
1. Introduction

The establishment and consolidation of the commu-
nist ideology in European countries was usually as-
sociated with the geopolitical expansion of the USSR 
(1922–1991). Despite numerous supporters of the 
communist model, military and police coercion was 
the main lever of its spread. Overall, there were two 
major waves of communization (sovietization) in Eu-
rope. The first one covered the area that came under 
the rule of communist Moscow as a consequence of 
the civil war (the early 1920s), while the second one 

affected the states and territories occupied by the 
USSR during World War II (1945).

The deep socio-economic and later political crisis 
in the USSR led to the marginalization of the com-
munist ideology, which did not enjoy public support 
without the use of military and police force. With 
the collapse of the USSR (1990–1991), all post-com-
munist countries of Central Europe, and partly also 
Eastern Europe, implemented a strategy of democ-
ratization, abandoning totalitarian practices and dis-
placing pro-communist elites from various spheres 
of social and political life (see: Âz’kovij (ed.), 2007; 
Łukowski, Wojtaszczyk (eds.), 1996).
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The post-communist transformation in the post-
Soviet space proceeded in different ways: some 
countries quickly and irreversibly switched to demo-
cratic principles (the Czech Republic, Estonia, etc.); 
others, while maintaining the general democratic 
vector of development, experienced many relapses 
of recommunization (Bulgaria, Moldova), and still 
others clearly returned to totalitarian practices (Rus-
sia, Belarus) (see: Milczarek, Nowak (eds.), 2003; Or-
lova, 2010). Ukraine, unlike other countries in the re-
gion, has shown a much longer and more dramatic 
transition from totalitarianism to democracy. Moreo-
ver, this process was not linear and was character-
ized by frequent changes of the transition phases 
(Avioutskii, 2006; Kuczabski, Michalski, 2014).

This article presents the process of decommuni-
zation based on the example of Ukraine. The specific 
subject of interest is the last wave of decommuni-
zation of the urban toponymy, which occurred in 
2014–2019. The basic concepts and terms charac-
terizing toponymic policy are reviewed, and the es-
sence and causes of decommunization, especially its 
“last” wave, are analyzed. Moreover, the current legal 
mechanisms for implementing the remembrance 
policy in the urban landscape are shown.

2. basic features of the toponymic 
decommunization policy

Toponymic policy reflects social demands and ex-
pectations regarding the shaping of symbolic space, 
including names of geographical sites (toponyms). 
The key players in the process of filling the geo-
graphical space semantically are, on the one hand, 
political forces as the creator of toponymic informa-
tion, and on the other hand – the population as its 
recipient. Political forces willingly use geographical 
space to promote their own ideological markers. In 
turn, the society may accept or ignore these mark-
ers, trying to create its own, alternative toponymic 
dimension. As a result, in order to implement an 
effective toponymic policy, it is insufficient to have 
legal or police mechanisms to create toponymic no-
menclature; it is necessary to recognize and feel the 
public demand for it.

Public expectations of a toponymic policy of re-
membrance are based on the collective historical 
memory of a state, region, ethnic group, etc. On the 
other hand, historical memory “constitutes the basis 
of identity, gives national communities a sense of cul-
tural exclusivity and a shared historical fate” (Gurik, 
2016, p. 26). In this context, toponymic politics can 
be passive – reflecting the existing traditional images 
of collective historical memory, or active – removing 

unwanted symbols from the public space, promot-
ing or imposing new ideological content. According 
to M. Dymnicka and J. Szczepański (2016), the policy 
of remembrance covers all conscious and uncon-
scious, intentional and contingent actions, and is 
part of various identity projects, which, apart from 
the properties characteristic of the city, also include 
the residents’ attachment to the way they live in it, 
local customs or cultural landscape.

Historical memory is not unique, unambiguous 
and immutable. V. Ciba (2017, p. 164), describing 
the national culture of commemoration, speaks of 
“generational communication codes for describing 
the past”. In general, historical memory can be more 
or less stable (ingrained in the mind), structured (de-
pending on the social group), variable (susceptible 
to influence), and so on. Geographical name chang-
es, including changes to street and square names, 
are related to political and organizational changes in 
the state.

The city space is an exemplary arena for repro-
duction, affirmation or creation of historical mem-
ory. In a country, each city is characterized by both 
common general features of reflecting historical 
memory and a specific local context or color. Accord-
ing to S. Vоdotik and L. Savеnоk (2017), cities have 
their own culture of memory. The most common, 
effective and efficient measure of the remembrance 
policy is giving various geographical sites the names 
of iconic figures (patrons) or events and places im-
portant from the point of view of political necessity.

Street names not only help one to find one’s 
bearing and identify places, but they also preserve in 
the minds of residents certain events, people or phe-
nomena they commemorate. Therefore, they are of 
great importance for every authority, because they 
refer to a specific symbolism hidden behind given 
persons or events. In addition to their purely practi-
cal function, the names also contain a deeper mes-
sage; they are the carrier of specific historical, cultur-
al and social content, as well as the image of a given 
time (Kędziora, 2012; Wagińska-Marzec, 2017).

The practice of using commemorative names 
dates back to the second half of the 19th century, 
so it is a relatively young tradition (Kita, Nartonow-
icz-Kot, 2012). Such names may be imposed by the 
authorities or are the result of the demands of soci-
ety to manifest its attitude to the present as well as 
to the past. Due to the turbulent history of the na-
tion, street names are often changed many times in 
different historical periods, and the most common 
reason for these changes is political and ideological 
considerations (Wagińska-Marzec, 2017).

Street naming becomes a certain mirror reflect-
ing the face of a given historical period in a given 
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country. As a result, the more frequently the names 
of streets are changed in it, the more turbulent its 
history is (Jankowska, 2013). Renaming streets dur-
ing the political breakthrough expresses the com-
petition for the way of classifying reality, evaluating 
history and creating the state’s identity (Hałas, 2004).

Changing street names is a process that affects 
ordinary people extremely strongly; it is an integral 
part of their daily lives, so it raises considerable inter-
est of the general public and is present in public dis-
cussion. They are also often controversial. Renaming 
streets is usually a political act in which the authority 
of the state and its monopoly on the interpretation 
of history are manifested. In the process of assigning 
specific political meanings to the streets, the pre-
dominant, though not exclusive, group are names 
that refer to specific figures or collective heroes, such 
as armed or political groups (Różycki, 2018, 2019).

Street names can become entangled in the poli-
tics of defining what is historically important or wor-
thy of public memory. They are also part of a larger 
struggle for social and political identity, and are used 
both to oppose the hegemonic order and to recre-
ate it (Alderman, 2002). Street names are changed 
in this context to promote in the public awareness 
specific events, characters and organizations that 
appear in the street names, but also to erase from 
the public awareness other events, characters and 
organizations that are removed from street names 
(see: Rose-Redwood, 2008; Różycki, 2019).

If the past is the main source of historical mem-
ory, its drama determines the essence and structure 
of historical memory. As M. Gurik (2016, p. 26) notes, 
“The problem of preserving and recreating historical 
memory is particularly acute in post-totalitarian so-
cieties that experienced collective historical trauma 
in a state of colonial dependence.”

For the countries of Eastern Europe, the problem 
of historical memory is still closely related to the pe-
riod of the communist model of commemorating 
(sovietizing) public space. The imposition of com-
munist ideological symbols by artificially shaping 
a new historical memory was a common feature of 
communism in various national communities.

The difference between countries, regions and 
cities was the duration and the scale of sovietization, 
the brutality of its planting, and the local specific-
ity of the commemorative semantic area. Identifica-
tion primarily with communist Russia (the Kremlin) 
is an important feature of sovietization in European 
countries (with the small exception of Albania and 
Yugoslavia). In fact, the spread of communist com-
memorative markers served to underline Moscow’s 
geopolitical dominance. That is why communization 
is often equated with external enslavement.

The toponymic policy of the last three decades 
in the vast majority of Central and Eastern European 
countries can be described as being part of decom-
munization. Communist ideology, which for a long 
time dominated the sphere of geopolitical influence 
of the USSR, left behind a whole layer of symbolism, 
which at the turn of the 1980s and 1990s lost its rel-
evance to the new socio-political context, including 
toponymy. The system of activities aimed at liberat-
ing oneself from the influences and consequences 
of the communist ideology in all spheres of life is re-
ferred to as decommunization (Drоgušеvs’ka, 2017; 
Kiridon, 2017).

Decommunization has various dimensions: from 
existential (abandoning the communist worldview), 
economic (returning to a market economy with pri-
vate ownership), political (introducing political com-
petition through democratic mechanisms) to for-
mal (cleansing the information field from obsolete 
commemorative markers that may be associated 
with the communist past). As M. Czepczyński (2008) 
notes, the reconstruction of the civic significance of 
urban space is among the most important tasks fac-
ing post-socialist societies.

At the legislative level, the decommunization 
process covers the following areas: vetting of former 
functionaries of the communist regime, condemna-
tion of the communist regime and its criminal prac-
tices, honoring the heroes who fought against the 
communist regime and restoring the rights of its vic-
tims, making available archival documents of com-
munist secret services (Râbеnkо, Kоgut, 2017).

Matching formal decommunization to the actual 
social expectations requires consistency and syn-
chronicity. Introducing formal decommunization by 
force can provoke denial and even resistance and 
conflicts. In the context of formal decommunization, 
A. Gricak (2016) noted that “it creates the illusion that 
history can be overcome by interpreting historical 
memory, but that history is interpreted not through 
memory but through political reforms.”

3. the essence of decommunization 
and the causes of its new wave in ukraine

Toponymic decommunization is a reaction to 
changes that took place in the ideological landscape 
of the geographical space of many European coun-
tries during the period of domination and cultiva-
tion of the communist worldview there. In order to 
understand the essence of decommunization, it is 
necessary to analyze how sovietization took place, 
how deep it was and how it influenced the shaping 
of actual historical memory.
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The main common features of toponymic sovieti-
zation were its enormous scale, brutality of introduc-
tion, and temporal instability. The scale manifested 
itself in the communist authorities’ efforts to change 
completely the informational content of geographi-
cal space. As part of sovietization, firstly the topo-
nyms related to ideologically hostile worldview sys-
tems were replaced: the world of religion, other (and 
therefore hostile) forms of power and government 
(from the Russian tsar to bourgeois democracy), na-
tional patriotic worldview (as opposed to the con-
cept of internationalism), and so on.

Ideologically neutral names that did not fit the 
ideologized communist way of life were also un-
der constant threat. As noted by Ì. Starеn’kij and 
Â. Zajšlûk (2017, p. 113), using the example of sovi-
etization in Kamieniec Podolski, the Bolshevik gov-
ernment “tried to erase from historical memory eve-
rything that could resemble the previous days, incl. 
by brutally interfering with the city’s toponymy, im-
posing names related to revolutionary events”. In to-
tal, about 200 new names were created in Kamieniec 
Podolski during the Soviet period (42.5% of all top-
onyms), which were very rarely associated with the 
history of Ukraine and its heroes (Starеn’kij, Zajšlûk, 
2017, p. 114).

Sovietization was implemented through a strict-
ly hierarchical set of names, titles, and symbols that 
were usually reproduced mindlessly, spontaneously 
and almost without taking into account local spe-
cificities. The hierarchical feature of the communist 
pantheon was emphasized by L. Males (2016, p. 66), 
noting in the urban toponymy the names of revolu-
tionaries of the “first, then second and subsequent 
order”. Depending on the area, the general panthe-
on of communist figures and events was sometimes 
supplemented with local names.

It should also be noted that the toponymic pan-
theon significantly evolved during the domination of 
the communist ideology. The reformatting consisted 
in the successive replacement of certain persons and 
events with others or changing their place in the 
overall hierarchy. Nevertheless, the figure of Lenin 
was invariably the central figure of the communist 
pantheon of the USSR and the satellite states since 
1924. His importance in the shaping and content of 
geographical space is special and unique. As aptly 
noted by K. Kоbčеnkо (2016, p. 67), the monuments 
of Lenin are “markers in the mental mapping of 
Ukrainians, specific ‘milestones’ that marked the 
symbolic boundaries of (post)Soviet space”.

Constant changes in the communist pantheon 
had a significant impact on the nature of the topo-
nymic politics of the time: often the existing commu-
nist toponyms were replaced with new ones, creating 

chaos and distrust as to the stability of geographical 
names. Hence, the first examples of decommuniza-
tion can be found directly in the communist period 
and were associated with the shedding of successive 
communist leaders: Trotsky, Stalin, Molotov, Khrush-
chev and hundreds of other smaller figures discred-
ited during the internal political struggle. However, 
the removal of some persons from the information 
space was accompanied by the emergence of others 
with the same ideological profile.

Since in the European geopolitical direction Rus-
sia was the source of the spread of the communist 
ideology, sovietization was simultaneously per-
ceived as a strictly Russian product in all the con-
quered countries. Thus, the entire layer of communist 
ideology, reflected in the toponymy, was character-
ized by a clearly defined Russian color. M. Râbčuk 
(2016) points out that in Ukraine communism was in 
fact a cover for Russian imperial hegemony.

In Ukraine, in this context, the situation was ad-
ditionally complicated by the fact that sovietization 
there “overlapped with the strong results of the pre-
vious 250-year russification” (Kiridon, 2017, p. 157). In 
general, the communist era in the context of Ukraine 
is often perceived as a continuation of the cultiva-
tion of the Russian imperialist ideology, which was 
essentially anti-Ukrainian (Râbčuk, 2016; Kоbčеnkо, 
2016).

The first wave of real decommunization took 
place in the last years of the USSR. This meant 
a change in the ideological orientation of the popu-
lation, and it was manifested in acts of mass, delib-
erate rejection of the devalued ideology. According 
to T. Hìtrоv (2015), the shaping and segmentation of 
the “decommunization” discourse is related to the in-
formation activities of Ukrainian social movements 
and organizations, in particular the People’s Move-
ment of Ukraine, the Commemorative Society, the 
Ukrainian Helsinki Union and others. According to 
V. Ciba (2017, p. 153), the first stage of the “decon-
struction of the Soviet historical heritage” dates back 
to the period of perestroika, when the local govern-
ments of Donetsk and Lugansk initiated the renam-
ing of Zhdanov to Mariupol, and Voroshilovgrad to 
Luhansk, respectively in 1989 and 1990.

Similar trends occurred in urban toponymy, but 
they were usually uncommon and selective. The first 
renaming of streets and squares in Ukrainian cities 
concerned their central, historical, and representa-
tive parts (see: Malеs, 2016; Starеn’kij, Zajšlûk, 2017). 
They were mainly related the returning to the old 
(historical) names.

Immediately after the fall of communism, there 
were clear regional differences and disproportions in 
the processes of decommunization in Ukraine. While 



12  Aleksander Kuczabski, Alina Boychuk

the local authorities of Galicia and partially of Vol-
hynia were willing to support the initiatives of right-
wing parties and social organizations in the face of 
changes in the historical and cultural landscape, 
outside these regions, de-sovietization was slow and 
without enthusiasm from the public. Almost the en-
tire 1990s were characterized by a powerful electoral 
triumph of left-wing forces, as well as President Leo-
nid Kuchma’s intention to pursue a policy of careful 
political maneuvering (Ciba, 2017).

In the first period, just after the fall of commu-
nism, street names were de-communized in Ukraine 
according to the wishes or at least with the consent 
of the inhabitants. Thus, if the name of the street 
was not changed immediately, then there was no 
chance for such a change later. On the one hand, the 
inhabitants got used to the existing old name even 
more; on the other hand, although the name could 
be associated with the communist period, it did not 
necessarily reflect its criminal nature, especially that 
all the controversial names were already changed in 
the first phase of decommunization.

Additionally, it should be noted that renaming 
streets and squares is usually quite costly and bur-
densome. These costs are borne not only by local 
governments, but also directly by the inhabitants 
who have to exchange documents, information 
boards or advertising banners. In such a situation, 
the troublesome economic crisis of the 1990s and 
the lack of adequate resources at the disposal of 
local governments discouraged them from taking 
initiatives related to the deliberate and large-scale 
changes of the old communist names.

In Ukraine, Leonid Kravchuk (1992), Leonid Kuch-
ma (2001) and Viktor Yushchenko (2007) attempted 
to revive the waning decommunization at the presi-
dential level. However, such initiatives were usu-
ally not based on any effective legal mechanisms 
(Râbčuk, 2016). During Yushchenko’s presidency, an-
other attempt at decommunization was associated 
with the policy of bringing attention to the Holodo-
mor tragedy, which was explained as a consequence 
of the deliberate policy of the communist authori-
ties at the time. For this purpose, it was particularly 
important to pass the Law of Ukraine “On the Holo-
domor of 1932–1933 in Ukraine” in 2006, which pro-
vided a legal basis for the demolition of monuments 
to the Bolsheviks considered to be the perpetrators 
of the famine in Ukraine (see: Ciba, 2017).

The Revolution of Dignity and the Russian aggres-
sion against Ukraine in 2013–2014 became a power-
ful catalyst for the last wave of decommunization. 
Among others, the reason lied in the similarities that 
were easy to find between the partially forgotten to-
talitarian communist past of Ukraine and the Russian 

propaganda of that time. According to V. Ciba (2017, 
p. 152), “an important aspect of the policy of ‘decom-
munization’ was to be ... quickly dissociating oneself 
from the practices of commemoration common 
with Russia”. Russian aggression revived the aspects 
of Ukrainian collective memory related to the ideas 
of national solidarity, sacrifice, patriotism and armed 
resistance to the aggressor (Râbčuk, 2016). In ad-
dition, new challenges and events in Ukraine have 
created a need to perpetuate and commemorate 
“the memory of the dead, heroes, new symbols and 
social phenomena (volunteering, volunteer battal-
ions)” (Malеs, 2016, p. 63).

Significant accumulation of the former commu-
nist content in Ukrainian public space began to be 
perceived as an obstacle to European integration 
and mobilization against Russian aggression. A. Kiri-
don (2017) pointed out that Sovietism did not leave 
independent Ukraine, but it actively exists among 
Ukrainians and remains deeply rooted in social con-
sciousness. Cleansing Ukraine of the symbols of 
communism began spontaneously, enthusiastically 
and massively. V. Ciba (2017) claims that the demoli-
tion of Lenin’s statue in Kiev on 8 December, 2013, 
during the Euromaidan, by representatives of the 
All-Ukrainian Union “Svoboda”, was the driving force 
of the present “decommunization”, the fourth stage 
of de-sovietization. Later, the process became mas-
sive, because in 2014 alone, more than 500 monu-
ments to Lenin were dismantled in various cities of 
Ukraine (Pìd čas “lеnìnоpadu” ..., 2014). 

4. the current legal regulation and practice 
of decommunizing urban toponymy 
in ukraine

Spontaneous decommunization gained legal frame-
work in Ukraine only on 9 April, 2015, when the Law 
“On Condemnation of Communist and National So-
cialist (Nazi) Totalitarian Regimes and Prohibition 
of Propaganda of Their Symbols” (Zakоn Ukraїni ..., 
2015) was passed. This act gave decommunization 
the status of a state policy and regulated the forced 
change of names referring to the post-communist 
legacy. This concerned geographical names, topo-
nymic sites (streets, avenues, squares, etc.), legal en-
tities, press titles, names of trademarks and services. 
The necessity to liquidate monuments, statues, 
commemorative plaques and other memorabilia of 
a communist character was also taken into account. 
The government’s intentions to finally get rid of the 
traces of the communist past were based on severe 
sanctions for non-compliance or breaking the law 
in this regard. According to A. Kozyrska (2016), the 
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new politics of memory had to favor the overcom-
ing of the Soviet legacy in mentality, historical myths 
and stereotypes that inhibited the consolidation of 
Ukrainian society.

The law gave local governments up to six months 
to rename all localities and toponymic sites that 
contained symbols of the communist totalitarian re-
gime. These were city districts, squares, boulevards, 
streets, avenues, driveways, passages, alleys, malls, 
embankments, bridges, and so on. It was assumed 
that if the local government’s legislative body failed 
to make a decision to change the appropriate name 
within the prescribed period, the task related to the 
change would be taken over by the competent head 
of the municipality or the mayor, who in turn had 
a three-month deadline for it. If decommunization 
was not completed in that case, the law transferred 
this responsibility to the heads of regional state ad-
ministrations, giving them another three months to 
do so. Moreover, the act required local authorities to 
follow the recommendations of the Ukrainian Insti-
tute of National Memory with regard to the interpre-
tation of the relevant names.

The “last” wave of decommunization in Ukraine 
was not received by society in an unambiguously 
positive way (see: Filon, Borsuk, 2018; Mälksoo, 
2018). The flaw of implementing decommunization 
was the imposition on local governments of a gov-
ernment model of historical memory, an uncompro-
mising change of names and shifting the relevant 
expenses to local budgets, enterprises and citizens. 
The policy of decommunization often resulted in 
more or less active resistance from its opponents. 
However, it should be noted that this resistance did 
not take an organized form and was generally within 
the law (though at times it went beyond ethics and 
respect for opponents).

Even in a rather brutal and dynamic form, de-
communization did not cause any mass opposition 
in Ukraine (Kozyrska, 2016). Most often, decommu-
nization was opposed through the courts. The most 
prominent act in Ukraine in this respect was the 
submission of an appeal on 30 May 2017 to the Con-
stitutional Court by 46 Ukrainian MPs of the Act “On 
Condemnation of Communist and National Socialist 
(Nazi) Totalitarian Regimes and Prohibition of Propa-
ganda of Their Symbols” on the compliance with the 
Constitution (Konstitucìjne podannâ). Nevertheless, 
on 16 July 2019, the Constitutional Court confirmed 
the constitutionality of this act.

The issue of individual renaming was also a sub-
ject of court proceedings. Among others, the Reso-
lution of the Zinkiv District Court in the Poltava 
region of 27 April 27 2017 dismissed the claims for 
invalidation of the name change of a street in the 

village of Opishnia in the Poltava region, and the 
District Administrative Court in Odessa on 9  No-
vember 2017 rejected a lawsuit in on the change of 
street names and toponymy objects in the Odessa 
Oblast (Dеkоmunìzacìâ..., 2016; Zvìt Gоlоvi..., 2017). 
The Babushkin District Court in Dnipropetrovsk 
(now Dnipro) is also known to have heard a lawsuit 
to cancel the mayor’s order to rename the Stalingrad 
Heroes Street (Dеkоmunìzacìâ ..., 2016).

A common form of silent protest against the cen-
tral government’s imposition of total and mindless 
decommunization was some local governments’ 
attempts to keep the old name by giving it a differ-
ent interpretation. The trick was that in fact the new 
name was the same as the previous one, although 
formally it referred to a completely different person 
or event than before. 

The implementation of decommunization in 
Ukraine has shown that the authorities and regional 
political elites are able to instrumentalize and ma-
nipulate the provisions on decommunization (Kut-
senko 2020). In the event that decommunization 
changes became inevitable, attempts were made 
to maintain political neutrality when choosing new 
names by local governments. “Implementing the 
renaming policy, local authorities in the south east 
gave preference to Kievan Rus and Cossack legacy 
because such names are equally well acceptable by 
all strata of Ukrainians, regardless of ideology and 
electoral preferences, and no one will protest” (Gna-
tiuk, 2018, p. 10).

One of the key issues in assessing the “last” wave 
of decommunization of urban toponymy in Ukraine 
is to estimate its scale. According to the data of the 
Ukrainian Institute of National Memory, since 2015 
the name change in Ukraine has affected an average 
of 3% to 5% of streets in cities, and in the east of the 
country – around 10% (as in Kharkiv) (V’âtrоvič (eds.), 
2015). The numbers significantly varied in different 
cities. For example, out of 680 streets in Sloviansk, 
almost 130 (19%) were changed, and in Vinnitsa, out 
of 840 street names approx. 140 (16%) had to be re-
named; in Kharkiv, out of 2,700 streets, about 285 
names (10%) had to be changed (V’âtrоvič, 2015). 
According to the list of the Institute of National 
Memory, renaming 110 urbanonyms was necessary 
in Kiev (Males, 2016).

In the years 2014–2015, a total of 195 urban 
changes were made in Kiev. Nevertheless, of these 
changes, only 39 were implemented under the de-
communization act. At the same time, public dis-
cussions were held on 126 new name proposals, 
as a result of which 4 newly proposed names were 
rejected, and other names for these sites were pro-
posed (Males, 2016). In the following year, 2016, in 
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Kiev, as part of the decommunization, 148 names of 
the city toponymy were changed (Dеkоmunìzacìâ ..., 
2016).

By December 2016, as part of decommunization, 
1,320 monuments to Lenin and 1,069 monuments to 
other Soviet leaders were dismantled; 32 towns and 
955 villages were renamed (U V’âtrоviča..., 2016). 
51,493 toponymic sites were renamed, the most in 
the Kharkiv (4,116), Poltava (3,815) and Cherkasy 
(3,646) oblasts, the least in Lviv (9), Ivano-Frankivsk 
(76) and Ternopil (98) (Dеkоmunìzacìâ ..., 2016). In 
Mariupol, the boulevard with the original name Ilyi-
cha was renamed twice. For the first time, on 28 Jan-
uary 2016, the name was changed to Boyka Boule-
vard, a local politician and entrepreneur known 
for his pro-communist worldview, and already on 
3 March to Nikopolski.

It is obvious that even after such a massive change 
of names as in Ukraine, this process is far from com-
pletely getting rid of remnants of post-communist 
nomenclature. For example, according to Ì. Starеn’kij 
and Â. Zajšlûk (2017), in Kamieniec Podolski, apart 
from the already renamed streets and alleys, another 
38 urbanonyms are being decommunized. In other 
cities, the situation is similar, because usually only 
the most obvious names have been decommunized. 
For example, out of 74 city toponymy sites of Kom-
somolsk (now Horishni Plavni), only 5 were renamed 
by the city council in 2015 as part of decommuniza-
tion (List Vikоnavčоgо..., 2016).

The positive result of decommunization was that 
the new street names became much less repeti-
tive and more connected to the history of Ukraine. 
L.  Males (2016) also notes that during the decom-
munization period the number of names associated 
with non-Ukrainian areas sharply fell, especially of 
those related to the geography or heroism of Rus-
sia. The new post-communist toponyms were given 
mainly local names, and where possible, historical 
names were restored.

5. conclusions

Despite the long period that has passed since the 
loss of the dominant position of the communist 
ideology, the post-communist remnants in Ukraine 
were very numerous and important until 2014. Al-
ready a few years after the collapse of the USSR, de-
communization of the naming of geographical sites 
in Ukraine slowly faded out, and then completely 
stopped. It was only the events of the Revolution 
of Dignity and Russia’s armed aggression against 
Ukraine, including the annexation of Crimea, that 
forced the Ukrainian authorities to return to the 

subject of decommunization. In this situation, an at-
tempt was made to cleanse the symbolic space of 
old communist names in one go and within a very 
short time.

In general, the policy of decommunization in 
Ukraine had much in common with the post-com-
munist countries of Central Europe, including Po-
land. Nevertheless, there are significant differences. 
Firstly, the vast majority of renaming in Ukraine was 
conducted as part of the last wave, and not just af-
ter the fall of communism, as was the case in other 
post-communist countries. Secondly, decommu-
nization in Ukraine was also a way of de-Russifying 
the symbolic space. Thirdly, pro-communist and left-
wing political groups were surprised by the uncom-
promising policy of decommunization on the part of 
the central government and were unable to put up 
any noticeable resistance to the name changes.

The intensification of the toponymic policy of 
the central government led to growing contradic-
tions and a certain loss of balance in relations with 
the authorities of some local governments. Some of 
these local governments have tried unsuccessfully 
to boycott, avoid or implement decommunization 
only formally and without enthusiasm. On the other 
hand, in Ukraine, the vast majority of geographical 
names that could be associated with the communist 
past have been removed.

It should be noted that after the active phase 
of 2014–2016, the process of decommunization 
of toponymy in Ukraine has already moved to the 
passive phase. However, there is no doubt that the 
problem itself has not been completely resolved. It 
may return to the agenda at any time as a tool of po-
litical struggle. It is still uncertain whether political 
changes associated with the right-wing forces losing 
power would not lead to another shift in the politics 
of remembrance, and some old communist names 
would not be restored.
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