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SPLIT BETWEEN RUSSIA AND UKRAINE: A CARDINAL CHANGE
IN MODERNIZATION PROCESS OF POST-SOVIET AREA?!

Russia was the first country to start power race with Europeans in 18th centu-
ry. Three hundred years later, one must admit that the modernization process
there is not over, remains quite chaotic and has led to mixed results. Would
there be specific roadblocks in the modernization process of the empire and its
successors?

Actually, the driving forces of this process in Russia have been very different
from what they have been in Europe: a very specific geographical context has
enabled the existence of an isolated pole of power, which took the initiative
of modernization on a fundamentally reactive mode, in order to answer to the
challenge posed by its European neighbors. Meanwhile, civil society had no in-
centive for change; its passivity was seen by rulers as an obstacle to overcome.
The result of this somewhat laborious process is irreversible but incomplete
modernization; instrumental goals have been reached, but serious problems
remain in social, political and economic spheres, so that its completion remains
a key political issue in post-Soviet States, as well as the question of the legacy
of «reform led from the top».

In spite of visible revival of some Soviet patterns in public life, several phe-
nomena actually hinder the rebirth of full-scale conservative authoritarian re-
gime. Emergence of civil society and oligarchs in Russia and Ukraine will not
allow the State to monopolize public stage; totalitarian climax can probably
happen only once; and organization of post-soviet space between revolutionary
Ukraine and conservative Russia creates an unprecedented competitive situa-
tion. Rearrangement of relations between the State and its challengers in this
context will most likely be fully original.

Key words: Russia, Ukraine, Modernization.

Some 500 years ago, a race for power started amongst Western European
countries, which led eventually to replacement of old agrarian society inher-
ited from Neolithic era with a fully new type of society.

Favorable conditions — dynamic pre-democratic institutions and a context
of frantic competition between countries comparable in terms of power [1] —
resulted in an unprecedented social change — «from traditional, agrarian,
village-centered, patriarchal, holistic [society] to modern, industrial or ’post-
industrial’, urban, democratic, individualistic» [2] one.

! Crarra OyJia migroToBeHa I MiKHAPOAHOI HayKoBOI KoH(MepeHIlii «ComianbHi Ta mosiTuuni
Tpanchopmariii y Ilerrpansuiit Ta Cxiguiit €spormi (1917-2017 pp.): YMHHUKHU, JOCATHEHHS, IIPO-
onemu» (28—29 uepBua 2017 pory, OHY imeni I. I. MeunukoBa, Oneca, Ykpaina).

© Chamontin L., 2017 9



ISSN 2304-1439. Bichuk OHY im.1.1. Meunukosa. Coyionoziainorimuuni nayxu.2017.7.22. Bun.1 (27).

This transition — that we will call «modernization» hereafter, following in
this Prof. A. G. Vishnevsky — could not be without consequences for the rest
of the World, which experienced first and foremost consequences of economic
and military dynamism it enabled.

When it comes to Muscovy and its successor state, the Russian Empire,
reaction to this challenge started at the beginning of 18" century, using a
characteristic Russian pattern — the «reform led from the top».

With totalitarian experience, 20" century was a climactic moment in this
respect, which enabled indeed to reach a no return point in the modernization
process. Yet it led notoriously to quite a mixed result, either in terms of eco-
nomic, social, demographical or political conditions.

This somewhat unfinished modernization inevitably sets the problem of its
completion. Will the «reform led from the top» remain the driving force of
modernization in the coming decades? Will ups and downs of the State set up
the pace of public life, as they used to do during 20 century?

The deep-rooted pattern of «reform led from the top»

It is important, before entering the discussion of these questions, to insist
on the necessity to put both Russia and Ukraine into its scope. Whereas the
current Russian-Ukrainian crisis may be seen as Kiev’s attempt to get out of
Moscow sphere of influence and reject any concept of Russian world, it does
not mean in any way that Ukraine can ignore the problems set by Russian
style modernization.

Indeed the legacy of some 300 years of russification in all spheres of life
could not be wiped away in only 25 years of independent rule [3]. Actually,
one might even say that the painful divorce in progress is an unambiguous
sign of how much these two countries share the same problems. In short, the
legacy of the «reform led from the top» cannot be ignored either on the Rus-
sian or the Ukrainian side.

The persistence of «reform led from the top» pattern cannot be separated
from very specific geographical and strategic conditions that have been influ-
encing the course of Russian history until today [3].

Actually exceptional dimensions of the territory where expansion of em-
pire took place do play a part in social inertia that has been a headache for
rulers of all times.

Indeed the whole of Russian history takes place in a context where popu-
lation density is very low: level of 30 inhabitants per square kilometer is
reached in France on 13" century, and in Western Russia only today, let alone
Siberia and Far East.

This cannot be without consequences for social dynamics, as it hampers
development of horizontal links and market economy, as well as connections
with Europe.

For the same reason, interaction between people and the State has always
been quite loose, which actually did not enable to establish a constructive re-
lationship between them. Two well-known patterns of Russian history are here
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to illustrate this fact: the first is the famous Potemkin village; the second is
the escape into the wild, allowing to evade constraints set by a notoriously
heavy-handed State — this escape being made possible precisely by the size
of territory.

In addition to this context, one must have in mind the lack of roots of rural
private property linked with abundance of land, the authoritarian traditions
inherited from Mongol rule, and the thorough effort of the rulers to eradicate
any kind of urban self-government — from conquest of Novgorod to abolition
of Magdeburg rights in Kiev in 1835 [4].

All this together enables to understand the development of a State that
does not tolerate any kind of limitation de jure and takes all possible profit
from its position of isolated continental power. Accordingly, the main fea-
tures of modernization in this area are the key role of the imperial ruler, sub-
mitted to pressure of modernizing Europe and mainly concerned with increase
of military power, the absence of checks and balances, and reluctant social
forces, in connection with absence of visible incentives.

Doubtlessly this authoritarian modernization in a confined space left deep
traces in ideas and attitudes in respect to Europe: it must indeed be seen as
the very cause of long lasting predominance of conservatism and Russian mes-
sianism in politics [5; 6].

Modernization mixed results

The Bolsheviks had actually no choice but to cope with this legacy and re-
vert to old style «reform led from the top». Yet they did it their way; indeed
under imperial rule, the confined space was not perfectly closed and was lim-
ited in practice by possibility to travel abroad, by international commitments
of the government and by its concern with reputation [4]; all of these mitigat-
ing factors disappeared after 1917, enabling an unprecedented speeding up of
modernization — under totalitarian conditions.

It does not mean in any way that Lenin and his comrades could ignore the
local context: indeed «in Russia of 1920s, the only change strategy that could
reach success was one which would allow to combine a really revolutionary
’instrumental’ modernization with safeguarding of many fundamental insti-
tutions and values» [2].

In other words, modernization was limited from the very beginning by
its initial conditions; it actually «enabled the USSR to adopt (...) many in-
strumental achievements of Western societies (modern technologies, external
forms of life, sciences, instruction, etc.), but could not create relevant social
mechanisms for their self-development (market economy, modern social struc-
ture, modern civil society institutions, political democracy, etc.)» [2].

Today successor States of the USSR have to deal with a World power race
more intense than ever, where new competitors such as China and India have
emerged. They also have to cope with the mixed legacy of this conservative
modernization and the structural problems it did not enable to solve, in par-
ticular dependence on export of raw materials, dependence on foreign tech-
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nologies, decay of infrastructures, corruption, social and political stagnation.
It means that modernization, although having already reached a no-return
point, is not over.

When it comes to its next steps, the current revival of Russian military
power, combined with authoritarianism, could make one believe in a comeback
of the «reform led from the top». Yet the conditions that have given this
mechanism its exceptional permanence have started to change significantly.

Completion of modernization in 215 century conditions: a complex
game

As discussed above, the «reform led from the top» results from the com-
bination of uncontrolled State monopolizing initiative, passive society and
confined space of continental dimensions.

Obviously the confined space cannot disappear in one day, let alone the
legacy it left in mindsets: let us consider an individual living somewhere in
lower Volga valley, speaking only Russian, having not enough money to travel
outside former USSR and getting information exclusively through Russian
State TV; this individual, who is far from being the only one of his kind, can
hardly have an accurate perception of far-abroad World.

Yet the tightness of confinement has started to decay, as indeed freedom
of travel does exist and mass transportation has dramatically increased mobil-
ity of populations; on top of this, in spite of considerable access restrictions
in Russia, the Internet also plays its part in linking its inhabitants with the
rest of mankind.

Moreover, as a consequence of freedom of travel, emigration and brain
drain are today a massive fact in both Russia and Ukraine [7; 8]. Whereas
emigrants can have a positive impact on the economy thanks to transfer of
currencies to homeland, their departure deprives it of talents needed for its
necessary modernization. In particular, unless energetic policies are put in
place to limit the brain drain and attract the talents, opening the confined
space could well have a negative impact on growth and economic diversifica-
tion that are yet urgently needed.

This massive emigration illustrates unambiguously individuals’ ability to
vote with their feet, hence showing that societies are today far from being
passive when facing Globalization. The incomplete modernization of former
USSR was actually complete enough to give people expectations in respect to
welfare and standards of life. This is also the very cause of turmoil that can
happen when rulers do not pay enough attention to these expectations, as dra-
matically shown by Ukrainian political crisis of 2014.

Whereas its autonomy and energy are more visible in Ukraine than in
Russia, it does not mean that civil society is passive in the latter case: it
just operates in conditions where the internal balance of power is more
favorable to the State than in Ukraine. The echo met by Alexey Navalny’s
initiatives is sufficient in itself to remind that the State monopoly on public
life is over.
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Moreover the latent power of civil society in Russia is undoubtedly one of
the factors, which led to over-reaction of Moscow during the Ukrainian crisis.
The overthrow of Viktor Yanukovich entered in direct conflict with national-
istic storytelling designed by the Kremlin to divert people from social criti-
cism [9]. For muscovite elites with uncertain social and functional legitimacy,
the annexation of Crimea and the destabilization of Donbass enable to hide
the explosive social potential the Ukrainian revolution may have at home [10].

The State cannot ignore the social expectations mentioned above, yet it is
not actually best placed to fulfill them, due to historical legacy. Indeed the
well-anchored pattern of «reform led from the top», combined with deep-
rooted authoritarian habits and absence of checks and balances led to a highly
dysfunctional type of State, invaded by corruption and hardly able to provide
«healthcare, education, infrastructure management, law and order» [11] to
the population, let alone conditions that would enable to take full profit of
entrepreneurs’ creativity.

Besides, as anywhere else, the State is challenged and its position is weak-
ened by the development of horizontal links, inside the population as well as
with the outside World. It means in particular that full-scale destruction of
these horizontal links is no more possible and that, if authoritarianism can
make a comeback, totalitarianism cannot. Moreover, in spite of lurches of
Russian foreign policy, Moscow cannot fully disconnect from Globalization.

In other words, in both Russia and Ukraine, the State is today challenged
by emergence of civil society and oligarchs, and it is in a quite difficult posi-
tion to answer this challenge. The situation is made more complex again with
the recent split between Russia and Ukraine: there are now two competing
powers in what used to be earlier the confined space placed under the rule of
Russian empire, and, as noted above, any shift of modernization process in
one country has and inevitably will have an echo in the other one.

Conclusion

The comeback of Russian power orchestrated in 2014 aimed at fulfilling
latent expectations of almighty power that centuries of «reform led from the
top» have deeply rooted in mentalities. Yet, when having a look behind the
scenes, the possible role of the State in 215 century is far from being obvious;
actually, it is easier to say what will not happen than what will in regard to
its contribution to reforms that are still urgently needed.

State-led instrumental modernization has been achieved in 20% century,
with a huge economic and human cost. The half-modernized societies it pro-
duced have pressing expectations for more welfare and higher standards of
life, whereas they have to cope with highly dysfunctional State, which can
hardly be seen as the driving force of next steps of modernization.

The Ukrainian revolution of 2014 highlighted the importance civil society
has taken in social and political games; it has also made them more complex,
as the split between Moscow and Kiev has resulted in a political competition
between these two poles of power.
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In short, the multiplication of autonomous players makes for sure the

modernization process more complex than what it used to be; in particular,
how the State and civil society could cooperate in the future remains largely a
pending question — especially if one thinks about the disrepute the State has
to face, in connection with its dysfunctional character and its poor ability to
have a fair discussion with social forces. The only certain point is that the era

of
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«reform led from the top» is over.
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PACKOJI MEJK/IY POCCHUEI  YKPAUHOM: KAPTUHAJLHOE
W3MEHEHHUE B ITIPOIIECCE MOJAEPHU3AIINH IIOCTCOBETCKOTO
IIPOCTPAHCTBA?

Pesrome

W3 mepsxaB, BCTYNUBINNX B COPEBHOBaHUE C eBPOIEHiICKUMHU CcTpaHaMu, Poccus craja
epBOi, y:Ke B HavaJie BOCEMHAJIIIATOr0 BeKa. Tpucra JeT CIyCTsA MOJAePHU3alUs II0
obIBIIIEll Poccuiickoil mMIIepuu ABJIAETCS HEe3aBEPIIEHHOH U M0 KpaliHeil Mepe XaoTuue-
ckoii. EcTh i TyT B mpoliecce MOAEPHUBAIINU CIEMU(PUUECKIe TPEeIATCTBUA?

daxTUUeCKN ABMIKYIIME CUJILI HAHHOTO Ipoliecca B Poccum 3HAUYUTEIBHO OTJIMUA-
JUCh OT TeX, KOTOpble BCcTpeuaauch B EBpome: cuiabHasa cnenmudura reorpauuecKoro
KOHTEKCTa CO3Jajla YCJIOBUA AJS CYIIECTBOBAHUS M30JMPOBAHHOU NEpP)KaBbI, KOTOPAd
IIPpUHANA THUIIUATHUBY MOJAECPHHN3AIMN B CYIIECTBEHHO PEAaKTHUBHOM pPeXHMe, tIT06])I oT-
BeYaTh Ha YI'PO3y, IIPEACTABIEHHYIO €€ eBPOIEeHCKUMU COCENAMU.

Mexny TeM rpaskmaHCKOe OOIIIECTBO HE MMEJIO TOJTYKOB K M3MEHEHUIO; €r0 IaCCUB-
HOCTH PYKOBOAUTEJU CUUTAJIU IPEIATCTBUEM, KOTOPOEe TPeOOBaIOCh IIPEO0JIEeTh.

PesyabTaToM 9TOr0 B HEKOTOPOM CTEHEHU TSKEJOTO IIpollecca siBJIseTcsa He o0paTu-
Masd, a He3aBepIIEHHAs MoAepHuU3anua. MHCTpyMeHTaJNbHBIE €€ IeJU AOCTUTHYTHI, HO
cepbE3HbIe MPOOJIEMBI OCTAIOTCA B COIMAJIBHON, IMOJUTUYECKON M 9KOHOMUUECKOI 00-
JacTAX, TAK YTO OCTAIOTCSA KJIUEBBIMU ITOJUTUYECKUMH BOIIPOCAMHU B IIOCTCOBETCKOM
IIPOCTPAHCTBE KaK €€ 3aBepIlleHUe, TaK U HACJIEJCTBO «YIPABICHUA CBEPXY».

HecmoTps Ha BUAMMOE BOCCTAHOBJIEHIE HEKOTOPBIX COBETCKUX 00pa30B B OOIIECTBEH-
HOI JKU3HU, HEeKOTOPbIe SBJIEHUS (PaKTUUYECKU MEIIAi0T BO3POKAEHUIO ITOJHOMACIITAO-
HOT'O KOHCEPBATUBHOT'O aBTOPUTAPHOTO CTPOS.

BosHuKkHOBEHUE IpakJaHCKOro O0IecTBa U OJUTapxoB Kak B Poccuu, Tak u B YKpa-
WHE He JAacT TOCyAapCTBY MOHOIIOJU3UPOBATH OOIIECTBEHHYIO apeHy; ToTaJuTapHas
KYJbMUHAIIUSA HABEPHO MOJKET IMIPOMCXOAUTH TOJHKO OJHOKPATHO; U B pe3yJbTaTe pac-
TOJIOXKEHUS TTOCTCOBETCKOTO ITPOCTPAHCTBA, MEXKIY PEBOJIOIIMOHHON YKpPawmHON M KOH-
cepBaTuBHOU Poccueil, BosHUKaeT OecIiperieieHTHOe COpeBHOBATeJbHOEe moJioyKeHue. 1o
BCE BUAMMOCTH, IEPECTPONKA OTHOIIEHUIN MEXKIY TOCYyJapCTBOM U €TI0 CONePHUKAMU
OyZeT BIIOJIHE OPUTHUHAJIBHOII.

Karouessie caoBa: Poccus, YKpanHa, MOJepHU3AIIUA.
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IlTamonTen JI.
ImxeHep Ta ecceict
Bya. Aupi Hiopana, 32, 92500 Proens Manbmeson, @panirisa

PO3KO0JI MIK POCICIO I YEPATHOIO: KAPTUHAJIBHA 3MIHA
B IIPOIIECI MOJEPHI3AIIIT IIOCTPAISIHCHKOT'O ITPOCTOPY ?

Pesrome

3 mep:kas, III0 BCTYIUWJU B 3MarauHs 3 €BpoIelicbKuUMU KpaiHamu, Pocisa crania mep-
1010, B)KE HA MOYATKY BiciMHAAIATOTO cTOdiTTA. TpmCTa POKiB mMOTOMY MOAEpHisaIid
rosmmabol Hocificbkol imnepii € HesaBepiieHor i nmpuHaiiMui xaoTuunoo. Yu € TyT B
mporeci MmoaepHisarii cenmudiuni meperrkogu?

@DaxTuyHO pyHIiliHi cuau 1boro npomnecy B Pocii 3HauHo BifpisHaAmuUCcA Bif TUX, AKi
gycrpiuanuca B €Bpomni: cuibHa cuerudika reorpadivHOro KOHTEKCTY CTBOPHMJIA YMOBU
InA iCHyBaHHA iB0JIbOBAHOI AEp:KaBUW, sIKA NPUNHAJNA iHII[IaTMBY MomepHisarii B my:xe
PEaKTHUBHOMY De)XuMi, 1100 BifmoBimaTu Ha 3arposy, HIPeACTaBJeHY ii €BpOmelChKUMU
cycimamm.

Tum wacom rpoMajgAaHCHbKe CYCIIIJIBCTBO He MaJiO IIOIIITOBXIiB M0 3MiHM; MOTO IIacuB-
HiCTb KE€PiBHUKU BBaKaJIU IEPEIKOI0I0, AKY 0yJI0 MOTPi6GHO IMOJ0IaTH.

PesyabraTom 1bOTO B AeAKiil Mipi BasKKOIro mpoiiecy € He o00pOTHA, a HesaBepIlleHa
MopepHisatia. [HcTpymenTanbHi i1 il gocAruyTi, ajse cepitosHi mpobieMu 3aJUIIAIOTh-
cA B COIiaJIbHINM, TMONITHUYHIN Ta €eKOHOMIUHIN cdepax, TaK IO 3aJUIIAIOTHCA KJIIOYO-
BUMU IOJITUYHUMU MUTAHHAMU B MOCTPANAHCHKOMY IIPOCTOPi AK il 3aBepIIIeHHs, TaK i
CIAZIOK «YIIPaBJIiHHA 3BEPXY».

HesBarkaroun Ha BUAUME BiJHOBJIEHHSA AEAKUX PAAAHCBKUX 00pas3iB B CYCHiIBHOMY
JKUTTI, OeaKi aBuina (pakTUYHO 3aBAKAIOTh BiAPOIKEHHIO ITOBHOMACIITA0OHOTO KOHCEP-
BaATUBHOTO aBTOPUTAPHOTO JAAy.

BuHuKkHeHHA I'POMagAHCHKOTO CycIiJIbcTBa i osirapxiB sk B Pocii, Tak i B Ykpaini
He JacTh JAEep:KaBi MOHOMOJIIByBaTM TPOMAJCHKY apeHy; TOTaJliTapHa KyJbMiHAaIlia Ha-
TeBHO MOJKe BimOyBaTucA TiJIbKU OJHOPA30BO; i B pe3yJIbTaTi pO3TAIyBaHHSA MOCTPAIAH-
CBKOT'0 IIPOCTOPY, MiK PeBOJIIOIIHOI0 YKpaiHoI0 Ta KOHcepBaTUBHOIO Pocieio, BUHUKae
OesmperiefieHTHe 3MarajbHe cTaHoBuine. HameBHo mmepeby/0Ba BiTHOCUH MiK IepsKaBOIO
Ta ii cynepHUKamMu Oyze IiJTKOM OPHUTiHAJIBHOIO.

Karouosi caoBa: Pocia, Ykpaina, momepHisaris.
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IITamonTen JI.

Hnocenep u acceucm

Oxonuua ITorumexnuveckyro wrony (Ppanyus, 1987, MSc) u HayuonarvHyo uwko-
JY cmamucmuKku U IKoHoMuYeckozo ynpasaenus (Ppanyus, 1989, MSc).

On makdce noayuun Ounaom Hayuonanvrozo Hurcumyma 60CMOYHbLLX A3bLKOE U
yusunusayuu (Ppanyus) no kumaiickum a3viky u yusuaudauyuu (2001) u oxkoHuun
Jemuiorn wrony Yuusepcumema I{unxya (Kumail) no cmpamezuu O6u3Heca u meHeo-
awemenumy 6 Kumae (1999 ).

Poduswuiica 6 1964 2. u zosopawuil no-pyccku, Jlopan Illamonmen pabomaem me-
Hedxcepom 6 mexncOynapoonoit komnanuu. On nposén 3 z00a Ha eocmoke YKpauHwl, C
2008 no 2011, 20e 8o3znasnrun omdes HeNpPepvL8HO2Z0 YLYLULCHUSL HA MeMALLYPLULEeCKOM
npednpusmuu.
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®panyus, ¢ npeducaosuem Hsabens @axona (Isabelle Facon ), Ha panyy3ckom a3vike,
2014.
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