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Abstract

Contemporary Ukraine is a highly bilingual country (Ukrainian and Russian). Due to historical
reasons, Russian has become the common language in contemporary Ukraine. Since indepen-
dence, the Ukrainian government has actively promoted the policy of “Ukrainification” and in-
creased the use of Ukrainian in various fields of social life. Studies have shown that most Ukrai-
nians support the free development of Russian, but also want the government to promote the
development of Ukrainian, which is not only a symbol of the state, but also an inherent part of
the Ukrainian nation.
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IWER AR —F OB, BIEZAE TR, 20, Rk, Bk, B35, Bua. S8, fik
SpEOREUEIR, BRI E TR TR, TR I L S B o TR 1 — R M. B G
i s 2357 BRI RES45% M. H. Ty6ormo A A, VA A S 2 [ 5 o W A8 A (T I, T 2 1 — 22 40 DR R 055
IR At A A T A T G365 (0 R TS AL P PE PO A JBARL, RRAE . BT AT N
WHER—AEE, HASHSNAE. BAFIES AR, M. H Tyéormo #gi, “iEz kAR —AAZ—4
BERE S BHER AR, ARIE S, ESARE. EEHAY (1.

3 58 % R MR T (K R i) BEL 2 3 25 AR F SR, Bt LI R, MR T EA
FERIE , SRR E B IIRIT, LA b 400 T 4 A AR I B R E 2 —, [T A 244 12
BOL IS S . 1991 4RI T % A DISK, SBURAIEAT 155025407 Bk, BEINIS T B AL
M3 R AT AT, (R HES T2 AR TR . 2013 AER IS T2 WU R IS, 1570 22 [ K AU+ 5e 2
BB, 137025 0 R KRR, X [V 1 5 24§ L SOE R TS R A T — s Ak, R
O 7 1 50 25 A R0 S VB AT A A4 v I S8 27 4, B P TIL 57 5 Aok SO R A e %
TR AR 524 A ROTE S AR, R SO A B A5 R S L 1 B AR E . [ LB AME S AL
dksh . EAb. RAMBE IR LIS T 2406, BB SE KL L 1S 228 A,
G [ 33— A5 3R T 5 A SR A S i,

2. BREE=ARMNESRISH
2001 FEAG NOEEHHEE R, G263 m2EA 3750 Ji(78%), WP Wik A 830 Ji(18%).

SR ENIYARL 2 R — R (S e 2 E SO R R A E K. 2006 4F 5 5 22 BB 2 2 ]
FA R & B (Research & Branding Group) T i Ftt 2l & 13 1 Fias.

Table 1. Ukrainian citizens master the language level

® 1. BREAREEESEE

SRS HERBAH ARG e M LA 25
L5 24 57% 29% 11% 3% -
B 68% 24% 5% 1% 2%

BAERIR KA 86%H) L v 2 RAE MR B4R 7 5 v 2208, MIAESE AR L b B4R R0 9 A%
i 92%. TES EIFR AT LAY, A 97%H 3 M #E 78 H H A0S h ] DU 5 58 2245 S8, 99% ] AT HE .«
PRI FATAT A, LT RTA S 522 R RE N, BRI E R N
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550 22 N RERXGE E R AR =4, OB 5 6 7 R I H B 52 1 DX 85 2 S PR A ) o D TR e
FOETE AR X E M A R S0 R B XOE R A RIE . [ 1654 155 AR B LS
WHRARE (RS R0 82, 5522 RS W R AN R Wb Rk R a6 H 7 T 227528
MEER . 1648 4F, HIL 5w =27 EA K aRRE 2 — & ST « F R e SR i =2 A Seia 1
BRI (B 0 T SR R, Ja IR SCH MO . R 5% 5 P 38 20 B8 ™ 2 DA R ik iiE N I AR 5 45, =i
SO TG S0 24 I R Bl — e MR, DRI UG ) v R 3 SRR 78, (RX ke S 28 LRI 5 24 (2]
1660 4, W22 5T W4 1 50 2 ) B IF . 1686 48, U2 5P Wil (& RIRELA) (1667)
(2% : LAEE AR A I, P 2218 304 B (F0) 35 24, PRI H] 7 A2 R (R) 3 w4 AL (IR Y %7,
2009). A 18 IR E 20 WL —E L H4ER], S5 =2 N RH FRAA R i E A T AT H g 2
T 90%1 % 5 2= T N TV M AR 10% 805 5 22 107 H 8 T BRI A E (=, 2005). Yk
A AT ORI 2 i, AR b BORAE S v 2 R R ARAEAT . 5 e 22 AR oA E A
TEZRFRHLIX, R X BURHEE Tk, Tolkfb e 75 N D450, REHX Tks7s) 3%
SREMRD W, TEIRTTAEIZ K SR, T AR TN B K B AR RS ) g, 31 20 42 p) 4358
HOIX P 5 =B N QAR i T DB, S I AR N SR AT SCHR TAE AN SRR 5 A TR
I EIE SHAL(RE « JFEHZETT, 2009). 12 20 E400], HEGERE SIS R ST L 4N, it
700 J3 15 5 22 NAERBRIN BRI A L 1A B0 s AR VR R 22 L S e s AR Y 5 e Wi,
TR, DRIV, S EAST L RAG U E3]. Fk, DA RVEEHIESD . USSR
ZRMERE, EiEE EXMERIUNHE, MUY 2 RIESEFRWEERES, &g r—
G — 152 5 24 S A2 1) BT T I PR R B ARATE 55 o

MRPE “ g2t B B oBdn, SRS 522 51 X A I H H AL B F B3 A0 A0 a0 55 2 BT .

Table 2. Language use in different regions of Ukraine

=2 BREFRMBIESEAER

et s LR ATE
F AT 52 R 46% 47% 7%
[iiga 98% 2% 0%
SRRt 64% 28% 8%
R 23% 69% 8%
AREB 5% 87% 8%

E KRR, TUUE M. A XA ]RAE H e Br A m T S50 2408, 900 98%A1 64%, T
5. FEHBIX A B TR ARE, 4905 69%F1 87%. 725 A\ RAEIE S R 7 T B A W I [X I8 22
SRR A
3. 3RER="RNESTSED

19, 22 s v g 1) T 2 PR 1 uE 2 N — [EE, 2012 RIS T2 (EFIE S EOEREARE) WY
FRABAE R X G 10% A B RAE A E S /E BB B X I0E 5 s, BIHX B 7 iE S i, {H 2018 4F
NEATZEEEE, IR TIEMRE A S w22 BB S 4]. 550 2 I KA 240 50RO AE 2017 FiE
1T A2 S A T 9 K B9 T 152 5 25 0 BROGH ARV AL PR 785 B 1) R ) R 8 9, 3R 3 o
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Table 3. Ways Ukrainian citizens think of solving language problems

3. BREQARINABRES B AR

R £ 24~ 25~35 36~45 46~55 56+

L 50 AR S [ENE, RAERARIE ST G 66.2% 69.1% 67.0% 68.8% 65.4% 63.8%
53 22 TR AR T 1 20.3% 17.4% 18.9% 19.0% 21.1% 22.4%

Lo 2 iE R — EE, RIS X R EE 11.1% 11.1% 11.5% 9.7% 11.5% 11.2%
A 266 ] 2 BN S 2.4% 2.4% 2.5% 2.5% 2.0% 2.6%

HEEGERY: 251 66.2%H) 2 RO S 50 238 5 7] U ey 7 208 B v 218 s i e — [
W, HOEMEAE ST E B CE 11.1%0 2 RO AT IR T HiE AR 5L 2t XR 518 5 1Az .

111 K48 [ Pt 2 AR ST BT (KMUC) 1 2015 4F 2 A 14 HZE 24 H#AT 17— IR E St 2B R AL 4
FR o

Table 4. Ukrainian citizens’ attitude towards Russian status in 2013 and 2015
< 4.2013 50 2015 FSR= N RIMBBHAINSE

L5 22 R TR I E RKBORE A 2013 2015

KBS A RANJIAZI T A X AR B 515 5 L, R T b X A B 7 78 5 s 47% 52%
LZIR T4 3 — iR b Ar 27% 19%

NI HE N B S T & 19% 21%

ARERE [ 25 AN S 7% 6%

A Rl 0% 2%

WA RN S2% M2 E U, R — AN IX AR 7 A RAA A BRI T A b X ARAE & 718 5 1AL,
R 2AAEIEA DX 75 W TS B 1 S AL, REIXANES RS2 RS AR S 2013 R 47%AHEE, 36
5%; 21% M2 E VO NAZAE MR N E T F SRR 25, T 2013 FIEE SR 19%, ZEREAIHE;
19% 152 AR RAZ K T8 58 — ELE AL, 5 2013 219 27%AHEE, 182D 8% FH AT LAHEN
G R A RN, R — X 1R 2 2 BAA A BRI T A X AR B 508 F AL, R4
FEIX AN DXl 75 R M08 B 5 08 5 AT, AR TR & — R T A7 1 I

LR 20134 2015 J 2017 At A HR, 5 50 2= A RO 5 5w 22 1 [ G M AL RR A0 T S
FE, TRHRE R R T X E U5 S AL, RAMRYE 2015 R AR, Al BRI R, 1
2017 FHHEVEH, St A RELRHRIBEBEHIES A RMEH, Xt HER 2 w2 5 IR T 5 f i
FEHWRIER .. S22 R w2 E R M —EE, 2R 522 RGN RAE . AR 40 E brat &

SRR T 2014 52 9 AFMERIIRE IR 5 B,

Table 5. Attitudes towards domestic languages in the past year
5 TE—FNERESNSE

DR 4T A B
PURE R 35% 58% 7%
Xof [ #k 40% 53% 7%
fRiE 5% 76% 19%
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BRI S LS FNURAEIE R 4 35% 00 W18 5 5L 2 A S, T 40%010%
T £ P RS E AT 20 5 25 2 RA LA S M R S BLB O 35 T
FLBS B S 0 2 RGO R . R B, M. Ky BRI, BAKZHA R A WS,
EL It 75 22 1A 0 2 SR TR Y 5 5 20 ORG240 4 7T R (RS A S
PURGHEAR, 1A, 55 BT DS HIRA T 2 R G 5 3 AT S0 A1, R LA
W 55 BOR RIS J0 21, U, KIS PRI (A 17
4. HRER=2ARINBSERBER I

LR SR 50 PR 2 S G o E 2017 SEHEAT AL S I 6 F, M s

50.5% M R R B S7220E, 24% MR HARE, 24% W mE HX0GE, BIS 5208 s,
M H AT LRI, 18~24 5 B A= N A5 FH XOUE Y R 5 HoAh S AR 88 2 AR LE 2 B K 8, N 25.1%, WiEE 6 iR,

Table 6. Language use in the home
Fo. REEEMESHER

RS it 24~ 25~35 36~45 46~55 56+

Ly 23 50.5% 47.6% 49.1% 49.1% 50.6% 52.9%
WG 24.0% 25.1% 25.4% 24.5% 24.6% 22.2%

5 2 BRI E 24.0% 25.1% 23.9% 24.5% 23.4% 23.6%
Hias 1.3% 1.7% 1.4% 1.5% 1.3% 1.0%
E(EECICIRSS 0.2% 0.5% 0.2% 0.3% 0.1% 0.2%

AR AR LI , 2016 FEH2 5 b 2B ZUF I /N AR R N 21 89.5%, 5 b — A ELIE N 1 0.2%:
2016 54 89.4% M) — L2 A2 2] B 50 244 2016 E S 7 2B RS A RAT BRS8N, BB A kAT
ST 88%; T 2016 FEARIERC & 52 AT B>, NIRRT EER 4%. 2016 5 11 H¥], KT
IR AT B S r 2 I B R R A R U A R E, TR B R S s AR —
SE IS ] BE(7:00~14:00, 15:00~22:00)f EL R ETAF] 25%, 2017 F2_EFHE] 30%, 2018 4 EFHF] 35%. &

2EE AL H A 50%, 1 2017 SEEINF] 55%, 2018 SEHINH] 60%. HILE/DH VS — KK
i DA K — 2 1) R AR B S e 2284 R, WiRE R, A LA — RV RTIE T 4R 9 K2 5%
131K

5 50 22 [E OB WAL IRIE, 5 50 = B2 B0F A AR 23 W ORI M) SV H R [ 0 1 o =2 At b i ], 22
FEAS /D BURRAVE & B0 0 /NS 0 5 o 2B DRI &, AT DR P 57 AR AT IE & T 22 4352 v 55 B0E BRI
[5]o 4n45 o0 22 s KA Fo ViAE /D SRS 5 HEAT 0%, st B ORI RSIEE X Aok B WG 91 5 12847
e, RN S B D BURRAE 5 B F R S AN S S 5 20, AT PR A REdE N K22 IRIE, B
NGRS 53RN K S W i — T T

DL BEIE R, 550 22O S FTHEAT I € 5 22407 BUREUE — SRR, S B R RS E A
FOAEE AR, ZiE M R A E LT, AR ik adsot EE I EE, A BRSNS D
L

5. &ig

B MERIRRIKE R, EROARMESREMIFF. B, 552 ExE g
BEHERE T WA AN RVE IR SRS R, “ S " BORKIBRAEAT BURIE M . R TR A HE
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T e, ML AR R AL, WA R R YIRSy, AR RS AR 5 v 22 A R R s
Fo ML R H BT T HS P R R, HAENRE B AR PR IE S 3 S AL TS
BB E RN R H AT, At 2 ok & .

2018 £F 10 A 31 H S5 2% LS SR R R JE R « tHICHL « B) 21 S it HR 4 7 26 5 5 > [ X ¢
ATBCARBE B LA <DL S 2Nl i 4R 2T 55— AT 15 A Il 22N K5 o K 3R Je I [ 39 e 4 $2 24
B 2 R EAR RS P E AR AR, R T R U S DU B i — B BB RN,
ZMREZERIMOR s 5 EE S 2AENE “ B BERIEE G1E. 5 a5 M IEEHE &0
FIRNEAE, TS 50 2 E XA RAVTE 5 A FRIBUR BB B A IS 3 Beah, #8322 K
AT R (G AU S RS ARK) U, A% T B RPN R S 5 22, EMRAERE
TR A S 20, S50 2 B A R B e A ARG DU R o Ur2esf [ A LA AME SR i,
JBsh BA RAMBECIF B TR S e 215k, B3R LTSRN, a3 77 B K08 5 AR IUR.

B 2N BR85S o 2B M — R, A RBUNARIR S e 2B R e, B S iR
X 5 5 2 [ SO 5 = BUARROR IV RAE RS BT 5 7 22 [ X N IR i 5 B A BUR IS T A
2 AR RN K0S A R OHRIEE BTN F B A% 24 RS RO M7 B B Rk [
Ko FEL R 2 BOR S ST RORK A5 DU BEAT R 15 ELORIE
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