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marko vovchok (maria 
vilinska), Ukrainian writer, 
translator and author of 
Narodni Opovidannia (Folk 
Stories), is born 

Russian tsar orders liquidation 
of internal duties and cancels 
customs border between 
hetmanshchyna and the rest 
of the Russian empire

Antonov An-225 mriya 
(Dream), the largest airlift 
cargo aircraft in the world 
designed by the Kyiv 
Antonov Design Bureau, 
makes the first flight 

 20 December 1753  21 December 1988  22 December 1833 

tRenDs &tAlk  
ukraine ends its osce chair-
manship under a storm of 
criticism for violation of hu-
man rights through violent 
crackdown on protesting 
citizens

the offices of Batkivshchy-
na and several indepen-
dent publications are 
searched. law enforcers 
seize servers 

vitaliy hayduk (pictured) sells evolution 
media holding, the publisher of komentari 
(comments) and the english-language kyiv 
weekly. According to some sources, it was 
bought by people close to the government. 
Many aspects point at Serhiy Kurchenko

the month 
in history

s
o what are the December 17 
deals with Russia? A victory 
or a defeat? They surely 
look like a bitter defeat at 

first sight. Viktor Yanukovych by-
passed the EuroMaidan protest-
ers blocking the runway for his 
airplane, flew to Moscow and 
brought back a suitcase with bil-
lions of dollars and a gas discount 
certificate. We will find out 
sooner or later what other debt li-
abilities, promises and depen-
dences he brought back in that 
suitcase along with the money. 
What matters now is that our 
hopes for European integration 
were buried for long. Is this the 
end? Yes and no. Nobody said it 
was easy.

On Tuesday night, right after 
we heard the breaking news from 
Moscow, opposition leaders an-
nounced the list of EuroMaidan’s 
victories accomplished so far. 
Virtually all people arrested after 
December 1 clashes were re-
leased; several top officials were 
under investigation for the vio-
lent crackdown on peaceful pro-
testers, and the main thing: 
Ukraine did not enter the Cus-
toms Union! Obviously, politi-
cians had to say something to 
encourage a dozen thousand 
people who came to the Indepen-
dence Square after work; to tell 
them that they were there for a 
reason and not all was lost yet, 
but we should still be cautious 
and carry on with our struggle. It 

Dangerous liaisons

and security in Europe and coun-
teraction to new global chal-
lenges,” Vladimir Putin said after 
negotiations with Viktor Yanu-
kovych. In the morning that day, 
Russia’s Foreign Minister Sergei 
Lavrov spoke more harshly. He 
seemed to refer to European 
partners: Ukraine has to negoti-
ate with the EU in a three-partite 
format… This seems like nothing 
but the new Kolomak Articles 
whereby Ukrainian hetmans 
were banned to establish foreign 
relations independently 326 
years ago. Translated into com-
prehensible language, this means 
the loss of independence and 
sovereignty, nothing less. 

may have encouraged some, but 
not many.

Yanukovych acted like a win-
ner who outwitted Europe and 
Russia, and got USD 15bn for Eu-
robonds and cheap gas, by con-
trast to the opposition that had 
nothing to offer but promises. 
Why then Vladimir Putin looked 
so triumphant during negotia-
tions and the signing of the deals? 
My fellow journalists from Russia 
who watch their president much 
more often than we do said that 
they had not seen Putin so happy 
in quite a while. He did not look 
like someone outwitted by Yanu-
kovych at all. 

So, what is it exactly that the 
Russian president celebrates? Re-
sumption of serial production of 
An-124 airplanes? Construction 
of a bridge through the Kerch 
Strait in the Crimea? Access for 
Ukrainian sweets and cheese to 
Russian grocery stores? Or joint 
celebration of Taras Shevchen-
ko’s 200th anniversary men-
tioned by Yanukovych? This 
doesn’t seem funny at all. Could it 
be about the fact that a loyal man 
stays in power in a strategic 
neighbour-country? 

Indeed, Ukraine did not en-
ter the Customs Union officially. 
However, the Europause is simi-
lar to menopause in the Krem-
lin’s eyes. It is irreversible. The 
main thing about all this is that 
Ukraine remains in the Russian 
orbit for an unknown period in 
future. “Russia and Ukraine 
agreed to coordinate foreign po-
litical steps more closely, pri-
marily over strategic stability 

Author:  
yuriy makarov
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Adam mickiewicz, 
Polish poet and 
activist of the 
national libera-
tion movement, 
is born

special military tribu-
nal convicts nicolae 
ceaușescu of mass 
murder. A firing squad 
shoots him and his 
wife elena

taras shevchenko 
scientific society 
(ntsh since 1892) 
is founded in lviv

 23 December 1873  24 December 1798  25 December 1989  26 December 1898 

u.s. Department of state 
considers options to 
respond to the latest events 
in ukraine, including sanc-
tions against top officials, 
Spokesperson Jen Psaki says

yulia tymoshenko calls on ukraine to rise and 
on the international community to stop the 
authoritarian regime in ukraine through financial 
and visa sanctions: “No talks with the Bankova; no 
roundtables with them. Immediate resignation of 
Yanukovych and his circle is the only option”

Russian opposition 
leader Boris nemtsov 
is banned entrance to 
ukraine. Ukrainian au-
thorities do not provide 
any explanations

pierre and ma-
rie curie report 
the discovery of 
the radioactive 
element radium

Re-election to parlia-
ment take place in 
five troubled districts. 
Opposition candidate 
wins in just one of them 
(see more on p. 6)

The quarterly revision of the 
gas price ratio means that Putin 
will have Yanukovych on a very 
short leash. The price will soar as 
soon as Ukraine’s president takes 
one wrong step. It is now virtually 
impossible to do anything to fur-
ther decrease Ukraine’s depen-
dence on Gazprom. The price of 
USD 268.5 per 1,000 cu m makes 
the LNG terminal in Odesa or any 
other diversification projects ir-
relevant. The only promising op-
tion left in this situation is con-
tinued long-term shale gas explo-
ration by international 
companies. This is possible since 
the Family has personal interests 
in it. 

Dangerous liaisons The purchase of Ukrainian 
Eurobonds worth USD 15bn by 
Russia is a leash, too. Moscow 
will do it in tranches provided 
that Yanukovych sits quiet and 
obeys the Kremlin. Otherwise, a 
comparison to financial assis-
tance from Western to Eastern 
Germany Putin mentioned many 
years ago will arise again: “they 
are paying for the unification of 
the nation, and what are we pay-
ing for?” 

If Yanukovych manages to get 
through 2015 as president and 
tries to turn to Europe again, he 
will be given the bill immediately. 
By then, it will amount to USD 
45-50bn of Ukraine’s gross debt 
to Russia. 

Now, Ukraine’s obsolete in-
dustry faces no “negative implica-
tions” from European integration. 
Its modernization is postponed in-
definitely. And we have yet to see 
how wide Russia will open its 
markets to Ukraine’s uncompeti-
tive goods. Over nine months of 
2013, trade between the two coun-
tries shrank 15%, stifled by sanc-
tions against dairy products and 
sweets, as well as pipes, vegeta-
bles, train cars and paper. In 2012, 
it went down 10% or USD 4.5bn 
without any efforts on the part of 
the Kremlin. Nobody can guaran-
tee that the import replacement 
policy in Russia and the ousting of 
competitors from the Russian 
market will stop in 2014. 

What is left for the Euro-
Maidan in this case? Well-in-
formed sources claim that there 
will be no significant reshuffles in 
the top cabinets anytime soon. 
Even Mykola Azarov will remain 
in office despite everyone’s reluc-
tance to see him there. The situa-
tional majority in parliament the 
opposition was promising to get 

soon will likely vanish. The pyra-
mid of the regime has survived 
and hardly shaken. However, this 
does not mean that Ukrainians 
should stop shaking it altogether. 

Maidan is not a mere demon-
stration. It is a long-term action. 
Clearly, the EuroMaidan – or 
Maidan Sich dubbed so after the 
Cossack Zaporizhzhia Sich - will 
not last too long. However, ac-
cording to the Democratic Initia-
tives Foundation survey, 72.4% of 
its permanent participants intend 
to stay there “as long as it takes”. 
Maidan will remain the factor of 
Ukrainian politics in the memory 
of Ukraine and international 
community, if not in the minds of 
those in power. Another crack-
down on it will only fuel protest 
sentiments. 

The authorities are most 
likely to launch individual crack-
downs now (read more on p. 
10 and 14). They will take re-
venge now. Revenge is inherent 
to their rules and concepts, so ac-
tivists will face persecutions, in-
terrogations, intimidations and 
mudslinging. But the experience 
of effective joint action will not 
vanish. People have savoured 
freedom, courage, responsibility 
and trust for each other. Commu-
nities of proactive citizens have to 
respond with local Maidans to ev-
ery violation of human rights or 
abuse of power. No functionary 
or representative of the regime 
should now feel impudent.  

What matters now is not how 
much longer political and civil ac-
tivists will remain on the Kyiv 
Maidan. What matters is how 
long the individual Maidan of 
dignity, disobedience and trust 
for other citizens will live in every 
Ukrainian ignited by the big 
Maidan.  
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Author:  
Roman malko

Rehearsing the 
Defeat of the maidan
The EuroMaidan lulled the opposition. As a result, pro-government 
candidates snapped up victory in four of the five problem districts

t
he opposition was thrashed 
in the re-election in five 
problem districts, where the 
results of the 2012 parlia-

mentary election were deemed 
invalid due to massive falsifica-
tions. District No. 197 in Kaniv, 
Cherkasy Oblast, brought the 
only victory for an opposition 
candidate. This is despite exit 
polls by the Rating sociological 
group that projected victory for 
opposition candidates in three of 
the four other districts. 

It is easy to guess why this hap-
pened. The all-embracing euphoria 
of the EuroMaidan, plus faith in an 
inevitable miracle, played a lame 

joke on the opposition. Many op-
position politicians openly ex-
pressed confidence that revolution-
inspired sentiments would guaran-
tee their victory in the problem 
districts before the vote. 

As a result, they ended up with 
a double defeat as the country is 
shaken by protests and most voters 
wanting a change of government. 
The latter, once again used a wide 
range of manipulations to ensure 
the victory of its candidates. Some 
voters were bribed with food pack-
ages and cash. However, this is 
nothing new and the opposition 
could have taken that into account. 
It didn’t. It did not do a good job on 

details, ideas and creativity. It re-
lied on the awareness of the elec-
torate and previous results, accord-
ing to which its candidates should 
have won the race in 2012, high 
ratings of support and Maidan eu-
phoria. But the devil is indeed in 
the details. 

The opposition’s helplessness 
in the re-election is not only about 
the loss of the five seats in parlia-
ment that it so badly needs. It sig-
nals that the opposition could lose 
the EuroMaidan within the next 
few weeks – or days, because it 
seems to have no strategy or un-
derstanding of the reality in both 
cases. 

Author:  
stanislav kozliuk, 
pervomaisk-kyiv

Life seems quiet in the districts. 
Pensioners are traditionally the first 
and most proactive voters. Numerous 
cameras embarrass them and they try 
to vanish as soon as possible. Mean-
while, the Party of Regions’ “support-
ers of fair elections” have occupied all 
entrances to the district election com-
mission. They turn away from cameras 
and hide their faces. They insist that 
they have come to “prevent the re-
peated use of force and falsifications 
of 2012”. Meanwhile, a green military 
tent with a sign that says “Mobile Of-
fice of MP Y. Herzhov” is at the sta-

pervomaisk:  
the quiet defeat of the opposition
most analysts predicted victory for the opposition candidate Arkadiy kornatskyi in the troubled and heroic 
District no. 132 but the pro-government head of the mykolayiv oblast Administration defeated him.  
there will be no continuation of the scandalous election saga this time
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dium, a few dozen metres away from the dis-
trict election commission. This MP is allegedly 
linked to Mykola Kruhlov, head of the Myko-
layiv Oblast State Administration and a candi-
date in this re-election. 

Next to it is a mobile kitchen, offering 
boiled buckwheat and hot tea. Those who are 
cold can stay in the tent for a while to warm up. 
Nearby stand the anti-EuroMaidan protesters 
but they don’t look at all aggressive. “Come in, 
get warm, have some tea. Would you like a 
sandwich?” It feels like the EuroMaidan. 

The Ukrainian Week talks to two protesters 
looking much like homeless people. “We’ve 
come from Kyiv. We were at the rally in Euro-
pean Square yesterday (The Party of Regions 
gathered supporters of Yanukovych’s 
policy for a “Save Ukraine!” cam-
paign at European Square in Kyiv on 
December 14-15. It brought “protest-
ers” from all over Ukraine to the rally. 
Numerous sources said that people 
were offered money; many were pub-
lic-sector employees forced to go by 
their administration – ed.). They 
didn’t feed us well, we were cold. 
Then, they put us in buses, drove all 
night, then stopped in Pervomaisk. 
Not a word about payment. But the 
food is better here,” says Oleksandr, 
one of the protesters.   

By night, news began to arrive about the 
first violation attempts at polling stations. Mol-
dovan observers reported ballot stuffing in Ar-
buzynsk County. Carousels, i.e. busloads of vot-
ers brought to cast ballots multiple times in 
different places, were noticed at another dis-
trict election commission. “We have informa-
tion that some people were offered money to 
vote for Kruhlov. Part of the reward was paid in 
advance, the rest – after the vote for the right 
person was cast and the fact confirmed,” the 
opposition candidate tells The Ukrainian Week. 
“Yes, we do have confirmation of this informa-
tion. We have contacted people who offered us 
money, around UAH 100, if we would give 
them our passport details,” says Viktor Hlazko, 

an Open Democracy Committee ob-
server. 

After the vote, the oblast election 
commission would find many prob-
lems with protocols delivered by mem-
bers of district commissions, such as no 
notes on the number of delivered pro-
tocols, blank lines that should have 
been filled, data written in pencil, not 
pens, and so on. Most faults were 
found with district commissions where 
opposition candidates were winning. 

12 hours later the Central Elec-
tion Commission announced Kruhlov 
as the winner. 

Author: 
Ruslana velychko, kyiv oblast

t
he pre-election generosity of the 
winner, Ruslan Badayev, was 
comparable in scale to that of 
Oleksandr Onyshchenko, now a 

Party of Regions’ MP who, as part of his 
election campaign, brought Jean-
Claude Van Damme to Kaharlyk, a tiny 
town in Kyiv Oblast with a population of 
around 14,000, based on the 2001 cen-
sus. He got town council deputies to 
hand out food packages in Obukhiv, 
Ukrayinka and Vasylkiv, the three towns 
that make up District No. 94 in Kyiv 
Oblast. He used taxpayers’ money to 
promote himself by opening swimming 
pools, buying mobile intensive care 
units and paying for children’s summer 

kyiv oblast: the cancelled registration 
of the opposition candidate gives the 
green light to violations

tion commission deemed over 30,000 
ballots to be invalid. Shortly after the 
district got onto the problem list, Roma-
niuk faced a criminal case on charges of 
economic crimes. He escaped persecu-
tion by going to Italy and stayed there 
for several months. His opponents used 
this time to their benefit. A few weeks 
before the re-election, the Kyiv District 
Court of Appeal cancelled Romaniuk’s 
registration as candidate, based on the 
requirement whereby a candidate must 
live in Ukraine for the five years prior to 
the vote. The Central Election Commis-
sion carried out the court’s verdict after 
the registration deadline. Thus, Roma-
niuk could no longer re-register so Ba-
dayev’s victory was a given. 

The opposition did not have a Plan 
B for this scenario. Moreover, this tech-
nology may well be used against Vitaliy 
Klitschko in the upcoming 2015 presi-
dential election (see i shall not Give 
up! on p. 10). 

Several incidents that happened 
that day revealed the role of the police 
in the process. The officers on duty at 
the polling stations did not interfere 
when observers were being pushed out 
of the stations or were prevented from 
doing their job. They stayed away when 
someone knocked a camera out of an 
official observer’s hands. This was done 
by election commission heads and 
members who must have been feeling 
pretty smug when doing so. One ob-
server reported that clean ballots were 
taken out of the polling stations. Com-
mission members said it was he who 
did this. 

holidays. He was openly promoted as a 
“candidate MP” on the Kyiv Oblast State Ad-
ministration’s website, despite the fact that 
the Law on Parliamentary Elections bans ex-
ecutive authorities from being involved in 
election campaigns. More importantly, he 
entered the race as a self-nominated candi-
date. Many of those who voted for him said 
they wouldn’t have, had they known that he 
represented the Party of Regions. Still, these 
were not the key technologies that gave him 
60%, 36% ahead of his opponent.

The outcome of the re-election in Dis-
trict No. 94 became clear after the Central 
Election Commission cancelled the registra-
tion of Viktor Romaniuk, an opposition can-
didate who had run in this district the first 
time in October 2012. Back then, he got 
10,000 more votes over the pro-govern-
ment Tetiana Zasukha, but the district elec-

election rigging was systemic in District no. 94 in kyiv. yet, the 
outcome of this round was easily predictable before it even started
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o
n October 31, 2012, Svobo-
da’s (Freedom’s) Yuriy 
Levch en  ko ran in this dis-
trict again  st Viktor Py-

lypyshyn who had been an investiga-
tor in the 1980s, a lawyer in the 
1990s, and an MP and Head of 
Shevchenko District in Kyiv (District 
No. 223) in 2005-2010.  

After Viktor Yanukovych came to 
power, Pylypyshyn found himself un-
der investigation on charges of 
abuse of office that incurred a UAH 
17mn loss of state and Kyiv city 
funds. However, he ended up run-
ning for parliament as a formally in-
dependent yet pro-presidential can-
didate in a first-past-the-post con-
stituency, not behind bars. 

kyiv:  
no freedom now
the scale of obvious falsifications in kyiv’s District no. 223, including 
ballot stuffing, is currently unknown. But the re-election reveals some 
other reasons for the opposition’s defeat

Author:  
oleksandr mykhelson, 

kyiv

cially announced Viktor Pylypyshyn 
as the winner with 44.89% over 
Levchenko’s 40.58%. Voter turnout 
was slightly above 46%. This means 
that the densely populated constitu-
ency with 170,000 voters will now 
be represented in parliament by 
someone who gained slightly more 
than 3,500 votes.

Independent sources point at 
blatant rigging technologies used in 
District No. 223, mostly in schools, 
although there are no documents to 
prove this. Commissions at polling 
stations located in schools were 
mostly made up of school employ-
ees. And the Head of the District Ed-
ucation Department, Yevhenia 
Yarova happens to be a relative of 
Viktor Pylypyshyn. 

As for Svoboda, the party is not 
exactly popular in the constituency 
stretching from the western suburbs 
of Kyiv to its poshest parts. It has a 
complex social structure and a range 
of political preferences. “Most peo-
ple in this district hate Svoboda. Their 
tents and promoters are on every 
corner but these promoters are like 
religious sect activists. They talk their 
stuff and never think about whether 
anyone is interested,” says Anna, a 
Kyiv-based journalist. She refers to 
Pylypyshyn as Pilia, a nickname de-
rived from the Ukrainian phrase for 
graft. “The population here is homo 

f
rom the very beginning, Mykhailo 
Poplavsky, the infamous Presi-
dent of the Kyiv University of Cul-
ture and Arts, was viewed with 

skepticism, since the opposition’s sin-
gle candidate Mykola Bulatetsky who 
had almost won the original election in 
2012 was the likeliest winner of the re-
election in District No. 194 in Cherkasy, 
Central Ukraine. Then – the surprise. 

Nothing boded ill on the morning 
of December 15 when the final phase 
of the election marathon kicked off in 
Cherkasy. The city is generally inert. 
And it stayed that way all day Sunday. 
The pavements were covered in ice – 
nobody was going to clean them. Pro-
motion posters for candidates were 
not removed as required by law; few 
people walked the streets; fewer cars 
were on the roads; and there was 
hardly a sign of anything like an elec-
tion taking place in town. Voter turn-
out was below 50%. 

The locals are not surprised by 
Mykhailo Poplavsky’s victory. He was 
the most proactive candidate, whose 
campaign they will long remember. 
Unlike all other candidates who barely 
did anything to promote themselves, 
and unlike the opposition candidate 
Bulatetsky who tried to hold his cam-
paign within legal limits, Poplavsky 
took a creative spin on his.  

According to some sources, the 
local branch of his Kyiv-based Univer-
sity of Culture basically stopped all 
teaching activities and dedicated ev-
ery effort to the election marathon of 
its President. It hosted his election of-
fice. Tutors and students were alleg-
edly involved in the promotion cam-
paign. Eyewitnesses claim that stu-
dents initially worked for free, then 
were paid UAH 50 per day to stand in 
promotion tents and given modest 
daily meals. Poplavsky also gave the 
city several new elevators, cleaned up 

the trees on the streets and talked lo-
cal authorities into switching from a 
weekend to a workday public trans-
port schedule on weekends. His most 
valuable tactic was to transport voters 
to polling stations. This technology ac-
tually played a key role in the re-elec-
tion result. 

According to the opposition, 
Poplavsky’s team also bribed voters. It 
even set up special points where it 
bought up votes. One was found at an 
average drug store. People were alleg-
edly paid UAH 200 before they voted 
for Poplavsky, and another UAH 150 
after. Only the lucky ones got the sec-
ond tranche. Special vans with cashiers 
who paid the rewards were noticed 
near some polling stations. 

Overall, re-election day was pretty 
quiet and dull in Cherkasy. However, 
half an hour before the polling stations 
closed, four cars with big and clumsy 
police officers blocked the exit of 

cherkasy:  the tune of victory
the art of fooling voters, opponents and winning re-elections

Author:  
Roman malko, 
kyiv-cherkasy

Svoboda’s Yuriy Levchenko, 29, 
is considered to be one of the party’s 
leading analysts. Educated in Ger-
many and Great Britain, he has lived 
in Kyiv since 2008. In 2012, he actu-
ally won the parliamentary race 
again   st the experienced Pylypyshyn, 
based on protocols with wet stamps 
disclosed by Svoboda back then.  

Initially, the Central Election 
Commission did not see these argu-
ments as being sufficiently valid and 
announced Pylypyshyn’s victory with 
a narrow 400 vote majority. Yet, 
facts forced them to include the dis-
trict in the list of problem ones and 
scheduled a re-vote for December 
15. 

This time, Levchenko was sup-
posed to win by almost 17%, based 
on the exit poll by the Rating socio-
logical group. On December 17, the 
Central Election Commission offi-
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OPORA, an election observation 
NGO. “We integrated our agent 
into the system. He worked at a 
university dorm. The scheme was 
as follows: you were to get UAH 50 
for every person you persuaded to 
vote for Pylypyshyn before the 
vote, and UAH 50 after. Also, you 
could sell your personal vote. 
Prices reached up to UAH 200 be-
fore the vote and UAH 200 after”. 
But not everyone was paid the “af-
ter” part.

“And we did find buses with ti-
tushkas parked near various district 
election commissions, as if in expec-
tation of something,” Taras ex-
pands. “Some said that they had 
come to ‘protect results’ for Py-
lypyshyn. He clearly did not need 
their services after all.” 

Taras believes that Pylypyshyn 
gained fewer votes last year because 
he had underestimated the poten-
tial of Levchenko and Svoboda. This 
time, he is well-prepared. Older So-
viet-oriented voters who are the 
most proactive part of the local elec-
torate were “motivated” with hand-
outs all this time, while noisy agita-
tion was all that was offered by the 
opposition. As a result, it shunned, 
rather than attracted typical local 
voters. Meanwhile, as ever, Svoboda 
refuses to recognize its defeat – or 
mistakes. 

sovieticus. They don’t need promo-
tion. They need what Pilia has to of-
fer: a patched hole in the road, a 
food package with Ceylon tea. That’s 
it! I myself have asked Svoboda activ-
ists to deal with a grocery store built 

illegally that spoils the life of every-
one around here. They said I first 
needed become a member of their 
party” Anna complains. 

“Voters were bribed, too,” says 
Taras Chmut, coordinator of 
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Mykola Bulatetsky’s office. The police 
failed to explain the reason for this and 
escaped as soon as journalists arrived, 
but they did their thing. As a result of 
this raid, nearly 30 observers, includ-
ing international ones, did not make it 
to the polling stations, where they 

were supposed to observe the vote 
count. 

Meanwhile, as the votes were 
counted, local titushkas – athletes 
hired for provocations or physical con-
frontation when necessary – as well as 
local deputies from the pro-govern-

ment party, arrived at the district elec-
tion commission. When asked what 
they were doing there, they said that 
they had come to protect the will of 
people and prevent election rigging. 

The re-election brought Mykhailo 
Poplavsky victory. “The fact that the 
police blocked the office half an hour 
before the vote count started, showed 
that nothing would stop those in 
power. They first turned a blind eye to 
massive voter bribing. Today, police 
were used to prevent me from control-
ling how fairly the votes were counted. 
Over 30 members of the election cam-
paign including international observ-
ers, journalists, myself and my aides, 
couldn’t make it to the polling stations. 
I see no sense in continuing this farce. I 
call on all commission members and 
observers representing the opposition 
not to participate in the scenario or-
chestrated by the falsifiers. Don’t sign 
the lying protocol,” Bulatetsky wrote 
on his Facebook page. “I don’t want 
these gangsters waiting near the dis-
trict election commission to kill any of 
my people,” he added in a private con-
versation. 
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didate will be an integral compo-
nent in this. Another, more sophis-
ticated option could be to promote 
Petro Poroshenko as a presidential 
candidate. In actual fact, the latter 
has already launched a proactive 
campaign and could steal many 
votes from the opposition in Central 
Ukraine as his core electorate. 

The next much debated option 
is to prevent Vitaliy Klitschko, the 
most popular opposition candidate, 
from running in the campaign. Ac-
cording to Art. 103 of the Constitu-
tion, a presidential candidate can 
only be someone who “has lived in 

Ukraine for ten years immediately 
prior to the election”, yet the law is 
vague about the definition of “living 
in Ukraine”. Those in power may try 
to prove that Klitschko has not lived 
in Ukraine for the past decade. On 
October 24, 2013, parliament paved 
the way for this scenario by amend-
ing the Tax Code to qualify holders 
of residence permits in other coun-
tries as non-residents of Ukraine. 
Vitaliy Klitschko has had a resi-
dence permit in Germany for the 
past ten years. Yanukovych’s spin 
doctors may offer him the following 

t
he prospects of the Yanu-
kovych regime largely depend 
on the future of the Euro-
Maidan. Even if it dissolves 

shortly after the New Year, he will 
still have to make great efforts to 
win the 2015 election. Repressions 
will not crush protest sentiments 
completely, since Ukrainians are 
now different and Yanukovych’s 
current rating does not leave him 
the slightest chance of victory in a 
fair election, nor will it increase.

Undoubtedly, the 2015 presi-
dential election will involve all the 
practices of election rigging that 
have been accumulated over the 
past decade, from control over the 
judiciary and law enforcers to re-
stricting the participation of opposi-
tion candidates, the promotion of 
numerous opposition candidates to 
dilute the opposition-oriented elec-
torate, and wide-scale falsifications. 
All these instruments will have a 
limited potential, should there be a 
clash between society and govern-
ment, similar to the 2004 Orange 
Revolution and the EuroMaidan in 
2013. So the upcoming presidential 
campaign may differ from that of 
2004 in the following aspects: those 
in power may change the election 
law and amend the Constitution, di-
lute the votes of the opposition elec-
torate, and bribe voters with “fat 
Russian cash”. 

The easiest way for Yanukovych 
to stay in power is to amend the 
Law on Presidential Elections so 
that there is just one round. This 
could be an easy task with the op-
portunistic majority of the Party of 
Regions and Communist MPs that 
has been passing laws convenient 
for the government in recent years. 
The lack of a single opposition can-

i shall not 
Give up!

scenario to get rid of his most dan-
gerous rival: Klitschko can be regis-
tered as a candidate, then this regis-
tration can be cancelled shortly 
before the election. This technology 
has been tried and tested on a 
smaller scale in the re-election in 
constituency No. 94 in Kyiv Oblast. 

Used against Vitaliy Klitschko, 
this scenario would probably lead to 
obstruction from the international 
community, but Yanukovych has 
never been concerned about this, 
especially now, after he has ended 
up on Vladimir Putin’s hook. 

Yet another scenario that 
would keep the current president 
in power after 2015 would be to 
hold a referendum to extend the 
term of his presidency. This option 
will come into play if those in 
power have no confidence in the 
success of those listed above. With 
the current low rate of electoral 
support and explosive protest sen-
timents, this option could only 
work with massive and blatant fal-
sification. This would essentially be 
a remake of the scenario used in 
Kazakhstan in 1995 when the pres-
ident’s powers were extended until 
2000, or of Belarus’ experience 
where the president’s term in office 
was extended through amend-
ments to the Constitution. A softer 
option would be to change the Con-
stitution and turn Ukraine back 
into a parliamentary republic with 
just the first-past-the-post system 
being used in elections and Viktor 
Yanukovych as premier, who 
would then become the key person 
in the state. However, this would 
be risky, given Georgia’s recent ex-
perience where Mikheil Saakashvili 
introduced a similar scenario and 
failed.  

If the EuroMaidan is 
neutralized and assistance  
is provided by Vladimir Putin, 
Viktor Yanukovych will 
prepare a wide range of tools 
to stay in power after 2015

Author: 
Andriy 
skumin

10|the ukrainian week|№ 23-24 (65-66) december 2013

Politics|ukraine in 2014

if the opposition wAstes 
the huGe potentiAl of the 
euRomAiDAn, ukRAiniAns 
mAy enD up with AnotheR 
DecADe oR moRe of 
Disillusionment AnD 
ApAthy. the GoveRnment 
will Be quick to tAke 
ADvAntAGe of it
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what happened to ukraine?
w

hat happened to Ukraine? Nothing that 
might have come as a shock. Russia ap-
plied a classical strategy, yet we would 
hardly know whether the sticks dominated 

over the carrots, or the other way around. 
To put it simply, this would be the question as to 
whether the Kremlin promised to ruin Ukraine’s 
economy – provided the Verkhovna Rada should have 
decided to pass all the necessary pieces of legislation 
needed to send a message to the EU and to Germany 
in particular that Ukraine qualified for the club the 
Vilnius Summit would be much of a formality, or 
whether it pledged its old allegiances to Viktor Yanu-
kovych reassuring him that he remains the only 
choice of Russia’s political elite or, to be more precise, 
of its power structure - the siloviki or law enforcers.
Whatever the case, this slap in the face of the EU as 
well as this blow to all European friends of Ukraine 
dealt by the Parliament and President of the country 
would never have been possible had the EU been 
more flexible, proactive, aggressive, and realistic. The 
humiliation that Russia inflicted on the EU was pre-
ceded by zero judgment and zero policies with regard 
to Ukraine from Germany, France, Italy, and Spain, 
to name just a few major players of the club. 
The fact remains that we in the EU did nothing. Our 
complacency and vanity 
merited the words of the 
French philosopher and 
writer Pascal Bruckner 
who described the EU as 
a vain and lazy political 
entity that lives in a fairy-
tale refusing to confront 
the facts and to look real-
ity in the eye. That Ger-
many and France have no 
policy on Ukraine is too 
obvious to need emphasis. That the Eastern Part-
nership program was initiated primarily as a 
German compromise after the Russo-Georgian 
war is also quite evident. 
That without the Baltic States (especially Lithuania 
with its presidency over the EU Council and passion-
ate advocacy of the Association Agreement between 
the EU and Ukraine), Poland, and Sweden, the whole 
program would have been little more than sheer for-
mality, is also a banal truth. The question arises then 
as to why on Earth the EU should have been so disap-
pointed and shocked by Viktor Yanukovych’s refusal 
to sign the Association Agreement? 
No matter how strongly we feel against selective jus-
tice and corruption in Ukraine, the idea to make the 
entire Ukrainian nation a hostage of the Yanukovych-
Tymoshenko war confining Germany to the decision 
of the Verkhovna Rada concerning the release of Yu-
lia Tymoshenko from jail to undergo her medical 
treatment in Germany appears as a naughty joke or at 
best as a foolish political game with indifference of 
the public opinion in Germany with regard to 
Ukraine, merely simplifying the whole matter to a 
seemingly Manichean divide between good and evil, 

which itself is nothing but nonsense. Nobody is and 
nobody ever was an angel in this story of hostility, ri-
valry, and political vengeance. 
That the EU overlooked and missed an historic op-
portunity to foster the real rapprochement with 
Ukraine straight after the Orange Revolution when 
Ukraine was more European in its faith and value 
orientation than any other European nation in the 
so-called Old Europe, is obvious to anyone. How-
ever, there is little wisdom in self-flagellation and 
bitter self-criticism when a concrete action is needed 
right away. What is to be done then? Here is comes 
– an old good (or cursed if you will) Russian ques-
tion.
The EU must immediately warn Russia that no East-
ern Partnership country is its property or zone of in-
fluence in the old sense of this concept. Russia must 
reject its geopolitical fantasies to restore the Soviet 
Union without the Baltic States (or with them in the 
EU as a fast lane to deal with EU funds and projects). 
Failing that, the EU must question the status of Rus-
sia as a member of the Council of Europe. Otherwise, 
the future of Ukraine, Georgia, Moldova, Armenia 
and other Eastern Partnership countries will always 
remain uncertain due to frozen conflicts, intimida-
tion, blackmail, and other means with which Russia 

tends to torpedo any dis-
obedient neighboring 
state.
At the same time, the EU 
has to apply different 
strategies and even vo-
cabularies to Ukraine’s 
political elite and civil so-
ciety. Whereas the elite 
and the government need 
to be pressurized by the 
EU concerning their Eu-

ropean commitments and obligations, Ukrainian 
civil society, intellectuals, writers, academic, and 
students should benefit at last from visa-free re-

gime and exchange programs. Future leaders and in-
terlocutors of Ukrainian politics have to spend as 
much time in Europe as they want and can. 
We should apply a softer and wiser approach to Ukrai-
nian society in terms of freedom of movement. No 
Ukrainian citizen should feel like a poor cousin in EU 
countries. That’s the only way we can overcome the in-
ternal divide of the country which is split into those 
who are craving for the EU, and those who are skepti-
cal (and not without reason, to say the truth) about 
their chances to pass for fellow Europeans in the EU. 
Up to now we have no Eastern European policies. The 
old German Ostpolitik was about the Kremlin, rather 
than Russians, Ukrainians, or any other nation that 
suffered under the duress of Soviet oppression. Ger-
many is still emulating that same worn-out politics 
whose essence always was how to get as close to the 
Kremlin as once was Harold Wilson, Prime Minister 
of Great Britain. 
Yet the time has come to reveal Ukraine, instead of 
trying to win the favour of the Kremlin. 

the eu shoulD Apply A softeR 
AnD wiseR AppRoAch to 

ukRAiniAn society in teRms 
of fReeDom of movement. 

no ukRAiniAn citizen shoulD 
feel like A pooR cousin in eu 

countRies
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Between stability 
and the instinct  
of survival
The choice of scapegoats for the bloody 
dispersal of the EuroMaidan proves  
that Yanukovych is leaning towards  
the pro-Russian lobby

Author: 
oles oleksiyenko 

A
fter the latest attempt to 
disperse the Maidan and 
the storming of the Kyiv 
City State Administration 

building on the night of December 
11, oligarchs Rinat Akhmetov, 
Dmytro Firtash and Viktor Pin-
chuk publicly distanced them-
selves (in person or through offi-
cial announcements of their com-
panies) from the violent actions 
against the EuroMaidan. Premier 
Mykola Azarov set about publicly 
blaming oligarchs for the lack of 
informational support for the gov-
ernment (the TV channels of all 
three were surprisingly objective 
in their reporting of events at Eu-
roMaidan). The threesome made 
every effort to demonstrate their 
innocence: they were “surprised” 
by the sudden change in the 
course of Ukraine’s foreign policy, 
publicly delighted in the Euro-
Maidan and condemned violent 
actions against peaceful protest-
ers. 

At the same time, sources in the 
Party of Regions unofficially admit 
that resistance has escalated be-
tween the “eagles” (people closest to 
the Family) and “pigeons” (largely 
representatives of big business) in 
the government team. The latter are 
very irritated by the blatantly pro-
vocative actions of the eagles at a 
time when protest sentiments esca-
late in society. The choice of scape-
goats for the brutal dispersal of the 
EuroMaidan actually confirms these 
processes. 

On December 14, General Pros-
ecutor Viktor Pshonka named First 
Deputy Secretary of the National Se-

curity and Defence Council Volody-
myr Sivkovych, the Head of the Kyiv 
police Valeriy Koriak and his Dep-
uty, as well as Head of the Kyiv City 
State Administration Oleksandr 
Popov, as the guilty parties. Accord-
ing to Pshonka, Sivkovych and 
Popov, “directly pressured the lead-
ership of the Kyiv police to use force 
at Maidan Nezalezhnosti (Indepen-
dence Square) on the night of No-
vember 30”. Yanukovych suspended 
them from work on the following 
day. 

In other words, the govern-
ment’s version of the events of No-
vember 30 appears to be that it was 
a spontaneous abuse of office or in-
activity of mid-level officials, who 
were unable, or did not want to hin-
der the extreme scenario. Mean-
while, the way the scenarios devel-
oped, both on the eve of November 
30, as well as later, on December 11, 
is evidence that these actions were 
thought out and approved in ad-
vance at a much higher level. 

MP Hennadiy Moskal, referring 
to secret documents received from 
his own sources, stated that prior to 
the start of the dispersal an en-
crypted telegram marked “secret” 
was sent to all oblasts other than Za-
karpattia and Ivano-Frankivsk, or-
dering them to transfer their Berkut 
units to the disposition of the Inte-
rior Ministry, not the National Secu-
rity and Defence Council or the Kyiv 
police. At the same time, opposition 
members leaked reports on interro-
gations of Popov, Sivkovych and Ko-
riak, conducted on December 13. 
According to the reports, Koriak 
gave evidence that on the eve of the 
tragic events on the Maidan, Vitaliy 
Zakharchenko, the Minister of In-
ternal Affairs, personally phoned 

him and ordered him to execute all 
the commands of Volodymyr 
Sivkovych. Oleksandr Popov stated 
that Andriy Kliuyev, National De-
fence and Security Council Secre-
tary, had personally phoned him 
twice on November 29, to give him a 
similar order. The interrogation re-
port for Popov suggests that it was 
Sivkovych who was coordinating the 
brutal battle. Interrogation reports 
for Sivkovych contain information 
that on the eve of the EuroMaidan 
operation he met with Andriy 
Derkach, who is known for lobbying 
Russian interests in Ukraine and has 
close ties with Viktor Medvedchuk.  
Medvedchuk is considered to play a 
leading role in the implementation 
of Russian scenarios through Ukrai-
nian top officials.

This hints at a clear Russian 
trail. Kliuyev, and his Deputies 
Sivkovych and Derkach, not to 
mention Medvedchuk, have long 
lobbied the Kremlin’s interests in 
Ukraine, related in one way or an-
other to Soviet and later Russian 
special services. This trail had been 
visible before, first in the disrup-
tion of the Association Agreement 
with the EU in 2011 when Yulia ty-
moshenko put in jail; then in early 
2013 when MPs visiting Tymosh-
enko at the Kachanivka prison 
were forced out right before the up-
coming Ukraine-EU summit. Ac-
cording to the ex-Party of Regions’ 

It is finally possible 
to speak about the 
start of a confronta-
tion between differ-
ent groups of influ-
ence in the govern-
ment, which, under 

certain circum-
stances, could lead 
to a reformatting of 
the majority in par-

liament to an opposi-
tion against Azarov’s 

government, or 
maybe to the “ea-

gle” camp
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MP Inna Bohoslovska, Andriy Kli-
uyev assured her that the Associa-
tion Agreement would not be 
signed even when everything sug-
gested the opposite outcome. 
Meanwhile, he was closely involved 
in the entire process as one of the 
key negotiators with EU Enlarge-
ment Commissioner Stephan Füle. 
Now, Füle refuses to meet with Kli-
uyev under any circumstances. 
Perhaps, he has a good grasp on 
the situation. 

Earlier, a lot of information was 
leaked to the mass media about An-
driy Kliuyev’s role in provocations of 
clashes during the May rally (see 
Anti-Fascism & the Yanu-
kovych Regime at ukrainian-
week.com) by the titushkas and 
beating of journalists in Kyiv. In 
other words, Andriy Kliuyev could 
well be a key figure in the implemen-
tation of Russian destabilization sce-
narios in Ukraine. However, he con-
tinues to hold a high state position, 
which allows him to coordinate the 
activities of all enforcement agen-
cies. Therefore, the opposition has a 
good reason to insist on his removal 
from office and arrest. 

Instead, the fact that the Gen-
eral Prosecutor’s Office has cleared 
Kliuyev of any complicity in the 
provocation on the Maidan, could be 
evidence that Yanukovych and his 
Family trust Kliuyev completely and 
approve his actions. Moreover, if the 

November 30 operation actually 
originated from Moscow, Premier 
Azarov and Vitaliy Zakharchenko, 
the Interior Minister loyal to the 
Family, had to be aware of it. The 
mass media, controlled by another 
Family representative, Serhiy 
Kurchenko, is currently providing 
the most active media support to the 
flock of “eagles” in the government. 
This gives grounds to include at least 
part of the Family in the list of those 
who are playing on Moscow’s side. 

Russia’s operation to provoke 
the forced scenario could have 
aimed broader than just pushing Ya-
nukovych into a dead end and pre-
venting any alternatives but capitu-
lation to the Kremlin (his behaviour 
does not suggest that he has realized 
this yet). People behind this scenario 
may also have counted on fuelling 
separatist sentiments in South-East-
ern Ukraine. It is not without reason 
that this scenario has lately been 
gloated over by pro-Russian forces 
in Ukraine (Crimea, Sevastopol, 
Medvedchuk’s Ukrainian Choice) 
and was savoured in Russia. More 
specifically, on December 6, in an 
interview on the Echo of Moscow ra-
dio channel, Viktor Medvedchuk 
stated that: “A division in Ukraine is 
inevitable. Moreover, I can prove 
this; politically, legally, based on life, 
on my fingers. The country is di-
vided. Because this is the way it is 
territorially made up. Never will the 
mentality of Lviv be the same as that 
of Donetsk, Dnipropetrovsk, 
Kharkiv or Luhansk”. He deter-
mined that Kyiv was closer to West-
ern Ukraine in terms of mentality. 
On December 13, Russian Premier 
Dmitri Medvedev stated that 
Ukraine should “overcome the tec-
tonic fault, which threatens the exis-
tence of the state”. Meanwhile, 
through Mikhail Zurabov, the Rus-
sian Ambassador to Ukraine, the 
Russian side has already stated con-
vincingly that the results of agree-
ments from December 17 will help to 
stabilise the situation in the country. 

At present, it is difficult to pre-
dict further developments in the 
ruling conglomerate: to what ex-
tent are the “pigeons” ready to 
compromise with the opposition 
and resist the “eagles” that play 
into the Kremlin’s hands? When 
the opposition returned to the idea 
of a no-confidence vote against the 
government, it seemed to send a 
signal that at least a small part of 
the pro-government majority was 
willing to reformat parliament and 

the Cabinet of Ministers. This ini-
tiative was failed on December 3: 
Only 186 of the required 226 MPs 
supported the no-confidence vote. 
However, the reaction of society 
and the West to the attempted vio-
lent dispersal of the Maidan on the 
night of December 11, as well as 
subsequent protests numbering 
many thousands on December 14–
15, suggest that the problem will 
not be resolved on its own. On De-
cember 18, Arseniy Yatseniuk 
stated that the opposition is only 
three votes short for the no-confi-
dence vote against the Cabinet of 
Ministers. A Party of Regions' MP 
assured The Ukrainian Week 
that “He’s not really bluffing”. 

Meanwhile, the Family, too, ap-
pears to have switched to an attack-
ing position. Information on possi-
ble resignation of three ministers 
who are considered to be close to 
Rinat Akhmetov leaked to the media 
may signal Yanukovych’s response 
to the public demarche of his former 
chief sponsor. 

It is finally possible to speak 
about the start of a confrontation be-
tween different groups of influence 
in the government, which, under 
certain circumstances, could lead to 
a reformatting of the majority in 
parliament to an opposition against 
Azarov’s government, or maybe to 
the “eagle” camp. More specifically, 
with approval from Moscow, the 
Communists, who are controlled 
from Russia, will vote in favour of 
the resolution that they submitted 
before for the dismissal of Azarov’s 
government. The Communist Party 
leader Petro Symonenko is already 
giving relevant signals in his state-
ments. Escalation of this conflict be-
tween the different groups in the 
Ukrainian government could benefit 
Putin as it would make them more 
vulnerable to his influence. How-
ever, this game could be risky, since 
in time, it could lead to the forma-
tion of a pro-European majority. 
The results of Yanukovych’s visit to 
Moscow could, on the one hand, sig-
nificantly strengthen his position 
among disgruntled pro-government 
deputies, since Ukraine’s financial-
economic problems will appear to 
be resolved by the 2015 presidential 
election. On the other hand, they 
could force the pro-European lobby 
to be more pro-active, in order not 
to lose possibly the last chance to 
prevent sliding into the Russian or-
bit and further rise of the Family’s 
authoritarianism. 

Russia’s operation to 
provoke the forced 
scenario could have 
aimed broader than 
just pushing Yanu-
kovych into a dead 
end and preventing 
any alternatives but 
capitulation to the 
Kremlin (his behav-
iour does not sug-

gest that he has real-
ized this yet). People 
behind this scenario 

may also have 
counted on fuelling 

separatist sentiments 
in South-Eastern 

Ukraine
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A year without spring  
How the screws will be tightened should the EuroMaidan fail

t
he failure of a revolution is 
always followed by the cel-
ebration of vengeance. 
Pro-government political 

forces have brought to light 
many initiatives, which have 
quite clearly outlined the con-
tours of Ukraine-2014, in case 
of the complete victory of the 
Russian course in the interest of 
the self-preservation of Presi-
dent Yanukovych and his Fam-

ily, which is how they appear to 
see it. 

So, we can expect a gradual, 
but unwavering lessening of pos-
sibilities for “foreign agents”, as 
formulated in the relevant pro-
hibitive legislation in Russia, to 
function on the territory of 
Ukraine. This pertains to foreign 
entities that directly operate on 
the territory of the country, as 
well as any domestic non-profit 

organization, if the latter re-
ceived financing from the West, 
however episodic it may be, par-
ticularly if it was indirect. There 
have already been precedents in 
Russia, when such organizations 
were subject to police searches 
and their operations were 
blocked, simply because an indi-
vidual employee had won one 
grant or another, or even an 
award from European or North 

Author: 
oleksandr 
mykhelson
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American entities for human 
rights activities. 

In Ukraine-2013 only fairly 
marginal movements (such as the 
pro-Russian organizations in the 
Crimea) and individual parlia-
mentarians (such as Party of Re-
gions' MP Oleh Tsariov) have 
ventured to promote such initia-
tives. But should the reactionar-
ies win, such designs could well 
become laws, bylaws, and most 
importantly – standard practice, 
which in the Ukrainian reality, of-
ten surpasses even the worst law. 

Another natural consequence 
of such a victory will be tighter 
control of public activity. First 
and foremost, this will bring 
heavier punishment for unau-
thorized street meetings, 
marches, etc. To achieve this, 
those in power have to introduce 
laws that make literally any gath-
ering of more than three people 
illegal, based on the experience 
of Russia and Belarus, and the 
late Soviet era. Meanwhile, law 
enforcers and courts have to be 
given space to interpret the laws 
as they see fit.

The law on peaceful assem-
blies, which has yet to be ap-
proved by parliament, can (and 
will) be used to turn the screw in 
this sphere. Entering the neces-
sary corrections to it is just a 
matter of a few minutes provided 
that the Presidential Administra-
tion gives the respective instruc-
tions. And provided that the rev-
olution is quashed or dissolves 
on its own over the winter cold 
and Christmas holidays. 

However, the authorities 
cannot ignore the power of self-
organization in the internet, par-
ticularly if bloggers return to 
their computers from the Euro-
Maidan shunned from the Inde-
pendence Square by the police’s 
batons or winter frosts. So there 
will be attempts to turn the 
screws here as well. It is scarcely 
possible that Ukraine, with all 
the talents of its programmers, 
will reach the heights of China, 
which has its own internet, reli-
ably protected from the rest of 
the worldwide web. Ultimately, 
even Russia with its creative use 
of the police was unable to 
achieve this. Still, Vladimir Putin 
will apparently advise Viktor Ya-
nukovych on IT issues, too, not 
just finance or geopolitics. He 
may have done just that already: 

the Ukrainian government may 
survive by passing laws that will 
allow it to shut down mass media 
upon suspicion of extremism. 
Party of Regions’ MP Vadym 
Kolesnichenko has already tested 
this in the stormy December 
days: he registered a draft law on 
counteraction to extremism. Ac-
cording to it, any public or criti-
cal expression of views regarding 
government representatives or 
its separate institutions could be 
recognised as extremism and the 
mass media could be closed. Add 
to this the Russian practice of 
punishing on-line resources, not 
even for their materials, but for 
comments (which can very pos-
sibly be written by provocateurs, 
hired by the authorities) – and 
the deal is done. 

The third reaction, without 
doubt, has to be the tightest 
possible control of the income 
and property of citizens, partic-
ularly that of those who don’t 
want to cooperate with the au-
thorities. Once again, relevant 
initiatives have long been craved 
for by the financial section of 
the government, currently un-
der firm control of the Family’s 
Vice Premier Arbuzov and the 
Minister of Revenues and Du-
ties, Oleksandr Klymenko. So 
far, they have not dared to im-
plement the full-scale control of 
not only the income, but also 
the expenses of citizens for a 
number of reasons. One is the 
dumb resistance of those who 
really have something to de-
clare, but don’t particularly 
want to. However, in 2014 all of 
this could become a reality un-
der the slogan “quashing the en-
emy of the revolution” for some 
and “the implementation of ci-
vilised standards” for others. Of 
course, really wealthy people, 
whose business is closely inter-
twined with the authorities, will 
probably not experience these 
innovations. However, judges, 
prosecutors, police officers and 
other citizens, who live in pal-
aces and drive luxury cars they 
would never be able to afford in 
a civilized country, will find an-
other reason for loyalty to the 
government. And businessmen, 
who risk getting into a conflict 
with it, could lose everything in 
an instance. 

How I wish the EuroMaidan 
did win after all. 



Bohdan futey:  
“the beating we saw is not just physical, 
but mental, too. the government wants 
to evoke fear in people”

i
n his interview for The Ukrai-
nian Week US Federal Judge, 
Bohdan Futey, talks about the vio-
lent dispersal of the EuroMaidan, 

American reaction to the latest pro-
tests in Ukraine, threats to Ukraine’s 
independence and territorial integ-
rity, and the new generation that is 
demanding a different state. 

uw: what do you think of the 
dispersal of peaceful 
demonstrations at maidan 
nezalezhnosti in kyiv, where the 
government used force and special 
police? 

I was in Ukraine when it all be-
gan. The massive protests that began 
then, and continue today, signal that 
most Ukrainians want Ukraine to 
become a fully-fledged member of 
the European Union. This is a way 

for them to ensure independence as 
well as a more secure and better fu-
ture. I was not in Kyiv on November 
30 but I saw how brutally Berkut dis-
persed the students, young and older 
people, who took to the streets to ex-
ercise their constitutional rights to 
freedom of speech and peaceful as-
sembly. This brutal use of force 
against peaceful demonstrators was 
condemned by international and na-
tional organizations that are de-
manding punishment for the perpe-
trators. What took place later, on 
December 11, showed that despite 
President Yanukovych calling for a 
dialogue with the opposition, clergy 
and youth on the one hand, on the 
other, there was a series of tragic 
events. America’s top officials, in-
cluding Secretary of State John 
Kerry, senators, the Helsinki Com-
mittee, Hillary Clinton and Victoria 
Nuland, condemned them. Obvi-
ously, everyone was astonished by 
how deep Ukraine has sunk. Three 
Ukrainian ex-presidents made a 
statement about the unfolding deep 
political crisis that can have very se-
rious implications for the entire 
state, its territorial integrity, inde-
pendence and sovereignty. We, in 
the diaspora, stand by the right of 
the Ukrainian people to express 
themselves without fear of persecu-
tion, let alone physical abuse. 

uw: who is responsible for this 
abuse of office and use of force 
against peaceful protesters and 
journalists? 

It surprised me when President 
Yanukovych invited the representa-
tives of all political forces, the clergy, 
and representatives of civil society to 
a national dialogue, saying that ev-
erything should be in line with the 
law. As the guarantor of the Consti-
tution, he pledged to make every 
possible effort to protect the rights 
and interests of every citizen. And 
then force was used on that very 
night – who is responsible for this? 

Obviously, it is the President, the 
government, the Interior Minister, 
and Berkut. It is the President that 
has to protect the Constitution and 
human rights. Meanwhile, he says 
one thing and does the complete op-
posite.  

uw: in the current situation, is 
there any point in imposing 
personal sanctions against certain 
officials? 

Sanctions are a matter of diplo-
macy. Canada has already an-
nounced such possibility. According 
to the US Department of State, top 
officials here are also considering 
sanctions. Apparently, this should all 
take place within the framework of 
international relations and under a 
relevant recommendation from the 
National Security Council. Mean-
while, State Secretary John Kerry 
and Assistant Secretary Victoria Nu-
land have called on Yanukovych to 
refrain from the use of force and law 
enforcers against peaceful protest-
ers.  

I particularly like the example 
recalled by ex-president Leonid 
Kravchuk. When he was the Speaker 
of the Verkhovna Rada, students 
gathered on the Maidan for a dem-
onstration. He went out to them and 
invited them to parliament. After his 
conversation with the students, 
Ukraine’s premier resigned – volun-
tarily or not, but the problem was 
solved. It was solved through dia-
logue. 

The White House is contemplat-
ing sanctions, since, as you know, 
there was a petition on this issue, 
with over 100,000 signatures. When 
that happens, the White House is re-
quired to react. Plus, there are reso-
lutions by Congressmen on this. So, 
the case is serious and sanctions can 
be imposed. 

What are these sanctions? Freez-
ing assets, first and foremost. But the 
biggest blow to those in power would 
be a ban on entering the US. Other 
countries are also considering such a 
move. I think Ukrainian officials 
should give serious thought to this 
because the imposition of sanctions 
is very realistic. If you ask average 
Americans now – not just Congress-
men or government officials – what 
they think about what’s happening in 
Ukraine, they will tell you that they 
would not want to see people in-
volved in the disregard and violation 
of human rights in their country (the 
US), and that sanctions are neces-
sary. 

interviewer 
Anna korbut
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uw: how different is the 
euromaidan from the orange 
Revolution?  

I see changes. The Orange Revo-
lution started as a result of a rigged 
election. People took to the streets to 
have the election results declared in-
valid and have a new, fair election. 
And they succeeded. 

This time, the protest is com-
pletely different. It started as the Eu-
roMaidan but has now grown into 
the issue of where we are going and 
what kind of a state we want to live 
in. Young people and students took 
to the streets – they are making de-
mands, even though they don’t al-
ways agree with politicians. 

As a judge and member of vari-
ous programmes on the rule of law, 
the huge problem I see in Ukraine is 
that there are constitutional guaran-
tees – they are discussed, but not en-
forced. 

So, people want to see a different 
state, a competent government that 
knows what it is doing and cares 
about the its people and compliance 
with the Constitution. These people 
have traveled to Europe. They have 
seen life in the West and the pro-
cesses there. I had Ukrainian judges 
for internship here and I talked 
about these things with them. I talk 
about this in my lectures at the Kyiv 
Mohyla Academy. It’s very impor-
tant for people who were born after 
Ukraine gained independence to be-
gin to see their state differently, in 
the way that the role of the state is 
seen in the West. 

I don’t know whether or not this 
should be called a revolution, but 
what is taking place signals that peo-
ple expect a different life, a different 
government and a better future. 

I am somewhat disappointed 
with Ukrainian diplomats, including 
those who served in the US and Eu-
rope and saw what was going on. Not 
all of them are in diplomatic service 
now. Some work in specific areas 
and are effective there. But when 
they were in the US, they proactively 
promoted Ukraine’s integration. 
Now, when they have a real chance 
to continue this in Ukraine, they are 
silent and do not try to express them-
selves in any way – or we don’t hear 
them do so. 

But my biggest disappointment 
is in Ukraine’s judiciary and judges. I 
don’t see the independent judiciary 
that is guaranteed by the Constitu-
tion. Ukrainians and international 
organizations have very little faith in 
local judges. I hope I’m wrong but 

everyone believes that judges make 
their verdicts based on orders from 
the top rather than the Constitution 
or the law. 

But nobody will respect judges 
unless they respect themselves. The 
same applies to diplomats, the presi-
dent and ministers. They lead a 
country of 46 million people and 
they have to realize this. 

I would like to call on lawyers to 
speak of all this and to be more pro-
active (the day before this interview 
was taken Ukrainian lawyers pub-
lished an Open letter to judicial self-
governing bodies and the Constitu-
tional Court, in which they “ex-
pressed no confidence in the 
judiciary, which, due to pressure or 
other circumstances, protects the 
doubtful, unprincipled and danger-
ous actions of the government, thus 
running counter to the constitutional 
principle guaranteed by Art. 19 of the 
Constitution” and requested the 
Constitutional Court to “react to con-
stitutional norms becoming uncon-
stitutional as a result of actions of the 
current government, not its uncon-
stitutional laws” – Ed.). For in-
stance, in the US, there is the Ameri-
can Bar Association. It speaks 
strongly on all violations of human 
rights and dignity or the Constitu-
tion. There is the Ukrainian Ameri-
can Bar Association that has also ex-
pressed its position on this issue and 
criticized what is going on in 
Ukraine. But I think that, if the situa-
tion continues to evolve as it is now, 
Ukraine may end up in a stalemate 
position, as the President says one 
thing, then does something different. 

This could lead to a dictatorship. 
Then, there really could be a revolu-
tion in Ukraine. 

And I have one more concern. 
When Mykhailo Horyn (human 
rights advocate, dissident and a 
leader of Narodnyi Rukh, the Peo-
ple’s Movement – Ed.) visited the 
US, he met with then Secretary of 
Defence, Dick Cheney. Mr. Cheney 
was very positive about the talk of 
Ukraine becoming independent. 
Yet, Mykhailo Horyn reminded him 

of Ukraine’s dangerous northern 
neighbour. “What makes you say 
that!” Cheney said. “The rake has 
hit us on the forehead twice – first, 
when we signed the Treaty of 
Pereyaslav first, then, with the 
emergence of the Soviet Union,” 
Horyn replied. “We survived. The 
risk is whether we can survive if the 
rake hits us for the third time.” This 
risk is relevant today because Rus-
sia cannot be an empire without 
Ukraine. But it can with Ukraine, no 
matter what you call it – the Cus-
toms Union or a new “Treaty of 
Pereyaslav”. But people are begin-
ning to see this – they are beginning 
to see the threat to their indepen-
dence, territorial integrity and the 
future of Ukraine. 

uw: how possible is it to reach a 
consensus with the president after 
what he has done? Does the west 
believe it is possible to negotiate 
and come to terms with him? 

As I said before, the problem is 
that he says one thing while his sub-
ordinates, including law enforcers, 
do the opposite. As a result, the con-
cept of the rule of law, which he is 
supposed to guarantee, is absent. 
The beating we witnessed was not 
just physical. It was mental. Those in 
power want to invoke fear of the po-
lice in people. I think it’s a mistake. If 
the President really wants to be a 
guarantor of the Constitution and 
preserve the rule of law, he must 
come to terms with the people, the 
opposition, NGOs and the clergy, 
discuss compliance with rules with 
them and seek a peaceful solution. 

uw: if the government decides to 
use force to solve the current 
situation, who should join forces to 
resist it? can the west support 
ukrainians in more than just words? 

Before this conversation, I spoke 
to someone I know in Kyiv. He asked 
me whether I knew that the US Sec-
retary of Defence had called 
Ukraine’s Defence Minister on the 
previous day. A conversation at the 
level of defence ministers clearly 
suggests that they talked about re-
fraining from using force against 
protesters. As for the US, even Vice 
President Joe Biden talked to the 
Ukrainian President.

Absolutely everyone opposes the 
use of force to resolve the current 
situation. If this does indeed happen, 
it will have very bad implications for 
Ukraine as a sovereign and indepen-
dent state. 

Bio
Bohdan A. futey 
is a senior fed-
eral judge of the 
United States 
Court of Federal 
Claims, where he 
has served since 
1987. He is the 
only Ukrainian 
among U.S. fed-
eral judges. 
Futey holds a J.D. 
degree and has 
lectured as a vis-
iting professor at 
universities in 
Germany and 
Ukraine.
Futey is a mem-
ber of the Ameri-
can Bar Associa-
tion and the 
Ukrainian Ameri-
can Bar Associa-
tion, Ukrainian 
Assistance Coor-
dination Com-
mittee. He has 
participated in 
judge exchange 
programmes and 
was an advisor to 
the Verkhovna 
Rada working 
group to draft 
the Constitution 
of Ukraine.

my BiGGest DisAppointment 
is in ukRAine’s JuDiciARy  
AnD JuDGes. i Don’t see 
the inDepenDent JuDiciARy 
thAt is GuARAnteeD  
By the constitution

№ 23-24 (65-66) december 2013|the ukrainian week|17

opinion|Politics



the west’s painful Dilemmas
Why Western leaders and public opinion have hesitated to support mass 
protests against the Yanukovych regime

e
urope is watching the events 
unfolding in Ukraine with a 
mixture of hope, foreboding 
and weary cynicism. The 

crowds who have occupied Maidan 
for almost a month have inspired 
Western leaders with their com-
mitment to democracy and their 
demands for closer ties to Europe. 
Western politicians have praised 
their courage and expressed out-
rage over the use of force against 

demonstrators as well as Moscow’s 
blatant attempt to blackmail the 
Ukrainian government. But at the 
same time many officials in the Eu-
ropean Union know that Moscow 
sees the stalled EU-Ukraine agree-
ment as a direct challenge to Presi-
dent Putin. And they have little 
doubt that Russia would not only 
be prepared to use force to support 
President Yanukovych but would 
relish an open confrontation with 

the West over his pro-Moscow pol-
icies.

For many people in the West, 
however, the barricades on the 
streets of Kyiv are very much déjà 
vu. The confrontation looks much 
like a re-run of the Orange Revolu-
tion of 2004 – only this time there 
seem to be no credible opposition 
leaders, no clear strategy by the 
demonstrators and no easy solu-
tion to Ukraine’s long-term prob-
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lem of national cohesion and iden-
tity. For this reason, the hopes that 
democracy will triumph and that 
the Yanukovych government will 
be forced out of power are tem-
pered by concern that opposition 
politicians have proved themselves 
weak, factional and incapable of 
dealing with powerful oligarchs 
and the entrenched culture of cor-
ruption.

Western leaders were aston-
ished by Yanukovych’s last-minute 
decision to reject the EU Associa-
tion Agreement. They believed 
that, despite pressure from Mos-
cow, he was not ready to block all 
the long-term economic benefits 
the agreement offered. But the 
West was not prepared to keep 
quiet about Ukraine’s poor human 
rights record or drop its demand 
that Yulia Tymoshenko should be 
released. Yanukovych’s abrupt and 
discourteous decision not to attend 
the EU summit meant that West-
ern leaders understood the brutal 
pressure Moscow was putting on 
his government. But his own sub-
sequent behaviour in sending in 
police to beat and arrest the 
Maidan protesters meant that he 
then forfeited any hope of reopen-
ing talks with Brussels. No one in 
the West now trusts his word or is 
ready to offer him a second chance.

Nevertheless, the EU has been 
active in trying to find a compro-
mise. Abandoning Ukraine to the 
Russians would be seen in the West 
as a betrayal of promises to help 
the former Soviet republics to em-
bed democracy in their political 
culture. Europe therefore sent top 
officials to Kyiv to try to persuade 
Yanukovych to open talks with the 
opposition and curb his police. The 
fact that he actually ordered a new 
crackdown on the demonstrators 
while the EU delegation was in 
Kyiv was seen as a snub and led 
John Kerry, the US Secretary of 
State, to express his “disgust” – 
strong words from a Western poli-
tician.

But there are limits to the sup-
port the West is ready to give to the 
opposition. It cannot be seen to in-
terfere openly in Ukraine’s affairs. 
It has learnt, from bitter past expe-
rience in Hungary, Poland and 
Czechoslovakia, that promising to 
support anti-Russian protests but 
not giving any practical assistance 
is the worst of all options. It is bet-
ter not to promise more than West-
ern governments and public opin-

ion are ready to deliver. And the 
brutal truth is that public opinion 
in many Western countries cares 
little for Ukraine – and certainly 
not enough to risk an open con-
frontation with Moscow.

The second dilemma for the 
West is that it still needs to main-
tain workable relations with the 
Kremlin. Russia is a permanent 
member of the UN Security Coun-
cil, and without Russian co-opera-
tion it will become very difficult to 
do anything to end the fighting in 
Syria or ease the crisis in the Mid-
dle East. But Putin is a prickly 
partner, deeply suspicious of 
Western intentions. His thinking 
has been moulded by the Cold 
War and his service in the KGB. 
And for him and his generation, as 
he freely admitted, the collapse of 
the Soviet Union was one of the 
greatest tragedies of history. His 
policy has always been to try to 
bring former Soviet republics back 
into Russia’s orbit. This is the 
main reason for Moscow pushing 
ahead with the expansion of the 
three-nation Eurasian customs 
union. Ukraine is crucial to such a 
policy, and any Western attempt 
to lure Ukraine closer to the EU 
instead would be seen by Putin as 
a challenge to one of his most fun-
damental policies.

For this reason, Western lead-
ers have been hesitant about prom-
ising support for the demonstra-
tors – beyond saluting their cour-
age and determination. This is 
especially true of a country such as 
Britain, which is just beginning to 
improve links with Moscow after 
six years of extremely poor rela-
tions following the assassination of 
the Russian former spy Alexander 
Litvinenko in London. David Cam-
eron, the British Prime Minister, 
has said little about Ukraine. He is 
still hoping that Britain can benefit 
from more trade with Russia and 
persuade Moscow to take a leading 
role in setting up a peace confer-
ence in Geneva on Syria.

The media in Britain have been 
much more outspoken. The Times 
called in a recent editorial on Yanu-
kovych to resign, saying that his rule 
had been characterised by the mis-
use of power, gross economic mis-
management and interference by 
Russia. The Economist said Mr. 
Yanukovych’s choice of force was a 
moral defeat, which made his dis-
tance from mainstream Ukrainians 
clearer. “Even as it repudiates Mr. 

Yanukovych, the EU must make it 
clear that, under a better govern-
ment, Ukrainians’ hope of joining 
the European family can eventually 
be realised,” the influential weekly 
magazine said.

Marina Lewycka, a successful 
British novelist of Ukrainian ori-
gin, wrote in The Guardian that 
after the Orange Revolution, the 
opposition proved a big disap-
pointment in government, and that 
Ukrainian nationalists had now 
“whipped themselves into a frenzy 
of anti-Russian sentiment”. But 
she said the young people protest-
ing in the square rejected the game 
of political tit-for-tat. For them, 
she said, the EU represented mo-
dernity, transparency in political 
life, an escape from the stifling em-
brace of the past and freedom from 
Russia’s zone of power. Young 
Ukrainians saw themselves as part 
of the global community of youth. 
But she asked: “Is the EU ready for 
them?” She feared that Europe’s 

politicians in fact were closer in 
style than they realised to Yanu-
kovych and Tymoshenko.

Her answer underlines the 
hard facts about the West’s reac-
tion. It may sympathise with the 
protesters. But Ukraine has a long 
history of political crisis and gov-
ernment corruption that has made 
many Western investors hesitant 
to invest. The country has received 
less help and investment per head 
than most other former Soviet re-
publics. There is talk now of im-
posing EU sanctions on the Yanu-
kovych government. But Western 
leaders believe he may fall from 
power before that is necessary. 
The big worry is that whoever 
takes over, Ukraine will continue 
to be caught between Russia and 
the EU, and the country will re-
main internally divided and with-
out strong leadership. That would 
never make it an easy partner for a 
European Union Association 
Agreement. 

the BRutAl tRuth is thAt 
puBlic opinion in mAny 
westeRn countRies cARes 
little foR ukRAine –
AnD ceRtAinly not enouGh to 
Risk An open confRontAtion 
with moscow
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ways out of the political crisis 

“the eu should seriously consider  
targeted sanctions against those  
individuals, who grossly violate  
human rights of ukrainian citizens”

winfried schneider-Deters,  
German expert

In the EU, it is considered legitimate for people to demon-
strate against decisions of the government – provided 
that the government is legitimate - if they contradict the 

interests of a large part of the population. Citizens do not have to wait until the next elec-
tions in order to express their dissatisfaction.   
The European Maidan movement in Ukraine proves that President Yanukovych’s de-
cision to suspend the signing of the Association Agreement with the European Union 
is against the will of a significant part of the Ukrainian population – of those Ukraini-
ans, who see their future in a united Europe, and not in a Eurasian integration proj-
ect dominated by Moscow. Personal participation in protest demonstrations has 
more democratic weight than the unexpressed vote of the “silent majority” that re-
mains at home.
The radicalization of the EuroMaidan is due to the fact that the government refuses to 
punish those police officers, who have brutally beaten young people peacefully gathered 
on Independence Square, while non-violent protesters are being legally persecuted. In 
any EU member-state the politically responsible Minister of the Interior would have re-
signed – or would have been discharged for that.
The EU should not only “keep the door open” for Ukraine, as its representatives keep re-
peating; the EU should seriously consider targeted sanctions against those individuals, 
who grossly violate the human rights of Ukrainian citizens.

“the ukrainian leadership needs  
a new approach towards the country  
and its people. it needs dialogue with  
the opposition and transparent decisions” 

Dietmar stüdemann,  
economist and German Ambassador  
to ukraine in 2000-2006

Being an optimist, I am convinced that Ukraine will after all 
find its incarnation as a sovereign, independent, democratic 
state. My optimism is fed by the growing amount of Ukraini-

ans who become more and more aware that Ukraine is not private property of the political 
elite, but that it is the Ukrainians themselves who form, represent and build the state. The Or-
ange Revolution was and is proof of that, despite the fact that its leaders in a disastrous way 
did not live up to the expectorations of the people. But this spirit of change, this determination 
to form one’s own identity without interference from outside is as vivid as in 2004. I count 
most of all on the young generation, well-educated, intensively interlinked within the com-
mon information space, and keen to take over responsibility for the welfare of all.
In order to get out of this trap, the Ukrainian leadership needs a new approach towards the 
country and its people. It needs dialogue with the opposition, transparent decisions and 
forces which demonstrate convincingly that the Ukrainians themselves are the main focus of 
the political leadership.

“Dealing 
with cor-
rupt, thug-
gish elites 
requires 
toughness 
and clarity”

edward lucas, 
British jour-
nalist, author 

of the new cold war bestseller (2008)

Europe has learnt some important lessons. 
Sadly, the people of Ukraine are paying for 
this education. The first lesson is that deal-
ing with corrupt, thuggish elites requires 
toughness and clarity. The EU approached 
Viktor Yanukovych as if he was a sincere 
and patriotic leader, who needed some 
help in bringing his country towards its nat-
ural European destiny. This approach 
worked fine with the governments of the 
Baltic States and Central Europe, who des-
perately wanted to join the EU, but needed 
a road map to follow. It did not work well 
with the Yanukovych clan, who want money 
and power above all.
The second lesson is that whether Europe 
likes it or not, it is engaged in geopolitical 
competition with the Kremlin. Even on the 
eve of the Vilnius summit, some European 
leaders and officials were still under the 
mistaken belief that if only they could com-
municate the nature of the Eastern Partner-
ship to the Russian leadership, all would be 
well. What I hope Europe has now under-
stood is that the Kremlin does not want 
“win-win” outcomes. It prefers win-lose 
ones. Russia wants a geopolitical hinter-
land of countries that are economically 
weak and politically pliable. The Eastern 
Partnership would make them economi-
cally strong and politically secure. Therefore 
it must be resisted.
The EU must now do everything it can to 
help the Ukrainian people integrate with 
Europe, bypassing the gangster regime 
around Mr. Yanukovych. Easier visas, schol-
arships, trade facilitation, cultural outreach 
and cooperation with friendly municipali-
ties all require political willpower and cre-
ativity. But they are all possible. What a 
shame they didn’t do it earlier.
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ways out of the political crisis 
“the putin-yanukovych 
agreement might buy 
both some additional 
time but fundamentally 
it addresses none of 
ukraine’s structural eco-
nomic challenges and 
does not provide yanu-
kovych with any addi-
tional legitimacy”
Blair Ruble, Director of the wil-

son center's program on Global sustainability and Resil-
ience 
Fundamentally, EuroMaidan represents a completely differ-
ent form of social and political organization from Putin’s 
managed democracy.  Putin’s system is one of hierarchical 
control (which can be viewed positively if one believes in a 
“strong hand” and negatively if one does not).  The Euro-
Maidan represents a more transparent and horizontally orga-
nized social organization.  Of course, reality on the square is 
more complex than that, but at the most general level this is 
the case.  From my perspective, various technological and 
structural changes in the global economy require more open 
and horizontally organized social and political systems so per-
sonally I believe the Putin approach cannot succeed over the 
medium to long term.  Clearly, there are millions of people 
around the world who disagree with me.
The Putin-Yanukovych agreement might buy both some addi-
tional time and space to maneuver but fundamentally it ad-
dresses none of Ukraine’s structural economic challenges and 
does not provide Yanukovych with any additional legitimacy.  
If Ukraine was to run out of money in two months, now it 
might be six or nine.  But the Ukrainian economy is still con-
suming more wealth than it produces and another day of eco-
nomic reckoning is ahead.  Unlike the EU, Putin is not de-
manding any structural reforms so the underlying economic 
dysfunctionality remains.  More importantly, Yanukovych has 
lost his capacity to govern the country as somewhere over 
half the Ukrainian population no longer accepts the legiti-
macy of his Presidency. I am not clear how this will play out in 
detail but I very much doubt the Ukrainian landscape is going 
to look the same a year from now.
I reject the notion that Ukraine is a pawn in some battle be-
tween the West and Russia.  Every society is trying to come to 
terms with new global realities, including the so-called 
“west,” which isn’t united either.  The challenge for Ukraine is 
the position itself in a manner to benefit from the new rules 
of global economic, political, cultural, and strategic engage-
ment.  The reforms being promoted by the EU are reforms 
that are successful well beyond some mythical “west.” The 
notion of a primal war between a mythical west and a mythi-
cal Eurasia led by Russia strikes me as a delusional hold over 
from the Cold War. Ukraine needs to change not for the west 
but for itself.

Western experts comment on 
mass protests in Ukraine and 
reaction to them in the West

“washington needs 
to send a strong 
message to putin 
not to interfere in 
ukraine's internal 
affairs or risk reper-
cussions”

 Janusz Bugajski,  
foreign policy analyst  
and author 

President Viktor Yanukovych's decision to abort an EU as-
sociation agreement and free trade pact for Ukraine and 
instead seek closer economic ties with Moscow has out-
raged citizens who want to be part of Europe and not an 
appendage of Russia. However, Ukraine itself confronts in-
ternal divisions that can precipitate conflict. This is evident 
in marked differences between western and eastern re-
gions in support for pro-European demonstrations in Kyiv.
The worst-case scenario could be reminiscent of Yugosla-
via’s collapse, whereby distinct regions no longer recog-
nize the authority of the central government and push for 
autonomy or even separation. The Crimean peninsula in 
particular faces the specter of separatism, as the majority 
of inhabitants are Russians and the region hosts Russia’s 
military fleet. Russian parties in Crimea can appeal directly 
to Moscow for assistance if new elections are scheduled or 
if Ukraine makes a clear European choice.
The Kremlin itself fears another Orange Revolution that 
would unseat Yanukovych through an early ballot with a vic-
tory for pro-Western parties pursuing closer ties with the EU. 
This would seriously damage Russia’s agenda for assem-
bling a Eurasia Union from the former Soviet territories. 
Moscow is also anxious about democratic contagion from 
Ukraine that could challenge Putin’s authoritarian regime.
Russia’s propaganda machine is now in full gear claiming 
that the Ukrainian unrest is engineered by hostile Western 
powers. In response, Moscow may offer direct assistance 
to Yanukovych or demonstrate its “Slavic solidarity” with 
pro-Russian forces. Such a move could trigger an even 
more dangerous scenario, as the Ukrainian military will re-
sist Russian incursions while some regions may capitalize 
on the opportunity to declare their secession.
Thus far the U.S. reaction to the Ukrainian upheaval has 
been subdued, as the Obama administration evidently 
fears alienating Russia, which it needs to pursue its Middle 
East policies. But Ukraine is not Iran or Syria. The majority 
of the population wants to join a democratic Europe and 
not an authoritarian Eurasia. Washington needs to send a 
strong message to Putin not to interfere in Ukraine's inter-
nal affairs or risk repercussions. It is time for the White 
House to specify its options, as Ukraine stands on the brink 
of outright conflict.
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A 
friend in need is a friend indeed. Ukrainian 
democrats are facing this moment of truth 
as they meddle through the toughest politi-
cal battle on Kyiv’s Maidan Nezalezhnosti 

in over 22 years of independence. As they take 
stock of their confrontation with the government, 
they have a chance to count their true allies.
Some support came from completely unexpected 
sources, including well-known actor George Cloo-
ney. Old brethren in arms voiced their support, 
too. These include Georgia’s ex-president Mikheil 
Saakashvili; EMPs from the European People’s 
Party, including Poland’s ex-prime minister Jerzy 
Buzek, MP Jacek Saryusz-Wolski, and Head of 
Foreign Affairs Committee Elmar Brok. EC Presi-
dent Jose Manuel Barroso spared no effort, either. 
His condemnation of Russia’s pressure on Ukraine 
was surprisingly stern.
Yet, the list of friendly national leaders looks 
pretty short. US Assistant Secretary Victoria Nu-
land handed out buns and sandwiches on the 
Maidan. German Foreign Minister Guido Wester-
welle made a visible and important step when he 
came to the Maidan on December 4 together with 
Vitaliy Klitschko. Ukrainian 
protesters also have reliable 
partners in Swedish Foreign 
Minister Carl Bildt and Polish 
Foreign Minister Radoslaw 
Sikorski. Both politicians 
stand behind the EU’s Eastern 
Partnership programme for 
six post-Soviet states.
US Secretary of State John 
Kerry said that Ukrainians 
“ought to be able to decide 
who they want to affiliate 
with” and that the US was “disgusted” to find 
out about the violent crackdown on protesters. 
On December 9, Vice President Joe Biden called 
Yanukovych before publishing a press release in 
which he reiterated the United States’ “strong sup-
port … for Ukraine’s European aspirations”.
On December 3 and 4, 28 foreign ministers of 
NATO member-states gathered in Brussels for the 
summit. In their final statement, they called on 
the government and opposition in Ukraine to en-
gage in dialogue and refrain from provocations—a 
statement so diplomatically moderate that it is 
hard to imagine a weaker formulation.
Still, West Europeans and Russian Foreign Minis-
ter Sergei Lavrov exchanged some heated remarks 
during the meeting. Official documents did not re-
port on this, but according to a Western diplomat 
quoted by France Press, the argument was about 

“not irritating Russia too much at a time when 
we’re all cooperating well on the issues of nuclear 
security in Iran and chemical weapons in Syria.”
The Kremlin was not nearly as delicate. Since De-
cember 2, Vladimir Putin has been referring to the 
Ukrainian protests as pogroms, claiming that they 
were organized from abroad to destabilize the le-
gitimate government. Western leaders swallowed 
this insolence. Nothing changed much by the time 
this article went to press. The sad conclusion is 
that the West does not see any effective mecha-
nisms with which to influence the situation in 
Ukraine.
In 2004, European governments made much 
clearer statements. The Russian government, too, 
seemed to be more open to dialogue. But the war 
in Georgia followed in 2008; then Russia strug-
gled for the right to build a nuclear power plant in 
Iran; then the world watched the Kremlin support 
a Syrian regime that bombarded its own cities and 
villages.
Vladimir Putin is the longest-standing president 
among the G8 leaders. He has been in power for 14 
years, and is notoriously uncompromising. With 

him, there is no room for dis-
cussion. Russia stands firm 
on the positions it has taken 
and will not step back one 
millimetre. It confirmed this 
in July by providing tempo-
rary asylum to American 
whistle-blower Edward 
Snowden. Today, Russia is re-
luctant to give the West any 
concessions.
European leaders have come 
to terms with the fact that 

they have no effective leverage to influence 
Eastern Europe. Some politicians are calling 

for personal sanctions to be imposed against some 
leaders of the Ukrainian regime, but a final deci-
sion has not been made. After all, it took 10 years 
of Alexander Lukashenko’s rule in Belarus for the 
EU to enact its first sanctions in 2004.
Today, European leaders see their task as waiting, 
gauging the opposition’s ability to make long-term 
efforts while stressing that the Association Agree-
ment is still on the table. However, the deeper the 
crisis grows, the heavier their silence gets. It is 
time for Western leaders to clearly pronounce that 
a sovereign state much choose its own way. This 
fundamental truth should be expressed by presi-
dents and prime ministers. That would help them 
shed their unfortunate image as Putin’s obedient 
underlings. 

tough Russia and Doubtful europe
Western diplomats have expressed “concern” over the situation in Ukraine. 
They “invite participants in the conflict to negotiate” but have hesitated to 
state a clear stance. This is not without reason
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putin’s expensive victory
Under its current government, Ukraine may be a prize not worth winning

A
nother victory for Vladimir 
Putin, another defeat for the 
West. That is how the out-
come of the battle for 

Ukraine, the country between Russia 
and the European Union, is being 
portrayed in Moscow and in many 
Western capitals.

On December 17, after a meeting 
between Mr. Putin and Viktor Yanu-
kovych, Ukraine’s president, Russia 
agreed to lend Ukraine USD 15 bil-
lion and to slash the gas price from 
USD 400 to USD 268 per thousand 
cubic metres, as a reward for Mr. Ya-
nukovych’s ditching of an associa-
tion agreement with the EU. Unsur-
prisingly, the mix of money and po-
litical cover for theft and violence 
proved more enticing to Mr. Yanu-
kovych than the EU offer of the rule 
of law, free trade, competition and 
reform.

Yet look closer, and Mr. Putin’s 
victory and Europe’s loss seem less 
obvious. Probably Mr. Yanukovych 
never intended to sign an agreement 
with the EU—certainly not without 
being paid for it. By keeping up the 
pretence, he was able to bargain with 
Mr. Putin, who has now agreed to 
provide money without Mr. Yanu-
kovych having signed a deal to join 
his Eurasian customs union.

And neither Mr. Yanukovych 
nor Mr. Putin nor EU leaders fac-
tored in the response of Ukrainians, 
who have been pouring into the 
streets for the past four weeks. An-
gered by Mr. Yanukovych trading 
the country’s future for his own ben-
efit, they were bolstered when he 
used violence against students. What 
started as a modest-sized street ac-
tion demanding a deal with the EU 
has turned into a national awaken-
ing and vocal rejection of a klepto-
cratic post-Soviet state. After Mr. 
Yanukovych’s futile attempt to clear 
the streets on December 11, the bar-
ricades grew higher, the spirit on 
Maidan became more resolute and 
the split within the Ukrainian elite 
became more visible. The crisis has 
turned Mr. Yanukovych into a lame 
duck.

America’s threat to impose per-
sonal sanctions against him, his fam-
ily and his backers has restrained 

Mr. Yanukovych from unleashing 
further violence. He is hoping that 
the Maidan protests will simply fizzle 
out over Christmas and the new 
year. Given the weakness of 
Ukraine’s opposition, this may well 
happen. Yet whereas the Kremlin’s 
deal with Mr. Yanukovych stymies 
Ukraine’s negotiations with the EU, 
it is unlikely to halt its political crisis. 
Nor will it restore Ukraine’s bust and 
unreformed economy.

For the crisis in Ukraine is com-
pounded by a looming economic col-
lapse that will now become Russia’s 
problem. Ukraine is running out of 
reserves and desperately needs cash 
to get through the winter and avert 
default. Having thwarted Ukraine’s 
deal with the EU, Mr. Putin has little 
choice but to pay up. But it is unclear 
what he will get in return, which may 
explain why the gas-price cut will be 
reviewed quarterly. Given the dire 
state of the economy and Mr. Yanu-
kovych’s precarious political posi-
tion, any help could be money down 
the drain. Unlike an IMF loan, Rus-
sian money (drawn mostly from its 
national welfare fund) comes with 
no strings attached.

Mr. Putin may have extracted a 
promise from Mr. Yanukovych to 
clear the streets of protesters and 
join the Eurasian union before or 
just after the 2015 presidential elec-
tion. But Mr. Yanukovych’s ability to 
honour such a promise without 
sparking a civil conflict is uncertain 

to say the least. For a large part of the 
country, including Kyiv and Western 
Ukraine, joining the Eurasian union 
would be an existential threat. Yet 
for Mr. Putin, who once called the 
collapse of the Soviet Union the big-
gest geopolitical catastrophe of the 
20th century and who sees himself 
as a gatherer of Russian territories, 
no price is too high to keep Ukraine 
in Russia’s orbit.

Mr. Putin also knows that, if 
Ukraine changed from being a cor-
rupt autocracy into a competitive de-
mocracy, that would be a threat to 
his own regime, rather as reforms in 
Czechoslovakia were to the Soviet 
Union in 1968. Fearing the spread of 
revolutionary contagion, Russia has 
reportedly barred young Ukrainians 
who look like Maidan protesters 
from entering the country, despite 
visa-free travel between the two. But 
whereas the Soviet Union used tanks 
and ideology, Mr. Putin prefers to 
deal in money and nationalism.

Mr. Putin’s talk of Russia and 
Ukraine as one Slavic people has 
been accompanied by vitriolic anti-
Ukrainian propaganda from state 
television. His appointment of Dmi-
try Kiselev, a rabid anti-Western and 
anti-Ukrainian propagandist, as 
head of a new government informa-
tion service to replace the old one, 
RIA Novosti, is a sign of degradation 
in the regime. As the Soviet Union 
found, it will also help to push the re-
publics away from Moscow. 
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stormy nights on the maidan
“What the hell are you doing?!” an emergency doctor yells at Berkut, 
special purpose police officers as they chase after people and beat them 
up in front of the Presidential Administration

D
ecember 1. “I’m at a gas sta-
tion somewhere between 
Rivne and Zhytomyr at 2 a.m. 
It has more clients that it 

usually does during the rush hour,” 
Yarema Dukh writes on Facebook. 
“People walk in, go to the bath-
room, get a hot sandwich and get 
back in their cars to carry on to 
Kyiv. And they are not students, but 
40-year old men. Most don’t have 
Twitter or Facebook accounts but 
they got up and are driving to Kyiv. 
They have things to lose. They have 
people to lose. Hundreds and thou-

sands are going to EuroMaidan. 
And they are not students. Yanu-
kovych, you’re done – they are not 
students!” 

Closer to noon we are in the 
metro riding to Kyiv’s city centre. 
The next stop is Universytet, a 
downtown station. “Are you getting 
off at the next stop?” a woman asks 
people standing in her way in the 
crowded metro carriage. “Don’t 
worry, we’re all getting off here,” 
they reply. 

Empty on an average day, Uni-
versytet is crowded on December 1. 

Almost all of the passengers get off 
and join the sea of people flowing to 
the escalator. They chant “The vil-
lain should go to jail!”, sing the na-
tional anthem, call their friends and 
tell them to get off at stations that 
are less crowded. All of a sudden, 
both escalators that go up stop. 
“Walk!” the crowd urges those who 
stop, confused. And they obey. 

how it All stARteD
Hundreds of thousands took to the 
streets on December 1, after Berkut’s 
crackdown on a peaceful student 
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rally on the night of November 
30-December 1. That night, Mykh-
aili  vsky Monastery (St. Michael’s 
Monastery) gave shelter to 200 pro-
testers behind its walls. 

Just a week earlier, protesters 
felt excitement over the first mas-
sive assembly after many years 
of apathy (EuroMaidan started 
with small protests on November 
21 when the Cabinet of Ministers 
announced the suspension of prep-
arations for the signing of the Asso-
ciation Agreement, that grew into a 
100,000-strong rally on Sunday, 
November 24 – Ed.). A week later, 
the crowd was filled with tension 
and anticipation. The new day 
brought new rules to play by. Over 
a hundred thousand Ukrainians 
who had gathered at the European 
Square a week before were going to 
the EU. On December 1, over half a 
million took to the streets with a 
different goal in mind: they de-
manded a change of government. It 
was no longer about “becoming Eu-
rope”. It was about “not becoming 
Belarus”. 

Many expected radical steps 
from the opposition. As its leaders 
spoke from stage, angered Ukraini-
ans in the back could barely hear 
them. Nor could they hear the noise 
from Bankova Street, where clashes 
were already taking place in front of 
the Presidential Administration. 

Some of those who stormed the 
Presidential Administration that 
day were provocateurs. Some were 
carefully evaded by the infuriated 
Berkut as it chased after protesters. 
Some were football hooligans, right- 
and left-wingers standing side by 
side. And some were students who 
no longer wanted to dance.

After several hours of clashes 
with the police, Berkut stormed in to 
actually disperse protesters with 
tear gas and stun grenades, once 
there were enough injured police of-
ficers and excuses to justify its vio-
lence.   

Injured protesters immediately 
filled the only ambulance, catering 
to the needs of the crowd of 2,000 
people. Doctors could not help all – 
they had even run out of bandages. 
The ambulance remained at 
Bankova while Berkut chased after 
protesters. “What the hell are you 
doing!” the doctor yelled at the Ber-
kut officers chasing after people, 
pushing them down to the ground 
and beating them. The officers then 
took pictures, with their feet resting 
on the heads of people lying uncon-

scious on the ground, recalls Dni-
petrovsk-based journalist Valeriy 
Harahutsa and others. Three doc-
tors from the ambulance escorted 
the most seriously injured people to 
the car and tried to help them. Vol-
unteers brought bandages. Passers-
by walked a man to the van, his skull 
broken and deformed. 

The injured were then taken to 
other ambulances that had finally 
arrived. The doctor taking them to 
the trauma unit shook hands with 

everyone. “You’re great,” he said. 
“You’re so great guys.” Doctors in 
hospitals were similarly welcoming. 

“They’re still kids,” an old nurse 
sighs. “No war yet, and kids are al-
ready being injured.” 

The weekend was over. Protest-
ers went to lick their wounds and 
picket government buildings, stay-
ing at Maidan 24/7 in the thou-
sands, putting barbed wire around 
barricades, and discussing the pro-
vocateurs and the opposition that 
had failed the revolution. 

touGh DAys AheAD
The next crackdown came on the 
night of December 10-11, after Pres-
ident Yanukovych met with EC 
Vice-President Catherine Ashton 
who called on him to refrain from 
any violence and before the visit of 
US Assistant Secretary Victoria Nu-
land scheduled for the next day. Af-
ter the Pechersk Court issued a ver-
dict to take measures to prevent the 
blocking of pedestrian areas and 
the road around the Maidan, the 
police and Berkut were brought in 
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and started their crackdown from 
three directions at around 1 a.m. 
(photo 1). The protesters who oc-
cupied the Kyiv City State Adminis-
tration premises took the women to 
a safer place and barricaded the 
building. Berkut stormed through 
the barricades from the side of Eu-
ropean Square and pushed people 
out. Priests were praying on the 
stage all the time (photo 2), the 
bells of the Mykhailivsky Cathedral 
ringing in alarm – in ancient times, 
they signaled danger. The Afghan 
veterans protecting barricades on 
the road from Instytutska Street, 
which leads to the Presidential Ad-
ministration, repelled the attack. At 
this point, there were about 2,500 
people on the Maidan and the situ-
ation was getting really dangerous. 

By 3 a.m. there were already 
twice as many people, as Kyivites 
arrived even though the authorities 
made every effort to prevent people 
from coming. They blocked bridges 
over the Dnipro and cut off routes 
to downtown areas. But people con-
tinued to arrive. From 4 to 6 a.m. 
Berkut was brutally pushing people 
around and using tear gas, yet peo-
ple continued to resist. Afghan vet-
erans broke through the Berkut line 
and cut off half of its troops from 
the rest of the unit. As the special 
police began to retreat, the crowd 
let the captured officers join their 
lot and got back the territory it al-
most lost. By that time, the number 
of protesters had grown to over 
15,000. Provocateurs with iron 
sticks tried to break through to the 
Maidan and start new clashes but 
the Maidan security teams chased 
them out. A group of MPs, includ-
ing Vitaliy Klitscko (photo 3), stood 
with protesters. By morning, there 
were more than 20,000 protesters 
on the Maidan. They began to col-
lect warm clothes and other stuff 
from the tents that had been 
brought down by Berkut during the 
night, when, all of a sudden, three 
bus-loads of Berkut fighters drove 
right up to the entrance of the Kyiv 
City State Administration where 
there were nearly 200 protesters, 
and blocked it. In response to Ber-
kut’s attempted storming of the 
building, protesters poured water 
over them (photo 4). Meanwhile, 
people from the Maidan arrived 
and encircled Berkut, eventually 
forcing them to leave (photo 5). 
The Maidan survived and more and 
more protesters arrived, despite 
regular warnings of bombs in the 

5

4

metro and the closure of central 
stations. 

By now, the tent town is still on 
the Maidan. Ukrainians continue to 
donate money for food and warm 
clothing and volunteers report 
where the money goes on a regular 
basis. Even though fewer people 
come around every night, weary af-
ter 27 days of protesting and won-
dering what they should do next, 
72.4% of the protesters are ready to 
stay till the end, a survey by the 
Democratic Initiatives Foundation 
reveals. The opposition calls on peo-
ple to not leave Kyiv’s central square 
until all demands of protesters are 
fulfilled. Meanwhile, on December 
17, Viktor Yanukovych signed deals 
with Russian President Vladimir 
Putin to get a loan of USD 15bn and 
a discount on gas, among other 
things. “This is essentially a full turn 
of the Ukrainian government to 
Russia. And it is no longer about the 
Customs Union, it is about the Eur-
asian Union into which Ukraine will 
obviously integrate in 2015 because 
the Moscow deals lead to this,” 
Volodymyr Horbach, expert at the 
Institute for Euro-Atlantic Coopera-
tion, comments. The deals give 
“control over Ukrainian economy, 
energy and defence system into the 
Russian hands” he claims. The price 
of the deals for Ukraine remains un-
known. 
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t
he answer is both yes and 
no. The Ukrainian 
Week looks at the genera-
tion of youth born and 

raised after Ukraine gained inde-
pendence. We compare today’s 
youth with the generation that 
launched the history of indepen-
dent Ukraine, a generation that 
had a chance to change Ukraine’s 
path but failed for various rea-
sons. They were young members 
of Narodniy Rukh – the People’s 
Movement – a group that itself 
was young in the 1990s but was 
run by older people who had 
been freed from political impris-
onment. This generation of 
youth staged the “Revolution on 
Granite” begun by Kyiv univer-
sity students in 1990 that formed 
a crucial ingredient in the 
USSR’s collapse. They are MPs in 
their early 30s who arrived with 
the previous parliamentary con-
vention and could hardly fulfil 
themselves anywhere but in poli-
tics. And they are the so-called 
“blogger generation” who didn’t 
trouble politics until politics 
troubled them.

A “political generation” is not 
necessarily about age; it is about 
one’s mindset and practices. The 
Ukrainian Week’s reporters 
were surprised to find that the av-
erage age of EuroMaidan protest-
ers is well over 30. And it’s not 
simply ‘peasants’ from Western 
Ukraine, as pro-government pro-
paganda claims. A joint survey by 
the Democratic Initiatives Foun-
dation and Kyiv International In-
stitute of Sociology has found that 
over 2/3 of EuroMaidan partici-
pants have university diplomas. 

A Revolution of 
experienced youth
Does the EuroMaidan still exemplify the axiom that ‘revolutions are made 
by the youth’ now that it has become a movement against Yanukovych?

Author: 
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Over 50% are Kyivites. Over 1/3 
speak Russian in everyday life.

This leads to several conclu-
sions. First, those who have taken 
to the streets are not the “extrem-
ists” that the Yanukovych admin-
istration claims them to be. They 
are people who have succeeded in 
life to a greater or lesser extent 
and have something to lose. Still, 
they stand in protest. One possi-
ble explanation is that they are 
yesterday’s students who partici-
pated in the Orange Revolution 
nine years ago. The sociological 
survey did not include such data, 
but some aspects suggest that the 
2013 Maidan is partly a product 
of those who had been here in 
2004. Back then, they were the 
crowd. Now, they are the organiz-
ers, instigators, managers and 
sponsors. Will they pass the test? 
Time will tell.

What time has shown already 
is that the Maidan has changed. 
In 2004, Facebook was unknown 
to Ukrainians. Today, Euro-
Maidan is often called a “revolu-
tion of social media”. The ex-
change of information has be-
come much faster, but so has the 
exchange of disinformation. 
Ukrainians hear each other bet-
ter, but that does not mean that 
they understand each other bet-
ter. The only undeniable fact is 
that the government has lost its 

monopoly on information and 
this is irreversible, whether those 
in power realize it or not.

Today’s Maidan is different 
from the Orange Revolution in 
many other ways. As this article 
went to press, the author watched 
protesters reinforce barricades on 
the Maidan following a failed at-
tempt by the Berkut special police 
to dismantle them on the night of 
December 10-11. Some were weld-
ing metal bars into fences, others 
were piling sacks with ice and 
snow into barricades. The teams 
of volunteers mocked each other, 
each saying that the other was do-
ing the wrong thing. Then they got 
together, gave it all a little thought 
and joined efforts. As a result, a 
huge barricade emerged on the 
road to the European Square, and 
another one on the road to the 
Maidan from the Presidential Ad-
ministration. It doesn’t matter 
how long these barricades will re-
main on the Maidan. What mat-
ters is that the protesters acted in-
dependently but joined forces 
when necessary. This is something 
they may have borrowed from so-
cial media.

The world is changing, grow-
ing tighter and more intercon-
nected. The international press 
hardly noticed the Revolution on 
Granite in the 1990s. The Orange 
Revolution brought Ukraine to its 

legitimate place in European geo-
politics. Today’s EuroMaidan is a 
true test of European solidarity—
a solidarity that has shown itself 
in horizontal social ties, but has 
not yet appeared in the world of 
top politics.

Top European politicians sup-
ported Yanukovych in 2010 and 
are now doing their best to keep 
from irritating Russia. For some 
of them, Ukraine is simply a bar-
gaining chip. But things are more 
complicated than that. The blog-
ger generation has a global, not 
just Ukrainian dimension. West-
ern politicians today depend 
much more on public opinion at 
home where they have to struggle 
to maintain a positive image. We 
see Ukraine becoming a means of 
placing pressure on Western po-
litical elites by rival experts and 
politicians. A new solidarity is be-
ing born in the information era, 
and it has not yet uttered its final 
word.

Why did Ukraine fail to be-
come a more aware Eastern Euro-
pean state back in the early 1990s 
when Poland did? Will the cur-
rent generation succeed where 
previous ones failed? Below is the 
debate amongst representatives 
of different “political genera-
tions” and a sociological analysis 
of this issue. This may help you 
find an answer of your own. 

taras stetskiv, 49
A leader of the Tovarystvo Leva (Lion’s 

Society) active in 1987-1988; a leader of 
the People’s Movement; Member of Parlia-
ment in several consecutive convocations; 
a field commander of the 2004 Orange 
Revolution

I came into politics just like many of my 
peers did: we were suddenly allowed to do 
politics beyond the Communist Party and 
the Lion’s Society emerged as a result. There 
were other organizations, too. We all 
stormed into politics and didn’t look back. 

Initially, it was only about culture. Then, we 
realized political independence was possi-
ble, too.

It was when Mykhailo Horyn, Viacheslav 
Chornovil (leaders of the People’s Move-
ment) and Ihor Kalynets (a dissident poet) 
returned from prisons and exile. They were 
the Sixtiers; they actually served prison terms 
for Ukraine. They were absolute role models 
for us; moral role models. We had great re-
spect for them, but were not in a “com-
mander-subject” hierarchy. We even an-
swered back sometimes. They still acknowl-
edged us. When the People’s Movement 
emerged, they ended up on top but we 
young people got in as well.

Everything began to change once the Peo-
ple’s Movement turned into a political party. 
It’s natural. Its purpose as a civic entity was to 
a) gain independence for Ukraine and b) ban 
the Communist Party. Once these goals were 
accomplished, the need for the people’s 
movement vanished. Naturally, it began to 
transform into a party. It got almost 10% of 
the vote in the 1998 election. But in 1992, 
when Viacheslav Chornovil launched that 

transformation, some thought that we should 
follow the path of the Baltic States which dis-
solved their people’s movements and created 
several parties on their basis.

We didn’t, and we had objective reasons 
for that. Independence was a super-goal in 
the post-Socialist East European and Baltic 
States. It wasn’t in Ukraine. We have to admit 
one thing: the People’s Movement was fun-
damentally popular in Western Ukraine, Kyiv 
and some parts of Central Ukraine. That’s all. 
So, when we struggled for independence, it 
came to a compromise. The Communists 
publicly supported independence in ex-
change for a silent consent of National Dem-
ocrats that the Communists would remain in 
power. As a result, we now have one Maidan 
after another.

Still, I absolutely believe that the current 
generation will complete this cause. They are 
somewhat like us, but they are different, too. 
They have much stronger principles because 
they know what they want. They are im-
mersed in the European world and realize 
what Europe is. I believe it is people like them 
that our generation lacked.

“politicAl GeneRAtions”. opinions
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oles Doniy, 44
A leader of the “Revolution on Granite” 

in 1990 that contributed to Ukraine’s inde-
pendence. He is currently a non-aligned 
Member of Parliament

I felt that I was a Ukrainian back in mid-
dle school, and by high school I had decided 
that the purpose of my life would be to 
struggle for an independent Ukraine. I en-
tered Shevchenko State University hoping to 
learn the Ukrainian language there and find 

the remaining fragments of the under-
ground student movement. My first year at 
university showed me that there was no un-
derground movement, nor education in 
Ukrainian.

It took me several years to find like-
minded people. The first organizations 
emerged in 1988. Luckily, someone reported 
me to the police. This someone was Dmytro 
Vedeneyev, currently a well-known historian, 
SBU (Special Service of Ukraine – ed.) Colo-
nel, and Deputy Director of the National 
Memory Institute. He reported how I was un-
dermining the USSR and described me as a 
Ukrainian bourgeoisie nationalist. This had 
an unexpected effect. After three years of 
searching for them, like-minded people from 
different departments suddenly began to 
seek me on their own … Then we began to 
organize rallies, including the student-led 
Revolution on Granite.

Our generation found itself involved in 
the struggle for independence. Another 
thing was that we established the successful 

youth rally as a trend for young people to 
follow. Today’s protesters have borrowed an 
external element of our rallies – the tent cit-
ies. But the psychological aspects, such as 
the ability to coordinate efforts, to sacrifice 
and volunteer, and readiness for a struggle, 
are much deeper and matter much more 
than tents.

When I look at rallies today, including Eu-
roMaidan, I am sometimes surprised. It is 
called a “student Maidan”, yet there is not a 
single student among its leaders. All the 
leaders are between 30 and 40. When we 
were 19-20, we thought and did everything 
on our own. This is the difference between 
our generations.

Nobody could supervise us. We didn’t ask 
anyone like people do today. They say there’s 
no leader. We didn’t have that problem. 
When we started our struggle, we couldn’t 
name a single political prisoner. None of us 
know who Viacheslav Chornovil was. My im-
pression is that the youth matured a little 
earlier at my time.

lesia orobets, 31
Member of Parliament from the Bat-

kivshchyna party. Daughter of MP Yuriy Oro-
bets, who was killed in a car accident in 2006.

People bring their kids to EuroMaidan to-
day just like my father brought me to rallies 

when I was seven. That was in the late 1980s 
and early 1990s. Politics has mattered to me 
ever since. I began to look closer at what was 
happening on TV, trying to understand what 
was happening and why. That’s how politics 
entered my life.

I was twelve when my father was elected 
to parliament. Before that, he had gone 
through at least three rounds and each was 
declared invalid… So, I was very young when 
politics came into my life.

My belief is that our generation man-
aged to do the most important thing: we 
persuaded everyone that we are not the “in-
ert generation” in contrast to the wide-
spread concept that has been around for the 
past 23 years. I hope there will be no party 
in the future that will ignore the young and 
their problems. Before EuroMaidan, the 

generally-accepted voter target group that 
politicians paid the most attention to were 
pensioners because they are the most proac-
tive voters. But this revolution was made by 
the young – my generation and even 
younger ones.

It used to be an insult to be called “the 
Facebook generation”. Now, there is not a 
single faction meeting where Facebook is 
mentioned less than three to five times. 
People discuss what has been posted on it 
and why. In fact, there is not a single de-
cent MP at the Rada who does not use so-
cial media.

The Facebook generation is a proactive 
generation. The first Maidan on November 21 
was organized through Facebook. I really 
hope they succeed; we have no other op-
tions.

 Roman shreik, 39
Founder of Durdom (Madhouse) web-

site, non-partisan blogger, one of the ideo-
logues behind EuroMaidan

Before 2004, my interest in politics was 
confined to reading news. The Orange Revo-
lution not only brought me to Maidan but to 
the Ukrayinska Pravda (Ukrainian Truth) on-

line publication as well. It was there that I got 
my idea to develop Durdom where I would 
collect all the funny things people write and 
draw about politics.

The new generation is a web genera-
tion, it does not recognize the “I’m the boss, 
so you’re nobody” hierarchy common here. 
It prefers cooperation, is ready to support 
ideas rather than lousy cronies, and believes 
that problems can be solved by joining 
forces rather than waiting for orders from 
above.

Clearly, differences between young and 
old will always exist. Young people learn 
faster while older people use skills developed 
earlier. I believe this is reflected in attitudes 
towards independence, the orientation of in-
tegration (young people lean towards Eu-
rope), and the semi-soviet state of today’s 
Ukraine (young people want change here 

and now, older people are willing to wait pa-
tiently).

The key accomplishment of those who 
protested in the USSR was Ukraine’s indepen-
dence. They may have only been drops that 
wore away the stone. That stone eventually 
broke apart because it was already hollow in-
side, but they should be seen as heroes. The 
new generation of politicians should work for 
Ukraine to win democracy; not to get it as a 
bonus, but win it. Then, democracy will be 
valued and better immunized against fools.

This new generation is making itself seen 
on the web. It can be scorned for some things 
and praised for others, but it is here and it 
wants to have an influence. I think the best 
way to do this is to participate in Kyiv elec-
tions. But that’s a goal for the future. Right 
now, we have to fight to ensure that there 
will actually be elections in our country.
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interviewer: 
Bohdan 

Butkevych

A step forward
h

undreds of thousands of 
Ukrainians took to the 
streets to join a public defi-
ance campaign. What forces 

and patterns are driving them? 
What do these people want? What 
does their protest, which came after 
a nine-year-long hiatus, signify? 
The Ukrainian Week talks about 
this with social psychologist Oleh 
Pokalchuk.

uw: how would a social 
psychologist describe the 
sentiments prevalent among 
ukrainians today?

This is revolutionary behaviour 
but not in the least a revolution as a 
complex phenomenon. So far it is 
not a situation of the leadership be-
ing unable and the grassroots not 
wanting, because the top officials 
are still quite capable of action, even 
though some have faltered. How-
ever, in the past years, the seman-
tics of the word revolution has, in a 
way, evolved from bloody coups 
with executions to a kind of post-
modernist happening, a tradition 
launched by the 1968 student revo-
lution in France. Thus, when we talk 
about the revolutionary sentiments 
of Ukrainians today, we need to un-
derstand that this is a kind of ma-
nipulation strategy which is being 
used to mobilize young romantics, 
conservatives, artists and everyone 
else. This word is also a valve 
through which extra steam is being 
released, to the advantage of, again, 
all participants in the process – 
both those who, ignorant of the true 
essence of the protests, are finding 
self-fulfilment in them and those 
who are running the campaign, be-
cause it permits them to keep 
people under control. On the whole, 
Ukrainians are ready to react 
abruptly to metaphysical values like 
the European ones but no longer 
know how to act in the genre of an 
open uprising. This way, they create 
a certain protest space of their own. 
However, when things come to a 
head and they need to act like Bo-
hdan Khmelnytsky did in his time, 
they flounder, because it takes per-
sonal responsibility. This is the rea-
son why the majority of our people 
prefer to limit themselves to words, 
i.e., declarations of intentions, and 

why we have few down-to-earth 
radicals.

uw: But the 1 December events on 
Bankova str. showed that 
ukrainians are becoming 
increasingly similar to europeans, 
who are ready to take the most 
radical action if their rights are 
violated. through radicalism to 
europe?

The latest protests show that a 
new image of Ukrainians is taking 
shape before our eyes. The peaceful, 
dumb, hollow and shallow patrio-
tism, which has for centuries been 
held up as the immanent Ukrainian 
character, is alien to this generation. 
These are people of a new world – 
they are true Europeans in terms of 
both their communicative prowess 
and ability to easily travel to the 
West. To them, Europe is not some 
out-of-reach dream as it is to those 
who view a trip to Poland as a great 
accomplishment. The question is 
not whether these young people are 
better or worse – they are indeed 
different, not burdened with Soviet 
legacy, and they are the ones who 
will form a new image of the Ukrai-
nian man. He will lose a large part 
of his ethnographic traits. Of course, 
there will be ritual wailings over the 
status of a motley reservation of 
savages, but Ukraine – if it wants to 
turn into a European country in 
terms of the relationships between 
politicians and society and the atti-
tude towards the former– must go 
this way. It is already taking steps in 
this direction, as the latest events 
suggest. Otherwise, we will continue 
to move ahead with our backs 
turned to Europe, i.e., trying to keep 
our archaic, traditional worldview 
which is no longer capable of effect-
ing any changes. The current 
events are unique in that they 
are absolutely logical from 
the viewpoint of historical 
and legal development 
but are, at the same 
time, absolutely spon-
taneous, i.e., not or-
chestrated in a top-
down fashion.

uw: people in 
euromaidans, 
who are they – a 

crowd or a mass of various 
personalities? 

Crowd and mass are different 
concepts, both semantically and 
psychologically. A crowd is a large 
number of people gathered in a 
space that is limited either physi-
cally or metaphysically. A crowd is 
always very springy; it has the en-
ergy of a spring that can be released 
at any moment. In contrast, large 
masses of people behave absolutely 
differently in different places: for 
example, there may be one logic in 
the centre and a totally different 
one on the periphery. It would a 
gross mistake to believe that the 
human masses like those that came 
to downtown Kyiv on 1 December 
are homogeneous in their senti-
ments. You can control 100,000 
people one way or another, but not 
300,000, to say nothing of a mil-
lion. And it’s great that no one in 
Ukraine has mastered the art of rul-
ing 100,000-strong crowds, be-
cause then we would be living in a 
totalitarian state. In general, the 
protagonist now is the new genera-
tion, which makes sense, because 
youth and rebellion are synonyms. 

However, now these young 
people are fundamen-

tally different from 
their predecessors 

in terms of their 
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strivings, psychology and attitude to 
politicians.

uw: they are smarter, don’t take 
other people’s word for it and are 
ready for the most radical actions 
to protect their interests? how 
would you compare the present 
situation with the 2004 events?

The entire Ukrainian people is 
now turning into a political nation 
and very rapidly at that. Likewise, 
politicians are starting to accept 
the new rules of the game, because 
politics as a process is a certain 
protocol for adopting compromise 
decisions, and everything rests on 
this compromise. All participants 
in the present processes have made 
great progress as compared to 
2004. I can see great changes in 
terms of their psychology. While 
people wanted a carnival back 
then, they are more educated now, 
because we have had discussions 
throughout these nine years dis-
secting what happened in Maidan 
back then and who took advantage 
of the situation. The Orange Revo-
lution itself did not raise the politi-
cal awareness of the people. It was 
the post-Orange period of depres-
sion and lost faith that enabled 
them to make a psychological con-
nection to a very similar situation 
which we had in 1990 when a stu-
dent revolution succeeded in forc-
ing Prime Minister Vitaliy Masol to 
resign but his powers were then 
usurped by Leonid Kravchuk. Now 
we see a kind of backward domino 
effect – people have stopped yield-
ing to euphoria and become much 
more calculated, competent and 
aware, even though they are saying 
almost the same thing as nine years 
ago. Moreover, there is huge infor-
mation exchange taking place in 
society among all its segments, 
even those that are not in Euro-
Maidans now.

The authorities have nothing 
to offer to the people of the new 
millennium. The leaders of this 
new generation with their ability 
to troll can become much more 
influential than the current lead-
ers. In other words, new society 
with a qualitatively different atti-
tude to politicians is being born 
in Maidan now.

uw: to what extent are people 
defending precisely the european 
choice? the “against the 
authorities” negativist trend 
seems to be dominating.

People want not so much to join 
the EU as to be in Europe as an ide-
ological construct. And this is a 
great step forward in comparison, 
again, with 2004 when the majority 
came out with just one slogan 
“Away with the gang!” and pinned 
their hopes on a messiah (“Yush-
chenko – yes!”), which is something 
that does not require a great deal of 
intellect. Now the majority of peo-
ple can formulate, at least in a cou-
ple simple words, what they want 
from Europe personally for them-
selves. The types of thinking and 
perception have changed from 
purely negativist, geared exclusive 
against something, to constructiv-
ist, wanting to achieve something. 
In essence, the fact that people 
have come out into the streets is an 
act of reflection, an attempt to 
analyse events, i.e., this is emerg-
ing European consciousness in 
terms of reacting to events. People 
are willing to fight not for some 
leader but for themselves as they 
filter ideas using their understand-
ing and personalities.

uw: Does it mean that bribery of 
voters and perception of politicians 
in terms of how much they have 
given to voters, which are standard 
for ukrainians, are gradually losing 
relevance? isn’t this forecast too 
optimistic?

Ukrainians are finally starting 
to depart from the clientelistic  per-
ception of politicians – instead of 
passively waiting to receive crumbs 
of merciful donations from the most 
noble rulers in exchange for their 
complete loyalty, people want to be 
able to influence politicians.

However, the authorities and 
the majority of opposition political 
figures are ignorant men of yester-
day. It could not be otherwise in 
quasi-Soviet society. The current 
political parties are as much as 
afraid of true civil society and are 
not welcoming its formation, be-
cause if it emerges, individuals who 
have their own opinions will get to-
gether, solve their problems and go 
back to their lives. In stark contrast 
to this, politicians see people exclu-
sively as entities at the foot of their 
throne who obediently go in the di-
rection shown by the leaders. This 
does not mean that the present op-
position is bad: it simply does not 
know any other mechanisms. These 
politicians cannot find a common 
language with the young people 
who start coming onto the stage, be-

cause they have fundamentally dif-
ferent systems of communication.

uw: Does that mean that thanks 
to euromaidans, ukrainians are 
starting to understand politics 
through their own interests rather 
than emotions?

There are no simple processes 
in group behaviour. To Russians, 
the state is a large collective farm, 
while to Ukrainians, who still have 
the mindset of individual farmers 
and see economic benefit only in 
their nearest neighbours, the most 
important factor is the phenome-
non of so-called local identity. It is 
countryside neighbourhood men-
tality if you wish. After the latest 
presidential and parliamentary 
elections, the residents of Ukraine’s 
east and south experienced pretty 
much the same kind of euphoria: 

“We’ve shown them! Our guys have 
won!” It was the type of joy central 
and western Ukraine experienced 
after 2004. Moreover, these people 
expected to find themselves at the 
receiving end of a generous flow of 
money and benefits as “victors”. It 
never materialized and disappoint-
ment began to set in. Strategically, it 
is much worse than protests, be-
cause the latter single out a clear, 
even if initially negative, emotion, 
which is then much easier to chan-
nel into something positive. I re-
member well how much people 
hated Yulia Tymoshenko: they 
called her a “gas thief” and the con-
demnation level was up to 60 per 
cent. Over time, the attitude was re-
versed, and those same people be-
gan to ardently love her. Let me re-
peat myself, emotion is above all. 
Now when there are no feelings 
whatsoever, there is nothing you 
can do about it. Viktor Yanukovych 
is no longer a hero in eastern 
Ukraine, even though he is still not 
considered a traitor or a patently 
negative figure there, either. The 
current events have simply given 
shape to all these processes. The 
people who are now protesting in 
squares will always be interested in 
what a politician thinks instead of 
accepting or rejecting him based on 
pure emotion. 

In 2004 the majority 
came out with just 
one slogan “Away 

with the gang!” and 
pinned their hopes 
on a messiah. Now 

the majority of 
people can 

formulate, at least in 
a couple simple 

words, what they 
want from Europe 

personally for 
themselves. The 

types of thinking and 
perception have 

changed from purely 
negativist, geared 
exclusivy against 

something, to 
constructivist, 

wanting to achieve 
something

Ukrainians are finally 
starting to depart 

from the clientelistic  
perception of 

politicians – instead 
of passively waiting 
to receive crumbs of 
merciful donations 

from the most noble 
rulers in exchange 
for their complete 

loyalty, people want 
to be able to 

influence politicians

The current political 
parties are as much 
as afraid of true civil 
society and are not 

welcoming its 
formation, because if 

it emerges, 
individuals who have 

their own opinions 
will get together, 

solve their problems 
and go back to their 

lives

Politicians cannot 
find a common 

language with the 
young people who 
start coming onto 
the stage, because 

they have 
fundamentally 

different systems of 
communication

new society with A 
quAlitAtively DiffeRent 
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music meetings
national philharmonic  
of ukraine
(2, vul. volodymyrskiy uzviz, kyiv)

When the winter holidays are in full 
swing, lovers of Christmas music will 
have the opportunity to see the 7th In-
ternational Music Meetings Festival. The 
concert will begin with a performance 
by the Dzvinochok boys’ choir – a win-
ner of international competitions. This 
will be followed by the youth choir of 
the Tchaikovsky National Music Acad-
emy and the Lastivka children’s choir. 
The evening programme will feature sa-
cred music, carols and shchedrivkas – 
New Year’s songs. The special atmo-
sphere of the Christmas holidays is pos-
sible thanks to the unique sound of 
young voices, which are also a guaran-
tee of a good mood.

christmas in lviv
Downtown
(lviv)

The festival of carols, doughnuts, 
the making of a traditional sheaf of 
wheat, Christmas and charitable eve-
ning programmes – all this awaits the 
people of Lviv and visitors to the city over 
Christmas. In the courtyard of the City 
Hall, Voskresinnya (Resurrection) will or-
ganise a Christmas fairy play and present 
the When Angels Come Down to Earth 
performance. In addition, visitors will 
have the opportunity to taste traditional 
Lviv doughnuts and sing carols together 
with nativity plays. But the surprises 
don’t end here – the programme in-
cludes numerous New Year’s and Christ-
mas events, dramatized appearances 
and unforgettable impressions.

christmas Dream land
mamayeva sloboda
(2, vul. mykhayla Dontsya, kyiv)

For the sixth time, Christmas Dream 
Land will bring together Kyivites and visi-
tors for a traditional Ukrainian Christmas 
celebration. The programme will include 
numerous performers, nativity plays and 
carol-singing, a live nativity scene, an ice 
figure competition, traditional Cossack 
treats and many other Christmas sur-
prises. Oleh Skrypka and Le Grand Or-
chestra, Ethno Trio Troitsa, Foma and 
the Christmas Orchestra will be in charge 
of the music part. On 12-13 January, 
young people, dressed in folk costumes 
and as animals, will lead out Malanka, 
sing shchedrivkas and wish everyone a 
prosperous New Year by throwing 
wheatberries – an old Ukrainian ritual. 

5 – 7 January  6 – 8 January   8 January, 6 p.m. 

christmas concerts
kharkiv philharmonic
(21, vul. Rymarska, kharkiv)

The Kharkiv Philharmonic promises 
the residents and guests of Kharkiv an 
unforgettable Christmas holiday. It is 
here that a range of concerts, featuring 
symphonies and chamber music, will 
take place. Participants will include not 
only the philharmonic’s soloists and in-
house ensembles, but also musicians 
from Poland, Russia, Greece, as well as 
from all over Ukraine. A Christmas night 
within the walls of the philharmonic will 
echo with the glorious sounds of the or-
gan, since this is where the Stanislav Kali-
nin’s Christmas Organ Concert will be 
taking place. The programme will con-
tinue with a concert by the famous saxo-
phonist from Odesa, Hanna Stepanova, 
and much more heart-warming music.

Jazz & lounge festival
miami Blues Restaurant
(114, vul. velyka vasylkivska, 
kyiv)

In the final phase of this five-week 
art project, multiple aspects of modern 
art from blues and electronic music to 
exhibitions, performances and theatrical 
productions, will merge within a single 
programme. Performers and artists from 
all over Ukraine have been invited to par-
ticipate in the series of performances, to 
fill each evening with pleasant surprises. 
Ostap Stupka, Yuriy Yermolenko and DJ 
Mishukoff will present their international 
FACEVINYL project for the audience. Vir-
tuoso bandura player Roman Hrynkiv 
will perform as a special guest.

christmas Arsenal
mystetskyi Arsenal (Art Arsenal)
(10-12, vul. lavrska, kyiv)

A holiday fair will be held at Mys-
tetskyi Arsenal in the run-up to the 
New Year and Christmas. A lot of 
pleasant surprises await both adults 
and children, including the works of 
well-known handcrafters, master 
classes in the making of Christmas 
cards and New Year’s accessories, as 
well as the presentation of the best art 
publications and children’s books. 
Music accompaniment will be pro-
vided by the Kyiv-based Shchedryk 
children’s choir. An innovative educa-
tional project Arsenal of Ideas will 
present interesting scientific and artis-
tic projects to the young audience. 

18 – 29 December  until 28 December, 7 p.m.  2 – 19 January 
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Revolution in Art

For Ukraine, for freedom, for our future!

The toppled statue of Lenin. "Yanukovych, you're next" 
the poster on it says

The students beaten up by Berkut on November 30 – and all other  
protesters – have the tree they prefer and decorate
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Protesters reinforce barricades with boards and tires delivered by volunteers 
after Berkut’s attacks

Protesters guard the reinforced barricade on the road to 
the European Square and get warm around the fire

Holidays are coming!

Markian, a student from Lviv, buys an old piano and delivers it to the Presidential 
Administration. Protesters play the “free piano” as the police listens. “The goal was to 
respond to the violence that occurred here with kindness and art,” Markian comments

Thousands of 
protesters light 

up their phones 
as Ukrainian 
band Okean 

Elzy performs 
its old song 

Друг (A Friend). 
The panoramic 

video of the 
breathtaking 
action called 

EUROMAIDAN 
Day’N’Nite is 

available online
Yanukovych is portrayed with the imperial Russian bi-headed ea-
gle on his face. Next to him is the poster dedicated to the violent 
crackdown of the police on peaceful students on November 30 
under the pretext that municipal services had to install the New 
Year tree on the square where the students were rallying at night

We are 
Ukrainians 

and we 
are sick of 
just being 

proud. 
We have 

started to 
act

I am  
responsible for 

what will happen 
tomorrow
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KYIV
3, vul. Lysenka tel: (044) 235-88-54; 5,vul. Spaska tel: (044) 351-13-38,

33/2, Povitroflotskiy Prospekt  tel: (044) 275-67-42

LVIV
7, Prospekt Svobody tel: (032) 235-73-68

VINNYTSIA
89, Soborna  tel: (0432) 52-9341

TERNOPIL
7-9, vul. Valova tel: (0352) 25-4459

KHARKIV
3, vul. Sumska tel: (057) 731-5949

IVANO-FRANKIVSK
31, vul. Nezalezhnosti tel: (0342) 72-2502

VOLODYMYR-VOLYNSKIY
6, vul. Kovelska tel: (03342) 2-1957

www.book-ye.com.ua

O N L I N E  B O O K S H O P

WWW.BOOK-YE.COM.UA/SHOP

B O O K S T O R E S


