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What?
Recent economic and geopolitical crises have forced contemporary global debates
regarding the role of the state and the future of society. In light of the Eurozone
Crisis, continued eastward enlargement of the EU, the EuroMaidan massmobilization, the annexation of Crimea, the Russian sponsored war in Donbas,
and the ongoing tensions between Russia and the West, these debates have been
especially pertinent in Central and Eastern Europe, and more specifically in Ukraine.
More than ever, there is a need for sound, scientific knowledge of Ukrainian society,
politics, and economy. Recent debates on Ukraine have engaged intellectuals in
far-flung places across the globe. Our discussions have been sped up by new
information communication technologies, which have in turn seemingly made
knowledge production, dissemination and consumption more equal. Yet, before
we define the current era as the Information Age, the Age of Knowledge, or the
existence of a global Knowledge Society (David and Foray 2002; Drucker 2001;
Rodrigues 2003) we need to acknowledge that this process has been far from equal.
Instead, as Strange (1998) has pointed out, information is in fact still distributed
and utilized unequally around the world, and this is particularly true in the former
Soviet space. Moreover, access to information has become a form of structural
power that has created hierarchies between and within academic networks in
different societies.
It has also been noted that the uneven distribution of knowledge (creation,
production and dissemination) not only impacts the academia but can also have
an effect on the ability of states to develop sound policies and institutions for
good governance (Popper 2002). Knowledge harnessed by the governments of
“western” industrialized democracies, or the “Global North” – especially through
the development of statistics – has been said to have helped in the creation of
conditions that promote national development (Foucault et al. 1991). Crucial in
this process is the harnessing of knowledge produced by social scientists in the
creation of governmentality or a form of power that functions through “institutions,
procedures, analyses and reflections,” and has populations as its target (Foucault
et al. 1991, 102). Or to put it otherwise, the goal of reaching an “open society” must
rely on equally open knowledge about both institutional and extra-institutional
political practices and policies that can only be achieved through a systematic and
scientific approach (Popper 1988; Popper 1979; Popper 2002; Popper, Shearmur
& Turner 2008). One can argue that it is perhaps even more important to develop
such scientific knowledge in democratizing contexts such as contemporary Ukraine.
And although we acknowledge that not all knowledge that is pursued will help
improve the state’s ability to govern more effectively or increase general well-being
in societies, recognizing that there is indeed a link between the rigorous analysis
of socio-politico-economic phenomena and the application of insightful findings
to social problems faced by states is crucial if we intend to increase the “quality of
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government,” expand “state capacity,” and thus, remedy a state’s weaknesses, as
in the case of Ukraine (Holmberg and Rothstein 2012). Thus, it can be argued that
the development of social sciences is a vital aspect of contemporary societies in
Eastern Europe and specifically in the case of Ukraine.
It is important to acknowledge that the production and engagement with
global social scientific knowledge has, in fact, been deeply hierarchical. It has been
dominated by “western” academic institutions that oftentimes act as gatekeepers.
Scholars from other parts of the world rarely sit on the editorial boards of topranking western journals that define major disciplines in the social sciences.
Crucially, this western-dominated social science has been increasingly English
speaking. However, recently with the advent of open access platforms, a change is
in the air and it is coming from both directions. Western academic institutions are
increasingly eager to hear, empower and integrate with academic institutions and
scholars in emerging economies in the “South” and in the “East.” And academics from
democratizing contexts like Ukraine are also actively seeking to create their own
English-language journals, so that their voices can be heard by global audiences. It
is in light of these larger social and academic developments that in May of 2013 the
idea for the Journal of Ukrainian Politics and Society (JUPS), Ukraine’s first peerreview, English-language, scholarly journal was born and launched by its editors as
a product of the Krytyka Institute, a non-profit research institution of its parent –
Krytyka Magazine.

Why?
The need for academic journals, like JUPS, in Ukraine became evident to us
and other social scientists who were both from Ukraine or interacted regularly with
Ukrainian academics. We experienced firsthand that while on one hand, excellent
Ukrainian scholars (aside from a small handful) were rarely known in western
academic circles and thus, not integrated into western scholarship; and on the
other, we observed a need for further development of the state of social sciences in
Ukraine. Judging from these conditions, Ukraine (as well as other post-communist
states) in regards to social sciences needs both local development as well as further
integration into the global academia. We launched the journal with these goals in
mind. But how does one go about promoting the development and exposure of
social sciences in Ukraine?
Scholars in Ukraine, as well as in the greater region, face several obstacles in
conducting and communicating their research so that their findings have an impact
both domestically and abroad. First is the matter of language. For numerous historical
reasons at present the language of globalization, international communication and
science is English. Although we can critique this reality, this will only delay the
integration of Ukraine’s scientific community into the global academia and allow
the dominance of Anglophone scholarship to define approaches, narratives and
discourses about what is taking place in Ukraine, as we have seen over the last
year. This issue has been a serious setback for evidence-based policy making during
the ongoing crises faced by the Ukrainian state. When foreign academics, and the
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governments they advise, were not able to access existing Ukrainian scholarship
on important topics such as political preferences, behavior, national identity and
foreign policy due to linguistic issues, it led to the creation of policies based on
limited and even flawed knowledge (House of Lords, European Union Committee
2015). Thus, we must provide tools and aid to allow more Ukrainian scholars to
publish their scholarly findings in English. Thus, promoting their engagement
in a dialogue with western academic circles, and even promoting their ability of
becoming agenda-setters. JUPS will seek to do just this. We will provide translation
and editorial services for exceptional social science research by academics based
in Ukraine.
The second obstacle is that not all scholars in Ukraine have been trained in
the same language of western academic style, presentation, formulation and
organization of social science research. The way one presents one’s research
question, analysis and findings has evolved in the social sciences. There is an
increasingly greater emphasis on the clear presentation of one’s ideas by situating
them in and engaging with existing empirical and/or theoretical work and, most
importantly, by being systematic and explicit about the methods and data one used
to arrive at his or her findings. This template allows us to better assess research,
by easily identifying what and where it adds to existing knowledge and, crucially,
allowing it to be tested and replicated. Some, especially early career, scholars in
Ukraine have not yet been trained to think and present their research in this manner
(as some of the submissions we recently reviewed illustrate). And thus, JUPS seeks
to aid in the promotion of best practices of systematic and scientifically sound
social science research, especially coming from Ukrainian scholars.
The last major obstacle, and not mutually exclusive to the two detailed above,
lies in the limited access that Ukrainian scholars have to existing social science
(more broadly) and sub-disciplinary literature that they work on. To properly situate
one’s research and formulate questions that require investigation necessitates
engagement with existing theories and empirical findings. Access to such
accumulated scholarship largely rests in academic books and journal articles, to
which Ukrainian libraries have little access. Moreover, library databases that carry
the necessary academic journals (even Harvard University with one of the largest
libraries in the world) find it hard to finance its journal subscription service (up
to $3.75 million a year). Thus, it is crucial to make scholarship easily and freely
accessible. While we cannot change this system or fund access to academic
scholarship in Ukraine more widely, we can provide open access to scholarship by
demonstrating a level of scientific rigor and excellence. JUPS’s mission is indeed to
be entirely open access and distribute scholarship that is accessible to academics
globally with few limitations.
Thus, we launched JUPS in hopes that the journal will: enable the dissemination
of excellent academic scholarship focusing on Ukrainian society, politics and
economy, and create stronger linkages between scholars who work on Ukrainian
topics globally and those in Ukraine.
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How?
As mentioned above, these goals can be best accomplished with the introduction
of double-blind peer-review as a concept and practice into Ukrainian academia and
with an open access, online system of publication.
Based on our discussion with experienced colleagues in the field, most social
scientists in Ukraine do not have their work reviewed by their peers in an anonymous
manner, and instead the review or рецензія is done by a colleague or colleagues
who are approached by the author or by the journal editor with few concerns about
the anonymity and objectivity of the review process. This practice, of course, does
not allow for truly critical reflection and also contributes to the proliferation of
unoriginal research, because few submissions are rejected. Double-blind peerreview, as practiced by JUPS, means that neither the author nor the reviewer knows
each other during the review process, and it is not until the publication of the article
that the identity of the author becomes known.
Secondly, housing the journal online and allowing the subscription at no cost
has major advantages not only for scholarship in Ukraine, but is also the growing
trend in academia, globally. Printing journals is expensive, and library subscriptions
limit the audience and the impact of one’s research. Thus, by making JUPS open
access and online, we hope that scholarship published with us will have a greater
impact both in Ukraine and abroad, promote greater exposure to existing literature,
and crucially inspire more journals like JUPS to be set up in Ukraine. Incidentally,
following the launch and the presentation of JUPS in October 2013 at the Fulbright
Program Office in Kyiv, we have already observed an impact, and we have been told
that this presentation has inspired others to set up blind, peer-reviewed, English,
online, open access journals in Ukraine, such as the Kyiv-Mohyla Humanities
Journal, Kyiv-Mohyla Law and Politics Journal, Social, Health, and Communication
Studies Journal; and we hope that many more will come. Moreover, we hope to see
further collaboration between these publications.

In this Issue. . .
The present issue is composed of three essays and three articles. Although the
essays are commissioned pieces from members of the editorial board who were
asked to reflect on the state of their discipline and the study of that discipline
in Ukraine (and were themselves subject to peer-review), the three articles were
solicited through an open call for submissions and present findings from authors’
original research and were subject to extensive peer-review. We have accepted
for publication, only those articles that we felt demonstrated a certain level of
academic rigor – and we should note that our acceptance rate for this issue was
approximately 15 percent. Essays by Paul J. D’Anieri and Oxana Shevel reflect
on the study of politics in Ukraine and on the study of Ukrainian politics more
broadly. Together, these two timely contributions stimulate a debate about how
the discipline of Politics or Political Science could develop in Ukraine. And for those
who already are working on Ukraine, the authors highlight what still needs further
Journal of Ukrainian Politics and Society

v

exploration especially in the academic study of politics and policies of the country.
In a sense, the authors are presenting a challenge to scholars of Ukrainian politics
and society, and we hope that future submissions will rise to this challenge.
The essay by Rory Finnin eloquently points out how little Ukraine, especially its
Humanities, is actually known by scholars in Europe, or western academia more
broadly. As Finnin notes, Ukraine’s art, culture, and history are often not treated
as “official objects of knowledge,” but they should be, he argues, if one wants
to understand what holds together and animates Ukraine, the largest European
country. Thus, a second challenge is posed to those who study Ukrainian society
and culture; Finnin calls for an international study of Ukraine, placing its art and
culture in comparative perspective. Thus, although the Iron Curtain physically fell
in 1989, it’s full destruction in the minds of scholars and societies in the West and
East has not fully occurred; these groups should rediscover the shared histories,
artistic movements, literary genres, and other cultural connections between them.
Two of the articles in this issue address policy reforms, and, given the ongoing
reforms agenda in Ukraine following the EuroMaidan mass-mobilization, we hope
that the conclusions of these authors will contribute to this process. The article by
Benjamin Kutsyuruba and Serhiy Kovalchuk draws our attention to an important
process of education reform and the approximation of Ukraine to the European
Union’s standards of teachers’ education. The authors argue that thus far, the
reform has been more declarative, and few of the reforms necessary have actually
taken place. The article by Anna Postelnyak evaluates the effect of higher gas prices
that Ukrainians have been paying for gas imports from Russia since 2009. She
demonstrates that higher gas prices have, for the first time in Ukraine’s independent
history, pushed the country’s energy sector towards reform. This has been achieved,
she argues, through the reduction of consumption, introduction of energy saving
technologies, and market demonopolization. Postelnyak demonstrates that the
current government in Kyiv is further intensifying these transformations, but
acknowledges that they are a hard sell to a population that will suffer a price
hike in the immediate term. However, she argues that in the long term this same
population will be able to reap the benefits of lower prices, stable supplies and the
crucial delinking of energy trade from politics, domestically.
Lastly, in her article on perhaps Ukraine’s most controversial and memorable
export of the recent decade, Jessica Zychowicz attempts to shed new light on the
radical feminist organization FEMEN. Zychowicz argues that FEMEN have chosen
a particular repertoire of protest and have thus been able to deliver their activist
agenda to a wider audience. As argued by Zychowicz, although FEMEN is now a
global brand, whether their methods will advance local and global gender equality
remains a subject of debate and controversy, both within Ukraine and abroad.
We hope that you will enjoy perusing this issue and invite our academic readers
to submit their own work!
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