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In the nineteenth century, submerged nations began to emerge. Czech speakers began to
differentiate themselves from German speakers in Bohemia. Slovaks appeared and cod-
ified their language in Hungary. The peripheral nations of the British Isles began to invent
their traditions and rediscover their ancient tongues. Among the emerging submerged
was a Slavic-speaking people split between two empires, the Habsburg monarchy and
tsarist Russia. Those in Austria were officially categorized as “Ruthenians,” while those
in Russia were designated “Little Russians.” By the turn of the twentieth century, most
activists of this nationality were confident that they were Ukrainians.
Before the Ukrainians became Ukrainians (and not all of them did), there was consider-

able vacillation. The book under review treats Ukrainians/Ruthenians in theAustrian crown
land ofGaliciawho considered themselves Poles by nationality. And there is a book coming
out from Cornell University Press by Fabian Baumann that explores Ukrainians, based in
Kyiv, who chose to become Russian nationalists.
There were social conditions that help explain these outcomes. Before the spread of

universal education, which was initiated in Austrian Galicia in the late 1860s and was
never fully realized in imperial Russia, and before the consolidation of a Ukrainian na-
tional culture and national movement, which happened much faster in Galicia than in
Russia, Ukrainians who received a higher education could only function intellectually
and publicly in the languages in which they were educated—German and Polish in the
case of Galicians and Russian in the case of Ukrainians under Russian rule. Most Ukrai-
nians were peasants, in fact serfs until the mid-nineteenth century, but some Ukrainians
were representatives of the elite—landowners, officials, artists and writers, and clergy.
This elite necessarily functioned in the Austro-German, Polish, and Russian cultural
and social spheres. Indicatively, many of the Ruthenians of the Habsburg monarchy
found it difficult to imagine that they could have their own fully developed literary lan-
guage and therefore chose to write in a language based on Russian.
Another factor that led to the assimilation of Ukrainians to other national cultures was

urbanization. If they settled in Vienna, they became Austro-Germans. Lviv, the capital of
Galicia, was Polish speaking; Kyiv spoke Polish and Russian; Odesa and Kharkiv spoke
Russian. Moving to the city meant shedding, to a greater of lesser degree, one’s original
way of speaking as well as many customs more suited to the countryside than to the city.
The topic of Adam Świątek’s monograph is ethnic Ukrainians in Galicia who retained a

consciousness of their Ukrainian ethnicity but considered themselves to be members of the
Polish nation. These are the gente Rutheni, natione Poloni of the title (hereafter GRNP).
After an introduction that carefully explains the chronological and geographical parame-
ters, terminology, the volume’s structure, the source base, and the secondary literature, the
book proceeds through eight chapters: (1) the definition and formation of the GRNP,
(2) the place of Rus’ (the territory where Ruthenians lived) in Polish historical conscious-
ness, (3) the impact of the Romantic movement, (4) the revolutions of 1848, (5) the ab-
solutist period following the revolution, (6) the Polish “January uprising” of 1863–64,
(7) the period of Galician autonomy, which began in the late 1860s and put the GRNP
“in power,” and (8) the series of public commemorations in which the presence of the
GRNP was prominent, including the funerals of the GRNP. There follow conclusions, a
bibliography, and indexes.

Book Reviews 995



A feature of the narrative are the many well-chosen quotations from diaries, literature,
and other texts that convey the feeling of the epoch. Throughout are valuable insights,
such as that the disappearance of the Polish state at the end of the eighteenth century “re-
sulted in a situation whereby the question of nationality ceased to be an obvious one”
(59). Now state and nationality were separate concepts, and the GRNP were one of the
groups trying to navigate this new sea. The historical demise of the GRNP was a result
of the development of a Ruthenian/Ukrainian national movement. With that, the space
for a division between ethnicity and national loyalty began to close. The heyday of the
GRNP was the 1830s–70s. Then it was all downhill. The appearance of political conflict
between Poles and Ruthenians, first heralded in 1848 and accelerating after the 1860s,
made it almost impossible for the ethnic Ukrainian elite to consider themselves both
Ukrainians and Poles at the same time. Świątek suggests that the end of life of the GRNP
movement came with the death of one of its foremost representatives, the poet Platon
Kostecki, in 1908 (536). Kostecki is only one of the truly illustrious figures among the
GRNP that are profiled in this book. Another is Paulin Święcicki, who, like Kostecki, suc-
ceeded in making significant contributions to both Ukrainian and Polish culture (402–6).
Sometimes the historiography on Ukraine and Ukrainians has started from the premise

of primordiality, that the Ukrainian nation as it was codified in the late nineteenth century
had always existed and therefore its history can be read backward to earliest times. This is
essentially a defensive position, because once the empires collapsed in 1917–18 there
were intense conflicts with Poles and Russians, sometimes resulting in horrific bloodshed.
This view sees the Ukrainian nation as always in struggle to assert itself against Polish and
Russian domination. According to Świątek “such thinking is in line with the spirit of his-
torical determinism” (21). The determinist view is not universal among historians of the
Ukrainians. A number of them have explored past loyalties to the Polish or Russian nation
or state. They include Frank E. Sysyn, who wrote the preface to this book and himself
wrote a book on an early modern representative of the GRNP, as well as Paul R. Magocsi,
MarianMudryi,OstapSereda,AnnaVeronikaWendland, and the undersigned.ButŚwiątek’s
book on the GRNP is really new. What used to look like a marginal group, worth a few
sentences now and then, at present has a detailed monograph behind it that reveals a his-
tory as unknown as it is complex and fascinating.
This is definitely an excellent book. But what book is without its shortcomings? In my

opinion, the most significant of these is the failure to place the GRNP within Habsburg
history and historiography. Galicia was in the Habsburg monarchy. One of the hallmarks
of modern Habsburg historiography, especially in North America, is that it has been con-
stantly undermining the kind of national determinism that Świątek himself opposes. I think
of the work especially of Jeremy King, but also of Gary B. Cohen, Pieter Judson, and Tara
Zahra.
There is also a strange moment in the text when Świątek presents Teofil Merunowicz, a

leading spokesman of the GRNPmovement, as rather philosemitic (456–57). But other his-
torians, including Yaroslav Hrytsak, Maciej Janowski, Theodore R. Weeks, and Andrzej
Żbikowski, consider him a programmatic antisemite. Certainly his treatise Żydzi (Jews),
published in Lviv in 1879, confirms the view of the latter historians. Another minor error
concerns the organization Rus’ka Besida. This was a largely urban phenomenon, with its
main center in Lviv, and therefore not—as written on page 90—an influence on the peas-
antry. Świątek probably had in mind another organization: Prosvita.
The book is clearly narrated, making for a pleasant read. The translation is readable,

though not flawless.
Overall, this is a book to be recommended to historians of East Central Europe and

Ukraine. It is a study that enriches Ukrainian historiography, especially the historiography
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available to readers of English. There is nothing simple about Ukrainian history, and this
monograph is yet another proof of that fact.

John-Paul Himka

University of Alberta
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It is tempting to see this outstanding collection of archival documents as a compendium
volume to Red Saxony, James Retallack’s pioneering study of the Kaiserreich’s electoral
politics published in 2017. As it was then, the focus here is on Saxony, Imperial Germany’s
third largest state, the birthplace of German social democracy as much as a hotbed of reac-
tion and authoritarianism. Retallack has assembled a rich selection of reports written by
British diplomats, most of whom were posted to Dresden, the Saxon capital. The bulk of
them are from George Strachey, Britain’s envoy to Saxony from October 1873 to July
1897. Impressive in quality and range, they make for fascinating reading.
Inevitably perhaps, given Strachey’s background, his reports reflect a bias towardBritain:

he tended to measure Germany’s development against what he saw as the superior British
model. But Strachey showed remarkable insight, spurred by a keen interest in explaining to
his superiors in London the domestic challenges facing Imperial Germany. The most acute
of them was the struggle between authoritarianism and social democracy. Strachey and his
colleagues reported in detail on elections in Saxony and the Reich, similarly on the mea-
sures taken by the authorities to suppress the Social Democratic Party (SPD). However,
the reports—introduced and annotated in exemplary fashion byRetallack—gowell beyond
the focus on the rise of social democracy. The diplomats posted to Dresden, Strachey in
particular, showed a broad interest in their host country. They wrote not only about elec-
tions, constitutions, parties, and Germany’s contradictory voting system, but also the rise
of antisemitism, economic competition, labor conditions, public health, and housing.
It is worth reading this treasure trove of sources against some of the key questions that

have been debated in the historiography on Imperial Germany. Three in particular merit at-
tention. First, the history of the SPD. Its rise from an underground band of political exiles to
the largest socialist party in the world appears complex and contradictory in these reports.
Industrialization and urbanization provided the potential for the SPD’s success. Its leaders,
August Bebel andWilhelm Liebknecht in particular, had the skill to integrate diverging in-
terests while mobilizing increasingly large numbers of voters. But it was the heavy-handed
way in which the Bismarckian state reacted to the perceived threat of socialism that trans-
formed the party. As Strachey observed, the authoritarian approach taken by Bismarck (en-
capsulated in the Anti-Socialist Laws, the first of which was passed in 1878) backfired both
in Saxony and theReich. The demonization of the SPDhad a galvanizing effect on the party
and its supporters. By the turn of the century the SPD had the largest number of seats in the
Reichstag, a feat Britain’s Labour Party could only dream of. The SPD’s success was such
that many of its member felt they had more to lose than to win when the First World War
forced the party into its historic compromise with the Kaiser’s government.
Second, the broader debate about the character of the system set up under Bismarck and

its evolution until the war. Did his hybrid, contradictory constitution cement political con-
flict, blocking Germany from achieving the kind of parliamentary system the SPD and
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