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Ukraine in the Geopolitical Confrontation in XXI century:
Historical, Economic, Demographic and Sociological segments 
Part 1. 
Ukrainian Mentality and National Character in the Historical and Geopolitical reality.
I understand that the suggested topic of the lecture is closely related to History, or rather Historical geography, and politics.

Historical geography itself, without any politics, is a very complicated sub-branch of historical science, which demands a special accuracy and scientific integrity from a researcher.
Together with politics this historical science represents an explosive mixture which is ready to explode in a soul of each person related to a certain territory.



The aim of this lecture is to clarify the peculiarities of the formation of Ukrainian mentality and national character taking into account the place of residence and availability of own statehood, unity of the ethnic group both in peacetime and in wartime. At the same time there is one more aim to clarify the place and role of the Church in this process.
Of course, the notions of mentality and national character are much broader than the suggested aspects.




Through the formation of these socio-cultural and psycho genetic phenomena we will try to clarify the patterns of the conflict in the East of Ukraine.
That is, tracing the distant past of Ukraine, we will make an attempt in some degree to explain patterns of relationship in its present. Let me start with the formation of the conceptual Framework.
Among a sufficiently large number of definitions of mentality I consider the most acceptable is the following one:
The mentality is the aggregate of mental, emotional, cultural characteristics, value orientations and attitudes inherent to an ethnic group, nation, people, and nationality. 

A national character is understood as a special psycho-genetic stock of the people arising on the basis of its historical and sociocultural experience, the totality  of its traditions, ideas, values, stereotypes, ideals, interests, that are common  in this ethnic community.
The nature of the people (a national character) is manifested, first of all, as a system of socio-cultural norms and as a mental phenomenon.
So, let’s trace the main stages of formation of Ukrainian statehood.
From the very beginning I draw your attention to the fact that Ukraine as a state, officially appeared only in 1917, when the establishment of the UPR was proclaimed.
But in a few months in Kharkiv the Ukrainian Soviet Republic was proclaimed.
Thus, with an interval in some months two Ukrainian states were formed, though they had different political systems.
Of course, you may object, that there had already been some elements of statehood by 1917.

Having read our Ukrainian textbooks on History, you would reasonably   notice, that the characteristics of statehood evidently had the Zaporozhye Cossacks, the Ukrainian state of Bohdan Khmelnytsky, and later Hetmanate.
Partly this is acceptable, although I think it is not necessary to exaggerate the importance of these traits. Of course, there really were some elements of statehood. But the status of the state hadn’t been completely formalized by 1917.
Recognizing this fact, it is easy to explain the situation the Ukrainian political elite existed in for centuries. It was the situation of a constant geopolitical balancing between the powerful states which were trying to get Ukrainian land and Ukrainian political elites. Using geopolitical contradictions, the Ukrainians tried to defend them and to build their own state. A vivid example of this is the contradictions between Poland and Russia.
Having failed to find consensus with Poland, and having suffered several severe defeats, Khmelnitsky tried to build allied relations with Russia. But the Union failed. It turned out to be a banal protectorate.
And the question about the construction of Ukrainian state was postponed again for several centuries. Probably we shouldn’t rake over old ashes, if Ukraine being a unitary state, having all the attributes of statehood, wouldn’t have appeared in the center of geopolitical struggles again.
This forces us to plunge  into the past again to try to figure out why Ukraine was so late with the formation of its own state.
Having studied the experience of European states’ formation in the middle ages, as well as analyzing the experience of Ukraine and Russia, it can be assumed that any state in the process of its formation has passed three stages.
As for Ukraine, at the first stage it was an early feudal state, which foundations were formulated in the "Russian Truth" by Yaroslav the Wise and his successors, the princes known as the Yaroslavichi.

Please, have a look at the map. 
Map 1
Kievan Rus
         before feudal division
The largest part of the current Ukrainian lands in the early feudal stage were United into the state called Kievan Rus - Ukraine.
The present-day territory of south-eastern Ukraine didn’t belong to Kievan Rus. Here the Polovtsians, Pechenegs roamed and partially the Khazar Khaganate dominated. 
The formation of the Ukrainian mentality and national character started there much later.
The second type of statehood in the middle ages appeared in the period of feudal division, when the monarch was losing his power, while local elites were trying to increase their powers, refusing to pay tribute to the center. At this time mentioned psychogenetic and socio-cultural norms were forming under much narrower conditions than before. Feudal division carried out these processes on a more limited matrix. And that was natural, because the division greatly reduced the exchange of goods between the regions, as well as political and socio-cultural relations between them. Accordingly, those changes slowed down the formation of the mentality and national character of the ancestors of today's Ukrainians.
Finally, the third type of the feudal state was a centralized state, which is characterized by a powerful Central authority, subduing local political elites. There were two striking examples of such a state. They were Muscovy  in the North and Poland in the West. But Ukrainian statehood was not born. Why?
I think that the answer to this question can be found in the features of governing in the Grand Duchy of Lithuania, which subordinated [sə'bɔːd(ə)nət] a considerable part Kievan Rus in the 13th- 14th centuries, when the last reached a stage of feudal division. Lithuanian governing was rather soft and was quite acceptable for both peasantry and political elite of the destroyed Kievan Rus. The last easily integrated into the political structure of Lithuania. This fact played a cruel joke with the Ukrainian statehood. The softness of Lithuanian governing didn’t make the local political elites wage a fierce[fɪəs] struggle for their political and social establishment. This means that it did not feel any need to fight for their own state.
The "kindness" of Lithuania can be easily explained. Indeed, there was no "kindness". I would rather call that condition of the country as a forced necessity than "kindness". Thus, Lithuanian governing could not have a significant negative impact both on the mentality and the national character of the Ukrainian ethnos. The fact is that in the course of its historical development the Grand Duchy of Lithuania was in the stage of an early feudal state, while the Ukrainian lands had already been in the stage of feudal division.
Map 2
The Grand Duchy of Lithuania

 (mid XV century)
Thus, on the way of its historical development The Grand Duchy of Lithuania was a stage lower than Ukrainian lands. 
It had enough strength to conquer these lands, but it didn’t have enough force to keep them in its sphere of political influence. This is a real cause of softness in governing.
Moreover, nine-tenths (9/10) of the population consisted of Eastern Slavs who lived on the territory of modern Ukraine and Belarus. And culturally the subordinate lands were higher. So, Lithuania adopted the written language of Rus, and copied its legislative base. Based on the above, Lithuanian governing could not have a significant negative impact both on the formation of mentality of the Ukrainian nation and its national character.
But times are changing. 
Soon Lithuania drew attention of a powerful state in the West. It was Poland, which had already overcome the stage of feudal division and formed a centralized state. Poland gradually subdued a significant part of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania, including the current lands of Ukraine. It was the time when the Ukrainian political elite had to regret bitterly about the absence of their own statehood. Being under Polish rule, the Ukrainian political elite had to postpone the thoughts about own state for a long time. This could not fail to have an impact on the formation of the Ukrainian mentality and the emerging national character. There appeared the influences of other culture, customs, traditions, and faith that would make their adjustments in this process.  
             I won’t evaluate them. I am not going to assert how good or bad that influence was. 

But it differed significantly from that one, which had been stored there since Kievan Rus.
Map 3
Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth
Have a look at the map of the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth. It included not only the Right, but also a considerable part of the modern Left-Bank Ukraine. As a result of the war began under Bohdan Khmelnytsky, and then continued by Russia, once united Ukrainian lands were divided between Russia and the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth for the first time. This provision was secured by the Truce of Andrusovo in 1667. The "Eternal peace" in 1686 only confirmed that state.
Map 4
The Truce of Andrusovo 

Pay attention that since that time the formation of the Ukrainian mentality would have been carried out under the conditions of dual domination.  I mean Poland and Russia. We won't completely exclude the Ottoman influence on the South of Ukrainian lands, which were under the rule of the Turks. Thus, it seems possible to distinguish two climactic dates, which significantly influenced the mentality of the Ukrainian people.
This is 1565, when the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth was formed, and the Ukrainian lands became its composite part. From our point of view, with this event started the breaking of an earlier formed Ukrainian mentality and national character. And the second one is 1667, when according to the Truce of Andrusovo and later to the "Eternal peace" the Ukrainian lands were divided between two different states for the first time.  
This caused the formation of different mentalities of Ukrainian people.
This date, to a certain extent, is significant, because again there were changes in the mentality and character of the left-Bank Ukrainians, but for this time there were Russian traditions, lifestyle and culture. Besides, it is necessary to allocate one more negative impact of this event on the formation of socio-cultural and psychogenetic traits of Ukrainians.

The emerging ethnic group with sufficiently strong mental roots was artificially divided between the two states. Having artificially broken an almost formed ethnic group into two parts, both Poland and Russia proceeded  with the leveling of the previously well-established mental traits and peculiarities of the national character. And it doesn't matter how exactly they did it: intentionally  or not intentionally.
The following mental shock was caused by the three partitions of Poland and its destruction as a state. Please, have a look at the following historical map.
Map 5

Three partitions of the Rzecz Pospolita.
As a result of the 2nd (in 1793) and the 3rd partition (in 1795) Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth, the part of Ukrainian territory, which according to the “Eternal peace” belonged Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth, for this time was passed to Russia. Thus, the Ukrainian mentality and national character, which had been influenced for more than 230 years by the Polish state, began to feel the influence of the Russian Empire. 

Galicia became the possession of Austria, and later Austro-Hungary, remaining the part of it up to 1919. Altogether it made 147 years. Of course, it's not such a long period of time to form an Austrian mentality, but it was enough to have an impact on the existing one. Before 1939 it was the part of Poland.
Thus, the downfall of Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth had led to a serious shift in the sources of formation of Ukrainian mentality and national character.

Thus, I want to focus your attention on the fact, that the Eastern and Western territories of modern Ukraine, which were the parts of the two empires, Russian and Austrian, then the Austro-Hungarian Empire, received different effects from their metropolis. They were different Empires of European and Asian sample. Therefore, their influence was different.
In the South-East, since the 60-s of XIX century the autocracy by means of Western European capital had formed a powerful center of capitalist development. As a result, the Ukrainian territory gave more than 60% of coal production, more than 70% of iron ore in the all-Russian scale. More than 50% of iron and steel were smelted there. Kharkiv and Luhansk locomotive-building plants produced 40% of the locomotives. At the same time the Ukrainian lands were the “sugar bowl” and the “breadbasket” of the whole large Russian Empire.
But the level of political life, especially in the national aspect, was approximately equal to zero. The Valuyev Circular and the Emsk Decree neutralized the national identity of Ukrainians. The Ukrainian language could not be used even on the stage. In the plays it was forbidden to perform songs in the Ukrainian language. To be performed on the stage, they had to be translated into the Russian language. It was hard to imagine a more draconian impact on the emerging mentality and national character of the Ukrainians.

At the same time, it should be noted, that the active economic development of the south-eastern part of modern Ukraine had led to a significant inflow of the workforce of different nationalities, which "dissolved" not numerous Ukrainian population. This workforce contributed some new traits to Ukrainian mentality and national character, making them less expressive, but more interesting.

I do not exclude that the transition of the Ukrainian lands to different countries could level the ethnic mentality and character, but this mixing of different cultures made them more sophisticated, elegant and unique. The newcomers brought the language of everyday communication, the usage of which is so hot discussed today. The majority of native population had plots of land and considered tillage as the main source of subsistence. Therefore, mainly migrants from all corners of the Empire worked in industrial production.
The situation differed in the West Ukrainian lands. The level of industrial production was extremely low there. Only some raw-materials branches such as oil extraction, mineral wax extraction, and timber harvesting were developed. Basically, the region was allocated as a source of raw materials for the Empire. Because of the lack of labor inflow from outside the region turned into a closed national enclave. This circumstance played a positive role in shaping of the dwellers’ national mentality and character. There Ukrainian national features were not "washed away" by the newcomers, who had fundamentally different mental bases.
 It was also facilitated by the adoption of the Constitution, which in its frame of a bourgeois character didn’t limit the development of a national consciousness of the Ukrainian part of the population. An important role was played as well by the emergence of Parliament and local governments. The national political parties appeared there much earlier, indicating a higher political culture of the society.
The farmer Lukyanitsa and the village teacher Kapuschak from Bukovina region became the members of the Austro-Hungarian Parliament almost 40 years earlier than their colleagues from the Russian territory of Ukraine became the deputys  of the State Duma. 
From this point of view, the today's Ukraine should be grateful to Galicia for the preservation of Ukrainian mentality and character. This circumstance gave grounds for M. Hrushevsky to call these lands   "a reservoir of Ukrainians".
However, it should be noted that very different conditions of mentality formation in the West and in the East played their negative role later, when all the Ukrainians, as fate willed, finally united in one state. In independent Ukraine the people faced with the existence of two mentalities and national characters, which differ each other very much.
But let me return to 1917. That very year the third Universal of the Central Rada proclaimed the Ukrainian People’s Republic, it was the first Ukrainian state. Its territory you can see on the following map.
Map 6

In comparison with modern Ukraine its territory wasn’t large. Pay attention, that in the West its neighbor was the West Ukrainian Republic, and in the South it bordered on three republics such as the Odessa Republic, the Taurida Republic and the Donetsk-Krivoy Rog Republic. The formation of the last one (in 1918) gives the basis for the modern organizers of the «DPR» and «LPR» to consider this republic as their predecessor.
The founder of the Donetsk-Krivoy Rog Republic was the Union of industrialists of Donbas and Krivoy Rog. In this way the Union tried to prevent the capture of the industrial enterprises by the German occupation regime, which had come to the «UPR» together with the Central Council. It was the only state created not according to a national principle, but to an economic one. The Russian Bolsheviks, who were fighting against the Central Rada, took control over the Republic.
In October 1918 the West Ukrainian Republic arose as a result of the Austro-Hungarian monarchy’s collapse. In January 1919 the Act of Unification of the UPR and the WUPR was declared. But that unification had more national and propaganda importance than economic and military ones.
Thus, in this part of the lecture I have analyzed the conditions of formation of the Ukrainian mentality and national character in the pre-Soviet period. To the above it is necessary to add the following features of their formation.
First of all, in both empires the Church had different position towards the Ukrainians. The Russian Orthodox Church by all means supported the interests of the state, declaring the Christian moral postulates to its flock.
In the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth and later in the Austrian (Austro-Hungarian) Empire the Greek Catholic ['kæθ(ə)lɪk] Church didn’t just declare  the moral postulates, but acted as a form of ideology for the Ukrainian population, occupying ['ɔkjəpaɪ ], the main place in their mentality and national character.
Secondly, it is impossible not to pay attention to the negative trait of Ukrainian mentality in both empires. It was formed during the First World War and manifested itself in an open antagonism to each other. The Ukrainians сcalled up into the armies of the two empires obliged to kill each other at the fronts of the First World War. Both religious and military components of Ukrainian mentality would get an unexpected  development in the years of the Soviet power.
When the attempts to establish Ukrainian statehood in 1919 failed, the Ukrainian SSR was proclaimed as a sovereign Republic within the RSFSR.
And a new stage of Ukrainian statehood formation started. It was a new type of Ukrainian statehood.
It forced the changes in the Ukrainian mentality and national character in a completely different political paradigm. One of its main traits was the recognition of the right to self-determination up to separation from the USSR.
In fact, there was no self-determination and the separation from the USSR was just unreal. Of course, the right to self-determination was declared in the Constitution of the USSR, but to realize they right in the current political system was not possible.

Map 7
In 1939, as a result of the Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact, and later due to a "liberating" mission of the red Army, Western Ukraine was included in the USSR. In 1940 the secret agreements between Hitler and Stalin resulted in the annexation of Bukovina and Bessarabia as the part of the Ukrainian SSR. 
I can’t fail to note that the years of the Second World War complicated the formation of a single Ukrainian nation. Just like in the years of the First World War the Ukrainians were in the situation of self-destruction. Once again the Ukrainians from the East of the country had to kill Western Ukrainians, and vice versa.
In fact, this condition lasted almost before 1953.  It was in 1953, when the civil war on the territory of modern Ukraine was over. The Soviet authorities tried not to mention about it. It is impossible to name those events in Western Ukraine in the other way, but a civil war. There the soldiers of the Soviet Army waged a fierce war with the remains of the Ukrainian Insurgent Army, who were hiding in the forests and, in turn, waged a partisan struggle against the Soviet power. It was a terrible struggle, a struggle to death. During that civil war both soldiers and civilians were killed.
Disguised as UPA soldiers, Soviet military units carried out brutal attacks on peaceful Ukrainian villages to blame the enemy for atrocities. I am obliged to speak about these atrocities, because those people were of the same nation, but they were artificially divided by different ideologies. That method of warfare alienated Western and Eastern Ukrainians from each other even more than before. That fratricidal, war continued up to the death of Stalin (in 1953).
In 1954 a significant event for the Ukrainian people took place. The territorial formation of the Ukrainian SSR was completed. In 1954 the Crimea was transferred to the Ukrainian SSR. But you should not consider this political act as an unreasonable generosity of N. Khrushchev. It was an accurate and well thought act of the Soviet authorities.
Firstly, it was much easier to control the Crimea from the Ukrainian territory than from the Russian Federation, because the last didn’t have common borders with the peninsular.
Secondly, the Crimea, almost completely depended on the Ukrainian energy and material resources.
Thirdly, in the context of the Soviet national policy the transfer of any territories from one republic to the other didn’t have such fundamental importance as it looks now.
Today Russian propaganda claims that the transfer of the Crimea to Ukraine was a mistake or, at the best, a gift of N. Khrushchev. I am convinced that it was none of them. It was a rigorous calculation, timed to the 300th anniversary of the reunification of Ukraine and Russia. This act is of a great historical significance for Ukraine. With the transfer of the Crimea the borders of modern Ukraine were finally formed.
Probably the historical fortune of Ukraine is not very attractive. Of course we can say that the fate was unfair to us.
But in this way we can only confirm the main characteristic of the Ukrainian mentality: "we are poor, we are offended by the fortune, help us".

Here is the map of our Ukraine before the war.
Map 8
I am convinced that if we can reproach the historical fortune something, that is the division of a single nation, which caused the formation of two practically different mentalities in the West and in the East. But for us it is an entity. And we must live with it.
We just have to accept that we are different but we are one nation. It is necessary to recognize the values of each other and not to impose them on each other. We may speak different languages, but we do not cease to be Ukrainians because of this fact. We must understand that the language is not a goal but just a means to achieve it. If we had not done this earlier, so we have not realized that we are one nation yet. 

It must be mentioned, that the authorities of the state also sow the seeds of enmity between the West and the East. Suffice it to recall how the Soviet power, fighting against Ukrainian bourgeois, nationalism in the West, inserted a hostile  image of "Banderovites" in the subconscious  of the citizens in the Center, South and East of the country. It is rather difficult to remove this image from the subconscious.

In this connection I recall the initiative of the town council in Gorlovka, and, if I'm not mistaken, Sambor district Council on the exchange of youth delegations. The students of our Institute took part in that trip to Sambor as well. They didn’t find any "Banderovites", but one of our students met her fate there.

We must keep in mind that nowadays a very powerful factor is in use, and it can divide us forever. This factor is the war. Taking part in it, eastern and western Ukrainians kill each other again.
Map  9.
Here, behind the front line, Ukrainians are killing Ukrainians with the active support of our former strategic partner. And when I’m told, that there are no Russians and that Russia is not related to this conflict, I really want to ask. Where separatists took tanks, artillery of various calibers, self-propelled artillery and other weapons with ammunition. Could the so-called rebels grow everything in their kitchen gardens?
What about the number of victims?
Officially there are 7 thousand of them, but we don't believe it.
It is believed that this figure should be multiplied at least by three.
Now I will show you some pictures.
1. Donetsk international airport named after Sergei Prokofiev. My wife and grandson to fly to Crete. This  2013. We didn't realize how happy we were. We'll know in the next, in 2014.

2-3 This is the same airport in the winter of 2014 – 2015

4. The shell of "grad" hit the wall of this building.

5. The second shell fall in front of the gymnasium.

6.  This is Kate my Secretary. In her hands is a frame [freɪm] from a shell of a rocket system "grad".

7.  Fortunately no one was not home.

8. A direct hit to school No. 85

9. This is the view from the kitchen window of our son.

10. A direct hit in school №54

11. This track connects Horlivka with Donetsk

12. But the shell exploded in the children's Park.

13. I hope that the owners of this cat were still alive. 

14. This old lime has saved the lives of many patients['peɪʃ(ə)nt] of hospital №2.

15. The children began to play in the war.

16. Wounded home. Now in Gorlovka most of the wounded homes.

17.No comment.
How much time will it take for mothers’ hearts, whose sons from the East and West were killed in this war, to stop bleeding?
How much time will it take?
No one can answer this question.

Maybe never or maybe only when the mothers of the perished soldiers pass away and take away their pain with them forever.
But I know, I am convinced that we must step over it. 
Otherwise we will never become a single nation.
Otherwise we will be used again.
Just like the Ukrainians were used in the two World Wars, and as they were used in the postwar confrontation in 1944 – 1953.
Eventually, as Ukrainian people are used nowadays by our recent strategic partners, playing their geopolitical games. 
