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Abstract
Th e paper analyzes the transformation of identity politics of Kharkiv local authorities aft er the 
Euromaidan, or Revolution of Dignity, the annexation of Crimea, and the War in Donbass. Being 
the second largest city in Ukraine and becoming the frontline city in 2014, Kharkiv is an inter-
esting case for research on how former pro-Russian local elites treat new policies of the central 
government in Kyiv, on whether earlier they tried to mobilize their electorate or to provoke polit-
ical opponents with using soviet symbols, soviet memory, and copying Russian initiatives in the 
sphere of identity. 
To answer the research question of this article, an analysis of Kharkiv city and oblast programs 
and strategies and of communal media were made. Decommunisation, as one of the most impor-
tant identity projects of Ukrainian central authorities aft er 2014, was analyzed through publica-
tions in Kharkiv’s city-owned media as well as reports from other scholars. Some conclusions are 
made from the analysis of these documents: Kharkiv development strategy until 2020, Complex 
program of cultural development in Kharkiv in 2011–2016 (and the same for 2017–2021), Th e 
regional program of military and patriotic training and participation of people in measures of de-
fense work in 2015–2017, Program of supporting civil society in 2016–2020 in Kharkiv region and 
the city mayor’s orders about the celebration of Victory Day (9 May), the Day of the National Flag 
(23 August), the Day of the City (23 August) and Independence Day (24 August) in 2010–2015.

Keywords: Kharkiv, identity, Ukraine

Introduction
Th e war in Eastern Ukraine confi rmed popular theories of two Ukraines and underlined 
identity-related approaches to defi ne the origins of the confl ict. Both Ukrainian and west-
ern scientists, publicists, and journalists wrote about Eastern Ukraine as a pro-Russian, 
Russian-speaking and soviet-nostalgic territory (Zhurzhenko, 2014, p. 249), where the 
revolt against central power was the only issue of the time. Th e identity of the individ-
ual in the post-soviet reality is infl uenced by many actors and it can be easily changed 
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throughout time depending on the circumstances this individual could face. As Ronald 
G. Suny (1999, 144) wrote, “national identities are formed in actual historical time and 
space, in evolving economies, polities, and cultures, as a  continuous search for solidi-
ty in a constantly shift ing world”. Th e Euromaidan, the annexation of Crimea, and the 
War in Donbass have “provoked fundamental shift s in collective identities, especially in 
the east, and are likely to have an impact on the political conceptualization of Ukraine’s 
national identity” (Zhurzhenko 2014, 251). In this article, I will try to show how Kharkiv 
local authorities, which rule now the frontline city and very close to the Russian border 
and Donbass, reacted to the change in Ukraine and the whole post-soviet space and what 
impact that can have on the future of the region. Kharkiv is an interesting example of how 
regional elites in Eastern and Southern Ukraine lost their identity markers in political 
struggle with Kyiv. 

Th e tasks of the research are:
1. To analyze how the regional programs of Kharkiv city authorities, which had aims 

to impact the identity of city dwellers (national and local), changed in 2013–2017. 
2. To analyze how decommunisation, which was held in Ukraine aft er decommuni-

sation laws were issued by the Ukrainian Parliament in 2015, was provided by the 
local elites in Kharkiv.

3. To analyze aspects of memory politics of Kharkiv city authorities connected with 
local and national holidays in 2013–2017.

Methodology
Th e fi rst of three methods used for this research was document analysis. Some programs 
of the Kharkiv City Council as well as programs of the Oblast Council were analyzed. Th e 
biggest attention was paid to the documents concerning the humanist sphere, national 
memory, and the national and local holidays sphere. Instructions, programs, and regula-
tions, connected with Kharkiv’s city budget, were considered for a better understanding 
of how the aims from these documents can impact residents of the city. 

In the case of decommunisation, discourse analysis (second method) of city-owned 
mass media (the newspaper and the TV-program “Kharkovskie Izvestiya”) for additional 
research was provided by the author. In this article, results of that research are also pre-
sented because they show the local authorities’ treatment of central government’s projects. 
Th e research has shown how Kharkiv’s mass media, controlled by the regional elites, re-
fl ected national problems for their viewers and readers.

Th e third method, quantitative analysis, was made for “5 Kharkiv City mayor’s orders”. 
Results were compiled in a table, allowing for identifi cation of trends in the character of 
the events planned by the city mayor to celebrate national or local holidays. 

Remarks on Kharkiv city authorities
Kharkiv is the second largest city in Ukraine and it is one of the most important cities in 
the eastern region of the country. It has a strong tradition and a myth of being the fi rst 
Ukrainian capital because it played an important role in 1919–1934, when the Ukrainian 
Socialistic Soviet Republic existed. Being a border city lying only 30 km from the Rus-
sian-Ukrainian border, Kharkiv also has a strong connection with Russia,. In 2014 some 
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attempts were made to proclaim “Kharkiv People Republic”, but “effi  cient countermeas-
ures by the Ukrainian institutions of force quickly calmed the situation in the region” 
(Piechał 2015). 

Kharkiv local authorities, especially city mayor Hennadiy Kernes,  are oft en consid-
ered to be pro-Russsian or pro-Soviet, mainly because they were strongly connected with 
the Party of Regions and former Ukrainian president Viktor Yanukovych and because of 
their stand during the Euromaidan. On the regional leader’s meeting in Kharkiv on 22 
February, 2014, as some journalists assumed (Butusov 2017), autonomy of South and East 
Ukraine could be proclaimed, but organizers of that meeting rejected that idea (Malovery-
an 2014). Many people connected the position of Kernes with the future of the Kharkiv 
region, but he agreed that Kharkiv must be in Ukraine (KhCC 2014). Like some other 
representatives of Ukrainian elites, in 1990s Kernes was jailed for fraud, but that hasn’t 
prevented him from being the most popular mayor in Ukraine (IRI 2017, p. 127). Unlike 
the current mayor of Kharkiv, the president, prime minister, and parliament don’t have 
a high approval rates among Kharkivites (IRI 2017, p 161, 163). 

Th e most important identity project in post-Euromaidan Ukraine was decommunisa-
tion, which had to be realised by the regional authorities aft er approval by Parliament and 
signing by the President (Marples 2016). Th e author of these decommunisation laws was 
the Ukrainian Institute of National Memory. Local authorities, according to these laws, 
had to rename streets and remove communist monuments from city streets and squares. 
It’s interesting to investigate how municipal administration in such cities as Kharkiv had 
to realise the project they disputed and how local identity policies met with central gov-
ernment’s identity politics. Local authorities also have a huge impact on identity policies 
because they oft en have their own media and control city and oblast cultural and edu-
cational programs. In this article, I will to show how Kharkiv local authorities treated 
decommunisation laws, what identity markers there were in the new regional programs, 
and what program of state and local holidays they off ered to Kharkivites.

Identity policies in Ukraine were analyzed by Tatyana Zhurzhenko ( 2014). Language 
politics in Kharkiv were analyzed in Magrite Sovic’s (2007) research. Th e identity of 
Kharkiv military academy colonels was researched by Michael Westrate (2016). Oleksiy 
Musiezdov (2007) analyzed Kharkiv’s city identity and the treatment of the city and city 
space by local citizens. Maryna Takhtaulova (2017)  analyzed some aspects of decommu-
nisation in Kharkiv. 

Decommunisation
Kharkiv city authorities accepted decommunisation and confi rmed its realization, but 
mayor Hennadiy Kernes and vice mayor Ihor Terekhov oft en called this process oppor-
tunistic and specifi ed more important things to do in Kharkiv (KhCC 2015a). Kharkivites 
didn’t support decommunisation (Kharkovskiye Izvestiya 2016a), so on one hand local au-
thorities agreed with the majority of city dwellers and on the other hand they could create 
public opinion by controlling most infl uential local media (such as city-owned newspaper 
and the TV program “Kharkovskiye Izvestiya”). Communal media are rarely popular in 
Ukrainian cities, but popular in Kharkiv (IMI 2016) and this is one of paradoxes of this 
city. In these media, pro-Ukrainian activists couldn’t share their point of view and were 
oft en manipulated (Kharkovskiye Izvestiya 2016b). “Karkovskiye Izvestiya” used a lot of 
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misrepresentation, used markers of Russian propaganda and told incomplete and unclear 
information about decommunisation and the laws of decommunisation (Detektor Media 
2016). 

In spite of that, 221 toponyms changed their names by the decision of the city council 
and by the instruction of the city mayor (KhCC 2015b). By the decision of the Oblast Ad-
ministration, 52 toponyms, 7 administrative areas, and 6 subway stations also changed 
their names (KhOSA 2016a). Analyzing these toponym renamings, Maryna Takhatau-
lova (2017) said that “city authorities inclined to preserve existing names, and where it 
was impossible to avoid renaming, gave preference to neutral names, whether in oblast 
administration staked on national-patriotic discourse, adding to the city toponymic space 
names of heroes of ATO (anti-terrorist operation in Eastern Ukraine), the Heavenly Hun-
dred, fi ghters for Ukrainian independence in 20th century, symbolic names and that, as far 
as possible, harmonized toponymical city space.” 

According to the decommunisation laws, communist-era monuments had to be re-
moved from public spaces. Some monuments, such as the spectacular Lenin at the Svo-
body Square, were destroyed by city activists (Husain 2014). Some soviet monuments, 
bas-reliefs, and mosaics remained in Kharkiv as they’re oft en inseparable parts of archi-
tectural ensembles. Th is happened because of the attempts of some artists, art critics, 
and activists to protect the best pieces of soviet art from being destroyed and because 
of the lack of enthusiasm from city authorities to provide decommunisation (Tacconi 
2016). Other city activists tried to direct the attention of city dwellers on uncompleted 
(in their opinion) decommunisation in Kharkiv and by organizing press-conferences, but 
these were not popular among Kharkivites (Shulga 2017). Th ere were no major protests 
against realization of decommunisation laws neither in city council’s nor in oblast admin-
istration’s version. Kharkivites, as like most Ukrainians, have many problems because of 
the war and the economic crisis, so decommunisation isn’t very important for them. As 
Zhurzhenko wrote, “formally complying with the offi  cial political line, the regional polit-
ical elites, particularly in Eastern Ukraine, oft en refuse to accept the offi  cial interpretation 
of history, and frequently sabotage orders coming from Kyiv” (Zhurzhenko 2011, 597), 
but in 2015 orders coming from Kyiv were not sabotaged by local authorities. Th at doesn’t 
mean that former practices of non-acceptance of central authorities initiatives will not 
return in future. 

Kharkiv 2020 strategy – identity markers
“Th e Kharkiv development strategy until 2020” was issued by the Kharkiv City Council 
on 21 December, 2016 (KhCC 2016a). Th ere were several meetings devoted to this strate-
gy and many scientists took part in creating it. Kharkiv mayor Kernes said that, in 2030, 
Kharkiv has to enter the top 100 world cities list (KhCC 2012). 

In the “Kharkiv development strategy until 2020”, the authors, writing about its history, 
say nothing about the development of Ukrainian culture in the 1920s, and name only two 
artists – Lyudmila Gurchenko (soviet actress) and Klaudia Shulzhenko (soviet singer). 
Both of them were more Russian than Ukrainian, as they made their careers in Moscow 
and are buried there. Speaking about Kharkiv’s past, authors haven’t named any Ukrain-
ian writers, artists, or directors whose lives were connected with Kharkiv. Th e authors 
did not mention anyone from the “executed renaissance”, which happened in 1920s in 
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Kharkiv. But everywhere in this development strategy, Kharkiv is presented as a Ukraini-
an city and it’s compared with other Ukrainian and European cities, but no Russian cities. 
Authors of the development strategy say that Kharkiv will be a creative city of European 
standard, and that Kharkiv will be a smart city, an IT centre, and a  touristic centre of 
Eastern Europe.

Regarding to the development strategy, the “mission of the city is to be a point of inno-
vative and creative growth of national economy, with comfortable accommodation for an 
educated and healthy population” (KhCC 2016a, 30). Th e vision of the city, in the authors’ 
opinion, is for a “big, European green city with unique architecture, with comfortable and 
safe accommodation for an educated population, which works in innovative and creative 
sectors of the economy” (KhCC 2016a, 30). 

Despite the fact that Kharkiv is predominantly a Russian-speaking city, the develop-
ment strategy was written only in Ukrainian. Th e authors say nothing about how Ukrain-
ian this city is and nothing about Kharkiv’s Ukrainian culture in the past, present, and fu-
ture. Th is document shows that Kharkiv as city in Ukraine can be a modernizing agent (as 
it was in 1919–1934 when it played role of the capital of Ukraine) and projects of cultural 
and economical innovations can born here with the usage of the city’s intellectual and 
industrial potential. Th e authors of the development strategy could pay more attention on 
national culture in the future and, to present Kharkiv’s identity, mention other artists and 
not only soviet artists.

City and oblast programs

Cultural programs for 2011–2016 and 2017–2021  
Th e main aim of the „Complex program of cultural development in Kharkiv from 2011–
2016”, issued by the Kharkiv city council on 29 December, 2010 (KhCC 2010), was “to 
develop patriotism in Ukraine and Kharkiv among Kharkivites, to organize their rest 
during holidays, and to support talented people.” Th e main aim of cultural development 
in Kharkiv in 2014, according to the “Program of economic and social development of 
Kharkiv in 2014”, issued on 22 January, 2014 (Reyestr 2014) is for “preserving nation-
al cultural heritage” and “development of traditional Ukrainian culture, supporting and 
developing traditional cultures of nations and ethnic groups in Kharkiv, supporting of 
a cultural infrastructure, supporting talented persons, the creation of facilities for con-
current national culture in internal and external levels, and cultural contacts with other 
Ukrainian cities and foreign countries1”. In 2014, Kharkiv city authorities spent 264 mil-
lion Ukrainian Hryvnia (UAH) on culture (KhCC 2014b); in 2015 – 138,9 million UAH 
(Reyestr2015); in 2016 -255 million (Reyestr 2016a); and in 2017 – 373,8 million UAH 
(Reyestr 2016b). In these years, the most of the spending went to Gorky Park and the Zoo, 
huge public relations projects of the city mayor.

Th e “Complex program of cultural development in Kharkiv in 2011–2016”(KhCC 
2010) and the similar program for 2017–2021 (Reyestr 2016c) are almost identical. Th e 
Euromaidan and the war in Eastern Ukraine did not have a huge eff ect on the programs. 
Th e main aims of the programs for 2011–2016 and 2017–2021 is “to preserve and to in-

1 The same aims were described in 2015, 2016, and 2017.
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crease Kharkiv’s position as a cultural centre of Slobozhanshchyna (or Sloboda Ukraine, 
the region where Kharkiv is situated and which exceeds the borders of Kharkiv oblast) 
(Zhurzhenko 2010, 191) and Ukraine, and to become a real European cultural centre.” 
Authors of the programs agree and underline that Kharkiv in future has to be a Ukraini-
an city and one of cultural centers of the country. 

Th e fi rst target of the programs in 2011–2016 and in 2017–2021 is for “the cultivation 
among Kharkivites; patriotic sentiments to their native country and to Kharkiv, the organ-
ization of rest during holidays, supporting talented people by the organization of diff erent 
cultural projects, and festivals.” Th ere are also some diff erences between these programs 
– in 2010 (when the program for 2011–2016 was approved), writing about the Mechanism 
of realization of the program, authors say that the second mechanism of realization of the 
program is “organization and providing of military parades”, but there is no such thing 
in 2017–2021 program. In 2017–2021 program there is no term “Great Patriotic War” but 
instead  “Second World War”. Th ere is also the “development of material and technical ba-
sis of communal institutions and renovation of Kharkiv Zoo” in the 2017–2021 program. 
In the Program for 2011–2016, we can fi nd the mechanism for “lowering the crime rate 
and incidents of disorderly conducts”. In the mechanism that is in both the 2011–2016 and 
2017–2021 versions, the “training of tolerance to people of diff erent nations.” In 2011–2016, 
the term “internationalism” is used. In “expected results” of the 2011–2016 program, the 
authors say that they expect to train among Kharkivites the “necessity to communicate 
the sense of humanity and friendly treatment of each other”, and also to lower the crimi-
nal rate. However, in the 2016 version, there are no such paragraphs.

Th e fi rst measure for 2017–2021 program realization is “guaranteeing of cultural institu-
tions functioning", but for program 2011–2016 – “refreshing and development of Kharkiv 
cultural heritage”. For 2017–2021 program this measure is the second, but all paragraphs 
were copied from previous program despite providing of UEFA Euro Champioships 2012 
and supporting Gorky Park. In the 2017–2021 program there are no words about Russian 
aggression, the Euromaidan, the “Heaven Hundred”, and closest of the Donbass region 
to Kharkiv oblast is not the problem for realization of the cultural program regarding to 
the opinion of authors. As it was shown, the Euromaidan and the war in Ukraine have 
not had a huge aff ect on the city’s cultural programs. Kharkiv city authorities continue 
the realization of large projects, such as Gorky Park and Zoo, that made them popular, 
but they don’t have aim to realize in Kharkiv the detailed cultural programs and develop 
other cultural institutions in the city. 

Oblast programs
On the 15 January, 2015, “Th e regional program of military and patriotic training and par-
ticipation of people in measures of defense work in 2015–2017” was issued by the Kharkiv 
Oblast Council (KhOC 2015). Earlier, in 2004–2005, the “Program of pre-conscription 
training, military and patriotic training of youth and conscription of the Ukrainian cit-
izens to the troop duty in Kharkiv oblast in 2004–2005” existed (KhOC 2003). Both pro-
grams common aims, but in 2015 there is also the aim “to train youth regarding to the 
patriotic, historical and military traditions of Ukrainian Nation”. Th e program of 2015 is 
more militaristic, broader and more detailed than the program of 2004.  Th is program 



74

Polish Political Science Review. Polski Przegląd Politologiczny 6(1)/2018

probably changed in such way because of Russian aggression and the confl ict in Eastern 
Ukraine. Th ose kinds of programs refl ect a trend of militarization in Ukrainian society 
and its authors even use such words as “propaganda” and “propagandize”. Th e 2004 pro-
gram was devoted to pre-conscription and the preparation of its youth, but in 2015 it was 
about the military and patriotic trainings for all people. 

 Th e 2015 Program says that “at the present point of time of development of Ukrainian 
society the issue of creating  modern, combat-ready, professionally trained armed forces 
of Ukraine becomes the most important”. One of the goals of the program is “forming 
among youth high patriotic awareness, national dignity, preparation to completing of civ-
ic, and a constitutional duty to defense of Ukrainian national interests”. Among the tasks 
of the program there are “thorough, eff ective actions for propaganda and advertising of 
positive perception of military service”. With its pro-Ukrainian character, this program 
uses such terms as “Great Patriotic War”, despite the recommendations of Ukrainian In-
stitute of National Memory. Among measures of the 2015 Program there are organization 
of military and patriotic training in educational establishments, which include organiza-
tion of events devoted to the “Great Patriotic War”, excursions to war memorials, naming 
schools aft er the heroes of Ukraine and USSR, and graduates who died for Ukrainian in-
dependence, organization of events devoted to the memory of those who died in military 
operations in ATO in Eastern Ukraine, organization of three-day assemblies in school, 
and more (all these events are gathered in group 1 – “Creating of methodology for mili-
tary training” and group 2 – ”Organization of military training in educational establish-
ments”). Th e third group of events is “military, psychological and medical preparation of 
youth for military service”. Th e fourth group is “popularization of the military service in 
the society and creating a positive image of Ukrainian Army in the media”. 

Th e fi rst event here is “to organize media coverage of events, aimed at military and pa-
triotic training of the youth and forming among them real spiritual values, a national con-
sciousness. Creating by the Kharkiv oblast public television and radio cycle of programs, 
aimed to thorough supporting and development of Ukrainian identity, explanation (!) of 
historical truth, forming the patriotic sentiment and sense of belonging to the national 
society, accepting its norms and values”. In other groups there are events such as “meet-
ing with veterans, military games, boxing tournaments, meetings of pupils and students 
youth with Ukrainian servicemen with aim of propaganda of military service”. Th e total 
cost of the program for 2015–2017 is 1,492,000 UAH. 

As we can see, such program, if it will be implemented, will militarize society in the 
Kharkiv oblast, and it says nothing about future demilitarization of Ukraine and if it will 
be essential. It speaks a lot about Ukrainian national identity, Ukrainian values, and his-
torical truth. With its character and some markers, it can be treated as an authoritarian 
program, or a program with soviet form and Ukrainian content. Th is program is more 
comprehensive than city programs, it has more identity markers and aims. However, re-
garding its modest fi nancing, the main aims of the program cannot be achieved. Th is 
program also said nothing about the sociological portrait of Kharkiv’s city and oblast 
dwellers, the border-related character of their identity, and how these people treat the 
Ukrainian army and Ukraine now. Th e program also says nothing about the 2014 events 
in Kharkiv, when the People’s Republic tried to be proclaimed as well as participation 
of Kharkiv military structures (such as Oplot) in the destabilizing situation in Ukraine 
(Kuzio 2015, 112). Th e programs created by Kharkiv public television for explanation of 
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the historical truth (as a measure of Program 2015–2017) can be misunderstood by the 
oblast dwellers who have a strong connection with the soviet history of Ukraine and who 
are proud of Kharkiv’s soviet past and its role played in the Soviet Union (Musiezdov 2009, 
23). 

Another program that can aff ect identity is the “Program of supporting  civil society 
in 2016–2020”, issued by the Kharkiv Oblast Council on 14 April, 2016 (KhOC 2016). 
especially paragraph 6 in its activities with the name “Creating favorable conditions for 
spiritual unity on the grounds of national traditions of the Ukrainian People”. Th is activ-
ity has 5 sub-activities, among which there are fi nancing of fi lm-making and making TV 
programs about community progress in spiritual unity, and the organization of camps 
and meetings devoted to the same issues. Th ese activities will receive fi nancing at the rate 
of 5,925,000 UAH. Th e seventh activity of this program is “the support of NGO initiatives 
in providing holidays for increasing the national tolerance level” (1,700,000 UAH). Th e 
eighth activity is to “Create favorable conditions for nationalities and their NGOs func-
tioning”, among which there is the support of festivals, organizing forums and conferenc-
es, and supporting book publishing in national minorities’ languages” (3,950,000 UAH). 

It’s hard to say how the 6th paragraph of this program will be realized, but the fact of the 
presence in the oblast programs the mentioning of national minorities and their NGOs 
can have a wholesome eff ect on the national composure in the region. 

National and city holidays
Th e fi ft h thing to be analyzed in this article is the diff erence in the celebrations of some 
holidays in Kharkiv from 2014–2017, especially Victory Day (9th of May), the Day of the 
City (23d of August), the Day of the National Flag (23d of August) and Independence Day 
(24th of August). Victory Day is one of the most important holidays in soviet history and 
soviet canon. Attitude to Victory Day and Second World War is one of the identity mark-
ers in post-soviet space.

In 2013 and 2014 Kharkiv celebrated the 68th and 69th anniversaries of Victory in the 
Great Patriotic War of 1941–1945. Starting in 2015, aft er the events of the Euromaidan and 
the continuation of the war in Ukraine, the name of the celebration changed to “Victory 
over Nazism in Europe” (in 2015) and “Victory over Nazism in the Second World War” 
(2016, 2017). (Reyestr 2013a, Reyestr2014b, 2015b, 2016d, 2017a). As we can see, because of 
Euromaidan and war in Ukraine, the naming of holidays celebrated in city changed aft er 
2014–2015. 

 In these years the ways of celebrating changed. In 2013, there was a military parade at 
the main city square in Kharkiv (Svobody Square), in 2014–2017 there was no such pa-
rades. In 2013 there was a concert of pop-music at 10pm with a fi rework show following. 
In 2014, Kharkiv city dwellers had only an orchestra concerts with fi reworks. From 2015- 
2017 there were no pop music concerts and fi reworks. Kharkiv city authorities agreed 
with the humanity policies of central Ukrainian authorities and accepted a way of Victory 
Day celebration. Th e same thing happened to the “Day of Kharkiv” (the Day of Liberation 
from German Fascist Aggressors, 23 August). “Th is day is very important holiday for 
Kharkivites. In the absence of a national consensus on the interpretation of the Second 
World War in Ukrainian history, this day represents the “second birth” of the city, a cen-
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tral event in Kharkiv’s modern history, and is thus used by local politicians as a consoli-
dating symbol” (Zhurzhenko 2011, 608). 

In 2013, Kharkiv сity dwellers celebrated the Day of Liberation from German Fascist 
aggressors (Reyestr 2013b) and could watch fi reworks. In 2014, they celebrated the Day of 
Liberation from Fascists Aggressors without fi reworks (Reyestr 2014c). In 2015, Kharkiv 
celebrated the Day of Liberation from Nazi Aggressors (Reyestr 2015c), and this repeated 
in 2016 (Reyestr 2016c) and 2017 (Reyestr 2017b). Aft er 2014 there were no fi reworks in 
Kharkiv because they were forbidden by the decision of city council because of the ATO 
in Donbass (KhCC 2014c). In 2013, 2014, 2015 and 2016 there was the placement of fl owers 
to the Marshal Zhukov monument, but in 2017 there was such paragraph with the address 
of the monument but without name of Zhukov (Reyestr 2017b). 

Th e number of events planned for these days by the City Council have not changed 
much. In 2013 – 68 events; 2014 – 58 events; 2015 – 59 events; 2016 – 64 events; 2017 – 57 
events. On the 23 August Ukraine also has the Day of the National Flag and Independence 
Day on the 24th. Because of closeness of these holidays, the city mayor’s orders instructions 
included events connected with all these holidays. 

In Table 1 events from the Kharkiv city mayor’s orders about the celebrations are clas-
sifi ed by character.

Table 1. Number of events, planned by the City Authorities by the Instruction about celebrating Day of 
the City, Independence Day, Day of the National Flag.

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Local 48 71 % 31 53 % 27 46 % 29 45 % 26 45 %

National 9 13 % 10 17 % 12 20 % 13 20 % 11 19 %

Sport 4 6 % 11 19 % 11 19 % 8 13 % 10 18 %

Other 6 9% 6 11 % 8 14 % 14 22 % 11 19 %

religious 1 1 % 0 1 1 % 0 0

Total 68 58 59 64 58

Source: author’s compilation based on Reyestr 2013b, Reyestr 2014c, Reyestr 2015c, Reyestr 2016c, Reye-
str 2017b.

Using this table, we can notice the tendency of a decreasing number of event connected 
with the city and increasing number of events connected with national holidays. Many 
events can be regarded as both local (city) and national, and all of these events were taken 
from the city mayor’s orders. For composing the table only events from city mayor’s orders 
were taken, but each year there are also events organized by the Kharkiv Oblast Admin-
istration, other state institutions, and NGOs. Th ere are also content diff erences between 
all these instructions. 

Conclusions
Kharkiv city and oblast authorities aft er the Euromaidan have changed their approach to 
identity politics. Because of the war they almost did not contest the decisions of central 
authorities and did not use those decisions for mobilization of their electorate now (like it 



77

Polish Political Science Review. Polski Przegląd Politologiczny 6(1)/2018

was earlier). As we see, all important power state institutions in the Kharkiv region tried 
to realize their policies aimed to support or change some kind of identity. Both oblast and 
city institutions’ programs have mentions of patriotism, national and region traditions, 
and Ukrainian history. Oblast programs, such as the “Program of patriotic training” is 
more detailed than others and they have more Ukrainian military markers. However, 
compared with other documents it has less fi nancing. Oblast programs don’t include such 
projects as Gorky Park and Zoo, and they emphasize on the functioning of cultural in-
stitutions, and with it have some irrational concepts about “spiritual unity”, where funds 
are spent but the eff ect can’t be verifi ed. Texts of Kharkiv’s city programs weren’t changed 
signifi cantly, but there are some trends of an increasing number of events devoted to na-
tional history and the substitution of soviet markers with Ukrainian or European ones. 

References
Butusov Y. (2017). 22 fevralya 2014 proval putinskogo plana raskola Ukrainy [online]. 

Available at: <https://censor.net.ua/resonance/429377/22_fevralya_2014go_proval_
putinskogo_plana_raskola_ukrainy_kolomoyiskiyi_sorval_sezd_ukrainskogo_fron-
ta> [Accessed 31 August 2017].

Detektor Media (2016). “Kharkovskiye Izvestiya” vdruhe zvynuvatyly u peredrutsi sepa-
ratystskykh I prorosiyskykh materialiv [online]. Detektor Media. Available at <http://
detector.media/infospace/article/115278/2016–05–19-kharkovskie-izvestiya-vdru-
ge-zvinuvatili-u-peredrutsi-separatistskikh-ta-prorosiiskikh-materialiv/> [Accessed 31 
August 2017].

 Eynhorn A.L. (1935). ‘Proekt socialistychnoyi rekonstrukciyi m. Kharkova’.„Budivnyc-
tvo”. No. 4. p. 21.

Husain M. (2014). Statue of Lenin pulled down in Ukraine’s Kharkiv [online]. Available 
at <http://www.bbc.com/news/video_and_audio/headlines/29405392/statue-of-lenin-
pulled-down-in-ukraine-s-kharkiv> [Accessed 31 August 2017].

IMI (2016). Doslidzhennya media-sytuaciyi na skhodi i pivdniUkrayiny: Kharkivskaoblast 
[online]. Th e Institute of Mass Information. Available at <http://imi.org.ua/articles/dos-
lidjennya-media-situatsiji-na-shodi-i-pivdni-ukrajini-harkivska-oblast/>

IRI (2017). Th ird Annual Ukrainian Municipal Survey, 20 January – 12 February 2017 [on-
line]. International Republican Institute. Available at <http://www.iri.org/sites/default/
fi les/ukraine_nationwide_municipal_survey_fi nal.pdf> [Accessed 31 August 2017].

Kernes (2017). Hennadiy Kernes, mer Kharkova[online]. Available at <https://www.you-
tube.com/watch?v=CMTKwl6v59k> [Accessed 31 August 2017].

KharkovskiyeIzvestiya (2016a). Novyidizayn v oblikegoroda [online]. KharkovskiyeIzves-
tiya. Available at <http://izvestia.kharkov.ua/on-line/gorod/1204727.html> [Accessed 31 
August 2017].

KharkovskiyeIzvestiya (2016b). V Kharkovekhotyatpereimenovatesche 60 ulits, 5 – stanciy 
metro i 4 rayona. Meriyaprotiv [online]. KharkovskiyeIzvestiya. Available at < http://
izvestia.kharkov.ua/tv-proekty/hi/2132/1213017.html> [Accessed 31 August 2017].

 KhCC (2010). Pro zatverdzennya “Kompleksnoyimiskoyiprohramyrozvytkukultury v mis-
tiKharkovina 2011–2016 roky”[online]. Kharkiv City Council. Available at <http://www.
city.kharkov.ua/uk/document/pro-zatverdzhennya-kompleksnoyi-miskoyi-progra-
mi-rozvitku-kulturi-v-misti-harkovi-42615.html> [Accessed 31 August 2017].



78

Polish Political Science Review. Polski Przegląd Politologiczny 6(1)/2018

KhCC (2012). HennadiyKernes: Kharkivupenenolidyruyezaobsyahamyinvestytsiysered 
mist Ukrayiny [online]. Kharkiv City Council. Available at <http://www.city.kharkov.
ua/uk/publication/gennadiy-kernes-harkiv-upevneno-lidiruye-za-obsyagami-investit-
siy-sered-mist-ukrayini-15688.html> [Accessed 31 August 2017].

KhCC (2014a). ZvernennyaHennadiyaKernesa do kharkivyan [online]. Kharkiv City 
Council. Available at <http://www.city.kharkov.ua/en/news/zvernennya-gennadi-
ya-kernesa-do-kharkivyan-24995.html> [Accessed 31 August 2017].

KhCC (2014b). Pro vykonannyabiudzhetumistaKharkovaza 2014 rik [online]. Kharkiv 
City Council. Available at <http://www.city.kharkov.ua/uk/document/pro-vikonann-
ya-byudzhetu-mista-kharkova-za-2014-rik-45881.html> [Accessed 31 August 2017].

KhCC (2014c). Pro tymchasovuzaboronuvykorystannyapirotekhnichnykhzasobiv. [on-
line]. Kharkiv City Council. Available at <http://www.city.kharkov.ua/uk/document/
pro-timchasovu-zaboronu-vikoristannya-pirotekhnichnikh-zasobiv-45465.html> 
[Accessed 31 August 2017].

KhCC (2015a). HennadiyKernes:Pravookhoroncipovynnipoyasnyty, chomuvony ne peresh-
kodzhayutvandalizmu [online]. Kharkiv City Council. Available at <http://www.city.
kharkov.ua/uk/news/-27598.html> [Accessed 31 August 2017].

KhCC (2015b). Pro pereymenuvannyaobyektivtoponimikymistaKharkova [online]. Kharkiv 
City Council. Available at <http://www.city.kharkov.ua/uk/document/pro-pereymenu-
vannya-obektiv-toponimiki-mista-kharkova-48723.html> [Accessed 31 August 2017].

KhCC (2016a). StratehiyarozvytkumistaKharkova do 2020 roku [online]. Kharkiv City 
Council. Available at <http://www.city.kharkov.ua/assets/fi les/docs/zakon/strate-
gy2411.pdf> [Accessed 31 August 2017].

KhOC (2003). Prohramadopryzovnoyipidhotovky, viyskovo-patriotychnohovykhovann-
yamolodi ta pryzovuhromadyanUkrayinynastrokovuviyskovusluzhbu v  Kharkivskiyo-
blasti u 2004–2005 rokakh.[online]. Kharkiv Oblast Council. Available at <http://www.
ts.lica.com.ua/b_text.php?type=3&id=3439&base=77> [Accessed 31 August 2017]. 

KhOC (2015). Rehionalnaprohramaviyskovo-patriotychnohovykhovannyamolodi ta 
uchastinaselennya u  zakhodakhoboronnoyirobotyna 2015–2017 roky[online]. Kharkiv 
Oblast Council. Available at <http://oblrada.kharkov.ua/ua/programa-vijskovo-patri-
otichnogo-vikhovannya-molodi-ta-uchasti-naselennya-u-zakhodakh-oboronnoji-ro-
boti-na-2015–2017-roki> [Accessed 31 August 2017].

KhOC (2016). Oblasnatsilyovaprohramaspryyannyarozvytkuhromadyanskohosuspil-
stvana 2016–2020 roky[online]. Kharkiv Oblast Council. Available at <http://www.
oblrada.kharkov.ua/ua/programa-spriyannya-rozvitku-gromadyanskogo-suspilst-
va-na-2016–2020-roki > [Accessed 31 August 2017].

KhOSA (2016). Rozporyadzhennya No 181 vid 17.05.2016 “Pro pereymenuvannyaobyek-
tivtoponimiky m. Kharkova” [online]. Kharkiv Oblast State Administration. Available 
at <http://kharkivoda.gov.ua/dokumenti/rozporyadzhennya/2578/2660/80788> [Ac-
cessed 31 August 2017].

Kuzio T. (2015). Ukraine: democratization, corruption, and the new Russian imperialism. 
Santa Barbara: Praeger.

Maloveryan Y. (2014). Ukraine crisis: No talk of split in eastern city of Kharkiv [online]. 
Available at <http://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-26304129> [Accessed 31 August 
2017].



79

Polish Political Science Review. Polski Przegląd Politologiczny 6(1)/2018

Marples David R., Decommunisation in Ukraine. Implementation, pros and cons [on-
line]. Warsaw, New Eastern Europe. Available at <http://neweasterneurope.eu/new_
site/2016/09/16/decommunisation-in-ukraine/>[Accessed 31 August 2017].

Musiezdov O. (2009). Kharkivskaidentychnist: Uyavlennia pro misto ta yohoistoriyu yak 
chynnykyidentyfi katsiyi [online]. Lviv: Centre for Urban History of East Central Eu-
rope. Available at <www.lvivcenter.org/download.php?newsid=1074> [Accessed 31 Au-
gust 2017]

Ovchynnikova L. (2012). Lokalnaidentychnist yak sotsiokulturnyyfenomen: chynnykyfor-
muvannia ta vidtvorennia: dys. kand. sotsiol. nauk. Kharkiv: V.N.KarazinKharkiv Na-
tional University.

Piechał T. (2015). ObwódCahrkowski: kruchastabilność [online].KomentarzOśrodkuS-
tudiówWschodnich, № 172. Warsaw. Available at <https://www.osw.waw.pl/sites/de-
fault/fi les/komentarze_172_0.pdf> [Accessed 31 August 2017]. 

Reyestr (2013a). Pro svyatkuvannya 68-yi richnytsiPeremohy u VelykiyVitchyznyaniyviyni 
[online]. Yedynyimiskyireyestraktiv. Available at <https://doc.citynet.kharkov.ua/ru/
profi le/document/view/id/626785 > [Accessed 31 August 2017].

Reyestr (2013b). Rozporiadzhennia pro syatkuvannya 70-yi richnytsivyzvolennyamis-
taKharkova vid nimetsko-fashystskykhzaharbnykiv, Dniamista, DniaDerzhavnohoP-
raporaUkrayiny, 22-yi richnytsiNezalezhnostiUkrayiny [online]. Yedynyimiskyirey-
estraktiv. Available at <https://doc.citynet.kharkov.ua/ru/profi le/document/view/
id/628268> [Accessed 31 August 2017].

Reyestr (2014a). Pro Prohramuekonomichnoho i sotsialnohorozvytku m. Kharkova na 2014 
rik [online]. Yedynyimiskyireyestraktiv. Available at <https://doc.citynet.kharkov.ua/
uk/profi le/document/view/id/631191> [Accessed 31 August 2017].

Reyestr (2014b). Pro svyatkuvannya 69-yi richnytsiPeremohy u VelykiyVitchyznyaniyviyni 
1941–1945 rokiv [online]. Yedynyimiskyireyestraktiv. Available at <https://doc.citynet.
kharkov.ua/ru/profi le/document/view/id/626785 > [Accessed 31 August 2017].

Reyestr (2014c). Rozporiadzhennia pro syatkuvannya 360-richchya zasnuvannyamis-
taKharkova, Dniavyzvolennyamista Kharkov avid fashystskykhzaharbnykiv, DniaDer-
zhavnohoPraporaUkrayiny, 23-yi richnytsinezalezhnostiUkrayiny [online]. Yedynyim-
iskyireyestraktiv. Available at <https://doc.citynet.kharkov.ua/ru/profi le/document/
view/id/634106> [Accessed 31 August 2017].

Reyestr (2015a). Pro vnesennyazmin do koshtorysuvytratnavykonannya „Kompleksnoy-
imiskoyiprohramyrozvytkukultury v  mistiKharkovina 2011–2016 roky” zarakhunok-
koshtivmiskohobiudzhetumistaKharkovana 2015 rik [online]. Yedynyimiskyireyestrak-
tiv. Available at <https://doc.citynet.kharkov.ua/uk/profi le/document/view/id/645778> 
[Accessed 31 August 2017].

Reyestr (2015b). Pro vidznachennya 70-yi richnytsiPeremohynadnatsyzmom u Yevropi[on-
line]. Yedynyimiskyireyestraktiv. Available at <https://doc.citynet.kharkov.ua/ru/pro-
fi le/document/view/id/632668> [Accessed 31 August 2017].

Reyestr (2015c). Rozporiadzhennia pro syatkuvannya 72-yi richnyctsivyzvolennyamista 
Kharkov avid natsystskykhzaharbnykiv, Dniamista, DniaDerzhavnohoPraporaUkray-
iny, 24-yi richnytsinezalezhnostiUkrayiny[online]. Yedynyimiskyireyestraktiv. Availa-
ble at <https://doc.citynet.kharkov.ua/ru/profi le/document/view/id/642479 > [Accessed 
31 August 2017].



80

Polish Political Science Review. Polski Przegląd Politologiczny 6(1)/2018

Reyestr (2016a). Pro vnesennyazmin do koshtorysuvytratnavykonannya „Kompleksnoy-
imiskoyiprohramyrozvytkukultury v  mistiKharkovina 2011–2016 roky” zarakhunok-
koshtivmiskohobiudzhetumistaKharkovana 2016rik [online]. Yedynyimiskyireyestrak-
tiv. Available at <https://doc.citynet.kharkov.ua/uk/profi le/document/view/id/655765> 
[Accessed 31 August 2017].

Reyestr (2016b). Pro vnesennyazmin do koshtorysuvytratnavykonannya „Kompleksnoy-
imiskoyiprohramyrozvytkukultury v  mistiKharkovina 2017–2021 roky” zarakhunok-
koshtivmiskohobiudzhetumistaKharkovana 2017 rik [online]. Yedynyimiskyireyestrak-
tiv. Available at <https://doc.citynet.kharkov.ua/uk/profi le/document/view/id/655798> 
[Accessed 31 August 2017].

Reyestr (2016c). Pro zatverdzhennyaKompleksnoyimiskoyiprohramyrozvytkukultury 
v  mistiKharkovina 2017–2021 roky [online]. Yedynyimiskyireyestraktiv. Available at 
<https://doc.citynet.kharkov.ua/uk/profi le/document/view/id/655798> [Accessed 31 
August 2017].

Reyestr (2016d). Pro vidznachennya 71-yi richnytsiPeremohynadnatsyzmom u Druhiysvi-
toviyviyni. [online]. Yedynyimiskyireyestraktiv. Available at <https://doc.citynet.khark-
ov.ua/ru/profi le/document/view/id/649004 > [Accessed 31 August 2017].

Reyestr (2016e). Rozporiadzhennia pro syatkuvannya 73-yi richnyctsivyzvolennyamista 
Kharkov avid natsystskykhzaharbnykiv, Dniamista, DniaDerzhavnohoPraporaUkray-
iny, 25-yi richnytsinezalezhnostiUkrayiny [online]. Yedynyimiskyireyestraktiv. Availa-
ble at <https://doc.citynet.kharkov.ua/ru/profi le/document/view/id/651678> [Accessed 
31 August 2017].

Reyestr (2017a). Pro vidznachennya 72-yi richnytsiPeremohynadnatsyzmom u Druhiysvi-
toviyviyni[online]. Yedynyimiskyireyestraktiv. Available at <https://doc.citynet.khark-
ov.ua/ru/profi le/document/view/id/659196 > [Accessed 31 August 2017].

Reyestr (2017b). Rozporiadzhennia pro syatkuvannya 74-yi richnyctsivyzvolennyamista 
Kharkov avid natsystskykhzaharbnykiv, Dniamista, DniaDerzhavnohoPraporaUkray-
iny, 25-yi richnytsinezalezhnostiUkrayiny[online]. Yedynyimiskyireyestraktiv. Availa-
ble at <https://doc.citynet.kharkov.ua/ru/profi le/document/view/id/661797> [Accessed 
31 August 2017].

Shulga A. (2017). Dekommunizatsiya online: v  Kharkovezarabotalservisprotivserpovi-
molotov[online]. Available at <https://nakipelo.ua/dekommunizatsiya-onlajn-v-hark-
ove-zarabotal-servis-protiv-serpov-i-molotov/> [Accessed 31 August 2017].

Sovik Margrethe B. (2007). Support, Resistance and Pragmatism: An Examination of Moti-
vation in Language Policy in Kharkiv, Ukraine. Stockholm: Stockholm University.

Suny, Ronald G. (1999). ‘Provisional Stabilities: the Politics of Identities in Post-Soviet 
Eurasia’. International Security. 24/3, p. 139–178.

Tacconi M. (2016). Izolyatsiya, the Ukrainian cultural factory [online]. Available at <http://
www.eurozine.com/izolyatsia-the-ukrainian-cultural-factory/> [Accessed 31 August 
2017].

Takhtaulova M. (2017). ‘Kharkivska toponimika: etapy dekomunizaciyi’. „Misto: istoriya, 
kultura, suspilstvo”. No. 2. p. 142–151.

Westrate M.T. (2016),  Living Soviet in Ukraine from Stalin to Maidan: Under the Falling 
Red Star in Kharkiv. Lanham: Lexington Books.

Zhurzhenko T. (2010). Borderlands into bordered lands. Stuttgart: Ibidem-Press.



81

Polish Political Science Review. Polski Przegląd Politologiczny 6(1)/2018

Zhurzhenko T. (2011). ‘“Capital of Despair” Holodomor Memory and Political Confl icts 
in Kharkivaft erthe Orange Revolution’. East European Politics and Societies. Vol. 25. 
No. 3, p. 597–639.

Zhurzhenko T. (2014). ‘A Divided Nation? Reconsidering the Role of Identity Politics in 
the Ukraine Crisis’. Die Friedens-Warte. Vol. 89. No. 1–2, p. 249–267.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 15%)
  /CalRGBProfile (Adobe RGB \0501998\051)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue true
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 115
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 100
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.15000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 115
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 100
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.15000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 115
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 100
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.15000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /POL <FEFF0055007300740061007700690065006e0069006100200064006f002000740077006f0072007a0065006e0069006100200064006f006b0075006d0065006e007400f30077002000500044004600200070007200f30062006e0079006300680020006c00750062002000650062006f006f006b00f3007700200064006f00200069006e007400650072006e006500740075002e>
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [100 100]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


