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#Euromaidan one year one
On the night of 21 November 2013 a large group of Ukrainians gathered on Maidan square
(literally the independence square)2 in Kiev to demand closer European integration after the
Ukrainian government decided to suspend the preparations for signing the Association
Agreement between Ukraine and the European Union. This was the beginning of a long series of
protests known as #Euromaidan - after the hashtag used by the opposition on twitter to call
citizens to come to demonstrate. These protests developed into severe clashes with the police and
into a national and international conflict. Both Russia (i.e. the Russian President Vladimir Putin)
and the European Union (represented by Radosław Sikorski, Laurent Fabius and Frank-Walter
Steinmeier, the foreign minister ministers of Poland, France, and Germany respectively)
contributed to negotiations for a compromise. The protests eventually evolved into the 2014
Ukrainian Revolution, the ousting of President Viktor Yanukovych and his government and the
restoration of the pre-2010 Constitution in February 2014.
Oleksandr Turchynov, the leader of the Fatherland party after Yulia Tymoshenko (former prime
minister, then in prison), was elected Chairman of the Ukrainian Parliament and acting President
and Prime Minister of Ukraine. The Turchynov government was accepted by the United States
and the European Union, but not by Russia that stressed that it originated in a coup d’état.
Boosted by the almost immediate revocation of linguistic rights for Russian speakers, protests
against the new government grew in the South and the East of the country, resulting in its
disintegration. After a hasty referendum, the Parliament of Crimea (a peninsula the Soviet leader
party leader Nikita Khrushchev transferred in 1954 from the Soviet Socialist Republic Russia to
SSR Ukraine, to celebrate the 300th anniversary of the unification of Ukraine to Muscovy)
declared its independence and applied to join the Russian Federation (the successor state of the
SSR Russia). This has been recognized so far only by Russia, Syria, Venezuela, Nicaragua and
Afghanistan while the process has been commonly read elsewhere as a Russian annexation of the
Crimea. Moreover, a war has been waged in Eastern Ukraine where pro-Russian secessionists do
not accept the authority of the new Kiev regime. The war has made thousands of victims,
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including the passengers of a commercial airliner - flight MH17 from Amsterdam to Kuala
Lumpur - that was shot down above Eastern Ukraine and crashed nearby Thorez on July 17. At
the dawn of a new winter, the situation seems to become even more precarious: Ukraine and
many EU countries are dependent on Russian gas for their energy needs.
One year after the emergence of #Euromaidan it is clear that the clash between internal fractions
in Ukraine (sketchily summarized as a clash between Ukrainian speakers in the West and
Russian speakers in the East and the South) resonates with the international clash between the
geopolitical ambitions of Russia and those of the European Union. The existence of a Russian
“Near Abroad” consisting of former Soviet Republics as a buffer between Russia and the West
(which Russians perceive as an invasive Other) is seen by many as a reasonable wish, but still a
geopolitical argument in the narrow sense. The “European Neighbourhood Policy” of the EU is
seen by contrast as a different type of influence over “a ring of friends” in Eastern Europe and
the Mediterranean: a case of peaceful and rational pacification through regulation and
conditionality. The asymmetrical influence of the EU on these areas is of course marked by
power and compulsion, and here too security is the main goal. The main difference between the
EU and Russia is the nature of their political system and the means their leaders are prepared to
use for domestic and external actions. While Russia is an autocratic state, politically centralized
and culturally sustained by a strong national identity, the EU is a quasi-federal configuration
with a complex structure of multiple layers and plural identities based on consensus and
compromise. While Russia glows with military might, the EU foregrounds diplomatic, political
and juridical solutions.
The two logics clash in Ukraine as in no place else. It is a borderland once more, as Ukraine has
often been in its history, as the very name of the country reminds us. It used to be known as “the
Ukraine” – the borderland – before losing the article that is seen as pejorative by many
Ukrainians.3 In this borderland, home to over 45 million people (about the same size as the
population of Spain, Tanzania or Argentina and sensibly larger than Poland or the American
state of California), that is neither a no man’s land, nor a buffer between Russia and the
European Union, we witness not only clashing claims over the same area of influence, but two
geopolitical views that structure incompatible ways of handling international politics.4
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Introduction to the virtual special issue
The journal Geopolitics has published extensively on this region of the world and more
specifically on the uneasy encounter between Post-Soviet Russia and the European Union,
especially in the light of its eastward enlargement (eventually effectuated in 2004). Rather
tellingly, in an early analysis of the re-ordering of the ‘crush zone’ in postwar Eastern Europe,
O’Loughlin contrasts US and Russian geopolitical views and foregrounds NATO enlargement
over EU enlargement.5 It is with the development of the EU common foreign and security policy,
and its geopolitical ambitions, that the EU became a serious actor in the region.
This virtual special issue revisits some of these articles to signpost some of the most noted
contributions. A selection of these articles will be available to download for free until May 31,
2015. The selected articles can be clustered into four cluster: geopolitical visions of the main
protagonists, Russia on the one hand, the European Union (or one of its member states) on the
other, 6 borders, and energy security.
The first group is by far the largest and features a rich collection of studies of geopolitical
visions. Mäkinen discussed the geopolitical views and worldviews taught to future generation in
Russia.7 Ambrosio & Vandrovec turn to practical geopolitics and examine the addresses of Putin
and Medvedev in the Federal Assembly8 while Foxall deals with masculine visuality and
nationalism in the photographs of Putin circulated by the authorities.9 The same author earlier
published a book review essay on Russian geopolitical identity.10 Morozova analyses
Euranianism in foreign policy11 and in an older special issue on Religion and Geopolitics guest
edited by John Agnew, Sidorov presents the post-imperial Third Romes (i.e. Moscow) and the
importance of the Russian Orthodox geopolitical metaphor.12 In older articles addressing
practical and popular geopolitics in the early post-soviet period: Perović studies the impact of
Soviet legacy and contemporary globalization on federal reform,13 Mäkinen explores the
geopolitical discourse of Yabloko in the 1990s14 and Kolossov respectively and O’Loughlin
separately study the view of Russian citizens.1516 In an older special issue on The changing
geopolitics of Eastern Europe guest edited by Dawson and Fawn, Russia is present too: Smith
and Timmins explore the perceptions emerging from Russia's geopolitics of vulnerability in a
paper on Russia and NATO and EU enlargement,17 and Kolossov and Turovsky review
contemporary geopolitical approaches in Russia in a review essay.18 Finally Ambrosio examines
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the efforts of Russian and Belarusian politicians in the 1990s to push for a Slavic Union, which
also involves Ukraine.19

Other, somewhat less numerous, contributions have looked at the geopolitical practices of the
EU, especially focusing on the so-called European Neighborhood Policy (ENP). Early on (just
before or after the eastern enlargement was effectuated), in a special issue on The critical
geopolitics of Northern Europe edited by Aalto, Dalby and Harle considered the Northern
dimension–the joint policy of European Union, Russia, Norway and Iceland.20 This special issue
also included examinations of the continuing othering of Russia by Browning21 and on
Baltoscandia by Moisio.22 Two years later, Scott questions the EU ‘Wider Europe’ and the
emerging neighborhood policy.23 Galbreath and Lamoreaux investigate the position of the Baltic
States in this geopolitical representation—are they a “Bastion, Beacon or bridge?”.24 Others
scrutinize EU supranational actors: Jones and Clark examine the role of European Commission
discourse building and Europeanization,25 Kostadinova analyzes the ENP and the construction of
the EU external border.26 Boedeltje and Van Houtum guest edited a series of papers in a special
section on EU neighbourhood geopolitics. In their own paper they scrutinize how the EU speaks
to its neighbours.27 Two papers investigate the role of civil society (one by Scott,28 and the other
by O’Dowd and Dimitrovova29) and Kramsch explores a non-Eurocentric view on ENP applying
the neologism of a ‘Borgesian frontier’.30 A year later, Boedeltje considers EU’s Others through
a Foucauldian perspective31 and Joenniemi considers how the lens of the Neighbourhood
contributes to the realization of EU actorness.32 More general analyses, including one by
Zielonka, scrutinize contemporary empires - Russia and the EU but also China and the US33- and
Foster approaches the European Union as an empire from a cartographic perspective.34
A third cluster consists of articles about border issues. They are more diverse and focused on
specific cases: Golunov reviews EU-Russian border crossings from “a dialogical perspective”,35
Prokkola deals with the making of the Finnish border and Schengen,36 and Marcu with the
making of the new Eastern border of the EU with a case study of Romania-Moldova-Ukraine.37
Earlier contributions include Laitinen about the Finnish-Russian border,38 Berg on the EstonianRussian borderland39 and Kolossov and O’Loughlin on the pseudo state of Transnistria.40 Last
but not least, in 2010 Stefan Berger put together a special section on the Geopolitics of enclaves
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featuring two articles on Kaliningrad, the Russian enclave in the European Union, one by Archer
& Etzold41 and one by Berger.42 This case was previously studied by Browning and Joenniemi
from the perspective of the strategic use of its marginality43 and by Aalto in the light of the
constitution of an EU geopolitical subjectivity.44
Finally, energy and the dependence of European countries on Russian gas (and of Russian on
exports to European countries) is another key topic. In 2011 Giselle Bosse and Anke SchmidtFelzmann supervised a special section on The geopolitics of energy supply in the ‘Wider
Europe’45 consisting of seven research papers to grasp on different facets of energy supply
security. The papers deploy different approaches: some constructivist, others realist and middle
ground in between. Two papers (McGowan46 and Bosse47) look at historical changes comparing
the social construction of energy security. Two papers (Kropatcheva48 and Butler49) address
geopolitical power games and the politics of energy. Two contributions (Casier50 and SchmidtFelzmann51) deal with international cooperation and a last author (Roth) analyses Poland as a
policy entrepreneur that tries to upscale its preferences at the level of the EU and NATO through
a call for energy solidarity.52 In this special issue, Kropatcheva’s paper focuses more specifically
on the position of Ukraine.53 Nord Stream (the pipelines from Viborg in Russia to Greifswald in
Germany eventually inaugurated in 2011 and 2012) was the focus of two papers: Bouzarovski
and Konieczny who deal more specifically with Poland54and Johnson & Derrick, who interrogate
“the geographical logics of Russia’s role as energy provider to Europe,” try to provide a more
networked base conceptualization of the pipeline and to engage in a critical analysis of pipeline
geopolitics.55 Two years later, in the midst of the turmoil in Eastern Ukraine and the
vulnerability of the land pipelines running through Ukraine to Europe, energy security and
geopolitics seem more topical than ever in the relations between Russia and the European Union
and might even eclipse the other geopolitical and political issues at stake in the war torn country.
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