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COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF MATERIALS ON THE 1932-1933 HOLODOMOR
IN UKRAINE PUBLISHED IN THE NEWSPAPER «MANCHESTER GUARDIAN»

Abstract. Objective of the Study. The aim of the article is a comparative analysis of the publications of the Manchester
Guardian from September 1933 that covered the events of the Holodomor in Ukraine. Particular attention is given to texts that
confirmed the fact of the Holodomor and those that denied it.

Scientific Novelty. Despite the growing research interest in the representation of the Holodomor of 1932—1933 in Ukraine
within the English-language information space, a number of aspects of this topic remain underexplored. One of them is the
coexistence of opposing interpretations of the tragedy within a single publication. The Manchester Guardian materials from
September 1933 make it possible to trace how two different approaches to covering the tragic events in Ukraine functioned
simultaneously. Some publications were based on concrete facts, eyewitness testimonies, statistical data, and references to
specific localities. Others presented general assessments without clarifying sources and often reproduced key theses of Soviet
propaganda. Some of these texts also included uncritical praise of the Soviet political and economic model.

Conclusions. In September 1933, the Manchester Guardian became one of the key English-language sources that docu-
mented the reaction of the European information space to the Holodomor in Ukraine. The publications that confirmed the ex-
istence of the famine were characterized by a high degree of factual accuracy. They contained concrete testimonies, statistical
data, references to specific localities, and contextual details that made it possible to reconstruct the situation on the ground.
These materials provided a foundation for understanding the tragedy as a systemic phenomenon rather than an accidental food
crisis. At the same time, the publications that questioned or directly denied the famine were based on generalizations formed
during brief visits to the Soviet Union. Some of these texts reproduced the official rhetoric of Soviet propaganda, including
claims of high harvest yields, peasant satisfaction, and positive developments in the country. Certain authors not only denied
the existence of the crisis but also openly praised the achievements of the USSR, disregarding the humanitarian consequences
of the policies being implemented.

Keywords: Holodomor, Manchester Guardian, English-language press, Soviet Union, propaganda, 1933, Ukraine, media
discourse.
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MOPIBHSIJIBHUM AHAJII3 MATEPIAJIB I3 BUCBITJIEHHS I'OJIOJJOMOPY
1932-1933 PP. B YKPAIHI B TABETI <MANCHESTER GUARDIAN»

Anomauia. Mema cmammi. Memoro cmammi € nopisHanbHull ananiz nyoaikayit eazemu «Manchester Guardiany 3a
sepeceny 1933 p., 6 axux sucgimiueno noodii Ionodomopy 6 Ykpaini. Ocobausy yeazy npuoiieHo mexkcmam, ujo niomeepodrcysaiu
¢paxm T'onodomopy, i mum, wjo 1020 3anepeuysanu.

Haykosa nosusna. Ilonpu 3pocmanus 00crioHuybko2o inmepecy 0o giooopadcennsa I'onodomopy 1932—1933 pp. 6 Vkpa-
iHi 6 aHeNOMOBHOMY THGOPMAYTIIHOMY RPOCMOPT, HU3KA ACheKMi8 yiel memu 3aIuaemsbcs Mai000caiodceno. OOHUM i3 HUX €
CRIBICHYBAHHSA NPOMUNENHCHUX MPAKNMYBAHb Mpazedii 8 mexcax 00Ho2o eudanns. Mamepianu «Manchester Guardiany 3a eéepe-
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cenv 1933 p. daiomwv 3mo02y npocmedicumu, sIK 0OHOUACHO (PYHKYIOHYSATU 08 PI3HI NIOX00U 00 BUCEIMIEHHS MPALIYHUX NOOIL
6 Yrpaini. O0ui nyonikayii tpyHmyeanucs Ha KOHKPEemHUX (Qakmax, c8iOueHHsAX o4esUoyis, CMamucmuyHuxX OaHUX ma 32a0Kax
npo okpemi Haceneni nynkmu. Ihwi nodasanu 3a2anvbii oyinKu 6e3 YymouneHHss 0dxcepel i uacmo 8i0meoprosanu Kiouosi mesu
PAOSAHCHKOL nponazanou. dacmuna maxkux mexkcmie markoxie MiCmuia HeKpUMuyHe GUXEANSAHHSL NOAIMUYHOL Ma eKOHOMIYHOT
mooeni CPCP.

Bucnosxu. I'azema «Manchester Guardian» y eepecni 1933 p. cmana oOHUM i3 KIOUOBUX AHSLOMOBHUX Odcepel, SIKI
saghixcysanu pearkyito €8poneiicpko2o ingopmayitinoeo npocmopy Ha Tonooomop 1932—1933 pp. ¢ Vipaini. Ilybnixkayii, wo
niomeepoicysanu pakm I'onodomopy, nosnaueni sucokum pisnem gaxmagicy. Bonu micmsime KOHKpemui ceiouents, cmamuc-
muuHi Oani, 32a0KU NPO HACENEHI NYHKMU Ma 00CMAgUHU, Wo 00360510Mb PEKOHCMPYlosamu cumyayiio na micysx. L{i mame-
planu cmeopiosanu niOIPYHNs Oisk OCMUCLEHHs Mpazeoil K CUCIEMHO20 A8Ud, d He BUNAOK080I NP0006oabHol Kpusu. Boono-
yac ny6rikayii, wo cmagunu nio cymuie ¢pakm I'onodomopy abo npsamo 1020 3anepeyvysanu, epyHmMySaiucs Ha Y3a2aibHeHHsIX,
ompumanux nio yac kopomxux izumie 0o CPCP. Yacmuna makux mexcmis 6i0meopiosana oQiyiiiHy pumopurxy paosiHcbKoi
nponazanou, 30Kpema MeepoNCeH sl PO BUCOKY 8POICAUHICMb, 3A00BONEHHS CENAH | NO3UMUBHI 3MiHU 6 Oepaicasi. Jlesxi ag-
mopu He nuwe 3anepeuysanu gaxm Ionodomopy, a i eidsepmo 3axonmosanucs docsenennamu CPCP, ne bepyuu 0o ysaeu
He2amueHi 2YMaHimaphi HacIioOKu 8i0 peanizayii paosaHCbKoi NOTIMUKU.

Kniouosi cnosa: I'onooomop, Manchester Guardian, anenomosna npeca, CPCP, padsncwra nponaecanoa, 1933 pix, Yrpa-
ina, icmopuuna nyoniyucmuxa.

Problem statement

In 1933, in the context of intensified Soviet informational isolation of Ukrainian society, the
topic of the Holodomor in Ukraine became the subject of public discussion in the English-language
press. One of the central platforms of this discussion was the British newspaper «Manchester
Guardian». In September of the same year, a series of articles and letters to the editor were published
on its pages, representing two opposing positions: the confirmation of the fact of mass and artificial
famine in Ukraine and its complete or partial denial. Such polarization of views on the pages of a
single publication indicates the complexity of forming an international understanding of the nature
and scale of the Holodomor of 1932-1933 in Ukraine.

On the one hand, the authors who wrote about mass mortality, depopulation of villages, the
negative consequences of grain procurement policy and forced grain seizure, presented specific
facts about the Holodomor, including geographical names of regions affected by the famine,
personalized testimonies of eyewitnesses, and statistical data on the victims. On the other hand, the
texts that denied the Holodomor were based mainly on subjective impressions from travels across
the territory of the USSR, often without specifying particular localities or sources of information,
and often repeated theses characteristic of Soviet propaganda. In view of the above, the topic we
have raised is relevant for further study and analysis.

Analysis of recent research and publications

The topic of the Holodomor of 1932—-1933 in Ukraine is the subject of multifaceted scholarly
reflection, in which both Ukrainian and foreign researchers have taken part. Particular attention
within this issue has been devoted to the question of how the events were represented in the Western
press. A significant contribution to the study of related aspects has been made by a number of
authors. In particular, Andrii Kozytskyi analyzed the methods used by the Soviet authorities to
deny the Holodomor, as well as the propagandistic narratives aimed at a Western audience in order
to distort perceptions of the situation in the USSR'. Victor Hudz examined the representation of
the Holodomor in publications of English-language periodicals, in particular in the materials of
the newspaper «Manchester Guardian»’. Andrii Mikheiev studied the reaction of the English-
speaking world to the events in Soviet Ukraine in 1932—-1933.> Among the sources that deserve
particular attention are the reports by Andrew Cairns, published under the title «The Soviet Famine
1932-33: An Eye-Witness Account of Conditions in the Spring and Summer of 1932»*. In 1932, he
undertook a months-long trip to the USSR, including to Ukraine, with the aim of assessing the state

1 Kosumpkuii A. Benrka 6pexus. MeTtoaun, HapaTHBH Ta AnHaMiKka 3anepedeHust omogomopy. Xapkis. 2023. 368 c.

2 Tym3b B. [ouarkosuii eTan gocnimpkenns icropii Fononomopy B Ykpaini. Haykosi sanucku Hayionansnozo ynisepcumemy « Ocmposvka
axaoemiay. Cepis «Icmopuuni naykuy. 2014. Bur. 22 C. 234 - 246.

3 Mikheiev A. Reaction of the English-speaking world on the Holodomor 1932-1933 in Soviet Ukraine. European philosophical and
historical discourse. 2022. 8, P. 26-32.

4 Cairns, A. (1989). The Soviet Famine 1932-33: An Eye-Witness Account of Conditions in the Spring and Summer of 1932. Edited by
Tony Kuz. Canadian Institute of Ukrainian Studies, University of Alberta.
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of agriculture. His reports contain information about the socio-economic situation in rural areas,
recorded cases of malnutrition, forced resettlements, and the impoverishment of peasants as a result
of collectivization. Despite the existence of these and other substantial studies, a significant body of
publications in the English-language press that covered the Holodomor in Ukraine — particularly
in the newspaper «Manchester Guardian» — still remains beyond the scope of thorough scholarly
analysis.

Aim of the article

The purpose of the article is a comparative analysis of the publications of the newspaper
«Manchester Guardian» from September 1933 that covered the Holodomor in Ukraine.

Presentation of the main material

The publications of the «Manchester Guardian» from September 1933 concerning the
Holodomor of 1932—-1933 in Ukraine represent a thematically and generically diverse body of
sources, including both editorial materials and numerous letters to the editor. It is important to note
that most of the publications confirming the fact of the Holodomor were reprints from other sources
or contained direct testimonies of eyewitnesses — in particular, letters from refugees or travelers
who had relatives in Ukraine. Such testimonies include specific geographical locations, population
loss figures, and descriptions of everyday realities that were difficult to fabricate.

In contrast, the texts denying the Holodomor were also mostly presented in the form of letters
to the editor, but were generally based on the experience of short-term trips to the Soviet Union
or on propagandistic reports. A characteristic example is the letter by J. Beauchamp, who stated:
« travelled during July of this year over many hundreds of miles over Soviet Ukraine, without a
guide or interpreter... [ bought food from peasants at the numerous stations at which we stopped»’.
Similarly, W. Wellock denied the famine in Kyiv, referring to his own observations: «I happened
to be in Kiev during the week following the appearance of this article... I certainly saw no signs of
famine in Kiev»®.

Haronocumo, 1o o6uaBi rpynu aBTOpiB: SK Ti, IO MIATBEPKYBalIU (AaKT rojody, Tak i Ti,
0 HOTo 3arepeduyBalii, aneloBalid 10 0COOMCTOTO AocBimy. IIpoTe Mik UMHU CBITYCHHSIMH €
MIPUHIIMIIOBA PI3HULA B TOCTYII 10 Jukepen iHdopmarii. Ti, XxTo miaTBeppkyBas ['onongomop, 4acto
MocWIIaics Ha Oe3rmocepeHi KOHTAKTH 3 CestHaMHu a0o0 JIMCTH BiJ PITHUX, SKi 3aJUIIMIUCS B
Vkpaini. Ixai ononenTn GyayBaiy CBOIO apryMEHTAIliI0 HA BPayKEHHSX BiJ MOT310K, 4acTo oOMe-
KEHHX BeIMKuMU Mictamu. Hampukian, k. xarrep nucas: «I did not see any corpses either in
the market-place or in any other part of the city, although I travelled about at pretty extensively»’.

The materials that question or directly deny the Holodomor of 1932—-1933 in Ukraine are
based primarily on personal travel experiences, trust in official information from Soviet sources,
and skepticism toward the testimonies of refugees or Western journalists. These publications lack
concrete data on demographic losses. Instead of attempting systematic analysis, the authors are
generally limited to generalized personal observations, which are not accompanied by verifiable
evidence. One of the main voices of this group is J. Beauchamp, who published two letters. In her
letter of 7 September 1933, she criticized L. Gibson for publishing a refugee’s testimony: «Does
anybody who is capable of using his brain at all really believe this statement?... If this statement
were true it would mean that roughly a million peasants would have died of starvation...»®. In her
letter of 18 September 1933, she referred to a statement by French politician Edouard Herriot, who
allegedly saw no signs of famine during his trip to Ukraine: «In Ukraine, which had been reported
suffering from grain scarcity he had seen nothing but prosperity»’.

Beauchamp, J. (1933). The harvest in Russia. «Managed» tours. Manchester Guardian, Thu, Sep 07, P. 18.
Wellock, W. (1933). An impression of Kiev. Manchester Guardian, Mon, Sep 18, P. 16.

Jagger, J. (1933). A visit to the Ukraine. Manchester Guardian, Mon, Sep 18, P. 16.

Beauchamp, J. (1933). The harvest in Russia. «Managed» tours. Manchester Guardian, Thu, Sep 07, P. 18.
Beauchamp, J. (1933). M. Herriot’s statement. Manchester Guardian, Mon, Sep 18, P. 16.

O 0 3 W

142



Tonoo, I'onooomop 1932-1933 pp..

A similar rhetoric was used by the American researcher S. Eddy. In his letter of 8 September
1933, he wrote:«I found this year probably the greatest harvest in history of Russia. As one
journeyed by trail or motor, hour after hour one saw the harvested grain standing in shocks in the
broad, unfenced fields clear to the horizon»'’. Although S. Eddy acknowledged the suffering of
the population during the past winter, he predicted improvements from the new sowing campaign
and an increase in the harvest. At the same time, he either dismissed or attempted to rationalize the
testimonies about mortality. Thus, when checking the rumors about the village of Havrylivka, he
wrote: «We found that among 1,100 families three individuals died of typhus»''.

Another defender of the Soviet point of view was G. H. Barber, who emphasized his independent
status and extensive experience of traveling across the USSR: «I have recently returned from an
extensive independent tour of Russia, travelling many thousands of miles by air, road, and sea to
the most important cities and far-away outlying districts, including Leningrad, Moscow, Kharkov,
Sebastopol, Yalta, Odessa, Kiev, etc...»'?. He stated that he had not seen a single case that would
confirm the existence of famine: «The harvest this year is over 20 per cent better than last year»'3.
W. Wellock expressed a similar rhetoric. He rejected the information about mass mortality in Kyiv
that had been published in the Western press: «In view of my experiences there this quotation
appears fantastic and incredible»'*. He also mentioned that 40,000 Kyiv workers voluntarily helped
with the harvest and presented this as evidence of the availability of food: «This illustration was
given as a proof that there was plenty of work and food for all who was willing to work, and
that, no one starved»'. J. Jagger spoke in the same tone. He claimed that during his trip to Kyiv
he did not see «any corpses — neither in the market nor in any other part of the city», and also
visited various enterprises and even a rally, where he «did not hear a single word about famine»'®.
Thus, his argumentation is based exclusively on personal visual observations, without taking into
account other sources of information or critically analyzing reports on the situation in the region.
A common feature of most of these letters is the emphasis on individual observations and general
impressions gained during a short stay in the USSR. The authors generally did not take into account
the socio-economic context or testimonies from other sources, focusing instead on subjective
experience and displaying a skeptical attitude toward alternative interpretations. At the same time,
none of them provided objective or verified statistical data. Such experience — limited in space
and time — cannot be considered sufficient to refute the numerous testimonies about the large-
scale humanitarian catastrophe in Ukraine coming from other sources, particularly from direct
eyewitnesses.

The publications that supported the existence of the Holodomor of 1932—-1933 in Ukraine
are characterized by specificity and extensive use of personal testimonies. They appeal to the
experiences of refugees as well as to numerous reports in the foreign and Soviet press, which
directly or indirectly confirmed the facts of mass mortality, food shortages, cannibalism, and social
disintegration. One of the most striking texts was a letter from a refugee from Ukraine, provided
by L. Gibson and published in the «Manchester Guardian» on 2 September 1933. The witness,
who had fled from Ukraine to Romania, described the systematic grain confiscation: «When the
Russians started the grain collection last autumn and winter they not only took the surplus grain,
but took absolutely everything to the last grain»!’. The document also spoke about mass mortality
and decline in Soviet Ukraine: «Hunger had already started last autumn, and after Christmas deaths
occurred from starvation. At first there were single instances, and then they became more frequent,
and now they are dying in countless numbersy»'®.

10 Eddy, S. (1933). The harvest in Russia. This year and last. Manchester Guardian, Fri, Sep 08, P. 18.

11 Tam camo, C. 18.

12 Barber, G. H. (1933). Improved conditions. Manchester Guardian, Mon, Sep 18, P. 16.

13 Tam camo, C. 16.

14 Wellock, W. (1933). An impression of Kiev. Manchester Guardian, Mon, Sep 18, P. 16.

15 Tam camo, C. 16.

16 Jagger, J. (1933). A visit to the Ukraine. Manchester Guardian, Mon, Sep 18, P. 16.

17  Gibson, L. (1933). Famine in Soviet Ukraine. A Refugee’s Letter. Manchester Guardian, Sat, Sep 02, P. 15.
18 Tam camo, C. 15.
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~ Extremely important as well is the testimony of M. Stebalo — a Ukrainian woman who
emigrated to the United States in 1913 but returned to the USSR as a tourist in the summer of
1933 to visit her family. Her account is the testimony of an eyewitness who visited Ukrainian
villages suffering from the Holodomor. She learned about the death of her mother and brothers in
the village of Pysarivka, where «out of 800 village residents, 150 had died in recent months»'.
The comparison of this experience with the official Soviet rhetoric about a good harvest creates
a stark contrast and evokes distrust toward the reports of prosperity. The letter also provides
statistical data on the demographic depopulation of entire villages: «In the village of Zalyvanchyna,
out of 3,500 residents in 1932, 2,000 had died; in the village of Nemyrynci, only a few families
remained»®’. Such figures contradict claims about the localized or temporary nature of the
Holodomor and testify to its scale and the artificial character of its creation by the Soviet authorities.
Particular attention should be given to the testimonies of Czechoslovak workers who were in Kyiv
and reported daily deaths on the streets: «At the market-place at Kiev every night there are eight or ten
bodies quickly stripped of their clothes. In the morning carts arrive and them away to be burried»?'.
Such testimonies clearly demonstrate the humanitarian catastrophe in the capital of the Ukrainian SSR.

In an analytical article, A. Baikalov exposed the Soviet propagandistic claim about a
record harvest in 1933. The author explained that the harvest was uneven, and in many regions the
sowing campaign had failed: «In many important districts, the area of sown land by April 30 was
significantly smaller than in 1932. In many cases, taxes and ‘funds’ will take from the peasants
up to 80% or even 90% of the entire harvest»??. The researcher asserted that because of this «the
quantity of grain left in the villages for feeding of the peasant population will be entirely inadequate
to meet the requirementsy, thereby confirming not only the existence of the Holodomor but also
the systemic and artificial nature of the causes behind it*. In particular, excessive taxation of the
peasants and the unjustifiably inflated targets of the grain procurement campaign were among the
reasons for the artificial and mass nature of the Holodomor in Ukraine. As A. Baikalov noted in his
letter: «In many districts of the Ukraine... the Government was forced to grant large seed loans»*.
These data point to problems that often remained outside the view of tourists but were recorded in
official Soviet sources at the internal level, which contributed to the spread of propagandistic claims
about the country’s overall prosperity during that period. Thus, this group of sources is distinguished
by a high degree of detail, geographical specificity, and a variety of evidentiary methods — from
eyewitness testimonies to statistical calculations and the refutation of official information — which
lends them credibility.

The materials that confirm the facts of the Holodomor of 1932—-1933 in Ukraine, and those
that deny it, are characterized not only by content differences but also by fundamentally different
approaches. In the case of authors who confirmed the fact of the Holodomor, a strategy of testimony
prevailed: appeal to the experiences of victims, eyewitnesses, relatives, and refugees. These texts
present factual information that includes geographical names, objective indicators, quotations from
eyewitness accounts, as well as references to additional sources, which enables comparative analysis
and verification of the content of the reports. The events described in these materials concern mass
mortality, significant population decline in specific villages, and the neglected condition of residents
in cities — particularly in Kyiv.

The comparison of publications that denied the Holodomor in Ukraine with those that
confirmed it requires not only content analysis but also a critical assessment of the source nature
of these testimonies. A key factor that undermines the credibility of propagandistic publications is
the lack of access their authors had to information unfiltered by the Soviet authorities. Most of the
letters denying the Holodomor were written following organized trips to the USSR, during which

19  Gibson, L. (1933). The harvest in Russia. Cases of starvation. Manchester Guardian, Wed, Sep 13, P. 18.

20 Tawm camo, C. 18.

21 Tawm camo, C. 18.

22 Baikaloff, A. V. (1933). The harvest in Russia. Some adverse factors. Manchester Guardian, Tue, Sep 19, P. 18.
23  Tawm camo, C. 18.

24 Tawm camo, C. 18.
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foreign observers were allowed to travel only along designated routes, interact with pre-selected
interlocutors, and receive information pre-approved by Soviet officials. This format of visitation
effectively excluded the possibility of verifying information or communicating with the population
beyond the limits of the official scenario.

The second critical limitation is that the testimonies of these authors are not only unsupported
by independent sources but often contradict documented facts. For instance, claims about record
harvests and economic improvement stand in contrast to official Soviet statistical reports, which—
although not publicly released in 1933—Tlater confirmed a significant reduction in sown areas, an
acute food shortage, and the need for emergency internal subsidies.

Acthird aspect is the absence in such materials of any element of comparison or contextualization.
None of the authors who denied the Holodomor engaged in an analysis of agricultural trends in
previous years, nor did they correlate what they observed with the consequences of collectivization
or grain procurement policies. All evaluations are presented as fragmentary judgments based on
limited experience, without any attempt to verify or consider alternative perspectives.

The assessment of the reliability of the «Manchester Guardian» publications becomes more
convincing when placed in the context of other English-language sources of the time. Facts similar
to those presented in the letters about the Holodomor were confirmed in publications of newspapers
such as «The Times», «The Daily Express», «The New York Evening Post», and «Chicago Daily
Newsy, as well as in the reports of journalists M. Muggeridge and G. Jones. The consistency of
testimonies from various sources allows the truthful publications of the «Manchester Guardian» to
be viewed as part of a broader body of independent journalism.

Some authors — such as S. Eddy or J. Beauchamp — demonstrate not only trust in Soviet
claims but also political or ideological sympathy for the regime itself. This type of engagement
diminishes the value of the source not because of bias per se, but due to the absence of any effort
to recognize or minimize it. In none of the letters or articles from this group is there any sign of an
attempt to acknowledge the ambiguity of the situation, to question the information received, or to
admit the possible limitations of one’s own experience. All statements are presented as unequivocal
conclusions. The lack of doubt and the categorical nature of such judgments — in the context of
a complex, multifactor humanitarian crisis — may indicate a pre-formed position rather than one
resulting from independent observation.

Conclusions

The publications in the «Manchester Guardian» from September 1933 provide a unique
opportunity to reconstruct not only the discussion surrounding the Holodomor of 1932-1933 in
Ukraine, but also the mechanisms by which Western opinion was formed regarding events taking
place behind the «Iron Curtain» — long before its official emergence. Two clear approaches can
be traced in the newspaper materials: representatives of the first insisted on the truth about mass
mortality, depopulated villages, cannibalism, and catastrophic living conditions; those of the second
categorically denied this, relying on their personal travel experiences, official statements from
Soviet authorities, or a belief in the positive changes in the USSR.

Summing up the analysis of the September selection of publications in the «Manchester
Guardian», we assert that the collected body of sources reflected a profound divergence in the
perception of the Holodomor in Ukraine in the autumn of 1933. On the one hand, the available
eyewitness testimonies conveying local experiences — documented in the form of letters,
interviews, statistical data, and reports on specific settlements — made it possible to reconstruct the
real humanitarian catastrophe. On the other hand, a number of publications demonstrated complete
or partial distrust of such testimonies, arguing their position by citing the absence of signs of famine
in urban environments or referring to their own positive experiences of travel to the USSR.

This comparison of sources makes it possible to trace not only the competition of interpretations
but also to shape a modern understanding of how representations of Soviet reality were formed in the
British public space. From a historical perspective, these materials constitute important evidence of
how, under conditions of limited access to reliable information and amid the active efforts of Soviet
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propaganda, the Western discourse on events in Ukraine took shape. They also demonstrate that
the process of understanding the scale and causes of the Holodomor was lengthy and depended not
only on facts, but also on the willingness of individual journalists, political and public figures, and
readers to accept information that contradicted official ideological narratives.
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