sea region regarding its diverse ethnical composition was not properly
ranked among the other Soviet regions.

The Black Sea region’s image does not include the issue of the Crimea which is commonly
treated as an essential part of the region. Textbooks’ authors prefer not to mention the changes in
the peninsula’s status within the state. 1954 Crimea transfer to Ukrainian Socialist Republic was not
introduced into the textbooks.

Summing up, it is necessary to note rather weak attention given to the problems of the Black
Sea region. It is considerably inferior to the research interest in other Ukrainian regions (Left Bank,
Right Bank, Slobozhanshchyna). The only Ukrainian regions which attracted less research attention
were Bukovina and Zakarpattia. They were mentioned a few times: for instance, to underline the
class struggle at the end of the XV century in Bukovina. Another example is the incorporation of
the Zakarpattia within the borders of Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic in June 1945 after signing
the treaty with the Czechoslovakia.

The authors' focus on the Dnieper Ukraine or Sloboda Ukraine leads to marginalization of the
Black Sea region. This attitude is similar to that prescribed in the prewar school textbooks.
Nevertheless, a number of differences could be found. Textbook authors of the second half of the
1930s — at the beginning of the 1950s were concerned with the criticizing the southward movement
under the pressure of distinct social groups (nobles, merchants). The postwar authors have been
trying to adjust the region’s history to the “friendship” between Russians and Ukrainians. This led
to the disregarding the huge amount of essential features in the region’s history and present.
Textbooks authors tried to neglect some ethnic groups within the region’s borders. The priority was
given to the high ranking ethnic groups — Russians, “the second among the equals” — Ukrainians.
However, other ethnic groups (Greeks, Bulgarians, Jews) have been staying less favorable for the
authors due to the particularities of Soviet internal and ethnic policy.

The primary feature in the region’s interpretation was the highlighting of its strategic benefits
for the state’s needs (trade, defense, international communication). However, the ambiguity in the
region’s perception has been evident. The borderland status had brought either negative or positive
consequences. The people’s distraction from the ordinary life by the frequent raids was labeled as a
negative impact for the region. On the other hand, borderland region had its decisive gains. The
southward movement has been perceived as a process stimulating further development either
cultural or economic and only in positive tones. Notwithstanding, textbooks did not provide the idea
that the Black Sea region’s incorporation had finished the creation of Ukrainian national space
which was present in some academic papers.
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