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THE GENESIS OF LIBRARY CENSORSHIP IN THE THIRTIES OF THE XX CENTURY
WITHIN THE CONTEXT OF UKRAINIAN CULTURAL HERITAGE FORMATION

The purpose of the article is to study the main methods of introducing Soviet-era censorship policy in the libraries of Ukraine
in the 1930s, to review the specifics and procedures of control by the state authorities over library collections. Methodology of the
research is based on the use of scientific methods, first of all, analysis, synthesis, statistical, as well as special historical approaches, in
particular: problem-chronological, historical-comparative and historical-genetic, which made it possible to explore the totalitarian re-
gime’s methods of controlling of dissenting view through the implementation of total censorship, mechanisms of the public’'s mind ma-
nipulation and a new Soviet mindset formation. The scientific novelty of the research lies in the analysis based on the recent evidence
of the implementation methods of putting censorship into librarianship by the Soviet authorities. Conclusions. The work principles of
the Soviet censorship institutions, which limited the libraries™ activity focus, turning them into institutions of political propaganda, were
clarified. Library censorship is shown as a social phenomenon; its importance is analyzed for access limitation to information and the
printer's ink. It has been proved that the mass “purging” of library collections, the creation of slush funds and restricted-access collec-
tions have brought the destruction to a large number of books and the general cultural stagnation. The formation of an information vac-
uum through providing users with ideologically oriented publications testified to mental violence, deformation of the public’'s mind and
blocked the development of both national and world culture.

Key words: “purging” of library collections, totalitarianism era, library censorship, repression, repressed writers, Ukrainian in-
tellectual class.
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KynbTyponoris Karakoz O.

MeToto cTaTTi € JOCHIKEHHST OCHOBHUX METOZIB 3anpoBaKEHHSI PaAsiHCbKOI LieH3YpHOT noniTuku B Gibniotekax YkpaiHu y
30-Ti pokn XX cToniTTsi, po3rnag cneumdiku Ta npoLiegypu KOHTporo 3 GOKy opraHiB AepxaBHoi Bnaau Hag GibnioteuHumm doHgamm.
MeTogonoria focnigkeHHs 6a3yeTbCa Ha BUKOPUCTaHHI 3aranibHOHayKOBUX MEeToZiB, nepeayciM, aHanidy, CUHTe3y, CTaTUCTUYHOrO, a
TakoX creujianbHNUX iCTOPUYHUX NigxodiB, 3okpema: NpobreMHO-XPOHOMOTNYHOTO, iICTOPUKO-MOPIBHANBHOIO Ta iCTOPUKO-FEHETUYHOrO, SKi
Aanu MOXnuBICTb AOCNiANTM MeToau 60poTbOU TOTaniTapHOro PEXUMY 3 iIHAKOMUCNEHHAM Yepes BNpOBaKeHHS TOTanbHOI LEH3ypu,
MexaHi3Mn MaHinynsuii CBiAOMICTIO HaceneHHs Ta (OpMyBaHHS HOBOrO pafdsiHCbKOro ceiTornsay. HaykoBa HoBM3Ha JOCRIAKEHHS
nonsrae B aHanisi Ha OCHOBI HOBITHIX AaHUX MEeTOZiB BNPOBaAXXeHHS OpraHaMu pafsHCbKOi Bragu LeH3ypu y 6ibnioTeyHin cnpasi.
BucHoBkK. 3'sicoBaHO NpuHUMNM poboTN pagsHCbKMX LLEeH3YPHUX IHCTUTYLIR, SKi pernameHTyBanu HanpsiMm AisnbHocTi GibnioTek, ne-
peTBOpIOOYM X Ha 3aknagu nonitocBiTU. MNokasaHo GibnioTeYHy LiEH3ypy Sk coujanbHe siBuULLe, NMpoaHani3oBaHo ii 3HAYEHHs LWoao
obMmexeHHst JocTyny Ao iHdopmauii Ta gpykoBaHoro crnoBa. [JoBedeHO, L0 MacoBi «4ucTKM» 6ibnioTeqHnx ¢oHAiB, CTBOPEHHS
«cneudoHaiB» Ta cneuxpaHiB NpM3Benn A0 3HWLLEHHS 3HAYHOI KINbKOCTI KHUM Ta 3aranbHOro KynbTypHOro 3aHenagy. YTBOPEHHS iH-
dopmaLiiHoro BakyyMy 4epe3 3abe3neyveHHs KOpWCTyBauyiB i4eOonoriyHo CnpsMoBaHWMW BUOAHHSMW CBIigYMIIO MPO MCUXOOriYHe
Hacunnsi, gecpopmalito cycninbHOI CBIAOMOCTi Ta NepeLLKOAXKano Po3BUTKY SK BITYM3HSHOI, TaK i CBITOBOI KynbTypu.

KnioyoBi cnoBa: «uucTka» coHay, goba ToTanitapuamy, 6ibnioteuHa LeH3ypa, penpecii, penpecoBaHi aBTopu, yKpaiHcbka
iHTenireHujs.

Kapako3 Enena AnexkcaHOpoeHa, kaHOudam ucmopuyeckux Hayk, OoueHm, Kueeckull HayuoHarnbHbIl yHUSepcumem
Kyrnibmypbl U UCKyccme

FeHe3unc 6ubnuoTteyHom LeH3ypbl 30-x rr. XX Beka B KOHTEKCTE CTaHOBIEHUS YKPaUHCKOTrO KyNnbTYpPHOro Hacrneaus

Llenbto ctatbn sBnsieTcs uccnefoBaHWe OCHOBHbLIX METOAOB BBEAEHWS COBETCKOW LEH3YPHOW MOMWUTUKM B GUbnuoTteku
YkpawnHbl B 30-e roapl XX Beka, paccMOTpeHne cneumndunkn n npoLieaypbl KOHTPONS CO CTOPOHbLI OPraHoB roCyAapCTBEHHON BNacTu Hag,
6ubnuoteyHbiMn coHaamu. MeToponorusa vccrnenoBaHns 6asvpyeTcs Ha UCMONb30BaHUM OBLLEHAyYHbIX MeTOd0B, Mpexae BCero,
aHanuasa, cuHTesa, CTaTUCTUYECKOro, a TakkKe cneunanbHbIX UCTOPUYECKUX MOAXOAOB, B YACTHOCTU: MPOBNEMHO-XPOHOMOrMYECKoro,
NCTOPUKO-CPaBHUTENBLHOMO N UCTOPUKO-TEHETUYECKOro, KOTopble NMO3BONWNW UCCneaoBaTb MeToAbl 60pbObl TOTaNUMTapHOrO pexvma c
MHaKOMBbICIMEM MyTeM BHeAPEHWS TOTanbHOW LieH3Ypbl, MEXaHW3Mbl MaHWUMYMALMN CO3HAHWEM HaceneHns U opMMpPOBaHNA HOBOTO
COBETCKOro MMpPOBO33peHusi. HayyHas HOBWM3HA WMCCNEefoBaHWS 3akMioYaeTcsl B aHanvM3e Ha OCHOBE HOBEMWMX AaHHbIX MeToAoB
BHEJPEHUS OpraHaMu COBETCKOWM BNacTu LieH3ypbl B bubnunoteyHom aene. BoiBoabl. BbiSCHEHO NpuHUMMBLI paboTbl COBETCKUX LIEH3YP-
HbIX YYpEeXOEeHW, KOTopble perfaMmeHTVPOoBanu HanpasneHns A4eaTenbHOCTN BubnuoTek, nNpespaLlas nx B y4pexaeHs nonuTnpocee-
LeHus. Moka3aHo GubnMoTeYHy LeH3ypy Kak coumarnbHOe SBrieHue, NpoaHanmnsnpoBaHO €€ 3HayYeHve Ans OrpaHuyYeHns JocTyna K
MHpopmaLmm 1 neyaTHoro crnosa. [lokasaHo, YTO MaccoBble «YUCTKU» BUONMOTEYHbIX (POHAOB, Co3daHne «cneudoHAoB» U cneuxpa-
HOB MPWBENMN K YHUHTOXEHUIO BOMbLLIOrO KONMYecTBa KHUM 1 obLuero KynbTypHoro ynagka. ObpasoBaHue MHMOPMaLMOHHOTO Bakyyma
nytem obecneveHns nonb3oBaTenen MAEONorMyeckn HanpasneHHbIMU N30aHNAMW CBUMOETENbCTBOBANO O MCUXONOrMYECKOM Hacunuu,
AedopmaLnmm obLLECTBEHHOTO CO3HaHWS 1 NPENATCTBOBAsIO Pa3BUTUIO Kak OTEYECTBEHHON, Tak 1 MUPOBOW KyNbTypbl.

KnroueBble cnoBa: «unctka» oHaa, anoxa ToTanutapmsma, bubnuoteyHas LeH3ypa, penpeccum, penpeccMpoBaHHble aB-
TOpbI, YKPaUHCKasi UHTENNUreHums.

The relevance of the research topic. In the midst of nation’s collective memory retrospective, a key
priority is to develop fundamentally new conceptual approaches to receive adequate attention to the intellec-
tual history of Ukraine, especially those of its chapters, which have been over silenced for a long time, have
been bent as dictated by a set ideology. Therefore, there is a need for a systematic study of the mechanisms
of the public’'s mind manipulation under the totalitarian regime and formation through the printed products of
the Soviet man's worldview. Strongarm methods of such influence were part of an overall policy aimed at
both the physical destruction of dissentients and indirectly through the mentoring and education, deprivation
of national memory and the “Soviet idols” employment. The introduction of library censorship by the Soviet
rulers as one of the measures of such a policy makes it possible to understand the logic and motivation of
the party leadership.

Research and publications analysis. In Soviet historiography, issues of Bolshevik censorship have
not been comprehensively studied in the light of ideological prohibitions. With the declaration of state inde-
pendence of Ukraine, it became necessary to white light national history, abetted by the end of the ideology
of historical science.

Ukrainian historians, on a new source base from recently classified slush funds of libraries and ar-
chives, have been working toward white lighting the mass state terror that has lasted in Ukraine for more
than a decade. This is discussed in the research of I. Bilas [1], H. Yefimenko [6], H. Kasianov [8], S. Kulchyt-
skyi [9], Yu. Shapoval [13-14].

Some studies on the implementation of Soviet censorship in all spheres of life of Ukrainian society in
the era of totalitarianism can be found in the works of such scientists as: S. Bilokin (“On the shelves of slush
funds in different years”, 1990; “Mass terror as a means of public control in the USSR (1914-1945)", 1999),
V. Ocheretyanko (“Hardened books. Party-state supervision over the publication, distribution and use of lit-
erature in Ukraine in the 20s - 30s”, 1999), O. Fedotova (“Political censorship in the Ukrainian SSR: the
press products’ restrictive practice”, 2012).

Thus, in his scientific works, Bilokin has analyzed the essence, main forms of nature and directions
of Bolshevik terror revealed the methods used in the political and ideological control over the activity of
bookstores and libraries of various types. There was the destruction of “ideological dubious” literature that
was included into “Consolidated Lists of Books to be Seized from Sales, Libraries and Educational Institu-
tions” by the newly created Glavlit (abbreviated from General Directorate for the Protection of State Secrets
in the Press under the Council of Ministers of the USSR), which included works of writers repressed by the
Soviet authorities [2-4].

V. Ocheretyanko revealed the basic historical backgrounds for Soviet political censorship, under the
control of which all USSR information institutions were, including libraries; defined the stages of formation
and reorganization of party bodies that implemented political censorship in all spheres of socio-cultural life
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[10]. O. Fedotova's work covers the activity of state and public institutions aimed at introducing censorship in
the work of libraries and publishing houses of Ukraine, analyses the USSR and Ukrainian SSR Glavlit's
guidance, lists, and materials. In particular, the researcher uses the term “bibliocide” to emphasize that such
Soviet policy had led to the devastation of book stocks and, as a consequence, “the mass extermination of
books is still noticeable ... and may have consequences for a long time” [12, 3].

However, in the light of the declassification of new source files, regulatory documents, non-fiction
materials, released issues and the rise of new information, there is a need for a more detailed study of library
censorship in the 30s of the 20" century in Ukraine.

The purpose of the research is to analyze the place, role, and activity of state censorship bodies in
the librarianship sector. There is to highlight the methods of implementation of Soviet censorship policy in
libraries of Ukraine in the 1930s, specifics, and procedures of control of library funds by the state authorities
(a “purging” campaign making through library funds off the so-called “ideologically ruinous”, and “nationalist”
literature).

Presentation of the main material of the research. Censorship in the librarianship sector had oc-
curred as far back as the Library of Alexandria. It appeared and existed as a powerful tool to impact readers’
mind on the one hand, and as a means of restricting access to “dangerous” literature on the other. The main
means of censorship were: the publication of guidance notes, the development of special orders and regula-
tions that determined the main areas of library activity, the mass “purging” of library books, and the formation
of “restricted-access collections”, arson, and others. [11].

In Ukraine, censorship was introduced by the Soviet authorities in the 1930s with unprecedented in-
tensity and cruelty to all spheres of the socio-political and cultural life of the population. Communist ideology
has been actively implanted in various forms using an increasing number of repressive methods. Although
Soviet censorship policy had much in common with the censorship policy of imperial rule, there were also
fundamental differences: first, Soviet censorship served not so much the needs of the state as the needs of
the ruling party, and secondly, its mere existence opposed the fundamental law of the country (the Constitu-
tion of the Ukrainian SSR of 1929 and 1937). Printed matter censorship policy was guided by a single princi-
ple: the leadership of the country knows what it is necessary for its citizens, preventing society from seeing a
real picture of the political, economic and social situation in the country.

In the late 1920s, a branched network of government agencies was formed to systematically over-
sight and control all types of printed matter, which had been under active study to follow the ideological poli-
cies. Thus, the authorities tried to manipulate public opinion, to keep the people within the “limits”.

The main components of this system were the departments of the People's Commissariat (People's
Commissariat of Education) of the Ukrainian SSR, first of all, Glavlit (the Main Department for Literature and
Publishing) and Main Political and Educational Committee of the Republic. Ideological and cultural monopoly
demanded a complete restructuring of library activity in the early 1930s, which was facilitated by the Resolu-
tion of the Central Committee of the All-Union Communist Party of the Bolsheviks “On the Improvement of
Library Work” (1929), which referred to the need during 1929 and 1930 to “purge ideological libraries off the
literature that is harmful, outdated and does not correspond to the type of library” [7, 85]. The “ideologically
harmful” literature included the works of former leaders of the October Coup, who were turned into the “ene-
mies of the people”. Frightened by numerous guidance notes and orders, librarians, using “self-censorship”,
removed the works of current leaders either. There were J.Stalin, L. Kahanovych, V. Molotov, V. Lu-
nacharskyi's works [18, 77].

According to figures provided by archives, in Dnepropetrovsk, most of the 65,000 books that were
stored in the library were considered ideologically “improper”. 80% of the literature stored in the rural libraries
of the Kyiv region had happened to be the same. According to the results of the inspections, “harmful” books
were stored in the libraries of Kyiv, Kharkiv, Chernihiv, Melitopol, Odesa, Izium, and subsequently its pres-
ence was found throughout the republic [15, 10]. The destruction of literature led to a decrease in the num-
ber of libraries. Thus, from 1930 to 1932 the library collections in the republic decreased by 10% [16, 25].

The Soviet government and Golovlit both imposed censorship, which played a crucial role, as
Golovlit maintained control over intellectual activity both in Russia and in Ukraine. The Soviet system of total
supervision of all printed matter could not function effectively without Golovlit, as the main state-
administrative institute. After all, it was ordered to destroy everything that contradicted the ideological princi-
ples of the Soviet governing elite, including literature, the content of which contradicted the conceptual is-
sues of communist ideology [7, 87]. Golovlit's censorship in librarianship was carried out in a systematic and
systematic manner, leaving far behind the “handicraft” methods of Main Political and Educational Committee
of the Republic and the People’s Commissariat [7, 96].

In 1930, the reorganization of the Republican Golovlit's departments took place. The Decree of the
Central Executive Committee and Council of People’s Commissars of the Ukrainian SSR “On Approval of
the Establishment of the Main Agencies for Literature and Publishing and its Local Authorities” as of 1931
stated that the duties of the Glavlit include “the exercise of all kinds of political, ideological, military and eco-
nomic control over advertisement or distribution of prints, manuscripts, books, posters, paintings, etc. "[17,
45]. Feature of censorship in Ukraine was that the printed book had been under the double pressure of cen-
sorship by Glavlit of the Soviet Union and the Ukrainian Glavlit of the Ukrainian SSR, which controlled librar-
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ies of the country, issued secret orders and guidance notes about the destruction of the literature of re-
pressed writers. The Soviet's Glavlit destroyed books that were published in Russian and the Ukrainian
Glavlit, which was subordinated to the Soviet's one must destroy the Ukrainian books by the hands of
Ukrainians [7, 91].

During the 1930s, the purging of library collections of the “ideologically improper literature” was in
progress. In the 1920s, the “purging” of the collections was due to the task of ideological struggle, in the
1930s the works of repressed writers were seized mainly. Indeed, the activities of art and educational un-
ions, as a rule, conflicted with the regime policies, and the new government, in turn, began to establish a
system of strict political and ideological control.

The Bolsheviks had to create their own model of belief system, which would be manifested in a new
form of human relations, philosophy, culture and, in particular, in the literature, initiating prohibition of free
creative process through various censorship filters and creating their own literature, which was used for the
further subjugation of mass consciousness of the population in a single dogma. It was at this time that the
party leadership took a course on industrialization, and at the same time starting the process of unification of
the spiritual life [7, 96]. However, Glavlit had applied a policy of censorship and various taboos against the
Ukrainian intellectual class, which did not understand the violent and demagogic forms of influence on the
social mind and argued against the subordination of the literary creativity task for the organization of the So-
viet society [7, 97]. Along with banned books, the outstanding artists in words had gone down a hole [5].

During the period of 1934-1936, Glavlit of the Ukrainian SSR made lists of literature that were with-
drawn from library collections, in particular, certain “Lists” had 4 numbers, which formed the “Consolidated
Lists of Books to be Removed from Sales, Libraries and Scholastic Institutions”, which included information
about the author, title, publishing house, year of publication, and language. According to the “List No.1”, the
works of the following writers were included in the special funds: V. Derdukivskyi, S. Efremov, J. Hermaize,
O. Vyshnia, O. Dosvitnyi, D. Zahul, M. Irchan, S. Pylypenko, M. Skrypnyk, A. Shamray, M. Yavorivskyi, M.
Drahomanov, and M. Maksimovich. It was willful destruction of the Ukrainian culture, using the most savage
methods of reprisal against the persons and the results of their literary activities.

“List No.2” was expanded with pieces of writing by H. Holoskevych, K. Panchenko-Chalenko, H.
Kholodnyi, Les Kurbas, O. Komyshan, P. Khristyuk, H. Chuprynka, O. Shumskyi, H. lvannyts, V. Po-
dhayevskyi, H. Kholodnyi, M. Chekhovska, V. Shepotyev, and others. Much of the banned publications be-
longed to scientists and writers who went through the trial of the Union for the Liberation of Ukraine in 1930
(the showcase was fabricated against the fictitious anti-Soviet Union of Liberation of Ukraine, with the aim of
discrediting leading figures of Ukrainian culture and public life - author): J. Hermaize, V. Durdukivskyi, M.
Ivanchenkov, A. Nikovskyi, L. Staritskyi-Chernyakhivskyi [7, 99].

On July 13, 1935 Politburo of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of Ukraine made a de-
cision to republish the 1935-1936 works of P. Tychyna, I. Mykytenko, P. Panch, O. Korniychuk, I. Kyrylenko,
A. Holovko, L. Pervomaiskyi, O. Kopylenko, M. Hrushevsky, L. Yurkevych, D. Yavornytskyi, D. Dontsov, M.
Mohylyanskyi, O. Shulgyn, V. Plekhanov, and others. At the same time (July 19, 1935) Golovlit prepared the
largest list of works by Ukrainian writers — the “List No. 3”, which were subject to unconditional removal from
the library collections. And in the amendment to the secret Decree of the Central Committee of the of the
Communist Party of Ukraine, the following writers were mentioned: B. Antonenko-Davydovych, V. Vrazhlyvyi,
O. Vlyzko, H. Epik, K. Kotko, H. Kosynka, P. Kozlanyuk, I. Lakyza, V. Mysyk, O. Oles, M. Oliynyk, V. Pidmo-
hylnyi, H. Shkurupiy, M. Voroniy, P. Kapelhorodsky, M. Kulish, V. Atamanyuk, V. Bobynskyi, O. Vyshnia, O.
Dosvitnyi, M. Skrypnyk, L. Chernov, L. Starytska-Chernyakhivska, A. Riychyitskyi M. Yavorskyi, M. Yalovyi,
M. Volobuyev, D. Zahul, M. Irchan, S. Pylytpenko, A. Shamray, V. Yurynets, P. Vanchenko, P. Lisovyi, V.
Myshkis, V. Masyk, H. Maytzet, B. Navrotskyi, A. Paniv, V. Polishchuk, D. Falkowskyi, V. Stange, and many
others. “List No.4” included books by M. Voronyi and Les Kurbas [7, 102].

These lists are evidence of changes that have taken place in Ukraine's political, national, cultural
and spiritual life. They removed the most valuable literary achievements of Ukrainians and, to a certain ex-
tent, showing the timing of their arrests. Across the country, as of 1938, 1,606 authors were subject to re-
pression and 4,966 works were removed (10,375,706 copies) [7,104].

The Stalinist regime’s fierce struggle against the so-called “enemies of the people”, which in Ukraine
was held under the slogan of the struggle against “Ukrainian bourgeois nationalism”, led to the destruction of
library collections, where Golovlit took active participation.

Censorship has also been extended to librarianship’s literature. In 1935, the order of the Head of
the Department of the Library People’s Commissariat of the Ukrainian SSR A. Koblenz was issued on the
examination of professional knowledge and retraining of librarians in order to obtain one of six ranks. Thus, a
list of the literature recommended for certification was published, which suggested critical criticism of individ-
ual works, including “Guidance to Small and Medium Libraries” by L. Khavkina (Moscow, 1930); “Catalogu-
ing” by M. Shamurin (Moscow, 1934); “Classification” by M. Shamurin (Moscow, 1934). Although the scien-
tific work of L. Khavkina was republished 5 times. In it, the author analyzed the experience of foreign
libraries, especially the USAs. The librarian adhered to democratic positions and opposed the introduction of
the principle of partisanship in the selection of literature for library holdings, the recommendations of books
to readers’ class [7, 109].
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The 1930s formed in the minds of people a new Soviet reality that was detached from reality. From
the point of view of the modern user of the library, the above-mentioned actions of the authorities are inad-
missible. In 2017 the Presidium approved the Recommendations of the Ukrainian Library Association “On
How Libraries Can Resist Censorship”. The document emphasizes that the library should provide free ac-
cess to legal information resources, including Internet resources, to form up-to-date collections of documents
on different media with their presentation in the most accessible form for reading [19].

Conclusions. Library censorship issues of free access to information and intellectual freedom remain
relevant to the global community. The current situation gives the opportunity to consider censorship not only
as one of the methods of political repression but also as an important part of public life and socio-cultural
phenomenon.

Consequently, throughout the 1930s, the party and state leadership of the country had taken strict
control over the publication and preservation of books, trade, and bookcrossing, the whole book control sys-
tem in society in order to strengthen the position of Stalinism.

With the strengthening of the totalitarian regime more stern guidance notes were adopted. In the
1920s the literature, the content of which does not coincide with the ideology of the ruling Communist Party
was seized, and in the 1930s not only the “ideologically improper works” were exterminated, but repressions
were applied to their authors.

During the mass “purging” of library collections, the original part of Ukrainian art and scientific litera-
ture, reference publications, published during the period of national state formation and of Ukrainization have
been removed. The destruction of almost half of the fund primarily religious and Ukrainian books led to cul-
tural decline.

Purging of library collections, the formation of a “special funds”, restricted-access collection and
rough destruction of literature had a negative impact on reading activity since the literature in the funds could
not meet the needs of users. Formation of information vacuum by providing users exclusively ideologically
publications testified to the ideological and psychological abuse, the deformation of social mind and prevent-
ed the development of both Ukrainian and world culture.
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