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The author has chosen a subject-relevant, very demanding and highly topical topic. She presents an
informed view of a number of fundamental moments that (de)formed modern Ukrainian identity and
subsequently the relations between Ukraine and Russia after the collapse of the USSR.



The work has a clear structure, it is based on a sufficient base of academic literature and other relevant
sources. The theoretical and methodological anchoring of the study is, given the researched issue,
appropriately chosen and the author undoubtedly tried to apply it.

| have no doubt that the author is well acquainted with the subject of her research, but for a reader who is
not well-versed in the issue, it would certainly be more comfortable if some concepts, events and historical
figures were introduced in more detail or more broadly contextualized (e.g. Valuev Circular, etc).

| find the conclusions reached by the author extremely interesting, very well argued and convincing within
the scope of the work. On the other hand, one cannot help but see that there is still a lot at stake, and
therefore | would resist their absolutization (which | do not claim the author wants).
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