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BORDERS OF THE LATE HETMANATE:
CURRENT TOPICS AND PROSPECTS OF THEIR RESEARCH

Abstract. The purpose of the article is to analyze the prospects of interdisciplinary research on the
late Hetmanate borders with Russian territories and Zaporizhzhian Sich, borders of Ukrainian autonomy
with Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth. The methodology of research includes the methods of historical
and legal sciences and based on the principles of historicism and consistency. Both general scientific
(analysis and synthesis, generalization, system analysis), special and historical (critical analysis of
sources, retrospective, historical and comparative) methods as well as legal science (formal and legal,
comparative legal) methods have been used. The Scientific Novelty. For the first time, in the article
there have been singled out separate directions of historical and legal research on the example of the
activities of government officials related to the delimitation and demarcation of borders. Prospective ways
of the “direction” (in some cases, we can talk about modernization) of borders, such as: delimitation and
demarcation of borders, activities of the Ukrainian and Russian government officials, who were engaged
in delimitation and demarcation, have been determined. The perspective of a systematic analysis of the
Cossack starshyna views, involved in border commissions, on Hetmanship and on the Russian Empire,
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on the neighbouring Zaporizhzhia, on the western neighbour of the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth,
has been also done. The Conclusion. The study of the demarcation of the late Hetmanate borders is a
promising object for interdisciplinary research by a whole group of researchers in the field of historical
and legal research. The evidence suggests that representatives of the administration of the Hetman region
tried to carry out border demarcation profitably, while some of them showed an inappropriate attitude to
work in joint demarcation commissions. It is shown that the border demarcation was a difficult task, its
implementation was carried out by personalities known in the history of Eastern Europe.

Key words: Hetmanate, borders, delimitation, demarcation, Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth,
Russian Empire.

KOPIOHMU MI3BHBOI'O TETBMAHATY: CYYACHI AKTYAJIBHI TEMU
TA IEPCIIEKTUBH iX JOCJIIKEHHS

Anomauia. Memoro pobomu € ananiz nepcnekmue MidcOUCYUNIIHAPHOLO OOCTIONCEHHS KOPOOHIE
nisHvbo20 I'emvmanamy 3 pociucokumu mepumopiamu ma 3anopizvkoio Ciuyto, KOpOOHi8 YKpaiHCbKOI
asmonomii 3 Piuuto I[ocnonumor. Memooonozisa 00CioiceHHA GKIIOUAE Memoou iCIMOPUYHUX
ma OpUOUYHUX HAYK 1 IPYHMYEMbCA HA NPUHYUNAX ICMOPUSMY, HAYKOBOCHMI Mda CUCMEMHOCHIL.
3acmocosano 3aeanvnonaykosi (ananizy ma cunmesy, Y3a2anbHeHHs, CUCMEMHO20 aHalizy),
cneyianbHo-ICmopudti (KPUMUYHO20 aHAlizy 0Jicepel, pempocneKmuHull, NOPIGHIbHO-ICIMOPUYHULL)
ma puouyHi (PopmanbHO-IOPUOUYHUIL, NOPIGHATbHO-NPAsosuti) memoou. Haykoea noeuzna nonseac y
momy, wjo enepuie GUOKpemMIeHo HanPAMU ICIMOPUKO-NPABOB020 00CNIONCEHHA HA NPUKAAOT OiAnbHOCI
Yps008Yie w000 denimimayii ma demapkayii KOpoonie. BusHaueno nepcnekmueHi Wisixu « HanpsmKy»
(v Oesikux eunaokax tidemuvcsi npo MOOEepHI3ayir) KOPOOHie, makux ax Oerimimayis i oemaprayis,
PO3KpUMO OIANbHICIb YKPATHCLKUX | POCILICOKUX YPAOOBYI8, 3ATYUEHUX 00 BCTNAHOBIEHHA KOPOOHIS.
Ipoananizosano nepcnekmusu CUCMEMHO20 aHANI3Y NO2NA0I8 KO3aybKOl Cmapuiutu, 3amy4eHol 0o
NPUKOPOOHHUX KOMICIU, Ha eembmancmeo i Ha Pociticeky imnepito, na cycioni 3anopizvky Ciu ma Piy
Ilocnonumy. Bucnoexku. Busuenns demapkayii kopoowieé niznvozo I emvmanamy € nepcnekmueHum
NPEOMEMOM MINCOUCYUNTIHAPHO20 OOCTIONCEHHL OISl YLIOT 2pYynu HAYKO8YI8 y eany3i icmopii ma npasa.
Daxmu 3aceiouyomy, wo OLILWICMb NPeOCMABHUKIE 2embMAHCLKOL adminicmpayii HaMazanucsy
AKICHO nposecmu 0emapkayilo KOpOoHis, y Mol uac AK 0esKi 3 HUX NoKa3y6anu HeHaledlCHe CIAGIeHHs
00 pobomu 6 cnibHux Komicisix. /lemaprayis KOpOOHi8 OYIa CKAAOHUM 3a80AHHAM, | Oy1a 30ilicheHa
ocobucmocmsamu, 0obpe gioomumu 6 icmopii Cxionoi €eponu.

Knrouoei cnosa: I emvmanwuna, Kopoouu, oenimimayis, demapxayis. Piu Ilocnonuma, Pociticoka imnepis.

The Problem Statement. The border is an immanent feature of the state, its necessary
attribute. In this regard, the delimitation and demarcation of borders is of great importance, the
essence of which is the line of its passage established on the map. Before demarcation of the
border, in fact, one cannot speak of establishing a border per se. Since its definition on the ground
makes it possible to protect it from illegal crossing. In this aspect, it is difficult to overestimate
the importance of the demarcation of the borders of the Hetmanate for the settlement of Russian-
Ukrainian relations and the protection of the remaining state sovereignty of Ukrainian lands.

In 18th century there were boundaries between the Hetmanate and Russia (the Russian
provinces and Slobozhanshchyna, or Slobidska Ukraine), between the Hetmanate and
Zaporizhzhia. In some periods of history, the entire commissions were assembled to work
on a clear definition of the border between the Hetmanate (and the Russian Empire) and the
Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth. Taking this into account, it is important to highlight the
role of the Cossack authorities in the demarcation of the Hetmanate boundaries during the
rule of K. Rozumovskyi.

The Analysis of Publications and Recent Research. The problem of delimitation of the
Hetmanate border is a subject of both Ukrainian and foreign researches. General issues of
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state boundaries were analyzed in O. Putro’s research on political and administrative issues
of the Ukrainian-Russian relationship during the O. Rozumovskyi’s Hetmanship (Putro,
2008). The formation of the boundaries of the Hetmanate from its beginning was analyzed in
the studies of O. Hurzhii (Hurzhii, 2015), Z. Kohut (Kohut, 2011) and M. Krykun (Krykun,
2016). The problem of personnel policy in the Hetmanate was the subject of V. Patlachuk’s
research (Patlachuk, 2013). K. Halskyi focused on trade issues and customs duties between the
Hetmanate and RussianEmpire (Halskyi, 2006). The researches, written by V. Brekhunenko
(Brekhunenko, 2014), S. Rusakov (Rusakov, 2022), V. Sklokin (Sklokin, 2019) and
T. Chukhlib (Chukhlib, 2014) deal with the study of the political, socio-economical, cultural
and legal status of Ukrainian territories in 18th century. Ukrainian researcher Ya. Vermenych
turns to the problem of the phenomenon of borders and borderlands as special areas of
interaction (Vermenych, 2021). Despite a number of works on the Hetmanate history of
18th century, boundary issues in terms of activity of the Cossack leadership have not become
a special subject of study, adding urgency of our paper.

The Purpose of the Research. The main purpose of this research deals with the analysis
of the prospects of interdisciplinary research on the late Hetmanate borders with Russian
territories and Zaporizhzhian Sich, borders of Ukrainian autonomy with Polish-Lithuanian
Commonwealth.

The Results of the Research. The Hetmanate inherited the Ukrainian-Russian border
from the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth. It began to be established in accordance with
the terms of the Truce of Deulino (1618). However, the exact border was not established at
the time. The main obstacle for this issue was the lack of a natural geographical border and
the temporary status of the delimitation of the territory of Muscovy and the Polish-Lithuanian
Commonwealth. According to the Peace of Polyanovka (1634), this border was specified and
adjusted, and also determined by special border features. However, even after 1634, there
were frequent border conflicts, an example of this might be the “Putyvl border case” (1638)
(Hurzhii, 1997, pp. 16—17).

In 1648, the border between the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth and Tsardom of
Muscovy was more or less established. However, it continued to be not clearly defined, one
of the reasons for which was the lack of sufficient funding in the government of the Polish-
Lithuanian Commonwealth for a clear demarcation of borders and the integration of new
eastern territories into the state. The Left-Bank Hetmanate received this border as its legal
border with the territory of Tsardom of Muscovy. At this border customs duties were charged,
some goods were not allowed to pass, quarantines were introduced, fugitives were detained,
completely different laws and judicial systems operated on both sides of the border, so
different lives were raging. This Ukrainian-Russian border existed until the abolition of the
Hetmanate institution in 1764 (with certain exceptions, such as in 1709, the city of Kotelva
was taken from the Hadiach regiment and transferred to the Okhtyrka regiment, which was
part of the Slobozhanshchyna).

The problem of the border between the Hetman state (as part of Russian Empire) and the
Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth, which existed until 1772, is interesting and multidimensional.
It began to be legally formalized according to the Treaty of Andrusovo (1667). Finally, it was
formed in accordance with the Eternal Peace of 1686, although de facto it was not the same as
de jure. Both the Russian Empire and the Hetmanate wanted him to be pushed to the west in
the 18th century. Russia did this during the Great Northern War (1700 — 1721). The Ukrainian
administration tried to take control of Right-Bank Ukraine during the reign of Ivan Mazepa in
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1704 — 1709. Even subsequent hetmans made attempts to preserve at least a little bit of land
on the opposite bank, in order to justify the title “Hetman of both sides of the Dnipro River”.
After the Peace of Belgrade (1739) between the Russian Empire and the Ottoman Empire, the
starshyna (officers) of the Poltava and Myrhorod regiments extended his administration to a
large area of North-Western Zaporizhia (Hurzhii, 2015, p. 32).

Since K. Rozumovskyi gained power over Zaporizhzhia, a large new territory came under
his rule. The border between the Russian Empire and the Ottoman Empire can be considered
as the southern border of the Hetmanate. This is evidenced not only by the imperial document,
but also by the perception of the elite of the Hetmanate. In particular, this can be seen from the
“Petition of the Little Russian Nobility”. In the paragraph “On the Establishment of a Port on
the Dnipro River”, which can safely be attributed to the modernization concepts of “educated
government” and “well-ordered state”, it was proposed that: “having chosen a suitable place
lower the rapids on the Dnipro River, to establish a port and make a petition to the Ottoman
Porte, so that, although on Turkish and other foreign peoples’ ships, the merchants of the
Little Russian people would be free to travel across the Black and Mediterranean Seas”
(point 25) (Proshenie, 1993, p. 94).

It should be mentioned that there are quite a lot of archival materials remaining on
the demarcation of the borders between the Russian Empire (Hetmanate) and the Polish-
Lithuanian Commonwealth during the time of the Governing Council of the Hetman Office
(1734 — 1750) and the reign of K. Rozumovsky (1750 — 1764), as well as the border between
the Russian Empire (Hetmanate) and the Ottoman Empire (the Crimean Khanate). There
are also a number of interesting materials and subjects about border life from the Ukrainian
side during the reign of K. Rozumovskyi. All this makes the issue “Borders of the Late
Hetmanate” interesting for in-depth research.

A relevant and versatile research issue is the demarcation of the border along the Dnipro
River, which, as it was mentioned, existed until 1772. The wish of the Senate of the Russian
Empire to carry out the demarcation of this border by the Ukrainian-Russian commission
in the 1740s was never fulfilled. Thus, in 1741, engineer-captain Fedir Molkanov worked
on this issue (Hurzhii, 1996, p. 70). In 1742, on the Russian side, adviser Polyakov was
appointed to the joint Ukrainian-Russian commission. On November 25 of the same year,
General Bunchuk Officer Obolonskyi was appointed to the commission by the General
Military Office (Central State Historical Archives of Ukraine in Kyiv — CSHAUK, f. 260,
d. 1, c. 454, p. 6). According to the order of the Russian authorities, when demarcating the
borders, it was necessary to involve the starshyna of the regiments where the demarcation
was carried out. However, at the same time, the commission still had to be guided by the
instructions, according to which the Ukrainian members of the commission were forbidden
to argue with the Russians. This clearly indicates an active position in defending the interests
of the representatives of the central administration of the Hetmanate in the demarcation of
borders that was favorable for the Ukrainian side.

The involvement of a knowledgeable regimental starshyna in the border demarcation
process did not help to resolve issues related to setting boundaries in the area. On January 31,
1744, the General Military Office, taking into account the requests of both sides, established
a new procedure for determining the passage of the border. According to it, in order to avoid
disputes, the owners (or their representatives) of arable land and haymakers from both the
Ukrainian and Russian sides were involved in this process (CSHAUK, f. 260, d. 1, c. 454,
p- 8). After that, the demarcation process slightly intensified.
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It should be noted that problems with demarcation were not only on the Ukrainian-
Russian border. Thus, in 1745, the Board of Foreign Affairs of Russia, referring to the fact
that the state borders with the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth had not yet been definitively
defined, prohibited by a special decree from issuing documents for the right to own estates in
the border strip to Polish nobles. In the same year, Crimean Khan Selim II Giray complained
to Kyiv Governor-General M. Leontyev about the inappropriateness of skirmishes on the
border between Zaporozhzhian Cossacks and Nogai Tatars. The authorities of the Polish-
Lithuanian Commonwealth, in its turn, specified the distances of villages and towns to the
Polish-Ukrainian border (Hurzhii, 1996, p. 71). Demarcation of the border was a difficult
task, so it was successfully carried out by famous personalities. For example, the well-
known Russian historian, military engineer, topographer, Major General O. Rigelman made
a significant contribution to the process of establishing the border between the Hetmanate
(Russian Empire) and the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth along the Dnipro River
(Hurzhii, 1996, p. 71).

Determining the border line absolutely wouldn’t provide an effective guarantee of its
enforcement. We have analyzed a significant number of documents that reported on border
violations and the consequences associated with this. Moreover, one of the reasons for the
massive violation of the state border was the insufficiently clear definition of it on the ground.
For example, individual outposts could be moved in winter or spring for various reasons,
such as flood, ice, etc.) (Hurzhii, 2015, p. 40).

An interesting topic on the borders of the late Hetmanate was the constant movement of
“illegitimate” persons. For example, on September 20, 1750, in a copy of the letter sent from
the State Board of Foreign Affairs to the Hetman of Little Russia, Count K. Rozumovskyi,
Kyiv Governor-General Leontiev reported to the Senate that the captain and his team sent by
him captured 51 people with 2 cannons, one small mortar and other weapons. These people
engaged in robberies in the Polish towns and villages closest to the Pereiaslav Regiment.
A significant fact was a reply to Leontiev’s question about the punishment of those caught,
given by the Senate authorities of the Russian Empire. It proposed to use torture, “so that
others will be afraid because of it” and thus discourage the desire to “theft” (Materialyi
istorii, 1886, pp. 193—-194). These robbers were different people, who violated the legislation
of that time, and did it with not always the same motives. It should be said, as it follows from
the report of the chief of Haisyn, the cupbearer of Bratslav, Antoni Sudymontovych Chechel,
that the territory of the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth was attacked not only by mounted
Cossacks, but also by infantry. Moreover, he reported that these raids were carried out with
the permission of the Kish otaman. The captured Cossacks said that Kish otaman and sotnyk
(a captain) of Arkhanhelohorod Potapenko were “in cahoots” with them) (Materialyi istorii,
1886, pp. 201-209).

At the same time, the Russian government did not leave the issue of the demarcation of
Ukrainian and Russian lands. Thus, on October 6, 1749, a decree was issued on the delimitation
of the lands of the Empress and Countess Golovkina. It was assumed that General Bunchuzhny
Obolonsky had to take part in this case. However, after the election of Hetman K. Rozumovsky,
Obolonsky went to the Hetman’s court. Instead, State Councilor Poliakov insisted on the return
of Obolonsky or the appointment of another person in his place, since he himself was already
in Hlukhiv. In the end, Osavul Yakubovych was appointed by the Ukrainian side. However,
even this decision did not solve the problem, as Yakubovych, referring to his illness (arthritis),
refused to go to the place of demarcation, although the documents preserved the information
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that he left his residence the day before. After that, the Board of Foreign Affairs requested
to replace Yakubovych with a colonel, who was to be determined by the General Military
Chancellery. At the same time, it was decided that in case of Yakubovych’s absence, one of the
three colonels — Hadiach (Haletskyi), Poltava (Horlenko), Chernihiv (Bozhich) — should take
part in the work of the Commission in his place (CSHAUK, f. 269, d. 1, c. 67, p. 3). Moreover,
this time it was planned to involve not only the owners of the respective territories, which were
on the border of Little Russia and Great Russia, but also old-timers in the demarcation line of
the border (CSHAUK, f. 260, d. 1, c. 454, p. 6).

According to the decree of the empress dated October 30, 1751, in 1752, a second
meeting of the joint Commission was foreseen, which was to continue without a stop until
“the most inconvenient for the delimitation winter time”. At the meeting the Russian side
was to be represented by Poliakov, and from the Ukrainian side, the responsible person was
to be appointed by the Hetman (CSHAUK, f. 260, d. 1, c. 454, p. 6). The seriousness of the
intentions of the Russian empress is evidenced by the fact that, in accordance with its Decree
of May 23, 1753, the Board of Foreign Affairs was ordered to appoint a surveyor with proper
tools for drawing up land maps, since the hetman did not have them (CSHAUK, f. 51, d. 3,
c. 1390, p. 19). On May 28, 1753, the issue on the need to demarcate Great Russian and Little
Russian lands was again raised. Moreover, this demarcation was ordered to be carried out
from the beginning of spring until winter (CSHAUK, f. 51, d. 3, c. 1390, p. 19).

Investigating the work of the Commission on the demarcation of the Ukrainian-Russian
border provides an opportunity to reconstruct the traditional and modernizing views and
ideas of the representatives of the central administration of the Hetmanate. It also helps
us to reconstruct relations between Ukrainian and Russian government officials at a lower
level. The list of candidates submitted to the hetman for participation in the Commission for
the demarcation of the Ukrainian-Russian border was quite extensive. It consisted of such
colonels: Lubny (Apostol), Poltava (Horlenko), Gadiach (Galetsky), Chernihiv (Bozhich),
Myrhorod (Ostrogradsky). Among the Bunchuk’s comrades the Commission included Yakiv
Markovych, Ivan Dyiakovskii, Vasyl Hudovych, Ivan Andreiev, Ivan Skorupa, Hryhorii
Borozna, Hryhorii Ivanenko, Ivan Yanovskyi. From this list, only the candidacies of the
Myrhorod colonel Ostrogradsky and Bunchuk Comrade Yanovsky gained the support of the
Hetman. This choice was explained by the fact that they had already participated in the
work of the demarcation commission. The will of the hetman was enshrined in his order
to the General Military Chancellery dated March 15, 1755. It is obvious that such haste of
the General Military Chancellery was explained by the need to implement the Decree of
the Empress dated March 9, 1755, in which it was recalled that on February 23, 1755, the
Senate made a decision on the demarcation of Russian and Ukrainian lands (CSHAUK, f. 51,
d. 3, c. 1390, p. 19). Therefore, the hetman ordered Colonel of Myrhorod regiment, Fedir
Ostrohradskyi, and Bunchuk comrade Ivan Yanovskyi to arrive immediately in Hlukhiv.
They had to arrive there earlier than State Councilor Poliakov, since they had to receive
instructions in Hlukhiv (CSHAUK, f. 51, d. 3, c. 1390, p. 33). As we realize later, as of May
26, 1755, Yanovsky would never arrived in Hlukhiv (CSHAUK, f. 51, d. 3, c. 1390, p. 33).
Colonel F. Ostrohradsky also did not arrive in Hlukhiv. He explained that he was absent due
to a sore leg (CSHAUK, f. 51, d. 3, c. 1390, p. 38). Meanwhile, Polyakov had already arrived
and was waiting at the border (CSHAUK, f. 51, d. 3, c. 1390, p. 42).

It was curious and unpleasant for the Ukrainian side that Polyakov left the meeting point
before the arrival of the Ukrainian delegation. On July 7, 1755, Colonel Fedir Ostrohradskyi
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and Bunchuk comrade Ivan Yanovskyi complained that they came to the place of work of
the Commission, but did nothing, and being there was financially burdensome for them.
The letter also stated that the colonel’s leg hurt, so he needed to leave. In connection with
Ostrohradsky’s illness, Major Standard-bearer Mykola Khanenko proposed his candidacy
to the commission on August 13, 1755 (CSHAUK, f. 51, d. 3, c. 1390, p. 50). Instead, the
Hetman wrote in a letter to the General Military Chancellery on October 20, 1755 that it
was not necessary to appoint M. Khanenko, who proposed himself, but it was necessary to
appoint Lubny Colonel D. Apostol (CSHAUK, f. 51, d. 3, c. 1390, p. 55). There was no point
in remaining Bunchuk comrade without a colonel. They also asked the hetman to appoint
a meeting place for the Russian and Ukrainian delegation not far from the border, so that
they would not have to go far (CSHAUK, f. 51, d. 3, c. 1390, p. 47). On October 3, 1755,
Bunchuk comrade Ivan Yanovsky once again informed the hetman that he lacked money
to be a member of the Commission in Hlukhiv (CSHAUK, f. 260, d. 1, c. 454, p. 15). In
the same letter, Ostrohradskyi and Yanovsky reported that during the determination of the
demarcation line between them and the head of the Russian delegation Poliakov, a dispute
arose regarding the settlements in Starodub and Nizhyn regiments. In Starodub regiment, the
dispute arose around the settlement of Kamianka, and in Nizhyn regiment — around Chuikivka
and Zhuravka. Since the Ukrainian delegation did not agree with Polyakov, it prepared own
version of demarcation, which had to be submitted to the Foreign and Patrimonial Collegium
(CSHAUK, f. 260, d. 1, c. 454, p. 47).

It should be emphasized that Russian government officials ignored the interests of the
Ukrainian side sporadically. Also, some representatives of the Ukrainian administration did
not see great prospects for themselves in defending the borders of the Hetmanate. Thus,
in 1760 Bunchuk comrade Danylo Treblianskyi wrote to Hetman K. Rozumovskyi that he
had come to the Commission meeting, but he turned out to be one of the Ukrainian side. In
this regard, he asked for permission to leave the commission, as he does not want to leave
it arbitrarily so that he is not fined (CSHAUK, f. 269, d. 1, c. 3124, p. 1). As follows from
the letter, Yakym Lytvynov was also supposed to take part in the work of the Commission.
In September, 1760, he wrote a letter in which he apologized to Trebliansky and informed
that he was forced to leave for St. Petersburg because he was summoned by the empress. At
the same time, he claimed that he left all the documents necessary for negotiations with the
“copyist” (CSHAUK, f. 269, d. 1, c. 3124, p. 2).

Problems in the work of representatives of the Hetmanate in the Commissions on border
demarcation can be seen from the clarifications of the border between the Russian Empire
and the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth in 1753 — 1754. When establishing the border,
the main criterion was the exact demarcation of the territory of both countries. Old-timers
respected in a particular area were used in the work on border demarcation (Hurzhii, 1996,
p- 74). However, the demarcation process was difficult. This is evidenced, in particular, by a
letter to Hetman K. Rozumovskyi, which the empress sent to him, summarizing the materials
received from Colonel Myronov. In the letter, the hetman wrote that Bunchuk comrades
from the Commission are often irresponsible in performance of their duties. Often they do
not appear at the commission meeting at all. Even more often, they come next to close of
its work. Even when they arrived at the Commission meeting, they were often not ready
for constructive work. As a result, the representatives of the Polish side simply mocked
them, and the commission meeting could never begin. In the end, the empress concluded
that Bunchuk comrades should appear immediately after receiving the summons. Also, the
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empress ordered to prepare carefully for participation in the work of the Commission, and not
to come unprepared (CSHAUK f. 269, d. 1, c. 1232, p. 2).

The Conclusion. Therefore, the process of demarcation of the borders of the late Hetman
state is a promising object for interdisciplinary research of a whole group of researchers in the
field of both history and law. The study of the borders of the late Hetmanate sheds light on the
views of the Cossack starshyna on their state and empire. Contrary to the official statements
of the imperial authorities about a parity approach to the formation of joint commissions and
their conventional activities, the final word in defining the border line still remained with the
Russian representatives. On the one hand, representatives of the Hetmanate administration
tried to demarcate the borders profitably. On the other hand, a large part of them showed an
inappropriate attitude to work in joint commissions on border delimitation.
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