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Introduction 
 
In 1991, the Ukrainian referendum to secede from the Soviet Union was supported by all ethnic 
groups and regions in Ukraine, including 54% of the population in Crimea and well over 80% in 
all eastern oblasts. Even as late as February 18th, 2014, the majority of Crimeans (59%) and 
Eastern Ukrainians (70%) wanted to remain part of Ukraine and not become Russian territories. 
These numbers are similar to other regions of central and western Ukraine. However, by March 
16, 2014, less than a month after Ukrainian President Victor Yanukovych left office (February 
22), 97% of the Crimean peninsula and over 90% of Donbas voted to secede. Despite the vast 
majority of the population having seemingly no interest in secession or violence, these regions 
voted to secede and he
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However, these explanations do not address why the prevalence of insurgencies took place in the 
east, south, and Crimea but not in the west. Western and central Ukrainian voters also supported 
Yanukovych and his party. They also witnessed the Euromaidan violence. But unlike those in the 
east and south they stayed home and did not rebel. 

Finally, others argue that ethnicity or economics describe the location of Ukraine’s 
insurgency. Concentrated minorities, Russians in Donbas and Crimea, feared for their future and 
co-ethnics offered the best means to organize and remain safe. In many cases ethnic identity does 
help solve collective action problems and reduce uncertainty and security fears (Hale 2008; 
Feinstein 2016). However, the vast majority in the region - ethnic Russians and Ukrainians as well 
as those who speak Russian g2h
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“Self-reinforcing or positive feedback processes” are the central theme of increasing 
returns (Pierson 2000, 252). More specifically, the benefits of the current institutional rules 
compared to alternatives increase with time. This is similar to the economic rational choice 
argument of transaction cost and institutional maintenance (Shepsle 1989). While an alternative 
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distribution of power decreased. Without local contestation St. Petersburg worked through strong- 
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Following Lenin’s negotiation with Ukrainians and capture of Kiev, a lack of opposition 
permeated Ukrainian politics and economy. As the Soviets attempted to stabilize the state and 
temper nationalist mobilization following the 1917 Russian Revolution they continued several 
extractive political and economic institutions. 
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While agriculture also became increasingly nationalized, the kholhz structure and rural 
isolation provided continually higher levels of autonomy than industrial urban centers. 
Western Ukraine 

During the middle of the 19th century, Austro-Hungarian policies and conflict opened 
opportunities for inclusive economic institutions and more plural political organization. 



9  

Western Ukraine officially entered Soviet communism
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tapped into regarding Russian language rights and Russian global alignment as singular political 
issues. With local power concentrated, the east received a very singular narrative and answer to 
ails. Conversely, western Ukraine lacked concentrated power and contestation permitted different 
narratives to become salient that attacked various populations at different moments. The latter 
leading to multiple parties and the former one party rule. 

Following Euromaidan and the ousting of Yanukovych, Ukraine’s eastern and southern 
political structure collapsed. Members of parliament from the Party of Regions quickly defected, 



11  

 

References 
Charap, Samuel, and Timothy J. Colton. Everyone Loses: The Ukraine Crisis and the Ruinous Contest for 
Post-Soviet Eurasia. Routledge, 2017. 
Hale, Henry. The Foundations of Ethnic Politics: Separatism of States and Nations in Eurasia and the 
World. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2008. 
Kappeler, Andreas. The Russian Empire: A Multi-Ethnic History. Routledge, 2014. 
Kitschelt, Herbert. Continuity and Change in Contemporary Capitalism. Cambridge University Press, 
1999. 
Kohut, Zenon E. Russian Centralism and Ukrainian Autonomy: Imperial Absorption of the Hetmanate, 
1760s-1830s. Monograph Series / Harvard Ukrainian Research Institute. Cambridge, Mass: Distributed 
by Harvard University Press for the Harvard Ukrainian Research Institute, 1988. 

Sergiy Kudelia"Corruption in Ukraine: Perpetual Motion Machines or the Endplay of Post-Soviet 
Elites" in Beyond the Euromaidan: Comparative Perspectives for Advancing Reform in Ukraine, 
Henry Hale and Robert Orttung eds. (Redwood City, CA: Stanford University Press, 2016), pp. 61 
– 79 
Lipset, Seymour Martin, and Stein Rokkan. “Party Systems and Voter Alignments: Cross-National 
Perspectives.” edited by Seymour Martin Lipset and Stein Rokkan. New York: The Free Press, 1967. 
McFaul, Michael, Stephen Sestanovich, and John J. Mearsheimer. “Faulty Powers.” Foreign Affairs, 
October 17, 2014. https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/eastern-europe-caucasus/2014-10- 
17/faulty-powers. 
Mearsheimer, John J. “Why the Ukraine Ct,g.6 (h)5.2 (n)5.9 (rn)5.9 8r Alrthe West’s Fault.” Foreign Affairs, August 18, 2014. 
https:// www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/russia-fsu/2014 -08-18/why-


	Pre-communist Legacies and the 2014 insurgencies in Ukraine
	Path Dependency:
	Pre-Communist and Communist Variations:
	Eastern and Central Ukraine
	Western Ukraine

	Post-Communist Variations:

