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UNITED STATES IMAGE IN POST-SOVIET UKRAINE:
SOVIET HERITAGE AND ITS MANIFESTATIONS IN CURRENT POLITICS
(ON THE EXAMPLE OF ORANGE REVOLUTION 2004)

One of the main components of Soviet foreign policy and ideology was the perception of the U.S. as
the main “Enemy’. This had a great impact on the forming of a stable negative image of this country
in minds of the Ukrainians and other Soviet nations. After the collapse of the Soviet Union,
with the beginning of transition to democracy, image of the USA radically changed. But as it occurred
in 2004 during the Orange Revolution “Soviet heritage” of negative attitude towards the USA is still
presented and actively used by pro-Russian forces.
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Revolution.

In 1991, after the collapse of the Soviet
Union in the former Soviet republics the process
of democratic transition from an authoritarian
to democratic political regime had begun. However,
in some countries, this process had been delayed
and faced with a lot of problems and threats. One
of the problems that hamper Ukraine’s fast, quiet and
qualitative transition to a Western-style democracy
is the dominance of the Soviet political stereotypes
in the minds of many Ukrainian citizens. This was
actively used by pro-Russian political forces: their
representatives appealed to Soviet myths in order
to increase the support of their own electorate and
to manipulate the mass consciousness. One of these
myths is the negative image of the United States,
which today still serves for the benefit of some
politicians.

The purpose of this paper is to generalize
the stereotypes remaining of the Soviet time as well
as attitudes towards the United States in independent
Ukraine on the example of attitudes towards America
during the events of the Orange Revolution and right
after it.

Prior to describe the main dimensions of the
post-Soviet image of the USA, it is necessary to pay
attention to some features of the “Soviet heritage”.

For a long time Ukraine was one of the republics
of the Soviet Union dominated by only one political
party — Communist Party. The political line and
behavior, which this party followed — was “the only
possibleone, correctandirrefutable”. The Soviet Union
was a totalitarian state, where the way of organizing
social life was characterized by comprehensive control
by the government over the society and the individual,
the whole social system was subjected to the collective
goals and official ideology. Consequently, ideology
played a key role in the functioning of a totalitarian
society, permeating all aspects of its life. Individual’s
own feelings and thoughts were almost completely
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replaced by official ideology. Ideology and politics
inthe USSR as a totalitarian state were interdependent.
Ideology determined the foreign and domestic
political life, and government policy in its turn was
reflected in the official ideology. The main purpose
was to substantiate the political decisions and actions
of the government, to force the support of the
government. To perform these tasks it was necessary
to create and disseminate the political myths,
which become the basis for the formation of certain
stereotypes.

According to the definition in the glossary
of political psychology, ‘stereotype’ is “a standardized,
schematic, simplified and flattened, usually brightly
emotionally charged image of any socio-political
object (phenomenon, process), which has a high
stability and fix in itself only some of its features,
which are sometimes insignificant™l. Stereotypes are
formed and propagated in the minds of citizens in the
conditions of absence of personal experience, the lack
of information. Characteristic features of stereotypes
are their emotional coloring and stability. The last
feature explains why even after more than twenty
years since the collapse of the USSR, many people
still support the Soviet cultural traditions, despite
the large amount of information directed against
the Soviet Union.

We can name the following consequences of the
long-term dominance of the Communist regime
in Ukraine: the conservation of the Soviet political
stereotypes in the minds of many citizens; the political
and civic apathy; fairly easy public obedience to the
authorities; nostalgia for the Soviet past among
a certain segment of the Ukrainian population.

' Hlossaryy po polytycheskoy psykholohyy, Moskva 1996,
[http://vocabulary.ru/dictionary/8/word/stereotip, dostep:
11.07.2014].
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Perhaps, one of the most important problems
in independent Ukraine is a large number of “Soviet”
identity carriers among Russian-speaking population.
This is confirmed by the opinion polls, which
were conducted by leading Ukrainian analytical
centers — Olexander Razumkov Ukrainian Centre
for Economic and Political Studies (the Razumkov
Centre) and the Institute of Sociology of the National
Academy of Sciences (NAS) of Ukraine.

For example, in 2006-2007 the Razumkov Centre
conducted a sociological survey where the central
question was: “Which cultural tradition do you
belong to?”. In May 2006 16.4 % of the respondents
identified themselves with the Soviet culture, and
11.3 % — with Russian one. We have to mention
that as Russia declared itself as a successor to the
Soviet Union — some people are equating “Russian”
with “Soviet”. Results of a similar poll in June 2007
illustrated the following figures: 19.4 % related
themselves with the Soviet culture, 10.1 % —
with Russian one. Thus, the number of supporters
of the Soviet cultural tradition increased by 3 %, while
Russian — decreased by 1.2 %?.

As part of sociological monitoring “The Ukrainian
Society”, conducted by the Institute of Sociology
of NAS of Ukraine, the following question was asked:
“Please select from the list of the political currents
(movements) the one which is the closest to you”.
Among proposed answers were: Communist,
Socialist, Liberal, Social-Democratic, Nationalist,
the other, none at all, etc. Thus, in 1992 supporters
of the Communist current were 2.9 %; in 1998 —
21.9 %; in 2004 — 14.4 %, in 2013 — 11.3 %. At
the same time, the Socialist current was selected
in 1992 — by 5.2 %; in 1998 — by 5.6 %, in 2004 —
by 11.1 %; in 2013 — by 6.3 %. These currents gained
the highest percentage of adherents, not including
replies: “yet not fully defined its position”, “I do not
understand these currents in general”.

Thus, we can say that the Soviet legacy still persists
in modern Ukraine, and finds its expression in the
minds of a large number of citizens. This situation
changed only with the start of Russian aggression
on the East of Ukraine.

There were two basic components of the Soviet
ideology, which played an important role: the image
of the “Enemy” and “Friend”. Consciousness of any
society, group, and organization has inherent
division of the world around them into two main
groups: “We” and “They”. The image of the “Other”
is a necessary component for the consolidation
of society and its self-identification. In the Soviet

2 Sotsiological surveys of the Olexander Razumkov Centre
[http://www.razumkov.org.ua/ukr/socpolls.php,  dostep:
10.07.2014].

3 Ukrainske suspilstvo 1992-2013. Stan ta dynamika
zmin. Sotsiolohichnyi monitorynh, V. Vorona, M. Shulha
(red.), Kyiv 2013.
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official ideology the image of the “Other” was mostly
identified with the “Enemy”, so the government and
Soviet propagandists paid a lot of attention to the
explanation and spread of this component of the
Soviet ideology.

First, we have to take into account that the Soviet
Union was an artificial state formation, in which
representatives of many nations were united.
In order to make them feel citizens of the unified state
with equal rights and common background, it was
necessary to constantly promote the idea of friendship
and fraternity between nations. At the same time it was
important to emphasize the superiority of Russian
people, language, traditions and more. The main
aim was to declare the creation of a new — unified
Soviet — nation. The image of the “Enemy” was one
of the instruments to reinforce the consolidation
of the Soviet society.

As we’ve already mentioned above — the Soviet
Union was a totalitarian state. The idea of “personal
happiness” disappeared in front of the idea
of “common bright future”. According to the Marxist-
Leninist conception of historical development,
“bright future” was associated with the establishment
of the Communist regime in all countries. From
the beginning of the Soviet Union, the capitalist
countries were proclaimed as the main foreign enemy.
After the World War II by virtue of its economic
development the USA became their leader, therefore
this country was declared as the main foreign enemy
of the Soviet Union.

Therefore, we can argue that one of the main
components of the Soviet foreign policy and ideology
was the perception of the U.S. as the main “Enemy”.
This image was implemented in the Soviet media,
cartoons and posters, movies, literature, books,
songs, tales etc. The U.S. was represented as the
“Stranger”, “Aggressor”, “Oppressor”, and “Invader”.
The following typical expressions were used towards
the United States: the “American invaders”, “aggres-
sive imperialist circles”, “gendarmes”, “the instigators
of war”, etc. They were accused of deploying arms
race. A special part of the negative image of the U.S.
was the concentration of the attention of the Soviet
people on the coverage of the social and economic
problems, such as low standard of living of most
Americans, poverty, human rights violations.

This situation continued until the mid-1980s,
when Mykhailo Gorbachev became the General
Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union. His name is linked to such
a period of the Soviet history as “Perestroika”, which
was characterized by dramatic changes of basic
vectors of Soviet domestic and foreign policy.
The Soviet authorities declared the possibility of the
peaceful coexistence of capitalist and socialist worlds.
In addition, they stressed the necessity of certain
borrowings from experience of the capitalist
countries, including the area of the market economy.
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In these conditions, the image of the United States
gradually began to change from the “Enemy” towards
a potential “Partner”.

In 1991 the Soviet Union ceased to exist and
Ukraine declared its independence. One of the
first and main tasks of the newly formed state
was to determine the foreign policy orientations.
In the July 2, 1993 Resolution of the Supreme Council
of Ukraine “On the Key Directions of the Foreign
Policy of Ukraine” it was noted that a defining feature
of Ukraine’s foreign policy is to establish “relations
of political and military partnership, mutually
beneficial economic cooperation and broad cultural,
scientific, humanitarian ties” with the Western
countries, especially with the United States?.

Thus, officially, at the state level, in independent
Ukraine the cooperation with the U.S. in all possible
areas was announced as one of the leading areas
of foreign policy. The negotiations between Ukraine
and NATO started. Majority of Ukrainians associate
the United States with the North Atlantic Treaty.
Relations between Ukraine and NATO had been
formally established in 1991, when Ukraine joined
the North Atlantic Cooperation Council. In 1994,
Ukraine joined the program “Partnership for Peace”.
Over the next decade the systematic meetings,
intensive dialogue between the two partners
continued.

However, as it was vivid during the Orange
Revolution in 2004, Soviet stereotypes of negative
attitude towards the United States still exist in Ukraine
and they were actively used by some political forces
for their own purposes.

Particularly, anti-American rhetoric was actively
used by the representatives of leftist political forces —
namely Communist Party of Ukraine (CPU),
the Progressive Socialist Party of Ukraine (PSPU) and
others. Clearly anti-American policy was presentin the
election programs of these parties. With the purpose
to attract the attention of their followers, they used
the ideological clichés, widespread in the days of the
Soviet Union, such as “NATO — aggressive block”,
“politics of imperialist globalization”, “affirmation
of hegemony”, “armed aggression”, “redrawing
of borders”, “neo-colonialists”. In the program of the
Communist Party special attention was paid to the
U.S. foreign policy and its “basic techniques”: “inciting
nationalism”, “provocation of the ‘democratic”,
“velvet”, “color” revolutions”, “the establishing of the
puppet regimes in the sovereign states” etc>,°.

4 Postanova Verkhovnoi Rady Ukrainy “Pro Osnovni
napriamy zovnishnoi polityky Ukrainy” vid 02.07.1993
[http://zakon4.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/3360-12,  dostep:
11.07.2014].

5 Prohrama Komunistychnoi partii Ukrayiny [http://
www.slovnyk.ua/services/translit.php, dostep: 11.07.2014].

6 Prohrama Prohresyvnoi sotsialistychnoi partii Ukrayiny
[http://vitrenko.org/article/456, dostep: 11.07.2014].
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The events of the Orange Revolution became
a prime example of the recovery and the usage of anti-
American stereotypes, rooted in the Cold War period.
As we know, the confrontation over the future vector
of Ukrainian foreign policy (West and Europe or
East and Russia) had been a battlefield between two
main political opponents and their followers: Viktor
Yushchenko (who was associated with the pro-
Western vector) and Viktor Yanukovych (who was
associated with the pro-Russian vector).

To oppose Viktor the ideas were spread that stated
that the United States were the unofficial organizer
of the “Color Revolution”, the party “Nasha Ukraina”
(“Our Ukraine”) acted by the instructions of the
United States. V. Yushchenko by himself was called
“American son-in-law” and portrayed as “dancing
under the American pipe”. For illustration of these
positions some stereotypical images of the U.S. were
used (Uncle Sam and others), which were previously
spread and replicated in the Soviet press. We can name
a few examples: in 2004 in the Ukrainian parliament
the representatives of the Communist Party hung
posters where Viktor Yushchenko was depicted
as Uncle Sam, also during the presidential election
campaign some posters were spread which showed
the ticket “Kyiv-Washington”. Later, when Viktor
Yushchenko became a president, there were placards
with the proposal to grant him a number of awards,
such as: “President Yushchenko — the Order of the
Supporter of NATO”, “President Yushchenko —
the Order For Russophobia”, etc.

Anti-American slogans, mostly originated
from the Soviet times, found support among the part
of the Ukrainian population. The results of public
opinion surveys, which are regularly conducted
by various Ukrainian analytical centers, show this.
Let’s present a few figures.

According to the results of social monitoring
conducted by the Institute of Sociology of NAS
of Ukraine, to the question “How do you feel about
Ukraine joining NATO?” the number of respondents
chose the answer “rather negative” in 2000 — 33.5 %,
in 2004 — 38.5 %, in 2005 — 50.4 %, in 2006 —
64.4 %. Thus, we see that the number of people
negatively minded across NATO rapidly increased
from 33.5 % in 2000 to 64.4 % in 2006. At the same
time, the number of people who chose the answer
“rather positive” declined from 24.9 % in 2000
to 12.7 % in 2006.

The data, obtained during the opinion poll
by the Kyiv International Institute of Sociology,
conducted in December 2005, on the question
“Would you participate in a referendum on Ukraine’s
accession to NATO if it would take place at the end
of 2005”7, showed that about 73 % of the respondents

7 Ukrainske suspilstvo 1992-2013. Stan ta dynamika
zmin. Sotsiolohichnyi monitorynh, V. Vorona, M. Shulha
(red.), Kyiv 2013.
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confirmed their participation, including only 22 %,
who would support the joining NATO, and 78 %
would vote “against”.

According to the 2006 Razumkov Centre survey
“Evaluate your attitude towards the countries and
international organizations”, on a scale of 0 to 10,
where “0” means extremely negative, and “10” —
the most positive among all proposed countries and
organizations (Ukraine, Belarus, Russia, France,
the United Kingdom, European Union, Germany,
World Trade Organization, Poland, the Soviet
Union, Georgia, Turkey, the U.S., NATO) NATO
and the U.S. have received the most negative ratings
(NATO — 4,05; the U.S. — 5,13)8. To the question
“What is NATO primarily for you?” the number
of respondents chose the answer “aggressive military
bloc” increased from 34.8 % in 2002 to 50.7 % in 2009.
Answer “defensive union” in 2002 was chosen
by 24.8 % of respondents, in 2009 by 23.9 %.

In 2006, according to the sociological poll “Is
Ukraine threatened by... ?”, 36.8 % of respondents
chose “U.S.”, 36.9 % — “NATO”; in 2009: 27.6 % —
“U.S., 30,9 % — “NATO”; in 2013: 19.4% — “U.S.”,
25,1 % — “NATO”.

According to the sociological poll “How would
you vote if the referendum on Ukraine's NATO
accession was held the following Sunday?” in 2002,
the numbers ‘pros’ and ‘cons’ were almost the same:
“for NATO accession” would vote — 32.0 % of the
respondents, “against NATO accession” — 32.2 %;
in 2004 “for” — 15.1 %, “against” — 55.5 %; in 2005

8 Sotsiological surveys of the Alexander Razumkov
Centre  [http://www.razumkov.org.ua/ukr/socpolls.php,
dostep: 10.07.2014].
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Banepis Noknayvka

OBPA3 CLLUA Y MOCT-PAAAHCBHKIN YKPAIHI: PAAAHCbKA CMAALIMHA TA i MPOABU
Y CYYACHI NOJITULUI (HA NPUKNALI MOMAPAHYEBOI PEBOJTIOLLIT 2004 p.)

OOHi€ro 3 20/108HUX CK/1A008UX PAOAHCbKOI 308HIWUHbOI NonimuKu U ideonoeii 6yno nosuyioHyeaHHa CLUA sk
207108H020 «80OpO2a». Le maso senukuli 8nue Ha PoPMyB8AHHA CMIlIKO20 He2amuaeHOo20 iIMIOXY i€l KpaiHu
y csidomocmi ykpaiHuig U iHwux Hapodig CPCP. [licna po3nady PadaHcekoeo Coro3y, 3 NOYAmMKoM nepe-
x00y 0o 0emokpamii, o6pa3 CLUA 0okopiHHO 3miHugcsA. Ane y 2004 p., nid Yac lMomapaHyvesoi pegosouii,
niomeepousca moli hakm, Wo «padAHCbKA CNadWuHa» He2amusHo2o cmasieHHs 0o CLLUA ece wje npucymHs
U akmugHoO 8UKOPUCMOBYEMbCA NPOPOCIliCbKU OPIEHMOBAHUMU CUIAMU.

Kniouoei cnoea: padsHcoka cnaduwjuHad, padsHCbKI nosimu4Hi cmepeomunu, ideosozis, «0bpas sopoza,
lMomaparyesa pesonoyis.

Banepus lMoknaykasa

OBPA3 CLLUA B MTOCTCOBETCKOW YKPAUHE: COBETCKOE HACNELWE U EFO NPOABNEHUA
B TEKYLLEA MNOJIUTUKE (HA NPUMEPE OPAHXXEBOW PEBOJTIOLIN 2004 r.)

OO0Hol u3 271a8HbIX COCMABJIAUUX COBeMCKOU 8HeWHel NOIUMUKU U udeosio2uu 661710 NO3UYUOHUPOBAHUE
CUIA kak 2nasHozo0 «8pdza». Smo okasasno 6osblwoe 8auUAHUE HA POPMUPOBAHUE YCMOUYUBO20 He2amus-
HO20 UMUOXA 3moli CmpaHsl 8 CO3HAHUU YKpauHyes u opyaux Hapodos CCCP. Mocne pacnada Cosemckozo
Coto3a, ¢ Hayasom nepexoda K Oemokpamuu, obpa3 CLUIA e kopHe usmeHusnca. Ho 8 2004 2., 8o epems
OpaHxesol pesontoyuu, nodmeepousica mom ¢hakm, Ymo «co8emckoe Haceoue» He2dmuBHO20 OMHOWeHUS
K CLLIA sce ewje npucymcmayem u akmusHO UCNOJ/1b3yemcs NPOpOCCUliCKU OpuUeHmMuUpOB8AHHbIMU CUIAMU.

Knioueesble cnoea: cosemckoe Haciedue, cosemckue nosumuyeckue cmepeomunsi, udeosioaus, «obpas
epaea», OpaHxeeds pesosioyus.

Pokliatska Valeriya

UNITED STATES IMAGE IN POST-SOVIET UKRAINE: SOVIET HERITAGE AND ITS MANIFESTATIONS
IN CURRENT POLITICS (ON THE EXAMPLE OF ORANGE REVOLUTION 2004)

One of the main components of Soviet foreign policy and ideology was the perception of the U.S.
as the main “Enemy”. This had a great impact on the forming of a stable negative image of this country in minds
of the Ukrainians and other Soviet nations. After the collapse of the Soviet Union, with the beginning of transi-
tion to democracy, image of the USA radically changed. But as it occurred in 2004 during the Orange revolution
“Soviet heritage” of negative attitude towards the USA is still presented and actively used by pro-Russian forces.
The aim of the research is to generalize the stereotypes and attitudes towards the United States
in the independent Ukraine that remain from the Soviet time on the example of attitudes towards America
during the events of the Orange Revolution and right after it.

In the article the author characterises the following consequences of the long-term dominance of the
Communist regime in Ukraine: the conservation of the Soviet political stereotypes in the minds of many citi-
zens; the political and civic apathy; fairly easy public obedience to the authorities; nostalgia for the Soviet past
among a certain segment of the Ukrainian population.

There was illuminated anti-American rhetoric, which was actively used by the representatives of leftist polit-
ical forces — namely Communist Party of Ukraine (CPU), the Progressive Socialist Party of Ukraine (PSPU)
and others. Clear anti-American policy was presented in the election programs of these parties.
With the purpose to attract the attention of their followers, they used the ideological clichés, widespread
in the days of the Soviet Union, such as “NATO — aggressive block’, “politics of imperialist globalization’,
“affirmation of hegemony’; “armed aggression’; “redrawing of borders’, “neo-colonialists” etc. In the program
of the Communist Party special attention was paid to the U.S. foreign policy and its “basic techniques”: “incit-
ing nationalism’, “provocation of the “democratic’, “velvet’, “color’ revolutions’, “the establishing of the puppet
regimes in the sovereign states”.

The author concludes that during the revolutionary events in 2013-2014 the opponents of the demo-
cratic movement again resorted to use the stereotypes of the Soviet era, where the great role was played
by the anti-American slogans. In 2004 the elderly people mainly supported anti-American slogans, but during
the events of 2013-2014 pro-Russian youth joined this group. Soviet stereotypes and especially negative atti-
tudes towards the United States still remain in the minds of a certain number of Ukrainians.

Key words: Soviet heritage, Soviet political stereotypes, ideology, image of the “Enemy’; Orange Revolution.
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