Introduction

Speaking about Kharkiv, local residents sometimes say “This city is not the first,
but neither is it the second.” The point of the expression is that if, allegedly, we
are not in first place, we do not want to settle for second. Such ambitions on the
part of a city that was once the administrative capital of Soviet Ukraine are quite
understandable. Kharkiv made an impetuous career in a relatively brief historical
period. Having appeared on the steppe frontier of the Muscovite state in the mid-
seventeenth century as a small wooden fort, over time it developed into the capital
of a region known as Sloboda Ukraine, becoming the second university center after
Lviv on Ukrainian territory. Kharkiv entered the modern period of its history as
one of the largest cities of the Russian Empire and the Soviet Union, second only
to Kyiv as an educational, industrial, and arms-production center of Ukraine.

Historically, Kharkiv belongs to two categories at once: “second” cities and bor-
der (margin-centric) cities.! I consider it comparable to cities like Lviv, Gdansk,
Milan, or Barcelona. Geographically, Kharkiv is the most important Ukrainian ur-
ban center in the vicinity of the current Ukrainian-Russian border, which runs
forty kilometers north of the city.?> Politically, Kharkiv was at times a rival to Kyiv.
From the national perspective, its public space has long been a contested ground
between Ukrainian and Russian discourses of identity. No wonder Kharkiv has
been rendered differently in their respective national narratives.

The Ukrainian image of Kharkiv has had several close associations: with the
Cossacks; the philosopher and moralist Hryhorii Skovoroda; Kharkiv University;
the national renaissance of the early nineteenth century; and Ukrainian national
communism of the 1920s. In the Russian narrative, Kharkiv has often been pre-
sented as a transitional point in Russia’s triumphant advance toward the Black Sea,
an exemplary center of imperial education and science, as well as an industrial,
commercial, and transportation center. Images of Kharkiv took shape and changed
constantly, depending on the position of the observer, the various meanings at-
tributed to one and the same phenomenon, and, of course, shifts in the city’s polit-
ical and cultural environments.

This book is about Kharkiv and its region, considered here as social constructs
and, at the same time, as a space in which competing and even mutually exclusive
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discourses of identity arose, met, and interacted.® Presented here is the history of
the “imagination” of Kharkiv and its region, known as Sloboda Ukraine. It is the
history of their mental (re)mapping and representation in national narratives, as
well as in the public space of the city and region from their first appearance on the
map in the mid-seventeenth century to the present day. Kharkiv’s “cityscape” is a re-
flection of different discourses of identity elaborated and implemented by different
political regimes—Ukrainian, imperial Russian, and Soviet—at different times.

Today the concept of identity has become all but the basic and indispensable
topos of the social sciences and humanities. Regardless of certain doubts about
the utility of this concept in research work, the category of identity, which is in-
dissolubly associated with history, takes on particular significance with regard to
Ukrainian themes. Like the rings of a tree trunk, contemporary Ukrainian society
retains various discourses of identity that have arisen in the course of its history.
Almost all of them have acquired not only a national dimension but imperial, re-
gional, and local dimensions as well.

In this book, the concept of national identity is based on its interpretation by
those historians who go beyond the era of the French Revolution in search of the
roots of modern nationalism.* I proceed from the concept of modern and premod-
ern types of national identity that coexisted in parallel or were arranged in a cer-
tain hierarchy of compatible complex or hybrid structures on the broad historical
expanse of the Ukrainian-Russian cultural borderland. The point is that concepts
of nationalism worked out in the Western world were not and could not have been
transferred to the historical territory of Orthodox Slavic Rus' without substantial
revisions and limitations.

In the Russian language, the term natsiiz (nation) has not gained acceptance
as a self-description of the country and continues to amass negative connotations
in Russian society to the present day; #atsiia has been supplanted by the word
narod (literally, “people”), a borrowing from Polish (nardd), in which it appeared
as an analogue of “nation.” Translated into Russian, however, the term took on an
ambiguity that it still retains today: #arod appears in three hypostases at once—
social, religious, and ethnocultural. That ambiguity is the result of retarded intel-
lectual and cultural development as well as shallow modernization in the Slavic
Orthodox world: neither the Westernized Russian nobility along with the intelli-
gentsia nor the Marxists, nourished by Western ideas, managed to overcome the
premodern syncretism of that world.

In this book, I proceed from the premise that until the mid-nineteenth century
at least, no intellectuals of Russian, Ukrainian, or Belarusian origin ventured in
their searches for modern national identity beyond the mental bounds of early
modern “Holy Rus',” in which Great Russians, Little Russians, and White Russians
were presented as “unassimilated and indivisible.” The situation began to change
only with the appearance of modern Ukrainian nationalism, but in the course of
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the last century or so, primordial religious and imperial structures have remained
astonishingly persistent in this part of the world.

In the past, regional and local features were accepted as primordially equivalent
to national ones. The problem of the relation between national and regional identi-
ties takes on particular significance in the southern and eastern parts of Ukraine.®
The history of Kharkiv is inseparable from that of the Sloboda Ukraine historical
region.” The latter took shape between the mid-seventeenth and early eighteenth
centuries on the steppe frontier, control over which was contested by Russia, the
Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth, the Crimean Khanate and its vassals, and three
Cossack military-democratic polities—the Hetmanate, the Zaporozhian Sich, and
the Don Cossack Host. Those lands are now divided between the Kursk, Voronezh,
and Belgorod oblasts (provinces) of Russia and the Luhansk, Donetsk, Poltava,
Sumy, and Kharkiv oblasts of Ukraine. It must be added that the borders of the
region coincided only in part with the administrative boundaries of the Kharkiv
(Sloboda Ukraine) gubernia (vicegerency) in the Russian Empire and the Kharkiv
oblast in the USSR and present-day Ukraine.

As a rule, historical regions have no definite borders with adjacent regions:
throughout their existence, they usually play the role of specific contact zones of
intensive cultural exchange.? The particular features of one historical region or an-
other can therefore be defined and understood only in comparative perspective,
taking account of the whole gamut of its cultural, economic, political, and socio-
legal characteristics. For all the ambiguity and indeterminacy of definitions of his-
torical regions, the use of such definitions assumes a certain territorial integrity
endowed with a particular historical continuity, institutions, and symbolism re-
flected in regional identity.’

As arule, direct links between identity and region are sustained by regional nar-
ratives that produce images of nature and landscape; by architecture, ethnocultural
descriptions, evaluations of the state of the economy and relations between prov-
ince and center, stereotypical images of the population (both “us” and “them”),
historical texts, and so on. Regional identities are manifested not only in narratives
but also in social constructions and practices, rituals and discourses bounded by
particular times and places and competing with one another. In the final analysis,
regional narratives enter into direct dialogue with national narratives.!

With the cultural turn in the humanities, regional history began to be con-
structed on the model of the imagination of the nation, and the very appearance of
the region was interpreted as the result of intellectual projection onto the map—
that is to say, mental mapping. After the collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991, the
phenomenon of Ukrainian regionalism was regarded initially and primarily in the
current political context." In turn, the regionalization of Ukrainian political and
cultural space fostered growing attention to regional aspects of Ukrainian history
as a whole and to individual regions in particular. Historical regions of southern
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and eastern Ukraine, including the present-day Kharkiv oblast, have come increas-
ingly into the scholarly field of vision.”?

The Sloboda Ukraine region, of which Kharkiv became the center in the eigh-
teenth century, has taken on different meanings at various times. It has been var-
iously positioned on mental maps of Ukrainian, Russian, and Soviet symbolic
space.In some cases it was the steppe marchland of the Muscovite state, in others
a pale shadow of the Cossack Hetmanate, but most often it held the status of a
borderland between forest and steppe, between the world of nomads and settled
peoples, Slavs and Turkic tribes, Cossack regions and empire, Ukraine and Rus-
sia. It has encompassed the steppe frontier—the moving boundary of military set-
tlements—or the whole gamut of multifarious divisions between Ukrainian and
Russian settlements located in proximity to one another throughout the expanse
of the borderland.

Although the concept of borderland is still in the process of theoretical devel-
opment, it is already gaining recognition as one of the most substantial elements
of nation-state building.” It is another question whether the borderland has been
apprehended as a zone of division or contact and, if so, whether it has participated
in its own right in the construction of national identities. What symbolic space has
it occupied in national narratives? Has it produced a new identity space in its own
right, or has it remained a mosaic, an eclectic mixture of external characteristics
and attributes?

Historically, Sloboda Ukraine has been part of the Ukrainian-Russian bor-
derland, which is the most problematic of the borderlands defining present-day
Ukrainian political and national space.' The Ukrainian-Russian borderland is best
described as a transitional or contact cultural zone, whether or not it is traversed
by political or administrative boundaries. In every concrete historical instance,
the Ukrainian-Russian borderland was not stable or precisely defined. It appears
most often as a mental construct with a symbolic character, as well as in the form
of corresponding processes, practices, and discourses arising from Ukrainian-
Russian relations and endowed with their own array of symbols. The delimitation
of the Ukrainian-Russian border is a problem not only and not so much of political
geography or bilateral relations between states. It is, rather, a problem of national
(re)identification.”® Speaking generally, it is a problem touching on fundamental
questions: what Russia is and what Ukraine is; what their mutual relations have
been, are now, and might be in the future.!

The basic role in the formation and evolution of collective discourses of iden-
tity is played by cities and the urban cultural milieu. For that reason, the author of
these pages has found it necessary to go beyond the bounds of discursive analysis
and deal with particular aspects of social reality when it comes to describing such
matters as the city’s demography; reciprocal relations between the center and the
region; the national and cultural policies of the center; the local authorities’ and
civil society’s response to them or to the development of the Ukrainian national
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movement. The present book relies primarily on published sources, mainly narra-
tives. The overwhelming majority of works devoted to the history of the city and
its region belong to the genre of local history. In this regard, I was able to rely on
some of my own research pertaining to the history of Sloboda Ukraine, Kharkiv,
and Kharkiv University.””

The structure of this work is based on the chronological principle. Chapter 1
traces the history of the mental mapping and institutionalization of the Sloboda
Ukraine steppe frontier to the second half of the eighteenth century, including
the Catherinian reforms. Chapter 2 concerns the founding of Kharkiv University,
which reflected the complexity of relations between the imperial center and the
province and influenced the symbolic and cultural geography of the region in the
Russian Empire. Chapter 3 is devoted to the process of reidentification of the
region under the influence of imperial modernization and modern national ideas
during the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries. Chapter 4, which en-
compasses the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, examines the urban
development of Kharkiv, the changes taking place in its sociocultural space, and
the progress of the Ukrainian national movement in the city. Chapter 5 deals with
the history of Kharkiv from 1917 to 1991: I examine the struggle for the city in the
years 1917-20, the development of Kharkiv as the capital of Soviet Ukraine, and,
finally, its progress as the “second city” in the postwar period. Chapter 6 examines
the reidentification of Kharkiv and region in the new political and cultural envi-
ronment after the dissolution of the Soviet Union and the contradictory politics
of identity as reflected in the city’s public space. Chapter 7 is an attempt to trace
the political and symbolic struggle for Kharkiv from 2010, when President Viktor
Yanukovych’s regime paved the way for the ongoing Russo-Ukrainian “hybrid war,”
which began in 2014, up to 2019, when the current president, Volodymyr Zelensky,
came to power.

I am far from thinking that I have managed to solve all the problems touched
upon in this work. Nevertheless, I shall consider my task accomplished if I manage
to show the reader that Kharkiv and region, first, have their own specific places
in Ukrainian historical space and time, and, second, that the project of Ukrainian
nation-state building cannot be fulfilled without successful integration of the Rus-
sified border regions into the new grand narrative. This task has yet to be carried out.

Notes

1. Jerome Hodos, “Globalization and the Concept of the Second City,” City & Community
6, no. 4: 315-33; Jason Finch, Lieven Ameel, and Markku Salmela, “The Second City in
Literary Urban Studies: Methods, Approaches, Key Thematics,” in Literary Second Cities,
ed. Jason Finch, Lieven Ameel, and Markku Salmela (London: Palgrave Macmillan, 2017),
3-20; Marcel Cornis-Pope and John Neubauer, Towards a History of the Literary Cultures
in East-Central Europe: Theoretical Reflections, ACLS Occasional Papers 52 (2002): 1-50,
here 26-27.

Kharkov/Kharkiv
A Borderland Capital
Volodymyr Kravchenko
https://www.berghahnbooks.com/title/KravchenkoKharkov
Not for resale


https://www.berghahnbooks.com/title/KravchenkoKharkov

6 | KHARKOV/KHARKIV

2. Michael T. Westrate, Living Soviet in Ukraine from Stalin to Maidan: Under the Falling

10.

Red Star in Kharkiv (Lanham, MD: Lexington Books, 2016); Margrethe B. Sovik, Support,
Resistance, and Pragmatism: An Examination of Motivation in Language Policy in Kharkiv,
Ukraine (Stockholm: Stockholm University Press, 2008); Oleksandr Iarmysh and Serhii
Posokhov, eds., Istoriia mista Kbarkova XX stolittia (Kharkiv: Folio, 2004); Dmitrii Bagalei
and Dmitrii Miller, Istoriia goroda Khar'kova za 250 let ego sushchestvovaniia: Istoricheskaia
monografiia, 2 vols., here vol. 1 (Kharkiv: Zilberberg and Sons, 1912, repr. Kharkiv: Kharkiv
City Press, 1993).

. Dana Arnold, The Metropolis and Its Image: Constructing Identities for London, ¢. 1750-1950

(Oxford: Blackwell, 1999); Klaus Siebenhaar, “The Myth of Berlin: The Imagined and the
Staged City,” in Urban Mindscapes of Europe, ed. Godela Weiss-Sussex and Franco Bianchini
(Amsterdam: Rodopi, 2006), 225-35; Postmodern Cities and Spaces, ed. Sophie Watson and
Katherine Gibson (Oxford: Blackwell, 1995); Imagining Cities; Cities of the Mind, ed. Sallie
Westwood and John M. Williams (London: Routledge, 1997).

. “Concepts of Nationhood in Early Modern Eastern Europe,” special issue, Harvard

Ukrainian Studies 10, nos. 3-4 (December 1986): 274; Zenon E. Kohut, Making Ukraine:
Studies on Political Culture, Historical Narrative, and Identity (Edmonton: CIUS Press,
2011), xi; Serhii Plokhy, The Origins of the Slavic Nations: Premodern ldentities in Russia,
Ukraine, and Belarus (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2006), 5; Lotte Jensen, ed.,
The Roots of Nationalism: National Identity Formation in Early Modern Europe, 1600-1815
(Amsterdam: Amsterdam University Press, 2016).

. Aleksei Miller, “Narodnost” i ‘natsiia’ v russkom iazyke XIX veka: Podgotovitel'nye nabroski

k istorii poniatii,” Rossiiskaia istoriia, no. 1 (2009): 151-65; Alexei Miller, The Romanov
Empire and Nationalism: Essays in the Methodology of Historical Research (Budapest: CEU
Press, 2008).

. Paul Pirie, “National Identity and Politics in Southern and Eastern Ukraine,” Europe-Asia

Studies 48, no. 7 (1996): 1079-1104; Anna Fournier, “Mapping Identities: Russian Resis-
tance to Linguistic Ukrainisation in Central and Eastern Ukraine,” Europe-Asia Studies 54,
no. 3 (2002): 415-33.

. Volodymyr Sklokin, Rosiis ka imperiia i Slobids'ka Ukraina u drubii polovyni XVIII st.: Pros-

vichenyi absoliutyzm, imperska intebratsiia, lokal'ne suspilstvo (Lviv: Ukrainian Catholic
University Press, 2019); Dmytro Chornyi, Istoriia Slobids'koi Ukrainy: Pidruchnyk (Kharkiv:
Kharkiv University Press, 2018); Volodymyr Masliichuk, Provintsiia na perekbresti kul'tur:
Doslidzbennia 2 istorii Slobidskoi Ukrainy XVII-XIX st. (Kharkiv: Muzei Miskoi Sadyby,
2007); Anton G. Sliusarskii, Sotsial'no-ékonomicheskoe razvitie Slobozbhanshchiny XVII-
XVIII vv. (Kharkiv: Kharkivs'’ke Knyzhkove Vydavnytstvo, 1964); Anton H. Sliusars’kyi,
Slobidska Ukraina: Istorychnyi narys XVII-XVIII st. (Kharkiv: Kharkivs'ke Knyzhkovo-
Hazetne Vydavnytstvo, 1954); Dmytro 1. Bahalii, Iszoriia Slobids'koi Ukrainy, rev. ed., with
preface by Volodymyr V. Kravchenko (Kharkiv: Osnova, 1990); Mykola F. Sumtsov, Slobozh-
any: Istorychno-etnobrafichna rozvidka (Kharkiv, 1918).

. Stephan Troebst, “Introduction: What’s in a Historical Region? A Teutonic Perspective,” Eu-

ropean Review of History — Revue européenne d’bistoire 10, no. 2 (2003):173-88.

. Martin Jones and Anssi Paasi, eds., Regional Worlds: Advancing the Geography of Regions

(London: Routledge, 2017); Anssi Paasi, “The Institutionalization of Regions: A Theoretical
Framework for Understanding the Emergence of Regions and the Constitutions of Regional
Identity,” Fennia, no. 164 (1986): 105-46; idem, “Place and Region: Regional Worlds and
Words,” Progress in Human Geography 26, no. 6 (2002): 802-11; idem, “Region and Place:
Regional Identity in Question,” Progress in Human Geography 27, no. 4 (2003): 475-85.

Maiken Umbach, “Nation and Region: Regionalism in Modern European Nation-States,” in
What Is a Nation? Europe 1789-1914, ed. Timothy Baycroft and Mark Hewitson (New York:
Oxford University Press, 2006), 63-80; Aleksei Miller, “Between Local and Inter-Imperial:
Russian Imperial History in Search of Scope and Paradigm,” Kritika: Explorations in Rus-

Kharkov/Kharkiv
A Borderland Capital
Volodymyr Kravchenko
https://www.berghahnbooks.com/title/KravchenkoKharkov
Not for resale


https://www.berghahnbooks.com/title/KravchenkoKharkov

11.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

INTRODUCTION | 7

sian and Eurasian History 5, no.1 (2004): 7-26; Celia Applegate, 4 Nation of Provincials:
The German Idea of Heimat (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1990); Alon Confino,
The Nation as Local Metaphor: Wiirttemberg, Imperial Germany and National Memory,
1871-1918 (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1997).

Oksana Myshlovska and Ulrich Schmid, eds., Regionalism without Regions: Reconceptual-
izing Ukraine’s Heterogeneity (Budapest: CEU Press, 2019); James Hughes and Gwendolyn
Sasse, eds., Ethnicity and Territory in the Former Soviet Union: Regions in Conflict (Lon-
don: Frank Cass, 2002); Grigorii Nemiria, “Regionalism: An Underestimated Dimension of
State-Building,” in Ukraine: The Search for a National Identity, ed. Sharon L. Wolchik and
Vladimir Zviglianich (Lanham, MD: Rowman & Littlefield, 2000), 183-98; Lowell Bar-
rington and Erik Herron, “One Ukraine or Many? Regionalism in Ukraine and Its Political
Consequences,” Nationalities Papers 32, no. 1 (2004): 53-86; Oksana Malanchuk, “Social
Identification versus Regionalism in Contemporary Ukraine,” Nationalities Papers 33, no. 3
(2005): 345-68; Iaroslava Vermenych, Teoretyko-metodolobichni problemy istorychnoi rebion-
alistyky v Ukraini (Kyiv: NANU, 2003).

. Karen Brown, A4 Biography of No Place: From Ethnic Borderland to Soviet Heartland (Cam-

bridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 2004); Paul Robert Magocsi, The Roots of Ukrainian
Nationalism: Galicia as Ukraine’s Piedmont (Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 2002);
Hiroaki Kuromiya, Freedom and Terror in the Donbas: A Ukrainian-Russian Borderland,
1870s-1990s (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1998); Fedir Turchenko and Halyna
Turchenko, Pivdenna Ukraina: modernizatsiia, svitova viina, revoliutsiia (kinets' XIX st.—
1921 r.) (Kyiv: Geneza, 2003); O. M. Sukhyi, Halychyna: mizh Skhodom i Zakbodom. Narysy
istorii XIX—pochatku XX st. (Lviv: Lviv National University Press,1999).

Anthony Cooper and Seren Tinning, eds., Debating and Defining Borders: Philosophical and
Theoretical Perspectives (London: Routledge, 2019); Anssi Paasi, “Borderless Worlds and Be-
yond: Challenging the State-centric Cartographies,” in Borderless Worlds for Whom? (Lon-
don: Routledge, 2018), 21-36; Vladimir Kolossov, “Border Studies: Changing Perspectives
and Theoretical Approaches,” Geopolitics 4,1n0.10 (2005): 606-32; Emmanuel Brunet-]ailly,
“Toward a Model of Border Studies,” Journal of Borderland Studies 1, no.19 (2004):1-18;
James Anderson and Liam O’Dowd, “Borders, Border Regions and Territoriality: Contradic-
tory Meanings, Changing Significance,” Regional Studies 7, no. 33 (1999): 593-604.

Turii Barabash, “Etnokul'turnoe pogranich'e: Kontseptual'nyi, tipologicheskii i situativnyi
aspekty (Chuzhoe-Inoe-Svoe),” pts. 1 and 2, Studia Litterarum 4, no. 3 (2019): 290-329;
pt. 5, no. 2 (2020): 286-321; laroslava Vermenych, Terytorialna identychnist’ ukrainskobo
pobranychchia: istorychni vytoky ta heopolitychni vplyvy (Kyiv: NANU, 2019); Vladimir
Kolosov, “Radical Shifts in Russian-Ukrainian Relations and Geopolitics of Neighbour-
hood,” Journal of Geography, Politics, and Society 8, no. 2 (2018): 7-15; Tatiana Zhurzhenko,
Borderlands into Bordered Lands: Geopolitics of Identity in Post-Soviet Ukraine (Stuttgart:
Ibidem Verlag, 2010); Peter W. Rodgers, Nation, Region, and History in Post-Communist
Transitions: 1dentity Politics in Ukraine, 1991-2006 (Stuttgart: Ibidem Verlag, 2008).

Peter J. Potichnyj et al., eds., Ukraine and Russia in Their Historical Encounter (Edmonton:
CIUS Press, 1992); Valerii Smolii, ed., Ukraina i Rosiia v istorychnii retrospektyvi, 3 vols.
(Kyiv: Naukova Dumka, 2004); Andreas Kappeler et al., eds., Culture, Nation, and Identity:
The Ukrainian-Russian Encounter, 1600-1945 (Edmonton: CIUS Press, 2003).

Zenon E. Kohut, History as a Battleground: Russian-Ukrainian Relations and Historical
Consciousness in Contemporary Ukraine (Saskatoon: Heritage Press, 2001).

Volodymyr Kravchenko, The Ukrainian-Russian Borderland: History versus Geography
(Montreal, Kingston, London, and Chicago: McGill-Queen’s University Press, 2022).

Kharkov/Kharkiv
A Borderland Capital
Volodymyr Kravchenko
https://www.berghahnbooks.com/title/KravchenkoKharkov
Not for resale


https://www.berghahnbooks.com/title/KravchenkoKharkov



