PERIODIZATION AND NATURE OF THE MODERN RUS-
SIAN-UKRAINIAN WAR (2014-2022) IN UKRAINIAN SCIEN-
TIFIC DISCOURSE

lInytskyi V. 1., Haliv M. D., Kutska O. M.

INTRODUCTION

Periodization and characterization of historical facts, processes,
events, and phenomena are among the key tasks of historical research
and an integral component of theoretical comprehension of the past.
The same applies to the complex and multifaceted historical phenome-
non of the ongoing Russian-Ukrainian war, which has persisted since
2014 and has drawn the attention of researchers (historians, sociolo-
gists, political scientists, philosophers, economists, psychologists, edu-
cators, national security experts, public administration specialists, etc.)
due to its critical significance for shaping the modern geopolitical
model of Europe and the world. Understanding the historical origins of
the conflict, its civilizational, geopolitical, intercultural, and ideologi-
cal anatomy compels Ukrainian scholars to determine the periodization
and nature of the war. Undoubtedly, their classification approaches and
explanatory frameworks deserve historiographical generalization.

The bibliographic index “Russian-Ukrainian War. Part 1: The Un-
declared War (February 20, 2014 — February 24, 2022): A Recom-
mended Index™? includes 715 works dedicated to various aspects of the
unconventional Russian-Ukrainian war. These works cover topics such
as military operations in Eastern Ukraine, the occupation of Crimea,
the occupation regime in Donbas and Crimea, Ukraine’s diplomatic
efforts to restore its territorial integrity, the volunteer movement, and
the issue of internally displaced persons. Although not all of these
works focus specifically on the periodization and characterization of
the war, many contain relevant reflections by the authors on this sub-
ject. At present, there are relatively few dedicated historical studies on
the periodization and nature of the Russian-Ukrainian war. Notably,
the first historiographical analysis of Ukrainian scholars’ perspectives
on this issue was conducted by Mykhailo Hrebeniuk, Valerii Hrytsiuk,

! Jlepuenxo IO. 1. Pociiicbko-ykpainceka Biiina. U. 1: Heoronomena iiina (20 jotoro
2014 — 24 motoro 2022): pexoMeHnamiiHmiA mokax4duk [Enekrponne Bunanus|. Kuis:
Bun-Bo HITY imeni M. I1. [lparomanoBa, 2022. 149 c.
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and Mykhailo Shchypansky in their study “Historical Periodization of
the Anti-Terrorist Operation in Eastern Ukraine (April 14, 2014 —
April 30, 2018).” Subsequently, the issue of periodization was further
examined by Mykola Haliv and Vasyl Ilnytskyi?. Among the works
dedicated to the nature of the war, the studies by V. Smolii and O.
Yas®, A. Kyrydon and S. Troian*, V. Hrytsiuk and O. Lysenko®, P.
Hai-Nyzhnyk®, Mykola Haliv, and Vasyl lInytskyi stand out as those
that most explicitly address this theoretical issue’. The reflections of
foreign researchers on various aspects of the Russian-Ukrainian war

2 Inpnuupkuii B., Kynpka O. Tepioausanis pociiicbko-ykpaiHcekoi Bitinu (2014-2022)
B YKpaiHCEKOMY HayKOBOMY JUCKYPCi. [Ipobnemu eymanimapuux nayx: 30ipHuK Hayko-
sux npayb J[pocoduybkozo 0epicasnozo nedazoziuno2o yuisepcumeniy imeni leana
@panxa. Cepis Iemopis. 2023. Bun. 13/55.C. 162-177. DOI: 10.24919/2312-
2595.13/55.283087; Tanmie M., Inpnummpkuit B. Xapakrep cydacHoi pocilicbko-
ykpaiHncbkoi BiiiHHM (2014-2023): BiTum3HsAHUI icTopiorpadiunuii uckype. [Ipobremu
2YMaHimapHux Hayx: 30ipHuUK HayKkosux npayb [po2obuybkozo 0epicasnozo nedazoeiu-
Ho2o yHigepcumemy imeni Ieana @panka. Cepis: Icmopisn. 2023. Bum. 13/55. C. 47-73.
3 Cmouiii B., SIck O. CyuacHa pocilickko-yKkpaiHchKa BiliHa y CBIiT/II HOCT KOJOHiai3-
My. Bicnux Hayionanvnoi akademii nayx Yrpainu. 2022. Bun. 6. C. 3-16.

4 Kupunon A. M., Tposu C. C. Llusinizauiitua siitna 2014-2022 pp.: HalioHAILHO-
BU3BOJIbHA BiliHa VYkpainum XXI cromitrs (Teopermunmii muckypc). The Russian-
Ukrainian war (2014-2022): historical, political, cultural-educational, religious,
economic, and legal aspects: Scientific monograph. Riga, Latvia: “Baltija Publishing”,
2022. C. 523-534; Kupumon A., Tposn C. Uu moxHa Pocilicbko-ykpaiHCbKy BiiiHY
2014-2022 pp. Ha3BaTH BiAKIAIEHOIO ab0 BIATEPMIHOBAHOIO BEIMKOIO BIHHOKO B
€Bpori, IKa TOBUHHA OCTATOYHO 3aBEPIIUTH MEPeXif] 10 HOBOI CHCTEMH MIKHAPOIHUX
BigHocun? [IEPEJIOM: Bitina Pocii npomu Ykpainu y uacogux niacmax i npocmopax
munyswunu. [ianoeu 3 icmopukamu. Y 2-x kH. Ku. 1 / Bign. pen. B. Cmonmiit; Ymo-
pan.: I'. Bopsik, O. Sce. Kuis: InctutyT icTopii Ykpainu, 2022. C. 188-189.

5 Tpuok B., Jlucenko O. Biiina Pociiicbkoi ®enepartii nmpotu YKpaiHu: BOCHHUH,
MDKHapOJHO-TIPaBOBU, T€OOTITHYHNI Ta eKOHOMIUHMI BUMIpU. Vkpaincexuii icmo-
puynui ocypran. 2023. Bum. 2. C. 5-33; JIucenko O. €. ®eHomeHounoris BiiiHu Pocii
mpoTH YKpaiHHu sIK 00’€KT TyMaHITapHHX JOCHiIKEHb (32 MaTepiaJaMy JOMOBidi Ha
3aciganHi [Ipesunii HAH Yxpainu 25 tpasas 2022 p.). Bicnux Hayionanvhoi akademii
nayk Ykpainu. 2022. Bum. 7. C. 85-98.

6 Taii-Hwxnuk I1. T1. Pocilicbko-ykpaiHchbka BiiiHa — Biiina 3a xwutrs (2014-2022 pp.):
nepioaunsarist. The Russian-Ukrainian war (2014-2022): historical, political, cultural-
educational, religious, economic, and legal aspects: Scientific monograph. Riga, Lat-
via: “Baltija Publishing”, 2022. C. 452-465.

" Inpuuupkuii B., Kynpka O. Ilepiomusaiis pociiicbko-ykpaincekoi Bidau (2014—
2022) B ykpaiHCBKOMY HayKOBOMY IUCKYpCi. [IpoOaemu eymanimapHux Hayk. 30ipHuK
HayKkosux npayd Jpo2obuybkoeo 0epacasno2o nedazoiunoco yHieepcumemy imeHi
Isana ®@panka. Cepis Icmopia. 2023. Bun. 13/55. C. 162-177. DOI: 10.24919/2312-
2595.13/55.283087
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have been examined by Vitalii Telvak, Vasyl llnytskyi, and Yuliia
Talalai®. Additionally, various aspects of memory policy formation in
Ukraine regarding the current war have been explored®. The works of
Mykola Haliv and Vasyl lIinytskyi also hold significant theoretical and
methodological value®.

Certain aspects of defining the causes, nature, and characteristics of
the war have been examined by Vasyl lInytskyi, Mykola Haliv, Oresta
Karpenko, Mykola Hlibishchuk, and Volodymyr Starka!l. Given the

8 Inpunupkuii B., Tenseak B., Tananaii I0. CyuacHa pocilicbko-ykpaiHchka BiiiHa Ha
mmansrax «The British Army Review» (2022-2024). Ilpobremu 2ymanimaphux Hayx:
30IPHUK HAYKOBUX npayb Jpoeobuybkoeo 0epiCcaeHO20 Nedazo2iuHo20 YHieepcumemy
imeni Isana ®@panka. Cepis Iemopis. 2024. Crneusunyck. C. 130-146; linytskyi V.,
Telvak V. Ukraine Under the Conditions of the Second Year of Existential War in
Analysts’ Reflections of the Warsaw Centre for Eastern Studies. Skhidnoievropeiskyi
Istorychnyi Visnyk East European Historical Bulletin. 2024. Vyp. 31. Pp. 218-237.
DOI: 10.24919/2519-058X.31.306344; Telvak V., linytskyi V. A Year of Existential
War in Analytical Reflections of the Warsaw Centre for Eastern Studies.
Skhidnoevropeiskyi Istorychnyi Visnyk — East European Historical Bulletin. 2023.
Vyp. 27. P. 249-258. DOI: 10.24919/2519-058X.27.281552

% InpHuupkuii B., apuk P. MarepiaabHO-KyJIbTypHi aCHEKTH YBIYHEHHS IIaM’sITi yKpa-
THCHKHX 3aXMCHHKIB 1 3aXHCHHLb MiJl 4ac pociiicbKo-yKpaiHchkoi BiliHu (2014-2024).
Bicnux Yepracvkoeo ymisepcumemy. Cepis icmopuuni nayku. 2024, Bum. 2. C. 105—
116.; Inpaunpkuii B., Lapuk P. Ili3HaBanbHO-iH(GOpMAIliiiHI Ta BUXOBHI 3aXOIH MO0
YIIaHYBaHHS [aM’sTi YYacCHHKIB 1 epTB pocilicbko-yKpaiHchkoi BiiiHu (2014-2024).
Axmyanvni numanns cymanimaprux Hayk. 2024, Bum. 81 (2). C. 4-13.; InpHunbkwuii B.,
Hapuk P. ®opmyBaHHS iCTOPHKO-MEMOpPIaJbHOTO HAapaTHBY Cy4YacHOI pOCIHCHKO-
YKpaiHChKOI BiliHU. VKpaincoki icmopuuni cmyoii. 2025. Bum. 17(59). C. 213-224.

10 Haliv M., Ilnytskyi V. Education between “class” and “nation”: the influence of the
theory of class struggle on Ukrainian educational historiography (1920s-1980s). Echa
Przeszlosci. 2023. Vyp. 24 (2). Pp. 123-139. DOI: https://doi.org/10.31648/ep.9671;
Haliv M., llnytskyi V. The methods of internal criticism of written sources in the
works of ukrainian historians: on the example of scientific narratives on the history of
education (1840s-1930s). Annales Universitatis apulensis. Series Historica. 2021.
Vyp. 1 (25). Pp. 281-297. DOI: 10.29302/auash.2021.25.1.14; llnytskyi V., Haliv M.
Theoretical Argumentation in the Historical Narrative of Ukraine of the Second Half
of the 19th — First Half of the 20th century (on the Example of Research in the History
of Education). Eminak: Scientific Quarterly Journal. 2022. Vyp. 3 (39). Pp. 66-80.

1 Tanie M., Imerunpkuii B., Kapnenko O. IlpoGnemaruka renomumy Pocii mono
YKpaiHIliB B YKpalHChKHX 3aco0ax macoBoi iHdopmarii (2022—-2024). Hosimus 0oba.
2024. Bum. 12. C. 75-96.; Tni6iutyk M., Inprunekuit B., Crapka B. Sk izeomnorivsi
3acagu OinorBap/ilicbkoro pyxy BIUIMHYNIHM Ha cBitorysin B. Ilyrtina. Axmyanvnui nu-
mannsa eymanimaprux nayk. 2022. Bun. 53 (1). C. 12-21.; Inernuskuit B., Crapka B.,
T'anie M. Pociiickka mpomarania sk eJIeMEHT IiArOTOBKH 110 30poiHOi arpecii mpotu
VYxpaian. Vxpaiucoxkuii icmopuunuii ocypuan. 2022. Bum. 5. C. 43-55. DOI:
10.15407/uhj2022.05.043
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accumulation of a significant number of studies in Ukrainian historical
scholarship on the history of the modern multidimensional conflict
between Ukraine and Russia, we consider it necessary to examine re-
searchers’ views (primarily those of historians) on the periodization
and nature of the ongoing Russian-Ukrainian war.

1. Periodization of war

The first attempt to periodize the Russian-Ukrainian war was made
in the work “Invasion of Ukraine: Chronicle of Russian Aggression”
by a team of authors including Dmytro Tymchuk, Yurii Karin, Kosti-
antyn Mashovets, and Viacheslav Husarov. The initiative for this pub-
lication came from the civic organization “Center for Military-Political
Studies”, which began studying the Russian threat to Ukraine after the
Russian Federation's attack on Georgia in 2008. This work presents the
two-year efforts of the volunteer intelligence and information group
“Information Resistance”. It compiles a vast amount of factual material
that characterizes the specifics of Russian aggression and its initial
phase. The text is supplemented with maps, allowing for a visual com-
prehension of the development of events®2,

Subsequently, researchers from the Center for Military-Strategic
Studies of the lvan Cherniakhovskyi National Defense University,
together with other structural units of the Ministry of Defense, con-
ducted a scientific periodization of the war in the “White Book of the
Anti-Terrorist Operation in Eastern Ukraine (2014-2016)”. Before the
full-scale invasion on February 24, 2022, Ukrainian researchers used
various definitions to describe Russian aggression, including “hybrid
war,” “network-centric war,” “fourth-generation war,” and “insurgency
war.” However, the authors of the study, relying on national legislation
and international law, justified the appropriateness of terms such as
“armed conflict,” “aggression,” and “hybrid war.” In subsequent stud-
ies, these definitions became commonly used. The chronology of
events in the work was brought to 2016, for objective reasons, since it
was published in 2017. So, the authors identified two periods: Period |
(early April - September 5, 2014) — the fight against Russian hybrid
aggression, active actions of the ATO forces to liberate the territory of
Donetsk and Luhansk regions from Russian terrorist cells, repelling the

2 Tugyk J1., Kapin 1O., Mamogens K., I'ycapos B. Bropruenss B Ykpainy: XpoHika
pociiicekoi arpecii. Kuis: bpaiit Bykc, 2016. 240 c.
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invasion of Russian troops; Period Il (from September 5, 2014) — local-
ization of the conflict in certain areas of Donetsk and Luhansk regions.
The periods, in turn, were divided into 7 stages: The first period con-
sisted of three — the deployment of the armed conflict in Eastern
Ukraine by the Russian special services (April — June 2014), the libera-
tion of the territory of Eastern Ukraine from Russian terrorist cells
(July 1 — August 24, 2014), the invasion of military units and subdivi-
sions of the Russian Armed Forces into the territory of the Donetsk and
Luhansk regions of Ukraine (August 25 — September 5, 2014); The
second period is the stabilization of the contact line in Eastern Ukraine
(September 5, 2014 — January 14, 2015), the repulsion of the second
offensive of the Russian occupation forces (January 15 — February 20,
2015), the strengthening of the defense line in Eastern Ukraine (Febru-
ary 21, 2015 — September 20, 2016), the disengagement of forces and
means of the parties to the conflict (from September 21, 2016). The
value of the given periodization lies in the fact that it quite reasonably
covers the course of the main military events, their dynamics, with an
emphasis on the presence of the armed forces of the Russian Federa-
tion on the mainland of Ukraine since the beginning of the armed ag-
gression®?,

The renowned scholar, Doctor of Historical Sciences, and Professor
Pavlo Hai-Nyzhnyk has also dedicated his research to the issue of peri-
odization. In 2018, he examined the first phase of the Russian-
Ukrainian war in the East, which, according to his classification,
spanned from March 1 to August 24, 2014. At the same time, we con-
sider debatable the assertion that Oleksandr Turchynov's order to with-
draw Ukrainian troops from the Crimean Peninsula “meant Ukraine's
capitulation and refusal to defend its territorial integrity and sovereignty
by military means™*, given that the Anti-Terrorist Operation (ATO)
was declared on April 13, 2014, followed by the defense and liberation
of temporarily occupied territories. Notably, in his subsequent work,
P. Hai-Nyzhnyk developed an expanded periodization of the war, in-

13 Pychaka I. (3ar. pen.). bija kHMra aHTHTEpOpHCTHYHOI onepaii Ha Cxomi Ykpainu
(2014-2016). Kuis: Hamionansuuii yHiBepcureT 060poHH YKpainu imeHi IBana Yep-
HAXOBCBLKOro, 2017.

14 Tait-Huwxuuk I1. Biiina Ha cxomi Ykpainu: nepma dasa (1 Gepesns — 24 ceprus
2014 p.). Biiina Ha [Jonbaci. 2014-2017 pp.: 30. nayk. npays 3a mamepiaramu Il Bceyk-
paincvkoi Haykosoi ilicbkogo-icmopuyroi kougpepenyii, 19 ksiTHsa 2018 p. Kuis, 2018.
C. 30.
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corporating the full-scale invasion into his analysis. He identified seven
periods: Period | — Occupation and annexation of the AR Crimea (Feb-
ruary 20 — March 24, 2014) — “Front without resistance”; Period II —
Anti-terrorist operation (March 1 (officially — from April 13) — August
24, 2014) — “Home front”; Period III — Russian invasion of Donbas
(August 24, 2014 — February 19, 2015) — “Eastern Front: Donbas bat-
tle”; Period IV — Positional war (February 20, 2015 — September 20,
2016) — “Eastern Front: Minsk trap”; Period V — “Weak” war (Septem-
ber 20, 2016 — May 20, 2019) — “Eastern Front: “Normandy” trenches”;
VI period — Waiting War (May 20, 2019 — February 23, 2022) — “East-
ern Front: Diversions of Peace”; VII period — Total War (February 24,
2022 — ...) — “The Battlefield of Five Fronts”. At the same time, each of
them is sufficiently substantiated and characterized. The scientist details
the author’s opinion that the withdrawal of Ukrainian troops from Cri-
mea was a capitulation and a refusal to defend its statehood in a much
broader way: “The new Ukrainian military-political authorities in the
persons of Acting President and Chairman of the Verkhovna Rada
O. Turchynov, Prime Minister A. Yatseniuk and Acting Minister of
Defense 1. Teniukh from the very beginning of the Russian invasion
ordered the units of the Armed Forces of Ukraine that remained loyal to
Ukraine not to attack the enemy and not to offer armed resistance to the
invader. These figures categorically rejected the proposals and devel-
opments regarding the task of counterattacking the enemy and thus
committed a crime against the people of Ukraine, and their actions
clearly bear the hallmarks of high treason™®.

The co-author of this study, Doctor of Historical Sciences and Head
of the Department of Military History at the Hetman Petro Sa-
haidachny National Academy of Ground Forces, Olesia Kutska, pro-
posed her own periodization of the Anti-Terrorist Operation (ATO),
distinguishing two periods: the maneuver phase (April 13 — September
5, 2014) and the positional phase (September 6, 2014 — April 2018).
Each of these periods was divided into several stages: the first into five
and the second into nine, with their chronological boundaries deter-
mined by the course of military events. At the same time, the author

15 Tait-Huwxnuk I1. TI. Pociiickko-ykpaiHchka BiliHa — BiiiHa 3a xwutra (2014-2022
pp.): mepioamsamis. The Russian-Ukrainian war (2014-2022): historical, political,
cultural-educational, religious, economic, and legal aspects: Scientific monograph.
Riga, Latvia: “Baltija Publishing”, 2022. C. 454.
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noted that the proposed periodization is not exhaustive and may be
revised and refined?®.

A number of researchers also tried to distinguish the periodization
of the Anti-Terrorist Operation (ATO), which lasted from April 13,
2014 to April 30, 2018 and was an important component of the Rus-
sian-Ukrainian war. In particular, Mykhailo Hrebeniuk, Valeriy
Hrytsiuk, and Mykhailo Shchypansky distinguished: the initial period
of Russian armed aggression — the seizure of the Autonomous Repub-
lic of Crimea; the first period of the armed conflict in Eastern Ukraine
(April — September 5, 2014); the second period (September 5, 2014 —
April 30, 2018). The stages are similar in names and chronological
framework to the “White Book of the Anti-Terrorist Operation in East-
ern Ukraine (2014-2016)”, because the same scientists worked here.
However, given the publication of the article in 2020, the Il period of
the armed conflict in mainland Ukraine has been expanded: the 7th
stage is the disengagement of forces and equipment (September 21,
2016 — November 2017); the 8th — improvement of the system of
command and control of troops (forces), completion of the ATO (No-
vember 2017 — April 2018). The separation of each stage is due to the
nature and content of the hostilities, each of which is thoroughly char-
acterized and covered®’. In other scientific investigations, the authors
examined each of the periods in even more detail, illustrating them
with battle maps®®. In general, these works are currently the most sci-
entifically substantiated and detailed regarding the conduct of the
ATO, but they do not contain a general periodization of the course of
the Russian-Ukrainian war. In addition, it is worth noting that the au-
thors did not set such a goal in their research.

16 Kympka O. AnTHTepopucTHYHa onepantis Ha Cxomi Ykpainu (2014-2018 pp.): era-
M Ta iX XapakTepucTuka. JIroouHa i mexHika y 6USHAYHUX OUMBAX C8ImMosux 60€H XX
cm.. 36ipnux oonosioeti Miscnapoonoi naykosoi kongepenyii (JIbBiB, 25-26 depBHS
2019 p.). JIsBiB, 2019. C. 16-18.

17 'pebentok M., I'puirok B., lunancekuit M. IcTropuuna nepioausaitisi aHTUTEPOPH-
cTu4HOI omepaii Ha cxoni Ykpainu (14 xsitas 2014 — 30 xsitus 2018 pp.). Vkpain-
coxutl icmopuunui scypuan. 2020. Bur. 4. C. 176-191.

18 Hrebeniuk M., Hrytsiuk V., Shchypansnky P. The Main Events of the First Period of
Armed Conflict in the East of Ukraine (April — September 2014). Codrul Cosminului.
2018. Vyp. 24 (2). Pp. 377-408.; Hrebeniuk M., Hrytsiuk V., Shchypansnky P. Key
Events of the Second Period of the Armed Conflict in the East of Ukraine (05.09.2014
—30.04.2018). Codrul Cosminului. 2020. Vyp. 26 (2). Pp. 357-378.
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Specialists of the Scientific Research Center of Military History of
the lvan Chernyakhovskyi National Defense University of Ukraine
have prepared information and reference material for secondary educa-
tion institutions. In it, they divided the Russian-Ukrainian war into
three periods and a number of stages, similar to those outlined above.
Each of them is scientifically substantiated, revealed and key events
are highlighted®,

Doctor of Historical Sciences, Professor of the National University
“Ostroh Academy” Volodymyr Trofymovych and his graduate student
Vitalii Benchuk also proposed their own periodization using the exam-
ple of the armed aggression of the Russian Federation in the Donetsk
region. They bring the chronology of events up to 2021 and highlight
its five main stages: the first (February — April 12, 2014) — socio-
political confrontation between supporters of a unitary Ukraine and its
opponents; the second (April 12 — July 2014) — the transition of the
“popular uprising” to the stage of armed conflict; the third (August —
September 5, 2014) — the transition of the hybrid confrontation into a
traditional war with a full-scale invasion of Russian troops into main-
land Ukraine; the fourth (September 5, 2014 — February 12, 2015) —
localization of the armed conflict and streamlining of the power verti-
cal of the “DPR” for the survival and stability of the occupation re-
gime; the fifth (February 2015 — 2021) — the transition of the “hot
phase” of the armed conflict to a regime of varying degrees of intensi-
ty. The change of these stages was influenced not only by military
factors, but also by socio-political®.

In the collective textbook “Essays on the Military-Political History
of Ukraine,” Doctors of Historical Sciences Valerii Hrytsiuk (National
Defense University of Ukraine named after lvan Cherniakhovskyi),
Oleksandr Lysenko (Institute of History of Ukraine, National Academy

19 I'pumrok B., Tamkosa O., Hokotuino O., Cerena C., Ckpsbin, O. (2019). Indopma-
LiHO-TOBIIKOBI MaTepiaiy moao xporouorii moxiit 2014-2019 poxkis, gxi BigOyBam-
cs1 B ABToHOMHIH Pecmy6umini Kpum Ta mij 4ac mpoBeJeHHST aHTUTEPOPUCTHYHOI OTIe-
patii / onepartii O6’eqnanux cui Ha Cxomi Ykpainu. (Pekomenaosano MOH VYkpainu
JUI1 BCiX OCBITHIX 3akmafiB, jguct Ne 22.1/1 0-2236 Big 10.06.2019). URL:
https://zakinppo.org.ua/na-dopomogu-vchitelju/istorija/5417-informacijnodovidkovi-
materiali-schodo-hronologii-podij-2014-2019-rokiv-jaki-vidbuvalisja-v-avtonomnij-
respublici-krim-ta-pid-chas-provedennja-antiteroristichnoi-operacii-operacii-ob-
ednanih-sil-na-shodi-ukraini (nara 3Bepuenss: 01.03.2023).

2 Benuyk B., Tpopumosuu B. Texnonoris riopuanoi siiinu Pocii npotu Ykpainu (Ha
npukiani Jlonewunnn). Biticokoso-naykosuil gichuk. JIpBiB. 2021. Bum. 36. C. 3-26.
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of Sciences of Ukraine), Serhii Seheda (National Defense University of
Ukraine named after Ivan Cherniakhovskyi), and Volodymyr
Trofymovych (National University “Ostroh Academy”) presented their
own perspective on the periodization of the war. They separately ana-
lyzed events on the Crimean Peninsula and in eastern Ukraine. Their
stages and factual content closely resemble the informational and ref-
erence material prepared for secondary education institutions (Informa-
tional and Reference Materials on the Chronology of Events from 2014
to 2019 in the Autonomous Republic of Crimea and during the Anti-
Terrorist Operation/Joint Forces Operation in Eastern Ukraine, 2019).
This similarity is due to the fact that the same researchers worked on
both projects. However, in the textbook, they expanded on the material
by highlighting Russia’s preparations for war against Ukraine?.,

On February 24, 2022, the Russian Federation carried out a full-scale
invasion in several operational directions. This development of events
forces researchers to make some scientific reflection on the Russian-
Ukrainian war, in particular its periodization. This was first done by
Valerii Hrytsiuk, who proposed to distinguish three periods — I (Febru-
ary 20 — April 2014) — the occupation of Crimea; Il (April 14, 2014 —
February 23, 2022) — the conduct of the ATO/JFO; Il (February 24,
2022 — to date) — the full-scale armed aggression of the Russian Federa-
tion against Ukraine??. Thus, Valerii Hrytsiuk, in co-authorship with
Oleksandr Lysenko, characterized each of the periods and stages, which
are similar to those revealed in Valeriyi Hrytsiuk's previous works. The
difference from previous scientific investigations lies in the thorough
characterization of the last period — a full-scale war. Here they distin-
guished 4 phases: the first (February 24 — April 17, 2022) — the strategic
role in it was played by the battle for Kyiv, which broke all the plans of
the occupier — the complete capture of Ukraine. Also at this stage, an
important place was taken by the successful defense of Sumy, Cher-
nihiv, Kharkiv; the second (April 18 — August 28, 2022) — the concentra-
tion of the enemy's main efforts in eastern Ukraine, the second strategic

2 T'pumrok B., JIucenxo O., Cerena C., Tpodumosuu B. Ykpaina B ymoBax 36poitHoi
arpecii Pociiicekoi ®eneparii. Hapucu 6ocnno-nonimuunoi icmopii Yxpainu.: nHas-
yanenuil nocionux. Octpor: HY “Octpo3sbka akamemis”, 2022. C. 499-566.

22 I'pumiox B. IcTopuuna nepioausanis mupokoMacmTabHOl 30poiinoi arpecii Pociii-
cekoi Deneparnii mpotu YKpaiHH. Yipaircbke GilicbKo: cy4acHicmbv ma iCMOpudHa
pempocnexkmuga: 30ipnux mamepianie 11l Mixcnapoonoi naykogo-npakmuunoi KoH-
@epenyii (Kuis, 23 nucronana 2022 p.). Kuis, 2022. C. 45-46.
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defensive operation, which created the conditions for the transition of
the Armed Forces of Ukraine to offensive actions; the third (August 29 —
end of December 2022) — a strategic offensive operation of the Armed
Forces of Ukraine, which made it possible to liberate the Kharkiv region
and the right bank of the Kherson region; the fourth (October 2022 —
March 2023) — deterring the Russian offensive in Eastern Ukraine, a
strategic operation by the Russians to destroy Ukraine's energy system?.
But the most comprehensive description of the period of the full-scale
invasion is given in a letter from Volodymyr Koval, Deputy Chief of the
General Staff of the Armed Forces of Ukraine. In particular, two strate-
gic defensive operations and a strategic offensive operation are high-
lighted, which made it possible to liberate the Kharkiv region, Kherson
and a number of cities in the Eastern operational zone from the occupier.
In general, the chronological boundaries here are brought to the end of
2022, the stages coincide with those identified in the previous work by
Valeriy Hrytsiuk and Oleksandr Lysenko. Their difference lies in the
fact that the letter examines in detail the main events — military and dip-
lomatic in nature, and focuses on key battles with their analysis?*.
Oleksandr Boiko's approach to the periodization of the Russian-
Ukrainian war is also original. In particular, he identifies five stages: the
first stage (February 24 — April 2022); the second — May — August 2022;
the third — September — December 2022; the fourth — January — May
2023; the fifth — from June 2023%.

In another article, Valerii Hrytsiuk, together with Olha Pashkova,
provides a more detailed periodization of the Russo-Ukrainian war by
identifying phases and stages within three main periods. In particular, I
period. “Occupation of the Autonomous Republic of Crimea and the
city of Sevastopol (20.02 — ecarly April 2014)” (Phase 1 (20.02 —
18.03.2014); Phase 2 (from 19.03 — mid-April 2014). Il period.
“Armed conflict in Eastern Ukraine (early April 2014 — 23.02.2022)”
(Phase 1 (early April — September 5, 2014). First stage (April — June

2 I'pumiox B., Jlucenko O. Biiina Pociiicbkoi ®enepanii npotu Ykpainu: BOCHHHA,
MIKHApOIHO-TIPABOBHH, T€OMONITHYHUI Ta eKOHOMIUHHI BUMIpU. Vkpaincexuii icmo-
puunuil xcypran. 2023, Bum. 2 (569). C. 5-33.

24 Posmupenuii KOMeHTap TabNHUII iCTOPUYHOI Tepioau3allii TPETHOro Mepioy pociii-
ChKO-yKpaiHchkoi BiliHH. (2023). [JIuct 3acTynHNKa HadansHIKA ['eHepabHOTO mTady
36poiianx Cun Ykpainn Big 12.01.2023 p. Ne 300/1/C/287]. Kuis. 23 c.

% Boiiko O. IloBHoMacuTabue Bropraenns Pocii B YkpaiHy: nepe6ir ocHOBHUX (a3 BiliHU.
Pociiicoko-yrpaincexa eitina. Enyuxnoneouynuii enocapiii. 2024. Bum. 1. C. 28-64.
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2014). Second stage (July 1 — August 23, 2014). Third stage (August
24 — September 5, 2014); Phase 2 (September 5, 2014 — February 23,
2022). First stage (September 5, 2014 — January 14, 2015). Second
stage (January 15 — February 20, 2015). Third stage (February 21,
2015 — April 30 2018). Fourth stage (April 30, 2018 — February 23,
2022). 111 period. “The Great War” (from 02/24/2022). Phase 1
(02/24/2022 — November 2023). First stage (02/24 - 04/17/2022). Sec-
ond stage (04/18 — 08/28/2022). Third stage (08/29 — mid-December
2022); Phase 2 (December 2022 - December 2023). First stage (De-
cember 2022 —early May 2023). Second stage (May 8 — December
2023)%,

A special source for tracking the chronology of events of the large-
scale invasion of the Russian Federation into Ukraine can be the “Mili-
tary-Historical Description of the Russian-Ukrainian War”, which was
launched by order of the Commander-in-Chief of the Armed Forces of
Ukraine dated March 26, 2022 No. 6820/s. This magazine was pub-
lished monthly, summarizing events at the front from March 2022 to
February 2024, which considered issues of military-political, military-
economic, military-strategic situations, the course of hostilities, de-
scriptions of weapons and equipment and the features of its use on the
battlefield (in the first issues by direction, and by the formation of op-
erational-strategic formations in their areas of responsibility). It did not
have a permanent team of authors; for two years, experts from various
military, scientific, educational institutions and establishments of the
Armed Forces of Ukraine worked on its formation. Despite the fact
that this journal does not contain a division of the course of events of
the Russian-Ukrainian war into stages, it is interesting from the point
of view of calendar periodization?’.

% Tpurpok B., TMamkosa O. IcTopudna mepiom3anis pocifickko-ykpaiHCBKoi BiliHH:
METOJIOJIOTIUHI acleKTH Ta HayKoBi peduiekcii. Boewuo-icmopuunuil sicnux. 2024.
Ne 1. C. 5-15. doi: 10.33099/2707-1383-2024-51-1-5-15

27 BoeHHO-icTOpu4HHMI OMHC pociiichko-yKpaiHchkoi BiltHM. Kuis: MiHicTepcTBo
oboponu Ykpainu, ['eHepanbuuii mrad 30poiiHux cun Ykpainu, LIeHTp mociimkeHHs
BO€EHHOI icTopii 30poiinnx cun Ykpainu, 2022: Jliotuii Gepesenb. 114 c., KBiTeHb.
148 c., tpasenn. 130 c., yepBeHb. 129 c., nuneHs. 166 c., cepnens. 208 c., BepeceHb.
169 c., xoBtenb. 206 c., mucroman. 175 c., rpyaens. 182 c.; 2023: ciuenn. 168 c.,
motuit. 183 c., 6epe3ens. 179 c., kBiTeHb. 166 c., TpaBeHb. 196 c., yepBenb. 203 c.,
munenb. 207 c., cepnenb. 200 c., Bepecens. 201 c., xoBTens. 195 c., nucronaz. 175 c.,
rpynens 182 c., 2024: cigens. 205 c., motuii. 212 c.
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American Nigel Walker, in a research briefing on the topic “The
Conflict in Ukraine: Chronology (Current Conflict, 2022 — Present)”,
highlights the following points of change in the Russian-Ukrainian
war: February 24 — May 2022 (Beginning of Russia’s full-scale inva-
sion of Ukraine, active hostilities and the first reactions of the interna-
tional community); June 2 — August 2022 (continuation of hostilities,
changes in tactics and strategy of both sides, increased international
support for Ukraine); September 3 — November 2022 (Ukrainian coun-
teroffensives, liberation of occupied territories, escalation of the con-
flict and strengthening of sanctions against Russia); December 4, 2022
— February 2023 (winter stagnation, positional battles, humanitarian
crisis and energy challenges for Ukraine); March 5 — May 2023 (re-
sumption of active hostilities, diplomatic efforts for a peaceful settle-
ment, changes in the international coalition supporting Ukraine); June
6 — August 2023 (summer offensive operations, use of modern weap-
ons, increasing losses on both sides); September 7 — December 2023
(protracted fighting, economic consequences for the region, increased
internal political tension in Russia). He separately highlights the events
of 2024 and early 2025, noting that during this period attempts are
being made for peace negotiations, preparations for possible new stag-
es of the conflict are possible, and ways to a lasting peace are being
sought.) Given the options for dividing events into periods already
outlined above, the way of understanding the historical process pro-
posed by N. Walker is also very interesting?®.

When analyzing publications on the periodization of the Russian-
Ukrainian war, one cannot ignore such a powerful tool for information
aggregation as the Internet and, in particular, the Free Multilingual
Online Encyclopedia “Wikipedia” (in particular its English-language
version — “Wikipedia”). So, in the article “Timeline of the Russian
invasion of Ukraine”. This material reflects the following periodiza-
tion: Preparation (until February 23, 2022); Initial invasion (February
24 — April 7, 2022); Southeastern Front (April 8 — August 28, 2022);
2022. Ukrainian counteroffensives (August 29 — November 11, 2022);
Second stalemate (November 12, 2022 — June 7, 2023); 2023. Ukraini-
an counteroffensive (June 8, 2023 — August 31, 2023); 2023. Ukrainian
counteroffensive, continuation (September 1 — November 30, 2023);

28 Walker N. Conflict in Ukraine: Research Briefing. House of Commons, 2025. 103 p.
URL: https://researchbriefings.files.parliament.uk/documents/CBP-9847/CBP-9847.pdf
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Winter campaigns 2023-2024 (December 1, 2023 — March 31, 2024);
Spring-summer campaign 2024 (April 1 — July 31, 2024); Summer-
autumn offensive operations 2024 (August 1 — December 31, 2024);
Winter offensive 2025 (January 1, 2025 — today). The division into
periods presented in the article is interesting in that it reflects the
change of initiative between the parties; the chronology is considered
not only by time, but also by regions in which active hostilities were
conducted, which allows us to see how the priorities and strategic di-
rections of the war changed; indirectly reflects changes in the interna-
tional political situation. Of course, this publication is not a source of
truth, but it has the right to be taken into account as an Internet re-
source, for example, for cross-analysis of events®.

2. The nature of war

The question of the nature of the war is similarly debatable. The
first analytical studies of the Russian-Ukrainian war began to appear in
2014. Over the past ten years, hundreds of historical (military-
historical, historical-political) works have appeared, in which attempts
were made to characterize Russia's war against Ukraine through the
prism of military-strategic, civilizational, national-existential ap-
proaches and post-colonial studies. Synthesizing the characteristics of
the Russian-Ukrainian war constructed and substantiated by Ukrainian
researchers, we will single out several of the most frequently used.

From a military-strategic point of view, the modern Russian-
Ukrainian war has the character of a hybrid war, within which the
armed component began to dominate after February 24, 2022. Back in
2015, studies by political scientist Ye. Mahda®* and sociologist
I. Rushchenko® appeared, which spoke about the hybrid nature of the
Russian-Ukrainian  conflict and emphasized its information-
propaganda, political-diplomatic, socio-psychological, and armed di-
mensions. The theoretical and conceptual foundations of Russia's war
against Ukraine as a hybrid confrontation are presented in the mono-

29 Timeline of the Russian invasion of Ukraine / was last edited on 8 February 2025.
URL.: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Timeline_of_the_Russian_invasion_of_Ukraine.

30 Marpa €. B. l6punnas silina: BuwkutH i nepemortu. Xapkis: Bisar, 2015. 320 c.

31 Pymenxo 1. I1. Pociiicbko-ykpaiHcbka riOpuHa BilfHA: MOTIISAI COILIOJIOTA: MOHOT-
padis. Xapkis: ®OII ITasnenxo O. I'., 2015. 260 c.
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graph edited by V. Horbulin®2. It characterizes hybrid war as a new
conflict and a form of global confrontation, outlines two modes of
existence of hybrid war (physical reality and discursive construct),
points to the conflict of value models of order as the foundation for
hybrid war, and identifies Russian geopolitical strategies as the root
causes of global hybrid war. The authors of the work revealed the fol-
lowing features of Russia's hybrid war against Ukraine: struggle in the
humanitarian and domestic political fields; force, special and diplomat-
ic operations; economic manifestations of hybrid aggression®,

According to Kharkiv researchers V. Bocharnikov, S. Sveshnikov,
and R. Timoshenko, the Russo-Ukrainian conflict exhibits characteris-
tics of a proxy war, as well as a hybrid, network-centric, and privatized
war®. We believe that the statements of the above authors regarding
proxy war are at least questionable. The classical understanding of this
term implies a state when military-political forces, antagonisms be-
tween interests, which are the main cause of the military conflict, do
not directly participate in hostilities. The above researchers had in
mind the USA and Russia; however, the latter has been a direct partic-
ipant in the conflict since the seizure of Crimea. The above-mentioned
scientists admitted this, as if contradicting themselves, noting the fol-
lowing actions of the Russian Federation (RF), which can be classified
as armed aggression: occupation of the Autonomous Republic of Cri-
mea; sending armed groups of regular and irregular forces by Russia to
the territory of Ukraine; support for the hostilities of illegal armed
formations in eastern Ukraine by means of fire destruction by units of
the RF Armed Forces; blocking the passage of Ukrainian ships to ports
on the coast of the Sea of Azov®.

Among the works of historians, the monograph of the Ternopil sci-
entist M. Lazarovych, who participated in the Russian-Ukrainian war
as a fighter of the 14th separate mechanized brigade of the Armed
Forces of Ukraine, should be singled out. The researcher emphasizes
that the main object of the hybrid war (“war of controlled chaos”) is

32 Top6yain B. 1. (pen.). Critoa ribpuana Biiina: ykpaiHChkuit GpoHT: MoHOTpadis.
Kuis: HICJ], 2017. 496 c.

33 Tam camo. C. 251-310.

34 Bouapuikos B. I1., Ceemmnikos C. B., Tumomenko P. I. CHcTeMHi BOCHHO-HOJITHYHI
pucH cy4acHOro KOH(QUIIKTY Ha Teputopii Ykpainu: moHorpadis. Xapkis: XHVYIIC,
2019. C. 183.

%5 Tam camo. C. 175.
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the consciousness of citizens — both of the aggressor country and the
victim country. The weapon of this war is absolutely everything: from
lethal weapons and drones to messages on social networks. Such a war
is a symbiosis of classical, partisan-terrorist, information-psychological
and cyber warfare and to some extent resembles the Bolshevik tactics
of the fight against Ukrainian state formations of 1917-1921, in partic-
ular, inspiring alternative territorial formations within the state that are
not controlled by the legitimate authorities®. It should be noted that
M. Lazarovych's work was also published in English and Russian.

From a military-strategic perspective, O. Lysenko characterizes the
Russian-Ukrainian war as incorporating elements of fourth-, fifth-, and
sixth-generation warfare. This is evidenced, in particular, by the use of
not only conventional weaponry but also high-precision weapons aimed
at targeting governmental, military, economic, and communication
infrastructure, as well as transportation networks and command sys-
tems. The conflict involves air and missile defense systems, continuous
logistical and operational support, centralized command over all forms
of warfare, and extensive information warfare. Additionally, modern
systems for data accumulation, processing, navigation, and control over
all defense and state security sectors play a crucial role. According to O.
Lysenko, certain features of fifth-generation warfare are evident in Rus-
sia’s use of chemical weapons and the Kremlin's constant threats to
deploy tactical and other types of nuclear weapons®'.

At the same time, O. Lysenko sees in the modern Russian-
Ukrainian war manifestations of total war, while still understanding the
debatable nature of this statement. The fact is that in the scientific
community there is no unambiguous definition of total war and discus-
sions continue regarding total wars in the history of mankind. Howev-
er, the researcher identifies the inherent features of total war in
Ukraine: the Russian “special military operation” has turned into a war
against the entire Ukrainian people; total methods of warfare are being

3 Jlaszaposuu M. Pociiicbko-ykpainchka Bittna (2014-2917 poxu). KopoTkuit Hapwuc.
IBano-®pankiscsk: Jlines-HB, 2017. C. 37-38.

37 JIucenko O. €. ®enomeHonoris Biitan Pocii mpotn Ykpainu sk 06’ €KT rymaHniTap-
HUX JIOCTI/DKEHb (3a MaTepianaMu nomoBini Ha 3aciganHi [Ipesunii HAH Vkpainm 25
tpasusa 2022 p.). Bicnux Hayionanenoi akademii nayk Yrpainu. 2022. Bum. 7. C. 90.
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used; a tendency towards total mobilization is being formed; total con-
trol is gradually being introduced?.

The civilizational nature of the Russian-Ukrainian war has been
noted by researchers since the early years of the conflict. This idea was
most explicitly expressed in the work of L. Zalizniak. In his view, for
Ukrainians defending their homeland against Russian aggression, this
is a patriotic war with clear characteristics of a higher-order armed
confrontation, known as a war of civilizations. The latter refers to a
large-scale military conflict — a kind of “war of worlds” — marked by a
stark clash between societies with fundamentally different mentalities,
cultural orientations, historical memories, and traditions®®. The scien-
tist emphasized the historical origins of Russia from the Golden Horde,
but instead emphasized that, unlike Russia, Ukraine has long been an
organic component of European civilization*.

Similar thoughts were expressed by historian O. Sytnyk*'. In 2018,
Ya. Vermenych noted that the war in Donbas provoked by the Russian
Federation has all the signs of a civilizational conflict*. According to
Yu. Ofitsynskyi, Ukraine has become the Eastern European stronghold
for halting Russian aggression against Western civilization®. t is worth
noting that the metaphor of a “stronghold” even made its way into
official international documents. On June 15, 2017, the Chairman of
the Verkhovna Rada, A. Parubiy, and the Speaker of the U.S. House of
Representatives, P. Ryan, signed a memorandum on cooperation be-
tween the parliaments of the two countries. In the memorandum,

38 Jlucenko O. €. deHomeHoJIOTA Bilinu Pocii mpoTn Ykpainu sk 06°€KT ryMaHiTapHUX
JIOCTI/DKeHb (3a Marepianamu JonoBizi Ha 3acimanHi [Ipesnaii HAH Vkpainu 25 Tpas-
us 2022 p.). Bicnux Hayionanvnoi axademii nayk Yxpainu. 2022. Bum. 7. C. 90-91.

% Bamizmax JI. IcTopuuHi BHTOKM Ta WHMBLTI3alliliHi TMepeXyMOBH pPOCIHChKO-
ykpaiacskoi Biltan 2014-2016 pp. Vrpainosnascmso. 2016. Bum. 3 (60). C. 27.

40 Zamizmax JI. IcTopudHi BHTOKM Ta NHMBLTI3alliliHi TMeEpeIyMOBH pPOCiHiChKO-
ykpaincbkoi Biitnn 2014-2016 pp. Vkpainosnascmeo. 2016. Bum. 3 (60). C. 28.

4 Cutauk O. M. Ictopuuni BUTOKM pocilichko-yKpaincbkoi Biiinu 2014-2017 pokis.
Cxionoesponeticokuti icmopuunuil ¢icnux [East European Historical Bulletin]. 2017.
Bum. 2. C. 71-81.

42 Bepmenuu SI. ®enomen norpanuyds: Kpum i Jlonbac B gomi Yxpainu. Kuis: Inctu-
TyT icTopii Ykpainu, 2018. C. 100-101.

4 O¢inuacekmii 10. CyuacHa pocilichko-ykpaiHchka BilfHa (32 MaTepiaiamu TazeTH
«The New York Times» 20132017 pokiB). Yxropox: PIK-VY, 2018. C. 80, 84, 86, 233.
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Ukraine was referred to as the stronghold of Western civilization’s
defense against Russian aggression®.

In 2020, I. Rushchenko's monograph “War of Civilizations: Anat-
omy of the Ukrainian-Russian Conflict” was published®, the concep-
tual components of which the author had previously published in the
form of scientific articles. The researcher consistently rejects the inter-
pretation of the Russian-Ukrainian war as an interstate and interethnic
conflict, admits signs of a colonial and imperialist war. Despite every-
thing, he emphasizes the civilizational dimension of the modern Rus-
sian-Ukrainian war. |. Rushchenko emphasized the theoretical and
ideological component of the problem: the civilizational narrative,
which has been developed in political and sociological thought since
the end of the 19th century, played a powerful motivating role for the
mobilization of imperial forces in Russia. The idea of its own civiliza-
tional space, which opposes the West, has been formed in Russia for
several centuries in a row. Proponents of this approach call their “own”
civilization in different ways: “Russian”, “Eurasian”, “Orthodox”.
According to the sociologist, the most informative and one that reflects
the proto-phenomenon of this specific culture is the term “Muscovite-
Horde civilization”, because it indicates the political and spiritual cen-
ter, and also records the genesis and origin of the main ideas, princi-
ples, archetypes of this socio-cultural formation*. I. Roshchenko ar-
gues that Russia's attack on Ukraine is a war of values and a clash of
civilizations along a line where sociological prerequisites exist. There-
fore, he calls the Russian-Ukrainian war an inter-civilizational war,
where ethnic Ukrainians and ethnic Rus' (as well as representatives of
other ethnic groups) on the civilizational border are waging a just war
for their own freedom and identity with the invasion, which is personi-
fied by both ethnic Rus' and ethnic Ukrainians, and representatives of
dozens of peoples of the East who share the values of the Muscovite-
Horde civilization*.

4 T'masu Tlapnamentie. (2018). Tnasu Ilapnamentis Vkpainu ta CIIA mignucanu
Memopanaym npo cmiBrnpatro y Bammurroni. URL: https://www.rada.gov.ua/news/-
Novyny/146028.html

4 Pymenko 1. Bilina nuBimizauiii: aHatoMis yKpaiHCBKO-pPOCIHCHKOTO KOHQJIKTY.
Kuis: KueBo-Morunsacska akagemist, 2020. 436 c.

46 Pymenxo, 1. IT. Pocilicbko-ykpaincbka BiliHa: MixUMBini3aliiHa CKag0Ba KOHQIIK-
Ty. Bicnux Jlvsiscvrozo ynieepcumemy. Cepis coyionoziuna. 2018. Bum. 12. C. 45-46.
47 Tam camo. C. 48.
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Among modern historians, the civilizational nature of the Russian-
Ukrainian war was emphasized by A. Kyrydon and S. Troian. Unlike I.
Rushchenko, these scientists do not see Europe as one of the actors in
the inter-civilizational conflict, but the local Ukrainian civilization. On
the other hand, they point to Ukraine's movement towards European
civilization. It was Ukraine's unwillingness to fit into the Russian civi-
lizational paradigm of development, its orientation towards pan-
European and Euro-Atlantic democratic values that became the defin-
ing motive of Russia's modern “crusade” against Ukraine in a political,
social, cultural, informational, ideological and armed sense?®.

Another civilizational subjectivity of Ukraine is declared by philol-
ogist and political scientist O. Bagan, who speaks about Central Euro-
pean civilization. The researcher resorted to a broad historical retro-
spection in order to explain the civilizational differences and hostility
between Ukraine and Russia. In his opinion, with the emergence in the
14th century. of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania (hereinafter — the Grand
Duchy of Lithuania), which included Ukrainian lands, a separate Cen-
tral European civilization began to form, which Muscovy interpreted as
a different, hostile world. In the opinion of the political scientist, hav-
ing absorbed Western influences, Central Europe through the Grand
Duchy of Lithuania exerted a certain civilizational pressure on Eastern
Europe®.

As O. Bahan notes, the underlying reasons for Russia’s current war
against Ukraine lie in the geopolitical and civilizational features of the
Ukrainian ethnic space. Throughout almost the entire late Middle Ages
and early modern times, Muscovy nurtured its state-national identity as
a global antithesis to Western civilization. The creation and develop-
ment of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania became a powerful challenge
for Muscovy in the geopolitical context of Eastern Europe. The princi-
pality created a very interesting, original culture and civic identity. Its
cardinal feature was the Central European civilizational basis. This

48 Kupunon A. M., Tposu C. C. Llusinizaniiina sitina 2014-2022 pp.: HaliOHATEHO-
BU3BOJIbHA BiifHa Ykpainu XXI cromitrs (teopermunuii amckypc). The Russian-
Ukrainian war (2014-2022): historical, political, cultural-educational, religious,
economic, and legal aspects: Scientific monograph. Riga, Latvia: “Baltija Publishing”,
2022. C. 526.

49 Baran O. P. TeomoniTnaHo-1MBiNi3amiiini mpuuuau Biftku Pocii B Ykpaini 2014—
2022 pokiB: icropuunmii pakypc. The Russian-Ukrainian war (2014-2022): historical,
political, cultural-educational, religious, economic, and legal aspects: Scientific mon-
ograph. Riga, Latvia: “Baltija Publishing”, 2022. C. 819.
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radically changed the mentality of ancient Ukrainians and Belarusians,
who were then experiencing intensive processes of nation-building.
Therefore, in ethno-mental terms, the Ruthenians of the Grand Duchy
of Lithuania began to differ significantly from the inhabitants of Mus-
covy, although they were united by a common, ancient history (11th-
13th centuries), the Orthodox faith, similar cultural traditions, writing
based on the Cyrillic alphabet, etc.*

At first glance, the perspective of historian O. Palii appears uncon-
ventional, as he rejects the notion of the Russian-Ukrainian conflict as a
clash of civilizations, considering such an interpretation advantageous to
Russia. “In reality, this is by no means a clash of civilizations,” the
scholar states, “because a moral and ethical system of coordinates be-
longing to savages cannot be considered a civilization. A society that has
not yet matured — not only to the Christian commandments "Thou shalt
not kill. Thou shalt not steal,’ but even to basic human instincts — cannot
be called a civilization™. However, in the future, the scientist actively
uses civilizational rhetoric, emphasizing the recognition of Ukraine by
Europeans as part of their, European civilization. O. Udod also deprives
Russia of the status of “civilization”, recognizing, on the one hand, the
existence of a civilizational conflict, on the other — qualifying it as a war
“between Russian barbarians and civilized Ukrainians 2.

As we can see, emphasizing the civilizational (inter-civilizational)
nature of the Russian-Ukrainian war, Ukrainian scholars clearly distin-
guish Ukraine from the Russian/Eurasian, Muscovite-Horde civiliza-
tion (or refuse to recognize it as a civilization at all), but do not deter-
mine Ukraine's unequivocal affiliation with European/Western
civilization, postulating ancient concepts of local civilizations or con-
structing new theoretical generalizations about the Central European
civilizational space. However, in both the first and second cases,
Ukrainian scholars note the centuries-old influence of Western civiliza-
tional substrates, in particular worldview, ideological, and value-based,

50 Tam camo. C. 829.

51 Mauiii O. T'eoiuna 6opotsba Ykpainu mpotu nosHoMacinTabHoi arpecii Pocii. 2022. URL:
https://mon.gov.ua/storage/app/media/zagalna%20serednya/metodichni%20recomen-
dazii/2022/08/31/Inform.materialy-HEROY ICHNA.BOROTBA.UKR.31.08.2022.pdf

52 Vnon O. Sk icropuuna mpomaranga B P® dopmye 06pa3 yKkpaiHIs sk TUBimi3aIii-
Horo Bopora? [IEPEJIOM: Biiina Pocii npomu Yxpainu y uacosux niacmax i npocmo-
pax munyewunu. [ianoeu 3 icmopuxamu. Y 2-x k. Ku. 2 / Bign. pex. B. Cwmonniii;
VYnopsia.: I'. Bopsik, O. SIce. Kuis: [ncturyT ictopii Ykpainu, 2022. C. 1485.
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on the Ukrainian people. On the other hand, realizing a certain cultural
(primarily religious) and socio-mental difference of Ukrainians from
the West, they do not dare to unequivocally classify it as European
civilization.

We emphasize that the civilizational characteristics of the several
hundred-year-old Russian-Ukrainian confrontations in various spheres
of social life have a problematic explanatory basis, after all, as does the
very concept of civilization. As V. Kosmyna emphasized, relying on
the arguments of foreign scientists, civilization is a new, practically
unexplored category. The object of research is difficult to depict, does
not have a “visual body”, is distributed in the spheres of the ideal and
the real, in consciousness, in the objective body of culture. From heter-
ogeneous research, some idea is formed about individual cultures (lo-
cal civilizations), taken in their specificity, and about the peoples -
carriers of these cultures. However, these ideas are largely the result of
intuition and common sense. There is no need to talk about either a
holistic theory or a completed method of comparative research. The
scientific apparatus of the civilizational approach does not have stand-
ardized research and verification procedures. There is a look into the
material and an insightful construction of some schemes and models,
which are substantiated by the author. The absence of a developed
methodology leads to an increase in the role of the researcher's person-
al factor. The free, devoid of the necessary rigor, nature of the con-
structions brings civilizational research closer to artistic creativity. As
a result, the criteria of scientificity are blurred®. The statement is illus-
trated by the civilizational interpretation of history undertaken by A.
Toynbee. Despite utilizing thousands upon thousands of facts to sub-
stantiate the existence of various civilizations, he ultimately failed to
establish a definitive classification. The vast number of facts did not fit
into his frameworks, prompting the scholar to revise his classifications.
As a result, many historians justifiably accused Toynbee of an “illegit-
imate” substitution of historical science with the philosophy of history,
citing numerous examples of factual errors and overgeneralizations®.

Actually, due to the methodological problematic nature of the civi-
lizational approach, logical flaws also arise in the theoretical delinea-

53 Kocmunua B. T. [IpobnemMu MeTomOIOTIT NUBLTI3ALMINHOTO ,aHANI3Y 1CTOPUYHOTO
nporecy. 3amopixoks: 3anopi3pkuil HarioHanbHUK yHIBepcutet, 2011. C. 9-10.
54 Tam camo. C. 43.
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tion of certain historical processes, in particular the Russian-UKkrainian
war. The desire of historians to distinguish Ukraine from Russia in
their narratives is quite understandable and is generally easily achieved
by comparing a large number of mental, cultural tropes of Ukrainian-
ness and the population of the Moscow-Eurasian space. But the ex-
planatory power of Ukraine's belonging to European civilization does
not have such strong positions in view of the fixation of the same kind
of differences between Ukraine and Europe, which, ultimately, pushes
domestic researchers to understand the subjectivity of Ukrainianness
through the prism of local civilizational parameters. The techniques of
“induction” by Ukrainian historians, sociologists and political scien-
tists of Ukraine to European civilization are confidently carried out
through a sharp and obvious separation from Eurasian civilization and
less confidently through emphasizing the historical influences of Euro-
peanism on Ukrainian culture. One gets the impression that the civili-
zational reflections of Ukrainian scholars have a geopolitical basis
rather.

The national-liberation nature of the Russian-Ukrainian war was
actualized by Ukrainian scientists in 2022 in the conditions of full-
scale aggression by Russia against Ukraine. Thus, A. Kyrydon and S.
Troian emphasized that for our state this is the National Liberation
War of the 21st century against Putinism-racism as the newest form of
Nazism. “The modern National Liberation War is a continuation and
(we believe) the completion of the National Liberation Revolution-War
of 1917-1921. The war, which grew out of the revolutionary crucible
of the Great War of 1914-1918 and revealed Ukraine to the world.
“Then Ukraine for some time restrained Russian expansion into the
territory of neighboring states, but it could not stand up to Russian
Bolshevik expansion on its own, did not defend its independence, and
for almost 70 years became part of the Soviet space,”® historians note.
In this context, we should also mention the appearance in public histor-
ical discourse of the concept of the “Third Liberation Struggle”, which
is a logical continuation of the first (1917-1921) and second (1938-
1950s).

5 Kupupon A. M., Tposu C. C. Llupinisauiiina siitna 2014-2022 pp.: HallioHaJIbHO-
BU3BONbHA BifiHa Ykpainm XXI cromitrs (Teopermunmii muckypc). The Russian-
Ukrainian war (2014-2022): historical, political, cultural-educational, religious, eco-
nomic, and legal aspects: Scientific monograph. Riga, Latvia: “Baltija Publishing”, 2022.
C.527.
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However, not all scholars agree with this interpretation. For exam-
ple, P. Hai-Nyzhnyk (2022), emphasizing the civilizational and exis-
tential nature of the war, states that it is not a national liberation war
because Ukraine was not a colony, occupied, or enslaved by Russia,
and therefore there was nothing to be liberated from. Instead, the
Ukrainian people rose in a just patriotic war for their statehood and
their right to live®®.

In our opinion, P. Hai-Nyzhnyk is correct if we view the war be-
tween Russia and Ukraine exclusively from the perspective of military-
historical science. Indeed, prior to 2014, Ukraine was not occupied by
Russian troops, so it would be inappropriate to characterize the war as
a national liberation struggle. However, the basis for using the “nation-
al-liberation” marker lies in recognizing the war, first, as a hybrid con-
flict in which the fight takes place in all spheres of social life — strug-
gling for liberation from the influences of the “Russian world” in
culture, science, education, religious life, and in the consciousness of
the Ukrainian nation, in its mental worldview; and second, as an exis-
tential confrontation, specifically existential for the Ukrainian nation. It
is the consideration of these two aspects that, in our opinion, provided
the grounds for A. Kyrydon and S. Troian to discuss the national-
liberation nature of the war, which became especially evident after the
start of Russia's full-scale invasion of Ukraine on February 24, 2022.
The existential nature of the war was also noted by P. Hai-Nyzhnyk,
who aptly referred to it as a “war for life.” However, he links the exis-
tential essence of the conflict to its civilizational nature. We believe
that the national-liberation character of the war is closely connected to
Ukraine’s struggle for existence as a national-cultural and national-
political entity.

The existential nature of the war became particularly evident for
Ukrainian intellectuals after the start of Russia's full-scale invasion of
Ukraine in late February 2022. The mass killings of civilians in Bucha,
Irpin, Borodianka, and other occupied cities and villages demonstrated
the genocidal nature of the Russian occupation in Ukraine. Thus,
Ukrainian scholars have repeatedly emphasized the Kremlin's goals of
destroying Ukraine as a state and the Ukrainian people/nation as carri-

% Taii-Hwxuux II. TI. Pociiiceko-ykpaiHchka BiifHa — Bilima 3a xutra (2014—
2022 pp.): nepiomm3aris. The Russian-Ukrainian war (2014-2022): historical, politi-
cal, cultural-educational, religious, economic, and legal aspects: Scientific mono-
graph. Riga, Latvia: “Baltija Publishing”, 2022. C. 464.
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ers of a worldview, perception, and collective memory distinct from
the Russian “Russian world.” A. Kyrydon and S. Troian believe that,
for Ukraine and Ukrainians, it became clear after 2014 that, for the
sake of historical perspective, there was no alternative but to fight for
their existential meanings, for their existence, for the right to be
Ukrainians and to have their own independent state. In contrast,
V. Putin views everything Ukrainian from the perspective of great-
power chauvinism as an existential threat within Russia®’. This ap-
proach is postulated by the ideology of Rashism, as pointed out by
V. Hrytsiuk and O. Lysenko. In their opinion, the ideology of Rashism
contains a “mission” to destroy Ukrainian identity as a phenomenon,
because, according to the reasoning of Rashists, Ukraine, Ukrainians,
and Ukrainian culture have an artificial origin and nature, which de-
prives them of “fullness” and, in general, the right to exist. At the same
time, Ukrainian scholars refer to the statements of the ideologists of
Rashism, O. Dugin and T. Sergeitsev®,

The renowned historians V. Smolii and O. Yas also note that the
current war is existential for Ukraine: “This is a war for our state and
national independence, as it must provide an answer to the Hamletian
guestion: to be or not to be? In this sense, it produces an obvious anal-
ogy with the American War of Independence (1775-1783), but, of
course, it significantly differs in socio- and ethno-cultural macrocon-
texts and prerequisites, historical era, and geopolitical space”®®. How-
ever, these scholars use this marker in the context of postulating vi-
sions of postcolonial studies that force us to take into account the
imperialist nature of war.

57 Kupumon A. M., Tposau C. C. Llusinizauiiina Bilina 2014-2022 pp.: HallioHAILHO-
BHU3BOJbHA BiliHa Ykpainu XXI cromitrs (Teopermunuit guckypc). The Russian-
Ukrainian war (2014-2022): historical, political, cultural-educational, religious,
economic, and legal aspects: Scientific monograph. Riga, Latvia: “Baltija Publishing”,
2022. C. 526-527; Kupunon A., Tposu C. Uu moxHa PoCiliChKO-yKpalHCBKY BiifHY
2014-2022 pp. Ha3BaTW BIAKIAJACHO a00 BiATEPMIHOBAHOI BEIUKOIO BIHHOK B
€Bpori, SKa ITOBUHHA OCTATOYHO 3aBEPIIUTH IIEPEXi/ O HOBOI CHCTEMH MIXHAPOJHUX
sinnocun? I1IEPEJIOM: Bitina Pocii npomu Ykpainu y uacosux niacmax i npocmopax
munyswiunu. [ianoeu 3 icmopuxamu. Y 2-x k. Ku. 1 / Bign. pea. B. Cmonmiit; Ymo-
psn.: I'. Bopsik, O. fck. Kuis: IuctutyT ictopii Ykpainu, 2022. C. 182-183.

58 I'pumtok B., Jlucenko O. Biitna Pociifcbkoi ®eneparii npotu Ykpainu: BOeHHHA,
MDKHApOIHO-TIPaBOBHUH, T€OMOTITHIHII Ta eKOHOMIUHHI BUMIpH. Vkpaincekuii icmo-
puunuii acypuan. 2023. Bum. 2 (569). C. 9.

59 Cmoniii B., SIck O. CydacHa pociiichko-yKkpaiHchKa BilfHa y CBITIIi MOCT KOJOHiai3-
My. Bicnux Hayionanvhoi akademii nayx Vepainu. 2022. Bum. 6. C. 13-14.
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The imperialist, and therefore neocolonial, nature of the war is of-
ten noted by political scientists engaged in geopolitical studies. Thus,
M. Riabchuk notes: the key component of this war is the problem of
Russian imperial identity, which largely determines the course of
events. This was the trigger, the deep and in its own way inevitable
cause of this conflict. If we analyze how in the 18th century. the histor-
ical construct of Russian imperial identity was created, we can see that
from the very beginning there was no place for Ukraine in it. Ukraine
had to be either absorbed and assimilated, or destroyed®.

The imperial essence of the Russian Federation as the first and main
reason for the Moscow invasion is singled out by the philologist and
political scientist P. Ivanyshyn. In his opinion, Muscovy/Russia as a
state-empire was formed on the basis of the imperial ideology of state-
building. Muscovy, unlike such empires as the Macedonian, Roman or
British, did not know the national freedom-making idea, and therefore
the initial, national-state form of existence. The national consciousness
of Muscovites, and the absolute majority — both the ruling classes and
the masses, the people — was replaced by imperial conscioushess. At
the heart of this misanthropic collective consciousness and worldview
lies the idea of lack of freedom, enslavement. Moreover, the enslave-
ment of one's own and other peoples for the sake of imaginary great-
power and spiritual greatness, the satisfaction of chauvinistic, sadistic
superiority over the weaker as slaves and economic exploitation by the
ruling elite of one's own and conquered peoples®?.

Ukraine, in the opinion of Yu. Ofitsynskyi, is resisting Russian im-
perialism, which was given the opportunity to revive and “restart”. The
military actions in Ukraine began with a nationwide uprising in Kyiv
against the latent occupation carried out by the hands of government
collaborators and directed from the Kremlin. Maidan became the first
battle in the war against Russian imperialism and its local henchmen,
and it was a victorious one®?.

0 PaGuyk M. “Ykpaima Bimirpae icTOpuuHy ponb y mpoOymkeHHi 3axomy”. 2022.
URL: https://localhistory.org.ua/texts/interviu/ukrayina-vidigraie-istorichnu-rol-u-pro-
budzhenni-zakhodu-sergii-iekelchik-u-rozmovi-z-mikoloiu-riabchukom/

61 Ipanumun I1. B. [Tpuuwny BiitHM 3 MoCKOBi€r0 i BilichKOBO-TIONITHYHI MEPCMEKTH-
Bu Ykpainu. The Russian-Ukrainian war (2014-2022): historical, political, cultural-
educational, religious, economic, and legal aspects: Scientific monograph. Riga, Lat-
via: “Baltija Publishing”, 2022. C. 918.

62 O¢pimmucekuit FO. CyuacHa pocilickko-ykpaiHchka BiifHa (3a Marepianamu TazeT
«The New York Times» 2013-2017 pokis). Yxropoa: PIK-V, 2018. C. 82.
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As A. Kyrydon and S. Troian note, the imperial idea in the histori-
cal dimension has always been and continues to be a propaganda con-
struct and justification for expansionist Russian policy in order to ex-
pand its own sphere of influence and maximally weaken the positions
of the enemy(s). Hence, the Russian-Ukrainian war is motivated, from
the point of view of official Moscow, by the need to fight on the terri-
tory of Ukraine against the USA and its NATO allies. Thus, the Rus-
sian state leadership explains forcing Ukraine to peace as a necessary
step to protect its own regional and global interests. In fact, it is about
satisfying expansionist imperial ambitions for regional and global
dominance®.

The imperial, and thus colonial, nature of Russia's military aggres-
sion against Ukraine has been most clearly understood in contempo-
rary Ukrainian historical science by V. Smolii and O. Yas. Emphasiz-
ing Russia's “neo-imperial expansion,” the researchers argue that the
nature of the current Russian-Ukrainian war lies in the Soviet and old
imperial past, as it is from there that the neo-imperial priorities of
Putin's Russia originate, shaping the essence of its political, economic,
social, and cultural decisions, strategies, actions, and even the justifica-
tion for its current aggression. Thus, the scholars identify three grounds
that allow the current Russian-Ukrainian war to be marked as post-
colonial in nature: 1) the outright denial by Putin's Russia of Ukraine's
right to exist as a state fully reflects the logic of actions and strategies
of old colonial empires towards colonized countries and peoples;
2) modern Russia does not recognize Ukrainian identity and is oriented
towards its total destruction, aiming to replace it with Little Russian,
Novorussian, or other hybrid constructs; 3) the current war is being
projected and conducted by Putin's regime as a revancheist and anti-
globalist effort. Therefore, V. Smolii and O. Yas see the main meaning
of the Russian-Ukrainian war in Russia's attempt to restore the old,
practically colonial dependence of Ukrainians, while at the same time,
through the acute crisis or even destruction of the modern world order,

8 Kupumon A. M., Tposu C. C. Llupinizauiiina siiina 2014-2022 pp.. HaioHaNbHO-
BU3BONbHA BifiHAa Ykpainm XXI cromitrs (Teopermunuii muckypc). The Russian-
Ukrainian war (2014-2022): historical, political, cultural-educational, religious, eco-
nomic, and legal aspects: Scientific monograph. Riga, Latvia: “Baltija Publishing”, 2022.
C. 526.
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attempting to make a new delimitation of the world, at least in the post-
Soviet space®.

Analysis of the modern Russian-Ukrainian war from a geopolitical
perspective leads scholars to make assumptions about the global nature
of the conflict®. However, today there are quite justified objections to
such interpretations. Thus, Yu. Shapoval believes that the thesis about
the “third world war” has a clear mobilization component and is de-
signed exclusively for Russian consumers. The “third world war”,
which is often talked about by the Russian media, in a hybrid (non-
linear) form, can be interpreted as a global confrontation of the econo-
mies and values of the collective West and China, but not as a conven-
tional war of a global scale. Although the Russian-Ukrainian war has
significant risks of reaching a new (continental) level, economic and
security considerations make it unprofitable for the competing parties®.

CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we agree with the opinion of O. Lysenko, who point-
ed out the academic and non-academic way of nominating wars. Quite
often, wars with a significant ideological component are called using
emotionally and politically colored definitions: “national”, “patriotic”,
“liberation” and other epic terms. However, as a rule, definitions de-
void of such layers are established in the world academic discourse and
legal practice. In view of this, the scientist suggests using the names
“Russia’s War against Ukraine”, “Russian-Ukrainian War” in academ-

64 Cmouiit B., SIce O. CyuacHa pociiichko-ykpaiHchKa BiliHa y CBITJI MOCT KOJIOHiami3-
My. Bicnux Hayionanonoi akademii nayx Yrpainu. 2022. Bum. 6. C. 13.

8 denpmruncekuii 10., Ctanuen M. Tpers csitoBa. butsa 3a Yxpainy. Kuis: Ham
®dopmar. 2015. 456 c.; Kupunon A., Tposu C. Un moxHa Pociiicbko-ykpaiHCEKy
BiitHy 2014-2022 pp. Ha3BaTH BiAKJIaACHOIO ab0 BiATEpPMiHOBAHOIO BEIMKOIO BiifHOIO B
€Bporri, sIka TOBHHHA OCTATOYHO 3aBEPIINTH IIEPEXiJ O HOBOI CHCTEMH MIKHAPOHHUX
BigHOCHH? [IEPEJIOM: Biiina Pocii npomu Yxpaiuu y uacosux niacmax i npocmopax
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2022 p.). Bicnux Hayionanvnoi akademii nayx Yrpainu. 2022. Bun. 7. C. 85-98.
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ic discourse (of course, with an indication of the chronological frame-
work, of which the lower limit is certain — 2014, but the upper one
remains unknown)®’. At the same time, the scientist recognizes the
need for further analysis of the nature of the modern Russian-
Ukrainian confrontation and himself is inclined to define it as a nation-
al liberation war, which contains a civilizational direction.

Thus, Ukrainian scholars have published hundreds of scientific
studies on various aspects of the Russian-Ukrainian war. However, it is
important to note the relatively small portion of works on the periodi-
zation of the current Russian-Ukrainian war compared to the hundreds
of studies on other aspects of the issue. This is likely due to the fact
that the current war is not yet a completed historical process, so it is
clearly premature and quite difficult to define its periods or stages, as it
is impossible to predict the further development of the situation. At the
same time, there are already existing scientific contributions from au-
thors such as Oleksandr Boiko, Pavlo Hai-Nyzhnyk, Olesia Kutska,
Mykhailo Hrebeniuk, Mykhailo Shchypansky, Valerii Hrytsiuk,
Oleksandr Lysenko, Serhiy Seheda, Volodymyr Trofymovych, Vitalii
Benchuk, and others, who make attempts not only to separate the peri-
ods but also to characterize them. It should be noted that their works
differ significantly in terms of content and factual basis. Of course, the
issue of periodization of the Russian-Ukrainian war will continue to be
justified by both Ukrainian and foreign scholars, demonstrating their
own approaches to distinguishing the respective periods and stages.
This, we believe, is quite natural and important, given the need for
further studies on these issues.

In many studies, attempts have been made (of varying scale and ef-
fectiveness) to characterize Russia's war against Ukraine through the
lens of military-strategic, civilizational, national-existential approach-
es, and postcolonial studies. The most common characterization of the
conflict is from a military-strategic perspective, which recognizes the
hybrid nature of the war. The civilizational aspect of the Russian-
Ukrainian war has also been emphasized by researchers since the early
years of the conflict. At the same time, there are notable differences in
how the opposing civilizations are marked: the so-called “Rus-

87 JIucernko O. €. ®enomenonoris Biitan Pocii mpotn Ykpainu sk 06’ €KT rymaHniTap-
HUX JIOCTI/DKEHb (3a MaTepianaMu nomoBini Ha 3aciganHi [Ipesunii HAH Vkpainm 25
tpasusa 2022 p.). Bicnux Hayionanenoi akademii nayx Yepainu. 2022. Bum. 7. C. 90.
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sian/Eurasian civilization” is unequivocally categorized as the aggres-
sor, while Ukraine is portrayed in historians' visions either as part of
Europe (the Euro-Atlantic civilizational space), as a local Ukrainian
civilization, or as part of the Central European civilization. Undoubted-
ly, the civilizational characteristics of the centuries-old Russian-
Ukrainian confrontation have a problematic explanatory basis, as does
the very concept of “civilization.” The national-liberation nature of the
Russian-Ukrainian war was brought to the forefront by Ukrainian
scholars in 2022 in the context of Russia's full-scale aggression against
Ukraine. It is closely connected to the characterization of the war as an
existential threat to the existence of the Ukrainian nation (in this case,
researchers cite examples of genocidal plans by the Russian political
elite and the genocidal crimes committed by Russian occupation forc-
es) and Ukraine as a state. The claims made by scholars, particularly
historians, about the imperialist, neocolonial (postcolonial), and global
nature of the war reflect geopolitical views on the “international chess-
board” and simultaneously emphasize the centuries-long continuity of
Russian imperial and colonial policies, as well as its aspiration for
global dominance.

ABSTRACT

The results of a historiographical study of the works of Ukrainian
scholars, primarily historians, are presented, aimed at identifying,
systematizing, and summarizing their views on the periodization and
nature of the current Russian-Ukrainian war. In doing so, key
historiographical facts are taken into account. The research
methodology is based on the principles of historicism, systemicity,
objectivity, as well as methods of historiographical analysis and
synthesis. The scientific novelty lies in the fact that, for the first time in
Ukrainian historical science, the views of Ukrainian scholars —
primarily historians — on the periodization and nature of the current
Russian-Ukrainian war have been analyzed. Thus, Ukrainian scholars
have published hundreds of scientific studies on various aspects of the
Russian-Ukrainian war. However, it is important to note the relatively
small portion of works on the periodization of the current Russian-
Ukrainian war compared to the hundreds of studies on other aspects of
the issue. This is likely due to the fact that the current war is not yet a
completed historical process, so it is clearly premature and quite diffi-
cult to define its periods or stages, as it is impossible to predict the fur-
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ther development of the situation. At the same time, there are already
existing scientific contributions from authors such as Oleksandr Boiko,
Pavlo Hai-Nyzhnyk, Olesia Kutska, Mykhailo Hrebeniuk, Mykhailo
Shchypansky, Valerii Hrytsiuk, Oleksandr Lysenko, Serhiy Seheda,
Volodymyr Trofymovych, Vitalii Benchuk, and others, who make at-
tempts not only to separate the periods but also to characterize them. It
should be noted that their works differ significantly in terms of content
and factual basis. Of course, the issue of periodization of the Russian-
Ukrainian war will continue to be justified by both Ukrainian and for-
eign scholars, demonstrating their own approaches to distinguishing the
respective periods and stages. This, we believe, is quite natural and
important, given the need for further studies on these issues.

In many studies, attempts have been made (of varying scale and ef-
fectiveness) to characterize Russia's war against Ukraine through the
lens of military-strategic, civilizational, national-existential approach-
es, and postcolonial studies. The most common characterization of the
conflict is from a military-strategic perspective, which recognizes the
hybrid nature of the war. The civilizational aspect of the Russian-
Ukrainian war has also been emphasized by researchers since the early
years of the conflict. At the same time, there are notable differences in
how the opposing civilizations are marked: the so-called “Rus-
sian/Eurasian civilization” is unequivocally categorized as the aggres-
sor, while Ukraine is portrayed in historians' visions either as part of
Europe (the Euro-Atlantic civilizational space), as a local Ukrainian
civilization, or as part of the Central European civilization. Undoubted-
ly, the civilizational characteristics of the centuries-old Russian-
Ukrainian confrontation have a problematic explanatory basis, as does
the very concept of “civilization.” The national-liberation nature of the
Russian-Ukrainian war was brought to the forefront by Ukrainian
scholars in 2022 in the context of Russia's full-scale aggression against
Ukraine. It is closely connected to the characterization of the war as an
existential threat to the existence of the Ukrainian nation (in this case,
researchers cite examples of genocidal plans by the Russian political
elite and the genocidal crimes committed by Russian occupation forc-
es) and Ukraine as a state. The claims made by scholars, particularly
historians, about the imperialist, neocolonial (postcolonial), and global
nature of the war reflect geopolitical views on the “international chess-
board” and simultaneously emphasize the centuries-long continuity of
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Russian imperial and colonial policies, as well as its aspiration for
global dominance.

AHOTAIIA

[IpencraBieno pe3yapTaTu icTOpiorpadiyHOTO AOCIiIKEHHS MPallb
YKpaiHCHKMX BUEHHX, HacaMIIepe]l iCTOPHKIB, CIIPSIMOBAHOTO Ha BHUSIB-
JIEHHS, CICTEMAaTH3aIlI0 Ta y3aralbHeHHS IXHIX MOTJIS/IIB Ha TIEPiOIH-
3aIif0 Ta XapakTep Cy4acHOl pocCiiicbKO-yKpaiHChKO1 BiifHH. [lpn 1150-
My OepemMo 110 yBardm OCHOBHI ictopiorpadiuni ¢akrtu. Metomomnoris
JIOCTIDKEHHSI CIUPAETHCS HAa TPUHIUINHA ICTOPU3MY, CHCTEMHOCTI,
00’€KTHBHOCTI, a TaKO)X Ha METOAW icTopiorpadidHoro aHamizy Ta
cuHTe3y. HaykoBa HOBH3HA moisirae y TOMY, IO BIEpIIE B YKPaiHCh-
Kiif iICTOpWYHIN Haylli MPOaHANi30BaHO MOTJISAN YKPaiHChKUX BUCHUX,
MIEPEeIOBCIM ICTOPHKIB, HA MEPIOAM3AIli0 Ta XapaKTep Cy4acHOl poCiii-
ChKO-YKpaiHChbKOI BifHH. YKpaiHCBhKi BUEHi OmyONiKyBaiud COTHI Hay-
KOBUX JIOCTIIKEHb PI3HUX acCHeKTIB POCIHChKO-YKpaiHCHKOI BilfHH.
Bognowac Bi3HaYMMO BiTHOCHO HEBEJIMKY YaCTHHY TIpallb i3 epioan-
3amii cyJacHOi pOoCiiiChKO-yKpaiHCHKOI BIHHU Yy MOPIBHSIHHI 13 OMyOITi-
KOBaHMMH COTHSIMH HAYKOBHX JOCII/DKEHb PI3HUX acleKTiB mpoOie-
MuU. BBakaeMo 1e 0OyMOBIIIOETbCS THM, IO CydacHa BilfHa e HE €
3aBEpLICHUM ICTOPUYHMM IIPOLECOM, TOMYy cdopmyBatu ii mepioaw,
€TaIu, OYeBHJIHO, 3apaHo, Ta ¥ TOBOJI CKIIQJHO, 00 HEMOXIIUBO CIIPO-
THO3YBAaTH MOJNAIBIIMKA PO3BUTOK cHTyamii. BogHouac yxe HasBHI
HaykoBi a0poOku, aBropu skux (Onekcanap boiiko, IlaBmo [aii-
Hwxnuuk, Onecs Kynpka, Muxaitno ['pebentok, Muxaitno [llumancs-
kuii, Banepiit I'puitok, Onekcanap Jlucenko, Cepriii Cerena, Bomo-
mumup Tpodumosnu, Bitamiii beruyk Ta iH.) poOnsTh crnpoOu He
TIIBKM BUOKPEMHUTH Nepioau, ane W oxapakTepusyBaTH ix. Bimznaum-
MO, IO 33 3MICTOBHHM Ta ()aKTOJOTiYHMM HAITOBHEHHSIM BOHH JIOCHTH
CYTTEBO BIIPI3HSAIOTHCSA Mik CO0O0. 3BICHO, 110 TUTAHHS MIEPiOAM3allii
pOCiHCBKO-YKpaiHChKOI BiffHM YKpaiHCBKi Ta 3aKOpAOHHI BUEHI IIe
HEOJIHOPA30BO OyayTh OOIPYHTOBYBATH, ACMOHCTPYHOUM BJACHI Iij-
XOJY 10 BUOKPEMJICHHS BIIIMOBIAHMUX TIEPIOMIB 1 €TaIiB, 1110, BBAXKAE-
MO, € IIJIKOM 3aKOHOMIpHUM Ta BaXKJIMBHM, BPaXOBYIOUH HEOOXiHICTh
MPOIOBXKEHHS 3aralIbHUX CTY[iH 13 HMX MUTaHb.

VY Garatbox IOCTiKEHHSX 3iHCHEHO crpoOu (pi3HOro mMacimrady i
Pe3yIbTaTUBHOCTI) OXapakrepusyBatu BiiiHy Pocii mportu VYkpainu
Kpi3b NPU3MYy BOEHHO-CTPATEriuHUX, LUBLTI3aLiHHUX, HALliOHAIBHO-
EK3UCTCHIIIHHNX MIAXOMIB Ta TOCTKOJOHIANBHUX CTyHid. HaiOimpm
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MOIMIUPEHNM € XapaKTEepPHCTHKa KOH(MIIKTY 3 BOEHHO-CTpATETIdHHX
MO3HLIIH, BIATIOBIIHO 10 SIKUX BU3HAETHCA TIOPUAHUI XapaKTep BifHU.
HumBimizaniiHuii XapakTep poCiiChKO-YKpaiHChKOI BIffHM TaKOX IIiIK-
PECITIOBABCS TOCIITHUKAMH 3 TIEPIINX POKIB PO3TOPTaHHS I[LOTO KOH-
¢nikty. BomHOYac MOMITHUMHM € BiIMIHHOCTI y MapKyBaHHI IPOTHOO-
pUMX UUBLTI3ALif: O arpecopiB OJHO3HAYHO 3apaxOBYIOTH T.3B.
«pOCiHchKy/€Bpa3ifichKy MUBLTI3aAMi0», YKpaiHa X Y Bi3ifX ICTOPHKIB
OKPECITIOETHCS a00 K CKIIamoBa €BPOINH (EBPOAHTIAHTHYHOTO ITHBLITI-
3alifHOTO MPOCTOpPY), ado K JIOKallbHAa YKpaiHChbKa IUBiNIi3aLis, abo
SK 4aCTHHA CepelHbOEBPOIIeHCHKOT nuBiNizalii. besymoBHO, nuBimiza-
[ilHI XapaKTepPUCTUKN 0araTOBiKOBOTO POCIHCHKO-YKPATHCHKOTO IPO-
TUCTOSIHHSI MalOTh MPOOJIEMHY eKCIUIaHAIiHY OCHOBY, 3pPEIITOIO SIK 1
camMe TOHATTA «UWBLTI3aUis». HamioHanbHO-BU3BONBHUI XapakTep
POCIHCHKO-YKpaiHChKOI BifHM aKTyaTi30BaHO YKpPaiHCBKUMH HayKOB-
usmu y 2022 p. B yMoBax nmoBHoMacmTadbHoi arpecii Pocii mpotu Yk-
paiau. BiH TicCHO MMOB’s3aHUI 3 XapaKTEePUCTUKOIO BiHH SIK €K3UCTEH-
ifHO1 3arpo3uW ICHYBaHHIO YKpaiHCBHKOi Hamii (y IhOMY BHITAIKy
JIOCITITHUKY HABOJATH MPUKJIA] TEHOIMIHUX TUTaHIB POCIACHKOT BIaj-
HOi BEpXiBKM 1 TEHOIMIHHUX 3JI0YMHIB POCIHCHKHX OKyMHalidHUX
BIHCBHK) Ta YKpaiHU sK AepxkaBHu. TBepIKEHHS yUEHHX, 30KpeMa iCTo-
PUKIB, TIPO iMIepiaNiCTHIHUN, HEOKOJIOHIaTbHHNA (TOCTKOJIOHIATHHHIIN)
Ta CBITOBWH XapakTep BIfHU BiOOpaKalOTh T€OMONITHYHI TOTIISAN HA
«MDKHApOJHY MIaXiBHHIIO» W BOJHOYAC AKIICHTYIOTh Ha 0araToBiKO-
Bilf TATJIOCTI POCIHCHKOI IMIIEpCHKO1, KOJOHIAIBHOI MONITHKH, i1 mpar-
HEHHS JI0 TI00aNBEHOTO JIOMIHYBaHHSI.
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