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TERRITORY, PLACE, SCALE, AND POLARIZATION
OF ELECTORAL PREFERENCES IN UKRAINE, 2002-2014

Nationalization of the party system and electorates not obviously results in the territorial homogenization of voting behavior
or shifts from the territorial to functional cleavages. Elections outcomes in Ukraine are broadly analyzed from the perspective of
regional divisions, compositional effects, cleavages, and polarization of political beliefs. However, we assume that spatiality of
electoral behavior in Ukraine is more complex and might be better understood from the perspective of the TPSN framework —
intertwined and mutually constitutive effects of territory (T), place (P), scale (S) and networks (N). The paper aims to analyze
territorial homogenization, heterogeneity, and polarization of electoral behavior in Ukraine using data at polling stations level for
2002-2014 parliamentary elections. We use Lee index (the analysis of variance using mean absolute deviation divided by two to
avoid double counting) to analyze territorial homogenization. The study reveals that in 2002-2014 Ukraine was continually
territorially homogenized, while, at the same time, territorially polarized — national territorial homogenization index was
decreasing (higher homogenization), while the index for particular regions (Galicia and Donbas) was permanently high (higher
polarization) in 2002-2012 for Galicia and in 2006-2014 for Donbas oblasts. The cartographic analysis reveals that electoral
behavior patterns and territorial polarization often follow administrative borders (oblast or rayon level) as well as historical
borders (the interwar border between USSR and Poland and the border between Austrian and Russian empires). Analysis of
Manafort trial court documents also reveals strategic deployment of geographical scale by Party of Regions. Despite being
empirically very limited, this study shows that mutual effects of bounded territories, place contexts, scale, and networks are

crucial for the understanding how parties territorially structure Ukraine.
Keywords: territorial homogeneity, territorial polarization, politics of scale, parliamentary elections in Ukraine.

Introduction. Not all newly emerged as well as
established democracies have patterns of territorial
homogenization of voting behavior in the process of
nationalization of electorates and party systems.
Communication technologies were gradually creating
opportunities to reach the whole national population and
preconditions for the diminishing of spatial differences in
political beliefs. However, as overwhelming geographical
research shows, regional and local contexts, geographical
distance and existing and phantom borders are still
essential for the understanding of elections outcomes.
Moreover, social media can cause polarization of political
beliefs (Bail et al., 2018; Bernhardt, Krasa, & Polborn,
2008; Prior, 2013; Tucker et al., 2018). It can be
manifested in electoral preferences and may have territorial
dimension. Moreover, Wing and Walker (2010) argue that
geography is central to electoral polarization in the United
States, Johnston and Others (2004) and McAllister and
Studlar (1992) reveal regional polarization of electoral
preferences in the United Kingdom, and Ferreira Do Vale
(2015) shows that Brazil was also polarized along regional
divisions in 2014 elections. Therefore, in contrast to the
nationalization of party systems and territorial
homogenization hypotheses, territorial polarization is still in
question for new and established democracies.

Polarization is also about cleavages, and each party that
wants to remain at political arena should crystalize cleavage
in society to mobilize electorate along its lines (Lipset &
Rokkan, 1967). Cleavages (as well as polarization) could
follow territorial or functional lines in Lipset and Rokkan
model; however, they are not strictly located in one pole of
the divide. While cleavages along the territorial axis are
geographical in their nature and, in Lipset and Rokkan
theory, are about center-periphery relations, cleavages along
the functional line (ideology or economic interests) may also
have geographical patterns of manifestation in the political
system (for example, the geography of uneven
development). Maggini and Emanuele (2015) study of the
nationalization of electorates and party systems in Europe
reveals that in nationalized contexts the impact of the right-
left party support is higher than in territorialized contexts. In
cleavage theory, it could be interpreted as the nationalization

of party system results in cleavages and polarization turn
from the territorial to functional axis. However, conflict nature
of politics and the existence of division lines remain essential
for political mobilization.

Political beliefs and electoral preferences in Ukraine are
broadly interpreted in terms of regional divisions
(Barrington & Herron, 2004; Birch, 2000; Craumer & Clem,
1999; Katchanovski, 2006, 2014; Khmelko, Semenova,
Teleshun, & Titarenko, 2011; O'Loughlin, 2001; O'Loughlin,
Toal, & Kolosov, 2016), which also often include mentions
of polarization (D'anieri, 2007; Kubicek, 2000; Kudelia,
2014; Sasse & Lackner, 2018; Braychevsky, 2012;
Shyshatskyi, 2006) and cleavages (Barrington, 1997, 2002;
Dawson, 1997; Katchanovski, 2006; Malanchuk, 2005;
Zimmerman, 1998). These studies often are limited to the
artificial construction of regions and compositional effects,
which do not reveal the whole spatiality of political beliefs in
Ukraine. The issue of the territorial homogenization of
electorate in Ukraine during the independence years is not
revealed. The opposite process, territorial polarization,
should also be examined in more details and its dynamics.
Despite focus on such narrow issue as territorial
polarization and homogenization, the paper also
accentuates that geographical theory developments,
especially debates on the scale, politics of scale, place,
territory, and networks use in geographical studies, have a
great potential to be used for the better understanding of
the complexity of the spatiality of political beliefs in Ukraine.

Literature review. In this section of the paper, we want
to discuss recent debates on the scale, territory, and place
concepts use in geographical research and their potential
use in the interpretation of elections results and territorial
polarization. Agnew (1997; 2002; Shin & Agnew, 2008)
case study of Italy reveals how political parties use different
geographical scales in their rhetoric, divide and structure
territory of the country, and mobilize people in different
local contexts. He assumes that geography is not external
to political parties but inscribed in party politics and
organization (Agnew, 1997). Agnew introduces politics of
scale concept to electoral geography studies and argues
that political parties in their rhetoric and organization are
the main actors in the politics of scale. However, Brenner
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(2001, p. 602) is critical of such use of the scale concept
stating that Agnew's case study which demonstrates scalar
effects could not be narrowed only to scale and reveals
complex spatialities of political processes, politics of
location, and politics of territorial identity. As a result of the
continuing debate on scale concept use in geography,
Jessop, Brenner, and Jones, (2008) propose the TPSN
framework (Territory, Place, Scale, Network). They argue
that sociospatial relations should be understood as
mutually  constitutive and relationally intertwined
dimensions of territories, places, scales, and networks
because any singular of that dimensions cannot grasp the
whole complexity of sociospatial processes (Jessop et al.,
2008). Each of these four dimensions has its principle of
sociospatial structuration: territory — bordering and
enclosure, place — proximity, areal differentiation, and
spatial embedding, scale — hierarchization and vertical
differentiation, networks - interconnectivity = and
interdependence (Jessop et al.,, 2008, p. 393). The
example of how place and scale are intertwined and
mutually constitutive in electoral geography studies could
be found in Johnston and his Colleagues (2005) study of
neighborhood effect in Great Britain. They state that
neighborhood effect operates at two levels: (1) level of
social interactions in a locale, (2) level of a broader context,
which also includes effects of local media and common
agenda (Johnston et al., 2005). Agnew and Shin (2008)
also show how messages at national level receive different
local responses, which could be a result of the mediation
role of party organization or place-specific factors.
Ukrainian electoral geography research is mainly
limited to the regional level and does not problematize local
contexts or scalar effects. We argue that scale and place
are also essential for the better interpretation of electoral
behavior in Ukraine. Swyngedouw (2001) in his political
economy studies assumes that "place matters, but scale
decides", which also could be applied to electoral
geography studies. MacKinnon (2011) pointed out
(proposing to replace "politics of scale" concept with
"scalar politics") that different political actors can deploy
scale strategically. Parties are such actors as was revealed
by Agnew (1997; 2002). Moreover, geographical
generalizations can influence political parties decisions
how and where to campaign (in Johnston, Shelley, &
Taylor, 1990, p. 228). For instance, the vision of one of the
scales as essential for the electoral campaign success by
political leaders or their consultants can shape the electoral
geography of the country. At the same time, parties have
limited resources for the organization and how they deploy
them have a geographical component. There is also a

problem understanding scale just as a level of analysis. For
instance, Barrington and Herron (2004) applied two, four,
and eight regions model for the analysis of compositional
characteristics impact on electoral preferences in Ukraine
and found that language was a statistically significant factor
only in the case of 2 regions. In such and other cases,
scale effect could be understood in Smith (1992) terms as
a mediation between homogeneity and difference.

Data and Methodology. The paper is based on
cartographical analysis of electoral outcomes at polling
stations level at 2002-2014 parliamentary elections (only
proportional vote in case of mixed electoral systems in
2002, 2012, and 2014). The period of analysis is limited to
2002-2014 because there is no data at polling stations
level for parliamentary elections of 1994 and 1998 in
Ukraine, which complicates the analysis of electoral
preferences dynamics at the local level. To analyze
territorial homogenization, we followed Caramani (2002)
methodological remarks and applied the analysis of
variance using mean absolute deviation divided by two to
avoid double counting also known as Lee index (Lee,
1988). It means that we took the sum of each party share
deviation from the national average and divided it by two for
each polling station in Ukraine. Then we calculated average
Lee indexes for each parliamentary elections in 2002-2014
for Ukraine and separately for oblasts to reveal regional
variations in the dynamics of territorial homogenization. Data
for 2014 parliamentary elections is without polling stations in
annexed by Russia Crimea and uncontrolled by Ukrainian
government territories in Lugansk and Donetsk oblasts. We
also mapped Lee indexes and analyzed the territorial
distribution of polling stations with the highest deviations
from the national average.

Results and discussion. Lee indexes for
parliamentary elections 2002-2014 (divided by 100 for
calculations purposes) calculated at polling stations level
reveal gradual territorial homogenization of Ukraine from
2002 (0.42) to 2014 (0.28) (see Table 1). At the same time,
the country was facing territorial polarization because
despite the decrease in national average mean absolute
deviations, three Galician oblasts had a permanently high
level of polarization in 2002-2012, and Donbas oblasts also
had high Lee indexes in 2002-2014. Regional dynamics in
comparison to national shows that Galicia was polarized in
2002 in contrast to other regions of Ukraine, while 2006-
2012 period was characterized by two poles territorial
polarization, while at the national level territorial
homogenization increased. In 2014 parliamentary
elections, Galician oblasts homogenized to national mean,
while Donbas oblasts remained polarized.

Table 1. Mean absolute deviation divided by two for Ukraine and Donetsk and Lviv oblasts
for parliamentary elections 2002-2014 calculated at polling stations level

Elections 2002  Elections 2006 Elections 2007 Elections 2012 Elections 2014
Ukraine 0.42 0.37 0.29 0.29 0.28
Donbas 0.42 0.49 0.49 043 0.48
Galicia 0.55 0.50 0.48 0.41 0.29

Maps of polling stations with Lee indexes above 40
(high level of territorial polarization) reveal additional
features how Ukraine was structured by political parties in
2002-2014 parliamentary elections (see Figure 1). First, in
the 2002-2007 border of the territories with high deviation
from the national mean in Western Ukraine followed the
interwar border between USSR and Poland. Territories,
which were under Polish rule voted more for national-
democratic parties in this period and were in opposition to
Communists and Party of Regions, which was perceived as

pro-Russian. In 2012 elections, we see a turn in this part of
the country. Volhynia region (Volyn and Rivne oblast and
the northern part of the Ternopil oblast) homogenized with
the national average, while Galicia remained highly
polarized. Such turn was also accompanied by Party of
Regions higher shares in Western Ukraine and Central
Ukraine and nationalist Svoboda party high support in
Galicia. Manafort case documents revealed by the United
States court (letters and policy memos for Party of Regions
leaders containing electoral strategy, advertising, and
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media campaigns) are great examples of how political
actors deploy geographical scale strategically. 2012
elections success of the Party of Regions and shown on
the map turn of polling stations at Central and Western
Ukraine from the higher support of national-democratic
parties to average in Ukraine might be interpreted by
Manafort's strategic deployment of local scale into the
national electoral campaign. His policy memos reveal that
he accentuated gap between population expectations after
the Orange revolution and years of Orange leaders in
power and real conditions that could be experienced

locally. Consequently, he proposed that campaign should
include the idea of the local-national alliance for change
and reorganization of the party to develop stronger regional
and local presence. Polyakova (2014) case study of how
nationalist Svoboda mobilized Galicia in 2012
parliamentary elections also reveals employment of local
scale into national politics. Moreover, it is about the
network of organizations, meetings, camps, support of local
grassroots activities, which created a regional network of
active people, which also was partially spread to the cities
in other parts of Ukraine despite South-East of the country.

2007

2014

2012

- [ I
40 50 60 70 80 90 100%

Incomplete geocoding areas (Parliamentary
1 election 2002)

Figure 1. Deviation from the average in Ukraine electoral outcomes in parliamentary elections 2002-2014
at the polling station level (mean absolute deviation divided by two)

In 2014, Galicia demonstrated average Ukrainian mean
absolute deviation (see Figure 1), while Donbass oblasts
territories, which remained under the control of the
Ukrainian government, continued to be polarized.

Moreover, 2006-2014 territorial polarization vividly follows
administrative borders in the East of the country. We
should mention that industrial Donbas area is not bounded
by contemporary administrative divisions, while electoral
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preferences polarization follows boundaries of Donetsk and
Lugansk oblasts. It shows the power of administrative elites
in the mobilization of the electorate and the role of
administrative resource control. Donetsk and Lugansk
oblasts did not vote all the time similarly. For example, in
1999 presidential elections Donetsk oblast gave stronger
support for Leonid Kuchma, while Lugansk oblast voted for
Communists candidate, Petro Symonenko. In 2002
parliamentary elections, Donetsk oblast was efficiently
mobilized by "Za Yedynu Ukrainu" (For United Ukraine),
while Lugansk oblast remained aligned with Communists.
After 2004 Orange revolution Party of Regions strategy
was to unite all the businesses and local authorities who
were afraid of the government changes after Orange
revolution, which resulted in an alliance of predominantly
South-East Ukraine administrative elites and local
businesses opposed to Orange coalition. The rhetoric of
the Party became vividly geographically scaled on the
East-West divide constantly appealing to language and
Russian questions. However, the elements of such scalar
politics were also present in previous elections, but only
after the Orange revolution cleavage line became more
vivid and territorially structured. For instance, in the 2002
electoral campaign, Ukrainian TV was broadcasting
political advertisement where the image of the map of
Ukraine appeared. It was depicting three bordered from
West to East territorial units, which were described as
"three kinds of Ukrainians" appealing to "true Ukrainians" in
the West, "hybrid Russified Ukrainians" in the Center, and
"corrupted Ukrainians in the East". Geographical scale
rhetoric was used here for the mobilization based on
negative emotions (mobilization against East as a citizens
"of lower quality" and was drawing clear lines between
imagined "Us" and "Them" geographically).

Cartographic analysis also reveals that territories with
higher shares of ethnic minorities are more territorially
polarized. It should be cautiously treated and need further
research for interpretation. Our study shows that it is not
strictly following local distribution of ethnic minorities but is
bounded by administrative borders at rayon level. At the
same time, rayons where national minorities according to
2001 Census were composing majority of the rayon's
population (Beregivskyi rayon and Beregovo city in
Zakarpattya, Gertsaivskyi rayon in Chernivtsi, Putyviskyi
rayon in Sumy, Bolgradskyi, Artsyzkyi, Reniyskyi,
Tarutynskyi, and Izmailskyi in Odesa oblast) are highly
polarized in contrast to rayons where share of national
minorities is lower than 50 percent but still essential (higher
than 10%), which demonstrate various electoral behavior
patterns. Moreover, we should admit that high Lee index is
not obviously about territorial polarization but may reveal
spatial heterogeneity and local variations in party support.
Such local variations (clusters of spatially concentrated
polling stations with high deviation from the national mean)
may be interpreted as unique places for further research of
local contexts effects and local manifestations of party and
electoral campaign organization.

Conclusion. While parliamentary elections 2002-2014
reveal continually increasing territorial homogenization of
voting behavior in Ukraine, it was accompanied by
territorial polarization in three Galician oblasts and two
Donbas oblasts. In 2002, Galician oblasts were the only
pole to national mean, while the rest of the country also
demonstrated high territorial heterogeneity. After the
Orange revolution territory of the country was continually
territorially homogenized despite rhetorical and media
polarization, while the two poles structure (Galicia and
Donbas) is revealed in 2006-2012 elections. Moreover, in
2012, Galicia pole was following historical border of

Austrian empire instead of contemporary administrative
borders (northern part of Ternopil oblasts became less
polarized and voted closer to average national mean).
Volhynia region also demonstrated turn to national average
in 2012, which diminished previously essential line of
interwar border between Poland and USSR. It might be
interpreted by strategic change of scalar politics by Party of
Regions and scalar reorganization of the Party, which could
be found at Manafort trial court documents. Case studies of
nationalist Svoboda party mobilization of Galicia region
(Polyakova, 2014) reveal the role of local networks and local
organization of electoral campaigns effects (also scalar
effects). In 2014 elections, Galicia was territorially
homogenized to national mean, while Donetsk and Lugansk
oblasts territories under the control of Ukrainian government
remained polarized as well as high level of polarization
remained in administratively bounded territories, ehre ethnic
minorities constitute majority of the population.

The TPSN framework is useful for the interpretation of
such patterns of electoral behavior in Ukraine. First,
territory as a bounded area is essential both in case of
voting behavior strictly following administrative boundaries
and manifestations of historical borders (interwar border
between USSR and Poland in 2002-2007 and border
between Austrian and Russian empires in case of Galicia
2012). However, the interpretation of the influence of
contemporary administrative boundaries as well as historical
borders need further research. Second, place is essential
because we can find many local variations, which do not
follow regional patterns within contemporary administrative
or phantom borders as well as local contexts are essential
for the response to political messages at all the levels and
are elements of parties' organization. Our study reveals that
scale is also essential for the understanding of territorial
patterns of voting in Ukraine and political parties strategic
deployment of scale can change electoral geography of the
country (Party of Regions strategic local-national alliance for
Western and Central Ukraine oblasts in preparation for 2012
elections revealed by Manafort case documents). Moreover,
all the mentioned dimensions of the interpretation of voting
behavior have networks effects, which include party local-
regional-national networks creation as well as social
connections importance for neighborhood effect use by
political parties (demonstrated by Polyakova case study of
Svoboda electoral campaign in Galicia in 2012). Therefore,
spatiality of electoral results in Ukraine is a mix of scalar,
territorial, place, and networks effects on voting behavior in
the country and parties have a mediation role connecting
local and national contexts.
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KuiBcbkuit HauioHanbHUM yHiBepcuteT iMmeHi Tapaca LleBueHka, KuiB, YkpaiHa

NONITUKA MACLUTABY TA TEPUTOPIANIbHA NONAPU3ALISA
ENEKTOPAINbHUX YNIOAOBAHDb B YKPAIHI, 2002-2014

Hauionanisayiss napmiliHoi cucmemu ma ennekmopamy He 0608 '3K080 euslu8aemMbCsl y mepumopianbHy 20MO2eHi3ayito eriekmopasnbHol no-
eediHKu i nepexody eid mepumopianbHux 0o yHKyioHanbHUX po3siomie. Pezynbmamu eubopie e YkpaiHi wupoko aHanizyromscs i3 nepcrnekmueu
pezioHanbHuUx eioMiHHOCcmMel, eghekmy cmpyKkmypu HacesleHHsl, po3/sioMie ma nonsipusayil nonimu4Hux noansdie. OGHaK, MU 88axxaemo, W0 npo-
cmopoeicmb eniekmopasnbHoi noeediHku e YkpaiHi € 6inbw cknadHor i Moxe 6ymu Kpawie 3po3ymina, eukopucmosyro4du modenb TPSN — nepen-
nemeHuli ma e3aemosaxnueuli egpekm mepumopii (T), 2eoepaghiyHoz20 micys (P), 2ceoepaghiyHo20 macwmaby (S) ma mepex (N). Cmammsi mae 3a
memy aHani3 mepumopianbHoi 20Mo2eHi3ayil, 2emepo2eHHOCMi ma nonsipu3ayii enekmopasnbHoi noeediHku 8 YKpaiHi, sukopucmosyrodu 0aHi Ha
pieHi subopy4ux dinbHUYbL Ons1 NnaprameHmMcbKux eubopie 2002—-2014 pp. Mu eukopucmoeyemo iHdekc Jli dna aHanizy mepumopiasbHOI 20MO2€eHi-
3auyii (aHani3 eapiayii Ha ocHogi cepedHb020 abCcoIIOMHO20 8iOXUNIEHHS M0JiNIeHO020 Ha d8a 3 Memor YHUKHEHHS1 nodeiliHo2o nidpaxyHKy). Joci-
O)KeHHs1 noka3sye, wjo y 2002—-2014 pp. enekmopanbHa noeediHka e YKpaiHi nocmynoeo i nocmiliHo mepumopiasibHO 20Mo2eHi3yeanacs i 800-
Ho4Yac mepumopiasibHO nossipusyeanacsi — iHOeKc 011 KpaiHu 8 yifnoMy 3HuUXyeaecsi (36inbweHHs1 20Mo02eHHOCcMi), modi sik Onsi okpemMux peai-
OHie eiH 3pocmae abo cmabinbHO 3asuwaecss 8UCOKUM (30kpema Ansi MFanuyuHu ma [oH6acy). Y 2002 p. eiH 6ye Oonsa anuybkux obnacmel
8idyymHo euwum, Hixx Ons eciei iHwoi mepumopii YkpaiHu, modi sik y 2006-2012 pp. ycmaHoeunacsi 08onositocHa cmpykmypa 3i cmabinbHo
eucokoro nonsipusayicto mixx fJoH6acom i Fanu4uHoO Ma 3pOCmMaro4or 20MO2eHHICMI0 20J10CYy8aHHS 8 iHWUX pe2ioHax i3 JlokanbHUMU eidxu-
neHHsmMuU. KapmoapaghiyHul aHaniz makox nokasye saxnueicmb adMiHicmpamueHux KopdoHie (4acmo noeediHka eubopuie Hacnidye came ix)
ma 4yacom icmopu4yHux KopAoHie (y 2002—-2007 pp. Mixxe0oeHHO20 KOpPAoHYy Mix lMonbujero i CPCP ma y 2012 p. kopOoHy Mix AecmpiilicbKkoro U
Pociiicbkoro imnepissMu Ha nieHoYi cy4acHoi TepHoninbcbkoi o6nacmi). binbwe moezo, onpuntodHeHi dokymeHmu cydoeoi cnpasu npomu Ma-
Haghopma nokasyroms, sik 2eo2pagpiyHuli Macwmab cmpameziyHo eukopucmoeyeaecsi [lapmiero pezioHie, a icHyto4i docnioKeHHs1 eka3yromb
Ha eghekmueHe suKopucmaHHsi Mepex Ons1 Mmob6inizayii NanuyuHu y 2012 p. Xo4a Hawe OocniOxeHHs1 eMnipu4yHo Oyxe obmexeHe, arle 80HO
eKa3ye Ha e3aemodornosHYuli e¢pekm mepumopii sk o6MexeHo20 kopdoHamu apeary, Micys ik KOHmeKkcmy, 2eoepagpiyHo20 Macwmaby sk
cmpamezi4yHo20 nosimuYyHo20 iHcmpyMeHmy ma op2aHi3ayiliHux paMok Ons napmill i Mepex, sik cymmeeux 0151 Kpawjo20 po3yMiHHS Mo20, K
napmii cmpykmypyromb mepumopito YKkpaiHu.

Knroyoei cnoea: mepumopiansHa 2oMo2eHi3ayisi, mepumopianbHa nonsipusayisi, mosimuka 2eoepaghiyHo20 Mmacwmaby, napsaMeHMchbKi eu-
6opu 8 YKpaiHi.
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NOJINTUKA MACLUTABA N TEPPUTOPUAIIbHASA NONSAPU3ALIUA
ANEKTOPAJIbHbIX MPE®EPEHLNN B YKPAUHE, 2002-2014

Cmambsi uccniedyem meppumopuarnibHyl0 20MO2eHU3ayulo U nonsipusayuro e YKpauHe Ha npumMepe napraMeHmMcKux ebibopoe e 2002—
2014 22. [ns uccnedosaHusi ucnosnb3yromcs 0aHHbIe Ha yPOBHE y4acmkoe Osisi 20/10co8aHusi u uHdekc Jlu dns aHanusa meppumopuasbHOlU 20MO-
2eHU3ayuu (aHanu3 eapuayuu Ha ocHoee cpedHe20 abcosIloMHO20 OMKJIOHEHUsl, nodesleHHo20 Ha dea Onisi uzbe2aHusi 0eoliHo20 nodcyema). Pe-
3ynbmamsl oKka3bigalom, 4Ymo, 8 Mo epeMsi Kak 3/1ekmopasibHoe noeedeHusi 8 YkpauHe e 2002-2014 22. cmaHoeunock ece 6onbwe meppumopu-
anbHO 20MO2€HU3UPO8aHHbIM (UHOekKc Jlu mocmeneHHO CHUXKaJICsl), cCmMpaHa fnepexusana meppumopuanbHyo NMoNsipu3ayuro, NMoCKOsILKY Mmoka3a-
menb 0nsi mpex anuykux obnacmeli u deyx [JoH6acckux poc unu cmabunbHO ocmasarsicsi bicokuM. Bonbwe moeo, ecnu e 2002 2. meppumopu-
anbHasi cmpyKkmypa rnoka3sbieasna 3Ha4uMyro meppumopuasnbHyo 2emepo2eHHOCMb U moJsibko anuykue obnacmu Kak nosnroc, mo e 2006-2012 za.
cmpykmypa cmana 6unonsipHol. B 2014 2. 3anadHbili Nont0c 0MHocumesibHO meppumopuanbHO 20MO2eHU3UPOo8asicsl, moz2da Kak meppumopuu
HoHeuykoli u JlyeaHckoli o6nacmeli ocmanuck meppumopuasbHbIM Mo/10coM. Takue OOKyMeHmbI, Kak pacKkpbimbie ciiedcmeuem 8 cyde npomus
Managpopma, nokasbiearom, Yymo makasi OUHaMuKa umeem acreKm cmpame2u4ecKo20 UCMoJIb308aHUsl 2eo2paghudecko2o macwmaba dAns doc-
muxeHusi anekmopasnbHozo ycrexa [lapmueli pecuoHos. Takxe cmambsi o6paujaem HUMaHUe Ha 8aXHOCMb aOMUHUCMPaMUeHbIX U ucmopuye-
CKUX 2paHuy, KomopbIM Yacmo csedyem 3sieKmopasibHoe noeedeHue.

Knroyeenbie crosa: meppumopuanbHasi 20MO2eHU3ayusi, meppumopuasnibHasi Mosspu3ayusi, noaumuka eeozpaguyecko2o Macwmaba,
napnameHmckue ebibopbi 8 YKpauHe.
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TPAHCNMOPTHO-FEOrPA®IYHE NONMOXEHHA AK HAHHUK ®OPMYBAHHSA
CXIAHOEBPOMNEUCbLKOIO FA30BOIro XABY

CxiOHoeeponelcbKull 2azoeuli xab — 00uH i3 Halibinbw MacwmabHuUx eHep2emuy4yHUX rpoekmie, sikuli 30ameH nibepasnizy-
8amu pUHOK MPUpPodHO20 2a3y, iHmezspysamu yKpaiHCbKy 2a3ompaHCriopmHy cucmemy e 3a2ajibHoegporelicbKy cucmemy 2a-
3onpoeodie ma 3abeszneyumu peHmabesibHicmb Ni@3eMHUX cxoeuuw, 2a3y KpaiHu. Po3ansiHymo 2eozpadpiyHe rnosioxeHHs sIK ea-
Jnueutl ¢hakmop ¢hopmyeaHHsi CxidHoesponelicbko2o 2a308020 xaby. Oxapakmepu3o8aHo OOUH i3 OCHOBHUX 06'ckmie 2azom-
paHcriopmHoi iHghpacmpykmypu — 2a3o8i cxosuuja, Ha 6a3i sskux mae cgphopmysamuckb mMaltbymHil yKpaiHCbKul 2a3oeull xab.
lpoaHanizoeaHo ocHOBHi Mapamempu ¢byHKYiOHy8aHHs1 2a308uUx cxoseuuw|. BueyeHo esponelicbkuli doceid0 hYyHKYiOHYy8aHHSsI
2a3oeux xabie. [[posedeHo aHani3 hyHKUioHyeaHHs 2a3o8ux xabie Hime44uHu ma ix 38’130k i3 2a3ocxosuujamu KpaiHu.

Kmro4oei cnoea: eeozcpaghidyHe nosioxeHHs1, cycnifibHo-2eo2paghiyHe MoJsloKeHHsl, EKOHOMiKO-2eoepaghiyHe MosIoXKeHHs, 2a30-

euli xa6, 2azoee cxoeuue

MoctaHoBKa npoGnemu. [eorpadiyHa BigAaneHicTb
rasocxosuiy 3axigHoro perioHy Ykpainu (3PY) Big iHWmMX
nig3emMHnx cxosuy, ragdy (MCI) kpaiHM He TiNbkn 3MiLHIE
NOriCTUYHI No3uuil, ane W TakoX Aae 3Mory poarnagartu
cykynHictb MNCIT 3PY sk rasoBui xab eBponencuKoro 3pas-
ka. To6To, MOBa MOXe TN NPO POPMYBaHHSA Ha TepuTopii
3PY CxigHoeBponencbkoro rasoBoro xaby. AKTyanbHICTb
TeMU [JOCnigXeHHs nonsrae y HeobxigHOCTi cycninbHO-
reorpadiyHoro  BMBYEHHS  TPAHCMOPTHO-EHEepPreTUYHUX
npobnem kpaiHn. HanbinbLuow Mipoto y Uil npai BUKopuc-
TOBYHTBCS KOHKPETHO HayKoBi MeToau, a came: MeToj
aHanisy aHanoroBux apeanis, OCKINlbK/ MPOBOAUTBLCS [OC-
NigpKeHHsA 00'ekTiB — ra3oBuX xabiB LUNSAXOM iX 3icTaBneH-
HS; MeToA NOPIBHSHHS; kapTorpadiuyHnin MeToa (4N Haou-
HOro BUCBITINEHHS OOCNIMKYBaHOI Nnpobnemartuku).

AHani3 ocTaHHix gocnigxeHb i ny6nikauin. MNoHAaTTs
reorpadivHoOro NONOXeHHs € OHIE0 3 rONMOBHUX KaTeropin
reorpadivyHoi Hayku. [ig HMUM pO3yMilOTb pO3TallyBaHHS
o6'exta abo apeany 3eMHOi MOBEPXHi CTOCOBHO iHLINX 06'-
€KTIB YW TEPUTOPIN, AKi PO3MILLEeHi 3a Mexamu Liboro 06'ek-
Ta abo apeany i MmaTb Ha HUX BnnuB. eorpadiyHe nono-
XKEHHSI — AUHAMIYHMIA ONKC, SIKUI NOCTINHO HabyBaEe HOBUX
O3HaK i 3MIHIOETLCS Y Mipy 3MiHM Pi3HWX BNacTMBOCTEN
reorpadpiyHoro ob'ekta Ta MOro B3aEMO3B'A3KIB 3 iHLUMMU
ob'ektamu i seuwamu. Mpod. O. Wabnii 3asHavae, WO
"reorpadiyHe MOMOXeHHS — Le MpPOCTOPOBE BiAHOLLUEHHA
neBHoro ob'ekta (kpaiHW, MiCTa, MpPCbKOro MacuBy TOLLO)
00 reorpadiyHUX JaHHOCTEN, WO nexaTb no3a HUM i Ma-
I0Tb Y/ MOXYTb MaTW Ha HbOro cyTTesui Bnnue" [5, c. 93].
Y cTpykTypi reorpadiyHOro NonoXeHHs BUAINAIOTL NiACHC-
TEMU — CYCNiNbHO-EKOHOMIYHE, KyNnbTypHO-reorpadiyHe,
€THOKYNbTYypHO-reorpadiyHe MOMOXEHHs. Y4eHun BigHO-
cuTb "reorpadpiyHe nonoxeHHs" OO0 CknagHoi KkaTteropi,
OCKiNbKM BOHO 3aBXau iHAMBIQyanidye reorpadiyHuii 06'-
€kT. Y "reorpadiyHomy nonoxeHHi" BigobpaxaeTbcsa Taka

MOro O3Haka, fIK NO3WUINHICTb | YHiKanbHICTb. Ha gymky
BYEHOr0, reorpadiyHe NONOXEeHHHA — Lie BracTuBiCTb 006'ek-
Ta, ane BoAHOYac Yy HbOMY BigoOpaXaeTbCsi MOro BigHO-
LWEHHS 40 iHWMX TepuTopianbHux cuctem. lligxig go Bu-
3HAYEHHs1 CyCMninbHO-reorpadiyHOro MOMOXEHHHA  LjifKOM
3bepirae pvcy BM3HAYEHHS reorpadiyHOro NOMNOXeHHs SK
Takoro. CycninbHo-reorpadivyHe MOMOXEHHSI TPaKTYyETbCA
SIK MOJIOXXEHHSI MeBHOro cycninbHo-reorpadiyHoro o6'exkta
LoAOo iHWKUX 06'ekTiB, sIKi MalOTb ANsl HbOrO roCNoAapChke
3HaYeHHs1 (oKepen CUPOBWMHU Ta eHeprii, TPaHCMNOPTHMX
wnsaxis Towo). Mpod. O. Tonuies y npaui "OcHoBu cycni-
NbHOI reorpadii” onucye BiAHOLWIEHHSA Ta B3AEMOAI0 reor-
padidyHoro ob'ekta 3 iHWMMK 06'eKTaMM SIK BaXINMBY Xapak-
TEPUCTUKY, SKa BMAMBAE Ha WOro nopanblivin PO3BUTOK.
Y4yeHuin 3a3Havae, LWo NpoCTOPOBE BiAHOLLEHHsT 00'ekTa 40
iHLUMX CYCiAHIX € BiAHOCHOK MPUB'A3KO0, arne BUKOPUCTO-
BYETbCHA reorpadamu yacTile, OCKiNbK1 Jae 3mory 3finc-
HUTU KOMMIIEKCHY XapaKTepMUCTUKY MPOCTOPOBOI OpraHida-
uii: "...Teopia i npakTMka cycninbHo-reorpadiyHUx Aocni-
[>KeHb MEePEeKOHNMBO CBigvaTh, WO caMe aHani3 BigHOCHUX
MiCLIEMONOXeHb, [OOCHNIMKEHHS CyciacTBa [JaloTb 3MOry
[aTtn po3MileHHI0 oKpemmx o06'ekTiB rMnboKy Ta 3MICTOBHY
AKICHY xapaktepuctuky" [2, c. 154—155]. € kinbka HaykoBuXx
npaup, SKi po3rnagalTb Temy rasoBux xabis. [Mpaus
M. Xe3epa "KoHTMHEHTanbHi €BpONeNnchbKi rasosi xabu: um
BMKOHYIOTb BOHM NocTaBneHi Lini?" 3abesnedvye 3aranbHum
OrnsA PO3BUTKY rasoBoro puHky €sponu. llicns BUBYEHHS
PO3BUTKY TOProBesbHOI MiKBIAHOCTI Ta TICHOTO B3aEMO3B's-
3Ky rasoBux xabiB MoOXHa CTBepAXyBaTu NpPO LUBMOKE Ha-
pOCTaHHSA NOTYXHOCTel razoBumx xabis [3]. Lis npauda Takox
[ae ysiBNeHHsi Npo 0Co6nMBOCTI OKPEMMUX BY3TiB, MPUYNHM
X KOHKPETHOro eBOMIOLIMHOrO LNSXy Ta NepCcrnekTuBu ix
NOAAanbLIOro PO3BUTKY.

MeTta. MeToto pobOTK € BUCBITNIEHHS BaXXIIMBUX Feor-
padiyHux nepeaymoB opMyBaHHSA npoektoBaHoro Cxia-
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