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Abstract

This paper is a study in the field of the development history of the Turkic
Studies in Ukraine. The accent has been made on the actual importance of
studying Turkish archival documents which are quite much related to
identification of problems in the History of the Cossack Ukraine. A special
focus has been made on the implementation by Omelian Pritsak of
fundamental Turkic studies of problems relating to the history of the
Ukrainian-Turkish relations, which was a significant investment in the
development of the Turkic Studies. In particular, the situation in the Turkic
society of the Karakhanidian period of history was the object the above said
scholar had been studying. This paper also tells us that the scholar paid a lot
of attention to studying the relations between the Cossack-Hetmanic Ukraine
and the Ottoman Porte (or otherwise called “Sublime Porte”) in the middle of
the 17th century. There has been underlined that O. Pritsak’s concept relating
to the development of the Turkic Studies was implemented at the up-to-date
stage of the development of this scientific branch in Ukraine, which is also
true in regard of the re-orientation of the latter one onto the national
foundations. Taking in account O. Pritsak’s methods of studying data sources,
enables us to maximally objectively interpret a set of facts from Ukraine’s
national History which have been kept undisclosed till nowadays.

Keywords: Turkic Studies, concept, Pritsak, Cossack, Sultan, methodology,
the Crimea, Ukraine, Turkey

Studying the History of the Ukrainian Turkic Studies, is
primarily based on analysing the academic achievements of
scholars made yet at the initial stage of the development of this
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historical science. When considering in this context the Turkic
Studies development, it should be said that the Crimean-Tatar
and Turkish languages were known in Ukraine, and namely in the
city of Lviv, as long ago as the second half of the 16th century.!
One can find traces of the interest to the History of Oriental
Studies on the territory of Ukraine yet in the Cossack-Hetmanic
period. Particularly, it is known that Hetman Bohdan
Khmelnytsky was well aware of the “Turkish world” and
supported active relations with that.? It is obvious that
representatives of the ruling class of the Ukrainian society during
the above said historical period, for example ambassadors of the
Hetmanic government, knew the Ottoman-Turkish language3.
Interest to the history of Turkic peoples, as well as to written
sources in Turkic languages originated in the Ukrainian historical
conceptions at the end of the 17th century.* In Ukraine oriental
studies were not performed as a separate academic field.
Oriental languages were taught at Kyiv-Mohyla Academy, Kyiv
Ecclesiastical Academy, Institute for Oriental Languages (within
Richelieu Odesa Lyceum). From the beginning of the 19th
century studying the Oriental World got concentrated at the
historical-and-philological faculties at Kyiv and Kharkiv
Universities. °

L MonomHrok Apema. Cxopo3HaBcTBO Yy JlbBiBCbKOMY yHiBepcuteTi // CxigHWi CBIT.
1993. Ne 2. C. 124.

2 fipiyak OmensH. Llle pas npo cow3 b. XmenbHUubKoro 3 TypeuumHow // VYkp.
apxeorp. WopivyHuK. Bun. 2, T. 5. Kuis : Hayk. gymka, 1993. C. 183. 472 c.

3 Kouwybeli 10. M. B. B. [ybposcbkuit (1897-1966) sk cxoposHaseub / IH-T
cxogo3HascTea im. A. HO. Kpumcbkoro HAH YkpaiHu. Kuis, 2011. C. 402-403. 544 c.
(Cepin «HaykoBa cnaglumHa cxo403HaBLiBY).

4 TypaHnu ®epaad. Kosaubka goba icTopii YKpaiHM B OCMaHCbKO-TYpPELbKUX NMUCEMHUX
oxkepenax (apyra nonosuHa XVI — nepwa usepTb XVIII ctonitra). — Kuis: Bua. aim «Kueso-
MorunaHcbKa akagemia», 2016. C. 52-55. 606 c.

5 Turanly Ferhad. The above said work. PP. 52-53; lTonomHiok Apema. The above said

work. P. 124.
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Between the 19th and the beginning of the 20th century in
Ukraine there were published a few academic works, in which
their authors raised the issue of needs to study, within the
national historical science, the oriental-related problems,
particularly the ones concerning the Turkic aspects. For instance,
such ideas were reflected in the creative work activity of lvan
Franko, who in 1915 wrote his work ‘The Crimean Khan Gazi-
Giray and some of his poetry” © about the Crimean ruler Gazi
Giray Il, as well as in other works. 7

It should be noted that, while implementing such academic
Turkic studies during the second half of the 19th century, there
began a formation of two general conceptual directions
concerning the academic studying of a source content available
in chronicles written in Turkic languages, and namely the
following ones: 1) accumulating and general analyses of the data
available in separate written documents; 2) thematical selection
and systematisation of the information obtained from the
corresponding historical written sources. Development of the
latter direction accounted for the onset in the beginning of the
20th century of a specific thematic direction in making Turkic
studies, within the limits of which the process of a step-by-step
re-orientation of Turkic Studies started from the selection to
making source-based studies of mainly separate fragments of
original texts of documents written in Turkic languages, that is

6 Ruling years: 1587/1588 — 1596, 1596 — 1607.

7 The text is given in full in the Chapter “From the Turkish poetry”. See: ®paHko IsaH.
Teopu : y 50 T1., T. 13 (MoeTnuHi nepeknaam Ta nepecnisun). Kuis : Hayk. aymka, 1978. C.
609-617.

In the academic sources there is said in reference of the said ruler of the Crimean Yurt that
that one was the first poet, from who, owing to Ivan Franko, Ukraine began to open for
itself the world of the Crimean-Tatar eloquent writing skills. See: Cegpeposa @. A.
Mo3THYECKUIA NepeBo U HauMoHaibHasA cneuuduKa // YueHble 3anuncku Taspryeckoro
Hal. yH-Ta umeHu B.W.BepHagckoro. T. 23 (62). Ne 3. Cepua «dunonorus.
CoumanbHble KOMMyHUKauumn». 2010. C. 203-207; See: Turanly F. The above said work.

PP. 55-62.
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re-orientation from a quantitative accumulation of sources-
content due to a specific theme to a detailed analysis of these
historical written documents taken in full.

The founder of the considered direction of making content-
studies of written sources in the national Turkology (Turkic
Studies) became the famous Ukrainian scholar-orientalist
Agatangel Krymsky 8. The actual importance of the thematically
specific content of Turkic studies in the national science of making
Turkic studies was underlined by the modern Ukrainian orientalist
Yury Kochubey °. In particular, he informed the position and ideas
of the Ukrainian scholar-orientalist of the 1930s — Vasyl
Dubrovsky, who had stated that studying Turkish archival
documents is of much importance to identify problems related to
the history of Ukraine of the second half of the 17th century. This
need was accounted for by an insufficient amount of “...Ukrainian
archived sources, and for the unreliability of the Polish as well as
for an incompleteness of the Moscovite sources...”. Under such
conditions, due to the above said Turkologist, “the only way is to
study the relating archival documents”®C. This idea formulated in
the above said Yury Kochubey’s book is supported by the idea that
“getting acquainted with oriental sources, primarily with ones
from Turkish archives, can be important not only for the

8 Mpiyak OmensH. Npo ArataHrena KpumcbKkoro y 120-Ti pOKOBUHM HapoaKeHHs /
ArataHren Kpumcbkuit. Hapucu kutTa i TBopyocTi // IH-T cxoposHasctea im. A. 0.
Kpumcbkoro HAH YkpaiHu; Bign. pea. : O.4. Bacuniok 1a iH. Kuis : Bua. gim «Ctinoc»,
2006. C. 10-38. 564 c.: in. (Cepia «HaykoBa cnaglmHa cxog03HaBLiB»). Bibniorp. B
KiHUi cTp. Kpumcekuli AeamaHzen. Ictopia TypeyunHu. 2-re Bua., sunp. Kuis ; /lbsis :
Onip, 1996. 288 c., in.; Kpumcokuli A. 1O. TiopKM, ixHi moBM Ta niTepatypu. |. THOPKCbKI
moBu. Bun. Il. Kuis : BupasHuyo-nonirpadiyHmit LeHTp «KUIBCbKUI yHiBEpCUTETY,
2007. 106 c.; KpumcoKuli A. KbbipbiMTaTapaapHbiHb 34e6uaATbl (JliTepaTypa KPUMCbKUX
TaTap). Cimdepononsb : Jons, 2003. 200 c. : in., nopTp. (Cepia «xKepeno 3HaHb»).

9 Kouybeli Opili. «4YopHOMOpPCbKa OpiEHTALiA» — reononiTMYHa AOKTPWUHa: icTopia i
cyyacHicTb // YKpaiHa — TypeuumHa: MuHyse, cyyacHe Ta MalbyTHe: 36. HayK. npaub /
ynopsaaH. ®. I. Typanau. Kuis : lene6, 2004. C. 494-506.

10 Koyybeli tO0. M. B. B. [Oybposcbkuit (1897-1966) sAK cxopmosHaseup / IH-T
cxo403HaBcTBa im. A.HO. Kpumcbkoro HAH Ykpainu. K., 2011. C. 10-11.
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identification of the right conception of the real Turkish-Tatar-
Ukrainian relations in the 16th and 18th cc., but it can be also
useful for studying the initial history of the Ukrainian Cossackdom,
which nowadays is still very non-transparent, because the sources
represent it in quite a skewed-nature way” !, Indeed, it is
impossible to understand in full the history of the Ukrainian-
Turkish relations during the above said period of time without
taking in consideration the content of the Ottoman-Turkish
written documents. As it is the Ottoman-Turkish written
documents, that include a lot of informational potential content
relating to the history of the Zaporozhian Sich, Ukrainian Cossack
State and the activity of such Ukrainian rulers, as Dmytro
Vyshnevetsky, Petro Sahaidachny, Bohdan Khmelnytsky, lvan
Vyhovsky, Petro Doroshenko, lvan Mazepa, Pylyp Orlyk, as well as
in regard of the relations of the then Ukraine with the Crimean
Khanate, Ottoman Empire, Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth and
Austrian Empire 12,

It should also be noted that during the period of an active
academic activity of Agatangel Krymsky the Ukrainian science of
making Turkic studies was yet at the initial stage of its setting-up.
At that time studies in the oriental history were concentrated at
Lviv University. Particularly, it was this educational and academic
institution, where the famous orientalist Mugammed Sadyk
Agazade worked®?, who, in fact, became a co-founder of the
Ukrainian science of making oriental studies!®. If to continue

11 Cepeilivyk  Bonodumup. TypeubKa CKNagoBa B CXOAO03HABYMX AOC/AIOMKEHHAX
YKPaiHCbKMX HayKOBLB Yy MiKBOEHHMIN nepiog // YKpaiHa — TypeuumHa: ictopis,
noniTWKa, AuMnaomartia, KynbTypa. B.l. Cepriituyk, H.O. TatapeHKo Ta iH. Bua. 2-re,
ponos.. Kuis : YKp. nucbmeHHuK, 2015. C. 26-37.

12 Turanly F. The said work. pp. 56-58.

13 Years of living: 1865-1944.

14 particulalrly, Mugammed Sadyk Agabekzade was tutor of such famous Ukrainian
Orinetsalists engaged in Turkic Studies, as Yevhen Zavalynsky and Omelian Pritsak
(see: Nuct (Ne 76) 3aBigyBaya /IbBiBCbKOro BigAaineHHA IHCTUTYTY icTopii YKpaiHn AH
YPCP npod. I. M. Kpun’akesnya go ampektopa IHctutyTy C. M. BenoycoBa, 2 6epesHsa
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consideration of this problem, we can state that after the end of
the World War Il another famous Ukrainian scholar started his
academic activity — Omelian Pritsak, who studied Turkish and
other oriental languages at Lviv University from 1936. While time
was passing, Omelian Pritsak “...started to get more and more
into Ottoman sources” . When being in emigration, he studied
the situation in the Turkic society during the Karakhanidian
period, and on the base of this study in 1948 in Goettingen he
defended his doctorate dissertation'®. We should note that later
Omelian Pritsak was recognized as one of the best scholars who
had been studying Turkic written sources and historiography 7.
There must be underlined that in his early works this scholar
studied the problems relating to the relations between the
Cossack-Hetmanic Ukraine and the Sublime Porte in the middle
of the 17th century.’®. In 1964 Omelian Pritsak became a
Professor in the field of the General Linguistics and Turkic Studies

1940 p., m. fbsis // Apxis IY (IH-Ty ykpaiHo3HaBcTBa) im. |. Kpun’sakesmua HAH YKpainu.
®. 1. On. VI-¢. Cnp. I'=2. Apk. 33. MonomHiok A.€E. Cxon03HABCTBO Y JIbBiBCbKOMY
yHiBepcuteti // CxigHuin csit. 1993. Ne 2. C.124-132. TypaHau . BHecok
a3epbariAKaHCbKMX IHTeNIeKTyaniB y PO3BUTOK KyNbTypU Ta HayKM YKpaiHu. Myrammen,
Caauk Arabeksane (1865-1944) // AsepbaiigykaH i YKpaiHa Ha nepexpectax icTopii Ta
Ky/NIbTypu: Hayk. 36. / Ynopaa.: aou,, K.i.H. O.P. Kynuuk, K.i.H. J/1.B. LUNakoBcbKu. HixknH:
BupasHuuTBO HiKMHCbKOrO Aep:kaBHOro yHisepcutety im. Mukonu [orona, 2017.
C.116-122. 235c.

15 Mpiuak OmenaH. IcTopiocodia Ta icTopiorpadis Mwuxaina [pywescbkoro. Kuis ;
Kembpuax : Bua. AH VYkpaiHu, ApxeorpadiyHoi Komicii IH-Ty ykp. apxeorpadii,
YKpaiHCbKOro Hayk. iH-Ty FapBapacbkoro yH-Ty, 1991. C. 66, 68.

16 |bidem, p. 73; Mpiyak OmenaH. Koan i kum 6yno HanmcaHo «Ca0BO O MOJIKy Iropesim».
Kwuis : Obepern, 2007.T. 7. C. 83, 221, 225, 272.

17 About the life and academic activity of Omelian Pritsak as a scholar in the field of
the Oriental Studies see: Cxodo3Hascmeo i 8i3aHMos02ia 8 YKpaiHi 6 imeHax :
6io6ibniorp. cnosHuk / ynopaa.: E. I. UuraHkosa, 0. M. Kouy6eit, O. [. Bacuniok;
peakon.: Matseesa /1. B. (ron. pea.) [ta iH.]. KuiB : IH-T cxopo3HaBcTBa im.
A. 0. Kpumcbkoro HAHY, 2011. C. 180-181.

18 Mipiyak OmenaH (Gottingen). Coto3 XmenbHULBKOro 3 TypeyunHowo 1648 pokry //
3annckn Haykosoro ToBapucTBa im. [Tapaca] LesyeHKa. Biabutka 3 156 T. MIOHXeH,
1948. C.143-160. [lIpiyak OmenaH. We pa3 npo cot3 b. XmenbHUUbKOro 3
TypeyunHot // YKp. apxeorp. WOPiYHKUK. Bun. 2. Kuis : Hayk. aymka, 1993. C. 177-

192.
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at the Harvard University. During his academic activity at that
educational and scientific institution he carried out fundamental
Turkic studies and published a set of academic papers on the
problem of the science of making studies in the field of the
development history of the Ukrainian-Turkish relations. In this
context there should be mentioned the activity of the Ukrainian
Historical Society and a noticeable significance of the journal
‘The Ukrainian Historian”, where academic papers of the
Ukrainian Diaspora scholars, including the ones by Omelian
Pritsak, were published.’®. There must be also said that, owing to
efforts of Omelian Pritsak, in 1973 within the Harvard University
there was set up the Institute for Ukrainian Studies. 2° Therefore,
this distinguished Ukrainian orientalist made a significant
contribution into the development of the Science of making
Turkic Studies in the Unites States of America. For example, the
situation of the Turkic society during the Karakhanidian historical
period became his object for studying yet at the beginning stage
of Omelian Pritsak’s academic activity. Besides, this scholar paid
a lot of his attention to studying the relations between the
Cossack-Hetmanic Ukraine and the Sublime Porte in the middle
of the 17th century. 2!

19 AmamaHeHKko A.€. YKpaiHcbKe icTopuuHe ToBapuctso (1955-1991) : asToped. auc.
... O-pa icT. HayK : 07.00.06 «IcTopiorpadis, Axepeno3HaBCTBO Ta crewjianbHi iICTOPUYHI
avcumnnidny. Kuis, 2010. C. 8, 20-21.

20 Cxodo3Haecmeo i 8i3aHMos02is 8 YkpaiHi 8 imeHax : 6ibniorp. cnosHuK / ynopsaga,.: E.
I. UuraHkosa, 0. M. Kouy6ei, O. [I. Bacuntok; peakon.: MaTseesa /1. B. (ron. pea,) [Ta
iH.]. KuiB : IH-T cxogo3HascTBa im. A. H0. Kpumcbkoro HAHY, 2011. C. 180-181.

21 [piyak OmensH. bes cxoA03HABCTBA HEMOM/IMBO 3PO3YMITU iCTOPIlO M KyAbTypy
YKpainm // CxigHuit csit. 1993. Ne 1. C. 5-8. Mpiyak OmenaH. OAnH un ABa [0roBopu
Munmna Opaunka 3 TypeuyynmHolo Ha MNOoYaTKy ApPYyroro AecATUAITTA BiCiMHagUATOro
cronitta? // YKkp. apxeorp. wopiyHuk / M. C. CoxaHb (ron. pea.) Ta iH. Kuis : Hayk.
OyMmKa, 1992. Bun. I. T. 4. C. 307-320. lpiyak OmensaH. MNpo ArataHrena KpumcbKoro
(y 120-1i pokoBuHM HapomskeHHs) // Cxiawwit csit. 1993. Ne 1. C. 9-27; lpiyak
OmensaH. «CxigHuii cBiT» npoaosxKyeTbca (Cnoso rosoBHoro pegaktopa) // CxigHwin
cBiT. 1993. Ne 1. C. 3—-4; llpiyak OmenaH. We pa3 npo cot3 b. XmenbHuUbKOro 3
TypeuunHot // YKp. apxeorp. WopidyHuK. Bun. 2, T.5. Kuie : Hayk. aymka, 1993.
C.183. 472 c.; lpiyak OmensH. Tatap: ictopia ogHoro imeHi // Mappa Mundi: 36.
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Omelian Pritsak in his interview under the title Ukraine’s
History and Culture cannot be understood without the Science of
Oriental Studies” published in the said journal pointed at the
needs to concentrate academic studies of the Institute for
Oriental Studies mainly just within the traditional Oriental
Studies, that is he meant that it should be done primarily at the
philological and historical levels of the determination of Oriental
countries. This task meant for the scholar a prioritive
development of such scientific branches, as the Hebrew Studies,
Studies of the Arabic-Persian-Turkish World, Studies of the Euro-
Asian Steppe Area, and particularly Studies of the Central Asia,
India and Far East. It was this kind of academic directions
development, that were to provide a base for studying the
modern economic and political problems??. Hence, it is necessary
for us to determine the importance in the Modern Oriental
Studies of a direction, according to which the corresponding
scientific study shall be carried out.

In a large, by its content, scientific paper dedicated to the
120th Anniversary of the Birthday of Agatangel Krymsky,
published in the above said journal, Omelian Pritsak paid a
special attention to the modern interpretation of the comments,
he was aware of, by the famous orientalists, on the concept of
the development and tasks of the Ukrainian science of making
oriental studies. A. Krymsky’s idea of the generally admitted
unavoidable needs to study the Oriental History was grounded
on the expression of the famous scholar that “the Ancient
History of the Modern Ukraine was a place for living or a long-
time dwelling of different oriental peoples”, and for that for that
reason without making Turkic Studies, Arabic Studies and Irani

HayK. npaub Ha nowaHy fpocnaBa [awkesBuya 3 Harogu horo 70-piyys. Studia in
honorem Jaroslavi Daskevy¢ septuagenario dedicata. Jlbeis ; Kuis ; Hblo-Mopk :
BupgasHuuteo M. M. Koupb, 1996. C. 51-58.
22 Mpiyak OmesnAH. be3 CX0A403HABCTBA HEMOXK/IMBO 3PO3YMITU iCTOPIIO 1 KynbTypy
YKpainu // CxiaHuii ceit. 1993. Ne 1. C. 5-8.
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Studies ‘no multi-sided, that is not monosided, History of
Ukrainian Studies was possible”. Besides, there was accented a
specific need to have such a discipline, as the Turkic Studies. 23.

We should say, that just at that time there were published
academic works by O. Pritsak dedicated to the problem of the
development of diplomatic relations from the middle of the 16th
century to the first quarter of the 18th century between the
Ukrainian hetmans and the Sublime Porte, which in fact is
connected with the thematical focus of our study. Particularly, in
the scientific paper “Once more about the union of B.
Khmelnytsky with Turkey” the accent was made on the point,
that studying the Black-Sea vector in the foreign policy of the
Hetmanic Government made it possible “..to understand the
reasons for the success of the Ukrainian rebellion in the late
autumn of 1648”. It should be noted, that that study by Omelian
Pritsak was made on a base of making a deeper study of Gadji
Mehmed Senayi’s and Mustafa Nayima Efendi’s chronicles, which
we have studied too. An interesting point in the above said
academic study is stating the fact of supporting the national-
liberation struggle of the Ukrainians, headed by Hetman Bohdan
Khmelnytsky, by Islam Giray Ill, ruler of the Crimean Yurt. O.
Pritsak’s reconstruction of the military, and also of the political
situation, which set up then in the north of the Black-Sea Area, is
also interesting and important?*. Another Omelian Pritsak’s
scientific paper dedicated to the said problems was titled “One
Pylyp Orlyk’s treaty or two ones with Turkey at the beginning of
the second decade of the 18th century?”. The scholar studied the
problem relating the reception of Hetman Pylyp Orlyk under the
Turkish Sultan’s protectorate. Besides, the scholar also

2 [piyak OmensH. Mpo ArataHrena Kpumcbkoro (y 120-Ti pOKOBMHU HapoasKeHHs) //
CxigHui ceiT. 1993. Ne 1. C. 9-27.

2[piyak OmensH. llle pa3 npo cot3 bB. XmenbHuupKkoro 3 TypeuunHow // Ykp.
apxeorp. WopivyHuK. Bun. 2, T. 5. Kuis : HayKk. gymka, 1993. C. 177-192.

liees



Development of Turkic Studies in Ukraine 207

performed a comparative analysis of the texts in Latin and in
French, as well as translated into Ukrainian an archival Ottoman-
Turkish document concerning the said historical event. What is
important for us, it is provision in the above said academic work
of a methodology for making a textological analysis. However,
some ideas expressed by the author in his work required some
specification. For example, this is true in relation of the date
identification of the archival document itself, identification of its
title, and also identification of the Ottoman-Turkish text of the
original used then for making translation of that into Latin and
into French?.

Omelian Pritsak’s ideas about needs for a prioritive
development in making oriental studies, particularly for the ones
in the field of Turkology, for providing a conceptual perception of
the problems existing in the national history, were implemented
to a large extent in academic studies by Yaroslav Dashkevych.
This scholar repeatedly accented the actual importance of
studying the historical relations between Ukraine and Turkey at
the background of the up-to-date academic considerations, and
he paid a lot of attention to the problem of enlargening the
sources-base relating to Ukraine’s history on the ground of
sources-based analysis of the oriental written documents?®.
According to the scholar, the most serious drawback in the
modern Turkic studies relating to the history of Ukraine was the
fact, that those studied, till nowadays, have been carried out
mainly by using historical written documents that originated in
Ukraine, Russia, Poland or sometimes in a west-European

B[Ipiyak OmesnsH. OauH umn asa gorosopu Muavna Opanka 3 TypeuunmHoto Ha nodaTky
APYroro AecATWNITTA  BicCiMHaAuAaToro ctonitra? // YKp. apxeorp. UWOPIYHUK /[
M. C. CoxaHb (ron. pea.) Ta iH. Kuis : Hayk. aymka, 1992. Bun. I. T. 4. C. 307-320.

26 lawkesuy fApocnas. BusueHHn i nybnikauia cxigHUx gskepen 3 ictopii YKpaiuu //
MaiictepHs icTopuKa: [)epesno3HaBCcTBO Ta crewjianbHi iCTOPMYHI aucumnainm /
JNbBiBCcbKe BiggineHHa IYAL im. M. C. Ipywescbkoro HAH YkpaiHu. Jlbgis : JlitTepatypHa
areHuia «Mipamiga», 2011. C. 145-146.
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country. As for the direct remnants of the Ottoman-Turkish
writings are concerned, which include information on the history
of Ukraine, those ones were involved in studies of sources very
rarely?’.

Omelian Pritsak’s concept of the development of oriental
studies was used at the modern stage of the development of the
Ukrainian Turkic studies, and also in the re-orientation of this
scientific branch of the historical knowledge onto the national
basis, that is at making studies of the problems directly
connected with the history of Ukraine?®. There has also got more
activated the process of the involvement into the academic
circulation of the recently found, yet being unknown till now,
Ottoman-Turkish written documents, that include data about the
actual problem of our study. For instance, there has been made a
complex source-based study of corresponding written
documents.?? Our study on the problem has resulted in the
involvement into the academic circulation chronicle documents
on Ukraine’s history and its Cossack period, which also include
data on the history of the Cossack-Hetmanic Ukraine. Besides
there has been taken into account one more important point:
the historical period, that we have studied, was, on one hand, a
period of the highest level in the development of the Ottoman-

27 lawkesuy Apocnas. NMpoTypeubKa opieHTauis XVI ct. — XVIII cT. 8 YKpaiHi / Apocnas
Jawkesuy /] YkpaiHa—TypeuumHa: MUHY/E, Cy4acHiCTb Ta MalbyTHe : 36. Hayk. np. /
ynopsa. Typauan ®. . Kuis : leHe6, 2004. C. 60-74.

28 piyak Jlapuca. OCHOBHI MiXHapoaHi gorosopu borgaHa XmenbHuubKoro (1648—
1657 pp.). Xapkis : Akta, 2003. 493 c.; lpiyak Jlapuca. 13 gocniaxKeHb NPo AepKaBy
borgaHa XmenbHuubKoro 1648-1657 pp. CtatTi i matepianun. Xapkis : AkTa, 2003. 278
c.; lMpiyak Jlapuca. Ictopiorpacdia OCHOBHWMX MiXHapoaHuUX pforosopis boraaHa
XmenbHuubKoro 1648—1657 pp. // Mosu i KynbTypu: mixk Cxogom i 3axogom (Mam’aTi
OmenaHa Mpiuaka) / Bian. pea. Bacunb Jlyunk. Kuis : Bua,. aim «Kneso-MorunsaHcbKa
akagemia», 2015. C. 80-113. 258 c.

2 TypaHau ®epaad. Kosaubka foba icTopii YKpaiHM B OCMaHCbKO-TYPeLbKMX MMCEMHUX
oxkepenax (apyra nonosuHa XVI — nepwa usepTb XVIII ctonitra). — Kuis: Bua. aim «Kueso-
MorunaHcbKa akagemia», 2016. 606 c.
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Turkish written tradition, while on the other hand, it was the
period of the peak level in the rise of the national liberating
struggle of the Ukrainian people against the national oppression
by the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth, to which both the
Sublime Porte and the Crimean Khanate had something to do.
Therefore, academic studies we have been performed in the
context of the above said concept have brought its own results,
and namely there has been identified the following: a) the
source-material was either a base for separate sections of
Ottoman-Turkish chronicles, or was available in fragments of
original texts dedicated to another problem study; b) concerning
its content orientation, the majority of that source materials
were descriptions of the participation of Ukrainian Cossacks in
military operations of the Sublime Porte forces and in those of
the Crimean Khanate against the Polish-Lithuanian
Commonwealth and Muscovy, descriptions of joint military
marches of the Zaporozhian Host, military forces of the Sublime
Porte and military detachments of the Crimean Khanate against
the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth and Muscovy, and also
messages about the diplomatic contacts between the Sublime
Porte and the Cossack-Hetmanic Ukraine; c) the information, we
have identified in the content of our studied sources, was
detailed and true. As for sources-studying the data available in
Ottoman-Turkish written documents, relating to the Cossack
period in Ukraine’s history from the second half of the 16th
century to the first quarter of the 18th century, our study has
demonstrated a domination of the textological analysis of the
originals of the corresponding remnants of the Ottoman-Turkish
written tradition. And, within the limits of the first part of our
academic study, besides providing fragments of the original texts
of the written documents, which we have used for making our
source-studies, there have been also given Ukrainian translations
of the respective fragments with providing a wide commenting
concerning the fragments. It should be noted that a more
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detailed interpretations were associated with the original
documental fragments, which included the most important
information, so as to understand best both the essence and the
specific features of the socio-economic and political processes,
which were taking place in the Ukraine during its Cossack
historical period — we mean the data, we have obtained from the
monuments of the ancient Turkish writing; we have also
systematised the identified data. We try to enlarge the sources-
base of the Ukrainian historiography by using such a way and
relying on a complex approach to making a sources-analysis of
Turkish and Crimean-Tatar chronicle works written between the
second half of the 16th century and the 18th century within the
limits of the vakayi-nédme genre, as well as by using other
Ottoman-Turkish written documents. The object for our study
having been chronicle monuments of the Ottoman-Turkish
tradition, the works took much in account the methodological
achievements of the Turkish scholars in comparison with the
achievements of the Ukrainian scholars and with the ones of the
European academic world. By the way, we should not here that
the European Historiography ignores to some extent the factor
of the mutual intercivilisational cultural influence of the Middle-
Aged Europe and the Oriental World in the epoch of the
traditional social development. In this context, attention should
be paid to the theoretical and methodological approaches to the
History of the Humanity having been studied by both European
scholars, and by scholars in Islamic oriental countries.
Particularly, in Turkey and in the Arabic states. Hence, it should
be stated that studies of Turkish scholars in the field of the
History of the Ottoman Empire, including the ones concerning
the above said historical period, the mentioned factor is
becoming to be taken into consideration more and more3.

30 Ahmet Davutoglu, Genel Dinya Tarihi iginde Osmanli’nin yeri: Metodolojik
Meseleler ve Osmanli Tarihinin yeniden yorumlanmasi, Osmanl, Ankara, 1999, Cilt 7,
s. 674-680. Turkish; TypaHau ®. MeTtogonoriyHi npobaemmn LOCNIAMKEHHA OCMAHCLKOI
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Summary

Consideration of the problem of studying the development
history of the Turkic Studies in Ukraine, particularly studying the
academic heritage of Omelian Pritsak in the context of
implementing his theory and concepts about the source-studies
of the Ottoman-Turkish written documents relating to the period
between the 16th and 18th cc., is of much importance. The
outcomes of our study have shown that objective studying,
primarily speaking of that in terms of chronicles and archival
documents, as well as analysis of the content of the source-
available information and involvement of the obtained outcomes
in the academic circulation, have made it possible to achieve a
higher level in the perception of a lot of new aspects of the
socio-political processes, which took place in Ukraine during its
Cossack-Hetmanic historical period, and of Ukraine’s relations
with the Ottoman Empire. Implementation of studies-oriented
tasks on the base of the concept of and application of source-
studying methods put forward by the above said scholar Omelian
Pritsak, has enabled us to maximally objectively interpret a set of
facts having been so far kept silenced in the Ukrainian national
history, and to more clearly define the role and place of the
Cossack Ukraine in the World History as well as Ukraine’s
relations with the Sublime Porte.
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