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ABSTRACT

THE HISTORICAL ROOTS OF THE FRACTIONED NATURE
OF THE CONTEMPORARY UKRAINIAN SOCIETY

Gursu, Tuna
M.A., Department of International Relations
Supervisor: Associate Prof. Dr. Hakan Kirimli
September 2012

The existence of a regionally divergent Ukrainian society is manifested not
only in sharp regional voting differences, but also in differences in political culture,
incompatible interpretations of history, conflicting choices of language and
opposing preferences on country’s foreign policy orientation in different regions of
Ukraine. The fact that divisions mainly correspond to historical regions led to the
inference that these regional differences could largely be a matter of different
historical experiences, that is different historical legacies, since these regions
belonged to different countries during different historical periods. Accordingly, this
thesis intends to analyze the historical roots of the extensive and persistent regional
differences observed within the contemporary Ukrainian society, and lays the claim
that this diversity is a reflection of their ancestors’ experiences in several diverse
political dominations simultaneously, experiencing a life in very different
environments provided by different sovereigns, and being exposed to different and
sometimes even conflicting policies. Comparing the developments in different
historical regions, this thesis aims at giving a comprehensive picture as to how the
different experiences of Ukrainian people resulted in different self-identifications
starting its analysis from the Kievan Rus’ and reaching up until the modern
Ukraine. The historical analysis of different historical periods performed in this
thesis demonstrates and confirms the fundamental role played by centuries long
diverging historical experiences of Ukrainian generations and their historical legacy
on the evolution of contemporary regional distinctions.

Key Words: Ukrainian society, Ukrainian identity, historical experiences,
historical legacy, regional diversities, historical regions, western Ukraine, eastern
Ukraine, Ukrainian nationalism, Russification



OZET

GUNUMUZ UKRAYNA TOPLUMUNUN
BOLUNMUS YAPISININ TARIHSEL KOKENLERI

Gursu, Tuna
Master tezi, Uluslararasi Iliskiler Bolimii

Tez Danismani: Dogent Dr. Hakan Kiriml
Eylul 2012

Ukrayna’nin farkli bolgelerinin belirgin bolgesel oy farkhiliklari, politik kiiltiir
farkliliklari, birbiriyle uyumsuz tarih yorumlamalari, celisen dil tercihleri, ve
iilkenin dis politika yonelimi hakkinda birbirine ters oncelikleri olmasi bolgesel
farkliliklar1 olan bir Ukrayna toplumunun varhigint goézler Oniine sermistir.
Boliinmiigliiklerin agirlikli olarak tarihi bolgelerle kesistigi gercegi, bu bolgeler
farkl tarihsel donemlerde farkli iilkelere ait olduklarindan, bu durumun daha ¢ok
farkli tarihsel deneyimlerle, yani farkli tarihi miraslarla alakali oldugu ¢ikarimina
yol agmaktadir. Bu dogrultuda, bu tez giiniimiiz Ukrayna toplumunda g6zlemlenen
yaygm ve kalict bolgesel farkliliklarin tarihsel kokenlerini incelemeyi
amaglamaktadir. Bu farkliliklarin Ukrainlerin atalarinin ayni1 anda farkli farkl siyasi
egemenlikler altindaki deneyimlerinin, farkli ve hatta bazen ¢elisen politikalara
maruz kalmig olmalarinin bir yansimasi oldugu iddia edilmektedir. Bu tez, Kiev
Rusyasi’ndan baslayip modern Ukrayna’ya kadar uzanan bir analiz ile farkl tarihsel
bolgelerdeki gelismeleri karsilastirarak Ukrainlerin farkli tarihsel deneyimlerinin
nasil farkli 6z kimliklendirmelere sebep oldugunu gosteren kapsamli bir resim
sunmayl amaglamaktadir. Bu tezde gerceklestirilen farkli donemlerin tarihsel
analizi gilinlimiiz Ukrayna’sindaki bdolgesel farkliliklarin gelisiminde Ukrain
nesillerinin yizyillar siiren birbirinden farkli tarihsel deneyimlerinin ve biraktiklari
tarihi mirasin asli roliinii ortaya koymaktadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Ukrayna toplumu, Ukrain kimligi, tarihsel deneyim,
tarthi miras, bolgesel farkliliklar, tarihi bolgeler, bati Ukrayna, dogu Ukrayna,
Ukrain milliyetciligi, Ruslastirma
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NOTE ON TRANSLITERATION

In this thesis all Ukrainian and Russian names, terminology and words have
been transliterated to English in line with the rules of the Library of Congress.
However, terms and words from several other languages such as Turkish, Polish,
German and Belorussian had to be used. Transliteration from these languages have
been omitted, instead they were used as they occurred in the referred bibliography.

If a name of a person or of a place has a frequently used equivalent in
English, then English form is preferred above transliteration such as Moscow,
Dnieper, Galicia, Khrushchev, Gorbachev, Yanukovych, Yushchenko and so on. In
a similar sense, the use of Kiev instead of Kyiv is preferred in this study. Although
Kiev is the Russian transliteration of the city’s name, it is not the reason for the
author’s choice to use it instead of Kyiv, but the reason is that Kiev is the well
established form in English.

When it comes to the preference of Russian vs Ukrainian names of the
districts, the criteria is, what people inhabiting these lands today call their cities. In
other words, the names of Eastern and Southeastern districts of Ukraine have been
transliterated not from their Ukrainian names but from their Russian names such as
Kharkov, Lugansk, Donbass, Krivoy Rog and so on. Many of the names of the
historical places or peoples are not used in today’s languages. Those names are

either well established in English such as Galicia, Volhynia, Ruthenians and so their
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English forms are used or the preference of language for transliteration in terms of
its relevance for respective histories of Russia and Ukraine such as using Zaporiz’ka
Sich of Ukrainian transliteration instead of Zaporozhskaia Sech’ of Russian
transliteration and Bohdan Khmel’nytskyi instead of Bogdan Khmel’nitskii.

Ukrainian and Russian transliteration tables of Library of Congress include
characters that do not exist in the English Alphabet but in Latin. Among those
characters only € and 1 have been used. Characters such as i, Tand ¢ are not used for
the convenience and instead conventional i and e are utilized since their phonetical
similarity.

In this thesis, whenever a quotation is used, the author does not change
transliteration of the quoted sentence(s) in an effort to refrain from infringement to

the authenticity of the related citation.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

Every passing year the spirit of unity in Ukraine seems to be more far a
dream since the developments show that Ukrainian people are further breaking
ranks with each other. The developments of summer 2012 in Ukraine were crucial
enough to jolt the country. A new law on state language policy adopted by
Verkhovna Rada (Ukrainian parliament) on 3th of July with the pushing of the party
of power which represents pro-Russian southern and eastern areas, entered into
force on 10" of August with the signature of President Viktor Yanukovych.! Within
a week or two predominantly Russian-speaking southern and eastern Ukrainian
oblasts (provinces) Odessa, Sevastopol, Zaporizhia, Donetsk, Kharkov, Mykolaiv,
Kherson, Lugansk, and Dnepropetrovsk adopted the law, making Russian a regional
language in their regions.? “According to the law’s stipulation, 13 out of Ukraine’s
27 regions will be eligible to officially recognize the Russian language”.® On the

other hand, western oblasts of historical Galicia, L’viv, Ivano-Frankivs’k, and

“Language Law Comes Into Force In Ukraine,” Kyiv Post, 10 August 2012.
Z «“Russian Spreads Like Wildfires In Dry Ukrainian Forest,” Kyiv Post, 23 August 2012.
%«Ukrainian regions Move to Officially Recognize Russian,” RIA Novosti, 15 August 2012, available
at http://en.ria.ru/society/20120815/175227937.html
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Ternopil’ began protesting this law, refusing the recognition of the law and asking
its cancellation.*

Since Russian is now going to be used more broadly in administrative
affairs, in education and business in southern and eastern Ukrainian regions, the
already considerable differences between the regions of Ukraine may increase as
this law may further stimulate the cultural, linguistic, and political divide in the
country.” The ex-President of Ukraine Viktor Yushchenko’s and jailed ex-Prime
Minister Yulia Tymoshenko’s words on this law are worrisome. While Yushchenko
argues that “this means not even Russification, because the 13 regions of which we
are talking about are already Russified. ... But we are talking about ... de-
Ukrainization, as there are no more legal grounds to introduce the Ukrainian
language ... there,”® the leader of Ukrainian opposition and reportedly nationalist
and pro-West Tymoshenko further claimed that by this law “Yanukovych declared
war on independent Ukraine.”’

This latest development is one of the many demonstrating the divided nature

of the Ukrainian society. Since independence, Ukrainian society proved itself to be

* “Ivano-Frankivsk City Council refuses to recognize language law,” Kyiv Post, 23 August 2012.
“Ternopil Regional Council Declared Language Law as Invalid in Region, Asks Constitutional Court
to Cancel It,” Kyiv Post, 17 August 2012. “Lviv City Council to Challenge Language Law in
Constitutional Court,” Kyiv Post, 28 August 2012.
> According to the survey done by Kiev-based Ukrainian research organization named “Rating,”
while 80 percent of the respondents in Western Ukraine believe that this law will destroy Ukrainian
language, and 70 percent of them think the law further splits Ukrainians, 70 percent of the
respondents from Donbass disagree and support the law. [Sociological Group ‘Rating,” Movne
Pytannia: Za i proty, Press Release (July 2012): 25.]
8<yushchenko: Language Law Will Trigger Ukraine’s de-Ukrainization,” Kyiv Post, 15 August
2012.
" «“Yanukovych Declared War On Whole Nation,” Kyiv Post, 5 August 2012. From October 2011 till
now Tymoshenko is being held in prison in Kharkov since the Ukrainian Courts found her guilty of
exceeding her power in signing a gas deal with Russia in 2009, sentencing her for 7 years-term.
(“Guilty!,” Kyiv Post, 14 October 2011.) Western governments and pro-Tymoshenko camp in
Ukraine perceive her situation as an unfair and politically motivated imprisonment. (European
Commission, Stefan Flle, European Commissioner for Enlargement and European Neighbourhood,
Statement on the Situation in Ukraine, Case of Yulia Tymoshenko, European Parliament Plenary
Session, Strasbourg, 22 May 2012 available at http://europa.eu/rapid/pressReleasesAction.do?
reference=SPEECH/12/373&format=HTML &aged=0&language=EN&guil.anguage=en)
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in trouble in developing a common unifying identity. The analysis of the results of
the elections, referendums, surveys and public opinion polls held since 1991 all
revealed incompatible values and attitudes inherent in Ukrainians of different
regions. The geographical voting patterns that came to surface with the 1994
Presidential elections proved habitual with each election to come. While the western
Ukraine was supporting those politicians (Leonid Kravchuk, later-time Leonid
Kuchma, Yushchenko, and Tymoshenko) who reportedly represented nationalist,
pro-independence and pro-western orientation, eastern and southern Ukraine
supported those allegedly representing pro-Russian and pro-communist one (early-
time Kuchma, Petro Symonenko, and Yanukovych).® As for the extreme ends,
Ukrainians living in the oblasts of historical Galicia casted 94% of their votes for
Kravchuk in 1994, 91% for Kuchma in 1999, 95% for Yushchenko in 2004, and
88% for Tymonshenko in 2010, while overwhelming majority in Crimea and
Donbass voted for Kuchma in 1994 (93%), Symonenko in 1999 (52 %), and
Yanukovich in 2004 (88%) and in 2010 (89%).°

Survey and opinion polls are also indicative of the situation in Ukraine. A
2008 survey demonstrated that while 87.7 percent of western Ukrainians declared
that if the referendum on independence was to be held again they would go for

independence, the support fell increasingly moving towards the east of the country

8 In 1994, 45.2 percent of Ukrainians voted for Kravchuk, and 52.3 for Kuchma. In 1999, 56.25
percent voted for Kuchma, while 37.80 percent for Symonenko. In 2004, 51.99 percent of
Ukrainians casted their votes to Yushchenko, and 44.20 percent to Yanukovich. In 2010, 45.47
percent of Ukrainians supported Tymoshenko, whereas 48.95 percent supported Yanukovich,
making him the first Ukrainian president ever to be elected with less than half of the votes casted.
Tsentral’'na Vyborcha Komisiia Ukrainy (Central Voting Commission of Ukraine) available at
http://mww.cvk.gov.ua/sekretariat/

*Tsentral’na  Vyborcha Komisiia Ukrainy available at http://www.cvk.gov.ua/sekretariat/
Tymoshenko garnered only 10 percent of the votes casted in the Crimea and Donbass, and
Yanukovych garnered only 7 percent of those in Galician oblasts. In 2004 elections, Yanukovych
garnered only 3 percent of the votes from Galicia, and Yushchenko received 8 percent from the
Crimea and Donbass. In 1999, while a mere 5 percent of the votes from Galician oblasts were casted
to Symonenko, Kuchma received 40 percent of Crimean and Donbass votes, a comparatively high
figure but still less than votes given to Symenenko in these regions.
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since 55.7 percent of central Ukrainians, and only 39.1 and 38.6 of southern and
eastern Ukrainians thought to re-vote for independence.’® On the other hand, 65
percent of southern and eastern Ukrainians expressed their regret for the dissolution
of the Soviet Union, whereas 82 percent of their western counterparts were pleased
with the collapse of the Soviet state.'* Regional differences come to surface also in
terms of foreign policy choices. 65.5 percent of western Ukrainians prefer
prioritization of relations with the European Union; however, 56.85 percent of
southern and eastern Ukrainians prefer closer relations with Russia. As it is the case
in many issues, central Ukraine represents a middle ground since 40.7% support
close relations with the EU and 36.6 percent with Russia.*?

Language preference and mother-tongue identification is another crucial
indicator of regional differences. While Ukrainian language is the mother-tongue of
89.9 percent of western Ukrainians, it is so for 59.6 percent of central Ukrainians
29.1 of whom define both Ukrainian and Russian as their mother-tongue. On the
other hand, Russian language dominates as the mother-tongue of southern and
eastern Ukrainians (48 and 44.4 percent respectively), and only 14.5 of them

specify Ukrainian as such.'® Furthermore, while 89 percent of western Ukrainians

Razumkov Center, lakby referendum shchodo proholoshennia derzhavnoi nezalezhnosti Ukrainy
vidbuvavsia c¢’ohodni, to iak by Vy na n’omu proholosuvaly? (rehional nyi rozpodil), Sociological
poll held on 21 August 2008 available at http://www.razumkov.org.ua/ukr/poll.php?poll_id=326
“5ociological Group “Rating,” “Back in USSR?”: dumky ukraintsiv i rosiian, Press Release
(December 2010): 7.
12 Razumkov Center, lakyi napriam zovnishn’oi politykky maie buty priorytetnym dlia Ukrainy?
(rehional’nyi rozpodil), Sociological poll held on 31 Jenuary-5 February 2008. Awvailable
at http://www.razumkov.org.ua/ukr/poll.php?poll_id=119
3 Razumkov Center, laka mova ie dlia Vas ridnoiu? (rehional 'nyi rozpodil, dynamika 2006-2008),
Saociological poll held on 7-19 October 2008. Awvailable at http://www.razumkov.org.ua/ukr/
poll.php?poll_id=436
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use Ukrainian fluently; this figure drops to 70.6 in center and merely to 36 in
southern and eastern Ukraine.*

Another point of differentiation in the Ukrainian society is their
incompatible interpretations of history. Contradictory regional understandings of
the WWII period surfaces in the celebrations of the Victory Day.'®> While in
celebrations in Galician oblasts attention is usually given to the role of the OUN-
UPA and the Soviet victory is presented as mainly an alien invasion, eastern
Ukrainian celebrations usually have an atmosphere similar to that in Moscow. Kiev
representes a compromise, as while the celebrations are in Ukrainian, they are
similar to those in eastern Ukrainian cities. In the same vein, as a 2009 Kiev
International Institute of Sociology (KIIS) Survey demonstrated, while respondents
from historical Galicia had positive perceptions of OUN-UPA, those from historical
Volhynia, Bukovina, and Transcarpathia also possessed positive perceptions, still
much less than the Galicians. On the other hand, eastern Ukrainians tended to have
negative views of OUN-UPA.'® This issue remains a controversy in today’s
Ukraine. Only several years had passed since the dispute between the reportedly
nationalist Yushchenko, whose electoral base was western Ukraine, and the
allegedly pro-Russian Yanukovych, whose electoral base was eastern Ukraine, over
rehabilitation of OUN-UPA insurgents and conferring of the status of “Hero of

Ukraine” title to Stepan Bandera amd Roman Shukhevych.’

14 Razumkov Center, lak by Vy otsinyly svil riven’ znannia ukrainskoi movy? (rehional nyi

rozpodil), Sociological poll held on 20 April - 12 May 2006. Available at

http://mww.razumkov.org.ua/ukr/poll.php?poll_id=778

159 May is celebrated as the day Nazi Germany was defeated by the Soviet Union.

18 Tvan Katchanovski, “Terrorists or National Heroes? Politics of the OUN and the UPA in Ukraine,”

(paper presented at the Annual Conference of the Canadian Political Science Association, Montreal,

June 1-3, 2010), 15. The survey was done by KIIS in the request of Katchoanovski to be published in

his study.

" The status of “Hero of Ukraine” conferred to OUN-UPA by Yushchenko was annulled by the

Yanukovych administration. (“Analysis: Ukrainian leader struggles to handle Bandera legacy,” Kyiv
5



In terms of cultural identification, although overwhelming majority of
western Ukrainians identify with the Ukrainian culture (79.9%), less than half of
southern and eastern Ukrainians do so (45.5%), since the remaining of them identify
either with the Soviet or with the Russian culture, and think of having no major
differences with ethnic Russians living in Ukraine (60%).'® Furthermore, southern
and eastern Ukrainians think to possess more than twice percent similar
characteristics, customs and traditions with Russians rather than with western
Ukrainians.*

As the above mentioned suggest, contemporary Ukraine is a country of
extensive and persistent regional differences which are manifested not only in sharp
regional voting differences, but also in differences in political culture, incompatible
interpretations of history, conflicting choices of language and opposing preferences
on country’s foreign policy orientation in different regions of Ukraine. Three years
of personal experience in Ukraine during 1998-2000 and trips to Kiev, L’viv, and
several Crimean cities as a resident of eastern Ukrainian city of Kharkov led the
author of this thesis to run into the notable differences between the people of these
cities. While these childhood experiences in Ukraine meant the beginning of an
interest in the reasons of such dissimilarities, a further scholarly interest has

developed over the course of academic studies performed in later years.

Post, 13 April 2010. “Donetsk court deprives Shukevych of Ukrainian Hero title,” Kyiv Post, 21
April 2010. “Update: Stapan Bandera is no longer a Hero of Ukraine,” Kyiv Post, 21 April 2010.)
8 Razumkov Center, Do iakoi kul turnoi tradytsii Vy sebe vidnosyte? (dynamika 2006-2007)
(rehional 'nyi, vikovyi rozpodily ta rozpodil za natsional 'nistiu), Sociological poll held on 31 May —
18 June 2007. Available at http://www.razumkov.org.ua/ukr/poll.php?poll_id=693; Razumkov
Center, Nackil’ky blyz’ki abo rizni kul tury tradytsii abo pohliady nastupnykh hrup? (rehional nyi
rozpodil), Sociological poll held on 20-27 December 2005. Available at
http://mww.razumkov.org.ua/ukr/poll.php?poll_id=745
YRazumkov Center, Nasikil’ky zhyteli riznykh rehioniv Ukrainy ta deiakykh susidnikh krain blyz ki
Vam za kharakterom, zvychaiamy, tradytsilamy? (dynamika 2006-2007) (rehional’nyi rozpodil),
Saociological poll held on 31 May — 18 June 2007. Available at
http://mww.razumkov.org.ua/ukr/poll.php?poll_id=720
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That the Ukrainian society is innately divided in almost every aspect
triggered our curiosity about the underlying reason which shaped the Ukrainian
people in a way that culminated in today’s regionally divergent Ukrainian society.
The fact that divisions mainly corresponded to historical regions made us to reason
that these regional differences could largely be a matter of different historical
experiences, that is different historical legacies.

The author of this thesis thinks that history provides by narrative the roots of
a present situation. That being the case, we chose historical analysis as our method
and from a comparative perspective we decided to examine the historical legacy of
different historical regions of Ukraine on the development of separate identities in
contemporary Ukraine.

At this point, there arises the need to clarify the concept of historical legacy.
Historical legacy is a combination of historical experiences and memories handed
down by past generations to their descendants. It incorporates the effect of historical
environment on these people, such as the events witnessed, the ways they were
treated, the political, religious, and economic systems and institutions, and the
policies implemented in the countries they lived in. As such, historical legacy
involves the factors of religion and language, as these two factors have been
evolved and transferred to future generations as an indispensible part of historical
legacies. The transmission of shared past experiences and memories from one
generation to the next through family, social environment, education and religious
institutions help these past experiences and memories become the formative events
that constitute the historical legacy of that group of people. Thus, sharing a common
historical legacy helps people develop similar values, norms, and political cultures.

Even if they can either be distorted or reinterpreted differently by different
7



sovereigns mainly with political reasons, historical legacies reach our day and shape
societies. Max Weber’s thinking stands with our attribution of great importance to
historical legacy. Quoting from Max Weber,

The community of political destiny, i.e., above all, of common struggle

of life and death, has given rise to groups with joint memories which

often have had a deeper impact than the ties of merely cultural,

linguistic, or ethnic community. It is this “community of memories”

which, as we shall see, constitutes the ultimately decisive element of

“national consciousness”.%

In line with such thinking, the role of historical legacies is chosen as this
study’s focal point.

The effect of historical factors on regional political differentiations is studied
by different scholars. Daniel Judah Elazar** (1966) and John Shelton Reed? studied
the United States, Derek Urwin® worked on the United Kingdom; Douglass C.
North®* focused on the North-Latin American case, Seymour Martin Lipset® and
Lipset et al.?® studied the United States-Canadian case, Robert Putnam?’ worked on

the Italian case, Grzegorz Gorzelak®® and Tomasz Zarycki and Andrzej Nowak?®

% Max Webber, Economy and Society, Vol.2 (Berkeley, Los Angeles, and London: University of
California Press, 1978), 903.
2! Daniel Judah Elazar, American Federalism: A View from the State (New York: Crowell, 1966)
22 John Shelton Reed, The Enduring South: Subcultural Persistence in Mass Society. (Chapel Hill:
University of North Carolina Press, 1986)
% Derek Urwin, “Territorial Structures and Political Developments in the United Kingdom.” in The
Politics of Territorial Identity: Studies in European Regionalism, ed. Stein Rokkan and Derek Urwin
(London: Sage, 1982).
% Douglass C. North, Institutions, Institutional Change, and Economic Performance (New York:
Cambridge University Press, 1990).
% Seymour Martin Lipset, Revolution and Counterrevolution: Change and Persistence in Social
Structures (New York: Anchor Books, 1970); Seymour Martin Lipset, Continental Divide: The
Values and Institutions of the United States and Canada. (New York: Routledge, 1990).
% Seymour Martin Lipset et al., The Paradox of American and Canadian Unionism: Why Americans
Like Unions More than Canadians Do, but Join Much Less (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 2004).
" Robert Putnam, Making Democracy Work: Civic Traditions in Modern Italy (Princeton: Princeton
University Press, 1993).
% Grzegorz Gorzelak, Regional and Local Potential for Transformation in Poland (Warsaw:
Euroreg, 1998).
? Tomasz Zarycki and Andrzej Nowak, “Hidden Dimensions: The Stability and Structure of
Regional Political Cleavages in Poland,” Communist and Post-Communist Studies 33, 3 (2000):
331-354.
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studied the Polish case, Juan Linz’s,® Derek Urwin’s,®l and Robert
Rohrschneider’s®? case was Germany, Medrano Juan Diez’s>® case was Spain, lvan
Katchanovski focused on the Crimean Tatar and the Gagauz,** and Moldovan and
Ukrainian cases,®® Vuja¢i¢®® studied the Russian and Serbian cases, Steven D.
Roper and Florin Fesnic®’ examined the Romanian and Ukrainian cases, and
Andreas Kappeler’s® focus was on the Ukrainian case.

The general literature about Ukrainian regional diversity mostly tends to
divide the country into two parts along the Dnieper River as West and East
Ukraine.*® Some prefer to divide Ukraine as Western Ukraine, Central Ukraine, and

Southeast Ukraine:*° while some others divide it as West, East, Central, and South

Ukraine.* Within this last quadripartite division, Dominique Arel further divides

% Juan Linz, “Cleavage and Consensus in West German Politics: The Early Fifties,” in Party
Systems and Voter Alignments: Cross-National Perspectives, ed. Seymour Martin Lipset and Stein
Rokkan. (New York: Free Press, 1967).
! Derek Urwin, “Germany: From Geographical Expression to Regional Accommodation,” in The
Politics of Territorial Identity: Studies in European Regionalism, ed. Stein Rokkan and Derek
Urwin. (London: Sage, 1982).
%2 Robert Rohrschneider, “Cultural Transmission versus Perceptions of the Economy,” Comparative
Politics 29, 1 (1996): 78-104.
¥ Medrano Juan Diez, Divided Nations: Class, Politics, and Nationalism in the Basque Country and
Catalonia (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1995).
34 Ivan Katchanovski, “Small Nations but Great Differences: Political Orientations and Cultures of
the Crimean Tatars and the Gagauz,” Europe-Asia Studies 57, 6 (2005): 877-894.
¥ Jvan Katchanovski, Cleft Countries: Regional Political Divisions and Cultures in Post-Soviet
Ukraine and Moldova (Stuttgart: Ibidem-Verlag, 2006); Ivan Katchanovski, “Regional Political
Divisions in Ukraine in 1991-2006,” Nationalities Papers 34,5 (2006): 507-532.
% Veljko Vujagi¢, “Historical Legacies, Nationalist Mobilization, and Political Outcomes in Russia
and Serbia: A Weberian View,” Theory and Society 25, 6 (1996): 763-801.
%7 Steven D. Roper and Florin Fesnic, “Historical Legacies and Their Impact on Post-Communist
Voting Behavior,” Europe-Asia Studies 55, 1 (2003): 119-131.
¥ Andreas Kappeler, “The Politics of History in Contemporary Ukraine: Russia, Poland, Austria,
and Europe,” in Ukraine on its way to Europe: Interim Results of the Orange Revolution, ed. Juliane
Besters-Dilger. (Peter Lang: Frankfurt am Main; Oxford, 2009).
% Examples to such a dualistic approach are, Mykola Ryabchuk, “Two Ukraines?,” East European
Reporter 5, 4 (1992): 18-22; Andrew Wilson, Ukrainian Nationalism in the 1990s: A Minority Faith
(Cambridge, New York: Cambridge University Press, 1997);
%% Sharon L. Wolchik and Volodymyr Zviglyanich eds., Ukraine: The Search for a National Identity
(Maryland: Rowman & Littlefield, 2000), 5.
*! Dominique Arel, “Ukraine: The Temptation of the Nationalizing State,” in Political Culture and
Civil Society in Russia and the New States of Eurasia, ed. Vladimir Tismaneanu (Armonk: M.E.
Sharpe, 1995), 183.
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the Central region as central-west (Right Bank) and central-east (Left Bank).*
There are also those who argue about the non-existence of a clear divide but claim
that Ukrainian society is far more fractured to divide into such clear groupings.®
Although we prefer to refrain from accepting a specific way of division of
Ukraine, we still can note that Dominique Arel’s and Orest Subtelny’s
classifications fit to our mind the most. Similar to Arel’s quadripartite division,
Subtelny prefers a division as Northwest and Southeast Ukraine with each having
their own subdivisions.** Northwest Ukraine is composed of Central and Western
Ukrainian regions, while Southeast Ukraine is divided into East and South
subregions. Our reason to opt for such a division as shown in the map below is that,
firstly, while Northwestern Ukraine incorporates the lands which were formerly
under the lengthy rule of its western neighbors, Southeastern Ukraine incorporates
lands which had an experience of the rule of the Crimean Khanate, Ottoman and
Russian Empires. Such a classification is also preferable because, a dichotomic
division as East-West or Northwest-Southeast may lead to oversimplification, since,
although differences within these regions are often tended to be overlooked, they
actually do matter. As such, Subtelny’s division of the main regions into two
subregions is perceptive, since it reminds that despite having a great deal of
similarities, the historical experiences of these subregions differ to some extent
which requires separate examination. It should be remembered that Galicia, which

is within the Western subregion had been under the rule of Austria and Poland until

*2 I bid.
* Yaroslav Hrytsak, Strasti za nationalizmom: Istorichni esei (Kiev: Kritika, 2004); Catherine
Wanner, Burden of Dreams: History and Identity in Post-Soviet Ukraine (Pennsylvania:
Pennsylvania State University Press, 1998).
* Orest Subtelny, “Russocentrism, Regionalism, and the Political Culture of Ukraine” in Political
Culture and Civil Society in Russia and the New States of Eurasia, ed. Vladimir Tismaneanu
(Armonk, New York: M.E. Sharpe, 1995), 189-207.
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the Second World War, while Kiev region which is in the Central Ukraine used to
be a part of the Russian Empire since the second half of the 17" century. Similarly,
Donetsk of East Ukraine and the Crimea have diverse historical experiences.
Moreover, Kherson of South Ukraine and Aqgmescit of Crimea also differ
substantially. In fact, it would be more coherent to consider the Crimea as distinct
from the South Ukraine.

Reiterating our reservation in choosing a specific classification since we
think that there are considerable internal differences within each of these regional

divisions stated above,*® we do not deny that each proposition has validity in itself.

| West Ukraine
Central Ukraine
B South Ukraine

B East Ukraine o TN

Non-administrative regional division of Ukraine used by KIIS in
election polls. The Western region (orange) comprises the eight regions
of the west - Volynska, Rivnenska, Lvivska, Ivano-Frankivska,
Ternopilska, Khmelnytska, Zakarpatska, and Chernivetska regions; the
Central region (yellow) is made up by Zhytomyrska, Vinnytska,
Kirovohradska, Cherkaska, Poltavska, Sumska, Chernihivska, Kyivska
regions and the city of Kyiv; the Southern region (light blue) consists of
Dnipropetrovska, Odeska, Mykolayivska, Khersonska, Zaporizka

** For example, although in each of the classifications Galicia, Volhynia, and Transcarpathia remain
within the same category, Western Ukraine, each of these historical regions’ past experiences differ
from each other and as such despite being accepted as regions constituting western Ukraine the
developments and experiences of these regions were examined separately throughout this thesis.
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regions and Crimea; the Eastern region (dark blue) includes Kharkivska,
Donetska and Luhanska regions*

A Ukrainian nation and a Ukrainian homeland exclusive to them and
corresponding to contemporary Ukraine’s territories did not exist historically. We
shall remember that “an identity that might define the population of what is now
Ukrainian territory as a single entity in opposition to a ‘non-Ukrainian’ other” did
not “exist at the time”.*” The territories which comprise today’s Ukraine throughout
centuries lived under a variety of political rule. The ancestors of today’s Ukrainians
lived without a nation state for centuries. The lands which constitute the territory of
contemporary Ukraine and the peoples who lived in these lands did “come under
the influence of various organized states” all through history.48

Ukraine as we know today is a Soviet creation. While the south and east
Ukraine were “never Ukrainian or Russian before the late 18" century,” Sloboda
Ukraine (the area around Kharkov) was never solely Ukrainian but was a mixed
Russian-Ukrainian territory from the very beginning.* The lack of any lasting
independent statehood, that could help define the essence of an all encompassing
consciousness and identity for Ukrainians, spilled over into our century.

These diverse legacies form Ukraine into a country which “contains a vast

array of regions with different histories, cultural outlooks, and levels of national

**Kiev International Institute of Sociology, Political Orientation of Ukrainian Population: Two
Months Before the Elections, Press release based on the results of the survey conducted by KIIS
January 18 — 28, 2006 (February 9, 2006).
*" Serhii Plokhy, The Origins of the Slavic Nations: Premodern Identities in Russia, Ukraine, and
Belarus (Cambridge,U.K; New York: Cambridge University Press, 2008), 46.
*8 Mykhailo Hrushevskyi, “The Traditional Scheme of ‘Russian’ History and the Problem of a
Rational Organization of Eastern Slavs,” reprinted in From Kievan Rus’ to Modern Ukraine:
Formation of the Ukrainian Nation (Cambridge, Mass.: Ukrainian Studies Fund, Harvard University,
1984), 361.
* Anatol Lieven, Ukraine & Russia: A Fraternal Rivalry (Washington, D.C.: United States Institute
of Peace Press, 1999), 26-27.
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consciousness.” *°

The diversity in the national consciousness of today’s people of
Ukraine is a reflection of their ancestors’ experiences in several diverse political
dominations simultaneously, experiencing a life in “very different milieus” and
“reacting to very different stimuli.”® As such, composed of people with varied
cultural baggages handed down by their ancestors, today’s Ukraine can be described
as “a country with enormous cultural and psychological diversity, with few
collective experiences and little “‘usable history’ that could serve as a matrix for the

future.”

Instead, contemporary Ukraine’s history was shaped in the hands of
foreign rulers who have written and rewritten it along the lines of their own political
interests. Thus, be it Russian, Polish, Soviet, Ukrainian, or Western historiography,
all of them present a different perspective on the history of Ukraine.

Quite a many scholar prefer skipping the pre-imperial period when studying
the legacy of past experiences for the current fragmented Ukrainian identity.>® As a
result, presentation of the legacy of pre-18" century developments were seen crucial
by the author of this thesis who argues that to apprehend the fragmented nature of
contemporary Ukrainian society, the examination of the past few centuries will not
be adequate. Since every past century took shape in the light of the former one,
ignoring the legacy of the pre-18th century historical period would lead to an
information gap when studying the role of past experiences over the development of

present-day identities and political cultures of the Ukrainians. In such a view, we

went as back as the times of the Kievan Rus’ in our search for the crucial breaking

*® Taras Kuzio, Ukrainian Security Policy (Westport: Praeger, 1995), 9, 13.
*! Jlya Prizel, “Nation-Building and Foreign Policy,” in Ukraine: The Search for a National Identity,
5ezds. Sharon L. Wolchik and Volodymyr Zviglyanich (Maryland: Rowman & Littlefield, 2000), 12.

Ibid., 13.
*% To name some of those who see no necessity to examine the role of ancient periods whose work is
concentrated on historical divisions in contemporary Ukraine, Katchanovski, Cleft Countries,
especially 39, 41. Lieven, Ukraine & Russia: A Fraternal Rivalry, especially 6.
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points that led to the differentiation of experiences of the Ukrainian people in
adjacent but still separated geographies. Although we accept that the legacy of the
pre-Polish-Lithuanian period is minor as compared to later eras, ignoring the legacy
of pre-Partition Commonwealth on the separate development of Ukrainians would
have rendered our analysis of the historical roots of the present situation
incomplete.

Ukrainian regional diversity is a fact accepted by almost all studying
Ukraine. This phenomenon raises the curiosity of scholars interested in intra-state
political cleavages in general and in the Ukrainian politics in particular. This thesis
aims at giving a comprehensive picture as to how the different experiences of
Ukrainian people resulted in different self-identifications starting from the
dissolution of the Kievan Rus’, the motherland in which ancestors of all Ukrainians
were once bound by the same experiences, thus the inception of today’s Ukraine.
By historicising the past historical eras, and comparing the developments in
different historical regions of Ukraine this study offers an historical analysis of the
events and policies of different sovereigns, which regions of Ukraine were subject
to, and examines how and why these shaped the Ukrainian society in a way that
culminated in the historical outcome of today’s regionally divergent Ukrainian

state.
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CHAPTER 2

LEGACY OF ANCIENT TIMES:

FROM KIEVAN RUS’ TO THE PARTITIONS OF POLAND

2.1 Kievan Rus’

The differing historical legacies of the people of Ukraine began shaping as
early as the first known East Slavic state, i.e. the Kievan Rus’, which came into
being during the late 9™ century.>® In search for a foundation myth, all three East
Slavic peoples — Russians, Belarusians, and Ukrainians — claim that their historical
ancestry extends to the Kievan Rus’.

In the traditional Russian historiography, the theories of “translatio from
Kiev to Moscow,” that is the “displacement of political centers”™ and “shift in

5956

population,” attempt to explain Russia’s being successor to Kievan Rus’. Russian

> Though the lands encompassing the Kievan Rus’ can only be estimated approximately, “at its
peak, circa the mid-twelfth century, Kievan Rus extended from the Carpathian mountains and the
Black Sea in the south-west to the White Sea in the north-east,” incorporating the lands occupied by
the East Slavic tribes. [Mikhail A. Molchanov, Political Culture and National Identity in Russian-
Ukrainian Relations (USA: Texas A&M University Press, 2002), 60.]

*® For details about Karamzin’s theory of the displacement of political centers see, Nikolay
Mikhailovich Karamzin, Istoriia gosudarstva rossiiskago: V dvenadtsati tomakh (History of the
Russian State) (Moscow: Olma-Press, 2004).

*For Mikhail D. Pogodin’s depopulation theory see, the 7th volume of his Issledovaniia,
zamechaniia i lektsii o russkoi istorii (Moscow: v tipografii L. Stepanovoi, 1856), 425-8; or for a
brief account see Zenon E. Kohut, “Origins of the Unity Paradigm: Ukraine and the Construction of
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historians of the traditionalist school view the Mongol invasions of Kievan realm in
mid-thirteenth century as the reason of the fragmentation of the “single Russian
people” into three.”” Accordingly, future developments led Ukraine to emerge as
“Polonized and Catholicized ‘Western Russian’ lands” which were “historically
destined for reunion with Great Russia.”®® Polish mainstream historians seem to
follow “shift in populations” theory of Russians, arguing that the barren lands in the
east were settled by those peasants from Polish and Lithuanian lands.>® Many a
Western scholar also adopted the Russian standpoint, while the Soviet
historiography came to perceive Kievan Rus’ as the “common cradle” of all East
Slavs, and the Russians as the “elder brother” who were to protect their “little
brothers” from foreign control and meant to “reunite” the “brotherly peoples”.60

On the other hand, Ukrainian nationalist perception, highly shaped by
Mykhailo S. Hrushevskyi,®® is that “the real successor to Kievan Rus was Galicia
and Volhynia, and that Muscovy belongs to an entirely different civilizational

orbit.”® Hrushevskyi asserts that “the Kievan State, its law and culture, were the

creation of one nationality, the Ukrainian-Rus’, while the Vladimir-Moscow State

Russian National History(1620-1860),” Eighteenth-Century Studies 35, 1 (2001): 73, and Edward D.
Wynot, Jr., “The Impact of Mykhailo Hrushevsky on the History of Russia, Poland, and the Eastern
Slavs,” The History Teacher 20, 3 (1987):350.

> Prizel, “Nation-Building and Foreign Policy,” 15.

*®Kohut, “Origins of the Unity Paradigm ,” 74. This view was formulated by one of themost
influential historians of the nineteenth century Russia, Sergei M. Solovev, in his 29-volumed Istoriia
Rossii s drevneishikh vremen published between 1851-1879. (Moscow: lzdatel'stvo sotsial'no-
ekonomicheskoi literatury, 1959-66).

*Paul Robert Magocsi, A History of Ukraine: The Land and Its Peoples (Toronto: University of
Toronto Press, 1996), 17.

% Ibid., 21-24.

® Hrushevskyi is a leading figure in the Ukrainian history, who in 1904 wrote a seminal article
entitled “The Traditional Scheme of ‘Russian’ History and the Problem of a Rational Organization
of Eastern Slavs,” and then the ten-volumed Istoriia Ukrainy-Rusy (History of Ukraine-Rus’, 1898-
1937). Apart from being a prominent historian, he was to head the short-lived Ukrainian state of the
revolutionary period of 1917-1918.

52 Prizel, “Nation-Building and Foreign Policy,” 15-16. See Mykhailo S. Hrushevskyi, “The
Traditional Scheme of ‘Russian’ History”.
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was the creation of another nationality, the Great Russian.”®® Furthermore,
according to the traditional Ukrainian historical approach, Kiev’s population did not
entirely flee after the Mongol invasions in 1240s, but shifted towards Galicia and
Volhynia, that is slightly westward, until returning as the Cossacks in the
seventeenth century.® Hence, it was not Vladimir-Suzdal (succeeded by Muscovy)
but was the ‘state’ of Galicia-Volhynia which was the true inheritor to Kievan
Rus’.% Thus, as an antidote to the “translatio from Kiev to Moscow” theory, “from
Kiev to Kiev” was introduced, with which Kievan Rus’ is seen as “an exclusively

proto-Ukrainian  state.”®®

This way, Ukrainian historiography leaded by
Hrushevskyi, challenged the Russian conception of the history of Eastern Slavs.®’
The examination of the culture and religion in the Kievan Rus’ is directly
related to the impact of Byzantium. As coming to existence of the Kievan Rus’
corresponds to Byzantium’s Golden Age (843-1025), Byzantium was a source of
critical inspiration for the Kievan Rus’. The commercial interactions not only

brought economic prosperity but also enabled the introduction of Christianity and

Byzantine culture into the Kievan lands.”® In 988 Christianity was made the

% Hrushevskyi, “The Traditional Sheme of ‘Russian’ History”, 356-357. (Hrushevskyi, “The
Traditional Sheme of ‘Russian’ History”, 357.)
8 Magocsi, A History of Ukraine, 24.
% Serhy Yekelchyk, Ukraine: Birth of a Modern Nation (Oxford; New York: Oxford University
Press, 2007), 23. See for examples considering Galicia-Volhynia as a state rather than a principality;
Yaroslav Isaievych, Halytsko-Volynska derzhava (Lviv: Instytut ukrainoznavstva im.
I. Krypiakevycha NANU, 1999), and O. S. Kucheruk, ed., Halytsko-Volynska derzhava XII-XIV st.
(Lviv: Svit, 2002).
% Arel, “Ukraine: The Temptation of the Nationalizing State,” 178.
87 Ukrainian interpretation of history can be labeled as an “exclusivist and victimized conception of
Ukrainian history.” (Arel, The Temptation of the Nationalizing State, 177.) This is not restricted to
the historians but serves as a foundation for Ukrainian nationalists’ thinking. For instance, for many
Ukrainian nationalists, while ‘“Ukraine belongs to Europe ... Moscow is ... an usurper of that
heritage and belonging to Asia” [Kristian Gerner, “Ukraine between East and West in History,” in
Ukraine and Integration in the East: Economic, Military and Military-Industrial Relations, ed. Lena
Jonson (Stockholm: The Swedish Institute of International Affairs), 22.], and let alone being a elder
brother, Russia’s role in Ukraine is one of political subjugation, imperial domination, economic
exploitation, denationalization, and Russification. (Arel, “Ukraine: The Temptation of the
Nationalizing State,” 158, 167.)
% Magocsi, A History of Ukraine, 62.
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official religion of the Kievan Rus’ by Vladimir the Great. In time, Kiev turned into
a “Constantinople on the Dnipro.”®® Still, paganism remained widespread among
many Eastern Slavs. At any rate, the late 980s were to be of great importance not
only for the creation of a common identity for the Kievan Rus’, but also from now
on being “Rus’” began to mean belonging to the Orthodox Christian faith. "

1054 was a very critical year for two reasons: the Great Schism and the
death of laroslav the Wise. It was in 1054 that the European Christianity was split
into two as the Catholic Church (Roman or Latin) with its seat in Rome in the west,
and Orthodox Church (Byzantine Greek) with its seat in Constantinople in the east.
As a “cultural foster child of Byzantium,”’* highly influenced by it in arts, religion,
literature, and architecture, Kievan Rus’ and its successors were to remain within
the authority of the Byzantine version of Christianity, the Orthodox Church. On the
other hand, in 1054 the death of laroslav the Wise ignited a conflict among his
descendants over the issue of succession. laroslav decided to allocate Kievan lands
into five patrimonies among his sons.”® With his death, each son developed their
own dynasty in their own patrimonies. The different paths to be followed by each
principality would have implications for the differentiation of these regions and
their inhabitants from one another in the course of time.

In the Conference of Liubech of 1097, the Rus’ princes, accepted that they
and their offspring will rule in their own patrimony and will not interfere with each

73

others’ domains.”” With, the death of Mstyslav I, the only prince who could hold

% plokhy, The Origins of the Slavic Nations, 13.
" Magocsi, A History of Ukraine, 72-73.
™ yekelchyk, Ukraine: Birth of a Modern Nation, 21.
2 Orest Subtelny, Ukraine: A History, Second Edition (Toronto, Canada: University of Toronto
Press, 1994), 36.
" bid., 79. With some disruption this concert continued until the death of the grand prince Mstyslav
lin 1132.
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Kievan Rus’ together, internal strife reemerged and thus of the era of disintegration
of the Kievan Rus’ started. This period was marked with the decline of Kiev as the
political center of the Kievan Rus’ as power gradually defuses to new centers that
are, Galicia-Volhynia (now western Ukraine), Novgorod (in the north in today’s
Russia), and Vladimir-Suzdal’(in the north-east, in present-day European Russia)
and this transformation brought about further differentiation.” Kievan Rus’ “was

. . : 7
transformed into a loose dynastic confederation,”"”

and later on in 1136 Novgorod
became independent of the Kievan Rus’, while Galicia-Volhynia and Vladimir-
Suzdal’ (later Muscovy) struggled to unite the Kievan realm under their rule, in

which they failed. However, they both began to call themselves to be the political

heir to the Kievan Rus’.®

2.2 Pax Mongolica

The real transformation of Kievan Rus’ was to occur with the Mongol
invasions in 1240s that “destroyed the fragile remnants of Kyivan Rus and
precipitated the trend towards separate development among the eastern Slavs,”’’

thus political divergences began solidifying with the Mongol invasions. Henceforth,

the Rus’ lands were subordinated to the Mongol state Golden Horde (also known as

™ According to the Primary Chronicle, the Rus’ Land was located “within the boundaries of the
Kyiv, Chernihiv, and Pereiaslav triangle” while “other lands were viewed merely as possessions, not
as part of the Rus’ Land per se.”, It was after the Mongol invasions of Kiev region the Rus’ Land
“took on new political and geographic dimensions, including Galicia and Volhynia as integral parts.”
(“Since the Galician-Volhynian princes took possession of parts of the traditional Rus’ Land without
relinquishing control over Galicia and Volhynia” the concept was extended to their entire realm.
(Plokhy, The Origins of the Slavic Nations, 38-39, 59-60)
"> Bohdan Nahaylo, The Ukrainian Resurgence (London: Hurst & Company, 1999), 2.
"8 yekelchyk, Ukraine: Birth of a Modern Nation, 23.
" Nahaylo, The Ukrainian Resurgence, 2.
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the Kipchak Khanate or the Ulus of Jochi), and “the princes of Rus’ recognized
Batu and his successors as their overlords.” ®As of then, Kievan Rus’ was divided
into separate principalities and as long as they recognized the authority of the
Mongols and paid their annual tribute, the princes were left to rule their patrimonies
as before.”® Furthermore, as the Mongols did not give much effort to spread their
own religion in the Rus’ lands,?® the Pax Mongolica provided the Rus’ with an
atmosphere for the improvement of the status of Orthodoxy to the extent that in the
late 13" century Orthodoxy could reach to the countryside.®! Thus, the Orthodox
Church was the foremost beneficiary of the Mongol rule. However, still, the
adoption of Islam by the Golden Horde in 1313 caused discomfort among the
Rus’.% Despite increasing political divergence, there is little wonder that the
Mongol “other” promoted a sense of Rus’ unity which seemed to disappear during
the inter-dynastic warfare years in the eve of the Mongol invasions.®

While with the Christianization of the Rus’ land, the use of Church Slavonic
in liturgical practices “helped unify the linguistic practices” of the Rus’ people,84
Magocsi hypotheses that during the era of political disintegration and Mongol rule
did the “Slavic linguistic unity among the inhabitants of Kievan Rus’ began to
break down, ... and that out of this differentiation Ukrainian, Belarusan, and
Russian began to take shape in the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries.”® Thus we
may guess that ethnic and linguistic differentiations among the Eastern Slavs began

to develop following the Mongol invasions and became more visible with the

8 Janet Martin, Medieval Russia 980-1584 (New York: Cambridge University Press, 1995),147.
" Magocsi, A History of Ukraine, 105.
8 Martyn Rady, The Tsars, Russia, Poland and the Ukraine 1362-1725 (London: Hodder &
Stoughton, 1990), 12.
& Magocsi, A History of Ukraine, 110.
8 plokhy, The Origins of the Slavic Nations, 113.
% Ibid., 83.
* Ibid., 44.
8 Magocsi, A History of Ukraine, 101-102.
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incorporation of the Western Rus’ lands into the Grand Duchy of Lithuania and the

Polish Kingdom.®®

2.3 Galicia-Volhynia

After lengthy vassalage to the Golden Horde, Vladimir-Suzdal’ evolved into
Muscovy in the 15" century, while the Novgorod Republic retained its existence
until Muscovy absorbed it in 1478. The major principality that remained
functioning on the Ukrainian territory following the Mongol invasions was the
principality (later the Kingdom) of Galicia-Volhynia (1238-1349). Meanwhile,
other Southern-Rus’ lands were under the direct control of the Golden Horde.

During 10" century the lands of Galicia-Volhynia were undergone several
invasions. These invasions by its neighbors are the reasons behind the historical
debate of whose historic lands these were, as every invasion provided Poles,
Hungarians or Habsburgs with pretext for future invasions and claim upon these
lands.®” During the first half of the 1240s Prince Danylo of Galicia®® was approved
as the ruler of Galicia-Volhynia by the Mongol overlords and he frequently relied
on Mongol existence to deter neighboring powers Poland, Lithuania, and Hungary

from meddling in Galicia-Volhynia.

8 Molchanov, Political Culture and National Identity in Russian-Ukrainian Relations, 170.
8 Western borderlands of Galicia-Volhynia changed hand between the Rus’ and Poles no less than
five times. Similarly, following their short lasting invasions in 1189, Hungarian rulers who began to
call themselves as “the kings of Galicia and Lodomeria” used this late 12" century invasions as a
pretext for future Hungarian invasions and claims to these lands in the eleventh century. Legacy of
this period was again a justification for annexation of Galicia by the Habsburgs in 1772. (Magocsi, A
History of Ukraine, 115-117.) The title “King of Galicia and Volhynia” was retained by the
Hungarians until 1918. [Ludvik Nemec, “The Ruthenian Uniate Church in Its Historical
Perspective, ” Church History 37,1 (1968): 369.]
# In 1238 he became the ruler, and took control of Kiev, losing it on the eve of the Mongol attacks.
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In 1240s however, Danylo who wanted to get rid of the Mongol suzerainty
was in search for an alliance with Poland, Lithuania, and Hungary against the
Mongols. As such, in hope for possible mounting of a crusade against the Mongols
he stated his readiness to acknowledge the Pope as the head of the church.®® This
fruitless attempt led to suspicions on the part of the Orthodox Church hierarchy and
Galician boyars that he had a Roman Catholic orientation.”® The suspicions about
Danylo’s religious orientation persuaded Constantinople to look for a new place of
residence for the Metropolitan of Kiev and all Rus’. As a result, the new
metropolitan Cyril moved to the next alternative that is Vladimir-Suzdal’. This
resettlement initiated the transformation of the center of the Rus’ church, as Cyril’s
successors first moved to Vladimir-na-Kliazma, the capital of Vladimir-Suzdal, in
1300 and then permanently to Moscow in 1326.”* Thus the year 1299 indicates the
“final demise of Kiev as the center of the Rus’ realm,” whereas the 1326 movement
of the Kievan Metropolitan See to Moscow supports the claim of the Orthodox
Church hierarchy in Moscow to the Kievan heritage.”® Thereafter, the two power
centers were contesting for primacy by both laying their claim to Kievan
ecclesiastical heritage.®

An important territory inhabited by the Rus’ because of “a steady influx of

fugitives from the Kievan lands” as a result of the Mongol attacks was the north-

¥ udvik Nemec, “The Ruthenian Uniate Church in Its Historical Perspective, ” Church History 37, 1
(1968): 365-388, 369. He received “a crown and the title of Rex Russaec Minoris” from the Pope.
(Martin, Medieval Russia 980-1584, 152.)
% Magocsi, A History of Ukraine, 120.
8 Magocsi, A History of Ukraine,122. In 1448 the Metropolitanete of Kiev and all Rus’ was
renamed as the Metropolitanete of Moscow and all Rus’, indicating the shift of power from Kiev to
Moscow. (Molchanov, Political Culture and National Identity in Russian-Ukrainian Relations, 64.)
%2 Vera Tolz, Inventing the Nation: Russia (London & New York: Oxford University Press, 2001),
207.
% Ibid.
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eastern Carpathia.”® The Galicia-Volhynian period is also critical for the future
developments in Transcarpathia as it was during the reign of Danylo’s son Lev
(1269-1301) that Transcarpathian Rus’ was obtained from Hungary.*® Although
with the destruction of the principality of Galicia-Volhynia the Rus’ inhabitants of
the area became subjects of the Hungarians,® this laid “the foundation for future
Ukrainian claims to the Western slopes of the Carpathians.”’

With its geographic proximity, Galicia-Volhynia was the very Rus’ land
which was open to the interferences from its neighbors and susceptible to their
Catholic faith. The situation supervened with annexations by these Catholic powers
signaled the upcoming evolutions in these lands. In 1340s, when Galicia-Volhynia
was in turmoil following the death of its very last ruler, and when the Golden Horde
had relaxed its grip on the western territories,*® Polish Kingdom was being ruled by
one of its greatest rulers Casimir the Great and The Grand Duchy of Lithuania was
experiencing a rapid growth. Consequently, while Lithuania took control of
Volhynia in 1344, Poland annexed Galicia in 1349.

These developments in Galicia-Volhynia meant the beginning of a new
phase in the Ukrainian history, as with the disappearance of Galicia-Volhynia the
last “political entity on the territory of Ukraine to embody the heritage of Kievan

% and hereafter most Ukrainian lands gradually came under

Rus’ ceased to exist,
the control of Lithuania within half a century. While the Tatar rule over the

Western Rus’ lands was being gradually replaced by that of Poland and Lithuania,

% W.E.D. Allen, The Ukraine: A History (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1940), 40.
% Subtelny, Ukraine: A History, 63.
% Allen, 40.
° Subtelny, Ukraine: A History, 63.
% Martin, Medieval Russia 980-1584, 165.
% Magocsi, A History of Ukraine, 123. Although Tatars did not usually interfere into the dealings of
their vassal Rus’ princes who received Khan’s yariik (formal appointment to rule a domain) and paid
their annual tribute, this self-ruling impression should not confuse one to think that the princes ruled
independently.
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one more century was to pass before Eastern Rus’ lands were to be freed from the
Tatar suzerainty. This was a crucial factor in “accentuating the differences in the
historical development” between the ancestors of present-day Russians, Ukrainians,

and Belarusians.*®

2.4 Desht-i Kipchak

While the northern and western territories of contemporary Ukraine where
changing hand from the Kingdom of Galicia-Volhynia to the Grand Duchy of
Lithuania and the Kingdom of Poland, the southern and eastern lands were
experiencing different developments. It should be remembered that in this period
Ukrainian-Rus’ people did not populate these lands, but these lands from Dniester
to the Don, which were directly ruled by the Golden Horde (and after the 1420s by
one of the successor states of the Golden Horde, that is the Crimean Khanate), were
called as the Desht-i Kipchak (the Kipchak Steppes). These lands were not a part of
the historic Ukraine, were not inhabited by Slavs, neither by the Russians nor by the
Ukrainians, but were inhabited by the Tatars and nomadic Nogays both descendants
of the Kipchak Turks.'%*

By the late 1400s these lands were empty of sedentary Rus’ population and
those settled southward were retreating northward as a result of the Tatar raids. %

The only Ukrainian elements we can talk about in the Kipchak plain during the

sixteenth century were the Zaporozhian Cossacks in the upper northern parts of the

190 George Vernadsky, The Mongols and Russia (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1953.), 234.
101 ¢ M. Kortepeter, “Gazi Giray II, Khan of the Crimea, and Ottoman Policy in Eastern Europe and
the Caucasus,1588-94,” The Slavonic and East European Review 44,102 (1966): 142.
192 Subtelny, Ukraine: A History, 83.
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plain and the “Rus’ (Ukrainian) and Moskoflu (Russian)”'%* captives sold as slaves
by the Tatars.® Thus, it should be kept in mind that even if these were lands with a
scattered population, they were by no means no-man’s land, or barren lands of the
Ukrainians. It was only after the time the Russia Empire acquired these lands that
the Ukrainians arrived in the Kipchak Steppes. The Russian expansion southward
was a slow process that “did not begin in earnest until the last decade of the
fifteenth century.”105

When the Golden Horde’s hegemony in the Kipchak Steppes began
deteriorating in the mid-14" century, Lithuania, Poland and Muscovy saw this as an
opportunity to expand their territory southward.'®® Following the assassination of
Berdibek Khan (in 1359), the Golden Horde was busy with its internal turmoil,
which turned into a protracted internecine war. Profiting from the situation,

Lithuania systematically annexed first the core Rus’ lands and then reached further

south In the meantime, Poland annexed Chelm and Belz. On the other hand, the

193 \While the forefathers of contemporary Ukrainians during the 16th century were called by the
Ottoman authorities as Rus’ (plural Rusian), those of the Russians were then called as Moskoflu
(Muscovite). See, Alan Fisher, “The Ottoman Crimea in the Sixteenth Century,” in Between
Russians, Ottomans and Turks: Crimea and Crimean Tatars, by Alan Fisher, 35-65 (Istanbul: The
Isis Press, 1998), 40-41.

194 On the other hand, the Tatars “nomadized across the southern edge of the steppe, just above

Perekop and the Black Sea and Azov coasts” and “a smaller Tatar population sedentarized in the
towns and villages of the Crimean peninsula”. [Brian L. Davies, Warefare, State and Society on the
Black Sea Steppe: 1500-1700 (London & New York: Routledge, 2007), 6.] Fragments of the Nogay
Horde were scattered in Desht-i Kipchak. Cemboylug Nogays inhabited the area from the Bug River
to the Crimean peninsula, while Yedigckul Nogays inhabited north of Crimea and “roamed as far into
the Ukraine and southeastern Poland,” and Kuban Nogays lived in the north of the Azov Sea. Those
who lived on the steppes between the Dniester River and Bug were the Yedisan Nogays, and those
settled on Bessarabia, from Danube to Dniester were the Bucak or Belgorod Tatars. [Alan W.
Fisher,The Crimean Tatars (Stanford, Ca.: Hoover Institutions Press, 1987), 24.] As such, these
lands were not a tabula rasa upon which the Russian and Ukrainian people engraved the first words
of a society.

105 Brian L. Davies, Warefare, State and Society on the Black Sea Steppe: 1500-1700 (London &
New York: Routledge, 2007), 4.
106 1hid., 2.
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southward expansion of Muscovy was to begin only in the end of the sixteenth
century.

However, by the 1480s Crimean Khanate, which accepted the suzerainty of
the Ottoman Empire by 1475, was to become an important power to hinder the
Lithuanian, Polish, and Muscovite colonization of the Black Sea steppe. In late 15"
century, there were a number of Crimean Tatar incursions into the lands acquired by
Poland and Lithuania, such as Podolia, Volhynia, Malopolska, Rus’ Czerwona, or
Lithuanian Belarus’.*®” Crimean Tatars were also attacking the lands acquired by
the Muscovy in the early sixteenth century, such as Briansk, Starodub, Novgorod-
Severskii, Ryl’sk, Putivl’, and Karachev, in order to “discourage Muscovite military
colonization of the forest-steppe and steppe.”™%

By the mid-sixteenth century, being in alliance with the Crimean Tatars,
Ottoman presence in Eastern European scene was to become emphatic. At the same
time as central Hungary was outrightly annexed to the Empire following the Battle
of Mohacs in 1526, a part of it became an Ottoman vassal state called as the
Principality of Erdel (Transylvania). On the other side, the Principalities of
Moldavia and Wallachia had already became vassals of the Porte.!® As such,
Ottomans were to influence the future developments in the region, as the Ukraine
was to remain in between the competition of the Commonwealth, Muscovy, and the

Crimean-Ottoman alliance.

YDavies, 4-9. In 1482 Kiev was invaded and devastated by a Crimean army. In 1494 Crimean
forces attacked far up to Volhynia. [Dariusz Kolodziejczyk, The Crimean Khanate and Poland-
Lithuania, International Diplomacy on the European Periphery (15th-18th Century): A Study of
Peace Treaties Followed by Annotated Documents, (Leiden, Boston: Brill, 2011), 24-26.]
%Davies, 14, 17.
199K ortepeter, 140.
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2.5 Under the Rule of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania

As mentioned above, Lithuania gradually annexed the Rus’ lands during the
second half of the 14™ century. It can be said that the Lithuanian forces were
welcomed by the Ruthenian''® population, and it was the Golden Horde that fought
against the Lithuanians, not them.™ Ruthenians should have had preferred the
overlordship of the Lithuanians to that of the Crimean Tatars. As a matter of fact,
during the Lithuanian rule the Ruthenians could identify with the political system
they lived in and most probably they did not feel to be ruled by a foreign rule,
because Lithuanian rulers were not forcing their culture, religion and language to
their Ruthenian population; on the contrary, it was the Lithuanians who adopted the
Ruthenian cultural elements.**? The new state which the Ruthenians were now
living in became a kind of a Lithuanian-Rus’ state using the official name of the
Grand Duchy of Lithuania, Rus’, and Samogitia.113

The Ruthenians of the Grand Duchy were not feeling alien in this new
environment as alongside the Lithuanians they were seen as the ruling group of the

114

Duchy,”™ and the Ruthenian elite were let to function even in the highest

119 1n the Polish-Lithuanian period, the forefathers of contemporary Ukrainians and Belorussians
were called Ruthenians (Rusyny), while Russians were called Muscovites.[Frank E. Sysyn,
“Ukrainian-Polish Relations in the Seventieth Century: The role of National Consciousness and
National Conflict in the Khmelnytsky Movement,” in Poland and Ukraine: Past and Present, ed.
Peter JJ. Potichnyj (Edmonton, Toronto: The Canadian Institute of Ukrainian Studies, 1980.), 58-82,
73.] In this section, we will use the terms Ruthenians and Muscovites for the people living during
this period.
“mykhailo Hrushevsky, A History of Ukraine, (New Heaven: Yale University Press, 1941), 124.
125y btelny, Ukraine: A History, 72. Let alone living the Orthodox religious and cultural structure
intact, numerous Lithuanian princess adopted Orthodoxy. (Hrushevsky, A History of Ukraine, 124.)
Furthermore, while Ruthenian became the official language of the Grand Duchy [Kolodziejczyk,
19.], the influence of the law system of the Kievan Rus’ was very evident on the Grand Duchy’s
legal code. (Magocsi, A History of Ukraine, 140)
1% Magocsi, A History of Ukraine, 131.
14 During the wars of Lithuania and Muscovy for the control of the Rus’ lands, Ruthenians sided
with their Lithuanian sovereign against what they called the “Moskvichi.” (Plokhy, The Origins of
the Slavic Nations, 108)
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governmental posts.*

Actually, the very fact that the Ruthenians did not feel alien
to their new overlords, an environment which we propose to be non-assimilatory,
was the reason why this period “significantly retarded the development of a separate

identity”**°

as the Ruthenian elite did not feel the need to develop a separate one.
Unfortunately, the situation in the Polish ruled Rus’ lands was not that
favorable, and eventually the promising conditions in the Grand Duchy were to fade
out by 1385, when Lithuania and Poland entered into a “personal dynastic union”**’
with the Union of Krewo. As of then, Lithuania, which became a Catholic state as a
condition of the Union, did not provide its Orthodox-Ruthenian subjects with a
favorable environment. After the Union of Krewo and with the support of the state,
the Polish rival “not only removed the Lithuanian elites from the Rus’ sphere of
influence but also made inroads into the ranks of the Rus’ elites themselves.”*
Eventually, as the Polish and Lithuanian elites drew more and more closer,
the gap between the Lithuanians and Ruthenians grew. In the process Lithuanian
upper classes became Polonized. In time, Roman Catholics began to be given
preferential treatment at the expense of the Orthodox-Ruthenian people of the
Grand Duchy.'*® The Rus’ principalities which were “dismantled and replaced by
smaller territorial entities” were given to the rule of Roman Catholic boyars.'?

Orthodox princes and nobles lost their previously favorable positions. As of then,

Orthodox people were no more considered as citizens with full rights as long as

115 gbtelny, Ukraine: A History, 72.
116 p|okhy, The Origins of the Slavic Nations, 157.
17 Andrzej Kaminski, “Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth and Its Citizens (Was the Commonwealth
a Stepmother for Cossacks and Ruthenians?),” in Poland and Ukraine: Past and Present, ed. Peter
JJ. Potichnyj (Edmonton, Toronto: The Canadian Institute of Ukrainian Studies, 1980.), 32-57, 33.
118 plokhy, The Origins of the Slavic Nations, 97-98.
Whor Sevienko, Ukraine Between East and West: essays on Cultural History to the Early
Eighteenth Century (Toronto: Canadian Institute of Ukrainian Studies Press, 1996), 113-115.
120'Magocsi, A History of Ukraine, 133-134.
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they did not convert to Catholicism.*** As such, the 16™ century in the Grand Duchy
of Lithuania was marked with the emigration of numerous Orthodox-Ruthenian

people’?

who regarded Lithuania as “an oppressive Roman Catholic environment”
to the Orthodox Muscovy.'?® Those who did not leave the lands of Lithuania were
organizing several uprisings against the Lithuanian authorities.**

The period also saw the incremental division of the Rus’ church, which was
a vital factor for the development of distinctions in the future Ukrainian society.
After the disappearance of the Kievan state, the only unified Rus’ institution that
remained was the Metropolitanate of Rus’, which helped to uphold the common
liturgical practices and language. However, its fragmentation began with the
establishment of the Metropolitanate of Halych'® following the departure of the
Metropolitan of Kiev and All Rus’ to Northeastern Rus’ in 1299. This was followed
with the establishment by the Lithuanians of their own metropolitanate ca. 1317 so
as to detach their Orthodox subjects from the metropolitans of all Rus’ and Little
Rus’,*?® thereby contributing to Lithuanian state’s “legitimacy and the consolidation
of their authority in Orthodox territories.”**’

Henceforward, there appeared a number of metropolitans with the titles as
the Metropolitan of Kiev and Lithuania, of Little Rus’ and Lithuania, of Halych, of

Kiev and All Rus’, of Kiev and Great Rus’, and so on. These many titles reflected

the state of chaos in the Orthodox-Ruthenian world. Furthermore, after the Union of

121 Hrushevsky, A History of Ukraine, 132-133.
122 Including people of Rus’ nobility, clergy, townspeople, and even peasants.
128 Magocsi, A History of Ukraine, 134.
124 One of the early examples to such uprisings was in 1481, when numerous Orthodox princes led
by Prince Fedir Belsky had a failed attempt to assassinate Casimir 1V of Lithuania and Poland, and
to place the Rus’ territories of the Grand Duchy under the Muscovite rule. Subtelny, Ukraine:
A History, 78.)
125 Also officially named as the Metropolitanate of Little Rus’.
126 p|okhy, The Origins of the Slavic Nations, 101.
127 Martin, Medieval Russia 980-1584, 206.
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Florence (1439)'% and then the election of Metropolitan lona as the head of the
Muscovite church without the assent of Constantinople in 1448, as a reaction to the
Florence decisions, the split of the once unified Rus’ metropolitanate became
permanent. As of then, there were two metropolitanates claiming their jurisdiction
over all the lands of the former Rus’ metropolitanate, one in Moscow, one in
Kiev.'"?® The two Rus’ became increasingly separate with the rising “competition
between Vilnius and Moscow for the “gathering” of the Rus’ lands”.**

While the Lithuanian state was ignoring the deteriorating status of its
Orthodox-Ruthenian subjects, Muscovy emerged as a protector of Orthodoxy.*** In
search for a justification for their expansion westward to the ancient Kievan lands
there, Muscovites were relying on their claims of being the protector of Orthodoxy
and the inheritor to the Kievan Rus’ and thus the gatherer of all ancient Rus’.
However, these did not mean that they genuinely felt the Orthodox-Ruthenian
people of those lands were their brethren neither during the Lithuanian, nor during
the Polish and Polish-Lithuanian periods of the following centuries up until the
17" and 18" centuries.’®> The case was the same for the Ruthenians of the

Commonwealth who named themselves Rus’ and Rusyn. Although they recognized

their commonalities with the Muscovites, for the Ruthenians, their eastern

128 The Council of Florence aimed at uniting the Catholic and Orthodox worlds in the wake of the
imminent Ottoman threat to Constantinople. Most of the Eastern rite Churches rejected the decisions
taken in Florence. As such, rejecting the Florence decisions, the Muscovite Orthodox Church
declared itself autocephalous in 1448 and was not recognized as a patriarchate by the patriarch of
Constantinople until 1589. [Bohdan R. Bociurkiw, The Ukrainian Greek Catholic Church and the
Soviet State (1939-1950) (Toronto: Canadian Institute of Ukrainian Studies Press, 1996), 2.]
129 Nominally in Kiev but actually in Navahrudak near the Grand Duchy’s capital.
130 plokhy, The Origins of the Slavic Nations, 105-106.
31 Muscovy was laying claim to all lands previously part of the Kievan Rus’, and as a consequence
Ivan 111 of Muscovy (1440-1505) began to be called as the “sovereign (gosudar) of all Rus’. ”
132 «“The Eastern Slavs of Poland-Lithuania were generally called Litva or (if Cossacks) Cherkassy.”
When referring to the Polish-Lithuanian king Stefan Bathory, Ivan the Terrible called the Orthodox-
Rus’ population of the Commonwealth inhabiting the border between the Muscovy and Poland-
Lithuania as “your [Bathory’s] borderland people (ukrainnye liudi),” without any reference to these
people’s “Rus’ nationality or the Orthodox religion.” (Plokhy, The Origins of the Slavic Nations,
152.)
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neighbors were “alien” and were referred to as “Muscovites”.™®*® That is, the
“allegiance to different states reinforced by cultural, linguistic, and social
differences tended to underline the distinctions between the two peoples.”**
We can claim that dating back to the 15" century, alienation began to take shape
between the Muscovite and Polish-Lithuanian Rus’, especially following the Union
of Florence in 1439.1%

The rising power of the late 16™ century Eastern Europe was the Grand
Duchy of Muscovy,*® which, during the second half of the century, expanded at the
disadvantage of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania (annexing Chernigov, Starodub,
Novgorod-Severskii, and Smolensk). Lithuania was not only struggling with the
invasions of Muscovy, but also with the Crimean Tatar incursions, major ones
accruing in 1549 and 1552.*%" Lithuania which was desperately in need of help,
turned to Poland. In 1569, the Poles unilaterally annexed the Grand Duchy’s
southern regions Podlachia and Ruthenian lands (Volhynia, Bratslav, and Kiev).**®
This forced the Lithuanian side to come to terms with the Poles, and the Union of
Lublin which meant the emergence of the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth
(Rzeczpospolita) was concluded in 1569.

Prior to evaluating the developments during the Polish-Lithuanian

Commonwealth, for understanding the changing environment of the

izz Sysyn, “Ukrainian-Polish Relations in the Seventieth Century,” 73.

Ibid.
135 Since the Ruthenian Orthodox rejected to follow them “into schism with Constantinople”, they
became “less than kosher to the taste of mid-sixteenth century Muscovites.” (Plokhy, The Origins of
the Slavic Nations, 153.)
136 By 1547 Muscovy was renamed as Tsardom of Muscovy with the coronation of Ivan IV (the
Terrible) as the Tsar.
37 Subtelny, Ukraine: A History, 79.
138 Magocsi, A History of Ukraine, 136. These annexations happened when the negotiation between
the Polish and Lithuanian sides for a proper settlement for a firmer fusion of the two states seemed to
turn into a deadlock.
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Commonwealth’s Ruthenians better, we should focus on the developments in the

lands inhabited by the Ruthenians in the Polish Kingdom before the Union of 1569.

2.6 Under the Rule of the Polish Kingdom

Before the Union of Lublin, and thus incorporation of Volhynia, Bratslav
and Kiev, the other Rus’ inhabited lands Galicia, Belz, and Podolia were already
part of the Polish Kingdom. Contrary to the relatively favorable environment
experienced by the Ruthenians of the Grand Duchy, the Ruthenian inhabitants of
the Polish Kingdom were faced with a more intolerant and imposing culture. The
Polish-ruled lands inhabited by the Ruthenians were administered with the Polish
legal system and used Polish as the official language.**

16" century Poland was marked with Polish cultural achievements.**° These
achievements deluded the Orthodox-Ruthenian nobility. While some of the Rus’
nobility converted to Roman Catholicism and opted for Polish culture,*** others
who retained their religion but adopted Polish customs and language, gave way to
the development of the concept “gente Ruthenus, natione Polonus” (a Pole of Rus’
religion).™* In the late 16™ century, Polish magnates and gentry expanded into the
Rus’ lands and became the new landlords. With the decline in the Polish economy

in the early 17" century, the Ruthenian population was to face the intensification of

139 Magocsi, A History of Ukraine, 136.
149 polish culture flourished in every aspect, i.e. in literature, arts, architecture, learning.
141 Oscar Halecki, “Why Was Poland Partitioned,” Slavic Review 22, 3 (1963): 437, 439.
142 Magocsi, 149. This translation of the concept into English made by Magocsi is more a translation
based on the meaning of the concept rather than being a word to word translation.
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social and religious intolerance. Owing to their Orthodox-Ruthenian identity, “Rus’
were differentiated from the rest of the society.”**?

In such a Roman Catholic environment, and being abandoned by their elite,
the faith of the Orthodox-Ruthenian people was tied with the stance of the Orthodox
Church. Unfortunately, they were left with no resolute Orthodox Church

hierarchy.*

Furthermore, to facilitate the spread of Roman Catholicism in the Rus’
lands (contemporary western Ukraine) Roman Catholic archbishopric of Halych
and L’viv was established in 1375.'* Deprived of the support of its elites and
Church hierarchy, the future of the Orthodox Church was “left to its own devices”
and the Orthodox-Ruthenian identity in Ukraine was left to the hands of the
ordinary masses.**°

Beginning with the late 15" century, Orthodox Christianity in Polish
controlled lands could keep alive in monasteries which encouraged ‘national
consciousness.” Possibly a more vital role was played by the Brotherhood
(Bratstva) organizations, which were established by Orthodox-Ruthenian townsmen

147

(mainly merchants and craftsmen)™" mostly in western Ukrainian cities during the

first half of the 15" century, with the aim of preserving Orthodox-Ruthenian

identity and supporting the Orthodox church.**®

143 Magocsi, A History of Ukraine, 150.
144 Sysyn, “Ukrainian-Polish Relations in the Seventieth Century,” 76. As of mid-15" century, the
Rus’ territories controlled by Poland and Lithuania had no Orthodox-Rus’ metropolitan in residence,
and this “lack of effective authority led to an almost total breakdown of ecclesiastical order.”
(Magocsi, A History of Ukraine, 154.)
145 Magocsi, A History of Ukraine, 153.
148 Tvan L. Rudnytsky, “ A Study of Cossack History,” Slavic Review 31, 4 (1972): 872.
7 Subtelny, Ukraine: A History, 97.
148 One of the most prominent Brotherhood was in the center of Galicia (renamed as the Polish
palatinate of Red Rus’ since 1387), the L’viv’s Stauropegial Brotherhood. (Magocsi, A History of
Ukraine, 137.)
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2.7 The Developments during the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth

The period the contemporary Ukrainian lands were ruled by the Polish-
Lithuanian Commonwealth was of great importance in the evolution of the political
culture of future people of Ukraine. After the Union of Lublin in 1569, all the
Ukrainian lands previously controlled by Lithuania came under the control of the

h.**° Whereas the Ruthenians were the adherents of

Polish side of the Commonwealt
the majority religion in the grand Duchy of Lithuania, their religion became the
faith of a minority with the Union of Lublin. While considering the Grand Duchy of
Lithuania as a “foreign” rule could be misleading, such a labeling would better fit to
the Polish rule, with its imposing religion, language, and culture, having an
assimilatory effect on the Rus’ population.

“Lacking both external and internal stimuli,” Orthodox-Ruthenians were
left into the hands of the Polish dominant culture and were exposed to its

150

assimilation efforts," which was further facilitated with the absence of Muscovite

interest in the position of the Orthodox-Ruthenian people in the Commonwealth'>*
This assimilation process was felt more strongly in the densely populated western
Ukrainian regions of the Commonwealth, as compared to the regions in the Dnieper
River basin with a geographic remoteness to the Polish center and proximity to the
Muscovites. As Poland took control of Galicia and then other parts of Ukraine, in

due course, cultural and linguistic Polonization spread in the cities. For most

Orthodox-Ruthenian, cities became a “foreign” territory, inhabited by the Poles or

9 From 1569 onwards, predominantly Ukrainian Dnieper basin territories and Volhynia were
available for settlement by the ethnic Polish nobles. (Sysyn, “Ukrainian-Polish Relations in the
Seventieth Century,” 67.
150 gibtelny, Ukraine: A History, 93.
3! During the Time of Troubles (1584 up until 1613) Tsardom’s claims to be the protector of
Orthodoxy were postponed.
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Polonized people.’®® As privilege and wealth were progressively associated with
Catholicity and Polishness, many “status conscious” elites preferred abandoning
their culture and religion, while those who could or would not identify with
Catholicity and Polishness felt increasingly resentful.**® In 1423, the Union of
Horodlo amended the Union of Krewo and gave Catholicized Lithuanian and
Ruthenian nobility equal status with their Polish counterparts.*** As such, by the
15™ century, an important number of leading Orthodox-Ruthenian families opted
for Roman Catholicism, Po