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HISTORICAL MEMORY ABOUT SECOND WORLD WAR
IN THE CONTEXT OF THREATS OF GOVERNMENT IN UKRAINE

Summary. The aim of the research — the character of the Second World war historical memory
formation in Ukrainian society and its influence on the process of the state building in Ukraine was
determined. The research methodology is based on the principles of historicism, the objectivity of
systematic, scientific, as well as the use of general scientific (analysis, synthesis, scientific abstrac-
tion) and special-historical (historical-genetic, historical-typological, historical-system) methods and
methods of political science (behavioral, cultural, anthropological). The scientific novelty is that for
the first time in Ukrainian historiography, on the basis of analysis of the content of scientific and indi-
vidual journalistic publications, the means of forming historical memory of the Second World War in
Ukrainian society are determined, the influence of formation of such historical memory on the process
of modern Ukrainian state formation is determined. Conclusions. On the eve of and during the Second
World War, the attainment of the goals by the belligerent parties involved massive manipulation of eth-
nic values, historical memory. Founded on the basis of mobilization of people in the war, such manip-
ulations inevitably influenced the nature of the organization of propaganda campaigns, and eventually
and coverage of the researchers of the events of the war. Formed predominantly in the winners camp,
the results of manipulations by the consciousness of citizens for a long time «traveledy» with scientific
works in the form of dies. Their generation was most often driven by ideas about civil obligations, the
assessment of the goals and nature of the fighting and the role of individual countries in its rebellion,
as well as the allied relations between the countries participating in the war. In view of this, the assess-
ments of the Ukrainian population’s participation in the Second World War were largely conditioned by
the inclusion of its lands in different states (and, consequently, the difference in the assessment of civil
obligations), the change in the alliance's priorities of the USSR and Germany during the war and the
specifics of the views of senior management It is these states about the goals and objectives of ethnopo-
litics. The policy of memory of the Second World War until recently was used by the Russian Federation
as an obstacle to the development of Ukrainian statehood, as well as a means of mobilizing part of
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Russian citizens to conduct hostilities in Ukraine. In addition, in Ukraine, the memory of the war as a
tragedy of mankind, which must be avoided in the future, is being formed.

Reforming the policy of memory in relation to the Second World War in Ukraine is taking place in
the framework of European integration and integration into the world community. Instead, in Russia, the
policy of memory is increasingly associated with the sacrifice of Victory, with the simultaneous rejection
of any alternative assessments of events of the time that was characteristic of the Soviet Union. Ukraine
gradually departs from the Soviet modeling of historical memory of the Second World War. Instead, the
RF is actively using manipulations with historical memory to strengthen its position in the informational
confrontation with Ukraine and to unite its own people around the idea of «Russian peacey.

Key words: historical memory, Ukraine, the Second World war, hybrid war, the policy of memory.

ICTOPUYHA IAM’ATH ITPO IPYTY CBITOBY BIMHY
Y KOHTEKCTI 3ATPO3 JIEPJKABOTBOPEHHIO B YKPATHI

Anomauin. Mema 00cniodyceHHs — suzHauumu xapakmep GOPMYEaHHs ICMOPUYHOL nam simi npo
Lpyay ceimosy 6iliny 8 yKpaincbKoMy CyCnintbCmei ma 1io2o 6niue Ha npoyec 0epiucasomeopens 8 Yxpa-
ini. Memooonozia 00cnidHceHHA 30CHO8AHA HA NPUHYUNAX ICIMOPUIMY, 00 EKMUBHOCTI CUCEMHOCII,
HAYKOBOCMI, @ MAKONC HA BUKOPUCIAHHI 3A2aIbHOHAYKOBUX (AHANI3, CUHME3, HAYKO8a abCMpakyis) ma
cneyianbHo-icmopudHUx (icMmopuKo-eeHemuyHuil, iCMopUKO-MUnON02IiNHUL, ICIOPUKO-CUCTEMHULL) Me-
mooie i Memooie nonimuuHoi Hayku (bixegiopucmuynuil, Kyrbmyponoeiunuil, anmpononoziunuti). Hay-
K08a HOBU3HA NOJIA2AE Y MOMY, WO énepute 8 YKPAiHCbKill icmopiocpadii Ha OCHOBI aHANi3Y KOHMEHMmY
HAYKOBUX MA OKpeMUux nyOniyucmuyHux nyonixayitl 6usHa1eHo 3acoou opmysanus icmopudHoi nam smi
npo [pyzy ceimosy 6itity 8 YKPaiHCbKOMY CYCNITbCMEI, GUSHAUEHO 8NAUE (DOPMYBAHHA MAKOI iCMOopuyHoi
nam’smi Ha npoyec Cy4acHo20 YKpaincbko2o depoicagomeopens. Bucnosku. Hanepedooni ma y xooi
Jlpyeoi’ c8imogoi Gitinu 0ocseHer s Yinell 60IIYUMU CIMOPOHAMU Nepeddayano MacuumaoHi MaHinyisa-
Yii emHiuHUMU YIHHOCIAMU, ICMOPUYHOI0 nam ammio. 3aknadeHi 8 0ocHosi Mobinizayii 1odetl Ha BiliHY,
NOOIOHI MAHINYIAYIT HeMUHYYe GNIUBANU HA XAPAKMeED OPeani3ayii nponazaHOUCmCcbKUX KAMRAHIU, a 3
yacom i Ha 8uceimaeHHs 00CTiOHuKamu noodil eitinu. Cghopmosari nepesasicrno y mabopi nepemodicyis
pe3yibmamu Maninyiayiv c6I00MICmIo 2poMaosa MpUBARULl 4ac «MAHOPYBANUY HAYKOGUMU NPAYIMU Y
euenaoi wmamnie. Ix nopodoicerns naliuacmiie 3yMo61I06aN0CA YAGTEHHAMU NPO 2POMAOSHCHKE 0606 43+
KU, OyiHKamu yinetl i xapakmepy 60uosux Oiti ma poni OKpemux Kpain y il po3snantosanHi, a makoic cors-
HUYbLKUX CIMOCYHKIG MIJIC KPAIHAMU-YHACHUKAMU GiliHU. 3 021A0Y HA Ye OYiHKU yuacmi HacenenHs Yxpainu
v Jpyeiii ceimosiil siiiHi 6aeamo 6 oMy 3yMOGNII08ANUCS BKIIOYEHHSIM T 3eMelb 00 CKIAY PI3HUX 0epicas
(1, 6i0n0GIOHO, pisHUY e OYIHOK SPOMAVIHCHKUX 0008 S3Ki8), 3MiHOI0 coro3HUYbKUX npiopumemie CPCP
ma Himeuyunu y x00i gitinu ma cneyuikoio ysigiens 6uujo20 KepiHUYmMea came yux 0epiucag npo yii i
3as0ants emuononimuxu. Ionimuxa nam ’smi npo Jlpyay ceimogy siiiny i 0oci euxopucmogyemucs Pociii-
cvroro Pedepayiero K nepewkooa Ha wiasaxy po3oyoosu Yipaincekoi depawcasnocmi, max i 3acio mooi-
nizayii yacmunu epomadsin Pocii na eedenns 6otiogux 0iti 6 Vipaini. Boonouac, 6 Ykpaini gpopmyemocs
nam ’smo npo GIUHY K NPO Mpazeoito T0OCMea, Ky HeOOXIOHO YHUKAMU Y MAUOYMHbOMY.

IHepeghopmamysanus nonimuxu nam’ami wjooo /[pyeoi ceimoeoi siiinu 6 Yxpaiui 6i00yeaemvcs
¥ pycai espoinmezpayii ma inmezpayii 00 ceimogozo cniemosapucmea. Hamomicms 6 P® nonimuxa
nam’smi ece Oinvute nos ’sa3yemvcs i3 cakpanizayicio I[lepemocu i3 0OHouacHum GiOKUOAHHAM 6)0b-
SAKUX aTbIMEPHAMUBHUX OYIHOK MO20YACHUX NOOil, wo 0y1o xapakmepHum we 0na Padancvrozo Co-
103y. VKpaina nocmynogo 8i0xooums 6i0 padsHcbKo20 MOOEN08AHHA ICMOpUYHOi nam ami npo [pyay
ceimosy gitiny. Hamomicmos P® axmueno UKOpucmogye Maninyasayii iz icmopuyHo nam’ smmio sK
018 NOCUNLEeHHA CBO€ET no3uyii' y iHghopmayitinomy npomucmoanti i3 Ykpainor, max i 01 32ypmyeants
61ACHO20 HACEeHHS HABKOIIO i0ei «pyccKo20 Mipay.

Knrwuosi cnosa: icmopuuna nam’smo, Yxpaina, [pyea ceimosa siiina, 2ibpuona gitina, nomimuxa
nam 'sami.

Problem statement. State-building is a complex long-term process aimed at creating and
building a state, which, among other things, includes the formation of a policy of memory.
The policy of memory is focused on the definition of historical events as the dominant and the
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characteristics of such events in accordance with the goals and objectives arising from the need
for consolidation of society. The process of historical memory formation in the modern world
is closely linked with interstate relations and quite often represents an arena of confrontation
around the assessments of historical facts, events, phenomena, etc. The influence of the policy
of memory on patriotic education determines the social significance of such confrontation.

The geopolitical location of Ukraine on bipartite civilizations has determined the severity
of the confrontation between European and Russian identities due to a number of political
and economic factors. A significant place in the preservation and transfer of historical
memory has taken place in relations between Ukraine and the Russian Federation, which
inevitably influenced the process of state building of both countries. The peculiarities of the
historical development of Russia and Ukraine have caused the Russian Federation to pay
special attention to the policy in the sphere of Ukrainian historical memory formation.

After the collapse of the USSR, Ukraine began to build its own policy of memory,
proceeding from the goals of the state’s national security. At the same time, the collapse of
the Soviet Union was painfully perceived in the territory of the Russian Federation. Part of
the senior leadership of this state considered the collapse of the Soviet Union as one of the
most tragic pages of the twentieth century history. The strengthening of imperial ambitions
of the Kremlin has determined the growth of various forms of pressure on Ukraine by the
Russian Federation. One of the means of such pressure was the so-called historical policy,
focused on the formation of pro-Russian views in Ukrainian society.

The Second World War takes in Russian historical consciousness an extremely important
place. Therefore, the «battle for brains» in this fundamental question had not only an «abstract»
character, but always had a political significance (Senyavskiy, Senyavskaya, 2009, p. 301).

The analysis of sources and recent researches. As a source of research, the content
of publications that was published, the authors of which covered the events of the Second
World War, influencing the formation of historical memory of the Ukrainian population. In
addition, the source of the research was the legal acts in the sphere of state policy of memory,
adopted in Ukraine and the Russian Federation, as well as the materials of statistical research,
the content of public statements by politicians, and individual publications in the periodical.
Which to some extent reflect whether they influenced the formation of historical memory in
Ukrainian society.

The publication’s purpose. The historical memory formation about the Second World
war character in Ukrainian society and its influence on the State-building process in Ukraine.

Statement of the basic material. An important means of external influence on Ukrainian
society was the formation of historical memory of the Second World War with the use of
appropriate content. It was on the basis of the «analysis» of the events of this war that the
«proof» of the spread of «popular opposition to the enemy» (without analyzing the causes
and nature of the collaboration). Other examples are «the sudden attack of Germany and
the USSR», «betrayal by the Ukrainian bourgeois nationalists of the interests of their own
people» in the framework of Soviet discourse, or «the split of Ukrainian society» as a result
of the «fascisation of Ukraine» within the framework of Russian-centric discourse.

Specifics of the Second World War as «the place of memory», the process of formation
of collective memory of war, etc. provided a wide field for manipulations with historical
memory. According to P. Nora, «places of memory» are «remnants» of the past, but besides
«memory places» — are «an extreme form in which there is a comorbid consciousness in
history that simultaneously ignores and needs it». P. Nora noted that «places of memory»
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are a past that is lost by us, but still lives in the consciousness of a social group, but may
disappear forever, namely, the «memory of location» will turn into a story that will no longer
be supported collective memory (Nora, 1999, p. 26).

The myth making from the history of the Second World War in the context of the long
neglection of the so-called oral history during the period of the USSR’s existence was
including various things. The attempts to unbiased analysis of the events of that time in the
writings of Ukrainian post-Soviet historians, adjusting the assessments of the events of the
war depending on the interests of the political elite at various times. In addition, the efforts of
political technologists toartificially create «the places of memory» were closely intertwined
in the discourse on the Second World War and had a significant impact on Ukrainian society.

The Second World War was the most massive military conflict that mankind knew — has
caused enormous human casualties, material losses, as well as a territorial division of the
world in favor of the winners. The ability of the Second World War, as a place of memory,
to preserve the memory of large groups of people proved to be extremely stable. At the same
time, ambiguous perception (both objectively formed and artificially imposed) of parts of
events and phenomena associated with the war has formed a vast field for manipulation with
historical memory.

Perhaps the most critical change was the formation of a memory of the war in the USSR,
whose army acted as an ally of the Wehrmacht in the war against Poland, with great difficulty
won in the Soviet-Finnish war, and then suffered many devastating defeats in the beginning
of the German-Soviet war. Moreover, the use of parts of the Red Army during 1939 — 1941
was determined by secret Soviet-German agreements.

The analysis of military action by theaters during the Second World War was common
in Western historiography. However, Soviet historians tried to falsify the participation of
the USSR in the war during the 1939 — 1941, when the Soviet Union was actually an ally of
Germany. Recognition of this fact would be contrary to the formation of ideas about the USSR
as a consistent fighter against fascism. In addition, the emphasis of Soviet historiography on
the German-Soviet confrontation was to suppress close cooperation not only at the beginning
of the Second World War, but at also during the 1920s — 1930s when there were several
powerful training centers for the German army in the USSR.

The presence of the USSR in the camp of winners dictated the need for the formation of
memory not about German-Soviet cooperation, but about the German-Soviet confrontation.
This was one of the important reasons for the definition of the German-Soviet war as the
«Great Patriotic War», with the formation of the memory of the Second World War through
the prism of determining the causes and analysis of hostilities as «Great Patriotic War». The
consequences of the confrontation were predominantly given in the context of the analysis of
the victory over fascism or Nazism, which contributed to focusing attention on the German-
Soviet war and pushed aside the opposition to other theaters of hostilities. In the Soviet
historiography, the USSR’s stay in the victor’s camp was as great as just the myth acout
«victory in the war with Germany» and «economic victory of socialism» despite the large-
scale assistance of the Allies to the anti-Hitler coalition.

At the same time, thanks to the ideological confrontation of the 1980s and 1990s, the
USSR, and then its decendant — the Russian Federation) — found themselves in moral isolation,
manifested in the deliberate diminution of the role of the Soviet Armed Forces in the events
0f 1939 — 1945 (Lysenko, 2011, p. 10). Therefore, for the Soviet leadership in principle it was
important to form an idea of the German-Soviet front as a one-on-one confrontation in the
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war, where the Red Army played a decisive role in winning the Victory. As early as March
1943, US ambassador to Moscow U. Stanley noted at a press conference that the Russian
authorities want to hide the receipt of assistance from the outside apparently in order to
convince their people that the Red Army is fighting alone. Perhaps such a mythologization
was needed not only to «explain the past» (to prove the necessity of existence and advantages
of the command economy, collective farms, etc.), but also in order to mobilize the population
of the country for the future. At least until the death of Stalin, the question of the possibility of
a new world war was considered, and only after it, the Soviet leaders declared the readiness
and opportunity to negotiate with the capitalist countries on all contentious issues.

In this context, it is important that the participation of the USSR in the war against
Germany in the world was generally perceived as a «Russian war against the Germans»
(Vert, 1967, p. 774; Deyton, 2000, p. 688). This was one of the factors contributing to the
glorification of the participation of Russians in the war, which, accordingly, influenced the
formation of ideas about the resistance of the enemy of the peoples of the USSR, headed
by the «great Russian people». It was the German-Soviet war, and not as predicted by the
Soviet-German strain, led to the rejection of the idea of confronting world capitalism through
a victorious war on the enemy’s territory.

The conditional motives caused by defeats on the front lines of the war forced the appeal
of the ideological weapon, Pan-Slavism, which, in particular, was based on a thesis on the
exclusiveness of the historical development of the Slavic peoples, which had been tested in
the time of the Russian Empire existence.

In August 1941, the First All-Slavic Congress was held in Moscow. Among its organizers
were many outstanding writers, scholars, artists from the Slavic states and the republics
of the USSR. The congress called for a Slavic cultural association and cooperation. At the
same time, Pan-Slavism was also a means of increasing influence in the postwar Central
and Southeastern Europe. But the ideas of pan-Slavism, however, looked rather pale at the
background of the Polish government’s struggle to emigrate or participate in the war on
Germany’s side. Therefore, against the backdrop of Pan-Slavism, the glorification of the
Russian factor gradually became increasingly apparent and the need to unite all forces to
repel the enemy. However, there were other reasons that forced the Soviet leadership to resort
to such a glorification (Messendzher, 1957, p. 679; Zelmayer, 1957, p. 539).

One of these reasons was the ambiguous position of the USSR population to engage in
hostilities against Germany and its allies. Investigating the attitude of the population towards
the war led to the fact that in the Ukrainian scientific discourse the definition of the confrontation
between Germany and the USSR in 1941 — 1945 as a «German-Soviet» rather than «the Great
Patriotic War» began to become more widespread. The reason was the conclusions of scientific
studies on the number of deserters from the Red Army, the positive perception of the part
of the citizens of the German invasion, the spread of cooperation (Hrynevych, 1992, p. 16;
Nikolaiets, 1997, p. 169-175; Nikolaiets, 1998, p. 61; Nikolaiets, 2004, p. 334). The topic
of collaboration was one of the most painful both for the former Soviet and for the modern
Russian leadership. Nevertheless, even Russian researchers were forced to admit that the longer
the war was delayed, the more a tumultuous new revolt against the outdated civil war was felt
— a spontaneous protest against Bolshevism (Zubov, 2009, p. 154).

However, the resistance to Moscow leadership was not only limited to the «protest against
Bolshevismy. During the war, the opposition to Russian chauvinism, imperial principles of the
construction and existence of the USSR was clearly demonstrated. Already on June 30, 1941 in
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Lviv was proclaimed the renovation of the Ukrainian state. This step of the OUN was a challenge
to the German occupation authorities and led to the arrest of leading members of this organization.
In this way, Hitler demonstrated that the renovation of Ukrainian statehood was not among his
plans. Solidarity with A. Hitler in this matter also revealed the Moscow leadership. As T. Gunchak
noted, in Russia the denigration of all past and present competitions of Ukrainians to be free in
their independent state is a matter of state policy (Hunchak, 2011, p. 17).

At the same time, during the Second World War, not only the struggle for the restoration
of Ukrainian statehood was a threat to the existence of the Soviet empire. The fierce struggle
also differed from the confrontation with the Polish Army Krayova, which, unlike the UPA,
received international support. The activity of the underground detachments was on the
territory of the Baltic States, and the fighters of the Muslim groups fought against the Red
Army, motivated by pre-war Soviet politics in the field of religion. At the same time, for the
Soviet leadership, the struggle of the Russian liberation army, which was the most numerous
among the armed units of the collaborators, was a massive threat. The glorification of the
participation of the Russians in the war was also caused by the defeat at the beginning of
the German-Soviet war. The appeal to the victories of «Russian weapons» in the years of
the Russian empire seemed to be a very compulsory step in view of the very essence of the
Bolshevik coup and the events of the Civil War. Therefore, the Stalinist leadership began to
selectively update the historical memory associated with the history of the Russian Empire.
The process of glorifying the participation of Russians in the war went so far in Soviet times
and was so positively perceived by the post-Soviet Russian society that the President of the
Russian Federation, V. Putin, allowed himself to assert the possibility of winning the victory
without the participation of the Ukrainian population.

At the same time, modern Ukrainian researchers emphasize that the Soviets from the
very beginning did not have much Russian experience: it was an exclusively international
«machine for building a new world», for which any nations and ethnic groups are only
material for such a construction (Horbulyn, Vlasiuk, & Kononenko, 2015, p. 132).

G. Kissinger, who served as US Secretary during the 1960 — 1970s in his study «The
World Order. Reflecting on the nature of the nations in the historical context», evaluating the
expansionist plans of the Russian leadership, noted that Russia’s policy «for centuries was
guided by its own special rhythm, carrying out a continuous expansion on the lands that covered
almost every climate and civilization, and interrupted from time to time, except from the need
to adjust its internal structure according to the scale of the tasks — and only in order to return
again as a tide that breaks down the shore. The circumstances changed from Peter the Great to
Vladimir Putin, but the rhythm remained unchanged» (Kissindzher, 2017, p. 320).

As is well known, the mechanism of formation of historical consciousness has a
pronounced social character. The national factor is the prompt factor here, which usually
serves as an expression of the interests of the social. Actual historical memory and is the basis
for the historical consciousness of a community (Masnenko, 2002, p. 54).

The collapse of the USSR opened the way for the involvement of post-Soviet historians
to reassess the events of the war. At the same time, the halo of «winnersy» in the war did not
want to refuse the leadership and political and scientific elites of the Russian Federation,
which had a significant imprint on the formation of Russian or Russian-centric discourse
on the war. Moreover, the formation of historical memory of the Second World War turned
into one of the means of spreading the «Russian peace» — the cultural-historical idea of
the international, intergovernmental and intercontinental community, united involvement
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in, and the commitment to Russian language and culture. Russian historian and ethnologist
V. Tishkov frankly said that it is «Russian and Russian-language Russian or Soviet culture
that unite and construct this world alongside historical peace» (Tishkov, 2007). Thus, the
importance of the role of Soviet historical memory for the design and spread of the «Russian
peace» was confirmed. Moreover, in Russia in the «image of war» there is cultivated such an
important element as «the image of the enemy» (Senyavskiy, Senyavskaya, 2009, p. 308).

Scientific discussions around the definition of the role of the USSR in fueling the Second
World War and the spread of cooperation were much more painful for Russian society than
for the Ukrainian one. The half-nature of the political and economic reforms of the 1990s led
to the fact that, at the turn of the millennia, the Russian ruling circles once again outweighed
the authoritarian tendencies that, among other things, were outlining the encouragement of
nationalist ideas. This was due to the fact that the memory of the war again became as an
official propaganda, and the «archival revolution» was replaced by the repeated rigid secrecy
of a number of documents, some of which at that time were already published. With such a
change in the «state order», the authors showed off, which justified the policy of the Stalinist
leadership, including in the pre-war period. In addition, the apparent shortage of skilled
specialists and qualitative research on the history of war has affected, as a result of which the
lacuna, which was formed in the literature, began to be filled with unprofessional studies of
various levels and works of journalistic nature (Mints, 2011, p. 5).

Developing in parallel with the restoration and development of the Ukrainian state,
Ukrainian historiography was simultaneously compelled to respond to the challenges of time.
One of them was a change both in the study and in the conduct of the policy of memory, which
took place against the backdrop of the development of the Russian Federation and Ukraine.
Estimates of the Second World War events gradually arose as a factor in the formation of the
national and civil identities of Russia and Ukraine.

In the Ukrainian discourse on the war, there remained a place for pluralism, de-
ideologized position and unbiased assessments. However, this kind of formation of the
discourse on the war was vulnerable to information influences that pursued the protection
of Russian interests in Ukraine. Back in the late 1980s, the Communist Party of Ukraine,
relying on the memory of the Second World War, which was formed in the USSR, revived
the accusations against political opponents in the form of allegations of «rehabilitation of
the Banderay, «the refusal to build a communist society with a return to the non-socialist
path of development». Moreover, the association of the national revival of Ukraine, first
of all with nationalism and chauvinism, took place under the influence of the All-Union
leadership. Responsible employees of the Communist Party, opposed the activities of the
National Movement of Ukraine, emphasized the support of any informal non-governmental
organizations if their activities were aimed at supporting perestroikam (rebuilding), and not
nationalism, chauvinism and extremism (Gribenko, 1989).

The long absence of parades in honor of Victory, Russian scientists explained as the defeat
of the USSR in the Cold War. Western countries allegedly imposed Russia a defeated role and
encouraged an increase in the number of claims to Russia both from the countries of the former
socialist camp and from the states that were formed in the post-Soviet space. In such conditions,
Russia’s interests, according to some Russian researchers, largely consisted in maintaining, as
much as possible, the work of those elements of the system of international relations, which
guaranteed the security. And this system was created precisely in the Soviet era and, mainly as
a consequence of the Second World War (Senyavskiy, Senyavskaya, 2009, p. 300).
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Significant intensification of the efforts of the Russian Federation, aimed at using the
historical memory of the Second World War for the implementation of domestic and foreign
policy goals, has taken place since the late 1990’s. Ukraine has become an important object of
realizing such goals. The most vulnerable in this situation was the East Ukrainian population
and, first of all, the Donbas, encumbered, in the words of L. Nagornyi, «Soviet Identity».
The analysis of the mass media reports of Donbass suggests the active participation of a
large part of the analytical publications in the formation of images of historical memory
used within mobilization technologies to support the local electorate of political forces that
are positioned as defenders of the interests of the region (Marchenko, 2010). Gradually, in
a political struggle with competitors, pro-Russian forces began to actively use the theses of
«split» of Ukraine. One of the personages of such «split» was to remind of the events of the
Second World War.

In the 2004 election campaign, the markers of «split» for the first time took shape in the
political-technological scheme, a chain of associations that linked the political opponent to a
specific region and at the same time unacceptable for the Donbas: Western Ukraine — OUN-
UPA (Bandera) — Ukrainian nationalism — fascism — V. Yushchenko.

On April 21, 2008, at a meeting of the National Security and Defense Council of Ukraine,
President of Ukraine V. Yushchenko clearly pointed out the main threats in the information
sphere: «The greatest threat to national security is the information expansion of foreign
countries. Due to this information and psychological campaigns on various issues are held in the
information space of Ukraine» (Zhmakyna, 2008). The Head of State stressed that the subject
of these influences is primarily the themes of national unity, territorial integrity, language,
religion and culture, European and Euro-Atlantic integration. And already on July 8, 2009, the
Presidential Decree approved the Doctrine of Information Security of Ukraine. The document
stressed that one of the main real and potential threats to Ukraine’s information security is the
dissemination of distorted, inaccurate, and biased information in the global information space
that is detrimental to the national interests of Ukraine (Pro doktrynu, 2009).

Perhaps it is precisely because during the period of 2005 — 2009, Russian and pro-Russian
media criticized Yushchenko in the context of analyzing the events of the Second World War
for the so-called «rewriting» of history «with the imposition of» ideals of Western Ukraine
«and fascist stereotypes». The last thesis was exaggerated in connection with the so-called
artificial transformation of «Ukrainian national fascists into fighters for independence»
(Ivanov, 2010b). S. Bandera contacted with representatives of Germany and the anti-Soviet
activities of the OUN and UPA were subjected to criticism. Critical remarks were also made
to the address of Ukrainian integral nationalism, the main provisions of which were declared
identical to the ideas of the German National Socialists (Ivanov, 2010a).

A significant resonance in the Ukrainian society caused the appointment of V. Yushchenko
the title of Hero of Ukraine, S. Bandera. On the pages of the pro-Russian media, it was argued
that the awarding of S. Bander’s title to the Hero of Ukraine «fully subscribed to the course
of the revival of fascism by President V. Yushchenko» (Polskyi shlahbaum). There were even
suggestions on bringing V. Yushchenko to court in this regard (Gordeeva, 2010). Assigning
the title of Hero of Ukraine to S. Bandera was assessed as the next step of the President «to
deepen the split of Ukraine» (Dubovoy, 2010). In the meantime, Russian and pro-Russian
authors, on the pages of their publications, welcomed the decision of the Donetsk Regional
Administrative Court of April 2, 2010, as well as the decision of the Donetsk Appeal
Administrative Court of June 23, 2010 on the recognition of the illegal decree of President of
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Ukraine V. Yushchenko on the appointment of S. Bandera’s title «Hero of Ukraine» (Butenko,
2010).

In some cases, collaborating with the Nazis, all Western Ukrainians were accused in
stressing that during the reign of V. Yushchenko the heroes who fought in the Red Army
were not paid any attention, while the society was imbued with the cult of S. Bandera and
R. Shukhevych. This, according to the authors of the articles, questioned «the whole history
of the war against Germany». In the wake of such allegations, there were also publications,
the authors of which protested against the «fascisation of the Donbasy, indicating that the
announcement by the city councils of Lviv and Ivano-Frankivsk in the territories under their
jurisdiction on the days of May 8 and 9, the days of sorrow for those who died in the Second
World War, testify to that they are enemies of great victory (Sychev, 2013).

With the process of «fascisation» of the Donbas, they also tried to link the activities of the
OUN on the territory of the region during the Second World War. Moreover, condemning the
cooperation of the collaborators with «Germany located in Europe», the «European choice»
of modern Ukraine was criticized with a focus on negative images of such cooperation.
Statements that «the Ukrainian people fought against Ukrainian nationalism, which was
inflicted by the German invaders», accompanied the capture of the «nationally conscious»
Ukrainians and that the «heroization of the defeated» UPA soldiers remains only a continuation
of «Gebbels’ propaganda» (Kornilov, 2013). The pro-Russian authorship of cooperation was
called the testimony of the civilizational split of Ukraine through the position of the Western-
Ukrainian population, for which the supporters of the OUN and the UPA fighters remain the
fighters for Ukraine’s independence (Ivanov, & Romanko, 2013).

In 2013, after the adoption by the Polish Sejm of the decision to recognize the Volyn events
of 1943, «ethnic cleansing with signs of genocide» in the press of the Donbas, attention was
intensified to cover the assessment of relevant events. In the vast majority of publications, the
traitors of 1943 relied solely on the «Ukrainian fascists» who fought in the UPA. Gradually, in
the coverage and appraisal of the actions of Ukrainian insurgents in Russian-centered discourse,
more and more visible manipulations became apparent regarding the impact of the UPA on the
course of events. On the one hand, the emphasis was placed on the fact that they fought «on
the side of the fascists», as well as the fighters of the «Nachtigall» and «Roland» battalions,
and the scale of this struggle seems to confirm the massive support of Germany’s actions.
However, the role of the USSR’s actions of 1939 — 1941 was suppressed, which caused a sharp
increase in the influence of the OUN. On this occasion, T. Snayder spoke eloquently. He noted
that «Ukrainian nationalism was one of the consequences of the war in Eastern Europe. In the
interwar Poland, Ukrainian nationalism was a small force ... and Ukrainian nationalists were
released from Polish prisons precisely because in 1939 Germany captured Poland. When in
1939 Germany and the Soviet Union, by joint effort, seized Poland by destroying the Polish
state, they thus destroyed all the legal political parties, among them the legal Ukrainian parties
that at that time were much more influential than the Ukrainian nationalists» (Snayder, 2017).

In the context of the analysis of the events of the war, pro-Russian mass media also covered
the activities of the «modern embodiment of Ukrainian fascism» — «Svoboda» (Liberty)
(Mikhaylova, 2013a). Western Ukrainians were predominantly positioned as «national
patriots» led by the «neo-Nazi» «Svoboda» (Liberty) party (Dmitrievskiy, 2013), which
raises the possibility of «normalizing relations» with Russia (Semenov, 2013). Attention is
drawn to the fact that in some publications, even one of the elements of Ukrainian national
clothes — embroidery, was called a means of «propaganda of fascismy, since on the eve of the
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Victory Day there was a voyage march on which young people carried portraits of S. Bandera
and R. Shukhevych (Gordeeva, 2013).

In publications posted during 2013 in the «Donetsk Crige» newspaper, Galicia was generally
called the basis of fascism in Ukraine, which in many cases «lives on its own laws without
recognizing public holidays», and «the unity of the state is destroyed by fascist ideology,
controlled by fascists of the masses — media, school, church» (Poskrebyshev, 2013). It was
amazed that in Ukraine, the «neo-Nazi groups» had full freedom of action, and the work of the
parliament was discredited by the presence of a «frankly fascist party» (Mikhaylova, 2013b).

With the growth of contradictions between Russia and Ukraine in conditions where
the supreme leadership of the Russian Federation did not leave hopes for the realization of
their own imperial ambitions, in Russian historiography, actions directed against the Soviet
regime, increasingly began to be branded exclusively as actions of the «fascists» regardless
of the ethnicity of individuals who did them. Against this backdrop pushes the idea of
«fascising Ukraine» and through the implementation of the course on European integration.
Restriction of Russian influence, European integration was introduced at the beginning of the
implementation of the plans of «Russian spring» precisely because of the prism of the spread
of fascism in Ukraine. According to T. Snyder, Russian foreign policy was based on dividing
the history of the USSR into two parts: a good part that is Russian, and a bad one that is
Ukrainian. The researcher explained that Russia’s task was to impose on the broad sections of
society the idea that «liberation is a Russian, a collaboration is a Ukrainian» (Snayder, 2017).

At the end of February 2014, Russia began to increase its military presence in the
Autonomous Republic of Crimea in spite of agreements with Ukraine, and in early March,
contrary to international law, Russian troops blocked Ukrainian military units (Pogransluzhba
Ukrainy, 2014). In substantiating its actions, the Russian side has repeatedly pointed to the
need to protect Russians living in Ukraine from «Ucrofaschistsy.

In such conditions, the memory of the Second World War was also used in the Ukrainian-
centric discourse. In the Ukrainian media, the Russian Federation initially was characterized
as «unlawful increase in the number of troops in the Crimea, but gradually the characteristic
changed to «military aggression of Russia», «imperial ambitions of the Kremlin», «an attempt
to annex the Ukrainian territories». Moreover, increasingly, V. Putin’s actions and statements
began to be compared with Hitler’s actions (Semenov, 2014). Unofficially, the name of the
Russian president was increasingly distorted by saying that he was «Putler» and thus creating
the preconditions for identifying Russia’s actions with the actions of fascist Germany.

Continued to use the theme of «fascisation» of Ukraine in their interests and Russian
propagandists. In the first half of 2014, the Ukrainian leadership seemed to be a «junta»
that illegally seized power or «fascists», the struggle with which allegedly continues the
traditions of Soviet warriors since the Second World War. Such a character was also reported
by the media of the terrorist entities of the DPR/LNR. During 2014, a large part of such
reports contained topics on combating fascism for the unity of the population in countering
the spread of the «brown plague» and «nationalism». Such propaganda, among other things,
was aimed at ensuring the success of the infiltration of Russian agents of various levels and
military mercenaries into the Ukrainian territory and their further active efforts to destabilize
the situation in Ukraine.

Evaluating the relationship between Russian actions and Ukrainian nationalism, T. Snyder
noted that «Ukrainian nationalists and nationalism were the cause of the Holodomor of 1932
—1933; Ukrainian nationalism was one of the causes of the terror of 1937 — 1948 in the USSR.
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Ukrainian nationalism was one of Stalin’s reasons for mass deportations of the inhabitants of
Soviet Ukraine after the Second World War. And Ukrainian nationalism was the reason for
Russia's invasion of Ukraine in 2014» (Snayder, 2017).

Under the conditions of the Russian-Ukrainian war, the conflict of Russian and Ukrainian-
centric discourses intensified. The use of the formed images of historical memory of the Second
World War became even more important. In Ukraine, for example, billboards with the inscription
«We won against Hitler, we will win against Putin», were also distributed. At the same time,
a similar slogan was followed by a number of Ukrainian civil society organizations (with the
same slogan at one time opponents of the Putin regime in Moscow). Researchers focused on the
participation and huge losses of Ukrainians in the war. Yes, it was argued that among those who
raised the flag of Victory over the Reichstag along with Georgian M. Cantarius and Russian
M. Yegorov was Ukrainian O. Berest. And they ensured their advancement under the enemy’s
fire by the gunmen of the department of the native of Zaporozhye region Sergeant P. Shcherbiny.
It was a response to Russian propaganda, which sought to focus on Ukrainian collaborators,
thus justifying allegedly an armed invasion of Russia to confront «Ukrainian fascists».

In order to ensure the effectiveness of the neurosemmatic hyperteps, which included
the most significant for those subjected to suggestion, words and phrases by Russian secret
services widely used surveys of the Ukrainian population through print media and the Internet.
More often such a survey included answers to certain questions, excluding the possibility of
expressing alternatives to suggested thoughts or judgments. And because of the difficulties
of their own re-education, those who are more prone to such psychocoding have become the
elderlywith Soviet identity.

And in 2018, in the report of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Russian Federation
«Nazism — a dangerous challenge to human rights, democracy and the rule of law» it was
argued that «in February 2014 and the coming to power in Ukraine of nationalist forces,
the course of Historical revisionism has become crucial for the official policy of Kyiv. The
deliberate distortion of the events of the Second World War, the justification of the Nazi
assassin, the humiliation of the value of the feat of the Soviet people in defeating Nazi
Germany, the indulgence of modern manifestations of xenophobia, nationalism and neo-
Nazism — all this is an integral part of modern historical politics, which is embodied in the
area’s leadership. «The authors of this document stressed that» in the context of the current
Russiaphobic course as moral benchmarks, apologists of Ukrainian nationalism are being
imposed on society». Among such apologists again was S. Banker, R. Shukhevych, Y. Stetsk
and A. Melnyk. At the same time, the authors of the report strongly disapproved the fact that
the images of the UPA soldiers are used in Ukraine with the parallel of their struggle with the
Soviet authorities, just as now the Ukrainian servicemen oppose the «Russian aggressiony in
the Donbass (Doklad MID Rossii, 2015).

The accusation of «neo-Nazism» against the current leadership of Ukraine was an
important means of aggression against Ukraine in the information war that aggravated under
the conditions of the Russian-Ukrainian war in the Donbass. Expressions like the replacement
of historical memory with «neo-Nazism» have become quite common in Russian-centered
discourse (Gulevich, 2016). At the same time, in the Ukrainian media, despite the absence
of a section on neo-Nazism in the Russian Federation in the above-mentioned report of the
Russian Foreign Ministry, repeatedly argued the participation of Russian neo-Nazis (for
example, soldiers of the Kornilovtsy battalion) in the war on the Donbass on the side of the
terrorist groups «DNR/LNR» (Na vostoke voyuyut, 2014).
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Another burst of accusations of the Ukrainian leadership in the «fascisation» in Russian
mass media took place also in connection with the providing of Tomos on autocephaly to
the Orthodox Church of Ukraine. It was argued that the Ukrainian delegation gave a tribute
to Tomasa’s «Bandera songs». A correspondent for the Russian Channel named after the
signing by Tomos of the Ecumenical Patriarch Vorpholomy in Istanbul in January 2019
of the representatives of the administration of the President of Ukraine «Bandera Nazis»
(Chervonenko, V. & Khomenko, 2019).

In this context, there was a kind of confrontation in the field of rulemaking. On May 5, 2014,
the President of the Russian Federation signed the federal law «On Amendments to Certain
Legislative Acts of the Russian Federation» approved by the State Duma, which introduced
a criminal liability for encroachments on historical memory regarding events that took place
during the Second World War. The federal law introduced a criminal liability for the rejection of
the facts established by the verdict of the International Tribunal for the trial and the punishment
of the main war criminals of the European countries, the approval of the crimes specified by the
sentence, as well as for the dissemination of knowingly false information about the activities of
the USSR during the Second World War (Federalnyy zakon, 05.05.2014).

In November 2017, the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine adopted a law on amending the
Law of Ukraine «On the Status of War Veterans, Guarantees of Their Social Protection»,
according to which the reference to «the Great Patriotic War» was deleted from the text of the
document, instead of which the term «Second World war». The Ministry of Foreign Affairs
condemned such a decision, stressing that it is a manifestation of the policy of the Kiev
authorities, aimed at forcibly wiping out the historical past of their country (Sosnina, 2017).
However, already on December 6, the Verkhovna Rada adopted as a basis and in general
the draft Law «On Amendments to the Law» On the Status of War Veterans, Guarantees
of Their Social Protection «on strengthening the social protection of the participants in the
struggle for Ukraine’s independence in the twentieth century». The law provided the status
of a participant in hostilities to persons who participated in all forms of armed struggle for
Ukraine’s independence in the twentieth century as part of the Ukrainian Insurgent Army,
the Ukrainian Insurgent Army of Ataman Taras Borovets (Bulbs), the Polissya Sich, the
Ukrainian People’s Revolutionary Army (UNPA) the armed fugitives of the Organization
of Ukrainian Nationalists and in accordance with the Law of Ukraine «On the Legal Status
and Honoring the Memory of the Independence Fighters of Ukraine in the 20th Century,
recognized as fighters for the independence of Ukraine in the 20th century» (Verkhovna
Rada, 2008). In the previous version of the article from March 13, 2018, it was allowed to
provide the status of a participant in hostilities «to the soldiers of the Ukrainian Insurgent
Army who participated in hostilities against the Nazi invaders in the temporarily occupied
territory of Ukraine in 1941 — 1944 that did not commit crimes against peace and human
beings and rehabilitated in accordance with the Law of Ukraine «On the Rehabilitation of
Victims of Political Repression in Ukrainey.

In spite of this in a conversation with P. Nora one of the Russian correspondents asked
him to determine the effectiveness of measures of modern Russian leadership in the form of
an intensive information campaign that propagates memory tones associated with the Second
World War (for example, St. George’s ribbons). In response, the researcher stressed that such
actions, in his opinion, to create a «place of memory» is impossible (Nora, 2010). However,
it was possible to justify the aggressive policy in the eyes of a large part of the population of
the Russian Federation and mobilize a part of the citizens for a war against Ukraine.
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Conclusions. Thus, even before and during the Second World War, the attainment of the
goals by the belligerents involved large-scale manipulation of ethnic values, historical memory.
Founded in the basis of mobilization of people in the war, such manipulations inevitably
influenced the nature of the organization of propaganda campaigns, and eventually and coverage
of the researchers of the events of the war. Formed predominantly in the winner’s camp, the
results of manipulations by the consciousness of citizens for a long time «traveled» with scientific
works in the form of dies. Their generation was most often driven by ideas about civil obligations,
the assessment of the goals and nature of the fighting and the role of individual countries in its
rebellion, as well as the allied relations between the countries participating in the war.

The policy of memory of the Second World War until recently was used by the Russian
Federation as an obstacle to the development of Ukrainian statehood, as well as a means of
mobilizing part of Russian citizens to conduct hostilities in Ukraine. In addition, in Ukraine, the
memory of the war as a tragedy of mankind, which must be avoided in the future, is being formed.

It should be noted that the reformation of the policy of memory in relation to the Second
World War in Ukraine takes place in the framework of European integration and integration
into the world community. Instead, in Russia, the policy of memory is increasingly associated
with the sacrifice of Victory, with the simultaneous rejection of any alternative assessments
of events of the time that was characteristic of the Soviet Union.

In future studies, it is necessary to determine the duration of how long the Ukrainian
society will retain the powerful influence of the events of the Second World War on the
formation of the historical memory of the population. In addition, it is necessary to determine
the effectiveness of such an impact on different population groups. At the same time, it is
necessary to develop a set of measures that would accelerate the formation of the perception
of the holiday of 9 May in Ukrainian society not as much as Victory Day, but as a Day of
Conciliation. This would contribute to the formation of a belief in the unpredictability of the
war as a means of resolving conflict situations.
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