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

The 80th anniversary of Yuri Golubkin’s birth (5.04.1941-14.09.2010) is celebrated in
2021. He was a Professor of Kharkiv National University by V. N. Karazin, an outstanding

researcher of Martin Luther’s life and work.
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Throughout his life, the main focus of his scientific activity was the study of the
Reformation in Germany. From the first years of his work at the History Faculty of Kharkiv
University until his untimely death, Yu. Golubkin had been working tirelessly to study various
issues related to the emergence, development and results of the reformation movement. The
solution of these problems was determined by the deep researcher interest to the person of Martin
Luther as the German Reformation leader. The purpose of this work is to identify the main
problems of German Reformation studying presented in the works of Yu. Golubkin and to reveal
the author’s scientific style features.

The main methods of our investigation are historical-typological, historical-genetic and
historical-comparative. The importance of the historical-typological method is determined by the
need to analyze the fundamental provisions of the scientific works of Yu. Golubkin. The historical-
genetic method is applied to study the emergence and development of Yu. Golubkin’s historical
views. The historical-comparative method makes it possible to compare Yu. Golubkin’s
conclusions with the ideas of other scientists and to determine their novelty. The biographical and
chronological research methods are used for the periodization of the main stages of Yu. Golubkin’s
formation as a medievalist and specialist in Reformation’s investigation. The creative activity of the
scientist includes two main stages: life and activity in the Soviet period until 1991 and in the period
of Independence (1991-2010). The first attempts to define Yu. Golubkin scientific achievement
have been undertaken soon after his death (Domanovskyi 2011; Dyatlov 2011; Sorochan &
Domanovskyi 2015; Karikov 2019). While preparing the article, we have been using the
biographical investigations of famous scientists life and activity as examples of historical sources
and bibliographic material classification and systematization methods. The use of these methods
provides the comprehensive coverage of Yu. Golubkin’s life and professional activity, main points
of his scientific works and the most forward-looking further research directions.

Yu. Golubkin’s research interest in the problems of the reformation movement manifested
itself from the very beginning of his scientific activity. In the early 1970s, while he was working on
his dissertation for the degree of Candidate of Historical Sciences on the topic “Socio-political
views and position of Martin Luther during the second period of the early bourgeois revolution in
Germany (1521-1524)”, Yu. Golubkin published his first articles on various aspects of the
Reformation. The author considered the questions of the Reformation movement historiography
(Golubkin 1971; Golubkin 1973a), and the historical events of the first half of the 1520s as the
highest rise of the Reformation in Germany (Golubkin 1973b; Golubkin 1974). Even in these
works, Yu. Golubkin expressed a number of judgments that became a new word in the Soviet
historiography of the Reformation. In particular, he defined the essence of Luther’s position during
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views. At the same time, Yu. Golubkin, in controversy with the prominent researcher of the
Reformation M. Smirin, challenged the thesis widespread at that time in the historiography of the
USSR and the GDR about the “apostasy” of the reformer and his transition to the side of the
princely Reformation during the period of Wittenberg movement (Golubkin 1974, 82).

After successfully defending his thesis in 1974, Yu. Golubkin continued his study of the
Reformation, gradually expanding the research topics. So, in the articles of the second half of the
1970s — 1980s he turned to a number of controversial topics in the Reformation movement history:
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), Luther’s attitude to the teachings
and activities of Thomas Muntzer (Golubkin 1978). The solution of these problems indicated that
the researcher retained independence in assessing the Reformation, which made it possible to revise
the enduring characteristics. Thus, Yu. Golubkin criticized the assessments of the “Zwickau
prophets” widespread in Soviet historiography as the initiators of the Wittenberg movement and the
ideologists of the “people’s Reformation”. The scientist reasonably pointed out the absence in the
sources of the period 1521-1522 similar references and put forward the assumption that such
interpretations of the “Zwickau prophets” role were born among the reformers a few years later,
under a hail of reproaches from the feudal Catholic camp ideologists (Golubkin 1975, 98).

Among Yu. Golubkin’s works of this period, it should be noted the article “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 that work, the scholar analyzed in detail the
reformer’s ideas about secular power, religious organization and the relationship of these spheres,
trying to solve the problem of Luther’s union with the territorial princely power. The author
concluded that Luther’s proclamation of the decisive role of princes in the implementation of the
Reformation was due to the failure of attempts to carry out transformations through peaceful
reforms and the subsequent separation of Luther from radical directions that occurred with the
beginning of the Great Peasant War of 1524-1525 (Golubkin 1979). This conclusion was made on
the basis of Yu. Golubkin’s deep research of Luther’s works, in particular, “On secular power. To
what extent should it be obeyed”. As V. Dyatlov notes, the translation of this work (as well as
another Luther’s writing, “An open admonition to all Christians to refrain from turmoil and
rebellion”) was prepared back in 1976 (Dyatlov 2011, 154). Being engaged in translation activities,
the scholar strove for a comprehensive disclosure of the Reformation essence, that was ensured by a
thorough studying of its leaders creative heritage.

In addition to the source study aspect, Yu. Golubkin in his works of the second half of the
1970s — 1980s continued the Reformation movement historiography research, expanding the range
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the Reformation and the Peasant War (Golubkin & Baev, 1981), coverage of Martin Luther’s
activities in the historiography of the GDR (Golubkin 1983), the work of Kharkov University
Professor M. N. Petrov in sphere of the German Reformation history (Golubkin & Mogilka, 1988).

The historiographic works of Yu. Golubkin were free of both complimentary and
hypercritical assessments, based on a comprehensive study of the works in question, taking into
account the historical evolution of their authors’ views. This approach allowed the scholar to draw
reasonable conclusions regarding both the existing achievements in the research of the Reformation,
and the future prospects of this study.

At the same time, in the articles of this period, Yu. Golubkin intensified his investigation of
the Reformation events in the first half of the 1520s. In particular, he (together with V. Dyatlov)
prepared a work devoted to clarifying the socio-political views of Andreas Karlstadt and his
position in the Reformation (Golubkin & Dyatlov 1986). The characteristics of the complex and
contradictory activities of Karlstadt, a reformer whose person is relatively little studied against the
background of interest in the personality of Luther, presented in this article, testified to
Yu. Golubkin’s desire to solve the complex problems of the Reformation. This interest of the
historian was taken over by his followers.

In the 1990s — 2000s Yu. Golubkin continued a thorough examination of the Reformation.
The researchers of Yu. Golubkin’s scientific activity note that his works created at that time were
written at the peak of the historian intellectual potential (Domanovskyi 2011, 144). The
confirmation of this characteristic is the collection of Luther’s works of the period 1520-1526 “The
time of silence has passed” prepared by Yu. Golubkin in 1992, which included a detailed historical
and biographical sketch “For the Love of Truth”, dedicated to the life and work of the reformer in
1483-1525 (Golubkin 1992). Using separate fragments of his previous articles in that sketch, the
historian simultaneously deepened the analysis of many problematic issues: the reasons for the
departure of young Luther to the monastery in 1505, the ideological significance of Luther’s works
of 1520, the reformer’s attitude to the chivalrous uprising and the Peasant War events. In addition,
the author’s undeniable achievement was the defining of the Reformation distinctive features as a
historical phenomenon that qualitatively differs both from medieval heresies and from the reform of
the church (Golubkin 1992, 258-259). In our opinion, it would not be an exaggeration to evaluate
the essay “For the Love of Truth” as the best research of Martin Luther’s life and work in the
national historiography.

It should be noted that at the turn of the XX-XXI centuries Yu. Golubkin also paid
considerable attention to the translation of the most important works of Martin Luther.
Y. Golubkin’s translations are characterized by a deep knowledge of the Lutheran doctrine
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important in theological texts [Sorochan & Domanovskyi 2015, 43]. In this regard, the collection
“Live and proclaim the works of the Lord” (2001) deserves attention. It contains translations of the
reformer important works: Small Catechism and Large Catechism, Schmalkald Articles, which are
among the confessional books of the Evangelical Lutheran Church. In this collection, as an
afterword, a detailed essay by Yu. Golubkin was placed, which combines consideration of the
Luther’s works main content and meaning with a detailed description of the historical conditions in
which they were created (Golubkin 2001b).

At the same time, Yu. Golubkin kept exploring Martin Luther’s life and social activity. In
his articles of the period 1990s — 2000s the different episodes of the reformer’s life and work
relatively little studied in historiography were reflected and comprehended. For example, the
medievalist considers such problems as the reasons and essence of the intense spiritual quest of
young Luther (Golubkin 2008), the reformer’s determination of the ideological position after the
end of the Peasant War (Golubkin 2000b), Luther’s contribution to the development of the
Evangelical Church territorial structures (Golubkin 2001a; Golubkin 2002; Golubkin 2004).

A significant contribution of Yu. Golubkin to the study of scholary writings created by
generations of historians who researched the Reformation was the work of “Martin Luther in Soviet
and Post-Soviet Historiography”. Agreeing with the definition of literature dedicated to the
reformer as “boundless and immense” (Golubkin 2000a, 71), the author turned to the problem of
Martin Luther’s life and work coverage in Russian historiography of the modern era. In the article
the researcher successfully applying the historical-comparative method compared the academic
writings of Soviet and post-Soviet historiography with the scientific works of the 19th — early 20th
centuries (both created by Russian Empire historians, and translated), as well as research by foreign
authors. Yu. Golubkin paid attention to scientific, popular science and educational works, which
covered the events of Luther’s life and work. He came to a conclusion on necessity to create a
“solid and truly scientific biography of the great reformer” (Golubkin 2000a, 82).

Moreover, as in the previous period of his activity, in the 1990s-2000s Yu. Golubkin
focused serious attention to the aspect of the Reformation source study. The subject of his research
during this period was, in particular, such works of Luther as “To the advisers of all cities in the
German land. That they should establish and maintain Christian schools” (Golubkin 1991), “Table
Speeches” (Golubkin 2007), spiritual songs (Golubkin 2010a). At the same time, Yu. Golubkin did
not limit himself to a purely textological analysis of sources. He examined in depth both the general
historical setting in which these works were written, and the personality of their author, Martin
Luther. The researcher emphasized that in his writings (in particular, in the “Table Speeches”)
Luther is presented to the reader “not in the pompous attire of the infallible prophet of God”, but in
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2007, 109]. These words as in a mirror reflect the true attitude towards the life of Yuri Alexeevich
Golubkin himself as an extremely sincere person, who was indifferent to magnificent praise, alien
to any falsehood, and did not tolerate hypocrisy. This attitude is also expressed in his scientific
works, which combined a keen interest in the subject of research with maximum scientific
objectivity. Determining the main motivation for the work of their author, we have the right to
repeat the title of his essay: “For the Love of Truth”.

It is important to note that the unswerving adherence to the search for truth in the content of
Yu. Golubkin’s scientific works was inseparable from his striving for the maximum perfection of
their form. At the very beginning of Yu. Golubkin’s scientific activity, his individual linguistic style
features are manifested. The first scholar’s articles published in the middle of 1970s illustrate a
vivid individual manner of author. Thus, his work “Luther and the Wittenberg Movement in 1521—
1522” (Golubkin 1974) contains elements of journalism inherent in the press of that time. They are
represented by phraseological combinations kunymu euxaux (to challenge), 06’ ’conamu nio ceoim
npanopom (unite under their own flag), sé6nyxo pozopamy (an apple of discord); metaphorical
expressions mononimuuti ¢ppornm (monolithic front), na ceimanxy scumms (at the dawn of life);
figurative definitions 6ynmapcoxuit cman (the rebellious class). We also find expanded metaphors
which help the author accurately and clearly express main ideas: Bucoki cminu 3amky 6i02opoounu
pegopmamopa 6i0 ceimy. [JupuceHm HAYIOHATbHO2O AHMUPUMCbK020 pyxy npomsieom 300 Ouig
smywenuil 6ye edosonvnsamucs pounio 2nadaqa (The high walls of the castle separated the reformer
from the world. The conductor of the national anti-Roman movement was forced to be content with
the role of spectator for 300 days).

In the article “Luther in Wartburg” Yu. Golubkin also uses figurative and evaluative
vocabulary. Assessing Luther as a fighter against the Catholic Church, the author highlights his
courage (myorcnicmo), resilience (cmiukicms), passionate nature (narxa namypa), emphasizes that
the reformer’s authority among the broadest faiths of German society has risen to unprecedented
heights (Myoicus nosedinka Jlromepa y Bopmci i 11020 nizniwi eucmynu npomu Kamoauybkoi yepkeu
RIOHAIU 1020 A8MOPUMEm ) HAUUUPULUX 6ePCMBAX HIMEYbKO20 CYCNIIbCMEa Ha HebY8aly 8UCOmY).
The historian writes that “...in his reports about Luther, the papal nuncio exaggerated the colours.
But he was not very far from the truth, because other sources also speak of Luther’s immense
popularity” (...y ceoix nosioomnenusax npo Jlromepa nancekuti HyHyitl 32ywae bapsu. Ane dic 6in 6ys
He Oydice Oanekum 6i0 icmunu, 60 npo eenuuesny nonyusapHicms Jlomepa cosopsame i iHuii
ooicepena) (Golubkin 1976). These examples demonstrate how often Yu. Golubkin used
phraseological units and figurative means.

In the 1970s and 1980s there was no consensus among linguists about the style of the
scientific text. Some scientists insisted that the language of science should be deprived of all kinds



of emotional and evaluative elements; it must have a clear structure and logic of presentation, not
use literary techniques of expressiveness. At the same time the concept of “innovative” text appears,
where deviations from linguistic standards are already possible. The authors are allowed to use
figurative means of language, in particular metaphors, expressive phrases, elements of dialogue
(Ivasenko 2015). Such stylistic novelty was inherent in the texts of Yu. Golubkin from the very
beginning of his scientific career.

At the turn of the millennium and in subsequent years, the scientist adheres to the same
individual style: historical facts are presented objectively, in a strict logical sequence, with clear
reasoning of the conclusions, and the author’s assessment of the people and the events is 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»” Yu. Golubkin with publicistic fervour
evaluates Martin Luther’s merits in the Reformation, characterizing him as “the Reformation
founder, the founder of Protestantism, the titan of the Renaissance”, who “left behind a truly
boundless creative legacy” (Pooonauanvnux Peghopmayuu, ocho8ononojicHux npomecmanmusmd,
muman snoxu Bospoowcoenus Mapmun Jlromep ocmaeun nocie cebsi noucmune Heob03pumoe
meopueckoe naciedue). Assessing the publicistic work of Martin Luther Yu. Golubkin writes: “... it
was a passionate response of a militant publicist to one of the most pressing problems of
contemporary reality” (ormo npedocmasnino cobou cmpacmuvlil  OMKIUK  BOUHCMBYIOUWE20
nyonuyucma Ha OOHY U3 AKMYAIbHEUWUX NpodieM COBPEMEHHOU eMy OelucCmeumelbHOCMIL)
(Golubkin 1991, 192). The historian considers that the school reform undertaken by the humanists
in the early years of the Reformation was a revolutionary transformation in the sphere of ideology.
And it was the result of Luther’s break with papal Rome and the Catholic Church (I/lpeonpunsamas
SYMAHUCMAMU PedopMa WKOAbL NOJYYUILA HO8blE UMNYIbCHL 8 nepavle 200bl Peghopmayuu. Paspvie
ﬂiomepa ¢ nanckum Pumom u xamonuueckoui UEPKOBbIO O3HAMEHOBAl HA4djlo peBOJIIOYUOHHO20
nepesopoma 6 cghepe uoeonozuu). The author continues the story, reinforcing the pathos of the
statement through the use of book vocabulary: “The overthrow of the dilapidated foundations of
Catholicism led to a catastrophic decline in schools and universities” (Hucnposepoicenue
obsemuasuiux ycmoes Kamoauyusma noeiexkiio 3a cobotl Kamacmpogbultecmtﬁ ynac)OK WKoOm1 u
yhusepcumemos). In the conclusion of the article, the scientist 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, excellent, literary work can be placed in line with the best works of
humanists...”(Oyenusas obpawenue Jlromepa «K cosemuuxam écex 20po00os 3emiu HeMeyKoll... »,
Cﬂedyem npusnams, 4mo 95mo UCKPEHHee, 2]Zy6OK'O yenoeevroe, I’lp@@OCXOOHO@ 6 JaumepanypHom
OMmHouweruu npous’eedeHue Modrcem Oblmb NOCMABIEHO 6 00UH pﬂd C Jayduiumu npouaee()euuﬂ/wu

eymanucmos...) (Golubkin 1991, 193). Yu. Golubkin characterizes Luther’s writing using a number



of epithets that clearly demonstrate the historian’s attitude to the personality of Martin Luther as an
outstanding reformer.

Among the creative heritage of Yu. Golubkin, there are also works in which the features of
fiction style are clearly visible: “Snow-covered roads, night, a lone horseman who stubbornly and
fearlessly makes his way through a blizzard to some sublime goal, which is known only to him...”
(Bacnearcennvie dopoeu, Houb, OOUHOKUIL BCAOHUK, KOMOPBLIL YHOPHO U HEYCMPAUUUMO NPOOUBAEMCSL
CK803b nypey K KaKOU-mo B036bIUEHHOU, 6e00MOU uulb emy oonomy yenu). Then the author
engages in polemics with traditional apologetic German Protestant historiography and raises a
number of concrete questions: “But where did Luther get the horse, if even his clothes were other
people’s castoffs? Where did he find the money to pay for food and treat to the first people he met
at the inns? How could the commandant of the castle, an executive and loyal campaigner Hans von
Berlepsch let him go from Wartburg without a special order from his master, the Elector of Saxon?
And where did the “independent like a king”, the horseman, intend to live in Wittenberg?”
(Golubkin 2010b, 78) (Ho 2oe 63s1 kous Jliomep, komopwiti 6 Bapmbypee dasice 00edxncoy Hocun ¢
uyarcoco nieua? I'0oe on nawen oenveu 01 onaiambl nponumanusl U yecoOuleHusl nepevlx 6CnipevdHblx
Ha nocmosnvlx 0sopax? Kax moe omnycmums e2o uz Bapmoypea 6e3 cneyuanibHo2o npeonucanus
ceoeco ZOCI’ZOduHCl, Kyquiopcma Cakconckozo KOMEHOAHM 3Mmo20 3dMKda, UCNOIHUMENIbHBIN U
sephwlll crydicaxa I anc ¢pon bBepnenw? U 20e namepesancs scums 8 Bummenbepee «nezagucumpill,
kax kopoawy, scaonux?) And further, in the manner of imaginative literature the scientist continues:
“Dark clouds floated towards the elector of Saxon. After the Wittenberg “storming of icons”, which
took place in early February, they thickened to such an extent that they could incinerate him with
arrows of lightning at any moment” (Golubkin 2010b, 79) (Temubie myuu noniviiu 6 cmopouy
kypghropuecmea Caxconckoeo. Ilocne gummenbepeckozo «uwmypma uKoH», KOmopwlii npouzoulesl 8
Hauaie ¢€6‘paﬂﬂ, OHU C2YCMUJIUCDH 00 makotl cmeneru, 4mo moeiu 6 A1000U .MU2 UcCneneaums e2o
cmpenamu monnuti). This fragment of the article “The Return of Martin Luther from Wartburg to
Wittenberg” demonstrates Yu. Golubkin’s literary talent. The scientist’s language is rich in epithets,
metaphors, comparisons and phraseological constructions. The lively, figurative narrative of
historian includes his brilliant translations of German sources on the Reformation, and the works of
German scientists. Even in the conclusions to the article Yu. Golubkin uses figurative means: “...the
material we have examined confirms the truth of the saying: “Not all those cooks who publicly
boast of this”. The true “cook” who organized the return of Luther from Wartburg to Wittenberg
was the shadowed, laconic Frederick the Wise. Luther, in the diplomatic kitchen of the Elector of
Saxon, was assigned, first of all, the role of a ladle, by means of which it was necessary to remove
the scale formed as a result of the Wittenberg movement of 15211522 (...paccmompennwiii Hamu
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noxeansiemcs smum». ITloonunnvim «noeapomy, opcaHuzoeasuium e603epauieHue ﬂmmepa us
Bapmb6ypea 6 Bummenbepe, 6vin ocmasaguiuiics 8 menu, HeMHO20C108HblL Ppudpux Myopuwiii.
Jliomepy oice 8 ouniomamuueckou Kyxue xKypgiopcma CakcoHCKO20 0mBOOUNACL Npedicoe 6ce20
POb  nosapewiku, nocpeoCcmeomM KOMOPOU HAONENCAl0 CHAMb HAKUNb, 00pa308a6UyIOCs 8
pesyrbmame Bummenbepeckozo osudcenus 1521-1522 22.) (Golubkin 2010b, 85).

It is safe to say that the individual scientific style of Yu. Golubkin is characterized by
“intellectual expressiveness”, which in modern scientific literature is realized with the help of such
means as metaphors, comparisons, repetitions, expressive clarifications, remarks-insertions, special
emphasis of individual members of the sentence and phrases, the use of homogeneous members of
the sentence for the purpose of expressiveness, and the like. In the scientific presentation, colloquial
means can also be used, even elements of direct speech as an imitation of dialogue, interrogative
and exclamatory sentences (lvasenko 2015).

We also would like to note the talent of Yu. Golubkin as a masterly translator. Here is an
excerpt from the article “The Return of Martin Luther from Wartburg to Wittenberg”: “Now let’s
figure out what kind of cross is mentioned in the letter in question. The clarification is contained in
the book by Gerhard Bréandler. But the translator completely distorts its meaning, translating the
word “Négel” as “claws”. The result is a “shrine of a special kind with claws, spears and whips”.
However, another meaning of the word “Négel” is “nails”. And in Luther’s letter it is said not just
about some kind of cross, from which for some reason claws protrude, but about the one on which
Christ was crucified. And not claws, but nails 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 mentioned in it is a symbol of the suffering inflicted on the Elector by the
Wittenberg movement... In a passage, the meaning of which the translator cannot grasp, it is said
that a Christian, including an elector, must humbly endure the trials and sufferings that have
befallen him. And the betrayal of his fellows, t00” (Tenepv pazbepemcs, o kaxom dnce kpecme
2080PUMCSL 8 PACCMAMPUBAEMOM NUcbMe. IMO paszvsicHeHue cooepixcumcs 6 kHuee Iepxapoa
Bpenonepa. Ho nepesoouuya cosepuienno uckaxcaem e2o cmwlcl, nepesoos cioso «Nagely kax
«xoemuy. B pe3yilomame 603HUKaent «CEsAMmulHA 0c06020 pO@CZ C KocmAMU, KONbAMU U ouuamuy.
Oonaxko opyeoe 3nauenue crosa «Nagel» — «eeozoun. U 6 nucvme Jlromepa 2o6opumcsi He npocmo o
KAKoOM-mo Kpecme, U3 Komopozco nodemy-mo mopdant koemu, a 0 mom, Ha Konmopom Ovln pacniam
Xpucmoc. U ne xoemu, a 26030u enusanuce 6 Eco pyku, u nepeo pacnamuem On Ovin noosepeHym
buuesanuio, a nocie 3mo20 00UH U3 60UHO8 Konbem npouzul Emy peopa. Iucvmo Jlromepa 2nyboxo
CUMBOJIUYHO, U Kpecm, O KOMOPOM 6 HeEM cO080pUmMCcsi, — Mo CUMe60] cmpadanuﬁ, NPpUYUHEHHbIX
Kypghropcmy Bummenbepeckum O08UNCEHUEM, O KOMOPOM, KAK Mbl OMMeyanu, OYKEAIbHO He

ynomunaemcst) (Golubkin 2010b, 80). Accuracy of translation, attention to detail and intuition of a



scientist are the features that distinguished Yu. Golubkin as a brilliant translator of the Reformation
era German-language sources and studies of the Reformation movement.

Thus, the study of the Reformation in the writings of Yu. Golubkin covered several main
research areas: the investigation of Martin Luther’s life, activity, and scientific creativity;
consideration of the reformation movement events in the 1520s-1530s; characteristics of the
Reformation history sources; analysis of the Reformation historiography. The significance of the
scholar’s contribution to the research of these problems was determined by his highest general
culture, brilliant scientific erudition, deep penetration into the content of historical sources, lack of
admiration for the assessments of figures and events of the past established in the historiographic
tradition, and as a result, independence, validity of conclusions and their clarity formulations.
Therefore, now Yu. Golubkin’s works retain the most significant theoretical and practical
importance for new generations of scientists who turn to the study of the Reformation in Germany.

At the same time, it is to be hoped that these works will become the object of further
historiographic study, which will make it possible to comprehensively evaluate the significant
contribution of Yu. Golubkin to the research of the most important problems of the Middle Ages

and the Early Modern Age history*.
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Abstract. The aim of the research is determination of the main content of scientific works by the
outstanding medievalist Yuri Golubkin devoted to the research of the Reformation. Yu. Golubkin is
the author of over 90 scientific, popular science, educational and methodical works on the history of
the Middle Ages and Early Modern Age. It is noted that the scientist’s activity was connected with
the Martin Luther’s works and Luther’s participation in the Reformation studying. The research
methodology is based on use of historical-typological, historical-genetic and historical-comparative
methods, in the complex with the principles of scientificity, historicism and objectivity. The
scientific novelty of the research covers the definition of the main directions of the study of the
Reformation in the works of Yu. Golubkin and the analysis of the content of the main stages of the
scientific activity of the researcher. It is determined that at the first stage (in the works of the
1970s-1980s) Yu. Golubkin focused on the socio-political views of Martin Luther and his
participation in the early bourgeois revolution in Germany. It is defined that at the second stage (in
the works of the 1990s-2000s), the researcher analyzed the formation of Luther’s religious beliefs
and his participation in the creation of the Evangelical Church. In the scientist’s articles and
translations the peculiarities of his individual style are clearly expressed. It is characterized by
expression, wide use of metaphors, epithets, phraseological units. The conclusion about the
connection of the scientific work with his translations of the reformer’s main works is made. The
necessity of studying the innovative approach of Yu. Golubkin to the Martin Luther’s activity
determines the prospects for further research of the historian’s work as a significant contribution to

the Reformation historiography.
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HoBaTop nocaigxenns Pedopmaunii: cnenudika npodjeMaTUKH Ta iIHAMBITYAJIbHOI0 CTHIIO Y

HaykoBux npausx lO. I'oayOkina

Peztome. Meta OCTIIKEHHS TIOJIATAaE B TOMY, 100 BU3HAYUTH OCHOBHHUI 3MICT HAyKOBHX Ipallb
BupatHoro mexieBicta Opis OmnekciiioBnuya [omyOkiHa, mpucBsYeHMX BUBUYEHHIO Pedopmarrii.
1O. I'ony6kin € aBTopoMm Outbll K 90 HAYKOBHX, HAYKOBO-TOMYJISIPHUX, HABYAJIbHO-METOIUYHUX
npaup 3 icropii CepennpoBiuus i panHboro Hooro yacy. 3a3HaueHo, 10 JisSUIbHICTh yYEHOTo Oyiia
MOB’si3aHa 3 JIOCIHI/DKCHHSIM TBOpuYocTi Maprina Jlrotepa 1 ioro ydacti B momisx Pedopmarrii.
MeTto0m0Tis  TOCHIPKEHHSI TPYHTYEThCSI Ha 3acCTOCYBaHHI 1CTOPUKO-TEHETUYHOIO, 1CTOPUKO-
TUIIOJIOTIYHOTO, 1CTOPUKO-TIOPIBHSUIBHOTO METOMAIB, y TMOE€IHAHHI 3 MPHUHIMIIAMU HayKOBOCTI,
icropusmMy, 00’ ekTHBHOCTI. HaykoBa HOBH3HA JTOCIIHKCHHS BU3HAYAETHCS 3’ ICYBAHHSIM TIPOBITHUX
HanpsiMiB BuBuYeHHS Pedopmarii y npamsx FO. TomyOkiHa W aHaIi30M 3MICTY OCHOBHUX €TalliB
HAyKOBOI AisNIBHOCTI AocHiaHuKa. BusHaueHo, mo Ha nepmomy etami (y nparsx 1970-1980-x pp.)
1O. 'onmyOkiH NpUALISIB OCHOBHY yBary coLiaJIbHO-MIOJITHYHUM HorisgaM Maprina Jlrotepa 1 Horo
y4acTi B paHHbOOYpKyas3Hii peBoirorii B HiMeyunHni. BcraHoBneHo, mo Ha apyromy erami (y
poborax 1990-2000-x pp.) HOCHiAHMK TMpoaHaizyBaB (OpPMyBaHHS pENITIHHUX TEpEeKOHAHb
Jlrotepa 1 fioro y4yacte y CTBOpEHHI €BaHresliyHOi IIEpKBU. Y CTATTAX 1 MepeKiIagax BYEHOTro
CKpaBO BHpaXKeHi OCOOIMBOCTI HOTO iHAMBiTyambHOTO CTMmIO. oMy HpHTaMaHHi eKcIpecis,
IIMPOKE BUKOPHUCTAaHHSA MeTadop, emiTeTiB, ¢pa3eosoriamiB. 3po0JeHO BUCHOBOK, HI0 HAyKoBa
nisbHICTh  FO. T'onmyOkina Oyna TICHO TMOB’si3aHa 3 HOro MepekiaaMd OCHOBHUX TBOpIB
pedopmatopa. HeoOxigHiCTh BHBUEHHsS HoBaTtopchbkoro miaxoay FO. I'omyOkiH g0 misibHOCTI
Maprina Jlrorepa BHM3HAa4Ya€ MEPCIEKTUBU MOJAIBLIMX JOCHIUKEHb TBOPYOCTI ICTOpHUKA SIK
BaromMoro BHECKY B icropiorpadiro Pedopmarrii.

Knrwouoei cnoea: Maprtin Jlotep, Bittenbepr, pepopmarop, icropuyHe Jpkepeno, ictopiorpadis,

Iepekian, Ha}/KOBI/Iﬁ CTHUJIb.
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