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1. Introduction

Constituents of the Ukrainian national identityster have been sharply contested in the second
decade of Ukrainian independence. The interpretatd the Ukrainian relationship with
neighbouring Russia remains crucial to the natioitding process. The fact that 'everywhere in
contemporary Ukraine, Ukrainian national cultureisex alongside Russian culture and is
surrounded by Russian culture, including Russialiu produced by both Russians and
Ukrainians® has been considered as a sign of national weakmedskrainian and Russian
politicians. The purpose of this paper is to armlgebates about the Ukrainian national identity
cluster. The claims of Russian and Ukrainian idgisits, i.e. public figures who endorse and
interpret social valués have been analysed with the aim of uncoveringr thaderlying
assumptions regarding the notion of nationhood. ddigical implications entailed for Ukraine
have also been considered. Public discducemtred around the topic of Ukrainian national
identity, reveals that its participants adhereh® dogma of homogeneity . This dogma is '[a ]
view of society in which differences are seen asgdeous and centrifugal, and in which the

"best" society is suggested to be one without gmamp differences’® The illustration of the
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referee process and appears on the Conferenceelings Website by the permission of the author véiains
copyright.
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desire for a homogeneous nation is the politicalsade for making Ukraine a monolingual
stat&: ideologists from one side claim that Ukrainiarosld be imposed upon all Ukrainian
citizens, whereas others consider Russia and Ukrairbe inseparable and, hence, Ukrainian
should become redundant. The paradox is that thieatien for homogeneity in reality creates
torrents of instability. A lack of familiarity witlthe nation-building practices over the globe is to

blame for many misconceptions which have emergdkdrdebates.

2. Method and data

Blommaert and Verschuerem their analysis of European nationalist idecésgand the Belgian
'discourse of ethnic tolerance' examined the lisiguienvironment and structure of arguments
accommodating the concepts of 'national iderdityl 'language’. | adopted the procedures set by
the Belgian linguists. Several claims of Russiam dskrainian public figures have been
examined in order to profile their argumentativatstgies in use. The argumentative strategies
tailored for a specific argumentative purpose ipooate political myths, references to scholarly
concepts and cultural practices. A political myshuinderstood as a cognitive device which
reduces the complexity of the real social world andbles people to act as a member of a social
group; it also legitimises the actions of communitgmbers and delegitimize the actions of
their opponents One of the most common political myths is theiomastate conception
equating cultural and political entities. In othgords, distinct nations define distinct states.
Contrary to this common perception, many natiorshsas Kurds, Scots, Catalans, Tamils and
others are stateless. The state often unifies gkeattural communities. The same nation can
form several states which are perceived as sepaasitens afterwards. Another popular cultural
myth is the linguistic framing of nationhood thatimtains that 'the absence of a specific
language as a distinctive feature immediately castsadow on a group’s claims to nationhdod'.
Ernest Renan demonstrated how misleading this compeoception was in the 19th century:

"The United States and England, Latin America apdir§ speak the same language yet do not
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form single nation¥’. Cultural practices of Scots also undermine theception of language as

the keystone of nation:
In the case of Scotland, where two separate ndtianguages emerged
(Gaelic and Scots, or the Celtic and Germanic pices respectively), their
coexistence has not favoured the development gtiigtic nationalism, but
has impeded it, as partisans of the two languages focused much of their
energies on combating the rival claims of the othather than the
hegemony of English. Although this makes Scotlamahd like a failure in
national linguistic terms, the vast majority of &do not see it this way;
they consider the strategic economic value of usingorld language as
greatly outweighing the political, cultural and serental value of the

'heritage’ languagés.

Yet the two myths form the backbone of nearly &étdssions about Ukrainian national identity
in post-Soviet discourse. Other misconceptions alan be found alongside these myths. The
discourse strategies of post-Soviet ideologistsehasen used for achieving specific purposes
such as manufacturing insults, (de)legitimisatiba particular political orientation, and striking
a cord of solidarity with the audierfée The argumentative strategies in the debatesttange
conflicting goals 1) justification of unbreakabies between Russia and Ukraine resulting in the
necessity of having common unitarian statehood) de@timisation of the exclusion of Russian
from Ukrainian cultural and political life. Theseajs are pursued by different political forces
within both Russia and Ukraine. The statements fRumsian and Ukrainian ideologists are not

mutually exclusive: their positions either coireior incite counterarguments.

In this paper, Russian views regarding the stafutloainian national identity have been
extracted both from statements of Kremlin politiaahlysts and from oppositionists to the ruling
elite. The position of the ruling elite in Russgareflected in the views of Alexander Dugin, a

right-wing Russian politiciali and professor of Moscow State University, who lisgedly
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supported by the Kremlin and the Russian militaryexamined his claims in combination with
the opinions of Mikhail Leontyev, another politiGahalyst enjoying prominence in the Russian
press and known for his controversial remarks abamer Soviet Republics. The views of the
Russian opposition has been extracted from intexvief Valeria Novodvorskaya, a Russian
liberal politiciart>, a founder of the party '‘Democratic Unity' andmamber of the editorial
board of the liberal Russian magazine 'The New §iméaleria Novodvorskaya is an outspoken
critic of the Putin and Medvedev governments ande&perienced oppositionist. She was a
Soviet dissident who launched protests against $lowiet invasion of Czechoslovakia.
Novodvorskaya has voiced many controversial statésnstirring a divided reaction among the

general public and politicians.

Professor Dmitry Tabachnik, a historian and preddimister of Ukrainian Education and
Sciences, a member of the ruling party 'Reginsepresents pro-Russian views in the
Ukrainian discourse. The opposition to the 'Rediomas been represented by the group of the
so-called nationally conscious UkrainidhsThey are a broad category of conspicuous patriots
As a rule, nationally conscious Ukrainians havenbafdiliated with the Orange coalition, which
governed prior to the victory of the present 'prus8lan’ President V. Yanukovych. Views of the
educationalists, (gathered on the occasion of cafieln of the ex-President V. Yushchenko
victory at the conference 'Contemporary Ukrainiatiwze: The European and Global Context',
Monash University 2005) have been examined in g@per. The main contributors to the
conference proceedings have been Professor Maheydlka, Vice Rector at the Ivan Franko
National University of L'viv and Maxim Srikha, Dotor of the Research Programmes at the
Open Politics Institute in Kiev. All the participsnin the virtual debates on the Ukrainian
national identity either summarise popular peraepiof nationhood or attempt to provide a
theoretical framing of such perceptions. Differeiigcursive modes of analysed publications

have converged into the general style of polittoahifesto, as ideologists use every opportunity
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for sharing their thoughtful considerations withe tbroader public. The analysis of the
assumptions underlying the position of ideologatiews for a re-creation of theoretical and
common beliefs influencing social preferences duedpolitical landscape in Russia and Ukraine.
Since most of the ideologists invoke a limited mmd nation-building experience, their views
have been contrasted with case studies on mulidihdgactors in nation-building processes

world-wide'®.

3. National identity

Scholars and ideologists are usually unanimousayning that national identity is a sense of
belonging to a particular cultural or ethnic grolyoreover, most of them admit explicitly or
covertly that national identity is based on ethacl cultural ties and self-determinafidriThe
main problem with arguments in post-Soviet disceussthe failure to recognise 'the dynamic
nature of identity, and the linguistic negotiatidhat play a role in f°. Russian and Ukrainian
ideologists define national differences throughixed and distinctive cluster of attributes.
Properties such as descent, history, culture,ioglignd languadé are indeed central for the
discussion of the nationhood. However, culturalcfices of re-shaping the national identity
cluster through changing and combining its constita have been neglected in the post-Soviet
discours&. The ideas of Ernest Renan, whose astute insitgggired the general Western
European idea of nation, have been overlooked Isy-Poviet ideologists. Renan argues: 'The
existence of a nation is [..]a daily plebiscit®resent-day consent, the desire to live together.’
Hence, the willingness of people to live togetherive separately from another nation may
outweigh the importance of language as an identayker. Any constituents of the cluster, such
as language, can be either overemphasised or extldthe importance of language in defining
national identity was stressed by German intalls?* e.g. Fichte in his address to the
German nation in 1868 The linguistic framing of nationhood was an esisérpart of the
German counter-reaction to Napoleonic expansionigme. linguistic argument also justified the

annexation of the disputed territory of Alsace-laomrfrom France. By contrast, the French idea
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of nationhood invokes language as an administratieans for state-wide communication and
stressed the territoriality The French nationalist view was shaped in thegss of national
unification that commenced after the French Rewaytwhen French was shared by less than
50% of the populatidf. On the other hand, the diminishing importancelasiguage in the
conception of nationhood stemmed from French caalatiens in the dispute with Germany over
the title to Alsace-Lorrairfé. Renan's conceptualisation of the nation, centeedund ‘a rich
legacy of memories' and ‘'the will to perpetuatevthlue of the heritage [of memories]’, enabled
France to trump German linguistic arguments in Atgace-Lorraine dispute. Since language
was not the crucial factor in the issue of natiathothe Germanic speaking population of

Alsace-Lorraine could be recognised as a parteftiench nation.

Post-Soviet ideologists are not familiar with Rémansight on the nature of nationhood. In their
opinion, Renan introduced the extreme view on tkausion of the language factor from the
national features cluste?’ It is worthwhile noting that features other thanduage representing
the national identity cluster can also be negl@gilitenan argues that [r]eligion cannot supply an
adequate basis for the constitution of the modationality either® For instance, the Lebanese
nation includes both Christians and MusfimsThe descent feature has been challenged on
numerous other occasions. As Renan stipulatebe 'fipblest countries, England, France and
Italy, are those where the blood is the most miXetihe African roots of Alexander Pushkin do
not prevent him being the great Russian poet. Kerarecestry did not prevent Barak Obama
from becoming the President of the United Statet defending American national interests.
The Hungarian origin of Nicolas Sarkozi did noty®et the French people from casting their
votes and electing him President of France. Intskioere are 'no fixed conditiofior 'objective

criteria®® for defining national boundaries.

4. Disputed constituents of Ukrainian national idatity

% Renan, 16 argues: 'An honourable fact about Frisitieat she has never sought to win unity of lagguby
coercive measures'.

" See Blommaert and Vershueren 1992, 364
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and German rule, where the local dialects were @aitrbut the political allegiance of the populaceswstrongly to
France."
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Ideological disputes often acclaim theories prongt a certain political advantage. Such
theories frequently operate on the level of ephameabstraction. The traditional Russian
perception about the 'deficiency' of the Ukrainm@ation is supported by an application of a
cluster of national features whose slots have Iidled with a content suitable for the purpose.
The Russian version of Ukrainian identity clusteveaals very little deviation from the Russian
national cluster. Russians, Ukrainians and Byekams have a common descent—Kievan Rus.
The migration within the Soviet Union and the pyglaf building the undivided nation of Soviet
people strengthened commonalities among the EaStavs. By and large, they share Orthodox
Christianity and numerous historical records. Trenspicuous traditional features which
distinguish Ukraine from Russia are language, caltsymbols such as dances, folk clothing and
music, and historical landmarks such as Zaporoz@iassackdom and Ukrainian statehood in
1917-1918. However, Russian intellectuals come up with argois overthrowing these
Ukrainian distinctions. Ukrainian has been presgrds a dialect of Russian which is not a
mother tongue to many Ukrainians anyway. This vieas shared among many influential
Russian thinkers such as the proletarian writer iMaxGorky® and the dissident writer
Alexander Solzhenitsyi According to Besemer&s " [flew Russians can accept the idea of
Ukraine as a separate country”. As for culturahisgls, the Russian stereotype casts them as a
ploy of a radical group who try to de-stabilise RasUkraine relations. The Ukrainian cultural
icons are an everlasting subject of Russian ridiclihe British scholar and journalist Anna Reid
reproduces the conventional Russian stereotypet &baainians:

Russians regarded - and still regard - Ukrainiangeally just a subspecies of

Russian in the first place. Any differences that démonstrably exist between

them were the artificial work of perfidious, PopiBbles—replaced in today's

imagination by the meddling West in general. Rathan attacking Ukrainians

and Ukrainian-ness as inferior, therefore, Russidesy their existence.

Ukrainians are a 'non-historical nation’, the Ukian language a joke dialect,

Ukraine itself an 'Atlantis' -- a legend dreamedbypKiev intellectuals' in the

3 Other common beliefs and landmarks of Ukrainiatdny can be found in A., ReiBprderland: A Journey
through the History of Ukrain@_ondon: Weidenfield and Nicolson, 1997).

38 Maxim Gorky called Ukrainian "a vernacular of létRussians " and was reluctant to authorise tatinsl of his
novels into Ukrainian since Ukrainian was not dideive language for him.

37 A., SolzhenitsynRossiya v Obvale [Russia in collapg®loscow: Russkiy put’, 1998).

38 John, Besemeres, ' Ukraine: A sharp turn eastw2yAslU Centre for European Studies Briefing Paper &gri
Vol. 1, No 1, 2011a, 1-24, here 15.



words of a parliamentary deputy from Donetsk. Theryvcloseness of
Ukrainian and Russian culture, the very subtletytraf differences between

them, is an irritatiori®

Ukrainian ideologists in their attempt to refute tRussian imperial view, have been locked
within the national cluster theory. Respondingriassian allegations they amplify the public
exposure to national symbolic activities and bstréhe monolingual cultural policy. '[A]
signifying or symbol forming activit§? is indeed a necessary effort for national constitich, as
the nation 'depends upon continual acts of imaigingor its existenc&'. Ukrainian cultural
symbols authenticate collective memories of theedie Ukrainian population whose division,
Russian intellectuals try to emphasise. The extgteof the Ukrainian nation, like the Russian
and many other nations, has been sustained byfiaieuoif legacy of group memories and the
collective will to validate those memories. Theioat is an ‘interpretative communfty’
supported by 'shared memories...[and] shared fomgst the putting aside of differences among
groups constituting the nation, while also ceasmgemember that there was a time when they
[South, East and West of Ukraine-L.A.] were nottedias a natioff> Ukrainian and Russian
languages have been used as vehicles which hawedctire Ukrainian legacy of memories even
though there was a time when the two languages werdifferent’. This situation is not
exceptional: many other nations use multilinguatriess of their cultural heritag2 The
intensity of debates is a product of the percepti@ cultural boundaries between nations are to

be solidly authenticated by the language in use.

5. The Russian stereotype about Ukraine in the intaational press
Many Westerners have also been exposed to thedRuggiw about the 'cultural poverty' of the
Ukrainian nation since they used to receive alinmst of the information about Ukraine from

Russian sourcd% For instance, Blommaert and Verschuétamsed the following quotation

¥ A, Reid, 65.

% Homi K. BhabhaThe location of culture(London: Routledge, 1994), 211

*1 M. Billig, Banal Nationalisn{London: Sage Publications, 1995), 70.

42 See Hobsbawm; Anderson.

3 Joseph, 114, see also Renan, 16-21.

4 See Bernard Comrie and Greville G. Corbett (eHse) Slavonic language(éondon; New York : Routledge,
1993) on divergence of Russian and Ukrainian. SBomsian thinkers, e.g. Maxim Gorky, believe thatdikian is
still a Russian dialect.

5 See Renan, 16; Joseph, 167

6 p R., MagocsiA History of UkraingToronto: University of Toronto Press, 1996), 11.
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from the Guardian Weekly to demonstrate a widespread stereotype of Ukmainia

‘underdevelopment':

The poor old Ukraine has had a bad press. BotlPttes, who dominated the
towns of the Western part, and the Russians, whairtkded those of the East
and South, looked down on Ukrainians as peasaptsakeég jargon. The
language itself varied greatly from region to regiein the West quite close to
Polish, in the east sometimes indistinguishablenfiRussian.[...] Politically,
Ukraine was underdeveloped [...].

The Belgian linguists’ focus on the belief thag'dibsence of a specific language as a distinctive
feature immediately casts a shadow on a groupimsléo nationhood®. However, this example
better illustrates deliberate attempts to misldsed gublic through misrepresentations depicting
‘cultural poverty’. The report is no more than gheasing of the traditional Russian jingoistic
cliché discussed by Anna Reid. Significant efféréve been put into portraying Ukrainian as a
dialect lacking a proper standardisation. The gttecan be a political strategy of ensuring that
the Ukrainian case is commensurable with the stgpecof an underdeveloped nation. The low
symbolic ranking of a dialect status vis-a-vis #lyffledged language undermines Ukrainian
chances for the national recognition. Contrary he presented account, literary Ukrainian
languag®’® exists since the end of the™8entury® and it is understandable in all regions of
Ukraine. It has its dialects like many other natiofanguages. Ukrainian was formed and
maintained despite prohibitions and discouragerbgrRussian officials in the long centuries of
Russian dominance. A BBC reptrreveals: 'The Ukrainian nation has been fighting ifs
native language for centuries. People have eved mtiethe struggle to use the Ukrainian
language'. This could suggest a similarity betwg&rainians and Basques though Blommaert
and Verschueren contrasted their cultural histycantaminated and compromised versus
uncontaminated and uncompromised. The gap betwemssidh and Ukrainian is as wide as
between Spanish and Portuguese, Estonian andskijnButch and GermaA.The group of
South Slavonic languages represents more challeogeemarcation between language and

dialect® the debates on differentiation of Macedonian fr@ulgarian and Serbian from

“8 Blommaert and Verschueren 1998, 134
*9 See Comrie and Corbett.
*0 van Kotlyarevsky's Eneyida an epic poem and burlesque, is regarded to beatiest literary work published

in modern UkrainianEneyidaappeared in 1798.
51

'‘Ukraine divided over language row', BBC News, 22 April 2005,
<http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/world/europe/4472068st[accessed 20 December 2010]
52 ;
Reid, 85
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Croatian’ could be seen as more intense and controversial. dlso surprising that Ukraine
became a model case of linguistic fragmentation.igiance, Norwegian linguistic controversy
(see below) has not been paraded in Russian orpEanodiscourse or labelled as a sign of
‘underdevelopment'. The Norwegian language exist&o official written forms -- Bokmal and
Nynorsk. The standardisation of the both versidndarwegian began later than for Ukrainian.
The historical ties between Denmark, Sweden andvilprare similar to the relations between

Russia, Poland and Ukraine discussed by Anna Ridea

The Russian stereotype of Ukrainian cultural pgvepioradically emerges in a variety of places.
For instance, a message from the Russian webdit@klassnikhas revealed the following: 'The
ugly language of peasants [Ukrainian] should belisted®™. Such sentiments contradict
linguistic scholarship: 'we have no independentedda by which to measure the quality of

languages™®

The report from thé&uardian promotes the Russian view of unbreakable ties detwRussia
and Ukraine. It implies that the internal differescamong Ukrainian ethnic communities are
wider than the gap between the Russian and Ukratuéures. Given that Ukraine is politically
‘underdeveloped' and does not have a history oéhstad, it would not be able to govern a
heterogeneous society. By contrast, Russia aflyafledged' nation, possesses a rich experience
in running a state where group differences have Imei@imised. Hence, the traditional Russian

mythology delegitimizing Ukrainian independence Bp#led out into the Western press.

6. Views of Kremlin political analysts

Alexander Dugin, a right-wing Russian politiciamofeéssor and Department Chair at Moscow
State University/ has further elaborated the traditional Russiarhnaytout the non-existence of
any Ukrainian natiolf. The myth of a conspiracy against Russia amonigahtJkrainians and
the myth of the absurdity of their symbol-formingtigity have enhanced the traditional

representation of Ukrainian cultural poverty:

54 Blommaert and Vershueren 1992, 367

*5 From the website [odnoklassniki.ru], private ceprendence.

%6 Joseph, 136.

> Umland and Shekhovtsov, 676 argue: ‘'His artidied books could be of intellectual interest onlythose
Russian readers who do not know foreign languagsisemough to read, or do not care to get accesbeaelevant
European literature, or to those seeking ideoldgiodulgence to feed their anti-Western—particyladnti-
American—essentimentBut Dugin’s numerous publications and frequent dppearances have become part and
parcel of the daily political and intellectual lieé¢ contemporary Russia.'

°8 Compare the view of Vladimir Putin on Ukrainiaatsthood discussed in Besemeres 2010a, 15 and 22.
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Dugin: ...[T]hey [Ukrainians] have no nationally specific @ifénces: either

noses, or a cuisine, except galo[pig’s fat/lard] andseliodka[herring].

Laertsky: No, they havepapakha[the Caucasian/Cossack fur hat] amapak
[a Ukrainian dance]. They also have a waistbandclwhs calledkushak

[girdle].

Dugin: That's what the best representatives of Littlesit@° have. But the
most terrible Little Russians do not differ fromeat Russians. They do not
have any national traits, either interior or exigribut their spirit and their
metaphysical status ensures that they are LittlessRnos indeed. They see
Russia as a petty and vile country. They hate dsvésh us ill. Those Little

Russians are indeed the worst racial enemy of GRessian®.

Regrettably, the Professor of Moscow State Uniteid@monstrates a primitive folk perception
in believing that the differences between natiom®utd be manifest in their physical

appearancé

Another controversy has appeared in his claimsaldkans are not different from Russians but
yet they are 'the worst racial enemy of Great Runssi Dugin's theoretical misconceptions are

grist to the mill of his argument.

Dugin formulates a conspiracy theory which castsscious' Ukrainians as a radical group
fighting against Russian political interéétsHowever, the threat emanates from a cultural
community whose existence he vigorously deniess Tdpic has been elaborated in a discussion

concerning the former Soviet leader Leonid Brezhnev

Dugin: | think that [Brezhnev] was a good man...It seemsne that nothing

was bad about him.

%9 Little Russia is the Tcentury popular name for Ukraine. It is preseptyceived as pejorative.
% A., Dugin, Pop-Cul'tura i Znaki Vremer{iPopular culture and tokens of the time] (St PetaybAmfora, 2005),
89.

® Joseph, 171 comments on the findings of Germarra@mtogists and ethnographers of the Nazi

period:
They did not hide the negative results from thetypand government officials who had set
their research tasks, but informed them that nensific criteria existed for physically
distinguishing a Slav from a German, or indeedve fiem a German.

®2 The theory of the national conspiracy is not neworder to justify the Armenian genocide during WW1 the
Ottoman authorities launched a propaganda campaigsenting Armenians living in the Ottoman Empiseaa
security threat. See V.H Dadrianhe history of the Armenian Genocid@rovidence, Rl & Oxford: Berghahn
Books, 1995), 220. Similarly, Stalin ordered deportation of vaisoethnic groups under the pretext of security
threat.
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Laertskiy: | can’t say anything negative about him. Indeedaest kind man he
was...

Dugin: Albeit he was linked to the Ukrainian mafla

Laertskiy: Well, the roots always come 6tit

This 'most kind man’, Brezhnev, plotted against &ikeged fellow-compatriot Khrushchev,
orchestrated the invasion in Czechoslovakia anchégstan and is infamous for his political
legacy. However, according to Dugin, Brezhnev'syosin was revealing his Ukrainian
connections. Ironically, Brezhnev with Ukrainianot® was the one who replaced the

conspicuously Ukrainian Khrushchev.

If the dubious descent of the leaders of the forfRassia-centred state does not cause any
concern in relation to the Russian national idgritister, the heterogeneity of Ukrainian society
and the impure ethnic origin of their leaders i3,the contrary, another manifestation of
Ukrainian underdevelopment for Russian intellegudlhe descent of Ukrainian leaders has
been denounced by another political analyst- Mikbeontyev. On top of the traditional denial
of the Ukrainian nationhood which peaked in anriieav titled 'Ukraine, the country, does not
exist ®°, Leontyev derides the notion of Ukrainian natiomaterests as proclaimed by M.
Yekhanurov, the former Prime Minister of Ukraineddvlinister of Defence, who is of Buriatian
descent (an ethnic group from Siberia).

As for Byelorussia or Ukraine, they are simply artpof the same unified

ethnic group. What sort of Ukrainian identity ddlee Buryat Yekhanurov (the

former Defence Minister of Ukraine) have when heals about the Russian

military threat? At which point in his life did healize that a Kobza- play&r

was singing inside of his body‘??..

83 According to some recently found Church recordszBnev was registered as Ukrainian in Church descor
though Reid, 205 suggests that Khrushchev and Beazivere both Russians from eastern Ukraine.

% Dugin, 88

%5 'Net takoi strany—Ukraina' [Ukraine, the countrged not exist!] , Russian information ageftysbalf
19.1.2009, <http://www.rosbalt.ru/2009/01/19/537.8@&@ 1>, [accessed 30.01.2011]. Vladimir Putin seémrisave
a similar view. As Putin is widely reported to kasaid to George W. Bush, ‘You don’t understandyrGe, that
Ukraine is not even a state’. See Besemeres 2Q50and 22.

% Kobza is a Ukrainian musical instrument. The gtdlatainian National poet Taras Shevchenko is catledzar’
which meant a Kobza player. Kobza becomes oneeofitfrainian cultural icons.

7'Chya “krysha” krashe?Whose ‘cover-up’ is better?’, iArgumenty i Fakty No 31, 2009, 5
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As has been demonstrated in Sections 3 and 4 eteedt feature in the national cluster provides
guidance rather than a strict ftfle

The derision of Ukrainian cultural symbols is a plap rhetorical device. Dugin ridiculesls
and hopak,whereas Leontyev mocKksobza-player This rhetoric produces multiple pragmatic
effects. First, the attacks on national symbdisasstrong public respon®e Second, through

exposing the Ukrainian 'addiction’ to symbolic @tyi, the nation is portrayed as immature.

Despite the evident naiveté of many such claimsy tfuel the traditional perception of
Ukrainian cultural poverty and political immaturityfhe tales of the criminal intentions of
'radical' Ukrainians, their excessive symbol-forguiactivity, and the questionable Ukrainian
descent of the country's leaders stimulate thisplgeeooted prejudice against Ukrainian
patriotism by ethnic Russians, Russian-speakingleats of Ukraine and other nations of the
former Soviet Union.

7. Views of the Russian opposition

The Russian opposition worries, by contrast, th&taihian nation-building efforts to resist
Russian expansionism are insufficient. After théomishing reversal of Ukrainian public
opinion in the Presidential elections of 2010, VialeNovodvorskaya gave an interview to the
democratic media outlet 'Echo of Moscow' where afgried that the Yanukovych Presidency

may lead to a national catastrophe and a lossvefrsmgnty.

O. Zhuravleva: Do you think that Russia is going to subjugatedite?

V. Novodvorskaya Russia is going for everything that is vulnerable
[...]Through brainwashing or sometimes with thephel tanks. We have just
observed the war between Russia and Georgia. lhibkrdoes not take
measures, it will become a protectorate [...].l taagine what Yanukovych is
going to do in the realm of linguistics. Legislati@bout a second state
language is likely to be issued.

Zhuravleva: What's wrong with that?

Novodvorskaya. It is very wrong for a country which has problemvih
national identity. In particularly, because it has insolent and aggressive
neighbour such as the Russian Federation or thet3drion. In addition to it,

the policy of russification was started at the tinfeEmpress Catherine and

58 Renan, 14
% Joseph, 93.
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hence, approximately 50%of the population do not know and do not wish to
know Ukrainian.

Zhuravleva: Bilingualism is a logical solution then.

Novodvorskaya No, there is no logic in it. When the countryriet tied
together with language, history and a unified @it to history it becomes an
unstable hut lacking a proper foundation...It'soade built on sand. It's very
bad. [...] Can you imagine a situation in Russi&mwi60 or 50 % of its present

population do not know Russian ...and do not waearn it’

Given that Ukrainian political and cultural intet®are considered as separate from Russian, this
interview demonstrates a remarkable shift in thesdan perspective on Ukraine. Previously
Russian democrats and oppositionists were relu¢taatimit Ukrainian independeﬂéeWith
the prospects of totalitarianism strengthening witRussia, surviving Russian liberals have been
keen to show solidarity with other potential vicsirof Russian authoritarianism. BesemEres
corroborates accounts of the Russian neo-impesjatations:

As President Yanukovych, much more pro-Russian #ranof his post-1990

predecessors, strengthens his grip on Ukraine, ctences of Moscow

gathering together most of the territory betwesalitand Poland in a Russian-

led alliance of Soviet-nostalgic autocrats increase

Hence, Russian economic pressure, control ovelJkrainian governing elite, increasing anti-
Ukrainian propaganda within Ukraine, and incoheiegitefs among the Ukrainian population
can indeed provoke a collapse or crisis of Ukrairstatehood. Novodvorskaya brings back the
traditional argument on the importance of the maticluster of features (see Section 3 and 4).
However, it should be noted that the nation is ntben just a cluster of features. It is also a
daily plebiscite. The imposition of Ukrainian larage often leads to resentment among Russian-
speaking Ukrainians. Strengthening state contrer @ultural preferences provokes a division

among the population instead of the desired cotetidin. The case of Alsace-Lorraine shows

®The assessment is inaccurate. According to 2004use 67.5 % of the population declared Ukraimisutheir
native language and 29.6 % declared Russian. Seguiktic composition of the populatiorJI-Ukrainian
population census, 2001 http://web.archive.org/web/20080105092304/httpuAwukrcensus.gov.ua/ eng/
results/general/language/>, [accessed 1.02.2011].

"t *0Osoboe mnenie s Valeriey Novodvorskoi A speojzihion with guest V. Novodvorskaia] on 11.02.208Rho
Moskvy Programs<http://echo.msk.ru/programs/personalno/65562®kc, [accessed 1.06.2010].

2 Reid, 230 comments on the unwillingness of Ruspigliticians to recognise Ukraine as a separalitiqad
entity: 'Whether your name is Zhirinovsky, Yavligstr Gaidar, somewhere in your mind you think Ukeais a
fake, a phoney. '

3 John Besemeres, 'Can Poland and Russia get altagi2,Quadrant September 2010b, 50-57, here 56.
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that the linguistic framing of nationhood is notvays a successful strategy in claiming title to

the disputed territory.

8. Ukrainian pro-Russian politicians
The Ukrainian Party of Regions together with them@wnist Party advocate closer ties with
Russia, express opposition to Western influencd,ague in favour of two official languages,
Ukrainian and Russian. These parties address theRpssian voters of South and East
Ukraine’* As has been demonstrated in Section 7, some Rusgfositionists link this position
of the Communists and Regions with the ultimate al@mn of the nation. Statements of Dmitry
Tabachnik, present Minister of Ukrainian Educataond Science, illuminate the humanitarian
prospects for Ukraine envisaged by the ruling garty
Who needs the Ukrainian language if it is dying’e Bate that claims to be
democratic must not impose the interests of a ritirf8on its majority, even if

this minority regards itself to be 'nationally-cormus’ Ukrainian§’.

A country which claims to be a modern civilisedtstahould be ashamed of
parading itself as a clown and of entertaining Westintellectuals with

inflated patriotism and folk motifs in a politictashior®,

The claim about 'the dying Ukrainian languagenisaaggeration aimed at appealing to Russian
speakers. In other respects, his claims are redaérDugin's position: indications of a
conspiracy theoy combined with attacks against banal nationalisimil& to Dugin, his
familiarisation with global nation-building processis inadequate. Tabachnik seems to be
unaware of the cultural practice of native languaggintenance in ‘civilised countrf@s'He
invokes anecdotal evidence borrowed from Russidmi@thumour for characterisation of
Ukrainians. However, he is meant to be the educaliteader of these 'despised’ Ukrainians.
Consider the following:

The characteristic trait of the Ukrainian natiorhieh is still in formation, is a

desire to play dirty tricks against her neighboRugsia-L.A.], to betray the

" Strikha, 115- 116.

S M. Tabachnik holds the title of Professor in higtthough, according to Wikipedia his dissertatiares not
found in public libraries. Hence, the authentiafyhis degrees has been questioned.

8 Again, there is a misrepresentation of the digéoBsissian-Ukrainian. Compare with the data frodi126ensus
in note 63.

" Tabachnik, 127

"8 Ibid, 129

" |bid, 15-17 on the reasons for Ukrainian indepewde

8 Joseph, 192 argues that in Ireland, 'attemptave aelic deserve support'.
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neighbour and benefit from her deception; it's alsesenting to the loss of one

eye in exchange for punishing the neighbour withldss of both eyét.
Tabachnik's position advocates the re-union of Rnsspeaking regions of Ukraine with Russia.
He calls this self-inflicted irredentism againss bivn country 'federalisf'and represents in his

own person, a good argument for Novodvorskaya.

9. Views of nationally conscious Ukrainians
The position of nationally conscious Ukrainians matnbe analysed in isolation from the anti-
Ukrainian sentiments of Russian neo-imperialistsl dacal pro-Russian politicians. The
Ukrainian patriots resist russification by acclammatof Ukrainian cultural heritage. The
practical matters addressed by pro-Russian palitgisuch as habitual language and socio-
economic connections within the territory of thenier USSR, have been counterbalanced by
care about intellectual needs of society and iisitsal wealth. Ukrainian cultural militants
overplay the Ukrainian contribution to the worldltawal heritage, repudiates links with the
Russian culture, and justifies the radicalism ofrditkian national policy through accounts of
unique Ukrainian historical development.
YekelchyK? in his analysis on textbooks of Ukrainian cultteeeals:

Some patriotic Ukrainian scholars cannot resisti¢ineptation to claim that the

ancient Slavs built Stonehenge, the prehistorigilligns... spoke Ukrainian

and the famous Sumerian civilisation was also jpbgsikrainian.

Acclaim of unparalleled Ukrainian spirituality cadenbalances the myth of cultural poverty:
No poetry in the world, it seems, is as orientetdaals the past as the poetry of
Ukraine; no other poetry looks as intently to thestpfor justification and

confirmation of its own and its people's right tosé”.

It should be noted that no objective methodologystexfor the accurate measurement of
historical memories in poetry. The exclusivity okrdinian literary products has no better

validation than the vilification of the Ukrainiaanguage discussed in Section 5. Rhetoric of high

81 Tabachnik, 187

82 pid, 145-160

8 yekelchyk , 30. See also Andrew Wilson, The Ukiais: Unexpected Nation [2000], 2nd edn. (New Haven
Yale University Press, 2002).

8 Mykola Riabchuk, 'My pomrem ne v Parizhi', Intretion to lhor Rymaruk (ed.), Visimdesiatnykéntolohiia
novoi ukrains'koi poeziifEdmonton: Canadian Institute of Ukrainian StudiE390), xviii, quoted from Zubrytska,
3.
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moral standards is deployed to substantiate UKsaigiebal standing® "We [Ukrainians] don't
want to be treated by the EU or by the United Stateinferiors; that is something we will not
accept®

The repudiation of connections with Russian hisaomg cultur’ peaks in the appeal to abandon
the use of Russian language. The supremacy of kl&raiethnic development and the

integration of minorities into mainstream Ukrainople culture have been stressed:

[T]he [Ukrainian] heterogeneous society has to bexza modern political
nation, while the Ukrainophone culture of ethnicrélkians has to transform

itself into the shared culture of this ethnicallyatse natioff.

According to Blommaert and Verschueferclaims incorporating the recognition of cultural
diversity often represent 'forms of oppressiorupported by standard nationalist arguments
associating national territory with the nationaldaage'. Ethnic groups other than the dominant
culture often tend to interpret this policy as rikation of their rights. The justification of i
policy invokes a linguistic argument on the funntibsustainability of Ukrainian:

[R]egular code switching hinders the developmerthefindigenous language,

whereas each language can develop its polyfundtipméential only if

members of the language community constantly datise work in and on the

language concernét

The merits of this argument can be accepted orethed of a linguistic theory. Nevertheless,
language maintenance is a social process whichdjasted to political, economic and
psychological reality. The paramount importancdamiguage preservation diminishes if other
factors are to be considered. Debates about th&uspiwell-being of the nation and the
functional enrichment of Ukrainian language chalmakelpublic attention away from the
predatory privatisation of state assets by shadbtyepons in the first years of Ukrainian
independencd The fixation over the linguistic issue may underenithe wealth and the
territoriality of the nation which is presently asgted with this language. Even though the

uniformity of Norwegian would secure 'realisatidnits polyfunctional potential', the attempt to

8 Corsican cultural militants adhere to a similagtdnic. See A. Jaffe ' Locating power: Corsicamstators and
their critics' in J.Blommaert.anguage Ideological Debat¢Berlin:-Mouton de Gruyter, 199939-67

8 Zubrytska, 7.

87 See Yekelchyk.

88 Blommaert and Verschueren 1992, 372

8 Srikha, 105

9 Zubrytska, 11

I Reid, 218-221
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consolidate versions of Norwegian failed. The afieno revive Irish Gaelic by making it a
required school subject in the Republic of Ireldratl the opposite effect, since the younger

generation resents such cultural pres€ure

The persistent references to being the youngeistmand state from both pro-Russian Ukrainian
politicians and conscious Ukrainians demonstrates the myth of the nation-state has never
been properly questioned. Compare the followingieuent:

| would like to mention the price of historical Jjustice. Unlike many

European societies, Ukraine did not pass throughtin-state building stage

in the nineteenth century and early twentieth agritu

The fact that, for example, Slovenia, the Formegdalav Republic of Macedonia and the
Slovak Republi¥ share Ukrainian 'pride’ and 'historical (in)justibas not been acknowledged
in the discussion. Hardly any reference has beesena the fact that many natiSAsuch as
Scots, Catalans, Basques, Corsicans, Sardinianethas have not been successful in claiming
their sovereign statehood. Some convenient histbegamples have been considered but an
understanding of the dynamic nature of nationhoad hot eventuated from these debAtes
National strength has been perceived by both Rossaad Ukrainians as resulting from the
historical experience of running a sovereign stat@osition of a uniform national language for
all subjects of the state and the reduction ofietand ideological diversity. This ideal model of
nationhood has been inferred from Russian selfgmicen and thus it inevitably reveals the
'shortcomings' of Ukrainian nationhood. Ukrainiagct@unts of Russian oppression have been
provided to give reasons for alleged cultural 'uddeelopment’. In response, Kremlin political

analysts generate new waves of Russian counteaganyla.

10. Conclusions

92 Joseph, 80

9 Zubrytska , 8; see also Tabachnik, 188 on 'théepof being the youngest nation and state in tidirent'.

% Slovenia proclaimed independence on June 25,11998raine on August 24, 1991, the Former Yugoslav
Republic of Macedonia on September, 8, 1991 andagla on January 1, 1993.

% The term 'nation’ is used in line with numeroublipations considering stateless nations. Somer sitteolars

may adopt 'ethnic groups' or 'minorities' in thisitext.

% For instance, Catalonia was mentioned as a casieeadistinguished linguistic recognition duringdaafter the
Olympic Games in Barcelona 1992 (Zubrytska, 11)rparallel with the Ukrainian prominence duetinput
into foundation of the United Nations has been smyed. Blommaert and Verschueren 1992, 375 proaide
conflicting account on the status of Catalan iniSpéere 'language choice is highly symbolic angylaage shift is
often motivated by the dynamics of social mobility'
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Two versions of homogeneity promoted for Ukrainiamsy target different political outcomes,
derive from the same intellectual assumptions. tl@none hand, the positioning of Ukraine in
the Russian monolingual nexus serves the folloyeungpose:

The political goal becomes that of fixing boundari® prevent them from

moving again (unless it is to expand)...[l]t is @esary to convince those living

on the frontiers of the nation, near the borddrat they are one people along

with those in the centr¥.
On the other hand, the Ukrainian monolingual opti@s a more complicated motivation. It
copies the imperial policy, safe-guards againssibts separatist movements and illuminates a
reversal of the political power position. Blommaanid Verschueréfexplain the radicalism of
language policy among newly independent nationamasver-reaction to their own long-term
oppression by the hegemonic nation:

[T]he 'liberated' Moldavians and Kazakhs or Slovas well as the liberated

East-Germans, seem to be building a track recordbpgression against

minorities. Every minority has its own minoritie&nd for members of

minority groups, be they immigrants in Western Eearoor Gagauz people in

Moldova, the 'national' government may be as bathesmpire, because in

both cases very little attention is given to tHeiguistic, cultural or whatever

The elimination of Russian is also an attempt tosotidate the nation and safeguard it from re-
union with the former empire. Devil's advocates naague that national consolidation can be
better achieved through the guarantee of rights @muices that were disrespected in the
unitarian state. The striving for the implementataf monolingualism is a product of political
mythology and folk perception which casts natiorth@s an enduring unitarian state securing
the interests of the dominant cultural group andlpges for its 'superior' national heritage.
Pro-Russian ideologists deploy mythology glorifyitige established nation-state, the pure
descent of national leaders and the fixed diffeeer@mong nations commonly manifest in the
development of national languages and the physigppearance of the people. This mythology
also foregrounds attributes of the so-called caltur(under)developed nation. The ethnic
conspiracy theory and derision of the 'excessigaabnationalism seek to enhance a perception

of Ukrainian cultural poverty. Ukrainiaembroidered shirtskobza hopak salo andkushakare

97 Joseph, 105.
%8 Blommaert and Verschueren 1992, 373
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not presented as counterparts of Rusdianh-trees samovars shchi and nested dolls An
established nation often characterises the syndvoilihg activities of other nations as
dangerously emotional and ridiculous while any rfestation of its own nationalism, such as
banknotes with portraits of public figures and oa#l flags in front of houses are seen as
manifesting an entirely proper social conventionhen the political myth of perpetual unity
between Russians and Ukrainians fails to convertaidians into another sub-species of
Russian, an over-reaction to this conception framtionally conscious Ukrainians serves the

Russian hegemonic purpose by causing discord atmengkrainian population.

In return, Ukrainian cultural militants stressaume historical circumstances that allegedly led to
shortcomings of the Ukrainian identity cluster. Jlassume the role of custodians of the fragile
national heritage. The significance of Ukrainiateilectual products tends to be often overrated.
The cultural policy of the nationally consciousrhikians has been designed to accommodate
mythological features of an 'advanced culture' rigf@ from the Russian model. While pro-
Russian ideologists have built solidarity with theiirported audience by deriding irrational and
criminal 'others', the nationally conscious Ukrams alienate opponents of their ‘cultural

enrichment program' as philistine.

National ideologists are often tempted to consteusimplified and purist picture of the world
defined by clear-cut boundaries and lacking flyiditnd heterogeneity. Such a world-view
inhibits the understanding of national identities keeing a product of 'constant negotiations,
dissonant exchanges, struggles and operationsveérp%. Despite their academic credentials,
post-Soviet intellectuals frequently embellish ytssticated folk beliefs and illustrate their
theories with convenient case studies. Above atithbsides of the political strife have
disregarded the fact that the existence of a natiepends on a daily plebiscite, on the
willingness of people to share the legacy of ctilecmemories accommodating a flux of ethnic

inputs and historical ambiguities.

The author would particularly like to thank Dr JoBesemeres for his helpful comments and
suggestions.

% Billig, 38
100 Sanjay Sharmaviulticultural encounters(Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan, 2006), 33
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