FORUM

Questions for Forum
“Eastern Europe in World History
and World Politics: 1914-2014":

1. Do you think that now, after the Euromaidan and the current Russian-Ukrainian
war, it still make a sense to talk about Eastern Europe as a separate historical
region? Is it time that we start talking about several Eastern Europes? Or do you
think it would be prudent to drop the adjective “Eastern’ altogether?

2. In the 20th century, Eastern Europe used to have a bad reputation as a region
of virulent, exclusive, anti-Semitic, suicidal nationalism. Many scholars and
analysts have noted that nationalism, together with communism, is a historical
marker of this region. Now that communism has largely vanished, nationalism
seems to be “the only game in town” and it looks like the Russian-Ukrainian
war corroborates this opinion. What is your opinion on the role of nationalism in
Eastern Europe? Is it more distinguishable here than other places in the world,
such as Western Europe or elsewhere?

3. The last 100 years saw the outbreak of two world wars begin in Europe. After
the Second World War, the creation of the European Union, and its spread fol-
lowing the end of the Cold War, was meant to bring an everlasting peace to
the continent. However, thinking about the current Russian-Ukrainian war, it is
hard to express that the whole of Europe is at peace. In fact, it seems that the cur-
rent conflict has arisen exactly because of Ukraine’s European ambitions. Is it
possible for Ukraine to be in a peaceful Europe? Or do the aims of the European
Union directly conflict with the geopolitical realities? What lessons can we draw
from the last 100 years that can be applied today and help us understand what
future awaits this region?



GOPYM

e uncno «YkpaiHu MOAEPHOI» TPaJULiIiHO MOUNHAETHCS 3 TIUCKYCIi, siKka 0e3-
MOCEPEIHBO OB’ s3aHa 3 TOJIOBHOIO TeMO0. TINBKH IO MM Pa3oM HMPOIIOHOBAHE
00roOBOpPEHHS BiPI3HAETHCS BiA MOMEPEIHIX TUM, L0 BOHO MPOBAIUIOCS «HAXKHU-
Bo» — 12 BepecHs 2014 p. y JIpBOBi, y pamkax mopigHoro KHmxkoBoro ¢opymy.
o muckycito «YkpaiHa MoznepHa» CHiBOpraHizyBaja pa3oM i3 XypHajioM ‘“New
Eastern Europe”, mo Bumaerbcs B [lompmi. CrpoBokysaB ii mpocdecop Poman
[Mnopsmtok. Sk 4ieH peaxosierii B 00OroBOpeHH1 HaNpsMiB PO3BUTKY JKypHaIly BiH
3pOOUB MPOMO3UIIII0 3HATH 3 Ha3BHM MPUKMETHUK “Eastern” i 0OMEXHUTHCS TUIbKH
“New Europe”. Taka 3mMiHa, Ha HOro AyMKY, Iy>Ke TOUHO O BimoOpaayia HOBI pe-
auii, siki cknanmucst B EBporti, ocoOnuBo micis nepemoru EBpomaiinany Ta BHaCiIOK
POCIHCHKO-YKPaTHCHKOTO BOEHHOTO KOH(IIIKTY — 00 came Ha Teputopii Mixk bepii-
HOM 1 MoCKBOIO Bif0yBalOThCs MOi1, SIKi 3HAYHOIO MipOIO BU3HAYaTUMYTh KOHTYPH
Il XapakTep HOBO1 EBponu.

Penakuii «Ykpainu mogepHoi» Ta “New Eastern Europe” Bupilmin BUHECTH
ITI0 TIPOTIO3HIIiI0 Ha 0OTOBOPEHHS 11032 AUCKYCIEI0 Y paMKax peakosieriin. Born cko-
pucramucs tuM, mo KamkkoBuit hopym 2014 p. 3poOuB 0coOMMBUII HAroJI0C HA
icTopuuHiil Temarumi, 30kpema y kouTekeTi 100-pivus [eprmoi cBitoBoi BidiHU. o
y4acTH y MOAIyMHIN TUCKycii OyJiu 3ampolieHi HayKoBI, K1 IpUixaiu Ha KOoHpe-
penmiro «llepua ceimosa sitina: Ykpaincokuil eumipy», 30praHi3oBany [HCTUTyTOM
ICTOPUYHUX NOCIHIKeHb JIbBIBCHKOTO HAIllOHAJIBHOIO yHIBepcHTETy iMeHi IBaHa
®panka pa3oM 3 IHIIMMHU IHCTUTYLISIMK (MatepisinaM 1€l KoHdepeHii Oyae mpu-
CBSYEHE OKpEME YUCIIO « YKpaiHU MOAEPHOI»).

YdacHHKaM AWCKYCii 3alpOITOHYBAJIH BiMOBICTH HA TPU 3aIIUTAHHS, SKi CTO-
cyBanucs ictopii CxigHoi EBponu 3araiom i poiii HallloHani3My 30Kpema.

Hwx4e nmomaemo 3penaroBani i 3aBTOpHU30BaHI BIAMOBIJI pa3oM i3 mpeamOy-
JIOK0 Ta 3aMUTaHHAMHM J0 AUCKycii. [HIa Bepcis i€l MucKycii mojgaHa B 4acoIuci
“New Eastern Europe”, No. 5 (2014).
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Generally, most people have come to understand what is meant when we refer
to “Eastern Europe”. But if one is to actually contemplate the question “Where
exactly is Eastern Europe,” then the inconsistencies surrounding this concept slowly
begin to emerge. In fact, in the 21st century, the question as to the exact location
of Eastern Europe can be answered in many different ways. In Poland and other
Central European countries, Eastern Europe is today believed to exist somewhere
east of the EU borders. However, if you go further west (still within the European
Union) you can easily find Europeans who see Eastern Europe starting somewhere
east of Germany. Hence, Eastern Europe is not easily geographically defined; it
comes across as a region without borders, which, in turn, begs the question — is it
still correct to use the term “Eastern Europe™?

The etymological meaning of Eastern Europe shows us that a re-conceptuali-
sation of a geographical and political concept is a process that is most often not
undertaken consciously and requires time. Clearly, referring to Eastern Europe as
a bloc of countries situated to the east of Germany (or Poland) is inaccurate — eco-
nomically, politically, geographically and socially. It has become outdated to use
the term “Eastern Europe” to refer to as “otherness”, or something that is between
Europe and the Orient.

Today, in the context of the ongoing conflict between Russia and Ukraine, it
has become even more obvious that we need to find a new framework to understand
our common reference points when describing the region. History does not allow
us to consistently label this region. Still, one needs a historical perspective when
discussing the present of this region, or, if you wish, these regions that were once
labelled as “Eastern Europe”. Therefore we are asking you, as historians of that
region, to answer the following questions:

1) Do you think that now, after the Euromaidan and the current Russian-Ukrainian
war, it still make a sense to talk about Eastern Europe as a separate historical
region? Is it time that we start talking about several Eastern Europes? Or do you
think it would be prudent to drop the adjective “Eastern’ altogether?

Andreas KAPPELER:

Until the beginning of the 19th century, the division between east and west was
of not much importance on the European mental map. In fact, the first divisions
were more in regards to north and south. The south encompassed the civilised world;
the countries that were rooted in ancient Greece and Rome and which included Italy,
Greece and Spain. On the other side were the barbarians who lived in the north:
Sweden, Poland, Russia and so on. It was only in the first half of the 19th century
that this use of “Eastern Europe” became more common.
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In the German-Swiss-Austrian branch of the academic world, we have a long
tradition of understanding the term “Eastern Europe” as referring to all the regions
east of Germany, all the way to the Urals. In fact, we include Russia in this notion
of Eastern Europe, unlike in other academic traditions such as the United States.
For a long time now, we have divided Eastern Europe into three sub-regions: East-
Central Europe; South-Eastern Europe and Eastern Europe. Seemingly, for histori-
ans, this notion is only a pragmatic question and instrument of research. Therefore,
I would argue for this pragmatic use of the terms “East” and “Eastern Europe”.
Clearly, we have to divide Europe into more than south, west and east. At the same
time, however, we have to be aware that these divisions are fluid, as they change
with time.

Frank SYSYN:

We have more than just one concept of Eastern Europe. The idea of East-
Central Europe, as mentioned, could be seen as a part of “Central Europe”, which
in the Polish understanding stretches to Bialystok. The North American tradition is
largely influenced by Oskar Halecki’s book, Borderlands of Western Civilization:
A History of East Central Europe, written in 1950. Halecki, whose family roots can
be traced to Volhynia, was very interested in showing that those territories which
might be called the eastern territories of the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth,
that is Ukraine and Belarus, were not a part of the same civilisational sphere as
Russia. It was because of Halecki that the term “East-Central Europe” took hold in
the United States, above all by the formation of an institute at the Columbia Uni-
versity called the Institute on East Central Europe. If we look elsewhere, we see
Jaroslav Bidlo — a Czech historian — who gave a very different vision of Eastern
Europe pointing to religious civilisational blocs. In my view, the issue of Central
Europe is essential to any vision of what we are going to do with the term Eastern
Europe.

A key part of this debate is whether the Russian-Ukrainian war has changed our
vision and understanding of the region. It has clearly shown us that we need a more
nuanced view of regions. Even our understanding of regions inside regions needs
to be reconsidered. For example, the northern part of Luhansk Oblast is Slobo-
dzhanschyna, and we have learned that Slobodzhanschyna behaves very differently
from the southern part of that region. This example shows us that the most eastern
oblast of Ukraine has a certain social and cultural tradition that unites it with ter-
ritories to the rest of Ukraine.

Halecki had proposed the concept of a “Central Europe”, consisting of its east-
ern and western parts. But the idea of West-Central Europe never took hold (that
would have been Germany). Conversely, East-Central Europe did take on a life of
its own. It now equates to being in a privileged club that gets you into the European
community.



Eastern Europe in World History and World Politics: 1914-2014

Yaroslav HRYTSAK:

It is true that the idea of Eastern Europe is based on perception. A key argument
made by Larry Wolff, author of Inventing Eastern Europe: The Map of Civilization
on the Mind of the Enlightenment, is that this concept was invented. This argument
is often misread: since Eastern Europe was invented, it does not exist.

I do not particularly agree with Larry Wolff. It takes only to read Herodotus
to find out the division “East-West” is as old as the division “North-South” — it is
just that until the modern times, the former did not matter that much as the latter.
Secondly, I even more disagree with those who claim that, as an invented concept,
Eastern Europe does not exist. Eastern Europe is something that is very tangible.
Ask any driver crossing the Polish-Ukrainian border if Eastern Europe exists.
The moment you cross the border, you immediately see the difference in the quali-
ty of the roads. That is why the most visible criteria that could be used nowadays
to determine where Eastern Europe starts would be GDP per capita or other related
indices that reflects standards of living. I do realize that similar criteria with simi-
lar consequences could be applied to other European peripheries, like Portugal or
the Balkans, and discourses on Eastern Europe smacks of Orientalism. Still, when it
comes to tangible criteria it does not make Eastern Europe less “Eastern”.

In many ways, the reason why “Eastern Europe” is seen as a pejorative term
is because, as Larry Wolff noted, it refers to underdevelopment and backwardness.
This negative association with the term is thus now a challenge for countries such
as Ukraine.

Mark von HAGEN:

There is an earlier version of the concept of a “New Eastern Europe”; a British
invention by historian Robert Seton-Watson in the early 20th century. Seton-Wat-
son was an advocate of Czechoslovak and Polish independence and helped influ-
ence Woodrow Wilson’s ideas about Eastern Europe after the First World War. This
means that the last time we heard about a “New Eastern Europe” was at the end
of the First World War and the Treaty of Versailles, which came to be seen as not
just peace, but rather as a continuation of empire that eventually led to the Second
World War.

It was then in 1989 when Mikhail Gorbachev called for a common European
home stretching from Vancouver to Vladivostok. This brings us to reflect on what
Europe really means today and the competing ideas of what Europe is. Europe has
always been an ideal, a utopia, a project and a work in progress. What we have
seen recently in Ukraine illustrates these competing notions of a European order.
On the one hand, there is a Europe based on social democratic values that is cos-
mopolitan, with open borders and an inclusive democratic idea. On the other hand,
there is the new right-wing understanding, which is not so new if you go back to
the world order of fascism and Nazism. This idea is based on conservative values
and the preservation of order and discipline. These competing “Europes” overlay all
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of the regional differences. The EuroMaidan Revolution and the Russian-Ukrainian
war illustrate that Ukraine is now a battleground of these two visions of Europe.

2) In the 20th century, Eastern Europe used to have a bad reputation as a region
of virulent, exclusive, anti-Semitic, suicidal nationalism. Many scholars and
analysts have noted that nationalism, together with communism, is a historical
marker of this region. Now that communism has largely vanished, nationalism
seems to be “the only game in town” and it looks like the Russian-Ukrainian
war corroborates this opinion. What is your opinion on the role of nationalism in
Eastern Europe? Is it more distinguishable here than other places in the world,
such as Western Europe or elsewhere?

Mark von HAGEN:

Nationalism is different in every country. The West has its own forms of na-
tionalism. If we look at the more global problems of defining nations in the Euro-
pean Union — the issue of migration and refugees are now challenging the notions
of nationalism. The nation-state as we know it has always been a stabilising force.
But today, with global capitalism which makes the states less in control of their
own borders and what happens inside these borders, as well as less able to satisfy
the welfare needs of their populations, we see that states are no longer efficient as
a result of broader global forces. This is a very new feature of the world and this
explains why nationalism takes different forms, as well as why it is not enough of
an explanation to understand our context.

Andreas KAPPELER:

We do have to admit, however, that the understanding of nationalism is very
important to the Ukrainian context. We have a strong stereotype of Ukrainian anti-
semitic nationalism in Western Europe, which has its roots in the early 20th century.
Admittedly, this stereotype is alive today. It seems that it is confirmed by the exis-
tence of some extremist groups in Ukraine.

Nationalism is something that can be found in all European countries. It is
present in France, the Netherlands, Austria and Ukraine. Therefore, we can say that
it is a feature of some portions of the European population that, undoubtedly, are
pro-nationalist. Considering the present situation in Ukraine, this thesis becomes
even more explicit, mainly because of the conditions of war. It is deeply concerning
that there are nationalist groups on both the Russian and the Ukrainian sides. My
fear is that if these extremist groups in Russia and Ukraine are accepted as partners
in the government, it would be very difficult to get rid of them. For Ukraine, this
would become a big obstacle for Europeanising that country. Europe will never ac-
cept these groups in power.
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Frank SYSYN:

However, Europe accepts them in power in Hungary, and it accepts them in
running provinces in Austria. I agree that the issue of nationalism is very important
in the context of Ukraine’s acceptance in Europe. But we need to clearly define what
is meant by nationalism. There are many ways to understand nationalism, from radi-
cal, extremist, xenophobic, intolerant groups as opposed to groups who believe that
their nation is an important part of their value system. When describing Ukraine, we
have established a category called “Ukrainian nationalists”. This category means that
if you think Ukrainian is a language, you are a Ukrainian nationalist. And you get
the same title as a person who might be xenophobic, antisemitic and authoritarian.

Yaroslav HRYTSAK:

It is better to use the term nationalism in plural rather than in singular form.
I believe that the separating of nationalism based on the east-west divide is coun-
terproductive. Hans Kohn, with his book on nationalism, was probably the first to
create this division between nationalisms. Kohn argues that western nationalism is
apparently civilised, versus a Ukrainian or eastern nationalism which is bloody, xe-
nophobic and antisemitic. I believe that this division is not valid anymore in nowa-
days academic discussions.

However, we have to discuss the role of nationalism seriously, more specifi-
cally — whether it has really played a critical role in the recent Ukrainian events. If
we compare the EuroMaidan Revolution to other mass protest movements, such as
the Occupy movement, we realise that in many ways these are similar phenomena.
What is more, it is more justified to compare the EuroMaidan with the Occupy
movement than to compare it with the 2004 Orange Revolution. The reason for
comparing Ukraine’s last revolution with the western protest movement is because
similar groups were active in these events — the new middle class and the younger
generation. In this sense, there is nothing particularly national or, if you wish, na-
tionalistic about the EuroMaidan. The major difference between the EuroMaidan
and the Occupy movement, or even the Taxim protests in Istanbul and Bolotnaya
protests in Moscow, is, however, that the EuroMaidan managed to win. The main
reason for this victory, which makes it very distinctive from other protests, is the na-
tional dimension of the EuroMaidan. Without nationalist groups like Pravyi Sektor
(the Right Sector), the EuroMaidan could have continued endlessly and most likely
have suffered the same fate as the Occupy movement or the Bolotnaya protesters.

We cannot discount the role of the nationalist groups in the EuroMaidan Revo-
lution. However, their political popularity shows that they do not have mainstream
appeal. In the recent presidential elections in Ukraine the two nationalist candidates,
Tiahnybok of Svoboda and Yarosh of Pravyi Sektor, faired very poorly — they even
fell behind the leader of the Jewish Congress in Ukraine. Here is the irony of situ-
ation that has been noted by a Russian observer: nationalists can make a revolution
win — but they can not win over a revolution.
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Mark von HAGEN:

It is not just Ukrainians who have a nationalist trait; Russians are also regarded
as nationalist. There is concern, for example, among the Tatars in Russia that the in-
creasing Russian nationalism is affecting Russian-Tatar relations. There will be
some backlash to Putin because of the strong nationalism that he has encouraged.

3) The last 100 years saw the outbreak of two world wars begin in Europe. After
the Second World War, the creation of the European Union, and its spread fol-
lowing the end of the Cold War, was meant to bring an everlasting peace to
the continent. However, thinking about the current Russian-Ukrainian war, it is
hard to express that the whole of Europe is at peace. In fact, it seems that the cur-
rent conflict has arisen exactly because of Ukraine’s European ambitions. Is it
possible for Ukraine to be in a peaceful Europe? Or do the aims of the European
Union directly contradict with the geopolitical realities? What lessons can we
draw from the last 100 years that can be applied today and help us understand
what future awaits this region?

Andreas KAPPELER:

Looking at the Russian-Ukrainian war, I think the example of Yugoslavian
wars can be a comparison. The Bosnian war, for example, had disastrous conse-
quences and there has been no modernisation since.

We can look also at other conflicts in the post-Soviet space, such as Nagorno-
Karabakh, Abkhazia, and South Ossetia. These conflicts have remained frozen and
have not become an opportunity for post-war modernisation. I am pessimistic about
the conflict in eastern Ukraine. I would not agree that the war has any positive im-
pact on the Ukrainian society. What is more, the war has led to a rise in extremist
groups and continues to divide the society.

Frank SYSYN:

I would not say that war is a good thing or that death is a good thing, indeed
these are terrible things. But when we observe what is happening in Ukraine, per-
haps it is possible to identify some positive outcomes. First, there is the consolida-
tion of parts of the south and east of Ukraine, as some of them have chosen Ukraine
over Russia. We have had an expansion of what Ukrainian identity is and finally
a recognition that Russian speakers in Ukraine can be a part of the Ukrainian iden-
tity and the acceptance of this by people in the western and central parts of the coun-
try. We see tremendous growth in the number of people who believe in Ukrainian
independence and statehood. The war has played a role in all these.

The other issue is relations with Russia. The EuroMaidan Revolution and
the war in eastern parts of the country illustrate that the Ukrainian society has re-
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jected the idea of Eurasia as its civilisational sphere. Similarly, the idea of religious
civilisation or the Orthodox Church as somehow in opposition to Europe has been
rejected by the Ukrainian Orthodox Church, which is actually under the Moscow
Patriarchate.

Yaroslav HRYTSAK:

We could talk about a Serbian-Croatian scenario in Ukraine, if Kharkiv, Odesa
and Dnipropetrovsk would be on the other side than Kyiv and Lviv. Then, we would
have the country split in two. Luckily enough, this scenario has collapsed. If you
go to Dnipropetrovsk you will see the flags and pro-Ukrainian atmosphere which
is very reminiscent of Lviv of the late 1980s and early 1990s. Recent surveys show
that the strongest support for “anti-terrorist operation” in Donbas has the high-
est support in the neighboring Dnipropetrovsk region. An irony is that nowadays
the most divisive line in Ukraine now seemingly runs along the border between
the two neighboring Russian speaking Dnipropetrovsk and Donetsk regions.

The comparison of the situation in Ukraine to the Serbian-Croatian scenario
can be made only in terms of a warning about what could happen in the east of
Ukraine. But we have to be careful in regards to this comparison. The territory that
is trying to separate from Ukraine is only a part of Donbas, not even the whole re-
gion. There is no region in Ukraine that favors idea of its separation from Ukraine.
The largest support for separatism is registered in Donbas. Still, even there those
who want to separate made a minority of 30-33%. This confirms the conclusion
reached by many scholars that despite all odds, Ukraine has been relatively stable.

It calls for a shift of focus on our discussions in and on Ukraine: we need pro-
bably to care more on political and economic reforms than on issues of identity. In
fact, the Ukrainian nation does not need to be built because it already exists. It just
needs to be modernized.

Mark von HAGEN:

If we draw some parallels from 100 years ago and today; Ukraine was one
of the first states to benefit from the new doctrine of national self-determination
proclaimed by Woodrow Wilson and confirmed by most Europeans after the First
World War. Ironically enough, it was Ukraine that became one of the first victims of
that policy as well. We have a similar situation today. The EuroMaidan has become
a symbol of Ukrainians challenging Europeans and the EU to stand behind what
they claim as “European values”. The EuroMaidan activists have demonstrated that
they were, in some ways, more European than the Europeans.
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OOPYM

Cxigna EBpona B cBiToBIii icTopii i mosiTuii
1914-2014 pp.

IIpobnemuicts moHTTS «CxigHa EBponay po3nodnHaeThCs 3 BUSHAYEHHS 11 3a-
X11HOT Mexi — a0 3a bpanaeHOyp3pbKUME BOPOTaMH, a00 Ha Cyd4acHOMY CXiTHOMY
kopaoHi EBpocorosy. Ha npakrutii 1ie perion 6e3 KOpJIOHiB, SKHii BaKKO O3HAUYUTH
reorpagiqHo, TOJITHYHO YM eKOHOMIuHO. TepMiH 3acTapiB yepe3 BiJICYTHICTh TYT
KOHKPETHOTO TOJITUYHOTO ONOKY a00 €IMHOT eKOHOMIYHOI Opi€HTalii KpaiH, 110
iX 00’€MHYIOTh IIMM MOHATTAM. HUM 9acTo MO3HAYaIOTh IHAKIIICTE 200 IOCh MiX
EBponoro 1 CxonoMm y mupokoMy po3yMiHHI. B yMoBax pociiichKo-yKpaiHCHKOTO
KOH(MITIKTY mpoObiieMa Takoro BU3HAYCHHS CTajla OYSBUTHOKO.

Jua auckycii Oyno 3anpornoHOBaHO Taki MUTaHHS.

1. Ha Bamry myMmKy, yd Mae ceHc micis EBpomaiinany Ta B yMOBaX Cy4acHOI

POCiNCBKO-yKpaTHCHKOI BilfHM MPOJOBXKYBAaTH roBOpUTH 1po CxinHy EBpo-
Iy SIK OKpEMHUH icTOpHYHHH perion? MoKIHBO, HACTaB Yac IMOYaTH TOBOPHU-
T npo kineka Cxigaux Espon? Ta un He poscyanusime Oyio Ou 3arajaom
MO030aBUTHCS MPUKMETHHKA «CXiHa»?

2. 'V XX cromnitti Cxigna EBpomna Mana norany pemyTariro sK perioH BipyJeHT-
HOT0, €KCKJIFO3UBHOTO, aHTHUCEMITCHKOTO, CyiMIaNpHOTro HanioHamizMy. ba-
raTro BYCHHUX 1 aHAJIITUKIB BiJ[3HAYaJIH, 1110 HAIlIOHAJII3M, SIK 1 KOMYHi3M, € TYT
ICTOpUYHAMH Mapkepamu. Terep, KOJW KOMYHI3M 3HA4HOKO MipOIO 3HUK,
HAaIliOHANI3M, 0aYUThCS, 3aJIMIIAETHCS B PEIiOHI «EAUHUM IPABHIIOM TPH»,
1, 3MAEThCS, 1O POCIMCHKO-YKpalHChKa BilfHA IIe MiATBEpIKye. SKoro, Ha
Bamy nymky, € ponb Hanionamnizmy B Cxianiid EBponi? Uu € BiH OUTbII 110-
MITHHUM TYT, HIX B IHIINX YaCTHHAX CBITY, HANPHUKIaA, y 3aximHiii EBporri?

3. 3a ocraHHi cTO POKiB JBi CBiITOBI BiiHH mouanucs B EBpomi. YTBOpeHHS
micist JIpyroi cBitoBoi BitiHu EBponeiicbkoro Coro3y Ta HOTO MOIAPEHHS
TicIIsl 3aKiHUYEHHS XOJIOAHOI BIHHHM MaNu 3alpOBAAUTH BIYHUN MHpP HA KOH-
TuHeHTI. OHAK, JyMarodd MPO TEMEepillHI0 POCIHChKO-YKPaTHChKY BilHY,
Ba)KKO CKa3aTH, 10 EBporma € MupHo0. OueBUIHO, 110 HUHINIHIA KOH(IIKT
BHHUK Yepe3 eBporeiichki aMOirii Ykpaiau. Un MoxxiuBa YKpaiHa B MUp-
Hiit EBponi? I un nini EBponeiicekoro Coro3y He cynepedars reomoliTH-
HUM peamisM? SIki 3 ypoKiB, IO MM MaJId BIPOJOBXK OCTaHHIX CTa POKIB,
MOXYTbh OyTH 3aCTOCOBaHI ChOTOJIHI, 0O 3pO3yMiTH, sike MallOyTHE YeKae
Ha IIeH perioH?

ObroBopenns nutans 1. Anapeac Kanmnenep Haronocus, 1o noxin EBponu

Ha CxinHy Ta 3aXigHy HE MaB BEJIMKOTO 3HaueHHA 10 XIX CTOMNITTS, 3BepHYB yBary
Ha TPAJMIIIO 3acTocyBaHHs TepMiHa «CxigHa EBpoma» B HIMEIBKOMOBHOMY aKa-
JIEMIYHOMY CEPEJIOBHIII, a TAKOXK 3a3HAYMB, 110 BAPTO POOUTH 3HAYHO JAPIOHIITHIA
OJTLJI 3 TOH, IO ICHY€ ChOTO/IHI.

®pank CUCHH pO3MOBIB, YUM JUIS MIBHIYHOAMEPHKAHCHKOI TPaJHMIlii OKpec-
JeHHs perioHy € TepMiH «llenTpansHo-Cxinna Espomnay, yBenenuit Ockapom I'a-
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JEUbKUM Ta 3aKpIIJICHUH CTBOPEHHSM JOCHiTHUIBKOTO 1HCTUTYTY 3 TOIO CaMOIO
Ha3Boro npu KonymbilickkoMy yHiBepcuTeTi. Takoxk Oylia BiJ3Ha4eHa HEOOXiTHICT
MIEPEOCMUCIIEHHS PETiOHABHOTO MOJUTY Ha PiBHI camMoi YKpaiHu, aje B CBITIi
POCIHCBKO-YKPaiHCHKOTO KOH(MIIIKTY CTaj0 IMOMITHO, 1110 MiBaeHb CII000KaHIIMHT
(miBHiu cyyacHoi JIyrancbkoi 00JacTi) OBOIUTHCS 1HITUM YHHOM, HIXK MiBHIYHA ii
YJacTHHA.

SApocnaB I'puiiak, 4acCTKOBO MOTOMXKYIOUHCH 13 Te3amu Jlapi Bynda mono Bu-
HaiineHHs koHuenty CxigHol EBponuy, 3a3Hauae, mo moain Mixk CxozoM Ta 3axonom
He Monouni 3a noain [liBniu—IliBaens 1 moMiTHUH y TekcTax ['eponota. byna min-
KpecJieHa CIPaBXKHS, a He BipTyalbHa BIIMIHHICTh MK CX07l0M Ta 3axo/1oM, i, Ha
IyMKky SlpocnaBa I'puiiaka, BoHa 4iTKo BUMiptoeTbea y BBII Ha nymry HaceneHHS
a00 OB’ I3aHUMH MTOKa3HUKAMH CTaHIAPTIB XKHUTTS, a 00pa3InuBicTh TepMiHa «CXif-
Ha EBpornay MosSICHIOETHCS CTIMKOIO MOTO acOIlaIli€ro 3 BiICTANICTIO Ta HEJOCTATHIM
piBHEM PO3BUTKY.

Mapk ¢on 'aren y cBoro 4epry 3a3HauuB, 110 monepeaHiid konuent «Hooi
Cxinnoi EBporun» po3pobus 6putanents Podbept CeToH-YoTCOH, SKUit, Oyaydn npu-
XUIIBHUKOM cTBopeHuX micis [lepinoi cBiToBoi BiitHu YexocnoBauunnu ta [lonbii,
HajmxaBes inesimu Bynpo Bincona npo moBoenny Cxinny EBpory. Ha mymky icto-
pHKa, Ha pukiani EBpomaiiany Ta pociichko-yKpaiHChKO1 BIHHM MU CIIOCTepira-
€MO0 00pOTHOY JTBOX KOHIIETITIB €BPONIEHCHKOTO PO3BUTKY: 3 0tHOTO O0KY, — EBpomna,
3aCHOBAaHA Ha COIIaJ-IEeMOKPATHIHUX MPUHINNAX, KOCMOIIOIITUYHA, 3 BIAKPUTH-
MU KOpJIOHAMH Ta THKITFO3UBHOKO JEMOKPATHYHOKO i7Ie€r0. 3 Ipyroro 00Ky, — HOBE
MIPaBO-KOHCEpBaTUBHE OaueHHsI, 1110 0a3y€eThCs Ha IIHHOCTSIX 30€peKeHHS MOPAAKY
Ta aucruiutiag. | mi q8i «EBponuy € moHas perioHaJIbHUMH BiMIHHOCTSIMU.

O6roBopeHHs nutaHHs 2. Mapk ¢oH ['aren 3a3HauuB, 10 HAIIOHATI3M Y KOX-
Hill KpalHi Ta KO)KHOMY PETioHI Ma€ BIIACHI BiAMiHHI GopMH. Y cydacHOMY riio0a-
JII30BAaHOMY KalliTaJIiCTUYHOMY CBITI HalliOHAJIBbHI JEPXKaBU, 10 TPAJAUIIIHHO Oyin
cTabimi3aiiHIM YMHHUKOM, BTPAYarOTh CBOKO POJIb, 3ITKAIOYHCH i3 TII00ATLHUMH
cwiamu. Came 1le, Ha AYMKY JOCIiJHHKA, € HOBUMH OCOOJHBOCTSIMH CY4YacHOTO
CBITY 1 TIOSICHIOE, YOMY HaIliOHAII3M Ha0yBa€ iHIIUX (GOPM Ta YOMY CTapuX MPHH-
LUIIB HEJOCTATHBO AJISl pO3YMiHHS OOTOBOPIOBAHOTO KOHTEKCTY.

Anpapeac Kammenep mikpeciuB, IO €BPOIMEHIli MalOTh CHIIbHI CTEPEOTHUITH
LIO0 YKPaiHCHKOTO aHTHCEMITCHKOTO HallioHai3My, 110 C(pOPMYBaBCs Ha OYATKY
XX cromitTsi. B yMoBax cy4acHOi BiiHU HaIllOHATICTHYHI HACTpoi B YKpaiHi Mo-
JKYTb 3HAYHO MOCHIUTHUCH. TaKoXK iCTOPUK BUCIOBUB MMOOOIOBAHHS, 1110 SKIIO TPYIH
HAITIOHANICTIB YBIWYTh y POJIi MapTHEpA 10 CKJIaMy YKpaiHChKOTO ypsay, EBpora
HE ToJepyBaTUMeE IX IpU BIaIi.

Ax xouTpapryment ®pank CucuH 3a3HauyuB, mo EBpoma crpuiiMae Haltio-
HaJICTIB IpU Biafdi B YropiuHi un ABctpii. HeoOXigHO 4iTKO pO3pi3HATH Halio-
HAJICTUYHI TODISIU Ta iX MPEICTaBHHUKIB 1 HE CTABHTH B OJWMH PsJ JIONCH, IO
MepPEeKOHaH1 B iCHYBaHHI1 YKpaiHChKOi MOBH, Ta MPEICTAaBHUKIB KCEHO(POOCHKUX Ta
paaMKaTbHUX PYXiB.

SApocnas ['punak migkpecius, M0 aHAII3 HAllOHAII3MY 32 IPUHIIAIIOM MOALTY
Ha 3aximHui (MBUTI30BaHMN) Ta CXITHHHA (KpUBABHM, KCEHOPOOCHKHI Ta HaIlio-
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HAJNICTUYHUN) € KOHTPIPOAYKTHUBHUM Yy Cy4yacHid akajeMiuHii guckycii. Takox
OyJI0 HAroJIONICHO HA BAXIUBIN poii HamioHauicTiB i3 [IpaBoro Cekropa B mepe-
Mo31 EBpomaiinany, 6e3 sKoro 11i mofii MOIIM MOBTOPUTH A0I0 pyXiB: Occupy Wall
Street a6o bonotHoi twromi. [Ipore pe3ynasraTs MapIaMeHTChKUX BHOOPIB CBiTYaTh
PO CJIa0Ky eJIeKTOpajbHy MIATPUMKY HAIlIOHATICTUYHHUX CHJI: «HALlIOHAJICTH MO-
KYTh 37100yTH TIEpEMOT'Y B PEBOITIOLLI1, alle He TIEPEMOTY HaJl PEBOJTIOII€I0%.

Mapk ¢on 'aren imme 3a3Ha4uB, 10 HE TUTLKKU B YKPAiHIIIB € HAIlIOHATICTHYHI
MIPOSIBU — POCISTH TAKOXK PO3MIISIAIOTH SIK HAIIOHAIIICTIB, a Cepel] TaTap TeX € 3Had-
Hi MOOOIOBAaHHS 3pOCTAaHHS POCIMCHKOTO HaliOHANI3MYy y 3B’A3KY 3 OCTaHHIMH
IIOIISIMH.

O6rosopenns nutannd 3. Ha nymky Annpeaca Kanmnesnepa, B LbOMy KOHTEKCTI
MOke OyTH KOPHCHHUH JOCBiI IOTOCIABCHKUX BOEH. TakoX MOXKHA 3rafaTH 3aMOpO-
JKeH1 KOH(DIIKTH Ha MOCTPaJsiHCBKOMY MPOCTOPi, Yepes K1 B IUX PerioHax Tak i He
BJAJIOCSI IPOBECTH TMiCISIBOEHHY MOJICPHi3aIlito.

®pank CucHH 3BepHYB yBary Ha Te, 0, X04a BiifHA € HETaTHBHUM SIBUILIEM,
MPOTE MOXKHA CIIOCTEPIraTh MO3WTHBHI MPOIECH, 30KpeMa BU3HAHHS POCIHCHKO-
MOBHHUX YKpATHIIIB YaCTHHOIO YKPAiHCHKOI iIGHTHYHOCTH, KOHCOIIIAIlisl HABKOJIO
ykpaincekoi imei Ha [liBmai Ta Cxomi, 3pOCTaHHS BipH B YKPAiHCBKY nepkaBy. EB-
poMalJaHChKe CYCIIJIBCTBO BIKMHYIO ijeto EBpa3ii sk BmacHOi UBUTI3AMIHHOT
ctepu.

SApocnas ['puiiak 3a3HaunB, UI0 MOTPIOHO 3 00EPEXKHICTIO CTABUTHCS A0 cepOo-
XOPBATCHKOTO CIICHAPiI0, — BiH OM BUSIBUBCS TPUAATHUM Y pa3i mofaity Mix JIbBo-
BoM Ta KueBom 3 onniei, i XapkoBoM Ta Opmecoro 3 npyroi croporu. Comioiaoru
TOBOPSATH PO o1 Xi6a Mixk JJoHenbkoro Ta JIHIMPOEeTPOBCHKOIO 00ACTAMH, aje
HaBiTh y JloHeIbKii 001acTi HEeMa€e cenapaTucTChkoi OuTbmocTH. 3 oy Spo-
ciapa ['puniaka, YkpaiHi moTpiOHO 30cepeKyBaTHCs Ha MOJMITHYHUX Ta EKOHOMIY-
HUX pedopmax Oinblie, HIXK Ha MUTAHHIX 1EHTUYHOCTH. YKpaiHChKa Hallis BXKe
iCHy€ — i1 IOTPiOHO MOJICpHI3yBAaTH.

Mapk ¢on I'aren npoBiB napanens i3 moxismu KiHug [lepiioi cBiTOBOi BiiHU —
Toni Ykpaina Oyima OfHIEI0 3 TepIIMX KpaiH, SKi CKOPUCTAINCh 3 BilbCOHIBCHKO-
rO TPUHIUIY HalliOHATBHOTO CaMOBH3HAYEHHS, BOJHOYAC BOHA X Oyla MEpIIO0
3-IIOMIXK THX, XTO 3TOJIOM BiJ IOTO TocTpakaaB. Cxoxka cutyarlis cranacs 3 EB-
poMaiiIaHoM, SIKUH CTaB MPUKIIAZIOM BUOOPY €BPOICHCHKUX IIIHHOCTEH. AKTUBICTH
Maiinany mokasaiu, o BOHH JICSKOK Miporo OiJIbIe eBPOISHII 3a caMUX eBpO-
NeHiB.



