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Yuriy Verbytskiy, 51
PhD in physics 

and mathematics, 
mountain climber, 

senior engineer at the 
Carpathian Seismology 
Department, Institute 

of Physics at the 
National Academy of 

Sciences. Yuriy resided 
in Lviv. He was brutally 

kidnapped from the 
hospital where he 

arrived to get a surgery 
for his injured eye, 

violently beaten and 
left to die in the forest

Serhiy Nihoyan, 20 
A Ukrainian of 

Armenian origin. 
EuroMaidan activist 
from the village of 

Bereznuvativka, 
Dnipropetrovsk Oblast. 

Shot on January 22 
with two bullets in the 

head and the neck. 
According to some 

sources, he had four 
bullet wounds

Mykhailo Zhyznevsky, 
25

A citizen of Belarus, 
lived in Bila Tserkva, 
was member of the 

UNA-UNSO party. Shot 
in the chest during 
the Berkut’s attack 

against protesters on 
Hrushevskoho Street 

on January 22 

unity day

2014
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frEEdom or dEath
Loki, the Belarussian who was killed  

on Hrushevskoho Street, always carried  
a Ukrainian flag in his pocket.  

Armenian Serhiy Nihoyan “never asked  
for anything” and was constantly  

on duty on the Maidan
author: valeria Burlakova

* The voice  
of the people  

is the voice  
of God

*
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t
he Unsilenceable Belfry– this 
is the title of the poem by Ar-
menian poet, Paruyr Sevak. 
“As never before and as no-

where else was the time for sorrow-
ful wailing. Oh, Vardapet, with sor-
rowful lips, the people in danger, 
whose souls had been burned, 
prayed and wept with black mourn-
ing: “God, give us salvation…” – 
these are the words that Serhiy Ni-
hoyan from the village of Bereznu-
vativka of Dnipropetrovsk Oblast 
wrote on his social network page on 
December 30. By then, the 20 year-
old had already been on the Maidan 
for over two weeks.  

He was the only son of an Arme-
nian family, which came to Ukraine 
to escape the war in Nagorno Kara-
bakh. Modest, even shy, ready to 
suffer all inconveniences so as not to 
bother anyone, Serhiy was a guard 
at the Maidan. “I took tea out to the 
square at night. It was cold. He 
stood near the Lechitic Gates, in 
contrast to many other guards, he 
did not come closer; he never left his 
post. I came up to him myself, he 
took the tea and gratefully kissed 
my hand. I asked him his name – 
even flirting a little. We became ac-
quainted”, remembers Miriam Dra-
hina, a girl who met the young man 
at the revolution. “During the week, 
I noticed that he didn’t have any 
gloves. I brought him some, saying: 
why didn’t you say anything? He 
just shrugged his shoulders and 
smiled. He never asked for any-
thing. Every night, he faithfully 
stood guard. Every single night. I 
think that a lot of people remember 
him. He was such a vivid presence, 
as if not from here. I thought that he 
was an idealist from Zakarpattya, 
for example. I asked him about this. 
It emerged that he was from Dni-
propetrovsk. A nice, honest and 
brave man. He was killed by a snip-
er’s bullet. I have only just realised 
that he was the one who was shot. 
Serhiy Nihoyan, thank you for ev-
erything. I will always remember 
you”.

“Armenian film director Paraja-
nov once shot a film that became a 
symbol for Ukrainians. Today, Ar-
menian Nihoyan gave his life, which 
has become a symbol of Ukraine,” 
wrote singer Svyatoslav Vakarchuk.

“They say that only people from 
Halychyna are standing on Hru-
shevskoho Street. Serhiy Nihoyan 
was from Dnipropetrovsk. They say 
that the people on Hrushevskoho 
Street are Nazis, who stand by the 
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creed that Ukraine is for Ukraini-
ans. Serhiy Nihoyan was Armenian. 
Nothing ruins the myths of propa-
ganda better than a sniper’s bullet,” 
Facebook users lamented. 

Today, portraits of Serhiy Ni-
hoyan hang on the 32nd barricade. 
His memory was honoured by 
Ukrainians in both Lviv and the 
Crimea. This will not bring him back 
to life. But the Maidan is still stand-
ing – the Maidan, to which the 
Ukrainian-speaking resident of Dni-
propetrovsk came without letting 
his parents know beforehand, and 
for which he gave his life. Skir-
mishes continue on Hrushevskoho 
Street – skirmishes, that are becom-
ing ever-more reminiscent of a truly 
symbolic and heroic battle at Kruty, 
even if not decisive for the course of 
history.

in mEmory 
Another life given for Ukraine was 
that of Mykhailo Zhyznevsky from 
Belarus. He was a member of the 
Ukrainian National Self-Defence 

(UNSO) from Bila Tserkva, near 
Kyiv. 

Loki was shot dead on Hryu-
shevskoho Street at about 10:30 on 
January 22. He stood on the Maidan 
for a long time. In his pocket, his 
friends recall, the Belarussian al-
ways carried a blue and yellow 
Ukrainian flag. He would ask people 
from different cities and countries 

to sign it. He thought that he would 
have it as a reminder- a memory… 
Now, this flag will remind people of 
Mykhailo himself. 

“You can say a lot of good things 
about him as a person,” Vitaliy 
Lukyanchuk, his friend, tells The 
Ukrainian Week. “He was purpose-
oriented and self-confident. He al-
ways maintained patriotic views. He 
loved extreme sports … He was a 
wonderful person, a true patriot of 
Ukraine.”

On January 26, Loki would have 
been 26 years old. “Good times are 
coming, brother,” this is the status 
that will forever remain on his social 
network page. 

The Interior Ministry has never 
admitted to the use of firearms by 
Berkut riot police. Meanwhile, doc-
tors have confirmed that they found 
a 7.62 mm bullet from a Degtyaryov 
sniper rifle in Serhiy Nihoyan’s 
body. A 9 mm calibre bullet was 
found in Loki’s body, probably from 
a Makarov pistol. 

According to information in the 
mass media, two bodies with signs 
of torture were found in a forest in 
the Boryspil Raion of Kyiv Oblast, 
from which kidnapped activist Ihor 
Lutsenko dragged himself. The 
heads of the deceased were wrapped 
in scotch tape. One of the murdered 
victims, seismologist Yuriy Verbyts-
kiy, was born in 1963 and resided in 
Lviv. He was an activist of the Euro-
Maidan. 

There has not yet been any offi-
cial confirmation of the announce-

BErkut was BEating EvEn 
thE mEdicaL pErsonnEL
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ment that the body of another young 
man has been found, whom Berkut 
fighters had allegedly beaten se-
verely on the colonnade of the Dy-
namo Stadium, after which he was 
either pushed off, or jumped off 
himself, being unable to endure the 
torture. According to some data, the 
protestor, whose name is as yet un-
known, died. According to others – 
he’s alive and currently in intensive 
care. 

There is also unconfirmed infor-
mation that several other people 
were shot to death on Hrushevs-
koho Street. Doctors told journalists 
about these men. 

Berkut could also have killed a 
protester, who was heading towards 
the ranks of fighters with a white 
flag on the night of January 20-21. 
“I was watching Espresso TV last 
night. Someone with a white flag 
came up to them. The internal 
forces made way for him to pass 
through (the TV station’s camera 
was trained on him). As soon as he 
passed the ranks of the internal 

forces, seven or eight Berkut officers 
flew at him and started shoving him 
around. Later, as he lay motionless 
on the ground, they finished him off 
with their feet. A riot police soldier 
then came up and shot him three 
times with a non-lethal gun at point-
blank range. You could see the body 
lying on the ground jerk from each 
shot. It made even me, a person who 
has gone through military warfare, 
feel sick,” wrote one of the people 
who was watching live coverage at 
that time. 

Berkut has not only resorted to 
murder and shooting at journalists 
– the most inconvenient witnesses 
to their reprisals, but also to the 
beating of medical personnel. The 
first-aid post on Hrushevskoho 
Street, which treated hundreds of 
injured and even saw dead people 
over the course of three days, was 
completely destroyed. However, 
doctors gathered near its broken 
windows shortly, smoking ner-
vously. They treated fresh, new 
wounds just about every 15 minutes.  

Blood seeping through their 
bandages, protesters with bandaged 
heads and legs were returning to the 
barricades. There was thick red-
black smoke between the ranks of 
the people and the sea of black hel-
mets. This was not the first day on 
which car tyres were burning – the 
smoke could be seen on the left 
bank of the Dnipro. The rhythmic 
beating of sticks against the metal of 
railings and shields could be heard 
far away from the Maidan. The 
sound of explosions could be heard, 
too.

The confrontation continued 
around the clock. At dawn on Jan-
uary 23, masked young people 
hung a huge national flag on the 
fence near the library on Hrushevs-
koho Street – this is where the 
newly-established first-aid post 
had been located. “Freedom”, is 
written on the yellow part. “Or 
death” is not added, although there 
is plenty of room for it – there is no 
need to write it; everyone knows 
this anyway. P
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J
anuary 22nd was meant to 
mark Ukraine’s unity day, a 
celebration of its short-lived 
pre-Soviet independence. In-

stead, it was a day of civil unrest 
and perhaps the biggest test of 
Ukraine’s post-Soviet integrity. 
After two months of largely peace-
ful encampment on the Maidan in 
Kyiv, the protests turned violent. 
Five people were reported killed 
and hundreds were injured. An ar-
moured personnel carrier pushed 
through the streets. Clouds of 
black smoke and flames mottled 
the snow-covered ground. Never 
in its history as an independent 
state has Ukraine witnessed such 
violence.

It was triggered by the passage 
of a series of repressive laws im-
posing tight controls on the media 
and criminalising the protests of 
the past two months. One law cop-
ied almost verbatim a Russian ex-
ample, including stigmatising 
charities and human-rights groups 
financed from abroad as “foreign 
agents”. If Russian human-rights 
activists denounce their parlia-
ment as a “crazy printer” churning 

out repressive legislation, says 
Oleksandra Matviichuk of the 
Centre for Civil Liberties in Kyiv, 
Ukraine has a “crazy photocopier”. 
The clashes show vividly the re-
fusal of the protesters to heed such 
laws.

But they also reflect frustra-
tion with Ukraine’s ineffective op-
position leaders, who include Vi-
taliy Klitschko, a popular former 
boxer, Arseny Yatseniuk, a tech-
nocrat, and Oleh Tyahnybok, a na-
tionalist. Between them they have 
failed to accomplish much since 
people first came out on the streets 
in protest against the decision of 
President Viktor Yanukovych to 
ditch a trade deal with the Euro-
pean Union. They demanded, un-
realistically, that Mr. Yanukovych 
step down and call early elections. 
Even after negotiating with sev-
eral of Mr. Yanukovych’s financial 
backers, they failed to extract any 
concessions. In the process they 
have lost much support on the 
Maidan, where action is wanted 
more than words. At a rally on 
January 19th, the crowd even 
booed its supposed leaders.

The clashes reveal an alarming 
radicalisation on both sides of the 
barricades. In recent days the mo-
mentum has belonged to a group 
called the Right Sector, a motley 
confederation of football hooli-
gans and far-right nationalists. 
They have shown their own nasti-
ness by lobbing petrol bombs at 
police and, in a rough display of 
revolutionary justice, parading 
around people detained under 
suspicion of acting as pro-regime 
provocateurs. Yet even more strik-
ing were the numbers of middle-
class Ukrainians, who did not wish 
to go to the front lines of battles 
with police, but prepared stones 
for others, while grandmothers of-
fered tea and sandwiches, plus 
milk to counter the sting of tear 
gas.

What happens next will de-
pend in part on perceptions both 
in Ukraine and outside of who was 
responsible for violence. Mr. Yan-
ukovych may try to provoke the 
protesters so as to justify the use 
of force. Worryingly for the coun-
try’s future, it is increasingly clear 
that neither he nor his political ri-

on the march in kyiv
The protests turn nasty and violent, but the president  
is not giving ground
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vals are in control of the situation. 
With more protesters pouring into 
Kyiv, the opposition has now given 
Mr. Yanukovych 24 hours to re-
peal the laws.

Western leaders strongly con-
demned both the repressive laws 
and the violence. America’s State 
Department has introduced visa 
sanctions against some Ukrainian 
officials and the EU budget com-
missioner plans to probe their 
bank accounts. Mykola Azarov, 
Ukraine’s prime minister, was 
cold-shouldered at the World Eco-
nomic Forum—after delegates ob-
served a moment of silence for 
those killed in Kyiv.

Russia, which foiled Ukraine’s 
European plans and bought off Mr. 
Yanukovych by promising to bail 
out his bankrupt economy with a 
$15 billion loan and cheap gas, ac-
cused the West of meddling in 
Ukraine’s domestic affairs. The vio-
lence in Kyiv certainly pushes Mr. 
Yanukovych deeper into Russia’s 
sphere of influence, moving him 
closer to Alexander Lukashenko, 
dictator of neighbouring Belarus.

Yet although Mr. Yanukovych 
is a politician who makes up for a 

lack of cunning with clumsy brut-
ishness, Ukraine is no Belarus. It 
is linguistically, culturally and po-
litically split between a Russian-
speaking east and a nationalist, 
pro-European west, joined by 
Kyiv, where Mr. Yanukovych’s 
Party of Regions commands little 
respect or authority. It also has a 
pluralistic media controlled by a 
diverse group of powerful mag-
nates who have no interest in 
splitting the country or in seeing 
Mr. Yanukovych strengthen his 
economic grip.

Many are wary of the en-
croaching influence of Mr. Yanu-
kovych’s son and his friends in big 
business. Those oligarchs who 
wanted closer European integra-
tion did so not for access to its 
markets but as a protection 
against the Yanukovych family’s 
shameless rapaciousness. For 
much of the past two months tele-
vision coverage has been overtly 
on the side of the protesters, at the 
very least refusing to block pic-
tures from the Maidan as Mr. Ya-
nukovych’s administration de-
manded. The scenes of violence 
could also taint the reputation and 

business interests of Rinat 
Akhmetov, Ukraine’s richest man 
and Mr. Yanukovych’s main 
backer.

The clashes will also further 
split Mr. Yanukovych’s own en-
tourage. So far he has managed to 
stave off defections by those who 
might have followed the example 
of Serhiy Lyovochkin, a longtime 
chief of staff who chose to resign 
soon after the protests first 
erupted. Now the prospect of Be-
larus-style isolation could change 
the calculations of those round 
Mr. Yanukovych whose fortunes 
are tied to the West.

Even if Mr. Yanukovych man-
ages to clear Kyiv of protesters, 
which is far from certain, he will 
find himself more cornered and 
isolated than ever. The irony is 
that, by walking away from a sym-
bolically important trade deal with 
the EU in December, he had hoped 
for short-term economic and so-
cial stability that could carry him 
through to a presidential vote in 
early 2015. But in the end, his re-
sort to ugly force may be the thing 
that does most to spoil his chances 
of re-election. 
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interviewer 
yuriy 

radchenko

viktor musiaka: 
"we are dealing with  
consequences, not reasons!”

o
n January 16, the Verk-
hovna Rada passed a slew 
of blatantly prohibitive 
laws not even by manual 

voting – because there was no 
proper counting procedure – but 
simply with the cry of “235 in fa-
vour” from the Chairman of the 
Counting Commission. That 
scandalous session confirmed 
what many experts, and judging 
by the conflicts on the streets, the 
crowds, had long assumed: there 
is no longer any democracy in 
Ukraine.

The Ukrainian Week talks 
to Viktor Musiyaka, one of the au-
thors of the Constitution of 
Ukraine and a professor at the 
Kyiv-Mohyla Academy, about the 
current events. Far from giving a 
comforting opinion, the professor 
offers specific guidelines for over-
coming the deep political crisis.

uw: are the laws passed on 
January 16 legitimate? does the 
passing procedure mean that the 
parliamentary system in ukraine 
has, in fact, been destroyed?

I am frankly surprised by the 
fact that a number of politicians 
refer to the passing of these laws 
as the “usurpation of power” and 
an “anti-constitutional coup”. 
Both of these things took place 
several years ago. And today, we 
are dealing with consequences, 
rather than reasons!

After the well-known Consti-
tutional Court decision of 2010, 
there is really no point in such 
questions. Over three years later, 
people should remember that the 
usurpation of power by means of 
an anti-constitutional coup took 
place on the decision of a body, 
which is supposed to guard the 
Fundamental Law of Ukraine, to-
gether with the President – “the 
guarantor of the Constitution of 
Ukraine, as well as human rights 
and freedoms and those of 
Ukraine’s citizens”. Thus, the first 
Constitution of an independent 

Ukraine was transformed into a 
fictitious one, literally stripping 
Ukraine of its Fundamental Law.

So, the super-presidential 
system under the revived quasi-
constitution was not born on Jan-
uary 16 of this year, but has been 
in place for almost four years. 
What was the point of this "re-
vival" in terms of its benefit for 
society? None. But over these few 
years, a vast number of “laws” 
were passed, which grossly ignore 
even the revived Constitution. 
The reinstatement of the 1996 
Constitution returned the super 
presidential powers to the Head 
of State, and this was the one and 
only aim. Subsequently, even 
compliance with the reinstated 
Constitution became optional in 
all aspects other than provisions 
referring to the powers of the 
President. Before long, the draft-
ing of laws to back up the over-
centralised government began. It 
continues to this day.  It is now 
sufficient to mark any act as 
“law”, regardless of whether it 
complies with the Constitution or 
not, to make the government look 
legitimate. 

uw: But surely society is not 
governed by the constitution 
alone? 

It has a sort of an avalanche 
effect. The current legal sphere is 
unable to standardise and regu-
late the most important aspects 
of guaranteeing and implement-
ing human rights and freedom 
and those of its citizens in a due 
and civilised manner. It is inca-
pable of responding to what ap-
pears to be an elementary ques-
tion: what is to be done with the 
unconstitutionally reinstated 
Constitution and the myriad of 
anti-constitutional laws? The 
government, and with it the coun-
try and society, have found them-
selves stuck in quasi-constitu-
tional and law-making rubbish, 
pseudo-legal lies and deception 

on the part of professional speak-
ers and legal masterminds. 

So, January’s laws as the flesh 
and blood of aggressive and obe-
dient parliamentary majority, 
have to conclusively eliminate the 
very idea of possible resistance to 
the government. They are one of 
the last chords of not only a mer-
ciless battle against dissent, but 
also a sign of the ultimate cre-
ation of what, for the govern-
ment, are organic, but absolutely 
undemocratic principles for their 
functioning.

uw: what do you see as the 
major violations in the passing 
of the January 16 laws?

Since the very passing of the 
January laws has significantly ag-
gravated the socio-political situa-
tion, it is necessary to pay atten-
tion to the following:

First of all, the technical part 
of the process for “passing” these 
acts. They were registered in Par-
liament on January 14, 2014. In 
others words, the final voting 
procedure took place three days 
after registration. According to 
the Procedure of the Verkhovna 
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Rada, the parliament’s actions 
were illegal as the legislature had 
no time whatsoever to examine 
and criticize them. It is also coun-
ter to the laws “On the Status of 
People’s Deputies of Ukraine” 
and “On the Committees and 
Commissions of the Verkhovna 
Rada of Ukraine”. 

The voting itself was the latest 
mockery of the parliamentary 
system. Can MPs vote in Parlia-
ment by the raising of hands? 
Certainly, but the VR Procedure 
entails a procedure for the count-
ing of votes and the actions of the 
Counting Commission. All of this 
was clearly ignored. Plus, we have 
the ruling of the Constitutional 
Court dated July 7, 1998, whereby 
“violation of the procedure for 
passing laws, as established by 
the Constitution of Ukraine, is 
the ground for such laws to be 
deemed unconstitutional”.

Secondly, the text of the 
passed laws is clear evidence that 
the parliament and President 
(who immediately signed these 
laws) ignored a whole range of 
the Constitution articles. For 18 
years now, the Law “On Organis-

ing and Conducting Meetings, As-
semblies, Marches and Demon-
strations” has not been passed. 
One of the January laws describes 
in detail the prohibition of the or-
ganisation and realization of such 
events, but there is no mention of 
the right to hold them! Article 39 
of the Constitution on the right to 
assembly and meetings has a di-
rect application; restrictions can 
be imposed by the court accord-
ing to the law, but once again, 
there is no such law! 

Counter to the Constitution, 
the Code on Administrative Vio-
lations gives Interior Ministry 
bodies powers to issue permits 
and bans for assemblies that they 
should not have. It does not men-
tion the court as body authorized 
to do that even though, according 
to the Constitution, human rights 
and freedoms as well as those of 
citizens cannot be restricted by 
anyone, other than the court.

The provision “not to gather 
in a convoy of more than five ve-
hicles” is hardly as comical as it is 
seen, since the consequences of 
the abovementioned ban are 
quite serious: the police can con-

fiscate the vehicle from the owner 
with subsequent payment of the 
sum it gets for selling such vehi-
cle to the owner. However, a car 
is private property and its confis-
cation for this kind of a violation 
of traffic rules is pure nonsense.

New laws have other unac-
ceptable provisions, but I don’t 
see any point in dwelling on 
them, because they are all the 
consequence of the circus we 
have all seen.

uw: are there any legal 
prospects for resistance, such as 
impeachment or a referendum? 
are mechanisms for the 
protection of democracy and civil 
rights still in place? 

There are no legal means for a 
battle against the regime, since 
both the government and the op-
position have long been behaving 
outside the law. The opposition, 
which did not react at all to the 
decision of the Constitutional 
Court of Ukraine in 2010, cannot 
even give up their mandates, 
since there are no mechanism to 
nullify party lists (in other words, 
MPs who gave up there mandates 
should be replaced by other party 
members, and so on to the last 
party member).  Ironically, every-
one is now illegitimate: both the 
government, and the opposition... 
Holding a referendum under this 
law — is just another chance for 
the government to stage a fake 
demonstration of democracy, no 
more and no less. 

There is only one peaceful 
scenario now: a pact similar to 
the Spanish Moncloa Pact. This 
was the historic precedent where 
all antagonistic political forces in 
Spain, from Falangists to Com-
munists, signed an agreement 
based on the common recognition 
of nationwide political goals and 
consent to suspend any political 
persecution. 

This worked in Spain, since 
the leaders of its political forces 
were patriotically-minded, so 
agreed to the measures, which 
were clearly in the interests of the 
country.  

At present, Ukraine does not 
have such elite. But the very situ-
ation offers one more chance. I 
sincerely do not want any other 
unpredictable scenarios. But if 
the authorities fail to react to civil 
resistance – unfortunately, I can-
not exclude this possibility. 

There is only 
one peaceful 
scenario now: 
a pact similar 
to the Spanish 
Moncloa Pact
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t
here are still many optimists who consider Yanu-
kovych to be just a corrupt paranoid, who can be 
controlled by the oligarchy who are interested in 
accessing EU markets. Actually, Yanukovych is 

seeking violence as a way of pay back, revenge for his 
2004 failure. He will keep talking about dialogue, but 
there are no democratic institutions for a dialogue in 
Ukraine as he usurped power back in 2010. What he is 
looking for is not compromise, but a way to excuse the 
use of state violence for his personal trauma. 

There are various groups of people at the protests, not 
just the right wing. None of them want to live under 
dictatorship. It produces a real diversity of violence, 
which started with the regime and was nurtured by 
the lack of action from the opposition.
Many writers are wrong on the region and link re-
sistance movements to the deals authoritarian 

leaders make with Russia. Although they indeed in-
fluence the logic of political processes in the post/neo-
Soviet world and are likely to make authoritarian neigh-
bours of Russia feel more secure, the dynamics of resis-
tance and suppression is more seriously defined by the 
(in)ability of the movements to define and apply success-
ful nonviolent strategies based on old principles of de-
mocracy and the rule of law.
The Yanukovych regime did what any authoritarian, fake 
democracy would do – suppressed what looked like a 
movement threatening the regime. The movement 
though failed to do what an efficient movement needs to 
do – fuel clashes within the regime, leading to open 
change of loyalties of at 
least some state security 
forces. 
In 2004 the falsified 
elections were observed 
by and communicated to 
the whole society, in-
cluding state officials. 
Now people in the re-
gime, throughout the ranks and pillars have no idea 
why the Yanukovych regime is illegitimate and why 
they have legal ground – not just the will – to disobey 
orders and join the movement. Second, the likely change 
of the regime is too far in time – presidential election is 
to be held only in 2015, so it makes no sense for the offi-
cers to risk their positions now and get promoted one 
and a half year later in the best case or spend this time 
without wage or even in jail – in the worst case.
Therefore, the movement should have done two things. 
The first one was to communicate illegitimacy of the Ya-
nukovych regime caused by the 2010 change of the Con-
stitution. Try to talk to the officers holding the govern-
mental district in the center of Kyiv and you will find out 
they are trained not only to beat people but the basics of 
law, too. Nobody cared of doing this. 
Second, the movement could have moved the possible 
date of the regime change closer. Should it announce 
early elections – not just discuss them with the regime – 
Ukrainian NGOs would make sure the elections are fair.
Western governments could help in at least two ways – 
help Ukrainians remember that the 2010 change of the 
constitution made the constitutional framework and of-

ficials illegitimate, and send observers to legitimize the 
snap election. Sanctions against the corrupt and violent 
officials would help, too.
The former would help the riot police learn that their 
bosses have no rights to give them orders. The latter 
would help Ukrainian civil society get legitimate authori-
ties in Kyiv and share their experience with the rest of the 
country and the EU's Eastern Partnership area.
Ukraine has another chance to develop its new, more Eu-
ropean, Constitution with the participation Ukrainian 
citizens. 
How, the country essentially has no Constitution at least 
since the 2010 decision by the Constitutional Court of 
Ukraine, as the current constitutional order was set by 
the institution which has no right to do this. This means 
the country has no officials who can represent it and sign 
agreements. Under the Vienna Convention on the Law of 
Treaties, such agreements are void. Western recognition 
of Ukraine’s usurper Yanukovych as legitimate president 
of the country has not only helped to assure the police 
that it is following legitimate orders to beat peaceful pro-
testers, but also paved the way for his deals with Mos-
cow. Although it is Yanukovych and his regime who are 
mainly responsible for the usurpation of power in 
Ukraine and the violence against peaceful protesters, 
Western external and internal services share responsibil-
ity for what is going on in Ukraine.
The EU leadership had been warned on several occa-
sions about the illegitimacy of Yanukovych and his re-
gime. The last warning came on the eve of the Vilnius 

Summit, when EuroPol 
was asked to arrest Yan-
ukovych. Should Yanu-
kovych have been ar-
rested in Vilnius, the po-
lice would have no one to 
protect in the regime 
since there is no govern-
ment in Ukraine – just a 

group of usurpers.
Today, governments of the US, Canada, the EU, Rus-

sia and others, have Ukrainian blood on their hands. The 
blood on their hands is at least four years old. Martyrs 
have been beaten and killed across Ukraine. Ukraine has 
become a jail. It is a prison experiment Professor Philip 
Zimbardo of Stanford could not even dream of. Even, but 
not only, Yulia Tymoshenko was imprisoned on false 
charges. No one in Ukraine is immune from Yanukovych 
and his riot police-controlled state. Last week, three citi-
zens were killed in the war on Hrushevskoho Street, sev-
eral hundred meters from European Square in Kyiv.
The West has so far been unable to answer the warnings 
from Ukrainian citizens and uphold European principles 
of the rule of law. The Director of Europol and leaders of 
other EU institutions and services in charge of the rule of 
law and relations with Ukraine must resign. The next 
generation of Western politicians and experts on the 
Eastern Gangstership must finally read the 2010 opinion 
of the Venice Commission on the constitutional situation 
in Ukraine, stop legitimizing usurpers, start funding 
non-violent resistance and provide observers for inde-
pendent elections. 

Eastern gangstership
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potekhin, 
political 
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the European 
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the anatomy of power
The Ukrainian State was the impossible dream of grandparents and something 
their children sacrificed their lives and comfort for. For the Ukrainian 
leadership, it is nothing but a temporary resource of personal wealth 

t
he state. Administration. Re-
gime. The choice of the right 
word to describe the group 
that governs a country of 

600,000 sq km and the popula-
tion of nearly 46 million people 
defines not only the diagnosis, but 
the prognosis, too. 

What was initially designed as 
a guarantee and instrument for 
natural rights of a given people on 
the given territory degraded into a 
corporation of personal enrich-
ment for a narrow circle of people. 
A closer look at the way the corpo-
ration is structured explains the 
operation and evolution of this 
mechanism. 

Today’s government is: 
a) Administrators – heads 

of top authorities, ministries, state 
administrations of various levels, 
i.e. decision makers, especially in 
the commercial domain;

b) Service staff – MPs from 
pro-government factions of the 
Verkhovna Rada and local coun-
cils, party functionaries, civil ser-
vants. These people are not actu-
ally decision makers but they com-
municate, legitimize and provide 
media support to certain decisions 
that benefit the leadership;

c) Law enforcers, particu-
larly the Interior Ministry with its 
subordinate agencies, the SBU 
(special service of Ukraine), Pros-
ecutor’s Office, the Minis-
try of Revenues and 

Duties, and the Ministry of De-
fence;

d) Clients that mostly in-
clude big business owners, i.e. oli-
garchs getting preferences in re-
turn for financial, organizational, 
human staff and media support to 
the regime; and 

e) Foreign agents. These 
include mediators of a neighbour-
ing state (one). Some are infil-
trated into the state apparatus 
while others act as “independent” 
figures with significant influence 

author: 
yuriy makarov

on the key processes, including 
decisions of top officials. 

All these elements are closely 
intertwined through background 
and business interests. Officials in 
central, ministerial and oblast ad-
ministration offices are mostly 
from the Donbas. This is not occa-
sional positive discrimination, but 
a sign of informal nature of gov-
ernment where key agents interact 
on the basis of mutual trust 
backed by common background – 
and common skeletons in the 
closet - rather than laws and rules. 
Outside candidates eager to join 
the club have to go through seri-
ous loyalty tests before they win 
the trust and can participate in 
distribution of offices. 

Membership in the club gives 
access to uncontrolled distribu-
tion of the most attractive market 
segments, including public pro-
curements, for businesses of ev-
ery player, mostly registered as 
companies of their family mem-
bers of trustees. Other enrich-
ment options include raider at-
tacks and privatization of profit-
able public enterprises that are 
funded from the budget initially 
and driven into bankruptcy later. 
Plus, bribes and kickbacks. All 
that said, officials truly believe 

that they have a natu-
ral right to this 
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income. This is part of their men-
tality.

The hierarchy also includes 
service personnel that provide 
comfort and leisure to the mighty 
and may turn into MPs overnight, 
as well as criminal groups with 
whom law enforcers have to col-
laborate in order to fulfill their 
function of an instrument for 
pumping money and delivering it 
to those at the top. As a result, an 
average citizen sees little differ-
ence for his or her personal secu-
rity between a criminal and a man 
wearing police uniform. 

National interests are nowhere 
in the scene. These people do not 
treat the surrender of sovereignty 
as high treason. There is hardly a 
chance to build a career, a busi-
ness or an own project without in-
tegrating into the hierarchy in to-
day’s Ukraine. Plus, not all people 
are accepted. The terms are not 
equal for everyone. And the inter-
ests of the population normally re-
ferred to as biomass are of zero 
importance. Rare fits of populism 
erupt shortly before elections or a 
local visit of a regime leader. 

The only category that can 
provide sustainable support to 
this order is that of obedient sub-
ordinates exhausted by the strug-
gle for everyday survival, deprived 
of an adequate awareness of the 
modern world and opportunities it 
offers. 

stagEs of thE grEat 
JournEy
The evolution of the current au-
thorities to their hideous state 
has been consistent and full of 
faults inherent to the project 
since day one. Many generations 
of Ukrainians had seen the mere 
slogan of getting sovereignty for 
Ukraine as sacral so they did not 
seek anything more specific. 
Many idealists believed that 
merely having a state of their own 
would solve all problems. Mean-
while, the nomenclature turned 
into pragmatic players and swiftly 
took over the initiative. As a re-
sult, they rebuilt the only model 
they knew, only without a system 
of repressive controls they treated 
as redundant. What they missed 
was that the machine inherited in 
detail from the Russian Empire – 
from Ivan the Terrible to Stalin – 
entailed regular rotations of 
elites, sometimes violent. With-
out regular purges, it swiftly grew 

weak and refused to fulfill its 
functions. 

The state mechanism was 
established in a few stages: 

1) Leonid Kravchuk. 1991-
1994. The slogan was to build the 
state. As a result, the Ukrainian 
SSR was rebuilt, this time without 
Moscow, the Communist Party of 
the Soviet Union and nuclear 
weapons. Against the backdrop of 
passionate patriotic speeches and 
ritual moves fast and unabashed 
grabbing of state assets took place, 
accompanied by quick impover-
ishment of the population.

2) Leonid Kuchma. 1994-
2005. Building the hierarchy. In 
his struggle against political oppo-
nents, Kuchma relied on oligarchs. 
As a result, he nurtured what they 
are today. He tried to reform the 
Constitution following the Rus-
sian one, but was stopped by the 
Cassette Scandal and the murder 
of journalist Georgiy Gongadze.

3) Viktor Yushchenko. 
2005-2010. His president term 
passed in attempts to shape the 
national idea and neutralize the 
allies, although he was restricted 
by the constitutional limit on the 
president’s powers. State mecha-

nisms stopped working on some 
local yet top priority objectives, 
such as preparations for Euro 
2012. Global financial crisis didn’t 
help.

4) Viktor Yanukovych. 
2010 – 2011. Anything for friends, 
laws for enemies. The fourth pres-
ident returned old and vast pow-
ers and grabbed new ones, taking 
courts under control. Close oli-
garchs and smaller businessmen 
caught up on what they had lost 
before. Dangerous political oppo-
nents ended up in jail. The media 
were gradually purged.

5) Viktor Yanukovych. 2011 
- … This is mine, and that is mine, 
too. A growing desire to redistrib-
ute power, assets and cash flows to 
the benefit of the Family. Loyalty 
and membership in the party in 
power no longer guarantee secu-

rity to any business. Oligarchs 
seem alert and hint that Yanu-
kovych should play by the rules. 
The opposition loses the election 
again and stays within its comfort-
able parliamentary ghetto. Hidden 
social tension erupts after Yanu-
kovych pretends to move towards 
Europe in a self-promotion ma-
neuver. Capitulation to Moscow 
and EuroMaidan follow. 

Ukraine’s current president 
and his team embody a sort of rul-
ers well known from African, Latin 
American or Middle East coun-
tries. His scenario most often 
works in countries that have just 
shed their colonial dependence 
and have no algorithms for ar-
ranging their political, economic 
and social life by the best stan-
dards. Until 2013, the entire state 
mechanism in Ukraine operated 
as a private club with the order 
based on personal informal rela-
tions with strict sanctions for any 
violation. It has created a huge 
gap between those in power and 
the people. 

EuroMaidan is not just a dem-
onstration of geopolitical prefer-
ences of modern Ukrainians. It is 
also a reaction to the type of social 
relations the group on the top 
tried to impose on Ukraine. 

Despite the genocide, wars, 
traumas and massive brain wash-
ing with propaganda, Ukrainians 
retain a memory of different tradi-
tions. Before all that, they had lived 
with the initial elements of self-
governance and grassroots democ-
racy for centuries. They lived with a 
high degree of responsibility for 
themselves and their actions, not 
expecting that of a patron or the 
state. In 2010, Ukraine was 29th in 
the world and 21st in Europe in the 
UN Education Index, slightly be-
low the US, Italy and Hungary, and 
one line above the UK.

In other words, on the oppo-
site side of the barricades we have 
people who deny market economy, 
competition and free market, and 
prefer to live on violence and rob-
bery. On this side of the barricades 
are people who prefer to earn their 
living without fear, grow, develop 
and travel the world, and most im-
portantly be independent from the 
whims of their domestic or foreign 
rulers. It looks like people on this 
side of the barricade will not for-
give a conspiracy against them-
selves – from this government, or 
any other that will replace it. 

pEopLE on this sidE of thE 
BarricadE wiLL not forgivE 
a conspiracy against 
thEmsELvEs – from this 
govErnmEnt, or any othEr 
that wiLL rEpLacE it
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Decision makers Viktor Yanukovych

Influence on decision-making 
These are people personally close to the President and 
his older son Oleksandr, known as the Family; oligarchs 
who were the Party of Regions’ and Viktor Yanukovych’s 
major sponsors in the pa� (Rinat Akhmetov, Dmytro 
Firtash/ex-Chief of Staff Serhiy Liovochkin); and 
experienced former and current officials a�ing as 
Russia’s mediators in Yanukovych’s policy 
(Viktor Medvedchuk, Andriy Kliuyev)

Financial support with no influence 
on the government
Minority partners in businesses owned by 
those in power; some representatives of 
big and medium business who see 
demon�ration of loyalty to the regime 
even if it raids part of their business as the 
necessary element of survival

Implementation or enforcement
Officials and button-pressing MPs 
with access to corrupt income and 
bonuses from the budget or party 
funds; mo� of them have no 
prospe�s outside the sy�em and 
are afraid to lose their place in the 
pyramid

Communication of decisions
Government officials, pro-government MPs and 
heads of other central authorities linked formally 
or informally to top officials in power; representa-
tives of the informal network with control over 
the country (known informally as supervisors) in 
regions, often with criminal background

Elimination of 
resi�ance to 
implementation of 
the government’s 
decisions
Judges who prefer 
to keep their seats 
or sources of wealth 
and law enforcers 
seeking career 
growth at any co�; 
the latter fear 
revenge if they quit 
the game and 
failure to find 
something to do 
outside the power 
hierarchy

Media and propaganda 
support 
Media managers and 
�aff; spin do�ors (in 
companies controlled by 
people who have 
influence over the 
decision making process 
and in �ate-owned 
mass media) who 
receive part of the 
national wealth 
appropriated by those in 
power

Supporters of the government policy and �atus 
quo in Ukraine
Drivers, mi�resses, secretaries, bodyguards and other 
personnel of top officials. Some of them even get to the 
parliament: if a Roman emperor could nominate his 
horse a consul, why can’t an oligarch make his 
bodyguard an MP? 

Well-paid employees of companies owned by oligarchs 
and their business partners or servicing their daily 
needs. These people feel dependent on the future of 
their patrons.
People associating themselves with the USSR, feeling 
no�algic over the totalitarian and paternali�ic pa� and 
ec�atic over Putin’s model of the �ate

Who has the power?
                                      outlines 
power hierarchy in Ukraine
The Ukrainian Week 
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t
he Donbas abounds in not 
just coal and steel, but in art-
ists, businessmen, scholars 
and researchers. However, 

their number has yet failed to trans-
late into quality, since the region re-
mains caught in the ideological and 
economic grip of the current ruling 
clan – the junction of crime and for-
mer party functionaries. The 
Ukrainian Week spoke about the 
specific features of this stagnation 
with Oksana Mikheyeva, a scholar, 
sociologist and historian from 
Donetsk.

uw: in the donbas, contrary to 
established stereotypes, the 
number of technical and cultural 
intelligentsia, as well as busi-
ness, which is not necessarily 
“regional”, is quite significant. 
however, they are silent and 
making absolutely no effort to 
actively fight the current system. 
why do you think this is?

– In my view, there are several 
reasons for the absence of a visible 
active position of the Donbas intelli-
gentsia. Remember that a large por-

tion of this intelligentsia has already 
moved to Kyiv – this happened in 
several waves, and not only in recent 
times. So it’s possible to see quite a 
few representatives of the Donetsk 
both among the active participants 
of the EuroMaidan as well as in the 
Kyiv mass media, business and po-
litical spheres. And in one way or 
another, they present their vision of 
everything that is going on. 

Apart from that, people fear los-
ing all that if they manifest their po-
sition openly. This largely pertains 
to jobs. Losing one under current 
conditions is a catastrophe for resi-
dents in this region. To have a better 
idea of the situation, note that small 
and medium-sized business has 
never taken off in the Donbas. Most 
of the workers here are engaged in 
rigidly structured hierarchy busi-
ness and work in large corporations 
or enterprises, so they fall under 
their disciplinary influence. Loyalty 
has become the most important 
quality required of current employ-
ees. Even professionalism has be-
come secondary. 

uw: this is a kind of vicious circle. 
people are scared, so they keep 
silent. as a result, they have no 
hope of changes.

This is because of another spe-
cific aspect that has emerged here. 
I describe it as “aquarium” mind-
set. By this I mean the expert envi-
ronment closing in on itself. There 
are good reflective and critical 
speeches at many regional round-
tables, conferences, seminars and 
so on – and then… nothing. They 
gather to talk among themselves 
and are happy to find like-minded 
people within the framework of 
one aquarium. We are talking 
about a limited number of people, 
who know one another and con-
sider such publicity to be perfectly 
adequate. Last but not least, this is 

related to the absence of at least 
some result of such speeches, and 
activity as a whole. Residents of the 
Donbas often face just two options: 
take decisive action and gain noth-
ing, or do nothing and have the 
very same result. The combination 
of the feeling that there is no point 
in any activity and the mindset that 
is increasingly commercial-ori-
ented produces a new generation of 
actors, ready to implement the di-
rectives of any client. Also, in my 
view, the low level of trust and, ac-
cordingly, solidarity, is very impor-
tant. At present, these are not spe-
cific features in the Donbas, they 
are characteristic for the country as 
a whole, which clearly reflect the 
results of the annual research con-
ducted by the Institute of Sociology 
at the National Academy of Sci-
ences of Ukraine. Let me give you a 
specific example. An average SME 
owner who could potentially have 
supported the EuroMaidan realizes 
that his/her absence from work for 
a month will essentially ruin his/
her business. He/she could be in 
solidarity with someone else, thus 
allocating economic and civil re-
sponsibility. However, for the most 
part, this is not taking place. So 
Donetsk’s supporters of the Euro-
Maidan confine themselves to fi-
nancial aid and work to create the 
“image” of its existence in Donetsk. 
There is also an internal conflict, 
related to the lack of rational mod-
els for coming out of the crisis, 
which would take into account the 
interests of “all” Ukraines. This is 
because, in spite of being aware of 
the depth of the current crisis, a 
representative of the Donbas intel-
ligentsia does not find himself or 
herself in nationalist projects. I 
don’t support the idea of “two 
Ukraines” which is, in essence, the 
result of a political technology that 
geographically divides Ukraine 

donbas.  
a stagnation period
Historian and sociologist Oksana Mikheyeva on why the Donbas 
intelligentsia is silent and what business in this region wants  

interviewer: 
Bohdan 

Butkevych
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into stereotypic Banderite and 
Donestk parts, is always fuelled 
and used to shape the necessary 
electoral sentiments. 

Another important thing is that, 
for a long time, political campaigns 
in Ukraine have been built in such a 
way, that we don’t elect the best of 
the best, but the least of all evils. Ac-
cordingly, the awareness that those 
who are in power are bad is multi-
plied by the thinking that others are 
even worse, or they don’t exist at all. 
And if you don’t see an alternative, 
what is the point of going into bat-
tle?

uw: how would you describe the 
donbas mindset, if you walk away 
from the party of regions’ 
separatist myths of “donbas 
identity”? 

I wouldn’t say that the “Donbas 
identity” was made up by the Party 
of Regions. As far as I am con-
cerned, the roots of this myth go 
back to the Soviet cult of homeland, 
which in the Donbas version in-
cluded a heroic status of work and 
workers (first and foremost – 
coalminers and steel workers), cre-
ated the feeling of a special path, the 
unique historical fate of this region 
(with revolutionary nuances) and 
finally took shape in the same local 
patriotism that remains a compo-
nent of the mentality of the average 
Donbas citizen to this day. This 
identity is quite stable. Research 
confirms that throughout the years 
of independence, the local regional 
identity is dominant among the 
people of Donetsk. By the way, at 
present, it is undergoing an inter-
esting revival, transformed by the 
pre-revolutionary concept of pri-
vately-owned industry in combina-
tion with the “Welsh identity” 
(Donetsk was founded by John 
Hughes, a Welsh engineer and busi-
nessman. The city was originally 
called Yuzivka or Hughesivka after 
him, but was renamed to Stalino in 
1942 and to Donetsk in 1961 – Ed.), 
layered over this Soviet concept of 
Donbas. The latter is very notice-
able, judging by local periodicals 
and a range of sites dedicated to the 
region.

However, on the awareness level 
of the average Donbas resident, I 
would not treat the Donbas identity 
as a separatist one. And this is also 
connected to the homeland cult, 
which was logically built into the 
concept of the large homeland – the 
USSR. Accordingly, even the current 

dominance of regional identity is not 
evidence of the desire to separate 
from the bigger homeland - Ukraine. 
Separatist trends are manifested 
when it is in the interests of political 
and oligarchic circles, while accord-
ing to research, in a range of ques-
tions, average people demonstrate 
support of Ukrainian unity.

uw: and what about the criminal 
element in the “donbas identity”?

The understanding of criminal 
mindset cannot be complete with-
out turning to the Soviet past. It’s 
probably a fairly well-known fact, 
that during the Soviet era, the Don-
bas was a region, where enterprises 
hired former criminals. So everyone 
gradually got used to living in an en-
vironment, where there are quite a 
few people (20% according to unof-
ficial Soviet statistics), who experi-
enced the Soviet penitentiary sys-
tem. Getting to know people with a 
criminal record as, say, your neigh-
bour, changes your perception of 
such people. And it changes your 
perception of whether the person 
remains a criminal after repentance 
in jail. I can give you an example 
from my personal experience. I 
made an interesting discovery when 
I was writing my PhD thesis on 
Crime and Crime Prevention in the 
Donbas in 1921–1928. During my 
research, I had to look at dictionar-
ies of criminal slang and unexpect-
edly realised that the meaning of 
most of these words had been famil-
iar to me since childhood, because 
this was the language I used with 
my friends. And this is only one il-
lustration of the extent to which 
these worlds – criminal and ordi-
nary – intersect here. Add to this 
one more contradiction: on the one 
hand, you’re talking about a person 
with prison experience, and on the 
other – according to Soviet myths, 
the person is the hero – the miner 
or steel-worker, who feeds the pros-
perity of the entire country with his 
hard work. All of this gives rise to a 
different attitude towards a person 
with a prison record. This attitude is 
not criminal mindset. And for those 
who have criminal traits, the suc-
cess of such a person is the effective 
strategy of overcoming social depri-
vation. 

uw: to a certain point of its 
development, the donbas was 
reminiscent of the usa in many 
instances – an original 
adventurous, but promising 

environment was formed there, 
made up of criminals and at the 
same time, the most active and 
determined people, as well as 
young and energetic capital and 
vast natural resources. now, the 
region has completely lost its 
innovative potential, having 
transformed into a nature reserve 
of homo sovieticus. what caused 
this and do we have a chance to 
recover that image?

In addition to loyalty of the av-
erage resident of the Donbas, 
caused by dependence on large 
corporations and salary, this is re-
lated to the feeling of complete de-
fencelessness in a country that is 
corrupt to the core. In Ukraine, the 
“you pay me and I do something for 
you” relations have been in place for 
a long time, not regarded as a crime. 
They have shaped the corrupt na-
ture of everyday interaction in all 

spheres. This minimised the feeling 
of social justice and gave rise to the 
certainty that only a person who has 
money is right and strong. The 
awareness of such a state of affairs 
puts a stop to people’s actions be-
fore they have even started. Another 
component is the question – what 
should I do? I think that that the 
people whose economic interests 
are concentrated in the Donbas un-
derstand full well that we are al-
ready facing inevitable fundamental 
changes. They include a range of 
steps to restructure enterprises and 
introduce the latest technology. And 
at the same time, it is clear that this 
will also have significant social im-
pact, since it will free a significant 
number of people, for whom the is-
sue of job placement is a matter of 
survival. We need real creative eco-
nomic and social projects. These 
are hampered by the state the 
modern Ukraine exists in. First and 
foremost, this has to be a rational 
scenario, directed towards real eco-
nomic development, because eco-
nomic issues are the ones that can 
easily motivate and join the Don-
bas together around the building of 
a new Ukrainian state. 

Everyone gradually 
got used to living in 

an environment, 
where there are 

quite a few people – 
20% according to 
unofficial Soviet 
statistics – who 
experienced the 

Soviet penitentiary 
system

Economic issuEs arE  
thE onEs that can EasiLy 
motivatE and unitE  
thE donBas around  
thE BuiLding of a nEw 
ukrainian statE
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what kind of Europe 
do we need?
At this critical moment, the European Union is 
tarrying unacceptably in finding ways to influence 
the situation in Ukraine  

t
he EU is ready for a public 
and specific discussion on 
whether to introduce sanc-
tions against Ukraine, but 

will not do it until February 10. 
Why so late? Because this is the 
date of the next meeting of the 
EU Council of Ministers of For-
eign Affairs, the agenda of which 
now has had a new item intro-
duced. World War III could have, 
perhaps, changed the old ossified 
order, but not the bloody events 
in Ukraine. Bureaucracy in Eu-
rope remains as stagnant as ev-
erywhere.

The foreign ministers of the 
EU member states will meet in 
Brussels on February 10 to ap-
prove a preliminary decision on 
the Ukrainian question. Until 
that time, the EU will be con-
ducting extensive consultations 
at home. Governments at the lo-
cal level require the consent of 
their respective Parliaments, af-
ter which the Ministries of For-
eign Affairs will be able to submit 
proposals designed to Brussels.

Permanent missions of mem-
ber countries to the EU head-
quarters will be working in paral-
lel. Their task is to learn the 
opinion of influential heavy-
weights like Germany and France 
and make adjustments to the 
ministries' proposals. Different 
countries will be proposing dif-
ferent sanctions - economic, fi-
nancial, visa or travel restric-
tions.

All propositions from the 28 
EU Member States then need to 
be coordinated in a single pack-
age, placed on record, and added 
to the draft of the resolution by 
ministers in Brussels. So at least 
two weeks will fly by from the 
moment when the European 
Union begins to formulate par-
ticular ideas. Is it possible to 
speed the process up somehow? 

Hardly. It looks like the EU will 
be holding up the rear again, 
wasting precious time just when 
time is so critical to Ukraine.

But this isn't even the most 
important problem. Diplomatic 
circles in Brussels have already 
leaked information that some 
countries are either wavering on 
or not at all ready to adopt com-
mon EU sanctions on Ukraine. 
Denmark is not ready for such 
drastic actions, Ireland has bitter 
experience, Bulgaria is under the 
vigilant eye of the “older 
brother”... Dublin's legislators do 
not like to remember how last 
year the Russian Federation For-
eign Office produced furious 
pressure, threatening to block 
the adoption procedure of Rus-
sian children to Irish families, all 
this to merely block the Irish pro-
posal to approve a list of EU 
sanctions similar to the Mag-
nitsky Act.

"A decision in the short term 
seems to be impossible," German 
Foreign Minister Frank-Walter 
Steinmeier lifts his hands in dis-
may. If even Germany is not 
completely convinced that today 
we must put everything aside and 
examine the Ukrainian question 
around the clock, it is not simply 
through an attempt to avoid a 
quarrel with Russia but rather 
due to lack of visionary thinking 
and understanding of what will 
happen to Europe after Viktor 
Yanukovych wins the elections a 
second time in 2015 – despite all 
opposition by Ukrainian voters 
during elections, but in a situa-
tion of massive fraud. Even if the 
Foreign Affairs Ministers of the 
EU later adopt a positive decision 
with numerous exceptions and 
warnings.

Former Polish President 
Aleksander Kwasniewski spoke 
on the possible consequences of 

the European refusal to under-
stand at the World Economic Fo-
rum in Davos with undisguised 
pessimism. According to his fore-
cast of future prospects for the 
European Union, "we might fall 
into a spiral of events that we will 
not be able to stop... We are actu-
ally under great threat." This pes-
simistic scenario does not have to 
be apocalyptic, but it is not to be 
disregarded lightly.

Experts foresee that Ukraine's 
most energetic, educated, disap-
pointed and Western-oriented 
part of the population will begin 
simply leaving, as they do not see 
a future in their own country. No 

author: 
vasyl Zorya
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matter how they do it – whether 
applying for political asylum, 
ready to join the unskilled labor 
force, or in hope for a better edu-
cation, it will be more than just 
thousands or tens of thousands of 
young people in search of a better 
life. They won't be leaving for 
their personal perspectives, but 
for their children and grandchil-
dren.  The Ukrainian state will 
experience significant losses, its 
development will slow down, and 
the vacancies will be filled by for-
eign immigrants. And it will be a 
completely different Ukraine.

Ordinary Europeans still find 
it difficult to understand how it 

will affect them personally. But 
new immigrants from Ukraine 
will not only be filling the posi-
tions of office cleaners and 
plumbers. The generally high ed-
ucational and cultural level will 
allow Ukrainians, who will be 
working for less, to gradually dis-
place local populations from 
their jobs. In Europe this may 
disrupt the already fragile bal-
ance, increase unemployment 
rapidly, significantly worsen the 
crime situation by marginalizing 
society and advancing globaliza-
tion.

It's no wonder Switzerland 
restricted access to labor immi-
gration from the EU last year by 
introducing quotas for immi-
grants. The influx of labor from 
abroad has been rapidly growing. 
These restrictions apply primar-
ily for Eastern Europe. Bern did 
not doubt his decision and ig-
nored the sharp criticism of 
neighbors. EU High Representa-
tive for Foreign Affairs Catherine 
Ashton's cajoling did not take 
any effect either. Ashton said that 
the Swiss government adopted 
measures contrary to the agree-
ment on the free movement of 
people, because they create dif-
ferences between groups of 
Member States... But the prag-
matic Bern did not want to sacri-
fice the well-being of citizens.

Currently, EU member states 
will not be able to resist the "fifth 
wave" of Ukrainian emigration 
(after the four that took place 
since the 19th century). Despite 
the lack of a visa-free regime, for-
eign diplomats will have to issue 
a multitude of visas to Ukrainian 
background due to their rhetoric 
about supporting democratic 
Ukraine. What will this lead to? A 
short comparison: the Ukrainian 
diaspora in the U.S. is now one 
million people with 320 million 
of the total population, and the 

Ukrainian nationals are skillfully 
exercising their influence on the 
State Department and Congress 
through the congressmen they 
have elected. One can only specu-
late what changes Germany must 

expect with its 82 million popula-
tion when at least half a million 
Ukrainians move in.

Turkish immigrants, who are 
now more than two million 
strong in Germany, are the ar-
chetypal example. In areas where 
the Turks a present in large num-
bers, they do not particularly 
bother learning German, while 
enjoying considerable influence 
in the country through their poli-
ticians to preserve social secu-
rity. We see this in the China-
town of Bangkok, where there is 
a steady alienation between Thais 
and migrants from China. It 
would be frivolous to think that 
our youth will be an exception 
and won't take up a Ukraine-pho-
bic stance. We already had this in 
the 19th century when America 
imported destitute strike-break-
ers from Galicia and when the lo-
cal population, actually holding 
strikes, hated them for it.

Stefan Füle, the Curator of 
the EU Commissioner for En-
largement and Neighbourhood 
Policy, arrived to Kyiv on Janu-
ary 24. Next week, the PACE ses-
sion in Strasbourg will once again 
discuss the situation in Ukraine . 
In late January, the Ukrainian 
question will be the primary con-
cern of the traditional Munich 
Security Conference. Simultane-
ously, MEPs call on leaders to in-
crease psychological pressure on 
the administration of President 
Yanukovych "on the phone, on 
Twitter, on weekdays, on Sun-
days, on vacation..."

Hard to believe, but all that 
pressure on February 10 will 
once again come out to attempts 
at persuasion for the warring 
parties, last warnings, proposals, 
promises, threats... Currently, 
the EU has no other arguments, 
while its bureaucratic mecha-
nism is slowly moving. Not to 
mention that without European 
sanctions, American sanctions 
are by and large meaningless.

During these critical days, the 
time difference between Ukraine 
and Europe is not a mere two 
hours. Time in Kyiv is running 
out much faster than in Brussels. 
And if the EU fails to mobilize in 
the near future, this temporal 
gap will deepen even more. The 
problem on the table will not be 
just the murder of a democratic 
country, but the EU's own sui-
cide. 

EUROPEAN BUREAUCRACY: Chancellor Angela 
Merkel is appalled by repressions against 

protesters ordered by the Ukrainian authorities. 
Yet, her nation doesn’t think this is the time 
to consider sanctions against the Ukrainian 

government 
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Bio:
geoffrey r. pyatt, a Senior Foreign Service officer, was 
sworn in on July 30, 2013 as the eighth United States Am-
bassador to Ukraine. He holds a B.A. in Political Science from 
the University of California, Irvine and a Master's degree in 
International Relations from Yale. Prior to joining the For-
eign Service, he worked with The Inter-American Dialogue, a 
Washington-based think tank that brings together leading 
citizens of the Americas. He was the Economic Officer and 
Vice-Consul in Tegucigalpa, Honduras in 1990-1992 and 
went on to be the Political Officer in New Delhi, India from 
1992-94. In 1994, he was appointed Staff Assistant to the As-
sistant Secretary of State for Latin America. In 1995-96 he 
was Special Assistant to the Deputy Secretary of State and 
from 1996-97 he was assigned to the position of Director for 
Latin America on the National Security Council staff. From 
1997 to 1999 he was Principal Officer of the American Con-
sulate in Lahore, Pakistan. In 1999-2000, he served at the 
American Consulate General in Hong Kong, managing the 
trade and export control dialogue with the Hong Kong Spe-
cial Administrative Region of China. From 2002 to 2007 Am-
bassador Pyatt served at the U.S. Embassy in New Delhi, In-
dia. From August 2007 until May 2010, he was Deputy Chief 
of Mission at the U.S. Mission to International Organizations 
in Vienna. From May 2010, he was Principal Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the South and Central Asia Affairs Bureau. On 
February 27, 2013, President Obama announced his intent to 
propose Geoffrey R. Pyatt’s candidacy for the position of the 
US Ambassador to Ukraine.

don’t miss your 
chance for a future  
US Ambassador Geoffrey Pyatt: “The situation 
today is not hopeless, but it requires tough 
decisions from the Ukrainian Government 
regarding a number of issues, which have been put 
off for far too long” 

E
ven the most capable analysts 
in the world are unable to fore-
cast the outcome of the Euro-
Maidan. Obviously, this event 

will not merely change the history of 
Ukraine, but will also affect Europe, 
as well as other neighbouring coun-
tries. Ultimately, Ukraine has to de-
cide for itself whether it will con-
tinue to be Russia’s disenfranchised 
debtor, or indeed take an indepen-
dent course and become self-effi-
cient. The recently-appointed head 
of the US diplomatic mission in 
Ukraine, Geoffrey Pyatt is convinced 
that it is worth doing everything 
possible for the Ukrainian Revolu-
tion of dignity to remain a peaceful 
protest. He notes that Ukraine in 
Europe and its energy indepen-
dence are two of his main priorities 

as US Ambassador to Ukraine. At 
stake today is the fate of a 46 mil-
lion-strong nation and the sover-
eignty of Ukraine, a country that is 
in the heart of Europe. Ambassador 
Pyatt does not forget the fact that he 
is the representative of the US gov-
ernment for the entire Ukrainian 
nation, not just for a segment of it. 
He is an active user of all social me-
dia, including Facebook, Twitter 
and YouTube, and actively reacts to 
the events taking place today. Most 
importantly, everyone can see this 
reaction, from the Ukrainian Presi-
dent to a caretaker. The Ukrai-
nian Week talks to US Ambassa-
dor Geoffrey Pyatt about US sanc-
tions against the current Ukrainian 
political regime, ways for overcom-
ing the political crisis and the Euro-
Maidan as a huge opportunity, 
which Ukrainians and Europe 
should not waste.

uw: first of all, does washington 
consider sanctions against 
ukrainian officials as well as 
members of the ruling political 
regime to be an efficient tool to 
influence the government in view 
of the current situation in ukraine? 
secondly, could america initiate 
serious anti-corruption 
investigations against ukrainian 
officials and oligarchs, particularly 
regarding the nature of the money 
that they are taking out of ukraine? 

I’ll begin with the most impor-
tant issue, which is the United 
States’ support for Ukraine’s future 
in Europe. I have said since the first 
day of my arrival in Kyiv that my 
highest priority is to support 
Ukraine’s signature of the European 
Association Agreement, to support 
Ukraine moving towards a close and 
deep institutional relationship with 

Europe and a Free Trade Agreement 
with Europe as part of the process of 
building a modern democracy in 
Ukraine. That’s still our policy. 
Nothing about that has changed. We 
were, as I said publicly, very disap-
pointed at the President’s decision 
to announce a pause in his progress 
towards the signature of the Associ-
ation Agreement. We thought Vil-
nius was an unfortunate missed op-
portunity, but we want to get that 
European vector back on track. In 
that regard, I see what’s happened 
down on the Maidan over the last 50 
plus days as the reflection of a very 
strong segment of Ukrainian civil 
society that also wants to move to-
wards Europe. That’s our priority, 
that’s where our focus is. We are ea-
ger to work with President Yanu-
kovych and his government to ad-
vance this objective. He has to de-
cide, and the government has to 
decide, how it wants to proceed in 

interviewer: 
hanna trehub 
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that direction, although President 
Yanukovych has told American visi-
tors, people like Senators McCain 
and Murphy, that he continues to be 
committed to that objective. 

As to the question of sanctions, 
US top officials, including Secretary 
Kerry, spelled out great concern 
about what happened in the early 
morning of December 11th on the 
Maidan. We expressed publicly our 
concern about the beatings that took 
place and the excessive use of force 
that took place on the morning of 
November 30th on the Maidan. The 
discussion of sanctions that’s taken 
place, including in our Congress, is a 
reflection of the great American 
concern about those excessive uses 
of force, and we have said in Wash-
ington, and I have said here, that all 
policy instruments are on the table. 
But I think it’s important to under-
line that our concern about the use 
of violence applies across the board. 

Our concern about the events of the 
evening of Friday, January 10, for 
instance, also reflects dismay at the 
violence that was used by some of 
the rioters and demonstrators, who 
were present at the courthouse (on 
January 10, Kyiv Sviatoshyn District 
Court sentenced three “Vasylkiv ter-
rorists” to 6 years in prison; mem-
bers of the Patriot of Ukraine orga-
nization, they were accused of plot-
ting the explosion of a monument to 
Lenin in Boryspil, Kyiv Oblast, that 
had been demolished by the time 
the explosion allegedly took place – 
Ed.)  and at the militsia bus later 
that evening. So our position that 
I’ve tried to make very clear here in 
Ukraine, is that we oppose the use of 
violence. Sanctions are on the table, 
there is an active discussion in our 
Congress – you’ll see more about 
this week. But our strategic objec-
tive has not changed: to engage with 
Ukraine and to support Ukraine’s 
future in Europe.

uw: for at least two years, ukraine 
has been in a state of technical 
default and political crisis, which 
after recent events, appears to be 
reaching a climax. ukraine’s 
announcement of a real default 
will leave the country in a situation, 
similar to that of the deep crisis in 
1993. what risks in the 
development of a political crisis 
and economic instability in ukraine, 
do you see as primary ones, 
especially from the viewpoint of 
regional security? 

Let me say that in terms of the 
macro economic situation, the 
United States is interested in an eco-
nomically healthy and vibrant 
Ukraine. We are deeply convinced 
that the best way to achieve that is 
through the Association Agreement 
and the implementation of the deep 
and comprehensive Free Trade 
Agreement with Europe. Every 

study I’ve seen reaches the same 
conclusion: that with that Free 
Trade Agreement, there would be a 
process of economic adjustment, 
but the end result would be a higher 
level of GDP growth by several per-

centage points – because of 
Ukraine’s ability to access the larg-
est market in the world – the Euro-
pean Union. So, that’s the best way 
to ensure Ukraine’s stable economic 
future. We have supported 
Ukraine’s engagement with the IMF 
– the IMF has been clear about the 
conditions that they believe are nec-
essary to put Ukraine on the path to 
economic health. The situation is 
not lost, but it’s going to require af-
firmative decisions by the govern-
ment to tackle some of the issues 
that have been postponed now for 
too long.

uw: ukraine is obviously not a top 
foreign policy priority for the 
obama administration. however, 
in light of this crisis situation in 
which ukraine finds itself right 
now, is the united states ready to 
take greater responsibility for the 
situation in the region, more 
specifically, be ready for greater 
tension in relations with russia as a 
result of the ukrainian people’s 
European choice? 

I would take a little bit of differ-
ence with your description of Amer-
ican interests here. This is one of our 
largest embassies in Europe. We 
have the largest US assistance bud-
gets in Europe here in Ukraine – 
more than USD 100mn still, at a 
time of very tight budgets in the 
United States. Victoria Nuland, the 
Assistant Secretary of State for Eu-
rope and Eurasia, visited Ukraine 
three times in the fall of last year. 
There continues to be a great deal of 
attention in Washington to what is 
happening here. On Wednesday, we 
will have a hearing of the full Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee fo-
cused on Ukraine. The foundation 
of American policy, our highest stra-
tegic objective in Ukraine, is to 
deepen Ukraine’s relationship with 
Europe. I would take issue with any 
suggestion that the United States is 
disinterested in the outcome here. 
You saw in the resolution which the 
US Senate passed last week, a very 
strong manifestation of American 
interest in developments here. It 
would be a mistake to say “Ah, too 
hard, we’re going to walk away”. I 
would not want to give the impres-
sion that you’re going to see a dra-
matic uptick in terms of American 
engagement here, but I think that 
it’s a mistake to say that the United 
States has not been engaged. What 
happens here is important to the fu-
ture of Europe and to the future of 

thE unitEd statEs is 
strongLy committEd to 
ukrainE’s sovErEignty, 
indEpEndEncE and 
tErritoriaL intEgrity
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Eurasia. As Senator McCain said 
(and I thought he put it quite well), 
Europe will make Ukraine a better 
country, but Ukraine will make Eu-
rope stronger, as well.

uw: is there the slightest possi-
bility that the diplomatic circles 
of the united states knew about 
secret negotiations between rus-
sia and ukraine, which took 
place at the same time as prepa-
rations were being made for the 
vilnius summit? if so, why didn’t 
it approach the ukrainian author-
ities and maybe civil society to 
inform them of yanukovych’s 
false intent? 

I was interested as I was re-
reading your last interview with 
Ambassador Tefft, I was also look-
ing at the cover of that issue – the 
cover story for the interview with 
Ambassador Tefft in that issue was 
the failure of Russian soft power in 
Ukraine. All of which I think is a re-
minder that everybody thought that 
Ukraine and President Yanukovych 
was heading in the European direc-
tion. He made a decision in Novem-
ber to announce a pause. Our goal, 
as I said at the beginning of the in-
terview, is to make sure that that 
pause is as short as possible, be-
cause we think that Ukraine needs 
to stick to the European vector, we 
think that President Yanukovych’s 
declared policy, which your maga-
zine and many others wrote about, 
was the right policy. Clearly, Russia 
brought to bear tremendous pres-
sure to discourage him and discour-
age this government from continu-
ing in that direction. I think that the 
concerns that led Russia to choose 
that course of pressure and coer-
cion, those concerns can be ad-
dressed, because I think that over 
the long term, a Ukraine which is 
economically successful as part of 
Europe, also will create opportuni-
ties for Russia and Russian compa-
nies. But it’s President Yanukovych 
who has to make that decision and 
we hope that it will be President Ya-
nukovych who makes that decision, 
and that it comes soon. So your 
question is a reasonable one to ask, 
but I don’t have the impression from 
our own conversations with the 
President and his advisors, that up 
until the 28th of November, there 
was a sort of secret plan. To me it 
seems more like a decision to pause 
a process because of pressures 
which were becoming overwhelm-
ing. As I said, we believe those pres-

sures can be managed and that 
there are good answers from Brus-
sels and good answers from Wash-
ington to those pressures, and the 
process can be put back on track. If 
the process does not get back on 
track before the election in 2015, 
that would be unfortunate, and it 
will be a missed opportunity. We’ll 
have to see what comes after that.

uw: if you compare the situation 
ten years ago to today’s, i have the 
feeling that that the threat of the 
loss of ukrainian sovereignty is 
greater now than then. what is the 
position of the west, and more 
specifically of the usa – could they 
become the guarantors of 
ukrainian independence, should 
this question be on the current 
agenda? 

Let me start by saying that the 
United States is strongly committed 
to Ukraine’s sovereignty, indepen-
dence and territorial integrity. As 
you say, I think there is a risk that 
some of the short-term tactical deci-
sions that are being made right now, 
could compromise that indepen-
dence over the long term, unless 
they are very careful managed. A 
perfect example is energy. The risk, 
and I’ve seen some statements re-
cently from Energy Minister Eduard 
Stavytsky and others in govern-
ment, saying that Ukraine will be 
buying all of its gas from Russia 
now, no more reverse flow from Eu-
rope, because Kyiv will go where the 
price is cheapest. I hope that that 
short-term, price conscious decision 
doesn’t lead to Ukraine walking 
away from the energy independence 
agenda, because I think that would 
have strategic consequences that 
would not be in the interests of 
Ukraine’s long-term sovereignty, in-
dependence and territorial integrity. 
The whole world is going through an 
energy revolution right now, be-
cause of shale gas, because of new 
technologies, because of the United 
States’ achievement of energy inde-
pendence and the United States’ 
emergence as an exporter of gas. All 
of those international structural 
forces work in Ukraine’s interests 
over the long term in terms of the 
competitiveness of Ukrainian indus-
try, in terms of Ukraine’s develop-
ment of new industries and new 
sources of employment. The bottom 
line – Ukraine is not going to lose its 
independence. But Ukraine’s room 
for manoeuvre could be reduced if 
the government makes bad deci-

sions, including on key issues, like 
energy. My first priority was 
Ukraine in Europe and my second 
priority from my first day as US Am-
bassador to Ukraine has been en-
ergy independence.

uw: sometimes i have the strong 
impression that ukraine and the 
west do not always hear one 
another. in your view, how can 
ukrainian civil society, more 
specifically, that which represents 
its peaceful protest, communicate 
with western countries, in order to 
win support – not just in words, 
which in itself is very important, 
but also in real actions? talking 
about the united states, it has 
made several statements, 
criticising the violent dispersal of 
protesters in early december. why 
are the ukrainian authorities still 
deaf? 

I will leave it to you and others 
to answer the question about the 
government. Let me say a couple of 
words on the issue of civil society. I 
think one of the most inspiring 
things about the Maidan and about 
the past five or six weeks of 

MORNING ON 
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on December 11
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Ukraine’s history has been to see the 
strength, the vibrancy and impor-
tantly, the non-violence of Ukrai-
nian civil society. It’s incredibly im-
portant that you’ve had tens of thou-
sands and even hundreds of 
thousands of people out there on the 
Maidan and on Khreshchatyk, but 
there’s been almost no violence and 
there’s been no destruction of prop-
erty. This sends an incredibly pow-
erful message and it’s the founda-
tion of the moral authority that the 
Maidan movement enjoys. I think 
one of the challenges where Ukraine 
still has to develop the political ma-
chinery, is to transmit or to transi-
tion that street authority, that street 
credibility, into the political process; 
to make the political process in the 
Verkhovna Rada between the gov-
erning party and the opposition par-
ties – to make that process reflect 
the hopes and expectations of the 
people who have been out on 
Maidan. One of the reasons that you 
had hundreds of thousands of peo-
ple on the Maidan, starting in early 
December, was precisely because 
the government, through its decla-
ration of the pause, wasn’t listening 

to the people. People wanted to 
move towards Europe, towards de-
mocracy, towards the rule of law, 
and the government hit the “pause” 
button. And everybody stood up and 
said “Hey, wait! That’s not what we 
thought was happening here!” So I 
will be clear and my government 
will be clear, in that we will stand 

with those in Ukraine, regardless of 
their political affiliation, who sup-
port democracy, who support a fu-
ture in Europe and who support the 
rule of law. That’s sort of the funda-
mental guidance that I’ve used in 
thinking about this crisis. But the 
foundation of our strategic relation-
ship is Ukrainian democracy and 
our democratic values. And that’s 
going to be the case under President 

Yanukovych, just as it was under all 
of his predecessors.

uw: what is your opinion regard-
ing the recent brutal beatings of 
journalists, Euromaidan activists 
and opposition politicians, as 
well as the court proceedings 
against them – law without jus-
tice? what do all these actions, 
with ever-increasing violence 
against peaceful protesters, sig-
nal? is this just an isolated case, 
as the authorities are trying to 
say, or is it a specially organised 
war against the protesters on the 
Euromaidan? 

The United States is very con-
cerned about these attacks on jour-
nalists and on civil society activists. 
Speaking personally, I was horrified 
by what happened to Ms. Chornovol. 
This is a mother, a woman with two 
children, and whoever was responsi-
ble for that needs to be held account-
able through the Ukrainian legal sys-
tem, and not just the people who did 
the beating, but whoever authorised 
them. Whoever sent them to do this 
needs to be held accountable, and 
that’s something my government 
feels very strongly about. Again, 
Ukraine is a success story in that you 
have this vibrant civil society, and I 
can’t believe that any Ukrainian 
leader would want to see that go 
away. Certainly, for the United 
States, these principles – freedom of 
expression, freedom of assembly and 
freedom of the press, are of funda-
mental importance. We have all 
committed to upholding them in the 
context of the OSCE and our bilat-
eral partnership. So it’s very impor-
tant that this stop, that whoever is 
responsible for it, and I don’t know 
who that is, needs to be held ac-
countable. To those who might ques-
tion why the United States and Euro-
pean countries care – we care be-
cause we have high expectations for 
Ukraine. Ukraine is a European 
state, it’s a member of the OSCE, it’s 
a country that wants to be part of the 
European family. And the expecta-
tions that we all set for each other, 
are properly high. There will be ex-
ceptions, there will be aberrations: 
it’s happened in the States and it has 
happened elsewhere in Europe, but 
it can’t be allowed to happen without 
consequences. Let me just underline 
that for the United States, the impor-
tant thing now, is that there need to 
be investigations, there needs to be 
accountability and the violence 
needs to stop. 

my first priority was 
ukrainE in EuropE and my 
sEcond priority from my 
first day as us amBassador 
to ukrainE has BEEn EnErgy 
indEpEndEncE
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the interview was taken on January 13, 2014. after clashes between pro-
testers and the riot police on hrushevshoko street started on January 19 
and escalated over the next two days, resulting in casualties, the us Em-
bassy issued a series of statements on these developments:
January 19, 2014
“We are deeply concerned by the violence taking place today on the streets 
of Kyiv and urge all sides to immediately de-escalate the situation. The in-
creasing tension in Ukraine is a direct consequence of the government failing 
to acknowledge the legitimate grievances of its people. Instead, it has moved 
to weaken the foundations of Ukraine's democracy by criminalizing peaceful 
protest and stripping civil society and political opponents of key democratic 
protections under the law.  We urge the Government of Ukraine to take steps 
that represent a better way forward for Ukraine, including repeal of the anti-
democratic legislation signed into law in recent days, withdrawing the riot 
police from downtown Kyiv, and beginning a dialogue with the political op-
position.  From its first days, the Maidan movement has been defined by a 
spirit of non-violence and we support today's call by opposition political lead-
ers to reestablish that principle. The U.S. will continue to consider additional 
steps – including sanctions – in response to the use of violence.”

January 22, 2014
“In response to actions taken against protestors on the Maidan in November 
and December of last year, the U.S. Embassy has revoked the visas of several 
Ukrainians who were linked to the violence.  Because visa records are confi-
dential under U.S. law, we cannot comment on individual cases …we are con-
sidering further action against those responsible for the current violence.”

“The United States strongly condemns the increasing violence on the 
streets of Kyiv, which has led to casualties and the shooting deaths of two 
protesters.  We urge all sides to immediately de-escalate the situation and 
refrain from violence.  Increased tensions in Ukraine are a direct conse-
quence of the Ukrainian government’s failure to engage in real dialogue 
and the passage of anti-democratic legislation on January 16.  However, 
the aggressive actions of members of extreme-right group Pravy Sektor are 
not acceptable and are inflaming conditions on the streets and undermin-
ing the efforts of peaceful protestors.  We likewise deplore violence by un-
official groups known as “titushki.” We also condemn the targeted attacks 
against journalists and peaceful protestors, including detentions…”
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interviewer:   
serhiy 

voropayev

Jacek saryusz-wolski: “the president 
of ukraine has lost his legitimacy”

a 
delegation from the Euro-
pean Parliament will visit 
Ukraine on January 28–30 
to examine the situation 

surrounding the EuroMaidan 
first-hand. Meetings are planned 
with the Ukrainian leadership, op-
position representatives and, first 
and foremost, with the Presidium 
of the EuroMaidan. In an exclu-
sive interview for The Ukrai-
nian Week, Jacek Saryusz-Wol-
ski, Vice President of the Euro-
pean People's Party and a Member 
of the European Parliament from 
Poland, expressed his confidence 
that the EuroMaidan will continue 
at least until the next presidential 
election and that it must ensure its 
fairness and transparency. He 
stressed that Ukrainians must re-
solve the issue of democracy 
building on their own. The EU can 
only provide assistance in this, 
partly through the imposition of 
sanctions.

uw: why has the necessity 
emerged to create a special mis-
sion, when there is already a per-
manent European parliament 
delegation for relations with 
ukraine?  what will be the addi-
tional value of this visit? 

Let’s distinguish them. There 
is a delegation as the institute of 
the European Parliament, which 
works with Ukraine on a perma-
nent basis. This mission, however, 
is a group of 12 MEPs, who will go 
to Ukraine to clarify the circum-
stances. First of all, they have to 
meet with government represen-
tatives, although at present, not 
all meetings have been con-
firmed, talk to the people on Eu-
roMaidan and the opposition. 
We shall start our visit with 
meetings with the presidium 
of the EuroMaidan. We 
also intend to see Presi-
dent Viktor Yanukovych, 
Parliamentary Speaker 
Volodymyr Rybak, 
Prime Minister 
Mykola Azarov, 
First Vice-Premier 
Serhiy Arbuzov, 
other ministers 
and Prosecutor 

General Viktor Pshonka. We 
would also like to talk to former 
presidents Leonid Kravchuk, Leo-
nid Kuchma and Viktor Yush-
chenko. In other words, we are 
talking about a comprehensive 
programme, which will allow us to 
evaluate the complexity of the cur-
rent situation.

uw: are you expecting the draft-
ing of a special resolution or re-
ports on the results of the visit? 

As is usually the case, the del-
egation will report on the results 
of the visit to the European Parlia-
ment’s Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. This will be the key result. 
There will also be certain recom-
mendations, which could lead to 
the organisation of debates or a 
resolution. However, it’s too early 
to talk about this now.

uw: what are you person-
ally expecting from the 
meetings with repre-
sentatives of the 
ukrainian govern-
ment? 

More specifically, 
passing on the mes-
sage that the Associa-
tion Agreement is still 
on the negotiation 
table, that the re-
quirements must be 
executed, that the 
U k r a i n i a n 

government must refrain from vi-
olence, not violate human rights, 
freedom of press, the rights of stu-
dents to strike and freedom of as-
sembly for the EuroMaidan. Also, 
that people participating in peace-
ful protests are not to be perse-
cuted. We must also tell them 
about the key expectation of the 
fair and free upcoming presiden-
tial election.

uw: do you consider it to be suf-
ficient to merely tell the ukrai-
nian government what cannot be 
done or is not worth doing? 
maybe, from the point of view of 
the escalation of the conflict, the 
Eu should consider specific ac-
tions, for example, sanctions? 

Of course, this is not enough. 
At least, not if you look at the re-
sults we have at present. At the 
same time, there is no reason not 
to pass on such messages again 
and again. Clearly, we shall not 

send our “berkut” to protect the 
EuroMaidan from (the Ukrai-
nian – Ed.) Berkut. That’s ab-
surd. As far as sanctions are 
concerned, they are currently 
being discussed, as is a new 
resolution of the European 
Parliament. There has been 
no decision yet. However, 
there could be sanctions. The 
call to the government re-

mains the same: refrain 
from the violation of 
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The interview 
was taked on 
January 16, 

2014

laws, violence and the beating of 
peaceful demonstrators.

uw: who could be the first vic-
tims of such sanctions? 

We can’t say at this stage.

uw: many express the concern 
that the 2015 election in ukraine 
will be falsified... 

The last parliamentary elec-
tion was not fair or free, so it’s 
possible that the same instru-
ments, particularly administrative 
leverage, could be used for the fal-
sification of voting results. Of 
course, the European Parliament 
will send an observation mission, 
as we have done in recent years, 
for example, in 2004, which I 
headed. Then, as you will recall, 
we proposed a repeat of the sec-
ond round of the election.

uw: But the observation mission 
– this is more of a “passive 
method” of assistance for 
ukraine. are there any more ef-
fective instruments at the Eu’s 
disposal? 

I’m always surprised by such 
requests from Ukrainians as: “Do 
something”. We can assist, how-
ever we cannot do your work for 
you. Neither the European Union, 
nor the US can send troops or our 
police to ensure democratic life in 
Ukraine. Ukraine is a sovereign 
state, and we can only use means 
that comply with international 
law. These are observation mis-
sions, diplomatic pressure and 
possibly sanctions... You have to 
rely more on your own devices.

uw: you are saying that the Eu-
romaidan will become the source 
of democratic change. But stay-
ing on the streets for months on 
end is not easy... 

The EuroMaidan – this is no 
longer just a public meeting, it’s 
an institution. There is an organi-
sation, the Ukrainian movement 
Maidan, which took the experi-
ence of the Polish Solidarity as an 
example. This is now a structure 
and it cannot be as easily dis-
persed by Berkut as a public meet-
ing. I think that this is a perma-
nent part of the political and social 
landscape of Ukraine. And the 
government will not be able to get 
rid of it, unless it applies such 
means as those used in their time 
by Wojciech Jaruzelski in Poland, 
when he implemented so-called 

military law (this law, passed in 
1981, gave the army and special 
police forces the right to ensure 
control of the country, arrest the 
leaders of Solidarity and prevent 
any activities by the organisation).

uw: in your view, will the pro-
tests last until 2015? 

Yes. You have to remember 
about the existence of Sich in your 
country’s history. This was an in-
dependent city, which lived in the 
steppes. And this organisation 
gave birth to a unique Cossack de-
mocracy, which had an elected 
council and otaman, through 
blood, opposition and different 
other means. This is the history of 
Ukrainian democracy. It’s very 
original and offers great hope.

uw: yes, but sich was not in the 
centre of kyiv... 

At that time, such large cities 
did not exist.

uw: did i understand correctly, 
that in your view, yanukovych’s 
tactics of ignoring the maidan 
will not work? 

Is he ignoring it? Far from it. 
He’s sending the police there. Or 
let’s take, for example, the verdict 
of the Supreme Court, banning 

any manifestations until March 8. 
He is not ignoring the Maidan – 
he’s trying to counteract it.

uw: Quite a few experts in 
ukraine say that attempts to dis-
perse the maidan by force could 
be inspired by moscow. do you 
agree with them? 

I don’t know. The only thing I 
can say for certain is that the main 
pre-condition of association with 
the EU was, and continues to be, 
democracy. Economics, trade and 
standards come later. The Euro-
pean Union does not establish as-
sociations with undemocratic 
countries. This is why all these 
statements by the current Ukrai-
nian leadership on its desire for 
association do not inspire confi-
dence. Arbuzov declares that 
Ukraine wants to sign the Associa-
tion Agreement in 2014, then Ber-
kut is used against demonstrators 

once more, this is completely gro-
tesque.

uw: today, many European poli-
ticians don’t believe in the possi-
bility of ukraine signing the as-
sociation agreement before the 
presidential election. will it still 
be on the table after the elec-
tion?

– Yes. The European Union 
does not want to revise the Agree-
ment. It was initialled and came 
close to being signed, so it can be 
signed with a new president and 
parliament. The election has to re-
spond to the following question: 
does the country want association 
or not? This must be the fundamen-
tal issue. The problem of the illegiti-
macy of the current president lies in 
the fact that he conducted his elec-
tion campaign with the message 
that he wanted association with the 
EU, and later, right before the Vil-
nius Summit, he took a U-turn. This 
is why people took to the streets and 
organised the EuroMaidan. The 
Head of State lost his legitimacy, be-
cause he changed his policy. And 
this is why the Ukrainian people 
have to make a decision about him 
once more. Of course, Ukrainians 
could elect a candidate who sup-
ports membership in the Customs 
Union, why not? However, the elec-
tion must be free and fair.

uw: it’s impossible to talk about 
Eu-ukrainian relations without 
mentioning russia … 

Why?

uw: at the very least, because 
the latter consistently interferes 
and influences events... 

The EU stated clearly, that any 
three-sided negotiations are unac-
ceptable.

uw: yes, but there are many dec-
larations from russia regarding 
the “inadmissibility of pressure 
on ukraine on the part of the 
Eu”. do you have any response 
to such declarations? 

This is sheer demagogy. Mos-
cow can offer Kyiv a proposal. The 
EU has also made a proposal – the 
Association Agreement, which is 
the most advanced one in history. 
That is when Russia started to put 
pressure on Ukraine: trade em-
bargoes, economic pressure, 
threats and blackmail. This is all 
documented. The European Union 
did not use such instruments. 

When first Vice-
Premier Serhiy 

Arbuzov declares 
that Ukraine wants 

to sign the 
Association 

Agreement in 2014, 
then Berkut is used 

against 
demonstrators 
again, this is 
completely 
grotesque

you havE to rEmEmBEr 
aBout thE ExistEncE of sich 
in your country’s history
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L
uke Harding is an award-win-
ning foreign correspondent 
with the Guardian and author 
of a new book Mafia State: 

How one reporter became an en-
emy of the brutal new Russia. A 
former Moscow correspondent, he 
is currently based at The Guard-
ian's office in London. In the con-
versation with The Ukrainian 
Week, Luke Harding explains 
why Russia is a “Mafia state” in his 
opinion and why Ukraine is in real 
danger of becoming one.

uw: what is your book about?
I think the thesis of my book 

which is not just my view but the-
sis of most western governments 
now is that what has happened in 
Russia and to a degree in Ukraine 
as well is that there has been a 
merger between the KGB and or-
ganized crime to the point where it 
is actually impossible to separate 
the government from the criminal 
world. They have become one en-
tity. 

And this hasn’t just happened 
under Putin's rule but I think it’s 
accelerated under Putin to the 
point where it has reached an ex-
traordinary level. 

Everyone who lives in Russia 
recognises that. Whether you are 
trying to get a kindergarten place 
for your child or build up a busi-
ness or just do anything which you 
take for granted in a normal dem-
ocratic state, in Russia you imme-
diately collide with this corrupt 
bureaucracy. 

The code of silence is another 
matter which I think is very im-
portant. It is really almost impos-
sible to know what is happening at 
the top of the Russian government 
because those who are there know 
that loyalty and keeping your 
mouth shut are two most impor-
tant things. 

Those are mafia principles 
which extend from Putin down-
ward. For example, nobody knew 
whether Putin was going to come 
back in 2011.  Now, of course, we 
know that he was going to return 
as president but how many peo-
ple knew about that decision 

back then? One? Two or four 
were involved? So, information 
is controlled very tightly. I think 
that’s the model. That model also 
applies to a greater or lesser ex-
tent to almost every post-Soviet 
country with the exception of the 
Baltic States. In a slightly more 
inept way it applies to Ukraine as 
well.

You can read the original 
comment from where this assess-
ment has come from a diplomatic 
cable quoting a Spanish prosecu-
tor who has extensive experience 
in investigating organised crime 
in Spain. He describes Russia as a 
“virtual mafia state” but he also 
adds that “Ukraine is on its way 
towards being one”. This was 
written in 2010 and I think it is 
still true today.

uw: there is a concept that claims 
that corrupt politicians and even 
criminals at some point want to 
try to legitimise their positions 
and their wealth. do you think 
that in post-soviet countries, 
businessmen and politicians are 
distancing themselves from the 
criminal world?

Yes and no. They surely do to a 
certain degree, but the main pre-
occupation of the Russian elite is 
to hang on to its assets in other 
words the money that they have 
acquired, much of it dubiously. 

They want to keep it and the 
main way they do that is by off-
shoring it. These guys in Russia 
use offshore zones on a tremen-
dous scale. 

They park their assets in Cy-
prus or Lithuania and they do 

mafia state
interviewer: 

Bohdan 
tsioupine
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what people everywhere do but it’s 
particularly noticeable in London. 
Here they invest in property, com-
panies, and lawyers. They send 
their children to very expensive 
British private schools, top univer-
sities and so on. So, sure, they do 
want respectability.

I think what is quite interest-
ing with the whole Magnitsky de-
bate is that taking away visas from 
those very wealthy people, some of 
them public and some little known 
but all very wealthy chinovniki – 
officials - is very, very effective.

This is something that strikes 
fear into them.

It is one thing to be able to go 
on holidays in Sochi. It is another 
thing to be able to go skiing in 
Courchevel or bring your wife to 
London for shopping trips, to own 
a flat in Knightsbridge and travel 
to New York. 

If you can’t do that anymore, 
what’s the point of having money?

uw: protesters in kyiv and many 
ukrainian activists are hoping that 
the west could impose targeted 

sanctions against influential 
ukrainian politicians and 
businessmen who represent the 
ruling elite in ukraine. But looking 
from London is that really possible 
when the British government is so 
eager to keep Britain “open for 
business”?

I agree that it would be ex-
tremely effective to have a visa 
ban. If you were to target Ukrai-
nian oligarchs and their children 
in particular, this would be an ex-
tremely effective tool.

But I don’t see any desire for 
doing this, especially not in Lon-
don or more generally in the EU, 
because it would be a pretty con-
frontational move. 

You just have to look at the 
foreign policy of the coalition gov-
ernment here which is being re-
morselessly mercantilist. It is all 
about trade and business and very 
little about human rights at all. 
There is no talk of an ethical for-
eign policy like there was at one 
point under the last Labour gov-
ernment, for better or worse. And 
as far as I can see, David Cameron 
sees his role in Europe as sort of a 
promoter for UK plc.

There are also odd political 
moments. I was in Kyiv when the 
Euro-2012 Championship took 
place and Angela Merkel did not 
come and there was a kind of a 
semi boycott, but I don’t see any 
great appetite from European 
leaders and especially from the 
British for any real targeted sanc-
tions.

uw: still, david cameron said at 
the end 2013 during the prime 
minister's question time in 
parliament that the “world is 
watching what the ukrainian 
government is doing”. should we 
take that warning seriously?

No. I’m afraid I don’t think so. 
I don’t think one should take them 
seriously. The UK hasn’t even 
passed the Magnitsky Law. At 
least in America, the Congress 
passed the Magnitsky Act and 
there has been a big coldness in 
US relations with Russia and re-
taliatory actions from the Kremlin 
over the American adoption of 
Russian children. 

So the Americans actually 
have done something, but the 
British have done nothing at all. 

Cameron is focused on domes-
tic policy. He is focused on win-
ning the 2015 elections and, to be 

honest, Ukraine is far down on his 
list of concerns. Sure, he makes 
this kind of statements, but in 
terms of real actions against cor-
rupt Ukrainian leadership which 
is going down a non-democratic 
path, doing “Putin-light” or acting 
in a “wannabe Putin” style, I don't 
expect any sharp or meaningful 
response from Cameron. 

uw: there is hope in ukraine and 
the “civilised world” would 
somehow help, but what you are 
saying means that there should 
no hope of any outside support? is 
ukraine just rolling down the path 
to become another mafia state 
like russia?

No. I am more optimistic 
about Ukraine and always have 
been.

I like Ukraine. I have Ukrai-
nian friends. I love Kyiv and when 
I was a correspondent in Moscow, 
it was definitely very gloomy and it 
is even gloomier now.

Whenever I visit Ukraine, I 
come back with real energy and 
optimism. Because it’s a com-
pletely different country. It is a 

more plural country for reasons 
you will understand if you look at 
the demographics of Ukraine and 
its civil society.  We live in an era 
of what you might call a “fast time” 
when everybody can post and blog 
and demonstrate and I think 
what’s happening in Ukraine is 
tremendous reason for optimism. 

Does that mean that Yanu-
kovych will fall from power any 
time soon? Probably not. But that 
means that Ukraine is inexorably 
changing and becoming more Eu-
ropean. I think I’m a long-term 
optimist about Ukraine but not a 
short-term optimist if that makes 
sense. The mafia model is more 
entrenched in Russia. I think it is 
different in Ukraine. Yanukovych 
is not Putin. He does not have the 
same intellectual capacity and he 
does not have oil or economic re-
sources. I am relatively cheerful 
about Ukraine and quite pessimis-
tic about Russia. 

thE govErnmEnt and  
thE criminaL worLd havE 
EssEntiaLLy BEcomE onE 
Entity in russia and  
to a dEgrEE in ukrainE
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illiam Browder, the 
Founder and CEO of 
Hermitage Capital 
Management, turned 

campaigner and began to wage war 
for justice after one of his lawyers, 
Sergei Magnitsky, was killed in a 
Moscow prison. As a result of 
Browder’s relentless campaign, the 
US adopted the so-called Mag-
nitsky Act which imposes restric-
tions against a number of Russian 
citizens allegedly involved in Mag-
nitsky’s tragic death.  Magnitsky’s 
"crime" was that he uncovered a 
huge corruption scheme with trails 
leading to Russian official circles.  
In an interview for The Ukrai-
nian Week, William Browder 
spoke about his fight for justice.

 
uw: the magnitsky list was 
approved in the united states. 
does this mean that your main 
aim has been achieved? 

At the end of the day, real jus-
tice would be to prosecute the peo-
ple who tortured and killed Sergey 
in Russia and send those people to 
jail for that. Obviously, this is not 
going to happen in the short term, 
so in the meantime what we hope 
to do is to make sure that these 
people cannot enjoy the money 
they have stolen, that they cannot 
travel and enjoy life outside of 
Russia.

We have made a small dent in 
that by making it impossible for 
them to take the money to America 
and travel to America but the world 
is a big place and we want to 
achieve this in Europe as well. 

We also think that there are a 
lot more people who should be 
sanctioned than have been sanc-
tioned in America so we’re going to 
work on that. The bottom line is 
that these people killed Sergey 
Magnitsky in order to cover up the 
theft of $230mn from the Russian 
government and we want to make 
sure that they cannot enjoy that 
money.

We have been going aggres-
sively and tenaciously around the 
world and working with different 
law enforcement agencies to freeze 
and seize that money. So far we 
succeeded in four countries: the 
United States, Switzerland, Estonia 
and Lithuania. My hope is that we 
will go forward - freezing and seiz-
ing this money on behalf of differ-
ent government law enforcement 
agencies in other countries. 

uw: in the British press, karpov’s 
case was cited as an example of 
libel tourism in Britain. would you 
agree that the whole British legal 
system and maybe western legal 
system is too ready to serve 

oligarchs from russia, ukraine 
and other post-soviet countries?

I would say that in this particu-
lar case it’s horrible. The basis of 
my whole case was that a lawyer 
had been murdered by the Russian 
state for representing me. And ef-
fectively we had lawyers in London 
as mercenaries working, trying to 
shut me up for getting justice for 
this lawyer. It could not have been 
starker than that. Thankfully, they 
did not succeed but they received a 
lot of money for trying. I have to 
wonder what they were thinking 
when they took this case. 

uw: recent research by the 
Legatum institute in London 

william Bowder: 
“Many people in London, Geneva and various other places are effectively 
complicit and have blood on their hands from handling blood money 
from many awful criminals that came out of Russia and other former 
Soviet states”
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claims that not only the justice 
system but western financial 
systems readily serve people from 
post-soviet countries who are 
criticised by the west for 
corruption and authoritarianism. 
would you agree?

It is hugely hypocritical and 
really, I would argue that many 
people in London, Geneva and 
various other places are effectively 
complicit and have blood on their 
hands from handling blood money 
from many of these awful crimi-
nals that came out of Russia and 
other former Soviet states. 

uw: the international system of 
offshore zones makes it possible 
to hide money and set up shell 
companies with untraceable 
owners. would you agree that the 
west provides financial 
mechanisms to launder money?

One of the things going on here 
is that authorities in the UK have 
refused to investigate it – because 
of lack of resources or because they 
are just cravenly corrupt. But for 
one reason or another, when we 
have made a number of complaints 
to the British Serious Fraud Office, 

FSA, the City of London police and 
the HMRC about different aspects 
of the Magnitsky crime which 
touched British soil, this was one of 
the very few countries that refused 
to open up an investigation. Coun-
tries like Cyprus, Moldova and Lat-
via have all opened criminal inves-
tigations, but the UK hasn’t. 

uw: we know that your 
investment fund uses offshore 
instruments as well. why?

There is a legitimate use of off-
shore and illegitimate use of off-
shore. Legitimate uses would be for 
things like investment funds. So, 
for example, when I take money for 
investments from 30 different 
countries and my investment fund 
is, let’s say, in the United States, a 
French investor would have to pay 
US taxes. That does not make 
sense. If I have an investment fund 
that is based in Jersey, the French 
investor pays French taxes and the 
American investor pays US taxes. 
All we are doing is investing. But if 
you have a bunch of criminals who 
are hiding behind the nominee di-
rectors in Cayman Island shell 
companies etc., then that’s bad, il-

legal and it should be stopped. 
There should be proper law en-
forcement. 

uw: By changing the whole 
system or by shutting down parts 
of the system?

I think we need to regulate the 
system and we need to make the 
system entirely transparent but to 
say that the system should not exist 
is like talking about a body with in-
fected blood. It does not mean that 
you have to stop the heart. What 
you need to do is to take the medi-
cine in order to get rid of the infec-
tion. The medicine in this case is 
transparency and regulation.

uw: is the united states financial 
system regulated better than 
Britain's?

The main difference between 
the United States and Britain is 
not that the American system is 
better but that there is a proper 
law enforcement that actually 

prosecutes people who do bad 
things. As a result, people are 
more afraid of doing bad things 
because they go to jail. In Britain 
we have sort of a big sign saying 
“open for business for crooks”.

uw: the international consortium 
of investigative Journalists says 
that money from offshore zones, 
often dirty money, ends up in the 
city of London. doesn’t it mean 
that Britain is dependent on it and 
can’t apply the regulations and 
rules that you are talking about?

I think you are absolutely right 
and there is a huge conflict of in-
terests between government offi-
cials who are asked to do the right 
thing regarding the blood money 
on one hand. But these are the 
same people who are either bene-
fiting directly or get political con-
tributions from those who are 
benefiting directly from this stuff 
on the other hand. It’s like a libel 
reform. The people who are doing 
the libel reform are the libel law-
yers who would be putting them-
selves out of business if they did 
the proper libel reform here.   

uw: how can you force a 
government to do the right thing 
given this conflict of interest?

I think you should create con-
sequences for people who do bad 
things. It is as simple as that. 
What we're trying to do in the 
Magnitsky case is not just going 
after the people whole killed Ser-
gei but going after the people who 
enabled them and the people who 
laundered money. They should see 
that they cannot just make money 
off all this terrible stuff and live 
free.

uw: should the magnitsky 
campaign become global in order 
to be applied to countries like 
ukraine?

Of course. We will never be 
able to bring Sergey Magnitsky 
back, but I’ve got two objectives in 
my work in his memory: one is to 
get justice for Sergey himself and 
the second one is to create a legacy 
so that his death was not a mean-
ingless death. The legacy would be 
to use the tools that we have devel-
oped for many other cases not just 
in Russia but in other evil, authori-
tarian regimes as well. I think that 
would be a true and fitting tribute 
to a brave man who gave his life for 
the right cause. 

in Britain wE havE sort  
of a Big sign saying 
“opEn for BusinEss  
for crooks”



32|the ukrainian week|№ 1-2 (67-68) January 2014

neighbours|ukraine & the West

western role in 
ukraine’s turmoil
Ukraine's crisis is as much an internal battle 
between competing identities as an external 
geopolitical struggle between integration and 
exclusion from the Western project

a
ccusations by the Russian 
government that Western of-
ficials are deliberately stirring 
unrest in Ukraine are highly 

ironic. Indeed, it can be argued that 
having failed to address Ukraine's 
brewing domestic and international 
problems for so many years, Euro-
pean and American leaders are now 
witnessing the results of their strate-
gic short-sightedness. Ukraine's cri-
sis is as much an internal battle be-
tween competing identities as an ex-
ternal geopolitical struggle between 
integration and exclusion from the 
Western project.

nEgLEcting 
dEmocratiZation
It has been clear since its inception 
after the 2010 presidential elections 
that the Viktor Yanukovych regime 
has no long-term strategic vision for 
Ukraine. The EU has been complicit 
in this confusing charade and per-
versely welcomed a Yanukovych 
presidency primarily because it un-
dermined Ukraine's Western aspira-
tions. Few West European political 
leaders have supported the prospect 
of either EU or NATO accession for a 
state that is widely perceived as 
backward and whose impoverished 
citizens would allegedly flood the EU 
if the country were ever to gain 
membership.

Cynics can even argue that re-
quests by EU negotiators for the re-
lease of Yulia Tymoshenko before 
any agreements could be signed with 
the Union were deliberately in-
tended to keep Ukraine at arms 
length despite the promises of free 
trade and association. Officials in 
Brussels were well aware that Yanu-
kovych would be adamant against 
releasing his main political oppo-
nent, and besides, many believed 
that Tymoshenko herself was guilty 

of corruption regardless of the selec-
tive justice of the current administra-
tion. Ultimately, Ukraine’s political 
system could simply not be synchro-
nized with the EU model of liberal 
governance and the rule of law. The 
failure to sign the trade pact and As-
sociation Agreement with Kyiv was 
therefore greeted in some EU capi-
tals either with indifference or satis-
faction. 

EuropEan union  
cuL-dE-sac
Well ahead of the Vilnius Summit at 
the end of November, those EU for-
eign ministers who had dealt most 
intensely with Kyiv were well aware 
that Yanukovych would not sign the 
EU documents. This was primarily 
because of the adverse impact such a 
deal would have on relations with 
Moscow, which threatened to engi-
neer Ukraine’s economic collapse 
and even warned about territorial 
partition if Kyiv turned westward. 

Yanukovych estimated that he 
needed USD 160bn over three years 

to make up for the trade Ukraine 
stood to lose with Russia, and to help 
cushion the pain of reforms that the 
EU was demanding. Union officials 
refused to provide such a sum, which 
theyclaimed was exaggerated. In-
stead, they offered EUR 610mn 
(USD 839mn) in the near term and 
asserted that the agreement would 
boost trade and investments and 
open up future financing programs. 
Some even estimated that Kyiv 
would have been in line to receive 
EUR 19bn in EU loans and grants 
over the next seven years, but no 
definite commitments were issued to 
this effect. 

Critics argue that the EU has 
evolved into an elite club that does 
not consider current aspirants as 
trustworthy Europeans. Consistent 
delays in granting candidate status 
and accession talks by the EU 
Council are even evident in the 
case of countries such as Albania. 
This is despite the 2004 Thessa-
loniki Summit commitments to 
Western Balkan integration and 
the positive recent recommenda-
tions of the European Commission. 
Such persistent blockages demon-
strate that a number of EU capitals 
will staunchly resist any further en-
largement and capitalize on the 
anti-immigrant and racist fears of 
many EU citizens.

Yanukovych's alternative hope 
for large-scale financing was the In-
ternational Monetary Fund (IMF), 
which rescued Ukraine during the 
onset of the global financial crisis in 
2008 with a USD 16.5bn loan. It also 
approved a USD 15.5bn stand-by 
program for Kyiv in 2010, disbursing 
about USD 3.5bn, before freezing the 
program in 2011 because Ukraine 

author: 
Janusz 

Bugajski

The EU was 
evidently duped 
by Yanukovych’s 
willingness 
to discuss 
the proposed 
accords until 
the eve of the 
Vilnius summit. 
His real 
objective may 
have been to 
raise the price 
that Russia 
would need to 
pay to maintain 
Ukraine within 
its strategic 
orbit
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failed to meet its obligations. The 
IMF’s program has since expired. 

The IMF was unwilling to con-
sider any substantial loans for the 
current administration. In a letter 
dated November 20, it bluntly told 
Ukrainian officials that it would not 
soften conditions for a new loan, in 
terms of necessary government 
spending cuts, and that it would offer 
only USD 5bn. In addition, Kyiv 
would have to pay back almost the 
same amount in 2014 as part of re-
payments for the earlier IMF loan. 
Yanukovych saw no benefit in such 
an arrangement and was certainly 
not prepared to cut government 
spending, increase the retirement 
age, and freeze pensions and wages, 
as this would undoubtedly cost him 
re-election in 2015.

ignoring ukrainE's 
indEpEndEncE
The same countries that remain 
skeptical about Ukraine’s EU inte-
gration also opposed granting a 
Membership Action Plan (MAP) on 
route to future NATO membership. 
They breathed a collective sigh of re-
lief when shortly after his election Ya-
nukovych opted for Ukraine’s "non-
bloc status." As a by-product of the 
Obama administration’s “reset” pol-
icy toward Moscow, Washington also 
discarded the George W. Bush cam-
paign to enlarge NATO eastward and 
secure the post-Soviet neighborhood 
within Western structures. This left 
Ukraine even more exposed and vul-
nerable to Moscow’s integrationist 
pressures. Western withdrawal is 
perceived as weakness in the Kremlin 
which simply encourages Russia’s 
imperial reconstruction.

Ukraine, Belarus, Moldova, and 
Georgia are not priority interests for 
the current American administra-
tion, whether in terms of democratic 
development, national sovereignty, 
or their strategic location. The focus 
has been on establishing a working 
relationship with Russia in such 
spheres as arms control, counter-
proliferation, anti-terrorism, and the 
Middle East, even at the cost of ne-
glecting aspiring European allies. 
Not surprisingly, the Ukraine-U.S. 
Strategic Partnership has little grav-
ity in the Obama White House; it has 
also been undermined by the Yanu-
kovych administration. 

However, the “common values 
and interests” that the EP envisaged 
has largely evaporated. The Yanu-
kovych government’s “values” have 
not embraced democratic develop-

ment, while its strategic interests 
have diverged from the Euro-Atlan-
tic path. It makes it more difficult for 
the U.S. or any other country to de-
fend Ukraine’s sovereignty if the 
government has chosen to expose it-
self more extensively to Russia’s 
pressure tactics because of its alien-
ation from the West. 

Nevertheless, a more realistic 
and assertive approach toward Pu-
tin's Russia could have been devel-
oped in Washington and Brussels in 
challenging Moscow's claims to re-
gional supremacy. This would have 
necessitated four main ingredients: a 
unified EU position in dealing with 
Moscow; close coordination between 
Brussels and Washington in devising 
their Russia policy; a commitment to 
eastern enlargement; and sufficient 
economic and diplomatic capabili-
ties to dissuade Russia from cajoling 
its neighbors. All four elements 
proved inadequate, as the EU oper-
ated on the assumption that Russia 
was a pragmatic business partner 
and the U.S. viewed Moscow as a 
useful and cooperative global player. 
Russia's reimperialization either 
went undetected or was cynically ig-
nored for the sake of other global in-
terests.

Neither the EU nor the U.S. have 
elaborated a strategy on how to coun-
teract Russian pressure on the post-
Soviet countries. America’s with-
drawal from Europe’s east during the 
Obama presidency and the lack of a 
common European voice in relations 
with Russia create new opportunities 
for Putin's Eurasian integration 
plans. His return to power in May 
2012 re-energized the Kremlin’s ex-
pansionist agenda and he has consis-
tently disregarded any protests by 
the EU capitals. The EU’s Ukraine 
initiative under the Eastern Partner-
ship (EP) program, scheduled to be 
sealed in Vilnius, was at best a half-
hearted response to Kremlin ambi-
tions. Its failure will rebound nega-
tively on the security of nearby EU 
members, such as Poland and the 
Baltic countries. In sum, by neglect-
ing Ukraine’s independence and that 
of other post-Soviet states, the EU 
has undermined its own long-term 
strategic interests.

Yanukovych struck a deal with 
Putin on December 17 for a signifi-
cant Russian bailout. 

There are suspicions that Ameri-
can diplomats knew about the secret 
negotiations between Russian and 
Ukrainian officials that resulted in 
the December 17 agreements; and 

they did not protest or intervene. In-
deed, some of Obama’s advisors may 
welcome a stronger Russian over-
sight over Ukraine that would be less 
politically and financially burden-
some for the West. “Ukraine fatigue” 
in the White House and State De-

partment plays into Russia’s hands. 
Such a shortsighted approach fails to 
comprehend that instead of stabiliz-
ing Ukraine, Moscow’s heavy-
handed integrationist pressures 
could have catastrophic conse-
quences for Ukraine’s internal stabil-
ity and for regional security.

Step by step the Yanukovych ad-
ministration is capitulating to Mos-
cow and assuming the role of a 
“younger brother.”Putin’s two emis-
saries in Kyiv, Viktor Medvedchuk 
and Andriy Kliuyev, secretary of the 
National Security and Defense Coun-
cil, have grown in influence as Yanu-
kovych’s advisors. Meanwhile, Pre-
mier Azarov has meekly indicated 
that under Moscow's guidance, 
Ukraine is proposing to hold trilat-
eral talks with the EU with Russia’s 
participation. Azarov noted that dur-
ing a meeting with Russian Prime 
Minister Dmitry Medvedev on De-
cember 24 the Russian side con-
firmed its readiness to take part in 
such negotiations.The offer is a clas-
sic example of political theater de-
signed to lull Brussels into a false 
sense of security. It is supposed to 
convey the message that Moscow 
does not threaten the “European 
project” because Ukraine has not dis-
counted a future association agree-
ment.

Without more extensive support 
from Western governments and in-
stitutions, pro-European mass pro-
tests in Ukraine will fizzle out. This 
could significantly weaken the politi-
cal opposition and bolster Yanu-
kovych’s intent to consolidate a 
quasi-authoritarian system based 
more closely on the Putin and Lu-
kashenka models. However, as the 
government continues to surrender 
Ukraine’s sovereignty to an ambi-
tious and increasingly arrogant Rus-
sia, the end of peaceful protests in 
Kyiv may also herald the first stir-
rings of a violent alternative. 

nEithEr thE Eu nor thE u.s. 
havE ELaBoratEd a stratEgy 
on how to countEract 
russian prEssurE on thE 
post-soviEt countriEs
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too Little and too Late
t

he title of this opinion piece does ring a bell, 
doesn’t it? It was Slavoj Žižek who said these 
words when he was asked to assess the USA and 
NATO bombing of Serbia during the war in the 

former Yugoslavia. Whereas quite a few public intel-
lectuals and thinkers in Europe had second thoughts 
on NATO operations, the Slovenian philosopher 
didn’t bother to search for a softer phrase: “Too little 
and too late.”
This is exactly what comes to my mind trying to assess 
EU policies vis-à-vis Ukraine and Viktor Yanukovych. 
What happened in Ukraine? That’s obvious: Ukraine 
and the EuroMaidan are hardly anything less than a 
Deus ex machina manifestation of pro-European pas-
sion and faith. This is more than a timely emergence of 
such a sentiment, as the EU expects and fears – and 
rightly so – the European Parliament to be elected in 
May 2014 that is highly likely to be richly represented 
by far Right and Euroskeptics. 
This is to say that faith and confidence in the EU come 
from Eastern Europe – probably for the first time in its 
rather short history. We are accustomed to conven-
tional wisdom that suggests Western Europe and 
North America to have long been (and to continue to 
be) exemplary high trust societies as opposed to seem-
ingly low trust societies of Eastern and Central Europe. 
Things seem to have changed beyond recognition. 
Over the past ten years, it was the New Europe rather 
then the Old Europe that injected much optimism in 
the European project. 
Nearly from the very be-
ginning of their prospects 
of accession to the EU, the 
Baltic States, along with 
Poland and other new-
comers to the EU – with 
the exception of the Czech 
Republic which was or 
less shaped by the course 
of its former Euroskeptical President Václav Klaus 
– firmly believed not only in the EU enlargement 
but also in the sustainability and meaning of the proj-
ect itself. For now, this critically important faith comes 
from Ukraine.
And how about the EU? Does it reciprocate this Euro-
pean sentiment and impetus emanated by Ukraine? 
On the first glance, we could say that something has re-
ally changed in the EU – clearly assuming by the EU 
Western Europe. German and French members of the 
European Parliament, who would have had next to 
nothing to say about Ukraine a decade ago, have came 
to Kyiv all the way down from Brussels to speak pas-
sionately about what they have discovered as the pro-
foundly European spirit of EuroMaidan. Or it suffices 
to have a look at some veterans of old good German 
Ostpolitik (firmly taken as the establishment of silent 
diplomacy and small ways in the Kremlin) and Realpo-
litik, who dropped their former cynicism overnight and 
began talking about Ukraine as if they were Polish and 
Lithuanian MEPs.   
Yet all these signs poorly masquerade the fact that the 
EU did not have a policy on Ukraine. Not did it have 

any sustainable and rational policy vis-à-vis Viktor 
Yanukovych who was the main cause, instead of the 
effect, of the Orange Revolution saga and all its reper-
cussions. The real drama of Ukraine appears the po-
litical and moral void within the EU, rather than Rus-
sia’s stratagems. Had the EU been consistent and firm 
on Ukraine in the way it was before accession of the 
Baltic States, Russia would have had no say on 
Ukraine now. The real cause of the whole mayhem in 
Vilnius was the confusion of geopolitics and values 
which let down Brussels: whereas the EU played val-
ues in a naïve fashion, Russia played geopolitics. C’est 
magnifique, mais ce n’est pas la guerre : c’est de la 
folie, as the famous French army general Pierre Bos-
quet once put it.    
Strategic dyslexia of the EU, rather than Yanukovych 
(no matter whether as himself or as a puppet of the 
Kremlin), was behind how the EU failed Ukraine. The 
EU should have embraced and accepted Ukraine im-
mediately after the commencement of the Orange Rev-
olution. With Ukraine, the EU would have been a geo-
political giant now; without Ukraine on board, the EU 
is confined to quite limited input in Eastern Europe 
and especially in EU policies on Russia. 
And the public secret (or le secret de Polichinelle, as a 
French saying goes) is that the EU did not want 
Ukraine precisely for the reason it did not want Tur-
key: the power balance among Germany, France and 
Great Britain appears as too delicate to be disturbed 

and challenged by a big 
nation with its natural 
ambition to be a serious 
player, instead of a hum-
ble newcomer to the club. 
When Yulia Tymoshenko 
was chosen to play the 
role of a pivotal criterion 
to assess the readiness of 
Ukraine to sign the Asso-

ciation Agreement with the EU, it was obvious to 
anyone not devoid of the sense of reality that such 

a move was meant to hide the absence of policy.
Should Yanukovych have been isolated or ignored by 
the West after the Orange Revolution? Every nation 
benefits or suffers from its political class. Whether we 
deserve our political class is a philosophical question, 
but when we clearly reject its cynicism along with all its 
power games and manipulations, such a stance cannot 
go unnoticed by the world or by international commu-
nity (if it still makes sense to believe that such a phe-
nomenon exists nowadays). 
In fact, to tolerate Yanukovych or to turn him down in 
a democratic and legitimate fashion is a prerogative of 
Ukraine. Yet the EU could and should have sent a 
strong signal that the leader with zero respect for his 
nation’s political will and for his owns allegiances (as 
he pledged his allegiances to a gradual and unavoid-
able accession to the EU) is not welcome in the presi-
dential club of the Union. This is especially relevant 
today when Ukraine fights for the future of the Union, 
which is overwhelmed by disbelief in itself. Disbelief 
this time generated by the West, not by the East. 

thE Eu shouLd havE 
EmBracEd and accEptEd 
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