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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 confl ict 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 confl ict 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?



ɎɈɊɍɆ

ɐɟ ɱɢɫɥɨ «ɍɤɪɚʀɧɢ ɦɨɞɟɪɧɨʀ» ɬɪɚɞɢɰɿɣɧɨ ɩɨɱɢɧɚɽɬɶɫɹ ɡ ɞɢɫɤɭɫɿʀ, ɹɤɚ ɛɟɡ-
ɩɨɫɟɪɟɞɧɶɨ ɩɨɜ’ɹɡɚɧɚ ɡ ɝɨɥɨɜɧɨɸ ɬɟɦɨɸ. Ɍɿɥɶɤɢ ɳɨ ɰɢɦ ɪɚɡɨɦ ɩɪɨɩɨɧɨɜɚɧɟ
ɨɛɝɨɜɨɪɟɧɧɹ ɜɿɞɪɿɡɧɹɽɬɶɫɹ ɜɿɞ ɩɨɩɟɪɟɞɧɿɯ ɬɢɦ, ɳɨ ɜɨɧɨ ɩɪɨɜɚɞɢɥɨɫɹ «ɧɚɠɢ-
ɜɨ» – 12 ɜɟɪɟɫɧɹ 2014 ɪ. ɭ Ʌɶɜɨɜɿ, ɭ ɪɚɦɤɚɯ ɳɨɪɿɱɧɨɝɨ Ʉɧɢɠɤɨɜɨɝɨ ɮɨɪɭɦɭ.
ɐɸ ɞɢɫɤɭɫɿɸ «ɍɤɪɚʀɧɚ ɦɨɞɟɪɧɚ» ɫɩɿɜɨɪɝɚɧɿɡɭɜɚɥɚ ɪɚɡɨɦ ɿɡ ɠɭɪɧɚɥɨɦ “New
Eastern Europe”, ɳɨ ɜɢɞɚɽɬɶɫɹ ɜ ɉɨɥɶɳɿ. ɋɩɪɨɜɨɤɭɜɚɜ ʀʀ ɩɪɨɮɟɫɨɪ Ɋɨɦɚɧ
ɒɩɨɪɥɸɤ. əɤ ɱɥɟɧ ɪɟɞɤɨɥɟɝɿʀ ɜ ɨɛɝɨɜɨɪɟɧɧɿ ɧɚɩɪɹɦɿɜ ɪɨɡɜɢɬɤɭ ɠɭɪɧɚɥɭ ɜɿɧ
ɡɪɨɛɢɜ ɩɪɨɩɨɡɢɰɿɸ ɡɧɹɬɢ ɡ ɧɚɡɜɢ ɩɪɢɤɦɟɬɧɢɤ “Eastern” i ɨɛɦɟɠɢɬɢɫɹ ɬɿɥɶɤɢ
“New Europe”. Ɍɚɤɚ ɡɦɿɧɚ, ɧɚ ɣɨɝɨ ɞɭɦɤɭ, ɞɭɠɟ ɬɨɱɧɨ ɛ ɜɿɞɨɛɪɚɠɚɥɚ ɧɨɜɿ ɪɟ-
ɚɥɿʀ, ɹɤɿ ɫɤɥɚɥɢɫɹ ɜ ȿɜɪɨɩɿ, ɨɫɨɛɥɢɜɨ ɩɿɫɥɹ ɩɟɪɟɦɨɝɢ ȿɜɪɨɦɚɣɞɚɧɭ ɬɚ ɜɧɚɫɥɿɞɨɤ
ɪɨɫɿɣɫɶɤɨ-ɭɤɪɚʀɧɫɶɤɨɝɨ ɜɨɽɧɧɨɝɨ ɤɨɧɮɥɿɤɬɭ – ɛɨ ɫɚɦɟ ɧɚ ɬɟɪɢɬɨɪɿʀ ɦɿɠ Ȼɟɪɥɿ-
ɧɨɦ ɿ Ɇɨɫɤɜɨɸ ɜɿɞɛɭɜɚɸɬɶɫɹ ɩɨɞɿʀ, ɹɤɿ ɡɧɚɱɧɨɸ ɦɿɪɨɸ ɜɢɡɧɚɱɚɬɢɦɭɬɶ ɤɨɧɬɭɪɢ
ɣ ɯɚɪɚɤɬɟɪ ɧɨɜɨʀ ȿɜɪɨɩɢ.

Ɋɟɞɚɤɰɿʀ «ɍɤɪɚʀɧɢ ɦɨɞɟɪɧɨʀ» ɬɚ “New Eastern Europe” ɜɢɪɿɲɢɥɢ ɜɢɧɟɫɬɢ
ɰɸ ɩɪɨɩɨɡɢɰɿɸ ɧɚ ɨɛɝɨɜɨɪɟɧɧɹ ɩɨɡɚ ɞɢɫɤɭɫɿɽɸ ɭ ɪɚɦɤɚɯ ɪɟɞɤɨɥɟɝɿɣ. ȼɨɧɢ ɫɤɨ-
ɪɢɫɬɚɥɢɫɹ ɬɢɦ, ɳɨ Ʉɧɢɠɤɨɜɢɣ ɮɨɪɭɦ 2014 ɪ. ɡɪɨɛɢɜ ɨɫɨɛɥɢɜɢɣ ɧɚɝɨɥɨɫ ɧɚ
ɿɫɬɨɪɢɱɧɿɣ ɬɟɦɚɬɢɰɿ, ɡɨɤɪɟɦɚ ɭ ɤɨɧɬɟɤɫɬɿ 100-ɪɿɱɱɹ ɉɟɪɲɨʀ ɫɜɿɬɨɜɨʀ ɜɿɣɧɢ. Ⱦɨ
ɭɱɚɫɬɢ ɭ ɩɨɞɿɭɦɧɿɣ ɞɢɫɤɭɫɿʀ ɛɭɥɢ ɡɚɩɪɨɲɟɧɿ ɧɚɭɤɨɜɰɿ, ɹɤɿ ɩɪɢʀɯɚɥɢ ɧɚ ɤɨɧɮɟ-
ɪɟɧɰɿɸ «ɉɟɪɲɚ ɫɜɿɬɨɜɚ ɜɿɣɧɚ: ɍɤɪɚʀɧɫɶɤɢɣ ɜɢɦɿɪ», ɡɨɪɝɚɧɿɡɨɜɚɧɭ ȱɧɫɬɢɬɭɬɨɦ
ɿɫɬɨɪɢɱɧɢɯ ɞɨɫɥɿɞɠɟɧɶ Ʌɶɜɿɜɫɶɤɨɝɨ ɧɚɰɿɨɧɚɥɶɧɨɝɨ ɭɧɿɜɟɪɫɢɬɟɬɭ ɿɦɟɧɿ ȱɜɚɧɚ
Ɏɪɚɧɤɚ ɪɚɡɨɦ ɡ ɿɧɲɢɦɢ ɿɧɫɬɢɬɭɰɿɹɦɢ (ɦɚɬɟɪɿɹɥɚɦ ɰɿɽʀ ɤɨɧɮɟɪɟɧɰɿʀ ɛɭɞɟ ɩɪɢ-
ɫɜɹɱɟɧɟ ɨɤɪɟɦɟ ɱɢɫɥɨ «ɍɤɪɚʀɧɢ ɦɨɞɟɪɧɨʀ»).

ɍɱɚɫɧɢɤɚɦ ɞɢɫɤɭɫɿʀ ɡɚɩɪɨɩɨɧɭɜɚɥɢ ɜɿɞɩɨɜɿɫɬɢ ɧɚ ɬɪɢ ɡɚɩɢɬɚɧɧɹ, ɹɤɿ ɫɬɨ-
ɫɭɜɚɥɢɫɹ ɿɫɬɨɪɿʀ ɋɯɿɞɧɨʀ ȿɜɪɨɩɢ ɡɚɝɚɥɨɦ ɿ ɪɨɥɿ ɧɚɰɿɨɧɚɥɿɡɦɭ ɡɨɤɪɟɦɚ.

ɇɢɠɱɟ ɩɨɞɚɽɦɨ ɡɪɟɞɚɝɨɜɚɧɿ ɣ ɡɚɜɬɨɪɢɡɨɜɚɧɿ ɜɿɞɩɨɜɿɞɿ ɪɚɡɨɦ ɿɡ ɩɪɟɚɦɛɭ-
ɥɨɸ ɬɚ ɡɚɩɢɬɚɧɧɹɦɢ ɞɨ ɞɢɫɤɭɫɿʀ. ȱɧɲɚ ɜɟɪɫɿɹ ɰɿɽʀ ɞɢɫɤɭɫɿʀ ɩɨɞɚɧɚ ɜ ɱɚɫɨɩɢɫɿ
“New Eastern Europe”, No. 5 (2014).
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Eastern Europe in World History
and World Politics: 1914–2014

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
exact ly 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 fi nd Europeans who see Eastern Europe starting somewhere
east of Germany. Hence, Eastern Europe is not easily geographically defi ned; 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 confl ict between Russia and Ukraine, it 
has become even more obvious that we need to fi nd 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 fi rst 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 fi rst half of the 19th century
that this use of “Eastern Europe” became more common.



Forum

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 fl uid, 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 Biaáystok. The North American tradition is
largely infl uenced 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

15

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 fi nd 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.
Se condly, 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 refl ects 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 infl u-
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 refl ect 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



Forum

16

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 defi ning 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 effi cient 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 confi rmed by the exis-
tence of some extremist groups in Ukraine.

Nationalism is something that can be found in all European countries. It is
pre sent 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 diffi cult 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 defi ne 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 fi rst 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 justifi ed 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 confl ict 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 confl icts in the post-Soviet space, such as Nagorno-
Karabakh, Abkhazia, and South Ossetia. These confl icts have remained frozen and 
have not become an opportunity for post-war modernisation. I am pessimistic about 
the confl ict 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 fi nally
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-



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

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 fl ags 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 confi rms 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 fi rst states to benefi t from the new doctrine of national self-determination
proclaimed by Woodrow Wilson and confi rmed by most Europeans after the First 
World War. Ironically enough, it was Ukraine that became one of the fi rst 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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ɎɈɊɍɆ
ɋɯɿɞɧɚ ȿɜɪɨɩɚ ɜ ɫɜɿɬɨɜɿɣ ɿɫɬɨɪɿʀ ɿ ɩɨɥɿɬɢɰɿ

1914–2014 ɪɪ.

ɉɪɨɛɥɟɦɧɿɫɬɶ ɩɨɧɹɬɬɹ «ɋɯɿɞɧɚ ȿɜɪɨɩɚ» ɪɨɡɩɨɱɢɧɚɽɬɶɫɹ ɡ ɜɢɡɧɚɱɟɧɧɹ ʀʀ ɡɚ-
ɯɿɞɧɨʀ ɦɟɠɿ – ɚɛɨ ɡɚ Ȼɪɚɧɞɟɧɛɭɪɡɶɤɢɦɢ ɜɨɪɨɬɚɦɢ, ɚɛɨ ɧɚ ɫɭɱɚɫɧɨɦɭ ɫɯɿɞɧɨɦɭ
ɤɨɪɞɨɧɿ ȿɜɪɨɫɨɸɡɭ. ɇɚ ɩɪɚɤɬɢɰɿ ɰɟ ɪɟʉɿɨɧ ɛɟɡ ɤɨɪɞɨɧɿɜ, ɹɤɢɣ ɜɚɠɤɨ ɨɡɧɚɱɢɬɢ
ɝɟɨɝɪɚɮɿɱɧɨ, ɩɨɥɿɬɢɱɧɨ ɱɢ ɟɤɨɧɨɦɿɱɧɨ. Ɍɟɪɦɿɧ ɡɚɫɬɚɪɿɜ ɱɟɪɟɡ ɜɿɞɫɭɬɧɿɫɬɶ ɬɭɬ
ɤɨɧɤɪɟɬɧɨɝɨ ɩɨɥɿɬɢɱɧɨɝɨ ɛɥɨɤɭ ɚɛɨ ɽɞɢɧɨʀ ɟɤɨɧɨɦɿɱɧɨʀ ɨɪɿɽɧɬɚɰɿʀ ɤɪɚʀɧ, ɳɨ
ʀɯ ɨɛ’ɽɞɧɭɸɬɶ ɰɢɦ ɩɨɧɹɬɬɹɦ. ɇɢɦ ɱɚɫɬɨ ɩɨɡɧɚɱɚɸɬɶ ɿɧɚɤɲɿɫɬɶ ɚɛɨ ɳɨɫɶ ɦɿɠ
ȿɜɪɨɩɨɸ ɿ ɋɯɨɞɨɦ ɭ ɲɢɪɨɤɨɦɭ ɪɨɡɭɦɿɧɧɿ. ȼ ɭɦɨɜɚɯ ɪɨɫɿɣɫɶɤɨ-ɭɤɪɚʀɧɫɶɤɨɝɨ
ɤɨɧɮɥɿɤɬɭ ɩɪɨɛɥɟɦɚ ɬɚɤɨɝɨ ɜɢɡɧɚɱɟɧɧɹ ɫɬɚɥɚ ɨɱɟɜɢɞɧɨɸ.

Ⱦɥɹ ɞɢɫɤɭɫɿʀ ɛɭɥɨ ɡɚɩɪɨɩɨɧɨɜɚɧɨ ɬɚɤɿ ɩɢɬɚɧɧɹ.
1. ɇɚ ɜɚɲɭ ɞɭɦɤɭ, ɱɢ ɦɚɽ ɫɟɧɫ ɩɿɫɥɹ ȿɜɪɨɦɚɣɞɚɧɭ ɬɚ ɜ ɭɦɨɜɚɯ ɫɭɱɚɫɧɨʀ 

ɪɨɫɿɣɫɶɤɨ-ɭɤɪɚʀɧɫɶɤɨʀ ɜɿɣɧɢ ɩɪɨɞɨɜɠɭɜɚɬɢ ɝɨɜɨɪɢɬɢ ɩɪɨ ɋɯɿɞɧɭ ȿɜɪɨ-
ɩɭ ɹɤ ɨɤɪɟɦɢɣ ɿɫɬɨɪɢɱɧɢɣ ɪɟʉɿɨɧ? Ɇɨɠɥɢɜɨ, ɧɚɫɬɚɜ ɱɚɫ ɩɨɱɚɬɢ ɝɨɜɨɪɢ-
ɬɢ ɩɪɨ ɤɿɥɶɤɚ ɋɯɿɞɧɢɯ ȿɜɪɨɩ? Ɍɚ ɱɢ ɧɟ ɪɨɡɫɭɞɥɢɜɿɲɟ ɛɭɥɨ ɛɢ ɡɚɝɚɥɨɦ
ɩɨɡɛɚɜɢɬɢɫɹ ɩɪɢɤɦɟɬɧɢɤɚ «ɋɯɿɞɧɚ»?

2. ɍ ɏɏ ɫɬɨɥɿɬɬɿ ɋɯɿɞɧɚ ȿɜɪɨɩɚ ɦɚɥɚ ɩɨɝɚɧɭ ɪɟɩɭɬɚɰɿɸ ɹɤ ɪɟʉɿɨɧ ɜɿɪɭɥɟɧɬ-
ɧɨɝɨ, ɟɤɫɤɥɸɡɢɜɧɨɝɨ, ɚɧɬɢɫɟɦɿɬɫɶɤɨɝɨ, ɫɭʀɰɢɞɚɥɶɧɨɝɨ ɧɚɰɿɨɧɚɥɿɡɦɭ. Ȼɚ-
ɝɚɬɨ ɜɱɟɧɢɯ ɿ ɚɧɚɥɿɬɢɤɿɜ ɜɿɞɡɧɚɱɚɥɢ, ɳɨ ɧɚɰɿɨɧɚɥɿɡɦ, ɹɤ ɿ ɤɨɦɭɧɿɡɦ, ɽ ɬɭɬ
ɿɫɬɨɪɢɱɧɢɦɢ ɦɚɪɤɟɪɚɦɢ. Ɍɟɩɟɪ, ɤɨɥɢ ɤɨɦɭɧɿɡɦ ɡɧɚɱɧɨɸ ɦɿɪɨɸ ɡɧɢɤ,
ɧɚɰɿɨɧɚɥɿɡɦ, ɛɚɱɢɬɶɫɹ, ɡɚɥɢɲɚɽɬɶɫɹ ɜ ɪɟʉɿɨɧɿ «ɽɞɢɧɢɦ ɩɪɚɜɢɥɨɦ ɝɪɢ»,
ɿ, ɡɞɚɽɬɶɫɹ, ɳɨ ɪɨɫɿɣɫɶɤɨ-ɭɤɪɚʀɧɫɶɤɚ ɜɿɣɧɚ ɰɟ ɩɿɞɬɜɟɪɞɠɭɽ. əɤɨɸ, ɧɚ
ȼɚɲɭ ɞɭɦɤɭ, ɽ ɪɨɥɶ ɧɚɰɿɨɧɚɥɿɡɦɭ ɜ ɋɯɿɞɧɿɣ ȿɜɪɨɩɿ? ɑɢ ɽ ɜɿɧ ɛɿɥɶɲ ɩɨ-
ɦɿɬɧɢɦ ɬɭɬ, ɧɿɠ ɜ ɿɧɲɢɯ ɱɚɫɬɢɧɚɯ ɫɜɿɬɭ, ɧɚɩɪɢɤɥɚɞ, ɭ Ɂɚɯɿɞɧɿɣ ȿɜɪɨɩɿ?

3. Ɂɚ ɨɫɬɚɧɧɿ ɫɬɨ ɪɨɤɿɜ ɞɜɿ ɫɜɿɬɨɜɿ ɜɿɣɧɢ ɩɨɱɚɥɢɫɹ ɜ ȿɜɪɨɩɿ. ɍɬɜɨɪɟɧɧɹ
ɩɿɫɥɹ Ⱦɪɭɝɨʀ ɫɜɿɬɨɜɨʀ ɜɿɣɧɢ ȿɜɪɨɩɟɣɫɶɤɨɝɨ ɋɨɸɡɭ ɬɚ ɣɨɝɨ ɩɨɲɢɪɟɧɧɹ
ɩɿɫɥɹ ɡɚɤɿɧɱɟɧɧɹ ɯɨɥɨɞɧɨʀ ɜɿɣɧɢ ɦɚɥɢ ɡɚɩɪɨɜɚɞɢɬɢ ɜɿɱɧɢɣ ɦɢɪ ɧɚ ɤɨɧ-
ɬɢɧɟɧɬɿ. Ɉɞɧɚɤ, ɞɭɦɚɸɱɢ ɩɪɨ ɬɟɩɟɪɿɲɧɸ ɪɨɫɿɣɫɶɤɨ-ɭɤɪɚʀɧɫɶɤɭ ɜɿɣɧɭ,
ɜɚɠɤɨ ɫɤɚɡɚɬɢ, ɳɨ ȿɜɪɨɩɚ ɽ ɦɢɪɧɨɸ. Ɉɱɟɜɢɞɧɨ, ɳɨ ɧɢɧɿɲɧɿɣ ɤɨɧɮɥɿɤɬ
ɜɢɧɢɤ ɱɟɪɟɡ ɟɜɪɨɩɟɣɫɶɤɿ ɚɦɛɿɰɿʀ ɍɤɪɚʀɧɢ. ɑɢ ɦɨɠɥɢɜɚ ɍɤɪɚʀɧɚ ɜ ɦɢɪ-
ɧɿɣ ȿɜɪɨɩɿ? ȱ ɱɢ ɰɿɥɿ ȿɜɪɨɩɟɣɫɶɤɨɝɨ ɋɨɸɡɭ ɧɟ ɫɭɩɟɪɟɱɚɬɶ ɝɟɨɩɨɥɿɬɢɱ-
ɧɢɦ ɪɟɚɥɿɹɦ? əɤɿ ɡ ɭɪɨɤɿɜ, ɳɨ ɦɢ ɦɚɥɢ ɜɩɪɨɞɨɜɠ ɨɫɬɚɧɧɿɯ ɫɬɚ ɪɨɤɿɜ,
ɦɨɠɭɬɶ ɛɭɬɢ ɡɚɫɬɨɫɨɜɚɧɿ ɫɶɨɝɨɞɧɿ, ɳɨɛ ɡɪɨɡɭɦɿɬɢ, ɹɤɟ ɦɚɣɛɭɬɧɽ ɱɟɤɚɽ
ɧɚ ɰɟɣ ɪɟʉɿɨɧ?

Ɉɛɝɨɜɨɪɟɧɧɹ ɩɢɬɚɧɧɹ 1.ɪ  Ⱥɧɞɪɟɚɫ Ʉɚɩɩɟɥɟɪ ɧɚɝɨɥɨɫɢɜ, ɳɨ ɩɨɞɿɥ ȿɜɪɨɩɢ
ɧɚ ɋɯɿɞɧɭ ɬɚ Ɂɚɯɿɞɧɭ ɧɟ ɦɚɜ ɜɟɥɢɤɨɝɨ ɡɧɚɱɟɧɧɹ ɞɨ ɏȱɏ ɫɬɨɥɿɬɬɹ, ɡɜɟɪɧɭɜ ɭɜɚɝɭ
ɧɚ ɬɪɚɞɢɰɿɸ ɡɚɫɬɨɫɭɜɚɧɧɹ ɬɟɪɦɿɧɚ «ɋɯɿɞɧɚ ȿɜɪɨɩɚ» ɜ ɧɿɦɟɰɶɤɨɦɨɜɧɨɦɭ ɚɤɚ-
ɞɟɦɿɱɧɨɦɭ ɫɟɪɟɞɨɜɢɳɿ, ɚ ɬɚɤɨɠ ɡɚɡɧɚɱɢɜ, ɳɨ ɜɚɪɬɨ ɪɨɛɢɬɢ ɡɧɚɱɧɨ ɞɪɿɛɧɿɲɢɣ
ɩɨɞɿɥ ɡɚ ɬɨɣ, ɳɨ ɿɫɧɭɽ ɫɶɨɝɨɞɧɿ.

Ɏɪɚɧɤ ɋɢɫɢɧ ɪɨɡɩɨɜɿɜ, ɱɢɦ ɞɥɹ ɩɿɜɧɿɱɧɨɚɦɟɪɢɤɚɧɫɶɤɨʀ ɬɪɚɞɢɰɿʀ ɨɤɪɟɫ-
ɥɟɧɧɹ ɪɟʉɿɨɧɭ ɽ ɬɟɪɦɿɧ «ɐɟɧɬɪɚɥɶɧɨ-ɋɯɿɞɧɚ ȿɜɪɨɩɚ», ɭɜɟɞɟɧɢɣ Ɉɫɤɚɪɨɦ Ƚɚ-
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ɥɟɰɶɤɢɦ ɬɚ ɡɚɤɪɿɩɥɟɧɢɣ ɫɬɜɨɪɟɧɧɹɦ ɞɨɫɥɿɞɧɢɰɶɤɨɝɨ ɿɧɫɬɢɬɭɬɭ ɡ ɬɨɸ ɫɚɦɨɸ
ɧɚɡɜɨɸ ɩɪɢ Ʉɨɥɭɦɛɿɣɫɶɤɨɦɭ ɭɧɿɜɟɪɫɢɬɟɬɿ. Ɍɚɤɨɠ ɛɭɥɚ ɜɿɞɡɧɚɱɟɧɚ ɧɟɨɛɯɿɞɧɿɫɬɶ
ɩɟɪɟɨɫɦɢɫɥɟɧɧɹ ɪɟʉɿɨɧɚɥɶɧɨɝɨ ɩɨɞɿɥɭ ɧɚ ɪɿɜɧɿ ɫɚɦɨʀ ɍɤɪɚʀɧɢ, ɚɞɠɟ ɜ ɫɜɿɬɥɿ
ɪɨɫɿɣɫɶɤɨ-ɭɤɪɚʀɧɫɶɤɨɝɨ ɤɨɧɮɥɿɤɬɭ ɫɬɚɥɨ ɩɨɦɿɬɧɨ, ɳɨ ɩɿɜɞɟɧɶ ɋɥɨɛɨɠɚɧɳɢɧɢ
(ɩɿɜɧɿɱ ɫɭɱɚɫɧɨʀ Ʌɭɝɚɧɫɶɤɨʀ ɨɛɥɚɫɬɿ) ɩɨɜɨɞɢɬɶɫɹ ɿɧɲɢɦ ɱɢɧɨɦ, ɧɿɠ ɩɿɜɧɿɱɧɚ ʀʀ 
ɱɚɫɬɢɧɚ.

əɪɨɫɥɚɜ Ƚɪɢɰɚɤ, ɱɚɫɬɤɨɜɨ ɩɨɝɨɞɠɭɸɱɢɫɶ ɿɡ ɬɟɡɚɦɢ Ʌɚɪɿ ȼɭɥɮɚ ɳɨɞɨ ɜɢ-
ɧɚɣɞɟɧɧɹ ɤɨɧɰɟɩɬɭ ɋɯɿɞɧɨʀ ȿɜɪɨɩɢ, ɡɚɡɧɚɱɚɽ, ɳɨ ɩɨɞɿɥ ɦɿɠ ɋɯɨɞɨɦ ɬɚ Ɂɚɯɨɞɨɦ
ɧɟ ɦɨɥɨɞɲɢɣ ɡɚ ɩɨɞɿɥ ɉɿɜɧɿɱ–ɉɿɜɞɟɧɶ ɿ ɩɨɦɿɬɧɢɣ ɭ ɬɟɤɫɬɚɯ Ƚɟɪɨɞɨɬɚ. Ȼɭɥɚ ɩɿɞ-
ɤɪɟɫɥɟɧɚ ɫɩɪɚɜɠɧɹ, ɚ ɧɟ ɜɿɪɬɭɚɥɶɧɚ ɜɿɞɦɿɧɧɿɫɬɶ ɦɿɠ ɋɯɨɞɨɦ ɬɚ Ɂɚɯɨɞɨɦ, ɿ, ɧɚ
ɞɭɦɤɭ əɪɨɫɥɚɜɚ Ƚɪɢɰɚɤɚ, ɜɨɧɚ ɱɿɬɤɨ ɜɢɦɿɪɸɽɬɶɫɹ ɭ ȼȼɉ ɧɚ ɞɭɲɭ ɧɚɫɟɥɟɧɧɹ
ɚɛɨ ɩɨɜ’ɹɡɚɧɢɦɢ ɩɨɤɚɡɧɢɤɚɦɢ ɫɬɚɧɞɚɪɬɿɜ ɠɢɬɬɹ, ɚ ɨɛɪɚɡɥɢɜɿɫɬɶ ɬɟɪɦɿɧɚ «ɋɯɿɞ-
ɧɚ ȿɜɪɨɩɚ» ɩɨɹɫɧɸɽɬɶɫɹ ɫɬɿɣɤɨɸ ɣɨɝɨ ɚɫɨɰɿɚɰɿɽɸ ɡ ɜɿɞɫɬɚɥɿɫɬɸ ɬɚ ɧɟɞɨɫɬɚɬɧɿɦ
ɪɿɜɧɟɦ ɪɨɡɜɢɬɤɭ.

Ɇɚɪɤ ɮɨɧ Ƚɚʉɟɧ ɭ ɫɜɨɸ ɱɟɪɝɭ ɡɚɡɧɚɱɢɜ, ɳɨ ɩɨɩɟɪɟɞɧɿɣ ɤɨɧɰɟɩɬ «ɇɨɜɨʀ 
ɋɯɿɞɧɨʀ ȿɜɪɨɩɢ» ɪɨɡɪɨɛɢɜ ɛɪɢɬɚɧɟɰɶ Ɋɨɛɟɪɬ ɋɟɬɨɧ-ɍɨɬɫɨɧ, ɹɤɢɣ, ɛɭɞɭɱɢ ɩɪɢ-
ɯɢɥɶɧɢɤɨɦ ɫɬɜɨɪɟɧɢɯ ɩɿɫɥɹ ɉɟɪɲɨʀ ɫɜɿɬɨɜɨʀ ɜɿɣɧɢ ɑɟɯɨɫɥɨɜɚɱɱɢɧɢ ɬɚ ɉɨɥɶɳɿ,
ɧɚɞɢɯɚɜɫɹ ɿɞɟɹɦɢ ȼɭɞɪɨ ȼɿɥɫɨɧɚ ɩɪɨ ɩɨɜɨɽɧɧɭ ɋɯɿɞɧɭ ȿɜɪɨɩɭ. ɇɚ ɞɭɦɤɭ ɿɫɬɨ-
ɪɢɤɚ, ɧɚ ɩɪɢɤɥɚɞɿ ȿɜɪɨɦɚɣɞɚɧɭ ɬɚ ɪɨɫɿɣɫɶɤɨ-ɭɤɪɚʀɧɫɶɤɨʀ ɜɿɣɧɢ ɦɢ ɫɩɨɫɬɟɪɿɝɚ-
ɽɦɨ ɛɨɪɨɬɶɛɭ ɞɜɨɯ ɤɨɧɰɟɩɬɿɜ ɟɜɪɨɩɟɣɫɶɤɨɝɨ ɪɨɡɜɢɬɤɭ: ɡ ɨɞɧɨɝɨ ɛɨɤɭ, – ȿɜɪɨɩɚ,
ɡɚɫɧɨɜɚɧɚ ɧɚ ɫɨɰɿɚɥ-ɞɟɦɨɤɪɚɬɢɱɧɢɯ ɩɪɢɧɰɢɩɚɯ, ɤɨɫɦɨɩɨɥɿɬɢɱɧɚ, ɡ ɜɿɞɤɪɢɬɢ-
ɦɢ ɤɨɪɞɨɧɚɦɢ ɬɚ ɿɧɤɥɸɡɢɜɧɨɸ ɞɟɦɨɤɪɚɬɢɱɧɨɸ ɿɞɟɽɸ. Ɂ ɞɪɭɝɨɝɨ ɛɨɤɭ, – ɧɨɜɟ
ɩɪɚɜɨ-ɤɨɧɫɟɪɜɚɬɢɜɧɟ ɛɚɱɟɧɧɹ, ɳɨ ɛɚɡɭɽɬɶɫɹ ɧɚ ɰɿɧɧɨɫɬɹɯ ɡɛɟɪɟɠɟɧɧɹ ɩɨɪɹɞɤɭ
ɬɚ ɞɢɫɰɢɩɥɿɧɢ. ȱ ɰɿ ɞɜɿ «ȿɜɪɨɩɢ» ɽ ɩɨɧɚɞ ɪɟʉɿɨɧɚɥɶɧɢɦɢ ɜɿɞɦɿɧɧɨɫɬɹɦɢ.

Ɉɛɝɨɜɨɪɟɧɧɹ ɩɢɬɚɧɧɹ 2.ɪ  Ɇɚɪɤ ɮɨɧ Ƚɚʉɟɧ ɡɚɡɧɚɱɢɜ, ɳɨ ɧɚɰɿɨɧɚɥɿɡɦ ɭ ɤɨɠ-
ɧɿɣ ɤɪɚʀɧɿ ɬɚ ɤɨɠɧɨɦɭ ɪɟʉɿɨɧɿ ɦɚɽ ɜɥɚɫɧɿ ɜɿɞɦɿɧɧɿ ɮɨɪɦɢ. ɍ ɫɭɱɚɫɧɨɦɭ ɝɥɨɛɚ-
ɥɿɡɨɜɚɧɨɦɭ ɤɚɩɿɬɚɥɿɫɬɢɱɧɨɦɭ ɫɜɿɬɿ ɧɚɰɿɨɧɚɥɶɧɿ ɞɟɪɠɚɜɢ, ɳɨ ɬɪɚɞɢɰɿɣɧɨ ɛɭɥɢ
ɫɬɚɛɿɥɿɡɚɰɿɣɧɢɦ ɱɢɧɧɢɤɨɦ, ɜɬɪɚɱɚɸɬɶ ɫɜɨɸ ɪɨɥɶ, ɡɿɬɤɚɸɱɢɫɶ ɿɡ ɝɥɨɛɚɥɶɧɢɦɢ
ɫɢɥɚɦɢ. ɋɚɦɟ ɰɟ, ɧɚ ɞɭɦɤɭ ɞɨɫɥɿɞɧɢɤɚ, ɽ ɧɨɜɢɦɢ ɨɫɨɛɥɢɜɨɫɬɹɦɢ ɫɭɱɚɫɧɨɝɨ
ɫɜɿɬɭ ɿ ɩɨɹɫɧɸɽ, ɱɨɦɭ ɧɚɰɿɨɧɚɥɿɡɦ ɧɚɛɭɜɚɽ ɿɧɲɢɯ ɮɨɪɦ ɬɚ ɱɨɦɭ ɫɬɚɪɢɯ ɩɪɢɧ-
ɰɢɩɿɜ ɧɟɞɨɫɬɚɬɧɶɨ ɞɥɹ ɪɨɡɭɦɿɧɧɹ ɨɛɝɨɜɨɪɸɜɚɧɨɝɨ ɤɨɧɬɟɤɫɬɭ.

Ⱥɧɞɪɟɚɫ Ʉɚɩɩɟɥɟɪ ɩɿɞɤɪɟɫɥɢɜ, ɳɨ ɟɜɪɨɩɟɣɰɿ ɦɚɸɬɶ ɫɢɥɶɧɿ ɫɬɟɪɟɨɬɢɩɢ
ɳɨɞɨ ɭɤɪɚʀɧɫɶɤɨɝɨ ɚɧɬɢɫɟɦɿɬɫɶɤɨɝɨ ɧɚɰɿɨɧɚɥɿɡɦɭ, ɳɨ ɫɮɨɪɦɭɜɚɜɫɹ ɧɚ ɩɨɱɚɬɤɭ
ɏɏ ɫɬɨɥɿɬɬɹ. ȼ ɭɦɨɜɚɯ ɫɭɱɚɫɧɨʀ ɜɿɣɧɢ ɧɚɰɿɨɧɚɥɿɫɬɢɱɧɿ ɧɚɫɬɪɨʀ ɜ ɍɤɪɚʀɧɿ ɦɨ-
ɠɭɬɶ ɡɧɚɱɧɨ ɩɨɫɢɥɢɬɢɫɶ. Ɍɚɤɨɠ ɿɫɬɨɪɢɤ ɜɢɫɥɨɜɢɜ ɩɨɛɨɸɜɚɧɧɹ, ɳɨ ɹɤɳɨ ɝɪɭɩɢ
ɧɚɰɿɨɧɚɥɿɫɬɿɜ ɭɜɿɣɞɭɬɶ ɭ ɪɨɥɿ ɩɚɪɬɧɟɪɚ ɞɨ ɫɤɥɚɞɭ ɭɤɪɚʀɧɫɶɤɨɝɨ ɭɪɹɞɭ, ȿɜɪɨɩɚ
ɧɟ ɬɨɥɟɪɭɜɚɬɢɦɟ ʀɯ ɩɪɢ ɜɥɚɞɿ.

əɤ ɤɨɧɬɪɚɪʉɭɦɟɧɬ Ɏɪɚɧɤ ɋɢɫɢɧ ɡɚɡɧɚɱɢɜ, ɳɨ ȿɜɪɨɩɚ ɫɩɪɢɣɦɚɽ ɧɚɰɿɨ-
ɧɚɥɿɫɬɿɜ ɩɪɢ ɜɥɚɞɿ ɜ ɍɝɨɪɳɢɧɿ ɱɢ Ⱥɜɫɬɪɿʀ. ɇɟɨɛɯɿɞɧɨ ɱɿɬɤɨ ɪɨɡɪɿɡɧɹɬɢ ɧɚɰɿɨ-
ɧɚɥɿɫɬɢɱɧɿ ɩɨɝɥɹɞɢ ɬɚ ʀɯ ɩɪɟɞɫɬɚɜɧɢɤɿɜ ɿ ɧɟ ɫɬɚɜɢɬɢ ɜ ɨɞɢɧ ɪɹɞ ɥɸɞɟɣ, ɳɨ
ɩɟɪɟɤɨɧɚɧɿ ɜ ɿɫɧɭɜɚɧɧɿ ɭɤɪɚʀɧɫɶɤɨʀ ɦɨɜɢ, ɬɚ ɩɪɟɞɫɬɚɜɧɢɤɿɜ ɤɫɟɧɨɮɨɛɫɶɤɢɯ ɬɚ
ɪɚɞɢɤɚɥɶɧɢɯ ɪɭɯɿɜ.

əɪɨɫɥɚɜ Ƚɪɢɰɚɤ ɩɿɞɤɪɟɫɥɢɜ, ɳɨ ɚɧɚɥɿɡ ɧɚɰɿɨɧɚɥɿɡɦɭ ɡɚ ɩɪɢɧɰɢɩɨɦ ɩɨ ɞɿɥɭ
ɧɚ ɡɚɯɿɞɧɢɣ (ɰɢɜɿɥɿɡɨɜɚɧɢɣ) ɬɚ ɫɯɿɞɧɢɣ (ɤɪɢɜɚɜɢɣ, ɤɫɟɧɨɮɨɛɫɶɤɢɣ ɬɚ ɧɚɰɿɨ-
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ɧɚɥɿɫɬɢɱɧɢɣ) ɽ ɤɨɧɬɪɩɪɨɞɭɤɬɢɜɧɢɦ ɭ ɫɭɱɚɫɧɿɣ ɚɤɚɞɟɦɿɱɧɿɣ ɞɢɫɤɭɫɿʀ. Ɍɚɤɨɠ
ɛɭɥɨ ɧɚɝɨɥɨɲɟɧɨ ɧɚ ɜɚɠɥɢɜɿɣ ɪɨɥɿ ɧɚɰɿɨɧɚɥɿɫɬɿɜ ɿɡ ɉɪɚɜɨɝɨ ɋɟɤɬɨɪɚ ɜ ɩɟɪɟ-
ɦɨɡɿ ȿɜɪɨ ɦɚɣɞɚɧɭ, ɛɟɡ ɹɤɨɝɨ ɰɿ ɩɨɞɿʀ ɦɨɝɥɢ ɩɨɜɬɨɪɢɬɢ ɞɨɥɸ ɪɭɯɿɜ: Occupy Wall
Street ɚɛɨ Ȼɨɥɨɬɧɨʀ ɩɥɨɳɿ. ɉɪɨɬɟ ɪɟɡɭɥɶɬɚɬɢ ɩɚɪɥɚɦɟɧɬɫɶɤɢɯ ɜɢɛɨɪɿɜ ɫɜɿɞɱɚɬɶ
ɩɪɨ ɫɥɚɛɤɭ ɟɥɟɤɬɨɪɚɥɶɧɭ ɩɿɞɬɪɢɦɤɭ ɧɚɰɿɨɧɚɥɿɫɬɢɱɧɢɯ ɫɢɥ: «ɧɚɰɿɨɧɚɥɿɫɬɢ ɦɨ-
ɠɭɬɶ ɡɞɨɛɭɬɢ ɩɟɪɟɦɨɝɭ ɜ ɪɟɜɨɥɸɰɿʀ, ɚɥɟ ɧɟ ɩɟɪɟɦɨɝɭ ɧɚɞ ɪɟɜɨɥɸɰɿɽɸ».

Ɇɚɪɤ ɮɨɧ Ƚɚʉɟɧ ɿɳɟ ɡɚɡɧɚɱɢɜ, ɳɨ ɧɟ ɬɿɥɶɤɢ ɜ ɭɤɪɚʀɧɰɿɜ ɽ ɧɚɰɿɨɧɚɥɿɫɬɢɱɧɿ
ɩɪɨɹɜɢ – ɪɨɫɿɹɧ ɬɚɤɨɠ ɪɨɡɝɥɹɞɚɸɬɶ ɹɤ ɧɚɰɿɨɧɚɥɿɫɬɿɜ, ɚ ɫɟɪɟɞ ɬɚɬɚɪ ɬɟɠ ɽ ɡɧɚɱ-
ɧɿ ɩɨɛɨɸɜɚɧɧɹ ɡɪɨɫɬɚɧɧɹ ɪɨɫɿɣɫɶɤɨɝɨ ɧɚɰɿɨɧɚɥɿɡɦɭ ɭ ɡɜ’ɹɡɤɭ ɡ ɨɫɬɚɧɧɿɦɢ
ɩɨɞɿɹɦɢ.

Ɉɛɝɨɜɨɪɟɧɧɹ ɩɢɬɚɧɧɹ 3.ɪ  ɇɚ ɞɭɦɤɭ Ⱥɧɞɪɟɚɫɚ Ʉɚɩɩɟɥɟɪɚ, ɜ ɰɶɨɦɭ ɤɨɧɬɟɤɫɬɿ
ɦɨɠɟ ɛɭɬɢ ɤɨɪɢɫɧɢɣ ɞɨɫɜɿɞ ɸɝɨɫɥɚɜɫɶɤɢɯ ɜɨɽɧ. Ɍɚɤɨɠ ɦɨɠɧɚ ɡɝɚɞɚɬɢ ɡɚɦɨɪɨ-
ɠɟɧɿ ɤɨɧɮɥɿɤɬɢ ɧɚ ɩɨɫɬɪɚɞɹɧɫɶɤɨɦɭ ɩɪɨɫɬɨɪɿ, ɱɟɪɟɡ ɹɤɿ ɜ ɰɢɯ ɪɟʉɿɨɧɚɯ ɬɚɤ ɿ ɧɟ
ɜɞɚɥɨɫɹ ɩɪɨɜɟɫɬɢ ɩɿɫɥɹɜɨɽɧɧɭ ɦɨɞɟɪɧɿɡɚɰɿɸ.

Ɏɪɚɧɤ ɋɢɫɢɧ ɡɜɟɪɧɭɜ ɭɜɚɝɭ ɧɚ ɬɟ, ɳɨ, ɯɨɱɚ ɜɿɣɧɚ ɽ ɧɟʉɚɬɢɜɧɢɦ ɹɜɢɳɟɦ,
ɩɪɨɬɟ ɦɨɠɧɚ ɫɩɨɫɬɟɪɿɝɚɬɢ ɩɨɡɢɬɢɜɧɿ ɩɪɨɰɟɫɢ, ɡɨɤɪɟɦɚ ɜɢɡɧɚɧɧɹ ɪɨɫɿɣɫɶɤɨ-
ɦɨɜɧɢɯ ɭɤɪɚʀɧɰɿɜ ɱɚɫɬɢɧɨɸ ɭɤɪɚʀɧɫɶɤɨʀ ɿɞɟɧɬɢɱɧɨɫɬɢ, ɤɨɧɫɨɥɿɞɚɰɿɹ ɧɚɜɤɨɥɨ
ɭɤɪɚʀɧɫɶɤɨʀ ɿɞɟʀ ɧɚ ɉɿɜɞɧɿ ɬɚ ɋɯɨɞɿ, ɡɪɨɫɬɚɧɧɹ ɜɿɪɢ ɜ ɭɤɪɚʀɧɫɶɤɭ ɞɟɪɠɚɜɭ. ȿɜ-
ɪɨɦɚɣɞɚɧɫɶɤɟ ɫɭɫɩɿɥɶɫɬɜɨ ɜɿɞɤɢɧɭɥɨ ɿɞɟɸ ȿɜɪɚɡɿʀ ɹɤ ɜɥɚɫɧɨʀ ɰɢɜɿɥɿɡɚɰɿɣɧɨʀ 
ɫɮɟɪɢ.

əɪɨɫɥɚɜ Ƚɪɢɰɚɤ ɡɚɡɧɚɱɢɜ, ɳɨ ɩɨɬɪɿɛɧɨ ɡ ɨɛɟɪɟɠɧɿɫɬɸ ɫɬɚɜɢɬɢɫɹ ɞɨ ɫɟɪɛɨ-
ɯɨɪɜɚɬɫɶɤɨɝɨ ɫɰɟɧɚɪɿɸ, – ɜɿɧ ɛɢ ɜɢɹɜɢɜɫɹ ɩɪɢɞɚɬɧɢɦ ɭ ɪɚɡɿ ɩɨɞɿɥɭ ɦɿɠ Ʌɶɜɨ-
ɜɨɦ ɬɚ Ʉɢɽɜɨɦ ɡ ɨɞɧɿɽʀ, ɿ ɏɚɪɤɨɜɨɦ ɬɚ Ɉɞɟɫɨɸ ɡ ɞɪɭɝɨʀ ɫɬɨɪɨɧɢ. ɋɨɰɿɨɥɨɝɢ
ɝɨɜɨɪɹɬɶ ɩɪɨ ɩɨɞɿɥ ɯɿɛɚ ɦɿɠ Ⱦɨɧɟɰɶɤɨɸ ɬɚ Ⱦɧɿɩɪɨɩɟɬɪɨɜɫɶɤɨɸ ɨɛɥɚɫɬɹɦɢ, ɚɥɟ
ɧɚɜɿɬɶ ɭ Ⱦɨɧɟɰɶɤɿɣ ɨɛɥɚɫɬɿ ɧɟɦɚɽ ɫɟɩɚɪɚɬɢɫɬɫɶɤɨʀ ɛɿɥɶɲɨɫɬɢ. Ɂ ɩɨɝɥɹɞɭ əɪɨ-
ɫɥɚɜɚ Ƚɪɢɰɚɤɚ, ɍɤɪɚʀɧɿ ɩɨɬɪɿɛɧɨ ɡɨɫɟɪɟɞɠɭɜɚɬɢɫɹ ɧɚ ɩɨɥɿɬɢɱɧɢɯ ɬɚ ɟɤɨɧɨɦɿɱ-
ɧɢɯ ɪɟɮɨɪɦɚɯ ɛɿɥɶɲɟ, ɧɿɠ ɧɚ ɩɢɬɚɧɧɹɯ ɿɞɟɧɬɢɱɧɨɫɬɢ. ɍɤɪɚʀɧɫɶɤɚ ɧɚɰɿɹ ɜɠɟ
ɿɫɧɭɽ – ʀʀ ɩɨɬɪɿɛɧɨ ɦɨɞɟɪɧɿɡɭɜɚɬɢ.

Ɇɚɪɤ ɮɨɧ Ƚɚʉɟɧ ɩɪɨɜɿɜ ɩɚɪɚɥɟɥɶ ɿɡ ɩɨɞɿɹɦɢ ɤɿɧɰɹ ɉɟɪɲɨʀ ɫɜɿɬɨɜɨʀ ɜɿɣɧɢ – 
ɬɨɞɿ ɍɤɪɚʀɧɚ ɛɭɥɚ ɨɞɧɿɽɸ ɡ ɩɟɪɲɢɯ ɤɪɚʀɧ, ɹɤɿ ɫɤɨɪɢɫɬɚɥɢɫɶ ɡ ȼɿɥɶɫɨɧɿɜɫɶɤɨ-
ɝɨ ɩɪɢɧɰɢɩɭ ɧɚɰɿɨɧɚɥɶɧɨɝɨ ɫɚɦɨɜɢɡɧɚɱɟɧɧɹ, ɜɨɞɧɨɱɚɫ ɜɨɧɚ ɠ ɛɭɥɚ ɩɟɪɲɨɸ
ɡ-ɩɨɦɿɠ ɬɢɯ, ɯɬɨ ɡɝɨɞɨɦ ɜɿɞ ɰɶɨɝɨ ɩɨɫɬɪɚɠɞɚɜ. ɋɯɨɠɚ ɫɢɬɭɚɰɿɹ ɫɬɚɥɚɫɹ ɡ ȿɜ-
ɪɨɦɚɣɞɚɧɨɦ, ɹɤɢɣ ɫɬɚɜ ɩɪɢɤɥɚɞɨɦ ɜɢɛɨɪɭ ɟɜɪɨɩɟɣɫɶɤɢɯ ɰɿɧɧɨɫɬɟɣ. Ⱥɤɬɢɜɿɫɬɢ
Ɇɚɣɞɚɧɭ ɩɨɤɚɡɚɥɢ, ɳɨ ɜɨɧɢ ɞɟɹɤɨɸ ɦɿɪɨɸ ɛɿɥɶɲɟ ɟɜɪɨɩɟɣɰɿ ɡɚ ɫɚɦɢɯ ɟɜɪɨ-
ɩɟɣɰɿɜ.


