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Since the 1990s, the notion of belonging to Europe has been embedded in a number of
the former Soviet states' domestic discourses. These European identity discourses are
highly contested, both domestically and internationally, and operate beyond the
European Union community, giving the European identity concept its peculiar
character. At the same time, these states have been through turbulent times and
numerous crises since the collapse of the Soviet Union. However, due to a lack of
comparative and longitudinal studies on these discourses, not much is known whether
and how these reconstructed images of the European Self have been changing. This
paper examines the development of European identity discourse based on the case of
Ukraine. The posed question is empirically explored by a study of Ukrainian mass
media discourse on European identity for the period of 2004-2017. Changes in the
discourse are examined in the context of domestic and foreign political developments
in order to uncover the conditions that instigate change in identity notions and
contesation around them. The paper finds that while the contestation persists over
time, it can fluctuate depending on the event. During the given time period, the Orange
Revolution and the war with Russia have resulted in the most significant changes when
the contestation changes in favor of the pro-European discourse, which becomes
dominant on the expense of the anti-European one.
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1 Introduction and Research Question

The collapse of the Soviet Union compelled its former members to redefine
themselves not only domestically, but also on international arena including their
relative location and belonging to a region (Fawn, 2006, p.1). The notion of belonging
to Europe has actively emerged among some countries, presented as a belonging to
not only a political but also to a cultural community. As a result, interrelationship
between the national and European visions of community had to be “negotiated
specifically in the context of national and European identity discourses” (Kaschuba,
2007, p.25) and the process is still ongoing. The process of “restructuring of
belonging” (Darieva and Kaschuba, 2007, p.18) was nested not only within
democratic and market-economic transitions but also operated in a highly dynamic
regional and international context. How these reconstructed images of the Self as
European have been developing over time and under what conditions have they seen
change are to be studied in this research. Therefore, the study proposes the
following research question:

Under what conditions do European identity discourses change in the post-Soviet
states?

European identity concept has become a large part of research on European
integration. The question of what happens to European collective identity in times
of crisis-ridden European Union has become especially pressing in the recent times
(Kaina et al, 2016). Among others, the recent events of Euro crisis, Brexit and
migration crisis are discussed also in the context of European identity crisis and its
potential change (for example, Siedentop, 2011; Karolewski, Kaina and Kuhn, 2016;
Galpin, 2017). However, majority of European identity research is EU-centric,
undertaken within the boundaries of EU integration project, focused on EU member
states or EU-specific and EU-bound events (White et al, 2008; Beck and Grande,
2007; Krzyzanowski, 2009; Cirlanaru, 2016). The membership element however, is
missing for the case of the former Soviet states that hold European identity
discourses on the “margins of Europe” (Darieva and Kaschuba, 2007). Therefore, the
research is innovative as it studies European identities beyond community where
societies are not directly exposed to European institution and at the same time
discourses operate in a highly turbulent environment.

On the other hand, while the collapse of the Soviet Union is an agreed point of change
for European identity discourses (Kuzio, 2002; Fawn, 2003; Darieva and Kaschuba,
2007; Kaneva, 2011), the scholarly literature on the post-Soviet states lacks
longitudinal study that would systematically and comparatively analyze other
developments responsible for variation of the discourses. Most of the literature
deals with incidental case studies (White and Feklyunina, 2014) while limited
comparative or longitudinal identity studies exclusively focus either on political
discourses (i.e., Kuzio, 2001; Wolczuk, 2000; Wydra, 2010; Orlova, 2017: Kakachia
et al, 2018) or public identification through opinion polls (i.e. White et al, 2002;
White et al, 2008; Muller, 2011; Mestvirishvili and Mestvirishvili, 2014). In
compensation, this research studies European identity discourses as public
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discourses in a dynamic sense for a longer time period between 2004 and 2017.
Public discourse captures identity positions of not only a single elite group (such as
political for instance) but also a rather complex contestation existing around the
European identity notion by inclusion of other elite groups as well. Studying identity
constructions in the post-Soviet states acquires high importance because these
constructions are intertwined not only with their foreign policy choices but also with
the choices of state/society structures and paths of development.

2 Theoretical Framework and Hypotheses

The goal is to systematically establish conditions of change when it comes to public
European identity discourses. Grand theories of constructivism and Social Identity
Theory (SIT) inform definition of change within European identity discourse that
include different types of development such as changes in: content and contestation
of identities (Abdelal et al 2006). Since there is no overarching theory of identity
change and its conditions, for establishing conditions of change the study proposes
a framework combining premises from multiple approaches and theories. For this
purpose, I deductively identify and test conditions of change proposed by Historical
Institutionalism (HI) and mid-range theories such as legitimacy and
communications theories.

Public identity discourse is studied as mass media discourse which is a platform
where different identity discourses meet each other, attempting to gain public
attention (Val Aelst and Walgrave, 2016; Galpin, 2017). However, public discourse
reflected in media is still considered as an elite discourse, since media is selective in
terms of its speakers that is often determined by structural powers (Risse, 2014).
Thus, those who make it to the media discourse are the elite groups with power and
the public European identity is an elite construction of identity. Identity discourse is
a medium through which elites communicate with public and deliver the message
that legitimates and establishes their own versions of identity. Therefore, change in
identity construction is affected by any event, which is challenging or declining
legitimacy of certain elite groups. Accordingly, several conditions can be deduced
that produce domestic or external challenges to elites in the country:

Critical junctures: Novel and uncertain environment is a context for identity change
and even more so for change in identity construction. These shifts are often referred
as critical junctures, a notion emerging from Historical Institutionalism (Hall and
Taylor, 1996). Critical junctures pertain to crisis due to novel information,
experiences of failure, traumatic experiences and massive inconsistencies between
cognitive schemas and beliefs (Giesen, 1993). This “commonly destabilizing shock”
givesrise to an ideational vacuum and previously held ideas no longer provide a base
for problem solving and policy-making (Marcussen, 2000). Critical junctures such as
war and revolutions that Georgia and Ukraine went through also challenge elite
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legitimacy that affects identity construction discourse. Hypothesis 2: European
identity discourse changes during critical junctures.

External actor reaction: Identities are not constructed in a vacuum and can be
engaged by both internal and external actors (Goff and Dunn, 2004, p.241). As
Flockhart (2006) notes for the case of socialization, “not only the socialize must
identify with the in-group, but the socializing agent must accept the aspiring in-
group member as an acceptable candidate”. Elites can maintain legitimacy in front
of domestic audience if the referred external actors conform with their discourse. In
such cases, reactions of both Europe as part of the Self and of Russia as an Other for
the “European Self’ are important. Examples would be when Europe/European
Union recognizes country as European and offers the country what the elites
promise their societies (for instance, visa liberalization). Examples from the Russian
side include economic embargos, gas supply cuts or opening its market for Georgia
and Ukraine. Hypothesis 3: European identity discourse changes when external
actor reaction changes.

Other than testing the identified conditions, the study remains open to other
conditions as well by explorative approach. Therefore, it takes both deductive and
inductive approach with constant move between the theory and empirics and aims
to also identify other events that can intensify or change content and contestation of
identity discourse.

3 Methodology

From the post-Soviet countries (excluding Baltic States that are members of the EU),
the discourse of European belongingness to different extent has presence in Russia,
Belarus, Ukraine, Moldova (White et al, 2008), Georgia (Kakachia, 2012; Gvalia et al,
2011) and Armenia (Darieva and Kaschuba, 2007). Among those Ukraine is one of
the promising cases for exploring the research questions since it has been through
various events, including critical junctures such as revolutions and war with Russia.
Therefore, Ukraine is selected as a case study and its public discourse on European
identity is followerd in a longitudinal manner between 2004 - 2017.

In terms of data analysis, the study follows a research design primarily based on the
methods of qualitative and more specifically, content analysis. European identity
construction is studied as a discourse but instead of concentrating on a specific elite
group such as political, economic, cultural etc, the target of analysis is public
discourse, believed to be better grasping contestation among different actors. Public
identity discourse is studied as mass media discourse for the time period of 2004-
2017. Media is considered as a “master forum” of public debates, which unlike other

forums, includes virtually everyone in media audience (Pfetsch and Heft, 2014, p.33).

Media is understood as a communication platform (Val Aelst and Walgrave, 2016;
Galpin, 2017) but other than mirroring social conflicts (Risse, 2014), media is also
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an independent actor (Strath and Wodak, 2009) thus conveying positions of
different elite groups including journalists themselves.

Studying European identity discourse through media is based on the database
created from national newspaper articles. The database includes over 600 articles
from two Ukrainian newspapers (Zerkalo Nedeli and Gazeta 2000) The newspapers
are sampled so that they capture European identity discourse specifically and are
coded in MAXQDA program as well as divided into pro and anti-European elements.

Analysis and hypothesis testing are performed in the following order. In order to
establish conditions of change, by exhaustive literature review I identify major
events events in terms of crisis, EU and Russia reactions and I test the hypothesese
by analyzing public European identity discourse during these vents. Three potential
critical junctures are included in the analysis: Orange Revolution, Euromaidan and
war with Russia. From external actor reactions (from Russia and the EU), I select
four events with Russia and five with Europe. Public discourse is examined in detail
during the identified events to detect major categories that persist during the events
but also changes in comparison to the previous discourse. For this purpose, the
discourse during each event is firstly quantitatively analysed by comparing
frequency changes within pro-European and anti-European discourses. Frequency
analysis allows for detecting major trends such as whether discourse becomes more
or less European or whether contestation increases or decreases. In the second part,
qualitative analysis is performed by detailed review of codes and texts to examine
what exactly changes within identity content.

4 European identity discourse in Ukraine until 2004

Ukraine’s European identity until 2004 is usually characterized as a highly contested
notion, emerging in the milieu of Ukraine's struggles domestically and
internationally. The concept is incorporated among some of the identity categories
but its meaning is subject to multiple interpretations by different groups. The
concept and its use vary due to domestic and external developments, especially in
response to reactions from Russia and the West/EU.

On Act on Declaration of Independence of Ukraine was adopted on 24 August 1991
by the Ukrainian Parliament that also called for a referendum on independence.
Majority supporting independence, it was the Ukrainian referendum that defined the
fate of the Soviet Union on 1 December 1991. The dissolution of the USSR has
become a starting point for debates on national identity and nation building in
Ukraine since it was the imperial collapse that provoked popular movement to
sovereignty and not the other way around (Michajlyszyn, 2008). At the start of the
new millennia, this identity questions have become inseparable from foreign policy
and especially figuring out the place between Europe and Russia (ibid).
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Being a post-communist state, Ukraine was regarded as post-colonial country with
inherited “inferiority complex” that contributed to uncertainty and contested nature
of its identity (Kuzio, 1998; Melnykovska et al, 2012; Riabchuk 2002). At the same
time identity questions were closely intertwined with domestic and foreign policies
since definition of Other largely influenced these issues (Kuzio, 2001). In Ukrainian
national identity two Others vary among different discourses: Russia and Europe
(Shulman, 2004). Independence is necessarily related to nation-building that builds
on differences from neighbors and in Ukraine's case from Russia. Russia is the
closest in terms of history, culture and language therefore, the need to distance in
comparison to central Europeans is even larger (Kuzio, 2001). In fact, Ukraine's
nation “is constructed through the constant reiteration of its differences from Russia”
(White and Feklyunina, 2014, p.138). Russia is an important part in making the
Ukrainian nation, “fostering of the Ukrainian nation within the boundaries of a newly
independent state has compelled the un-making or, at least, re-making of the notion
of the "Russian nation” (Dragneva and Wolczuk, 2015, p.12). Most Ukrainian leaders
created a narrative explaining difference between Ukraine and Russia which also
incorporated their closeness (ibid). That is why even the president Leonid Kuchma,
who was considered as more Russophile, still continued the nation-building policies
of his predecessor Leonid Kravchuk (Kolsto, 2000; Janmaat, 2000).

Cultural and historical affinity with Russia has shaped Russia’'s perception of
Ukraine on the one hand and Ukraine’s identity debates on the other. Ukrainian
language belongs to Eastern Slavic language group along with Russian. Sharing
historical origins with Russia further entangles the two nations. Kyivan Rus, the East
Slavic state that existed between 11th and 13th centuries became a place from
where Russian Tsars descended. Correspondingly Russian narrative treats it as the
first Russian state (Michajlyszyn, 2008). But located in what is now Ukraine,
Ukrainians and Belarusians have the same right to its legacy. These affinities
produce Russian perception of Ukraine as “little Russians” and Ukraine's competing
narratives starting from sharing the Russian narrative to completely rejecting it.

On the other hand, western Ukraine's different historical experience with its origins
in Galicia, forms another stand among identity discourses (White and Feklyunina,
2014). Being under the rule of Polish and Lithuanian Kingdoms, western Ukraine is
distinguished by pro-European stand. After the independence, the perception of the
EU as a civilizational and geopolitical entity was largely widespread among the post-
communist states and Ukraine, among them that also became slowly supplemented
with a perception of the EU as a community of values, norms and standards
(Dragneva and Wolczuk, 2015). These different identity positions before 2004 are
usually grouped in three major categories by the scholars. Each defines not only
extents of Otherness of Russia and Europe, but also the Self in terms of national
identity.

The first category combines those who are called Russophiles and Sovietophiles,
who characterize Russia as a leading Eastern Slavic nation, while Ukraine is not
considered as a separate ethnic group (Kuzio, 2006). This radical left perceives the
West as the Other and believes that the latter reduces Ukraine to a colonial state
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(Kuzio, 2001). Russia as an elder brother is believed to be inheriting the Kiev Rus
legacy. These two groups either advocate for a reconstituted USSR or consider
Ukraine as “little Russians” (Kuzio, 2006). On the political level Sovietophiles belong
to Communist and Progressive Socialist Parties of Ukraine. In terms of foreign policy,
this school treats Russia as a strategic partner and advocates for integration into the
Russia-led unions, for the Sovietophiles a symbol of the USSR revival (ibid). Europe
is the Other and neither Ukraine nor Russia are considered to be in Europe (Kuzio,
2001).

The second, Ukrainophile category disentangled Ukrainian and Russian identities
including their political cultures and seeking break from Russia. This narrative
portrays Ukraine as primarily a European nation whose development was distorted
by Russification and Sovietization and strives to “return to Europe” similar to the
central and east European states (Riabchuk, 2012). The main Other is Russia seen
“as having a history and culture estranged from individualistic and freedom-based
development models” (Riabchuk, 2012, p.6). The Russian Other is defined in ethno
territorial terms including Russian state and its citizens who deny Ukraine as a
separate ethnic group and its right to independence (Kuzio, 2001). The debate goes
back to the Kievan Rus, which is claimed as a homeland to Ukrainian nation (ibid).

The third Eastern Slavic category or centrists is more of a reaction to the other two
categories, particularly against the Ukrainophiles, perceiving them too nationalist
(Kuzio, 2006) and places itself in the middle of the other two categories, based on
two ethnic groups - Ukrainian and Russian (Schulman, 2004). The Eastern Slavic
group considers complete disentangling from Russia as a deviation from “scholarly”
objective standards (ibid, p.413). This school emphasizes common features with
Russia including language, mutual history and culture but promoting equality among
eastern Slavs without giving hierarchical priority to Russia and at the same time
supporting Ukraine's independence. Therefore, this version of identity bases its
views on bi-cultural, bi-ethnic, bi-lingual premises. Domestically it advocates for
policies that give equal stand to Ukrainian and Russian languages and culture
(Schulman, 2004). In foreign policy, they do not deny integration with the EU but
only together with Russia (Kuzio, 2006).

After independence, Ukraine, willing to attach its identity to supra-national
identities, had two versions to choose from, one provided by “elder brother” Russia
in the form of Eurasian/Slavic identity and European on the other hand
(Melnykovska et al, 2012). These identity options are not neutral but each relates to
the type of governance (democracy or autocracy) and is influenced by external
actors, EU and Russia that “pull countries towards opposite foreign orientations”
(ibid, p.133). Therefore, these categories were closely intertwined with both
domestic and foreign policies of Ukraine between 1991 and 2004, reflected in
political discourse and policy choices with varying degrees and interchangeably.
Willingness to attach itself to either of the supranational identities was determined
by multiple of factors, but also by foreign policy and integration processes with the
Western institutions (Melnykovska et al, 2012) as well as with Russia.
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5 Empirical analysis: European identity discourse
2004 - 2017

General trends

First step of analysis follows general trends and developments in the discourse. The
aggregated pro and anti-European elements are examined by frequency analysis of
codes by each year during 2004-2017. The results allow for general comparison
between the years, for capturing the major changing points as well as for
contestation between them.

Pro-European elements

Pro-European Elements in Discourse
Ukraine 2004-2017

Analysis of pro-European elements shows that the discourse went through multiple
of changes during the selected 14 years. The discourse is characterized by
everything but stability, with fluctuation each year. The highest pick points appear
to be firstly in 2013, followed by 2004, 2005, 2011 and 2016. On the other hand, the
lowest points are noticeable for 2015 and 2009.

Anti-European elements

Anti-European Elements in Discourse
Ukraine 2004-2017
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Anti-European elements are also characterized with high instability. The change, in
terms of increase in frequency, take place in the years of 2013, 2011 and 2016.
Highest decreasing trends occur in 2012 and 2014-2015. But in general, the lowest
point in comparison to other years is 2004.

[t is also interesting to see how each discourse changes in comparison to each other.
This could give a general idea about the contestation level in the overall discourse
on European identity.

Pro- and anti-European elements

Pro and Anti-European Elements
Ukraine 2004-2017

@ Pro-European

® == Anti-European

In general, the discourse remains highly contested, meaning that usually pro and
anti-European elements elevate or decrease in similar periods. In 2011, 2013 and
2016 both discourses seem to be elevating. The only exception remains 2004 where
there is a huge gap between the two discourses and pro-European elements seem to
be dominating the overall discourse. Accordingly, preliminary assumption based on
first glance at data suggests that the contestation was the lowest in 2004 and highest
in 2011, 2013 and 2016.

As next step, [ delve into each group of selected events to see the type of change, if
any, that takes place during the sampled events.

European identity discourse before 2004 (January - October, 2004)

Analysis of the discourse before the Orange Revolution reveals that contestation is
present since there is no agreement about what Europe is, what kind of Europe
country belongs to, who is the Other, Europe’s vision of the country, extent of its
support and willingness to accept country as well as suggested policies with Europe.

Definition of Europe and defining its borders vary within the discourse. Europe is
referred as part of a larger entity, the West as well as simply Europe. But more
specific reference of European Union is also part of the discourse. In general, there
are three major paradigms to which Europe belongs to: cultural, economic and
political. Europe as a cultural entity provokes different normative positions within
the identity discourse: whereas on the one hand itis referred to as a great civilization
and country is claimed to be belonging to it in terms of shared culture and values as
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well as aspiration. The other side claims difference based on Eastern Orthodoxy as a
major differentiating point between Ukraine and Europe. There is a third position
that refuses such binary definition and states that the country is in fact a mixture of
Asian and European cultures. There seems to be an agreement that political culture
of Ukraine is not European yet, being yet far from European democracy and the latter
seems to be the major attribute of fully European self. Lastly, when it comes to
geographical belonging to Europe, the speakers seem to be treating perception of
Europe as essential, especially the country's geographical location. The argument
that Ukraine is not simply at the edge of Europe but it is within Europe is part of the
discourse.

In terms of economic dimension, also contested views emerge. Whereas one part of
discourse claims that Europe is economically prosperous community, the other
presents the opposite, even stating that in terms of economy, Europe is behind
Russia.

Within the political dimension, three major critical points emerge. First point rests
on the argument that Europe is an entity with a sense of superiority that looks down
on other countries. The other two points fall within the idea that Europe is part of a
geopolitical game with the east. According to the first one, Europe is a weak entity
and is not capable of independent behavior, especially without the US. The other
category places Europe within this competition and criticizes it for building a union
similar to Russia’s. The European Union is even compared to the USSR as similar in
its structure and goals.

Within the category of those who support integration or cooperation with Europe,
they would like to belong to one or several of types of Europe including cultural, civic
and economic. The goals of becoming European/joining Europe can be divided into
two major arguments. The first primarily focuses on the value system of Europe and
the benefits of becoming part of it, including becoming democratic and acquiring
good governance system. The second major argument focuses on such goals as
uniting Ukrainian nation within Europe and securing the country. Becoming part of
Europe is perceived not only as a result of domestic reforms but as a subject of a
larger geopolitical context and closely intertwined with Russia, since one of the goals
for opening up integration chances is to free the country from dependence on Russia.
European reaction is also considered important, claiming that Ukraine must interest
Europe in the country so it opens its doors.

The opposite category that rejects the idea of integration with the EU, develops two
major categories: that the EU has unacceptable values and that the country will only
acquire secondary status within the Union.

There is no common discourse on the Other as well. It should be noted though that
Europe as Other does not exist yet. Despite the complains about Europe’s superiority
feeling towards the country and lack of interest, it is not characterized as a
threatening Other. However, liberalism and ulta liberalism are mentioned as
country's others that can be indirectly related to European values. European self also
has multiple others from which Russia stands out. Ukrainians also believe that Soviet
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past and Soviet mentality as well as leftover legacies are also obstacles on the
country's way to Europe. But besides these domestic or external Others, political
elites are also named as another impediment to European self.

The worldviews of surrounding environment, relations with Europe as well as
solutions to existing issues seem to be correlating with the previous parts of identity
discourse. The running theme remains Europe's attitude towards the country,
country's position in relations with Europe and prospects of success in this relation
goals. Major complain remains the Europe’s attitude towards Ukraine, looking down
at country, presenting harsh demands and putting country in a begging position.
Within this critical position, Europe is also blamed for lack of knowledge about
Ukraine, disinterest, considering it as a buffer zone, lack of support and avoiding
membership perspective/closed doors. This lack of importance is countered by a
claim that developments in Ukraine are in fact affecting Europe and thus it deserves
enough attention. Europe on the other hand sees the country as irrelevant perceiving
it as Asian and far from European standards.

This category is contested by claiming the opposite that Europe is interested in the
country. While the former recognizes Ukraine as part of European family, it
recognizes Ukraine's European perspective and the chances of joining Europe are
also high. Three major policy proposals are accommodated in the discourse. First
proposes a clear-cut choice, with the basis that Russia is on the opposite edge of
Europe and suggests that the country chooses Europe over Russia. Second position
suggests multivector foreign policy that accommodates both of the external actors.
The third is more divided without a clear position, but suggests to carefully review
the integration option with Europe and critically think about its worth without
taking it as granted.

Building up on this discourse as a starting point, I will now follow the identified
events in detail. First, | examine whether change took place or not to see if identified
conditions conform the theory and then once the change is detected, what type and
extent of change occurred. For this purpose, I look at the direction of change:
whether it has become more or less pro-European (what happens to the opposite
categories) and at the extent of change by looking at change in content, which parts
of content change and to what extent. | examine not only the points of change and
what is happening in the identified month/s but also I compare discourse at this
point with the previous discourse to identify which arguments are foregrounded in
discourse but also to see what changes within the categories in comparison to
previous periods.

European identity discourse during the selected events

Critical junctures

Frequency analysis of pro and anti-European elements in the discourse confirms
that changes occur during the crisis events. During each of the events either increase
or decrease occurs in each of the elements, affecting the balance between the
categories. Therefore, the static condition or no change does not characterize any of
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the events. But interestingly enough none of the events mark disappearance of the
opposite category, meaning that crisis events in Ukraine did not bring a complete
trasnformation in the European identity discourse. Thus, at first glance we can say
that crisis events in Ukraine account for partial change. But which direction does
partial change take? Does it become more or less pro-European? The following
section discusses frequency changes during each event; afterwards identifies major
themes and arguments during those events and compares discourse with the
previous periods to see if the event introduced or foregrounded the already existing
discursive arguments.

Orange Revolution (November 2004 - January 2005)

Frequency analysis shows that during the event a gap between the pro and anti-
European discourses is significantly high, which means that the pro-European
discourse was prevailing in terms of intensity during the revolution. Qualitative
analysis shows that in its larger part, European identity discourse builds up on the
previous discourse. The content change has not been a major sweep through the
previously existing arguments but some of the settled arguments were in fact
foregrounded while others backgrounded. However, to some extent there have also
been changes.

Some of the critical characterizations of Europe such as comparison to the USSR,
blaming on preferring interests over values, being economically behind and unable
to act independently disappeared. Instead, Europe’s economic prosperity and its
attempt to act independently by escaping the US influence are emphasized.
Geographical and other technical characterizations of country’'s Europeanness
disappears and Europeanness on the level of civic culture remains. However,
completely new to the older discourse, what becomes underlined is country's
historical Europeanness as well it’s special and unique role in European civilization.
Country's aspirations are claimed to be grounds for belonging to Europe. Along with
cultural and historical belongingness, another novelty is emphasis on country's
importance to Europe. The speakers underline that what happens in country is
affecting Europe. The opposite category once again continues with the argument
that Europe is hub of inequality for its members and also sense of superiority
towards other countries.

All the critical arguments disappear including the argument that Europe has
unacceptable values. On the other hand, Europe becomes an entity, which is claimed
to be irreversible choice and without alternative if Ukraine wants good future. Being
more confident in country's grounds to belong to Europe, discourse emphasizes that
the change to become a member is to change political elites, whereas reforms and
democracy building as a prerequisite disappears from discourse.

Major Others for the discourse during the Orange Revolution are Russia and
Eurasian civilization as well as political elites of the country. Emergence of Eurasia
as a cultural Other is new in comparison to the previous periods. Being the biggest
Other, Russia is characterized as undemocratic.
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. How Europe views the country is once again contested with opposite arguments
that Europe considers Ukraine to be part of European family, while opposite
discourse claims that Europe places Ukraine at the edge, as its neighbor and not as
its member. Critics that country will never join Europe also emerges in discourse as
well as that Europe does not care about Ukraine. This is countered with the opposite
arguments that Europe realizes country's importance. On the former side, two major
policy suggestions remain. One continues the argument of multivector policy and the
second, newer, introduces the idea of independent, patriotic policy that is neither
directed towards the West not to East.

Overall, it can be concluded that the discourse became more pro-European by
foregrounding Europe-favouring arguments while many of anti-European
arguments either disappeared or softened. Pro-European discourse introduced
further value-based arguments on country's historical belonging to Europe and
Othering Eurasian culture. This category also became more confident about
belonging to Europe, claiming special role of Ukraine in European civilization and
also importance of the country to Europe. The opposite discourse remained critical,
but the major arguments emphasized Europe’s unwillingness to accept country and
its indifference, but lost the arguments on unacceptable European values and
incompatibility because of Eastern Orthodoxy. Maintaining multivector policy as an
option, a new argument of patriotic policy, which is more nationalist in character
without choosing any direction.

Euromaidan (21 November 2013 - 21 February 2014)

Euromaidan event lasted for three months in Ukraine from 21 November 2013 to 21
February 2014. These three months were selected for the target of analysis and
firstly they were compared to the discourse during the preceding three months to
detect frequency changes in pro and anti-European elements within the discourse.
Afterwards, I outlined major categories and elements in the discourse during these
three months and lastly, compared to the overall discourse from January 2004 to 21
November 2013 to detect changes that the event provoked in the identity categories.

Pro and anti-European elements
Before and during Euromaidan

== Pro-European

== == Anti-European

Pre-Euromaidan Euromaidan

Frequency analysis showed that the event marked quite a sharp increase in both,
anti and pro-European discourses. This indicates at the increased contestation level
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and that Euromaidan did not necessarily result in any dominant discourse, but the
opposite, on further increase in disagreement. Further changes within contestation
and direction of change can be detected through qualitative analysis of texts.

The discourse marks quite radical arguments and high contestation over meanings
of Europe and country's Europeanness. Whereas one category characterizes Europe
as merge of positive values including democracy, the critical category calls Europe
imperialist, compares it to the USSR, describes it as being in not only political and
economic but also in value crisis and says that Europe is even betraying true
European values. Something new that the discourse introduces is in fact within the
pro-European camp saying that Europe is more than just economy, it is unity of
certain values and even high Christian values among them.

Referring to this value crisis that the critical category emphasizes, they portray
Ukraine as being even more European than Europe itself. The extent of country's
belongingness towards Europe is again debated varying from culturally, historically
European (which also says that Ukraine has a unique role in European civilization)
to mixture of European and Asian and with different mentality from Europe. Being
culturally more close to Russia is also part of the discourse. Revolution is again
brought as an example for demonstrating country's Europeanness and belonging to
this entity, while being European for the critical discourse means stirring a civil war,
similar to Syria.

Main purposes for joining Europe are characterized within such terms as reforms,
modernization, achieving high social standards but also for realizing country's
historical dream. This position also includes arguments that in European family
Ukraine can contribute spiritually. The main goal to be achieved in order to join
Europe (unlike previous periods when it was reforms) is to in fact construct a firm
nation that is united with the idea. The skeptic stand refers to economic threats from
Europe, that expectations will not be fulfilled from integration and that the country
can develop also without integration.

The main Others for the European self are Eurasian civilization, Soviet mentality and
political elites of the country. In line with the previous discourse major threats from
Europe remain threats to economy and sovereignty of Ukraine. But here the
discourse also introduces new elements. First time, country's nationalists become
Other to the Self. On the other hand, another novelty is portrayal of Russia as being
dependent on Ukraine for maintaining Europeanness, stating that Russia would
become Asian power without Ukraine. Also novelty is Russia’s characterization as
viewing Ukraine as source of its interests.

Europe’s image of the country and perception of relations with Europe are again
highly contested. While one category thinks that Europe considers country as part
of European family and important country, others claim that Europe views the
country as only second world state and considers it as source for its interests. In
addition, the argument that for Europe country is connecting Europe and Asia also
persists. As for the relations, positions vary also radically. The following arguments
appear in the discourse: Europe intentionally pushes country towards degradation,
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country is begging Europe whereas Europe will not allow country to join, Europe
does not support country enough, absence of support is also an example from the
past, Europe is country's role model for development. In terms of policy, all the
possible policy options show up during Euromaidan. A new element that appears in
discourse which refers to Euromaidan as expression for European values and fight
for them which Europe itself has forgotten what it is like. Therefore, Ukraine has
become a moral check for Europe. In relation with the latter another new element is
a proposal that country should have its own values instead. The first insists on
Europe’s active policy and that it should do more in terms of support. Here, the new
element of the policy proposal is that Europe should in fact follow European values
in relation with country. Second claims that country should not just copy things from
Europe. In terms of Russia, there are two policy proposals. First proposes that Russia
in fact is included in the European integration process by Ukraine. Second simply
chooses Russia over Europe and proposes that Ukraine gets along with its neighbor.
Alternative policy is also part of the discourse in which speakers suggest that
Ukraine should create a new European space. And lastly, there is an option of
choosing neither Russia nor Europe.

War with Russia (21 February 2014 -30 June 2017)

War with Russia is counted from the time that annexation of Crimea started. The
events started developing already after Yanukovych fled the country and with
escalations at some points and de-escalations it has been going on since then.
However, since my data collection ends with 30 June 2017, this date is also the last
point of analysis, including 40 months of war with Russia as major target for
examination.

Pro and Anti-European Elements in Discourse
War with Russia

= Anti-European

s Pro-European
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Firstly, I performed frequency analysis of the anti and pro-European elements.
Overall, there is a large fluctuation during these 40 months when either of them
interchangeably differ in terms of frequency however, none of them disappears and
eventually both elements remain within the discourse. This means that the event did
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not cause disappearance of contestation. But to what extent contestation over
content has changed is analyzed qualitatively below. Since the data is vast due to
large time period, the analysis mainly focuses on appearance or disappearance of
certain elements within the discourse and also general mapping of discourse but in
a less detailed manner.

In terms of attributes to Europe, while pro-European category underlines Europe as
a desirable entity to be part of, with successful harmony of different nations and hub
of freedom, critical discourse increases emphasis on value part of Europe. The major
arguments underline that Europe is in value crisis, betraying true European values,
interests take over values and thus modern Europe is different from the previous
one. However, referring back to history Europe is still portrayed as immoral even
back then with exploitative characteristics calling Europe a historical enemy that
continues today in its imperialist character and sense of superiority. Being in crisis,
Europe is considered to be disintegrating. A new element that enters the discourse
is that Europe is building walls and closing up. The opposite discourse has
completely opposite arguments that in fact Europe is a successful project and it is
progressing.

Country's belonging to Europe is again contested, varying between mixture of
European and Asian and being historically, culturally and politically European (the
latter is also contested). At the same time the argument that country is more
European (since Europe is betraying its values) than Europe is also part of the
discourse. The new elements appearing are stating that Europe is also partly Slavic
and east and west Europeans differ.

Country's position in Europe is again portrayed with a unique role of Ukraine in
European civilization and emphasizing that what happens in country affects Europe.
The new argument appearing is that country can offer solution to European value
crisis. Being European is portrayed as being tolerant and first time, compatible with
country's nationalism. For the critical discourse, being European means losing
traditions, feeling inferior to Europe, isolation and conflict with Russia, economic
issues, split within country, allowing homosexuality. For the first time critical
discourse emphasizes the following arguments of being European: integration has
only brought disappointment and worse conditions than before, Ukraine is the
poorest country in Europe, loses freedom and independence and only feeling
European does not bring any results.

Grounds for belonging are largely value and culture based emphasizing common
culture, common history, vision and aspirations and the justification that revolution
abolished obstacles for joining. Completely opposite is claimed by anti-European
discourse that country does not belong to Europe because of different history,
Eastern Orthodoxy and different mentality.

Grounds for belonging to Europe in the future include people’s wish to join, that
country will be secure and solve conflicts and Ukraine will realize its historical
dream. The opposite includes arguments that country will take secondary status
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within Europe, it will threaten its economy and Europe has unacceptable values.
Moreover, country will reject other alternatives.

In order to join, Europe is also named as an important actor to actually open its doors
and recognize country's achievements. But also change in mentality is another
means for joining. To get along with Russia for this goal is also part of discourse.
Opposite visions are present in the discourse about country's position within the
European family. While one claims that the country will have equal and dignified
place among other members, the opposite that country will have inferior and
secondary status is also claimed.

Nationalists are again named as Others for the country. Eurasian civilization, Russia
and Soviet mentality remain main Others for European self. Threats from Europe
include both economic, sovereignty and value threats to identity by threatening
religion. For the first time, Russia is brought as an example of higher values since it
resisted homosexuality.

Europe is considered to be viewing country as part of European family and part of
European history and developments. On the other hand, critics say that Europe
views country as source of its interests. Chances of joining Europe remain on
pessimistic level that they are vague or country will never join Europe. In relations
with Europe, it is considered that developments in country affect Europe, country
has become moral check for Europe, Europe’s problems are country's problems, in
some areas country is superior and in some Europe. The new elements also appear
including the arguments that Europe does not need country's reforms (it is country
that needs them), Eurocentric world is over and country has made up its mind while
Europe is indecisive. Europe is also blamed for the events in country, for the conflict
and intentional push towards degradation, that Europe cares only for its own
interests with double standards towards Ukraine, people were told lies about
Europe and country is begging Europe while serving its interests while Europe gives
country instructions; people are not all pro-European. For the first time the
arguments appear that people were misinformed about true European values. On
the positive side, country is considered in the middle of European developments,
Europe is a role model and they have mutual interests. Europe is portrayed as
divided over willingness to let country join or not willing at all. There are three
opinions over Europe’s support: Europe does support, does not support and Europe
is limited in its capabilities and is confused.

Lastly, policy options vary from modifying values by getting rid off some outdated
ones and merging European and local values to getting along with Russia,
Europragmatism and rejecting illusions about Europe, to no black and white
approach (notideal constructions of European or enemy of European) and relations
both with Europe and Russia and to more Europe in country and more country in
Europe. A new element is to understand Europe well as well as its problems. What
does not appear any more is to choose Russia over Europe. Even though getting
along with Russia is still part of the discourse, it only remains until May 2014 and
disappears afterwards.
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Overall, the discourse during the war remains contested as both pro and anti-
European elements remain within the discourse and it can be said that also quite
radical arguments coexist within the categories. One thing that overall softens the
critical position is losing the foreign policy proposal of choosing Russia over Europe.
Instead, they argue for Euroscepticism and careful consideration of integration since
the latter is considered to be the cause of the conflict and split within the country as
well as disappointment overall in its results. The option of keeping relations both
with Europe and Russia remains in the discourse. But the major debates within the
discourse are not only around conflicts but they are excessively value-oriented.
Europe is largely becoming portrayed as being in value crisis, betraying European
values and becoming a hub of unacceptable values such as homosexuality. First time
ever, the discourse uses Russia as a role model for resisting homosexuality in the
country. In this context, Ukraine is portrayed as a country that is even superior to
Europe in values and can offer solution to this ongoing value crisis.

The opposite discourse still continues to support integration with Europe with
major focus on conflict solution and security that are considered as solvable by
integration. Being European and European self are portrayed as being compatible
with nationalism (mentioned first time) in Ukraine meaning the split within
identities since Europeanness means tolerance.

Most of the discourse remains skeptical to Europe for being disinterested, not
considering country as important, not supporting. Small number of speakers praise
Europe for support or justify it with not having necessary means for action. Another
major debate persists around inferiority/superiority issue that country will only
remain on the secondary status level within Europe. And finally, first time in the
discourse the critical category states that it is the end of Eurocentric world.

External actor reaction

EU reactions

Out of multiple events that Ukraine and the European Union shared during the
observed 14 years, | have selected five that are not exhaustive but can demonstrate
general trends of development within the discourse. Since all of them are one day
events, [ decided to sample articles during one week before the event since debates
would already start beforehand and a month/four weeks after the event. Overall five
weeks around each event. To show general trends of development, I performed
frequency analysis of codes during these five weeks in comparison to the previous
five weeks. Afterwards I had a look at the overall data to qualitatively examine major
arguments during these events and compare them not only to each other but also to
the whole previous period (since January 2004 until the event) in order to detect
changes within discourse and its categories.

The following five events were analysed:

1. ENP: European Neighbourhood Policy adopted by the EU and Ukraine -
21.02.2005

2. EaP: Eastern Partnership (EaP) inaugurated - 07.05.2009
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3. Association Agreement (AA): AA - 30.03.2012
4. DCFTA: DCFTA came into force - 01.01.2016
5. Visa: The EU granted visa liberalization - 11.06.2017

Frequency analysis shows that during all the five events both anti and pro-European
elements remain. In fact, in majority of cases anti-European elements elevate along
with pro-European. This means that contestation does not disappear but in fact
increases. This trend supports the argument that EU reactions even though they are
all positive in this case, provoke not only supportive categories within the identity
discourse but also critical stands.

Qualitative analysis shows that none of the five events changed the discourse
dramatically. Despite some new elements that they introduced, most of the
discourse still relied on the previous existing identity categories. Contestation
remains on all the levels except about country's Europeanness. The change is mainly
detected over increase and foregrounding of some already existing arguments and
few new ones.

Within defining Europe and its attributes, belonging or not belonging to Europe and
justification for that, critical category underlines material side of Europe and that
interests often take over the values within this entity (EaP, AA and DCFTA). Over
time the initial idea that Europe is not an independent player disappears and it is
replaced with a negative connotation of European policies that its aim is
monopolization (AA and DCFTA). Since 2012, the events foreground an argument
that modern Europe radically differs from the previous Europe to which in fact
Ukraine wanted to belong but now feels the opposite. During the last two events
(DCFTA and Visa) Europe is mainly characterized as an entity in political, economic
and even value crisis. The events always activate debates on the level of countries
Europeanness. In this terms several different arguments emerge: that country is not
European (because of different historical experience, Eastern Orthodoxy) (ENP,
DCFTA, Visa), neither European nor Russian (Visa), that country is a mixture
between European and Asian cultures (ENP), country partly European, either
culturally or historically (EaP, AA, DCFTA, Visa) but all agree that Ukraine is not
politically European and the latter does not change throughout different events. The
category that claims country's Europeanness states that country's current vision
and future aspirations are good enough justification for belonging to Europe (EaP,
AA, DCFTA) often brought revolutions as examples of such aspirations.

Those who choose Europe, mainly foreground the justification that Europe is the
only choice and other alternatives only account for bad future for the country (EaP).
The opposite category mainly constructs European integration as an illusion that
will fail to fulfill expectations (ENP, AA) and they mainly refer to economic issues
that will follow either closer cooperation or integration (ENP, EaP, DCFTA). Related
issue that emerges especially after 2016 is also economy related and stems from the
idea that getting closer to Europe will result in demographic decline. Second biggest
threat and reason for not joining Europe that emerges in discourse is threat to

* %

*

* 7+, Europa
» Kolleg

Hamburg

20



sovereignty and independence (ENP, EaP, DCFTA). Even though material interests
dominate in countering European integration, value-based arguments also emerge
especially during the last events (DCFTA, AA). These arguments include the idea that
becoming European means losing traditions, including those related to religious
practices.

Russia remains the main Other in the European identity discourse. Russia is usually
countered by Europe that is pictured to be threatening country's economy,
sovereignty and traditions/religion (ENP, EaP, AA, DCFTA).

Vision of the political, economic and social conditions differ in the discourse during
the selected five events. But in two issues categories intersect. There is an agreement
to some extent that Europe is closed towards the country, it does not support
Ukraine, is not interested and seeing the country as only a neighbor, membership
perspective is quite vague (ENP, DCFTA) despite Ukraine being a frontrunner among
the Eastern Partnership countries (EaP). Second agreement falls on the topic that
Europe is encountering problems (DCFTA, Visa) but whereas the critical category
then proposes avoiding close relations, pro-European discourse suggests to try and
understand Europe well including its problems (DCFTA). Critical discourse also
emphasizes value issues and crisis that Europe encounters and in this context
Ukraine is characterized as superior in relation to the values that it holds and can
offer. In fact, the country is even portrayed as a moral value check for Europe (Visa).
Proposed policies also differ between the options of integration with a slogan of
“more Europe in Ukraine and more Ukraine in Europe” (Visa), act on its own and
solve its own issues without integration (EaP), allow some European but also
maintain its own (AA) and choose Russia over Europe (AA).

Overall, besides the change in terms of increased contestation/fluidity, there are
some new elements that discourse around these events introduced and that were
not part of the previous discourse. Threats from Europe towards country's economy
and sovereignty first emerge during the ENP event. During active European
participation, critical discourse is also introducing the arguments that Europe views
Ukraine as source for its interests and Europe is aiming at monopolization (EaP, AA).
During the AA event, also critical discourse introduces the idea that modern Europe
is already different from its previous version and in fact, it was the previous Europe
that Ukraine wanted to belong to. And lastly, during the DCFTA event, which is
economic in character, the argument that Europe is in economic and political crisis
also became part of the discourse.

Russian reactions

Four events were selected representing Russian reactions towards Ukraine. The
events can be grouped into negative and rather positive reactions. The first two
include “gas wars” when Russia cut off gas supply to Ukraine. The other two events
are more mixed, since signing the Kharkiv Pact was a mutual agreement between the
two countries that extended Russian presence in Ukraine but in exchange of more
favourable gas tariffs (at the time, even though later it was not put in action). The
last event of Putin’s visit to Kiev includes an offer to join the Customs Union which
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is also a mixed event in its character and supposing to stir some debates around it.
Time period for each event is the month of their happening. The gas wars started on
the beginning of months, therefore I account for the actual day of gas cut off and the
next four weeks. For the agreement and visit, even though they took place in the
second and third week of the months, selecting the whole month for the analysis will
include debates proceeding as well as the event and at least one week afterwards.
Therefore, the targeted months of analysis were January 2006, January 2009, April
2010 and April 2011. Firstly, discourse in these months was compared to the
discourse in the preceding one month to detect elevation or decrease of the
discourse in terms of frequency. Secondly, qualitative analysis was performed in
which I compared the discourse during each of the selected months to the whole
preceding discourse from January 2004 until the month of the event to detect
changes that were introduced. Lastly, | looked at the whole discourse during all the
events to detect what type of arguments are foregrounded and which are silenced.

The events include:

1.1 gas war - First “gas war” - 01- 04.01.2006

2.1l gas war - Second “gas war” - 2 - 20.01.2009

3. Kharkiv - Kharkiv Pact - 21.04.2010

4. Visit - Putin’s visit to Kiev and offer on Customs Union - 12.04.2011

Frequency analysis shows that in all the selected cases pro-European elements tend
to elevate in discourse while anti-European elements decrease. This means that
contestation decreases while anti-European category within the discourse becomes
more silenced and pro-European elements take over. Russian reactions seem to be
provoking more pro-European elements. The extent of change can be defined within
the qualitative analysis.

The discourse around the events relies on the previous discourse elements but also
introduces new elements. Disagreement over characterizing Europe continues. The
features vary from community of civic values, great civilization and economically
prosperous community (I gas war, Kharkiv, Visit), hub of freedom (Visit) to a
community which is in value crisis (Kharkiv), promoting wrong values such as
homosexuality (Kharkiv) to being imperialist and hub of inequality with sense of
superiority towards other countries (Visit). Country's belonging to Europeanness
however, is not completely denied. The levels of belonging though are different.
Mostly Ukraine is considered not to be politically European yet, exception being the
Visit. Otherwise Ukraine is claimed to be culturally European (I gas war, Visit),
historically European (Visit) and mixture of European and Asian civilizations (Visit).
New elements that the events provoke in discourse include self-reference as post-
communist, that striving to be European causes split within the country and most
importantly, debate over country's location and its importance. The latter argues
that country has a special location between Russia and Europe and plays/can play
an important role in their relations.

* %

*

* 7+, Europa
» Kolleg

Hamburg

22



Country's grounds for belonging to Europe is stated to be economic prosperity (I gas
war) but also because Europe is the country's irreversible choice without any
alternative. In order to join Europe, Ukraine has to aim mainly at interesting Europe
in the country (I gas war, Il gas war) but also at developing economically and
democratically (Visit). The events provoke the arguments about country's vision in
European family and here seems to be having a special role and position within
Europe. Ukraine can become center of European civilization (Kharkiv) and a role
model of symbiosis of Eastern and Western culture (Visit). The new element that
enters the discourse relates to Europe being in spiritual and value crisis. In this
regards, Ukraine is portrayed as a country in opposite condition that can contribute
to Europe with its values (Kharkiv).

Interestingly, during these events Eurasian Economic Union becomes an Other (I gas
war). At the same time, ideological Others are also mentioned including Soviet past
(I gas war, Visit) and authoritarianism (Visit). During the Putin’s visit Russia is also
characterized as somewhat European historically and by its experience in some
areas as Europe itself recognizes so.

Disagreement about Europe’s attitude and offers towards the country remain within
the discourse. The positions vary from Europe being reluctant and trying to avoid
membership (I gas war, I gas war, visit) to Europe being divided on the topic (II gas
war) and Europe in fact recognizing Ukraine's European perspective and offering
more support by more active involvement (I gas war, Il gas war). The critical
elements also include the argument that not only Europe is absent now but also in
the past. The discourse also accommodates the criticism towards the EU policy that
Ukraine is placed within a wrong group, meaning Eastern Partnership group (Visit).
During the Kharkiv event, the element that nationalist in the country provoke
conflict between Russia and Europe emerged. In terms of proposed policies, here the
positions also vary. One category places all the weight on Europe and proposing that
the EU should offer membership (Visit). Others claim that Ukraine itself should
engage with more active policy with Europe (I gas war) and choose other alternative
by remaining in between Russia and Europe and instead play a role of their
connector economically (Kharkiv). The new elements that appeared during these
events included that Europe is interested in Ukraine only for the sake of its own
interests (I gas war), that Europe views the country as other Europe and not
necessarily as its part (Visit), the proposal of increased interaction from the
country's side (I gas war) and that country is capable of spiritually contributing to
Europe (Kharkiv).

Overall, during the Russian reactions, the discourse is generally becoming
dominated by pro-European elements. However, anti-European elements do not
completely disappear. The new elements emerge within the both categories and
concern both value and materialistic reasoning. During the events, Europe becomes
blamed for caring for its interests in relation to Ukraine, that it does not really view
Ukraine as proper European. In fact, Europeanness and strive for it is claimed to be
causing split within the country. While European value crisis is part of the discourse,
the new initiative includes the proposal that Ukraine can offer proper values to

* %

*

* 7+, Europa
» Kolleg

Hamburg

23



Europe and in fact contribute spiritually. Other position comes closer to the idea,
claiming that Ukraine can become part of European civilization within the European
family. What emerges in terms of policies, is the idea that Ukraine itself should be
engaged with more active policy with Europe. And lastly, during the Putin’s visit and
offer on joining the Customs Union, the idea about Ukraine's special function and
location and linking Russia and Europe becomes a new element within the discourse.

6 Conclusion

Analysis of the European identity discourse in Ukraine during 2004 - 2017 showed
that the discourse remains contested over time as different events unfold. Both pro-
and anti-European elements remain and compete with each other, however, with
some fluctuation depending on the event. At the same time, while contestation varies,
content hardly changes. Different actors use the previous arguments and narratives
to reinterpret the events and few new elements largely fall within the major mood
of each identity category. Therefore, while some events, especially the potential
critical junctures do instigate change, the extent of change is rather partial rather
than a complete transformation.

During all the selected events at least one of the categories (pro-European and anti-
European) become activated, which confirms their relevance for the European
idetity discourse. Out of the two event groups, the critical juncture events are
capable of instigating the most change. While the Euromaidan has tremendously
increased the frequency of debates of Ukraine's belonging to Europe, it was the
Orange Revolution and the war with Russia that introduced the relative dominance
of the pro-European discourse.

During the Orange Revolution, pro-European discourse has increasingly
foregrounded the arguments of country's historical belonging to Europe and
perceived the revolution as a confirmation of Ukraine's dedication to European
values. Accordingly, going to such an extent for European values (democracy,
freedom, etc.) has demonstrated the country's special role in European civilization.
While the opposite discourse has also persisted, it has silenced some of its critical
arguments or softened them. The arguments over unacceptable European values
have disappeared but the criticism of Europe’s unwillingness to accept Ukraine has
elevated. Thus, they still found a room for their proposal of a multivector foreign
policy in opposition to exclusively pro-European policy. As a result of losing some
critical arguments, contestation has somewhat decreased in favor of the pro-
European identity discourse. On the other hand, Euromaidan saw a stark frequency
increase in both pro- and anti-European elements. The event, similar to the Orange
revolution, was interpreted as a special achievement of Ukraine and its dedication
to European values. In response, pro-Europeans demanded more support and
recognition from Europe. The opposite discourse constructed the protestors as
nationalist and fascist enemies and criticized Europe for their support. While the
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European identity discourse has become prominent in the country, the contestation
persisted and despite a few new elements, the event was also interpreted within the
pre-existing arguments. Lastly, the war with Russia also saw persistence of both pro-
and anti-European elements. However, a significant change has taken place in the
propositions for country's foreign policy. As a result of the war, the option of
choosing Russia over Europe as a main ally completely disappears from the
discourse. The only opposite choice of pro-European policy remains rejection of
Europe or trying to settle relations with Russia while also holding a pro-European
direction. Therefore, contestation has changed in favor of the pro-European
discourse.

External actor reactions also activated the European identity discourse, however,
without any dramatic changes. During the events from the EU, both pro- and anti-
European elements increase in quantity, meaning that the EU policies in the country,
even if positively perceived by pro-Europeans, also provoke critical stands. Despite
few new elements, both discourses largely relied on the previous core identity
arguments. Some new elements include the threats from Europe to country's
economy during the ENP; Europe attempting to monopolize its interests in Ukraine
during the EaP and the AA and that modern Europe is different from the historical
one in a negative way, thus less desirable. During the DCFTA, the argument about
Europe being in an economic crisis has also emerged. During the events from Russia,
it is pro-European elements that are especially provoked. Some new elements
emerge within both discourses. According to anti-Europeans, the strive to be
claimed as European is creating conflicts and divisions in Ukraine. On the other hand,
Ukraine, with its special role in European civilization, is believed to be able to
contribute and offer a solution to Europe’s value crisis. During the Russian offer to
join the Customs Union, the idea of Ukraine’s special function of linking Russia and
Europe also appears.

In sum, European identity discourse remains contested in Ukraine. Such large events
as the Orange Revolution and the War with Russia has somewhat skewed this
contestation in favor of the pro-European discourse. However, the opposite
discourse similarly persisted, even though with less frequency. On the other hand,
external actor reactions do instigate some respond but any considerable change. An
interesting finding is that, foreign actor actions especially find response in critical
discourses. While the EU causes reactions from Eurosceptics, Russia-related events
are particularly picked up by pro-Europeans. In general, despite some fluctuation in
the contestation over European identity, identity content seems the hardest to
change. The anti- and pro-European discourses maintain their core elements over
years and despite a few new ideas, their understanding of belonging to Europe or
major Other persist. Actors seem to stick to their discourses despite different events
and try to adjust to the new reality by paraphrasing the old narratives.
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[lytemectBuss [lo Corw3y. 3ameTku EBpockenTtuka. Travel around the Union.
Eurosceptic notes. Roman Shuka. Mirror Weekly, 2-29 February 2008.
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Ykpaune HyxHa KoHctutyuus HaunonanbHoro PasButus. Ukraine needs a
constitution of national development. Viktor Yushchenko. Mirror Weekly, 22-29
February 2008.

Poman Illnek: Ykpauna U Ec JIpuratorca K CorsameHuto 06 Acconpanyu. Roman
Shpek: Ukraine and the EU are moving towards the Association Agreement. Mirror
Weekly, 29 February-7 March 2008.

Jpyras Ykpausa: I[logmena [lonsaTuii. Other Ukraine: substitution of concepts.
Evgeniy Shibalov. Mirror Weekly, 7-14 March 2008.

EBpokomuccap [lanus I'pubayckaiite: «Bpems Iloarorosku Ko Berymienuio B Ec
— 3os0otoe Bpemsa [us Jliwo6oi Crpanbl» European Commissioner Daria
Gribauskaite: time to get ready for the EU membership - golden times for any
country. Aleksa Pidlutskiy. Mirror Weekly, 14-21 March 2008.

Ec Wnu Hato — CmeHa [lpuoputetoB Ykpaunbl? The EU or NATO - change of
priorities of Ukraine? Vinfrid Schneider-Deters. Mirror Weekly, 21-28 March 2008.

Knwnyko: Tocne BribopoB KueBckoro Mapa Ykpaune Ctout 3abwiTe O EBpone.
Klychko: after the elections of Kiev mayer Ukraine will forget about Europe. Mirror
Weekly, 30 May-6 June 2008.

Ykpauna—Ec: XKgem Hauana 2009-T'o. Ukraine - EU: waiting for the beginning of
2009. Mirror Weekly, 11-18 July 2008.

HanuonanbHas Kyabtypa — 310 U EcTh HanimonanbHas Uaes. National culture is a
national idea. Vasiliy Vovkun. Mirror Weekly, 18 July-1 August 2008.

«Kues» ¥xe B EBpone, Ouepesan 3a CtpaHo#. Kiev is already in Europe, now it's the
country's turn. Roman Arkhipov. Mirror Weekly, 2-29 August 2008.

EBponefickas IlepcnektuBa KueBy 3ab6sokupoBana? Is European perspective of
Kiev blocked? Mirror Weekly, 5-12 September 2008.

YkpauHa B Tpex CocHax: Hato—Poccus—Ec. Ukraine in three pines: NATO-Russia-
EU. Tatyana Silina. Mirror Weekly, 26 September-3 October 2008.

Kunax: /lns Ykpaunsl Jlydie EBponelickas Cuctema KosiektTuBHo besonacHocTy,
A He Tpancatsiantudeckas. Kinakh: for Ukraine, the European collective system
of safety is better than the transatlantic one. Mirror Weekly, 10-17 October 2008.

Eure Pa3z O TosepanTHocTH. Once again about tolerance. Inna Tereshenko. Mirror
Weekly, 14-21 November 2008.

xeiimc llepp: EBpona He Cwmoxer O6ecneuuth CBoro besomacHocts, He
[Tognep:xaB YkpauHy. James Sher: Europe cannot provide its own security without
supporting Ukraine. Mirror Weekly, 23-30 January 2009.

CeBepHoe U3mepenue EBponnTerpanun Ykpaunbl Kakue [lepcnektusi? Northern
dimension of Ukraine's Eurointegration: what are the prospects? Yakub Loginov.
30 January-6 February 2009.

O Matpuotusme U [JoctounctBe. Cy6bekTHBHO. OTphiBOUHO. Henayuno. About
patriotism and dignity. Subjectively. Sketchy. Unscientific. Andreiy Fialko. Mirror
Weekly, 13-20 February 2009.
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BaneHnca: EBpona bes Ykpaunsl — HenoJinas. Walesa: Europe is incomplete without
Ukraine. Mirror Weekly, 27 February-6 March 2009.

Ykpauna — Ec: B [louckax YtpaueHHoro Bpemenu. Ukraine-EU: in the search for
lost times. Andreiy Fialko. Mirror Weekly, 4-12 April 2009.

Ykpauna U Ec: IlaptHepctBo — Acconuauuss — YuencrBo. Ukraine-the EU:
partnership - association - membership. Constantin Eliseev. Mirror Weekly, 29
April-15 May 2009.

YxkpauHckuit @eHoMeH. Ukrainian phenomenon. Yuriy Sobolev. Mirror Weekly, 15-
22 May 20009.

EBponeiickuii Bkiag B Hepyru Ykpaunel. European contribution to Ukraine's
ailments. Andread Umland. Mirror Weekly, 14-21 August 2009.

YkpauHa B MensiwomeMca Mupe. Ukraine in a changing world. Anatoliy Zlenko.
Mirror Weekly, 21-28 August 2009.

HanuonanbHbiit UHTEepec CeroaHsa. National interest today. Taras Stetskiv. Mirror
Weekly, 28 August-4 September 2009.

Lensypa B Ykpaune: Bonpoc KyabTypbl Wnu LluBunuzanuu? Censorship in Ukraine:
a question of culture or civilization? Vladislav Sykalov. Mirror Weekly, 11-18
September 2009.

Jlo CrangapTtoB EBpocTtosnibl Ham Eme Kak /lo Heba. To the standards of European
capitols for us is like a distance to the sky. Olga Skripnik. 9-16 October 2009.

Ykpanna—Ec—Harto: Muder U Peanun. Ukraine-EU-NATo: myths and reality.
Aleksandr Malynovskiy. Mirror Weekly, 16-23 October 2009.

YkpauHckas BesomacHocTb: OT /[eknapayuit K I'apantusam. Ukrainian security:
from declarations to guarantees. Taras Stetskyv. Mirror Weekly, 13-20 November
2009.

OtkpeiToe [ucemo K Kossteram — YyactHukam /JIBuxkeHus ComnpoTuBiieHHs B
BoctouHo#i EBpone U K Hamum IlapTHepam B EBpone 3anmagHoi. Open letter to
colleagues - to the participants of resistance movement in eastern Europe and our
partners in western Europe. Mirror Weekly, 11-18 December 2009.

Byaet Jlu Y Ykpaunsl Jluccabouckuit Jlorosop Ilo-Ykpauncku? Will Ukraine have a
Lisbon agreement in Ukrainian way? Genadiy Druzenko and Svetlana Druzenko.
Mirror Weekly, 29 January - 4 February 2010.

Busosas HUctopus. O bropokpatuu U Yesnoseueckom ®PakTtope. Visa history. About
beaurocracy and human factor. Taras Byk. Mirror Weekly, 4-12 February 2010.

3nenko: YkpauHe Ctout BepHyTbhcsi K MuorosektopHoctH, He 3abwiBas O
EBpounTerpanuu. Zlenko: Ukraine is worth going back to multi-vectorness, not
forgetting Eurointegration. Mirror Weekly, 19-26 February 2010.

EBponapaameHnTapuid: [lonutuyeckaa Metogonorua banpepsl He OTBeudaet
EBponetickum  llenHoctsiM.  Europarliamentarian:  Bandera's  political
methodology is not within European values. Mirror Weekly, 12-19 March 2010.
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TypuuHoB: 3akiaouuB B O6baTusa fAHykoBuua, EBpomna Hazeetcs Ypepkatb
Ykpauny. Turchinov: in the embrace of Yanukovich, Europe hopes to hold Ukraine.
Mirror Weekly, 19-26 March 2010.

Msb1 Camu OTkpbliu BopoTta, Ml Camu... We have ourselves opened the gates, we
will ourselves... Alla Eremenko and others. Mirror Weekly, 23-29 April 2010.

O Espomneiickon fA3pikoBor Xaptuu U YkpanHckon HanuonanbHou IlosuTuke.
About European Language Charter and Ukrainian national politics. Vitaliy
Nakhmanovich. Mirror Weekly, 18-25 June 2010.

YkpauHa-Ec: Crparernveckuii Kypc Unum ®acagnas Murterpaunmsa? Ukraine-EU:
strategic course or facade integration? Aleksandr Sushko. Mirror Weekly, 18-25
June 2010.

B Tynuke «BHebGsokoBocTu», Wiau «HoBoe MasopoccuiicTBo» YKpauHCKOMN
Buemneit [Tonntuku. In the dead end of “off-blockage” or “new little Russianism”
of Ukrainian foreign policy. Vladimir Ogrizko. Mirror Weekly, 6-13 August 2010.

[TepeBopoT be3 Pepostonuu. Coup without revolution. Aleksandra Primachenko.
Mirror Weekly, 20-27 August 2010.

Ykpanna Ha «Busosoii Kapte» EBponeiickoro Cotosa. Ukraine on the “visa map” of
the EU. Aleksandr Sushko. Mirror Weekly, 17-24 September 2010.

Ykpauna + Ec + Poccust = Cuneprus. Ukraine-EU-Russia=Synergy. Mirror Weekly,
17-24 September 2010.

YkpauHcko-Pycckuit [Juanor: Wimo3uu, Kosnusuu, Amtro3uu. Ukrainian-Russian
dialogue: illusions, conflicts, allusions. Olga Syngaevskaya. Mirror Weekly, 17-24
September 2010.

[Mucema B 3amuty JlemokpaTtuu. [Tucemo Btopoe. A letter in defense of democracy.
Second letter. Anna German. Mirror Weekly, 29 September - 5 October 2010.

YkpauHa B Mupe Wiau Ykpauna Mexay /IBymsa Mupamu? Ukraine in the world or
Ukraine between two worlds? Miroslav Marinovich. Mirror Weekly, 12-19
November 2010.

Jdnoxa CkpomHbix OxkupmanHuil. Era of modest expectations. James Sherr. Mirror
Weekly, 26 November-3 December 2010.

Apmunpedopma B Ykpanne — Illar HaBctpeuy Ec? Adminreforms in Ukraine - a
step to meet the EU? Olga-Shumilo Tapiola. Mirror Weekly, 10-17 December 2010.

Ykpaunckut Ilyte. MoxHo Jlu Coxpanutek [ocymapctBo, Bosspawmadce K
®eopanusmy? Ukrainian path. Can one maintain government while returning to
feudalism? Nikolai Kniazhitskiy. Mirror Weekly, 24-29 December 2010.

Ykpaunna Kak O6ueeBponeiickuit @aktop. Ukraine as a common European factor.
Constantin Grishenko. Mirror Weekly, 15-21 January 2011.

3osoToe /[lecatunerve HaumHaerca? Golden decade begins? Sergeiy Nemirich.
Mirror Weekly, 26 February-4 March 2011.

«YkpauHa — EBponeiickoe ['ocyaapctBo, Ona He MosxxeT CtaTth CTpaHoii TpeTbero
Mupa» Ukraine — European state, it cannot become a third world country. Sergeiy
Kuyun. Mirror Weekly, 12-18 March 2011.
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Ykpauna Mexay 3anagoMm M BocrokoM. Hauano Ilytu. Ukraine between the West
and East. Beginning of the road. Analatoliy Orel. Mirror Weekly, 1-8 April 2011.

«Pycckuit Mup»: HoBas PeanbHocTh CTaporo Muda. “Russian World”: new reality
of the old myth. Vladimir Gazin. Mirror Weekly, 15-22 April 2011.

Back In The U.S.S.R? Bnepe K EBpone! Back in the USSR? Forward to Europe! Yulia
Timoshenko. Mirror Weekly, 15-22 April 2011.

EBponelickasgs ®yHkuusa Ykpaunbl, HWiau Kak VYkpauna Moxer CraTb
«061eeBponeiickum PakTopom». European functions of Ukraine or how Ukraine
can become a “common European factor”. Vinfrid Schneider-Deters. Mirror
Weekly, 28 April-13 May 2011.

YeTbipe HM3mepeHuss YkpaunHckoit HHTerpamuu B EBpomy. Four dimensions of

Ukrainian integration in Europe. Andreas Umland. Mirror Weekly, 13-20 May 2011.

«BumneBbiid Cagy» Ykpaunckoro Tpagunuonanusma. Cherry garden of Ukrainian
traditionalism. Andreiy Ermolaev and Aleksandr Levtsun. Mirror Weekly, 10-17
June 2011.

Heouzonsuuonusm, Uau Ects Jlu [Ipenen MuorosekTopHocTu? Neo-isolationalism
or is there a limit to multi-vector policy? Vadim Karasev. Mirror Weekly, 1-8 July
2011.

Briroael U Puckm Corsamenuss 06 Acconmanuu C Ec. Benefits and risks of the EU
Association Agreement. Nikolai Kapitonenko. 15-22 July 2011.

Komy Mewmaer «BumnHeBbiit Cag» YkpauHckoro Tpazuuuonanusama? Who is
interfering in the “cherry orchard” of Ukrainian traditionalism? Pavel Kuprienko.
Mirror Weekly, 12-19 August 2011.

JBanuats Jlet Ykpaunsl: Ham ITyTe Tosibko HaunHaeTcs. Twenty years of Ukraine:
our path is just starting. Viktor Yanukovich. Mirror Weekly, 19-26 August 2011.

JBanuate Jler HezaBucumoctu: IlpoTtuBopeuuBble Htoru. Twenty years of
independence: contradictory results. Ann De Tengi. Mirror Weekly, 19-26 August,
2011.

[Tocon I'epmanun B Ykpaumne lanc-lOpren laiimset: «IlepcnekTtrBa IloaBurca
Torpa, Korga B Ykpaune Byget [octpoeHa «EBpona». German ambassador to
Ukraine: perspective will show up when Europe will be built in Europe. Tatiana
Silina. Mirror Weekly, 21-28 October 2011.

[Tan-Xo3ssuH Kak KBuHTacceHuusa [lcuxokynpTypbl YKkpauHieB. Pan-master as
quintessence of Ukrainian psychoculture. Taras Marusik. Mirror Weekly, 2-9
December 2011.

AnbtepHaTuBbl EBpounTerpanuu Het. Eurointegration has no alternatives. Mirror
Weekly, 29 December-13 January 2011.

B [Mouckax YTpaueHHoro [loHuManus. In seek of lost understanding. Ann Tregub.
Mirror Weekly, 17-24 Februry 2012.

EBponepcnektuBbl H0pus Jlynenko. European pespectives or Yuria Lytsenko.
Mirror Weekly, 2-9 March 2012.
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[latunetrka Ilatpuorusama B IlponeHtax. Percentage of five years of
patriotism.Vladislav Grinevich. Mirror Weekly, 2-9 March 2012.

Pedpopmbl U YcroituuBocTb: EBponeiickue Ypoku [Jus Ykpaunbl. Reforms and
sustainability: European lessons for Ukraine. Philip De Yure. 9-16 March 2012.

Crpaterndeckoe PaBHoBecrne Kak lllanc Ykpannbl B MHuoromosnsgpHoMm Mupe.
Strategic balance as Ukraine's chance in multi-vector world. Konstantin Grishenko.
Mirror Weekly, 9-16 March 2012.

3anuMarenbHasg Pedopmuctuka, Unu [loyemy Biacth He Xouer U He Moxer
Jenatb Pedopmbl? Entertaining reformism or why the government does not want
and cannot do reforms? Vladimir Dubrovskiy. Mirror Weekly, 16-23 March 2012.

3Be3gHoe Bpems YkpauHckoid Haruwm. Star time for the Ukrainian nation. Taras
Marusik. Mirror Weekly, 23-30 March 2012.

[Ipoasmxxenue CorusanieHuss 06 Acconuauuu YkpanHa—Ec 3aBucut OT Kuena.
Promotion of Association Agreement of Ukraine-EU depends on Kiev. Mirror
Weekly, 30 March-6 April 2012.

[Mapagokcsl U Peasmuu HanuonansHoro MHdopmarponHoro [loss. Paradox and
reality of national information field. Viktor Nabrusko. Mirror Weekly, 13-20 April
2012.

0 Mogepuusauuu, EBpounTerpauud, PaBHoBecun W IJxkBuaubpuctuke. On
modernization, Eurointegration, equilibrium and equilibristic. Aleksandr Pavliuk.
Mirror Weekly, 13-20 April 2012.

KoHcTtutyuuonnas Mogepnuusanus: [lporpecc Wian Crarnauusa? Constitutional
modernization: progress or stagnation? Nikolai Onishuk. Mirror Weekly, 8-15 June
2012.

AnykoBuu 3akpein OxkHo B EBpony? Yanukovich closed the window to Europe.
Mirror Weekly, 15-22 June 2012.

«[Toromy YTto 3xeck brino Bennkoe KHsixkecTBo JluToBCKOE...» Because there was
grand duchy of Lithuania. Nikolai Pashkovets. Mirror Weekly, 3-10 August 2012.

Ctpana /[lerckoii Meutsl. Country of childish dreams. Oksana Onishenko. Mirror
Weekly, 22-31 August 2012.

MaccoBoe Co3nanue: Kosiebanue U [Iporpecc. Mass conscisousness: oscillation and
progress. Irina Kirichenko. Mirror Weekly, 9-16 November 2012.

EBpounTerpauus: Yckoputb Henb3st Megsute. Eurointegration: acceleration never
lingering. Valerii Khoroshkovskii. Mirror Weekly, 7-21 December 2012.

YkpauHna, EBpona U XamctBo, Uiin Heckosbko CiaoB «Hu O Yem». Ukraine, Europe
and greediness or several words about nothing. Mirror Weekly, 7-21 December
2012.

O6paTtHbii OTcueT. Countdown. Tatiana Silina. Mirror Weekly, 8-15 February 2013.

EBpounTterpauuss Kak Bri3oB: 3a Cko6kamu /[luckyccuu. Eurointegration as a
challenge: behind the discussion brackets. Vladimir Dubrovski. Mirror Weekly, 6-
15 March 2013.
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YxpauHckoe Bpems. Ukrainian time. Oleg Pokalchuk. Mirror Weekly, 15-22 March
2013.

Ha PacnyTbe? At the crossroads? Anatoliy Orel. Mirror Weekly, 29 March-5 April
2013.

Hosrie CMbicabl KueBa. New meanings of Kiev. Vasilii Kuibida. Mirror weekly, 29
March-5 April 2013.

YkpanHa W Crparterndeckue IlepcrniektuBel EBpomnbel: OTBeT EBpockenTuKaM.
Ukraine and strategic perspectives of Europe: answer to Eurosceptics. Vladimir
Gorbulin and Evgenii Bersheda. Mirror Weekly, 17-24 May 2013.

Anartosui TanpuuHckuil: EBpouHTerpanuonHHas Crtparteruss Hameit CTpaHBbI...
Uckmovyaet AnbTepHaTuBbl. Anatoli Garchinski: Eurointegration strategy of our
country...excludes alternatives. Yurii Skolotiani. Mirror Weekly, 17-24 May 2013.

Do You Speak [To-Pyccku? Do you speak Russian? Oksana Onishenko. Mirror Weekly,
7-14 June 2013.

Hctopus IlpekpaTtuna Teuenrne CBoe, A 3HauuT Hactano Bpems Pa3mblliieHUH.
History stopped its own, time has come to reflect. Sergiy Nemirich. Mirror Weekly,
26 June-5 July 2013.

KeMm BoiTb (HaBesiHo JlucaneTHoit Moeit YkpauHoit). Whom to be (inspired by my
Ukraine's lisapet)? Aleksandr Paskhaver. Mirror Weekly, 9-16 August 2013.

Kakoe Byaymee Xuget Ykpauny. What kind of future awaits Ukraine. Vasiliy
Filipchuk. Mirror Weekly, 6-13 September 2013.

Kouka 3penus Kak HanuonasnbHasg Hpaesa. Hummock as a national idea. Oleg
Pokalchuk. Mirror Weekly, 13-20 September 2013.

[Matpuapx Kupuan U EBpounterpanus: Ataka Unu Bepkuganue? Patriarch Kiril
and Eurointegration: attack or waiting? Ekaterina Shetkina. Mirror Weekly, 4-11
October 2013.

[Ipo6sieMa Boibopa HanpaBaenus. Problem of choosing a direction. Evgeni Sverstiuk.

Mirror Weekly, 11-18 October 2013.

Yro [Mocne BunwHioca? What after Vilnius? Andreas Umland. Mirror Weekly, 18-25
October 2013.

Kondaukr MupoBosspenuil. Conflict of worldviews. Evgenii Shibalov. Mirror
Weekly, 8-15 November 2013.

O6utas Buemnsas [lonutuka Ec: UcnbiTanue YkpauHoil. Common EU foreign policy:
testing Ukraine. Nikolai Kapitonenko. Mirror Weekly, 8-15 November 2013.

Ctynenueckuit EBpomaitnan: KpoBb U I'pom. Student Euromaidan: blood and
thunder. Lidia Surzhik. Mirror Weekly, 6-13 December 2013.

Hosi6pbckuit CpoiB EBposibBoBa. November disruption Eurolvov. Ostan Drozdov.
Mirror Weekly, 13-20 December 2013.

I'paxkpanckoe O61iectBo: [Ipouecc HeobpaTtum? Civil society: process irreversible?
Alla Kotlyar. Mirror Weekly, 13-20 December 2013.
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[Mucatens MupocaaB Jlouunel: EBpomaiigan — 3to He Ckazouka. Writer Miroslav
Dochinets: Euromaidan is not a fairy tale. Ekateryna Konstantinova. Mirror Weekly,
20-27 December 2013.

"He cnemmuTte Bbl Hac XopoHUTh". Don't hurry burying us. Yurii Butusov. Mirror
Weekly, 27 December-17 January 2013.

Opun /loma B Hous Ilepen PoxxaectBom. Home alone before Christmas. Aleksandr
Sharov. Mirror Weekly, 27 December-17 January 2013.

deHomeH YkpauHckoro Mailgana: HUcrtopuueckas U T'eHeruyeckass I[laMsaTe.
Phenomena of Ukrainian Maidan: historical and genetic memory. Marya Pavliukh.
Mirror Weekly, 27 December-17 January 2013.

Bpems Yausnsatbcs. Bpemsa Yausiasatb. Time to be surprised. Time to surprise.
Mirror Weekly, 27 December-17 January 2013.

Maiian Forever Vs Cton Ma#ian. Maidan forever vs. stop Maidan. Evgeniy Zarudni.
Mirror Weekly, 27 December - 17 January 2013.

HepononuMasa Ykpauny, [lepeoueHuBasi Poccuio. Misunderstanding Ukraine,
reevaluation of Russia. Andreas Umland. Mirror Weekly, 17-24 January 2014.

l'onoc Maitgana Esrenuit Humyk: /|Be PeBontonuu Ha Opny Kusup — 310 MHoro.
Voice of Maidan Evgeniy Nishuk: two revolutions in one life. Ekateryna
Konstrantinova. Mirror Weekly, 17-24 January 2014.

Anatomus Peosironuu: 3aMeTkH YdyeHoro. Anatomy of revolution: notes of a
scientist. Anatolii Galchinski. Mirror Weekly, 17-24 January 2014.

Kamensb, UcToyenHbiit Kanisimu. Stone drenched. Tatiana Silina. Mirror Weekly, 31
January-7 February 2014.

EBpomaiiian: HeciinBaembiii Packos Mexay Biactbio U O61mectBoM. Euromaidan:
unbreakable split between power and society. Irina Kirichenko. Mirror Weekly, 31
January-7 February 2014.

BepHap-AHpu JleBu: Ecnu Ykpauny Cunoit Bepayt B CoBetckyto O60iiMy, EBpona
Bynet JlyxoBHo KondeHa. Bernar-Anri Lev: if Ukraine is returned to Soviet clip
with force, Europe will be spiritually finished. Tatiana Silina. Mirror Weekly, 7-14
February 2014.

Cynetrckuii cueHapuil: 'oToB s 3amag WATH MO CTOMaM  'MHPOTBOpILEB"
Yemobepsiena u [anaare? Sudeten scenario: is the West ready to follow the
“peacemaking” footsteps of Chamberlain and Daladier? Sergey Makhun. Mirror
Weekly, 6-14 March 2014.

"CemeitHoe aeno”, uan Bropoi#t maHc. Family matter or a second chance. Yurii
Shapoval. Mirror Weekly, 14-21 March 2014.

AvnyTtanusa Unnosuid. Amputation of illusions. Tatiana Silina. Mirror Weekly, 21-28
March 2014.

YkpauHa — paspymuTtenbHula umnepuil. Ukraine - destroyer of Emperies. Evgen
Zarudni. Mirror Weekly, 28 March-4 April 2014.

Touka Hag "i". Dot on the i. Valentic Tkach. Mirror Weekly, 28 March-4 April 2014.

* %

*

* 7+, Europa
» Kolleg

Hamburg

41



3anazHas YkpanHa — Ha BbixoZ. Western Ukraine is out. Ostap Drozdov. 11-18
April 2014.

BepxoBHbIN Apxuenuckon YkpauHckod ['peko-Kartosnueckont llepksu CBATOC/IaB
[lleBuyyk: MbI Bce Ilo-HoBomy JlommkHbl Oco3Hath MecTto Ykpaunel B MuposoM
Konrekcre. Archbishop of Ukrainian Greek-Catholic Church Sviatoslav Shevchuk:

we have to once again understand Ukraine's place in the world. Ekaterina Shetkina.

Mirror Weekly, 18-25 April 2014.

0 gpeueHTpasuzanuy, ¢elepajvszald W MaJorpPaMOTHBIX cemapaTucTtax. On
decentralization, federalism and illiterate separatists. Anatolii Tkachuk. Mirror
Weekly, 16-23 May 2014.

BepHap-Anpu JleBu: Ecin [loToHeT YkpanHa — [lotoHeT U Bca EBpomna. Bernar-
Anri Levy: if Ukraine sinks, Europe will also sink.Tatiana Silina. Mirror Weekly, 22-
30 May 2014.

[lnotHOCTHL U3MeHeHul B O6mectBeHHoM Co3HaHuu. Destiny of change in public
consciousness. Irina Kirichenko. Mirror Weekly, 13-20 June 2014.

[Ipunyxgenue Kk YkpauHe. Compulsion to Ukraine. Ekaterina Shetkina. Mirror
Weekly, 20-27 June 2014.

EBpomna B CocraBe YkpauHnsl. [louem Kunbe? Europe as part of Ukraine. How much
is housing? Vadim Bashta. Mirror Weekly, 20-27 June 2014.

Kutp [lo-EBponelicku: OueHka Baussnusa Ha Oxpyxatougyto Cpeny U KauectBo
’Kusnu. Live European: assessing the impact on environment and quality of life.
Andrei Andrusevich. Mirror Weekly, 20-27 June 2014.

Kaxk 500 Jler Hazag OctanoBuin Poccuiickyto Arpeccuto. How Russian aggression
was stopped 500 years ago. Roman Yakel. Mirror Weekly, 12-19 September 2014.

AHatonuit lanbunHckuil: HauuoHanbHas Hpaesa — IloctpoeHue YkpauHbl B
YkpauHe. Anatoli Galchinski: national idea - building Ukraine in Ukraine. Yuri
Skolotyaniy. Mirror Weekly, 3-10 October 2014.

Ykpaurna Bosspamaetcs B EBpony. Ukraine is returning to Europe. Irina Kirichenko.
Mirror Weekly, 31 October-7 November 2014.

Ha Iytu K EBpone 3Hanuit. Towards Europe of knowledge. Oleg Zubchik. Mirror
Weekly, 7-14 November 2014.

lF'ox Ykpaunsl Year of Ukraine. Andrey Klimenko and others. Mirror Weekly, 26
December-16 January 2014.

Benukas EBponelickas CteHa. Great European wall. Oleg Pokalchuk. Mirror Weekly,
27 March-3 April 2015.

OkcaHa [IlaxsnéBckas: YkpauHna Moxer CywectBoBaTth Jlumb B OpgHom
HuBuinsanuoHHoM M3mepenuu — EBporneiickoM.. Oksana Paxliovskaia: Ukraine
can exist only in one civilizational dimension - European. Irina Nikolaichuk. Mirror
Weekly, 24 April-15 May 2015.

[Tocos [Mosabuin B Ykpaune lenpuk JlutBuH: U3 Bcex EBponeiickux Hanuit U3
Ceoero KyabtypHoro Hacsnegus Bosbiue Beero [loTepsiniu Ykpaunus! U [ossku.
Polish ambassador in Ukraine Genrik Latvin: out of all European nations
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Ukrainians and Polish lost the most of their cultural heritage. Oleg Vergelis. Mirror
Weekly, 24 April-15 May 2015.

CocenctBo C Poccueil. Neighbrouhood with Russia. Evgeniy Bersheda. Mirror
Weekly, 15-22 May 2015.

Xoce Kaszanosa: 1 He Bepio B Hanuu, Ho Bepro B Cuny Jlyxa YkpauHues. Khose
Kozanova: | don't believe in a nation, but I believe in the power of Ukrainian soul.
Alla Kotlyar. Mirror Weekly, 15-22 May 2015.

EBpocorw3 Ilogan KpeatuBuniii Curnan YkpauHckoid Kynbtype. European Union
gave a creative signal to Ukrainian culture. Oleg Vergelis. Mirror Weekly, 10-17
July 2015.

EBpomneiickuii [lacbsinc U Poccuiickuit Kaptounnbiii Jlomuk. European Passeans and
Russian card house. Vasilii Kukhar. Mirror Weekly, 14-21 August 2015.

J3xo Ykpaunsl. Echo of Ukriane. Oleg Pokalchuk. Mirror Weekly, 25 Septermber-2
October 2015.

YkpauHckasa Junuiomatusa: Ha Ilytu K EBponeiickum Crtangaprtam. Ukrainian
diplomacy: on the way to European standards. Andrei Veselovski. Mirror Weekly,
22-29 January 2016.

Apocaas I'punak: I[ytud [Ipourpan Ykpauny. Yaroslav Gritsak: Putin lost Ukraine.
Oksana Zagakailo. Mirror Weekly, 22-29 January 2016.

AHaTosnnit l'anbunHckui: Pedpopmel Ec — [JeiicTBuTenbHO Bonpoc CerogHsuHen
[ToBecTku [lHs. Anatoly Galchinski: EU reforms - indeed the question of today's
agenda. Yurii Skolotiani. Mirror Weekly, 29 January-5 February 2016.

Kakum e BoiTb KueBy? How can Kiev be? Vladimir Nudelman. Mirror Weekly, 5-
12 February 2016.

Kupunn Tanymko: TsnaBHoe Opyxue YkpauHckoro Hcropuka — @Paktel U
[IpocBeTuTenbcTBo. Kiril Galushko: main weapon of a Ukrainian historian - facts
and enlightenment. Sergei Makhun. Mirror Weekly, 26 February-3 March 2016.

Kak [lousaTs Ykpauny. How to understand Ukraine. Igor Tishkevich. Mirror Weekly,
18-25 March 2016.

[Ipo3pauHocts CoBMecTHOW ArpapHoil Iloautuku B Ec: 3mnupuyeckue
JokasatenbcTBa. Transparency of the joint agrarian policy in the EU: empirical
evidence. Elena Borodina. Mirror Weekly, 15-22 April 2016.

[ToctpeBostonus. Postrevolution. Vadim Novinski. Mirror Weekly, 28 April-13 May
2016.

Januan ®puz: Met He Ilpocum Ykpauny Cuenats Bce, Korga Poccus He [Jenaet
Huuero. Deniel Frid: we don’t ask Ukraine to do everything when Russia does not
do anything. Tatiana Silina. Mirror Weekly, 20-27 May 2016.

Ykpaunckas Ucropus: Kako#t Eit Beite? Ukrainian history: how should it be? Petr
Kraliuk. Mirror Weekly, 4-11 June 2016.

"Bapsirn" u "rpeku”-3: U3BUIKCTBIN NyTh B EBpony, uin EBponelickre npuHIUIIBI
MpPOTHUB eBponeiickux HopM. Varyangs And Greeks-3: A Tortuous Path To Europe,

* %

*

* 7+, Europa
» Kolleg

Hamburg

43



Or The European Principles Against European Norms. Vladimir Dubrovski. Mirror
Weekly, 16 July-5 August 2016.

uBunusauuoHHbIA Bei6op Ykpaunbl B I'sobannzoBanHoM Mupe. Civilizational
choice of Ukraine in globalized world. Sergei Pirozhkov. Mirror Weekly, 13-19
August 2016.

3aueMm Hyxubl Ykpaunupl, Uiau Kak Pazopsate Kpyr Uctopuu? Why are Ukrainian
needed or how to break a circle of history? Aleksandr Zinchenko. Mirror WeeKkly,
20-26 August 2016.

ConuanbHbie Pedpopmbl: HeBexxecTBo, [lonysuam Wian lluanynoe [pectymienue?
Social reforms: ignorance, populism or cynical crime? Vladimir Petrovski. Mirror
Weekly, 1-7 October 2016.

Mogepnusanusa? Moaepausanus! Modernization? Modernization! Tatiana Orlova.
Mirror Weekly, 1-7 October 2016.

Ykpaunckuinn Peneccanc: Cmoxetr Jlu Hama Ctpana Crate HoBout Wtanuei?
Ukrainian renaissance: can our country become new Italy? Roman Skliarov. Mirror
Weekly, 29 October-4 November 2016.

Yro lana Pepopmanus Espone U Ykpaune? What did reformation bring to Europe
and Ukraine? Petr Kraliuk. Mirror Weekly, 10-16 December 2016.

Hawm Bb1 Houb [TpocTosiTe. We would stand a night. Aleksandr Sherba. Mirror Weekly,
29 December-14 January 2016.

Ykpauna Kak Apryment /[lisa EBpockentukoB. Ukraine as an argument for
Eurosceptics. Yaroslav Zhalilo. Mirror Weekly, 18-24 February 2017.

Anatonuit TanbumHckui: Kouern, EBpouenTpusma: Yrto Jlanbme? Anatoli
Galnichinski: end of Eurocentrism: what is next? Yuri Skolotiani. Mirror Weekly, 4-
10 March 2017.

BesBus: 3a Illlar [lo [o6eapl. Visa free: for a step to victory. Kateryna Zarembo.
Mirror Weekly, 8-14 April 2017.

Tpunonbckas Kynabrypa: HoBble OTkpbiTHs [IpoTuB Crapbix WMianwosuil. Tripol
culture: new opening against old illusions. Natalia Mikhailova. Mirror Weekly, 13-
19 May 2017.

bes XKynanos, Uiu Hame Bo3epamenue B EBpomny. Without Zhupanov or our return
to Europe. Sergei Makhun. Mirror Weekly, 27 May-2 June 2017.

Bosbiie EBpornbl B Ykpanne U Bosbuie Ykpaunel B EBpone. More Europe in Ukraine
and more Ukraine in Europe. Margot Valstrem and Linas Linkiavichius. Mirror
Weekly, 10-16 June 2017.

HanuonaneHbii Bonpoc: YkpanHa Kak EBpoma. National question: Ukraine as
Europe. Igor Gryniv. Mirror Weekly, 17-23 June 2017.

Gazeta 2000
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Russia and Ukraine will better understand each other. Veleriy Govgalenko. Gazeta
2000, 23 January 2004.

Kuchma: ultimatums are not appropriate. Gazeta 2000, 23 January 2004.

Zvarich: we are poor sheep, nobody will help us. Natalya Kichigina. Gazeta 2000, 6
February 2004.

Europe and America remained behind? Taras Minin. Gazeta 2000, 19 March 2004.

Putin's “demarcia” and conclusions for Ukraine. Maxim Mikhailenko. Gazeta 2000,
19 March 2004.

End of racing in Europe. Maxim Mikhailenko. Gazeta 2000, 2 April 2004.

Ukrainian-Polish interests and the EU constitution. Sergeiy Ponomarev. Gazeta 2000,
2 April 2004.

Return to Europe and run away from the second world. Gazeta 2000, 2 April 2004.
Saga of democracy and its future. Maksim Mikhailenko. Gazeta 2000, 2 April 2004.
On the way to Europe. Vladimir Kolichev. Gazeta 2000, 2 April 2004.

Fragile center of continental axes: Ukraine does not fit NATO because of its
geopolitical status. Aleksandr Golichev. Gazeta 2000, 9 April 2004.

Kuchma and Putin are not waiting for weather at the see: they are making it
themselves. Sergeiy Lozunko. Gazeta 2000, 30 April 2004.

Yushchenko has no politics. Sergeiy Lozunko. Gazeta 2000, 4 June 2004.

Camo rigde of new Ukrainian nationalism. Maxim Mikhailenko. Gazeta 2000, 4 June
2000.

Strategic mistake. Valeri Govgalenko. Gazeta 2000, 2 July 2004.
Polish will fight for leaving the EU. Evengiy Melnik. Gazeta 2000, 17 September 2004.
Ukraine will become a platzdarm? Leonid Kiriliuk. Gazeta 2000, 29 October 2004.

If Yushchenko wins and if Yanukovich wins. Sergeiy Burlachenko. Gazeta 2000, 12
November 2004.

Repeating Herberstein and horsey. Vladimir Senchikhin. Gazeta 2000, 26 November
2004.

Stable Europe is impossible without stable Ukraine. Gazeta 2000, 3 December 2004.
Ukrainian police is better than Russian. Gazeta 2000, 10 December 2004.

Orange insurrection was lead from Portugal. Aleksandr Golichev. Gazeta 2000, 17
December 2004.

Ukraine of Leonid Kuchma: to market and democracy with its own path. Maxim
Mikhailenko. Gazeta 2000, 24 December 2004.

New mania of Europe? Gazeta 2000, 24 December 2004.
Orientation: not philosophical approach. Gazeta 2000. 25 February 2005.
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Heavy bolt of Europe: did not we get stuck at the door? Maxim Mikhailenko. Gazeta
2000, 25 February 2005.

Whole industries are turning into ruins. Aleksandr Datsiuk. Gazeta 2000, 4 March
2005.

“Beautiful” far European Union. Vasilii Gorbal. Gazeta 2000, 4 March 2005.
Humanity of Ukrainian origin. Valeri Rumilov. Gazeta 2000, 18 March 2005.

Deepen, improve and expand Eurointegration. Sergeiy Burlachenko. Gazeta 2000, 25
March 2005.

And European antichrist in eyes. Evgeni Sedikh. Gazeta 2000, 25 March 2005.

Evgeniy Kushnarev: the new opposition has a strong stimulus. Gazeta 2000, 25
March 2005.

Let’s talk about Ukraine. Marian Kaluski. Gazeta 2000, 1 April 2005.
Ukraine - “poster-boy” of the USA. Leonid Reshodko. Gazeta 2000, 15 April 2005.
Anti-Russian “rym” headed by Yushchenko. Gazeta 2000, 22 April 2005.

Vilnius as headquarter of NATO and of future revolutions? Elena Masneva. Gazeta
2000, 29 April 2005.

These people do not need a payment: Europeans don't want to live in the EU. Evgeniy
Melnik. Gazeta 2000, 29 April 2005.

Integration - apple of contention. Natalia Kichigina. Gazeta 2000, 13 May 2005.

The European Union will have the same faith as the Soviet Union. Dmitri Koriandov.
Gazeta 2000, 20 May 2005.

Why we like Euro and not NATO. Maxim Mikhailenko. Gazeta 2000, 27 May 2005.
Are we going to Europe? Maxim Mikhailenko. Gazeta 2000, 17 June 2005.

Europe: contradiction. Gazeta 2000, 1 July 2005.

From orange love to black hate. Elena Masneva. Gazeta 2000, 23 September 2005.

Baltics found out the price of anti-Russionism. Vladas Siriutavichius. Gazeta 2000,
23 September 2005.

Notes of a severe sceptic. Yuri Chernetski. Gazeta 2000, 14 October 2005.

Multi vector policy - not a curse for Ukraine rather its road map. Elena Masneva.
Gazeta 2000, 28 October 2005.

Freedom instead of solidarity. More America means less Europe. Aleksandr Leontiev.
Gazeta 2000, 25 November 2005.

What kind of national idea do we need? Yuri Apukhtin. Gazeta 2000, 2 December
2005.

Geography of democratic choice. Aleksandr Leontiev. Gazeta 2000, 9 December 2005.

New gas pipes of Europe. Evgenii Melnik. Gazeta 2000, 3 February 2006.
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PACE is acquiring power of MacCarthyism. Sergei Lozinko. Gazeta 2000, 3 February
2006.

Ukraine-EU: mission possible. Sergei Astakhov. Gazeta 2000, 24 February 2006.

Boris Ivanovich not adequate (diagnosis from the EU). Nikolai Chernii. Gazeta 2000,
24 February 2006.

Boris Ivanovich not adequate (diagnosis from the EU). Sergeiy Burlachenko. Gazeta
2000, 24 March 2006.

Energy - ticket or a Schlagbaum? Path of Ukraine in Europe lies in Moscow. Natalia
Kichigina. Gazeta 2000, 31 March 2006.

Question of morality in politics. Natalia Kichigina. Gazeta 2000, 7 April 2006.
Grey zone: bankruptcy of Ukraine. Maxim Mikhailenko. Gazeta 2000, 21 April 2006.

European values stumbled on Russian language. Sergei Burlachenko. Gazeta 2000,
19 May 2006.

Kill the soul in the EU. Natalia Kichigina. Gazeta 2000, 2 June 2006.
Our independence. Sergei Lozunko. Gazeta 2000, 18 August 2006.

Budapest rebellion: not everythin is Europe that shines. Maxim Mikhailenko. Gazeta
2000, 29 September 2006.

Constructive two-sidedness. Natalia Kichigina. Gazeta 2000, 13 October 2006.

Democracy and nationalism: two non-local things? Vadim Kirpichev. 20 October
2006.

Roman Shpeck: they only want to hear one thing from you: than you, all is well.
Natalia Kichigina. Gazeta 2000, 8 December 2006.

(Back) forward to multi-vector policy. Sergei Lozunko. Gazeta 2000, 29 December
2006.

Basis of laws. Dmitri Tabachnik. Gazeta 2000, 12 January 2007.

Brussels does not know what to do with us. Natalia Kichigina. Gazeta 2000, 26
January 2007.

Aleksandr Leontiev. Gazeta 2000, 26 Janaury 2007.

Revolution continues, but no longer on squares. Yuri Demin. Gazeta 2000, 2
February 2007.

In Kiev - state chaos. Gazeta 2000, 6 April 2007.

Chasing Putin. Daniel Larison. Gazeta 2000, 20 April 2007.

Priviledge Eurasian neighbor. Aleksii Popov. Gazeta 2000, 18 May 2007.

Who invented Russophobia? Vladimir Kornilov. Gazeta 2000, 15 June 2007.
National idea: when can we be happy? Nikolai Liubchenko. Gazeta 2000, 6 July 2007.

Towards European state or European province? Viktor Naidenov. Gazeta 2000, 10
August 2007.
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Armed neutrality: Ukraine's change to have an influence? Gazeta 2000, 24 August
2007.

Ukraine - the most famous neighbor of the EU. Aleksei Popov. Gazeta 2000, 5
October 2007.

BoitHa OnurapxoB Bmecto HanponansHoro Equncra. War of oligarchs instead of
national unity. Leonid Grach. Gazeta 2000, 21 October 2007.

Conuan-/lemokpaTtus Bospoaut Ykpauny! Social-democracy will revive Ukraine.
Gazeta 2000, 16 November 2007.

bauzner; Ha Tom Kpato EBponbl. Twin on the edge of Europe. R. Kalashnikov. Gazeta
2000, 11 January 2008.

Kak Ham O6yctpouth YkpauHy. How to equip Ukraine. Vitali Bashubski. Gazeta
2000, 11 January 2008.

Xpouuueckas K Bei6opam JIro60Bb. Chronic love of elections. Gazeta 2000, 28 March
2008.

EBponeiickasg Muccusi «YkpauHckoro [lbemonTa» European mission “Ukrainian
piedmont”. Oleg Kachmarski. Gazeta 2000, 4 April 2008.

K «EBponelickoctu» JleBoit Uzneu. Europeanness of the left idea. Maxim Mikhailenko.

Gazeta 2000, 18 April 2008.

Bce Cra6unbHo: «igare HemosasaT»! Everything is stable. Gazeta 2000, 25 April
2008.

®ropep Ykpaunsbl? Fuhrer of Ukraine? Dmitri Tabachnik. Gazetea 2000, 23 May 2008.

g Yxxe Ha YeTBepenbkax. Yulia is already on all fours. Gazeta 2000, 4 July 2008.

B Kakyto EBpony Uatuy, Eciiu Ee llentp — B Ykpaunne? What kind of Europe go to
when you are the center? Aleksandr Panchun. Gazea 2000, 18 July 2008.

Kpuuanu, Kpuyanu — U Jlokpuuanucek. Screamed, screamed and screamed out.
Evgeni Kushnarev. Gazeta 2000, 22 August 2008.

Het Ha EBpony /[le T'osuis1. No to De Gaulle's Europe. Aleksandr Golichev. 29 August
2008.

[Nanontukym K IlepeBpi6bopam T'otoB. Panopticon for re-elections ready. Gazeta
2000, 10 October 2008.

EBponeiickue Xumepnbl. European Chimera. Rostislav Volin. Gazeta 2000, 28
November 2008.

[Moxumenue EBponbl U UaTerpanus Poccuu. Kidnapping Europe an dintegration of
Russia. Maxim Mikhailenko. Gazeta 2000, 19 December 2008.

HanuonaneHbiil CyBepenuTeT - [IpuBuierus M36panHbix. National sovereignty -
privilege of the chosen ones. Igor Alekseev. Gazeta 2000, 15 May 2009.

EBpoxosionsl. Eurolackeys. Sergei Lozunko. Gazeta 2000, 26 June 2009.

Uctopus IloBTopsietcs... History repeats. Sergei Zarvovski. Gazeta 2000, 17 July
2009.
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0 EBpoctranaaprax. On European standards. Aleksandr Fidel. Gazeta 2000, 16 July
20009.

Bca CtpaHa @urHelt CtpagaeT. Whole country suffers of bullshit. Gazeta 2000, 14
August 20009.

Ctpana bes Uctopuu - Ctpana be3 byayuiero. Country without history is a country
without future. Dmitri Tabachnik. Gazeta 2000, 15 September 2009.

JemokpaTuueckas YkpauHa — 3to [Ipopoccuiickas YkpauHa! Democratic Ukraine is
pro-Russian Ukraine. Sergei Lozunko. Gazeta 2000, 16 September 2009.

«..Ha «OpanxeBbix» PebsTax W Ilpo6el He I[loctaBuiub: «MepTBble /[ymin»
OTtapixatoT!» On orange guys and samples you don't deliver: dead souls are resting.
Gazeta 2000, 2 October 2009.

Macmta6 Mapasma Kak Cusa Oprasma. Scale of insanity as power of orgasm. Gazeta
2000, 16 October 2009.

Cusl I1Ipo Matigan B Buge Tsikesoit Jloporu. Maidan dreams in the view of difficult
road. Aleksandr Leontev. Gazeta 2000, 29 October 2009.

CeuHorpunnosHast butea. Swine flu battle. Gazeta 2000, 13 November 2009.

Kto U Yto Mewaet WHTerpauyuu B EBpasuu. What and who is dreaming about
integration in Eurasia. Maxim Mikhailenko. Gazeta 2000, 11 December 2009.

lItabHble [TopTku. Staff ports. Gazeta 2000, 25 December 2009.

YkpauHa Pearupyet Ha [lerpaganuto U Becipenen Cumnatueit K Poccuu. Ukraine
is reacting on degradation and lawlessness with sympathy to Russia. Yuri
Pakhomov. Gazeta 2000, 19 February 2010.

[Ipomanue C EBpockaskoil. Goodbye to European tale. Vadim Kirpichev. Gazeta
2000, 22 December 2009.

OtcraBHble Turprosm Bapabanmuku. Retired Tigriuli drummers. Gazeta 2000, 11
March 2010.

EBpockaska — Jloxb, Ho B Heit Hamek. European tale - a lie but with a sign. Valerii
Fedorov. Gazeta 2000. 17 March 2010.

Baby C Boza — Kabmuny Jlerue. Gazeta 2000, 25 March 2010.

EBpomna, YkpauHa, Poccusa: Bpakocouetanue 'psiger B Kuese. Europe, Ukraine,
Russia: marriage coming in Kiev. Maxim Mikhailenko. Gazeta 2000, 30 March 2010.

Bynyuee Ykpaunbl U Mupa B Ceete [laccuonapHoit Teopuu. Future of Ukraine and
world in the light of Passionarni theory. Gazeta 2000, 7 April 2010.

U Jloxxap CMmbiBaeT Bee Ciienbl. And rain deletes of traces. Gazeta 2000, 20 May 2010.
MwMmm: He Mbrun — He Mouu — He Moustuu. Gazeta 2000, 28 May 2010.

Ec llopa BarsissHyTs Ha Ykpauny bes Oukos, «[logobpaHnbix [l Poccuny. Itis time

that the EU looks at Ukraine without glasses “selected for Russia”. Natalia Kichigina.

Gazeta 2000, 3 June 2010.

Bosmo6uBmum 3anaaHyo JleMokpaTuio... Gazeta 2000, 25 June 2010.
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KynbT Hannunoctu. Cult of cash. Gazeta 2000, 15 July 2010.

[TopBoaHbiit Kamenb EBponeiickoro Beioopa. Underwater stone of European choice.
Aleksei Popov. Gazeta 2000, 25 August 2010.

EBponeilickuii Betep C Boctoka. European wind from the east. Dmitri Karakat.
Gazeta 2000, 10 September 2010.

Conmxenue C Poccueit U Kypc B Ec? Getting close to Russia and a course towards
the EU? Aleksandr Fidel. Gazeta 2000, 11 September 2010.

«OTHOomeHus YkpanHa — Ec: BeizoBel Cerogusimnero /JHs». Ukraine-EU relations:
today's challenges. Anatolii Orel. Gazeta 2000, 1 October 2010.

EBpomna B Cepaue He Hyxxpaetcs. In heart, Europe does not need. Sergei Kichigin.
Gazeta 2000, 22 October 2010.

EBponeiickass Xaptuss Hyxxna He EBpomne. It is not Europe that needs European
Charter. Dmitri Skvortsov. Gazeta 2000, 24 November 2010.

He Mosr Hamuu. Not the brain of nation. Gazeta 2000, 30 December 2010.

[TatpuoTel «OpanxeBbie» W llognunuble. Orange patriots and authentic. Sergei
Burlachenko. Gazeta 2000, 17 January 2011.

HepasHee [Toutoe. Gazeta 2000, 20 January 2011.

He Ctout CmoTpeTs Ha EBpony C Ilo3unuii: Kto «Hamu», A Kto «He Hamu». Not
worth looking at Europe from the position of “who is ours” and “who is not”.
Liudmila Fedorova. Gazeta 2000, 24 February 2011.

[Ipuspaudocts U Monynusm YrpauHckoit «EBponeiickoctuy. [llusion and populism
of Ukrainian “Europeanness”. Gazeta 2000, 2 March 2011.

EBpomneiickuii Beibop. European choice. Aleksandr Ponomarenko. Gazeta 2000, 6
April 2011.

Kanu6p Bokpyr [Ipunuunos. Caliber around principles. Gazeta 2000, 21 April 2011.
Kupnwuu [lnia EBponbl. Brick for Europe. Gazeta 2000, 26 May 2011.

[Iporaotum JIu «I'nybokyo Jemokpatuwo»? Will we swallow “deep democracy”?
Aleksei Popov. Gazeta 2000, 2 June 2011.

Poccusa U Ykpauna: [louemy OctaHoBusiack UHTerpanus? Russia and Ukraine: why
has integration stopped? Yurii Lukashin. Gazeta 2000, 9 June 2011.

Ha Jlypakax Bony Bossat U B EBporne. Gazeta 2000, 24 June 2011.

Kakas Ykpauna HyxHa EBpone? What kind of Ukraine does Europe need? Aleksandr
Fidel. Gazeta 2000, 20 June 2011.

Pax Be1 B EBpony... Aleksandr Baev. Gazeta 2000, 13 July 2011.

«CoenuHenHble lllTaTs EBponbi»: CTonnna — Kues. United states of Europe: capital
- Kiev. Gazeta 2000, 13 July 2011.

JAunamokparus. Gazeta 2000, 13 July 2011.
Kuu 3noxu. Kitsch of the era. Gazeta 2000, 8 September 2011.
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He To Yto6s1 KcTaTu. Gazeta 2000, 15 September 2011.
«[l» U Tpu Touku. P and three dots. Gazeta 2000, 22 September 2011.

B EBpomny Ilo Poccuiickoii [lopore. To Europe with Russian way. Aleksandr Danilov.
Gazeta 2000, 28 September 2011.

uBuausaunoHHubid Boi6op? Civilizational choice? Petr Tolochko. Gazeta 2000, 5
October 2011.

BHyTpennuit Kpusuc Ec —Jlyumuit Apryment [Ipotu Kypca Ha EBpouHTerpanuto.
Internal crisis of the EU - the best argument against the Eurointegration course.
Dmitri Galkin. Gazeta 2000, 27 October 2011.

«Pycckuit Mup» — EpunctBeHHBbIN lllaHc YkpauHbl. Russian world - the only
change for Ukraine. Aleksandr Grodan. Gazeta 2000, 11 November 2011.

Yero XKpatb OT CammuTa Ykparnna — Ec. What to expect from Ukraine-EU summit.
Vladimir Shevchenko. Gazeta 2000, 15 December 2011.

Yrto Kpoetcs 3a Pasrosopamu O LluBuimsauuoHHoM Beibope Ykpaunbl? What lies
behind the talk on civilizational choice of Ukraine. Georgia Kriuchkov. Gazeta 2000,
21 December 2011.

Ykpanne TotoBaT PeBostouuio-2. Revolution-2 is prepared in Ukraine. Yuri
Lukashin. Gazeta 2000, 22 December 2011.

3onoteie T'upu «EBpounTerpanuu». Golden gears of Eurointegration. Sergei
Burlachenko. Gazeta 2000, 22 December 2011.

’KenebaTtonHas Jloruka KitoeBa. Gazeta 2000, 13 January 2012.
EBpouguoTtusm. Euroidiotism. Gazeta 2000, 5 April 2012.

Jbénu 'abop: «Mbl CTpemuincs B Jipyryto EBpomny». Dioni Gabor: we were striving
to different Europe. Dmitri Galkin. Gazeta 2000, 12 April 2012.

[To6enpiHOCLBL. Gazeta 2000, 13 May 2012.

Ykpaunckuii Aceipb U EBponeiickuii Beibop. Ukrainian cheese and European choice.
Aleksei Popov. Gazeta 2000, 20 May 2012.

Makcum llleBuenko: Jlubepanbsl — ITo «Enbnuauam» B Camoii KpaitHeit ®opwme.
Maksim Shevchenko: liberals - is “Yeltsinism” in its extreme form. Yuri Lukashin.
Gazeta 2000, 30 May 2012.

Pycckoctps U EBponeiickocTb. Russionism and Europeanism. Aleksandr Eremenko.
Gazeta 2000, 30 May 2012.

«Pycckuit Mup» U YkpauHa. Russian world and Ukraine. Petr Tolochko. Gazeta 2000,
7 June 2012.

Anexkcangp llpoxaHoB: «EBpasuiickuil [lpoekxt — EauHCcTBeHHas AJbTepHaTHBa
Jerpagauuu U Pacnagy». Aleksandr Prokhanov: Eurasian project is the only
altenrative to degradation and fall. Dmitri Galkin. Gazeta 2000, 16 August 2012.

[letp Cumonenko: «XBatuT [lnatute 3a EBpounHTerpanumo!». Piotr Simonenko:
enough paying for Eurointegration. Sergei Lozunko. Gazeta 2000, 6 September
2012.
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«YkpauHa — B Bpea!». Ukraine- forward. Gazeta 2000, 20 September 2012.

Ha Yy»xoit BopoBait Kapman He PazeBaii. Do not pick a pocket of the foreign thief.
Gazeta 2000, 18 October 2012.

YBaxyxa. Gazeta 2000, 26 October 2012.

3allo6eny lomkparuu. To the victory of democracy. Gazeta 2000, 2 November 2012.

060p3umo. Gazeta 2000, 7 December 2012.
LunoBHukHU. Gazeta 2000, 11 January 2013.

WuTerpanusa U BesonacHocTb Ykpaussl. Integration and security of Ukraine. Valery
Muntian. Gazeta 2000, 24 January 2013.

B Ec PaccuutsiBaoT Ha Ca6otax Ykpaunsl. In the EU, they count on the sabotage of
Ukraine. Sergei Burlachenko. Gazeta 2000, 14 February 2013.

EBponeusauuss — 3to HoBas Pesurus. Europeanization is a new religion. Dmitri
Skvortsov. Gazeta 2000, 28 February 2013.

PasBpart C Hac. Gazeta 2000, 27 April 2013.
Mapaswm. PorTepaamckuil. Gazeta 2000, 17 May 2013.
Hcrtepruueckue Meoicau. Vi B. lo H. 3.. Gazeta 2000, 31 May 2013.

Eume Opun Ipemoxpanutens OT Ykpaunbl. One more saver of Ukraine. Roman
Gubrienko. Gazeta 2000, 30 May 2013.

Cneuxopsl. Mexay Ctpok. Gazeta 2000, 7 June 2013.

Fopatr fApkum IlnameHem «EBpomeiickue LleHHocTu». Burning with a flame
“European values”. Dmitri Korolev. Gazeta 2000, 12 June 2013.

Bonpocel Haunonanucry. Questions to a nationalist. Aleksandr Demidovich. Gazeta
2000, 26 June 2013.

MopoTtBopubt U J[emokpartosioru. CokpamieHHo — 3aj. Peacekeepers and
democratologists. Gazeta 2000, 27 June 2013.

He Mewaiite! He CmefliTe! Gazeta 2000, 12 July 2013.
Bricokue HauxanpHuku. Gazeta 2000, 19 July 2013.

Paccocemcs Ilo EBpore. Let's deal about Europe. Aleksei Chrnish. Gazeta 2000, 4
September 2013.

[lytb B EBpony: Jlopoxnasi Kapta bu6sauu. Road to Europe: expensive map of bible.
Leonid Kisterski. Gazeta 2000, 4 September 2013.

Pedpemnnr-C. Gazeta 2000, 4 September 2013.

Cnupugon Kunvnkapos: «Ecau Ec [lonpocut Hamnx OnnosunuoHepoB [IpuHATH
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