https://www.doi.org/10.26565/2220-7929-2025-68-08
YIK 930.2:82-94:327(091)(477:470)°1991/2024”

Vlada Sabadash

PhD student

V. N. Karazin Kharkiv National University

4 Svobody Sq., 61022, Kharkiv, Ukraine
Email: vlada.sabadash@karazin.ua

ORCID: https://orcid.org/0009-0006-3832-7254

UKRAINIAN-RUSSIAN RELATIONS
IN THE MEMORY SPACES OF UKRAINIAN CITIES (1991-2024)
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memory spaces in Ukraine from 1991 to 2024. It is stated that memorials, monuments,
street names, and cultural heritage sites have become pivotal arenas for representing
and transforming narratives on those relations. The aim is to study the process
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examines the impact of these transformations on the memory politics, highlighting
the promotion of local and national narratives over imperial or colonial ones. The author
aims to investigate the images of Russo-Ukrainian relations that are concentrated around
the metaphors for «friendship», «brotherhood», «unity», «neighborhood» and their
opposites — «hostilityy, «enmityy, «rivalryy, etc. The shifts from one metaphor to another
in urban spaces are addressed.The author underscores the fluid nature of urban memory
defined by a convergence of state policies, local initiatives, and public sentiments. Looking
into specific cases from Kyiv, Kharkiv, Pereyaslav, and other cities, the article shows how
these spaces serve as mirrors of historical memory and as tools of shaping collective

consciousness amid the revision of Russo-Ukrainian relations.

Keywords: Russo-Ukrainian War, Russia, Ukraine, memory studies, cultural heritage,
history politics, public spaces, city, monuments, decommunization, memory spaces,

decolonization.

With the proclamation of independence in 1991, Russo-Ukrainian
relations, to a large extent, evolved into a complex interaction between
the former constituent republics of the USSR. Over the course of three decades,
these relations gradually shifted from pragmatic partnership to outright
confrontation, particularly acute after the annexation of Crimea in 2014
and the outbreak of war in Eastern Ukraine. These events have significantly
shaped the Ukrainian national identity and the reinterpretation of historical
ties with the neighboring country.

In this context, memory places — memorials, street names, monuments,
and other material objects — that embody historical narratives and influence
collective consciousness, serve as important tools for constructing national
memory. Not only are they symbols of the past, but also they become
spaces for political struggles over the interpretation of history, contributing
to formation of identities at both the local and the national levels and provoking
memory wars over the cultural heritage.

The interdisciplinary research of an interrelationship of memory,
culture, and politics increasingly gains relevance in contemporary academic
discourse, especially considering the Ukrainian context. Studying memory
places in Ukraine through the prism of memory studies and cultural heritage
theories allows us to better understand how historical events and their symbolic
incarnations shape perceptions of the past and influence contemporary
social processes. Thus, the article aims to address the role of memory places
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in reflecting images of Russo-Ukrainian relations in the context of Ukraine’s
changing memory politics after 1991.

The main objective is to analyze how memorials and public spaces
in different Ukrainian cities reflect the evolution of those relations from 1991
to 2024. Furthermore, the research aims to localize the impact of the war’s
different stages on the transformation of memorial symbols and narratives
in urban spaces.

The main thesis states that the memory spaces in Ukrainian cities
serve as focal points for the representation and transformation of Russo-
Ukrainian relations, particularly in response to geopolitical events, evolving
from preservation of the Soviet «friendship» and «fraternity» narrative
to the «hostility» and «rivalry» one, but mostly by adopting a total negativation
of the image of Russia.

The subject is the implementation, transformation and consolidation
of the images of Russo-Ukrainian relations in the memory spaces of Ukrainian
cities, including memorials, monuments, street names, and cultural heritage
sites.

The object is the memory spaces in Ukrainian cities, including particular
memorials, monuments and street names illustrating the evolving narratives
on Russo-Ukrainian relations from 1991 to 2024.

As to the historiography, the following remarks are to be made. Firstly,
in order to see the subject through the prism of memory studies and cultural
heritage, texts which consider memory narratives within political contexts were
analyzed. For instance, as regards the memory spaces conception the author
follows the view of P. Nora. The idea of symbolic places which contain and
represent the collective memory has a large impact on the analysis of the
image of Russo-Ukrainian relations in Ukrainian urban spaces. In the article,
material (monuments), symbolic (flags) and functional (symbolic practices)
memory spaces are addressed. The research of E. E. Azar on international
relations and conflict analysis allows us to track the interaction between the
war’s stages and their representation in the public discourse.

Secondly, texts on Ukrainian national identity were drawn upon. Works
by T. Kuzio, O. Subtelny and others treating nation building, nationalism
and the new Russian imperialism help to understand the general geopolitical
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situation in the region and particularly the cultural and political dynamics
between Ukraine and Russia. Specifically, in the light of the ongoing memory
war over Crimea, the book by T. Kuzio «Ukraine — Crimea — Russia: Triangle
of Conflict» gives vital insights into the irredentism in the region, political
ambitions of Russia and their symbolic side, etc. (Kuzio 2014).

Thirdly, the role of memory transformations is investigated. The author
follows the ideas of A. Assmann and J. Assmann on cultural memory
and post-conflict shifting of public perceptions, the A. Kyrydon’s conception
of memory masks and their role in the slow transformation of urban spaces
as they represent Russo-Ukrainian relations (Kyrydon).

Finally, as the article focuses on the memory politics in Ukraine and its
urban spaces, the following was taken into account. G. Kasianov, whose work
is centered around the history politics of Ukraine since its independence,
highlights the need to look deeper into the actors and agents of memory
in the Ukrainian public space and analyze their stance towards Russia
in the past three decades (Kasianov 2018). S. Plokhy and E. Finkel deal with
the memory politics in connection with the Russo-Ukrainian war instead,
searching for the roots of the rivalry (Plokhy 2023; Finkel 2024). In her turn,
V. Ageyeva concentrates on symbolic memory spaces of Russo-Ukrainian
relations by looking into their reflection in Ukrainian literature (Ageyeva
2021).

Overall, the historiography is abundant. However, there is still a lacuna
concerning the research of the main mechanisms and images, or metaphors
that reflect Russo-Ukrainian relations in urban spaces, which is the main goal
of the article.

The methodology combines field research of memory spaces in the Ukrainian
cities, discourse analysis of public discourse, urban spaces and the Russo-
Ukrainian hybrid war, as well as the precepts of new cultural history by P. Burke.
In addition, the author uses interviews — especially with city dwellers and with
monument sculptors. It allows us to look deeper into the perceptions of Russo-
Ukrainian relations embodied in memory spaces.

The declaration of independence of Ukraine in 1991 created the need
for a historical policy which would facilitate a «nationalization of history».
The Ukrainian elite had to create a single narrative for the history of Ukraine
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and its relations with other countries, in particular — with Russia. Given
the Soviet context, the question arose whether to continue the narrative
of the Russo-Ukrainian «friendship» and «unity». Indeed, August 24, 1991
became a serious test for the concept, as there was a discrepancy between
the dichotomy «friendship—unity» and the trichotomy «friendship—
brotherhood—unity» (heavily employed in the Soviet narrative on Russo-
Ukrainian relations). First of all, it cannot be said that legally this act
contradicted the previous developments, in particular taking into account
the Declaration of State Sovereignty of Ukraine. However, the ideological
inertia was more powerful, so the new course met with serious resistance
both politically and identirarily.

The Soviet «affirmative action empire» did not equalize the Great Russian
project with the Little Russian one. The tradition, constructed during several
centuries, was integrated into the discourse and shaped it as one of its
components. The new imperial reality of the USSR and the construction
of the «Soviet people» identity as an imperial and great-power one, to a large
extent, contributed to a partial integration of the earlier model. For supporters
of the (post-)imperial model, Ukraine’s independence was a shock, a failure
of their own project, a loss of the unity of the empire.

The declaration of independence, its subsequent approval by the referendum
of December 1, 1991, and its recognition by the Russian Federation
on December 5 led to the need to rethink the model of «friendship,
brotherhood and unity of the Ukrainian and Russian peoples». The concepts
of «friendship» and «brotherhood» were perceived differently: for some they
had to recede into the background, for others — to acquire a new meaning
and withstand the test of a new reality. A collapse of the image of «Russo-
Ukrainian unity» in the Ukrainian memory discourse was met enthusiastically
by a part of Ukrainian society, looked upon with bewilderment by another
part, and rejected by still another one. Thus, during the dissipation
of the Soviet model of historical politics, the image of «Russo-Ukrainian
friendship» was questioned in Ukraine not only by those who did not believe
in «friendship», but also by those who preferred «unity».

Apparently, the need to distance Ukraine from the Soviet system
as incompatible with the nation-building required some «dismantlingy.
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However, it had to be cautious so as not to annoy adherents of the pro-Russian
(and at that time — simply nostalgic, in fact) memory model. In particular, this
was manifested in decommunization. According to O. Hajdaj, the removal
of Soviet monuments in Ukraine was limited and primarily initiated
by individual communities depending on their perception of the recent
history. On the other hand, in large cities, many residents were nostalgic
for the previous regime. So, for example, the Lenin monument in Vinnytsia
was taken down only two years after the relevant resolution, in 1992,
at night — in order to avoid uproar (Hajdaj 2014, 3).

At the same time, some of the Soviet monuments dedicated to «Russo-
Ukrainian friendship» began to gain other meanings. For instance, the image
of B. Khmelnytsky in Ukrainian memory politics was transformed from
the initiator of the «reunification of two peoples» and a fighter against Polish
rule to the image of a fighter for Ukrainian independence, as evidenced
by a new wave of construction of monuments to the hetman in the 1990s.
Significantly, the accompanying images were subject to change: for example,
instead of the text of the Pereyaslav Agreement (a symbol of Ukrainian loyalty
to Russia), the figure carries a sabre and a mace, symbols of the struggle
for freedom and authority”. The revival of the hetman’s image rose
to a memorial boom of considerable proportions in view of the celebrations
of the 400th anniversary of his birth in 1995". There were even cases
of ceremonial restoration and reinstallation of Soviet monuments to him,
as in Zaporizhia, where the monument of 1965 was covered with metal

* [laM’ITHUH 3HAK HA YECTh MEPIIOI nepemMoru bornana XMeIbHUIBKOTO HAJl MOJISKAMU.
Koopaunaru: 47.86078137573145, 35.071551064106934. 3anopixoxs, 1995. Ilam’atHHK
Bormany XwmenbHunmbkoMy Ha Tteputopii MixperioHaabHOI akagemil yHpaBIiHHS
nepconanoM. Koopaunaru: 50.4095704867568, 30.511844445639287. Ckynsnropu
O. Cunopyxk, b. Kpunos. Kuis, 2005.

" Iam’sthuk ~ Bormany — XMenbHHIBKOMY. Koopaunaru: 49.43721849536406,
32.07466934960864. Cxynsnrtopu A. lllaranos, A. ®ysxenko, apxitektopu T. JloBxkeHKO,
B. JImutpenko. Yepkacu, 1995. Ilam’sitHuk Bormany XwmenbHunpskomy. Koopaunaru:
50.06972979531214, 31.41733758115989.  Apxitektop O. HikoneHko, CKyJbOTOP
O. Kopansos. Ilepescnas, 1995. Ilam’stauk borgany XwmensHunbkoMmy. KoopaunaTu:
48.50823471778613, 32.26145587786166. Apxirektrop A. I'yOenko, cKyIbnTOpH
A. Tonuapyk, O. 'onuap, M. Bponcekuii. KponuBuuipkuii, 1995.
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and raised with some pomp on one of the city’s boulevards®. Now the hetman
was less often associated with the image of «Russo-Ukrainian friendshipy,
being turned into a national hero.

It should be emphasized that some monuments have become «places
of memory» and «places of memory conflicts» simultaneously. For instance,
on June 21, 1992, on Pereyaslav Council Square in Pereyaslav, Ukrainian
Cossacks led by V. Chornovol held a public procedure of renouncing
the oath of allegiance to the Russian tsar. Quite soon and on the same
square the opposite occurred: a nongovernmental organization «Ukrains’ke
Reiestrove Kozatstvo» («Ukrainian Registered Cossacksy) again swore
an oath to the tsar (Ivanenko, Kolybenko 2013). However, this was not the first
catalyst for a conflict of memories around that place. V. Vinaykin, a sculptor,
says that back in 1991 an attempt was made to remove the monument
to the 300th anniversary of the «reunification of Ukraine with Russiay,
but it was protected by workers of a local factory.

In the 2000s, a cautious approach to the image of the Russo-Ukrainian
relations as represented in urban spaces still prevailed. There was a desire
to highlight the «friendship» and «neighborly attitude» of the two peoples.
For example, in Kharkiv on July 21, 2003 the «Friendship» square was opened
with a column showing Ukraine and Russia with their flags and emblems.
Ironically, the two countries became embroiled in a dispute over the Tuzla
Island just several months later. Furthermore, in 2011 the column was even
reconstructed, which signaled the image preservation'. Loyalty towards Russia
was common among bearers of the Little Russian identity, which is proved
by a meeting held in Kharkiv at the B. Khmelnytskyi bust in 2012 to celebrate
the 358-th anniversary of Pereyaslav Council?.

Overall, in 19912013 the Ukrainian memory agents and actors seemed
to be trying to change the purport of the memory spaces meant for glorification

* [laM’ITHUK Bornany XMeIbHUIIBKOMY. Koopaunaru: 47.860610845092374,
35.095502545001246. Cxyasntopu M. Xynac, ®. 3aiines. 3amopixoks, 1995.

" CkBep [pyx6a. Foursquare City Guide. Xapkis. URL: https:/ru.foursquare.com/
v/%D1%81%D0%BA%D0%B2%D0%B5%D1%80-%D0%B4%D1%80%D1%83%D0%B6
%D0%B1%D0%B0/53205a7¢498e36f40ee8d57d (nata 3BepHenHs: 18.12.2024).

? Mamsitauk b. XmenpHunkomy B 1. Xapskose. [lykau. 2012. URL: https://www.shukach.
com/uk/node/9384 (nara 3Bepuenns: 27.12.2024).
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of Ukrainian heroes like B. Khmelnytskyi, but they didn’t seem to try
and diminish the image of «friendship». The reasons were mostly practical,
in view of the relations with the Russian Federation which Ukraine preferred
to keep friendly, lack of funds and much more pressing problems in the country’.
For instance, the Kharkiv metro founded in Soviet times includes a planned
station under the name of «Peoples’ Friendship», and even in 2006 this name
raised no hackles of the authorities*. The same was with the Peoples’ Friendship
Street in Kharkiv renamed only in 2024°. It can be stated that such attitude
towards the image of Russo-Ukrainian relations in urban spaces constituted
a memory mask (according to the classification of A. Kyrydon), as there
was a residue of Soviet narratives.

The Russian aggression in 2014 shifted the public discourse and caused
a negativation of «Russianness» and a general turn of the history politics and
the Ukrainian identity as a whole against Russia. It changed dramatically
urban memory spaces, with streets and other public places renamed during
the second wave of decommunization. New memorials were installed as well.
For instance, in 2017 a monument to the Anti-terrorist Operation (ATO)
soldiers was opened in Kyivé. Different symbols are used there to portray
Russo-Ukrainian relations: a Ukrainian sword thrusted into a map of Russia,
with a yellow-blue-winged angel below holding a shield with a trident.
The monument unambiguously presented Russia as the enemy. The image

*Vroga wmik VYkpaiHowo 1 Pociiicekoro ®enepamiero Mpo IOAANBIINA PO3BUTOK
MiDKJepkaBHUX BigHOocuH. Jlaromue, 1992. URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/laws/
show/643_018#Text (nata 3BepHenHs: 28.12.2024).

*IMocranoBa KabGinery MinictpiB Vkpainm Bix 7 6Gepesus 2006 p. Ne 257
«IIpo 3arBepmkenHs JlepkaBHOI mporpamMu OyJiBHHITBA Ta PO3BUTKY MEpExi
MerponouiteHiB Ha 2006-2010 poxwm». URL: https://zakon.rada.gov.ua/cgi-bin/laws/
main.cgi?nreg=257-2006-%EF#Text (nata 3sepuenns: 19.12.2024).

° PosnopsipkenHss  XapkiBCbKkoi o00macHOi BiHCbKOBOI aimiHicTparii Bix 26 JumHs
2024 poky NeS13B «Ilpo mepeiimenyBaHHs1 00'ekTiB TomoHiMmii MicTa Xapkosa». URL:
https://kharkivoda.gov.ua/content/documents/1277/127652/files/513%20%D0%92 __.pdf
(naTa 3BepHenHs: 19.12.2024).

'V Kuesi 3’stBuBcst HoBuit nam’siTHUK Oifisim ATO: onyGuikoBani Gpoto i Bigeo. Anoctpod.
2017. URL: https://apostrophe.ua/ua/news/society/culture/2017-08-15/v-kieve-poyavilsya-
novyj-pamyatnik-bojcam-ato-opublikovany-foto-i-video/104268 (mata 3BEPHEHHS:
31.12.2024).
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of Russo-Ukrainian «enmity» was broadcasted and accepted by the public
discourse.

The influence of the «Great, Little and White Russia» idea remained
strong though, due to the popularity of Russian online propaganda. The strife
around the image of Russo-Ukrainian relations often rose to a memory war.
For example, in Pereyaslav-Khmelnytskyi (now Pereyaslav), earlier crammed
with illustrations of the Soviet myth of «Russo-Ukrainian friendshipy,
plenty of objects began to be disparaged’. There are at least three monuments
dedicated to that image. As per O. Ihnatenko and M. Tovkajlo, all three (those
of 1954, 1961, and 1982) should be regarded as a complex (Ihnatenko, Tovkajlo
2020). The M. T. Rylsky Institute of Art History, Folklore, and Ethnology
and the Institute of History (both — of the National Academy of Sciences)
gave identical verdicts on the monuments as carriers of the Soviet myth
of «two fraternal peoples», which contradicts historical facts. However,
despite demands to remove the monuments, they remained in place for a long
time. During that period, the 1961 monument was several times wrapped
in the Ukrainian flag, the sculptures were dressed in national costumes,
the Russian woman was covered with cloth, and even adorned with a banner
of the OUN-B.

The Peoples’ Friendship Arch in Kyiv has been the subject of protracted
controversy. In 2015 S. Tselovalnyk, the chiefarchitect of the capital, advocated
its demolition, and in May 2016 a decision was made to dismantle it, which
was later reversed®. Hence a memory war: in November 2018, the «Friendship
Cracky» performance was held® (the painted crack is still there). Before that,
the inscription «To commemorate the reunification of Ukraine with Russia»

was removed from the monument.

7 BiaxkpuTHii 1ucT Mickkomy rosiosi Mepa IlepesicnaBa-Xwmenbuuibkoro I1. Koctiny T. B.
Hinosuii Ilepesicnas. 2019. URL: https://dilovyi.info/vidkrytyj-lyst-miskomu-golovi-mista-
pereyaslava-hmelnytskogo-p-kostinu-t-v/ ({ata 3Bepaenns: 09.12.2024).

8 TonoBuuii apxitektop Kuesa 3ampomonysas 3uectu Apky Jpyx6u mapomis. LB.ua.
2015. URL: https:/Ib.ua/society/2015/09/08/315386_glavniy_arhitektor kieva predlozhil.
html (nata 3BeprenHs: 09.12.2024).

® Ha apui [pyx0Ou HaponiB 3’siBuiach «TpimumHa» yepe3 crpaBy Cenuosa. Panio
CBoboma. 2018. URL: https:/www.radiosvoboda.org/a/news-na-arci-druzhby-narodiv-
trishchyna/29618809.html (zata 3Bepuenus: 09.12.2024).
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Another example of a memory war took place in the village of Ruska
Lozova, near Kharkiv, on March 24 and July 12, 2021. A memorial sign
of friendship between the Ukrainian and Russian peoples was restored
in honor of the Pereyaslav Council. On both occasions it was destroyed
the same day'. Thus, a complete rejection of «Russo-Ukrainian friendship»
and of resorting to this image in wartime prevailed over the urge to restore
the Soviet myth about said «friendshipy.

On the contrary, in the occupied territories there were attempts to preserve
that myth. For example, in Kerch in 2010 a monument was erected in the form
of a nautical knot dedicated to Russo-Ukrainian amity. Moreover, there
is a sign under it with the following inscription: «Strengthening of friendship
between Ukraine and Russia is a legacy of our ancestors and our mandate
to our descendants!» (trans. from Russian)”. The knot was painted in the colors
of the flags of both countries. Of course, a memory war happened even there:
Leonid Taz’ba, a Russian sculptor, insisted that the monument was not worthy
of a hero city'.

So, in the period of 2014-2022 memory wars resurged not only
in the occupied territories, but also in other Ukrainian regions. During that time
the image of Russo-Ukrainian relations was especially marked by a struggle
«at the top» (at the level of history politics in Ukraine and in the Russian
Federation) and «at grassroots» (among common people, who cherished
or abhorred of the images of Russo-Ukrainian «friendshipy, «brotherhood»

and «unity»), resentment against the Russian narrative on Ukraine, a general

1 Tlom XapbKOBOM KaMEHb «JAPYXKObI POCCHSIH U YKPAHHIEB» HE MPOIACPIKAICST M THS.
Comments.ua. 2021. URL: https:/kharkov.comments.ua/news/society/accidents/6341-pod-
harkovom-kamen-druzhby-rossiyan-i-ukraincev-ne-proderzhalsya-i-dnya-foto.html (mara
3BepHeHHs: 07.12.2024). ITox XapbkoBom npezncrasutenu «OI13K» cHOBa BOCCTaHOBHIIN
KaMeHb «aApyxk0bs» ¢ Poccueit. Successful City. 2021. URL: https:/www.successful-city.
com/pod-harkovom-predstaviteli-opzzh-snova-vosstanovili-kamen-druzhby-s-rossiej/
(nara 3BepHenHs: 07.12.2024).

* Here and thereafter, unless otherwise stated, all translations are by the author of the article.

' B Kepun HaMeKHYJIH, YTO MAMSATHHK Apyk0e YKpauHsl 1 PoccHn «HEJOCTOMH ropoja-
repos». Kpeim.Peamuu. 2015. URL: https:/rukrymr.com/a/news/27086476.html (mara
3BepHeHHs: 19.12.2024). [TamsaTHHK B yecTh Apy:k0Obl Poccun n YKpanHbl 0CTaéTCst CTOATH
B Kepun. Sevas. URL: http:/news.sevas.com/crimea/pamyatnik druzhby rossii i
ukrainy v kerchi_iyun 2016 (gata 3Bepuenns: 19.12.2024).
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disappearance of the concept of «Russo-Ukrainian friendship» due to its
inconsistency with either the Ukrainian or the Great Russian («imperial»)
projects, etc. Overall, appeal to the images of «friendship» and «unity»
became an important front in Russia’s hybrid war against Ukraine ongoing
since 2014.

After the Russia’s full-scale invasion the Ukrainian memory policy
as to «places of memory» shifted in the following ways. Firstly, Soviet
sculptures that embodied the image of «Russo-Ukrainian friendship» began
to be «vilified» and «forgotten». For instance, the memory war around
the Monument to the 300th Anniversary of the Reunification of Ukraine
with Russia in Pereyaslav finally went off the fence: on July 7, 2022, it was
taken down, which was widely publicized'?. Significantly, before its removal
local residents wrote on the pedestal the names of the cities that had suffered
the most: Mariupol, Bucha, Irpin, Kharkiv, etc. That reflects a societal attitude
to imposed images of «Russo-Ukrainian friendship and unity». Furthermore,
the Ministry of Culture and Information Policy prepared a draft of an order
to exclude the monument from the relevant public register'>.

The outcome of the controversy around the Peoples’ Friendship Arch
in Kyiv was quite spectacular. Earlier the memory war produced only the «crack
of friendshipy, but in 2022 the arch was finally purged of its initial meaning.
On April 26, 2022, the monument to a Ukrainian worker and a Russian one
(a part of the ensemble of the arch) was pulled down'!. Ironically, during
the process, the Russian’s head broke off. Soon, on May 14, 2022, the Kyiv
City Council decided to «decommunize» the designation of the arch.

12V IlepesicnaBi I€MOHTYBalu MaM’SITHUK «BO33’€qHaHHs» Ykpainu 3 P®. [urepuer-
BuganHs «Xmapodocy. 2022. URL: https:/hmarochos.kiev.ua/2022/07/12/u-pereyaslavi-
demontuvaly-pamyatnyk-vozzyednannya-ukrayiny-z-rf/ (nata 3sepuenns: 20.11.2022).

3 Pimennss MKIIT momo mepeMimieHHsT YW 3HSATTS CTATyCy IaM’sSTHHKIB B paMKax
nekoMyHi3zauii ta gepycudikarnii cranom Ha 18 nummst 2022 poky. Kuis, 2022. URL: https://
mkip.gov.ua/files/pdf/Pamiatnuku_18.07.22.pdf (nara 3Bepuenns: 28.12.2024).

14 Knnuko B. [lpysi! He 6e3 3ycuib, ajie paisiHCbKy CKYJIBITYPY ABOX POOITHHKIB (CHMBOJ
BO33’¢iHAHHS YKpainu Ta pocii) mig Beuip Taku aemontysanu. 2022. URL: https:/t.me/
vitaliy klitschko/1378 (narta 3Bepuenns: 28.12.2024).
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It was renamed the Arch of the Ukrainian People’s Freedom'. Moreover,
the monument to the Pereyaslav Council (another part of the ensemble)
was also removed'®. The transformation of the arch as a place of memory
is quite symbolic as it contains the theme of an arch: a sculpture, conceived
to glorify the image of Russo-Ukrainian «friendship» and «the reunification
of Ukraine with Russia», became a subject of a memory war (manifested
in the «Friendship Crack» especially) and, ultimately, changed its spiritual
meaning. Now it proclaims not «friendship of peoples», but forgetting that
«friendshipy.

Secondly, Ukrainian urban spaces started promoting the image
of «victimization» of Ukraine, continued highlighting the struggle against
Russia and strengthening images of «hostility», «enmity» and «rivalry».
The exposition of the Virtual Museum of Russian Aggression serves
as an example. The museum contributed to the exhibition «10 Years
of Aggression — 10 Years of Resistance» (February 26, 2024)7. New memorials
were raised as well, such as the Monument to Little Angels (children who died
in the war; 2023) or the sculpture of O. Matsievskyi, a Ukrainian soldier shot
in captivity after saying «Glory to Ukraine!» (2023)"®. Plenty of streets have
been renamed, many memorial gatherings held, etc., which may be considered
a reflection of the war trauma (Nikolaienko 2024).

Images of «friendship» and «brotherhood» clearly became irrelevant
to the Russian memory politics due to an expectation for the «unity» image

!5 Kunnuko B. [lpysi! Ceoronni KuiBpaja yxBanuia pilieHHs 1010 ASKOMYHi3allil Ha3BK
apku pyx6u naponis. 2022. URL: https:/t.me/vitaliy klitschko/1404 (nata 3BepHEHHS::
28.12.2024).

1oV KueBi 3HOCSTH KOMIIO3MILi O Ha YecTh [lepesicnaBehKol pajiu Mijl KOIUIIHBOK APKO0

Hpyxou nHapoxiB. Cycminere. Kuis. 2022. URL: https:/suspilne.media/kyiv/735135-u-
kievi-trivae-znesenna-pamatnikiv-i-skulptur-pid-kolisnou-arkou-druzbi-narodiv/  (mara
3BepHeHHs: 20.12.2024).

17 Bigkputts BuctaBku «10 pokis arpecii — 10 pokiB cripoTuBy». Ykpainchkuii [HeTHTY T
Hamionansnoi  Ilam’sti. 2024, URL:  https://uinp.gov.ua/pres-centr/anonsy-podiy/
vidkryttya-vystavky-10-rokiv-agresiyi-10-rokiv-sprotyvu ([lata 3sepHenns: 20.12.2024).

8V XapkoBi BiKpuiaM maM’STHHK JITSM, sIKi 3arMHYJIM BHACIifoK arpecii pd mporn
Vkpainu. XapkiBcbka obiacHa BilicbkoBa aaminictpamis. 2023. URL: https:/kharkivoda.
gov.ua/news/121266 (mata 3BepHenns: 20.12.2024). TI'imeppeanicTHYHHN HaM’SITHUK
Ounekcanapy MatieBcbkomy B KneBi cripoBokyBaB ANCKYCIiIO: 91 JJOPEYHO TaK BIIAHOBYBATH
3arubnux. New Voice. 2023. URL: http://surl.li/texlos (nata 38epaenns: 20.12.2024).
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victory. This expectation is conveyed not only by speeches of Russian top
officials, but also by shifts in memory spaces. The aforementioned nautical
knot in Kerch was repainted in 2023 so as to conceal the flags of Russia
and Ukraine and not provoke anyone. On the unoccupied territory
memory wars continue as well. For instance, on January 16, 2025 a plaque
on the monument to M. Pushkar in Poltava was removed. He was described
there as the «glorious champion of the unbreakable friendship of the Ukrainian
and Russian peoples» (trans. from Ukrainian)®.

In conclusion, the following can be said. A study of Russo-Ukrainian
relations reflected in Ukrainian urban memory spaces (1991-2024) allows
us to reveal the evolution of images of those relations from «friendshipy,
«brotherhood», and «unity» to «hostility», «enmity» and «rivalry».
At the turn of the century, both Ukraine and Russia habitually used images
of «friendship» and «brotherhood» to advance the bilateral ties, which found
its expression in monuments, toponymy, symbolism and joint cultural events.
However, 2014 became a turning point when memory wars erupted, in which
the Ukrainian nationalist discourse collided with the Russian imperialist and/
or Soviet nostalgic one. The full-scale Russian invasion in 2022 has drastically
reshaped Ukrainian urban memory spaces. The pro-Ukrainian discourse,
stressing independence, resistance, and heroism, has displaced the images
of «friendship», «brotherhoody, and «unity» incompatible with the realities
of war. Instead, the image of «hostility» has prevailed, reflecting a radical shift
in the perception of Russo-Ukrainian relations. The process of eradicating
vestiges of Russianness in urban spaces continues. It expresses not only
a desire for decolonization, but also a search for new meanings that will
correspond to the newfound national values and the identity of the majority
of Ukrainians. This transformation is an important step in the reimagining
of the collective memory and the construction of a new cultural and political
landscape of Ukraine.

! B Kepuu 3akpacuiu useta (iaroB Ha HaMmsTHHKe ApyxkOe Ykpauusl u Poccum.
2023. URL: https:/ru.krymr.com/a/news-kerchi-zakrasili-tsveta-flagov-na-pamyatnike-
druzhbe/32529877.html (nata 3BepHenHs: 18.12.2024).

20 Pynp €.V Tonrasi 6isst maM’siTHHKa JEMOHTYBaJIH TabIIMUKY «IIpo 1pyxk0y 3 Pocieron.
IMonraBceka Jymxa. 2025. URL: https:/dumka.poltava.ua/u-poltavi-bilia-pam-iatnyka-
demontuvaly-tablychku-pro-druzhbu-z-rosiieiu/ (nara 3Bepuenns: 17.01.2025).
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YKPATHCBKO-POCINCBKI BITHOCUHH!
Y IPOCTOPAX MAM’SITI MICT YKPATHU (1991-2024)

V' cmammi 0ocniodcyemovea OUHAMIKA  YKPATHCOKO-POCIUICLKUX GIOHOCUH KPI3b NPUSMY
MicoKkux npocmopie nam’ami 6 Yipaini 3 1991 no 2024 poxu. 3asnauacmocs, wo memopian,
nam’amHUKY, HA36U §YIUYb [ 00 €EKMU KYIbMYPHOT CRAOWUHU CINATU KTIOYOBUMU APEHAMU
ona penpesenmayii ma mpancgopmayii napamugie npo yi eionocunu. Jocaiodncenns
30cepeddiceno Ha 8USYEHHI npoyecy IHCmpyMeHmanizayii npocmopie nam’ami y KoIeKmueHitl
ioenmuunocmi, nioKpecuodu ixuio porv K O0ni 8i0oOpadcenns noodit, max i Ons
PEMPanciayii wupwux 3min CycnilbHo2o 3Hauenua. Y cmammi HA6e0eHO KOHKpemHi
npukaaou egonoyii 06pazie YKpainCcbKo-poCiicbKux GIOHOCUH y BIONOGIOb HA 3HAYUMI
2eononimuyni nooii, wo penpe3enmosani y npocmopax namami ¢ YKpaiHCbKux micmax,
AKI OeMOHCMPYIOMb e80I0YiI0 00pa3ie yKpaincvko-pocilicokux sionocun. Ocobnusy yeazy
npudineno nepiooam 3azocmpenus nanpyeu (anexcia Kpumy y 2014 poyi ma nooanvuwia

sitina na Jlonbaci, nosnomacuimabue emopenenns Pocii y 2022 poyi). LJi nooii cmanu
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Kamanizamopom wupoKomMacuimadnux npoyeci¢ O0ekoMyHizayii ma O0exoioHizayii,
wWo npuseeno 00 GUOANeHHs / peKOHMeKCmyanizayii nam’amox paosincokoi 006u ma Hase
syauys. Y cmammi po3enioacmsvca 6nau8 yux mpanchopmayiii Ha NOIIMUKy nam’ani,
HA20NOWLYIOUU HA NOGMOPHOMY YMEEPOUCeHH] NOKANbHUX [ HAYIOHATbHUX HAPAMUGIE
3aMIiCMb IMNEPCLKUX YU KOTOHIANbHUX. Y 00CII0NCEHH] NPONOHYEMbCA 6CMAHOBUMU 00PA3U
POCIlICbKO-YKPATHCOKUX 8IOHOCUH, WO KOHYEHMPYIOMbCA HABKOIO Memagdop «Opyxrcoay,
«bpamepcmeoy, «EOHICMbY, «CYCIOCMBO» MA IXHI NPOMUNENCHOCMI — KHENPUAZHLY,
«BOPOJICHEUAY, (CYNEPHUYMBOY) MOWO. SUCEIMICHO MPAHCHOPMAYIIO MIdC 3A3HAYEHUMU
memagopamu y npocmopi micm. Jocaiodncenns niOKpeciioe SHyuKy npupoody MiCbKux
npocmopie nam’ami 3i 3MiHOI 0epACABHOI NOATMUKY, MICYEBUX [HIYIAmue i CyCRilbHUX
nacmpois. Ananizyiouu Konkpemui eunaoku na npuxiadi makux micm sk Kuis, Xapxie,
Ilepescnas ma inwi, cmamms OeMOHCMPYE, AK Yi NPOCMOPU CAYHCAMb O03ePKAIAMU
icmopuunoi nam’smi ma incmpymenmamu Hopmyeans KOIEKMUGHOI c8I00MOCMI 8 YMOBAX

nepegopmamysanis yKpaincbko-pociicbkux GiOHOCUH.
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