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Rada resumes sessions, OKs compromise on NATO MAP
announce agreement
on natural gas dispute
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$1/$2 in Ukraine

by Illya Labunka
Kyiv Press Bureau

KYIV – The governments of Ukraine and Russia announced
an agreement resolving their long-standing dispute over natural
gas supply and pricing after they resumed negotiations this
week, for the second time in as many weeks. The new deal
covers gas deliveries through the end of 2008.
On Wednesday, March 12, Prime Minister Yulia
Tymoshenko announced that the leaders of Ukraine’s state-controlled energy company Naftohaz and Russia’s state-owned
Gazprom had signed a joint agreement in Moscow that eliminated the intermediary company UkrHazEnergo from
Ukraine’s gas supply market. UkrHazEnergo is partially owned
by the Swiss-registered firm RosUkrEnergo and Ukraine’s
Naftohaz. Russia’s Gazprom is part owner of RosUkrEnergo.
Prime Minister Tymoshenko has been calling for the elimination of all gas supply intermediaries, claiming they operate
only for the corrupt purpose of diverting and embezzling funds
at the expense of Ukraine’s citizens.
“An additional accord reached today stipulates that the price
of gas for all of 2008 will not exceed $179.50 per 1,000 cubic
meters. Nevertheless, at this time, talks between Naftohaz and
Gazprom will continue,” added the prime minister.
Both sides reached a successful accord because it was
agreed that no new intermediary joint ventures would need to
be created. Naftohaz will independently oversee the supply of
Central Asian gas on the territory of Ukraine, said Ms.
Tymoshenko.
Russia’s Gazprom purchases natural gas supplies from
Uzbekistan, Kazakhstan and Turkmenistan at rates similar to
what it charges European customers ($378 per 1,000 cubic
meters). Ukraine is currently the main transit route for Russian
gas supplies to the European Union, which relies on Russia for
approximately 25 percent of its gas supplies.
Gazprom has been reselling Central Asian gas to Ukraine
through intermediaries, but had recently fixed its own 2008
(Continued on page 8)
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Verkhovna Rada Chairman Arseniy Yatsenyuk confers with members of Parliament following a discussion
on how the national deputies should vote, by hand or electronically, for eliminating parliamentary immunity.
by Illya Labunka
Kyiv Press Bureau

KYIV – Ukrainian lawmakers resumed their legislative activities on Thursday, March 6, following weeks of
paralysis due to a blockade of the Verkhovna Rada by
opposition forces in protest against Ukraine’s request for
a NATO Membership Action Plan (MAP).
The apparent breakthrough came after coalition forces
and opposition factions reached a compromise on the
NATO MAP by signing a so-called Protocol of
Understanding, which stipulated that members of
Parliament would vote to approve a special resolution
that would not allow Ukraine’s accession to NATO until

after a national referendum. In addition, following the
vote, the Verkhovna Rada chairman would be required to
inform the NATO secretary-general of the resolution
adopted by Parliament.
“Fortunately, this has finally happened,” said Arseniy
Yatsenyuk, chairman of the Verkhovna Rada, during the
opening of the plenary session.
A total of 248 out of 423 national deputies registered
as present in the parliamentary chamber voted for the special resolution. One hundred seventy-five members of the
Party of the Regions (PRU) voted in favor of the resolution on NATO, along with 34 members of the Yulia
(Continued on page 11)

Helsinki Commission hearing focuses on NATO enlargement
WASHINGTON – The U.S.
Commission on Security and
Cooperation in Europe (Helsinki
Commission) on March 4 held a hearing
on NATO enlargement and the alliance’s
upcoming Bucharest summit.
The hearing examined issues faced by
NATO as Albania, Croatia and
Macedonia hope for invitations to join
the alliance, while Ukraine and Georgia
expect to be offered Membership Action
Plans.
Testifying before the Helsinki
Commission were: Dr. Michael Haltzel,
senior fellow, Center for Transatlantic
Relations, Paul H. Nitze School of
Advanced International Studies, Johns
Hopkins University; Janusz Bugajski,
director, New European Democracies
Project, and senior fellow, Europe
Program, Center for Strategic and
International Studies; and former U.S.

Ambassador to Ukraine Steven Pifer,
senior adviser, Russia and Eurasia
Program, Center for Strategic and
International Studies.
Opening the hearing, Rep. Alcee L.
Hastings (D-Fla.), chairman of the
Helsinki Commission, noted, “NATO
enlargement is something that has a lot of
support in principle. Like the other issues
addressed in Bucharest, however,
enlargement is not without its controversy and disagreement when it gets down to
the specifics, and all of the issues on the
agenda can get mixed together in the
effort to achieve a consensus view.”
He explained that the purpose of the
hearing was to focus on “the degree to
which five potential members of the
NATO alliance, three near-term and two
long-term, have transformed their policies and institutions in order to join what
is viewed as an alliance of democracy.”

Also in attendance at the hearing were
Sen. Benjamin L. Cardin (D-Md.),
Helsinki Commission co-chairman, and
Rep. Mike McIntyre (D-N.C.), commission member.
First to testify at the hearing was Dr.
Haltzel. He said that, of the three candidates for NATO membership, Croatia has
the strongest case, noting its rating by
Freedom House as free, its free and fair
parliamentary elections of 2007, and its
citizens’ high level of support for NATO
membership: 67 percent.
Albania, according to Dr. Haltzel, is
religiously diverse, with its people living
in relative harmony, and has proven itself
to be a “prudent good neighbor,” taking
in hundreds of thousands of refugees during the Kosovo war of 1999.
Significantly, popular support for NATO
stands at more than 90 percent.
As regards Macedonia, the speaker

said the national government “has made
good faith efforts at police, justice and
economic reforms and at combating the
pervasive corruption” in the country.
Here, too, an overwhelming majority of
the population supports NATO membership.
All three candidate-states, Dr. Haltzel
said, fulfill the requirements for NATO
membership and have been contributors
to the alliance’s military operations.
Turning to Ukraine and Georgia,
which
have
requested
NATO
Membership Action Plans, Dr. Haltzel
said the situation is “more problematic.”
“No one can doubt Ukraine’s geostrategic importance. A stable, democratic Ukraine inside NATO would dramatically increase stability in Europe. It is
precisely because of Ukraine’s impor(Continued on page 13)
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Yushchenko looks to grand coalition
to replace Tymoshenko as PM
by Taras Kuzio
Eurasia Daily Monitor

On March 15 the government of Yulia
Tymoshenko will mark its first 100 days
in office, a period that has been a baptism
by fire. Not only has the government
faced relentless attacks from the opposition Party of the Regions (PRU), it has
also faced a parliamentary lockout and an
antagonistic Russia. As former National
Security and Defense Council (NSDC)
Secretary Volodymyr Horbulin noted,
each time Ms. Tymoshenko heads the
government, Russia deploys energy pressure against Ukraine.
But this period also has been plagued
by blatant attempts to undermine the
government from its own coalition partners and ostensible allies. Six days after
Ms. Tymoshenko was confirmed as
prime minister on December 18, 2007,
President Viktor Yushchenko appointed
Raisa Bohatyriova as NSDC secretary.
Ms. Bohatyriova was head of the PRU
parliamentary faction and shared a parliamentary office with PRU campaign manager Borys Kolesnikov.
The six-day gap between Ms.
Tymoshenko’s confirmation and Ms.
Bohatyriova’s appointment was no coincidence, but part of what Kyiv insiders
have dubbed “Operation Baloha.” The
alleged mastermind, presidential chief of
staff Viktor Baloha, is more ruthless than
Oleksander Zinchenko (both were members of the hard-line, anti-Yushchenko
Social Democratic Party – United) and
Oleh Rybachuk, his predecessors.
Operation Baloha grew out of the
spring 2007 constitutional crisis, which
collapsed when the PRU agreed to preterm elections on September 30. Mr.
Yushchenko’s side of the bargain was a
promise to the PRU to support a grand

coalition with his Our Ukraine party after
the elections. During the elections Mr.
Yushchenko actively campaigned for a
“democratic” (i.e., Orange) coalition. But
when his Orange Revolution ally, the
Yulia Tymoshenko Bloc (YTB) drew to
within 3 percent of the PRU, Mr.
Yushchenko could not follow through on
his grand coalition promise. The YTB’s
improved election results, coupled with
the static performance of Our Ukraine –
People’s Self-Defense (OU-PSD) bloc,
was further complicated by increased
hostility within OU-PSD to such a grand
coalition. Leading NUNS members had
suffered under the Viktor Yanukovych
government in fall 2006.
President Yushchenko, therefore,
decided to continue his multi-vector
policies of supporting both Orange and
grand coalitions – a position that he has
espoused since Our Ukraine’s founding
in 2001. Following the 2006 parliamentary elections Mr. Yushchenko negotiated
a grand coalition through Yurii
Yekhanurov and an Orange coalition
through Roman Bezsmertnyi.
The result of Mr. Yushchenko’s post2007 maneuvering has been an Orange
coalition inside Parliament and a grand
coalition ensconced in the NSDC and the
presidential administration. Since Mr.
Yushchenko came to power in 2005 the
NSDC has been continually used as a
counterweight to governments seen by
Mr. Yushchenko as “hostile,” whether
headed by Ms. Tymoshenko (2005 and
2007 to date) or Mr. Yanukovych (20062007).
Mr. Baloha and seven allies from OUPSD resigned from President
Yushchenko’s bloc as part of a larger
strategy to undermine the Tymoshenko
(Continued on page 28)

How the Kremlin manages
to get the right results
by Robert Coalson
RFE/RL Newsline

One day after the March 2 presidential
ballot in Russia put the final seal of
approval on Dmitry Medvedev’s carefully
orchestrated win, the head of the country’s
election commission had warm words of
praise for the vote. “There is no more open,
more transparent and more organized election system,” Vladimir Churov said, “than
the election system of the Russian
Federation.”
Mr. Churov added that perhaps the greatest innovation of the Russian voting system
is the complex, multilayered system used
for counting votes, a system he claims virtually precludes the possibility of falsification.
But to independent observers of both the
presidential poll and the December 2007
Duma elections, the system seems geared
for getting the right results for the Kremlin
– rather than for getting the results right.
Election management in Russia, of
course, begins long before election day. It
involves the massive distortion of public
opinion through the control of the media,
the abuse of public office at all levels for
political ends, the manipulation of election
law and the composition of election commissions, and the use of a variety of means
to ensure that only approved parties and
candidates appear on ballots at all.

One of the clearest macro-manipulations
is the compilation of the official voter list.
Vedomosti reported on March 6 that,
according to official figures, there were
107.6 million eligible voters in Russia as of
June 2007. By the time of the December
legislative elections, that figure had risen to
109.15 million.
The hike might be explained by the fact
that Unified Russia wanted as many votes
as possible because Duma seats are allocated according to the number of votes. In
addition, the federal budget provides parties who pick up more than 3 percent of the
vote to qualify for annual state funding of 5
rubles ($0.20) for each vote they received.
By the time of the March presidential
election, in which the Kremlin was interested in the highest possible voter turnout
rather than a particular number of votes, the
official voter list was back down to 107
million, Kommersant reported. According
to official figures, St. Petersburg lost 11
percent of its voting-age population
between December 2007 and March 2008.
But these macro-management means
alone cannot ensure the kind of precision
that Kremlin politicos seem to require of
the results. For instance, First Deputy
Prime Minister Medvedev polled 70.2 percent, according to preliminary official
(Continued on page 28)
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Kyiv condemns Russian statement

EU wants clarification of relations

KYIV – The Ukrainian Foreign
Affairs Ministry has condemned a statement by Russian envoy to the United
Nations Valery Loshchinin in which he
called on governments not to recognize
Ukraine’s Great Famine in 1932-1933 as
genocide, RFE/RL’s Ukrainian Service
reported on March 11. “Such statements... are nothing but a cynical attempt
to humiliate and tarnish the memory of
millions of our innocent brothers and sisters who starved to death,” the ministry
said in a statement. According to different estimates, 7 million to 10 million
people died in the Holodomor, which
was orchestrated by the regime of Soviet
leader Joseph Stalin and became a
national tragedy for Ukraine. The
Ukrainian authorities are seeking to have
the Holodomor recognized at the international level as a genocide against the
Ukrainian people. President Viktor
Yushchenko has declared 2008 a year of
remembrance for the victims of the
Holodomor. (RFE/RL Newsline)

BRUSSELS, Belgium – European
Union governments on March 11 called on
Ukraine and the Russian gas monopoly
Gazprom to clarify the state of their relations after the recent dispute over
Ukraine’s gas debts caused cutoffs in gas
supplies to the country, Reuters reported.
Energy officials from the EU’s 27 member-states said in a statement that “the
group underlined the importance and the
necessity of urgent clarification of relations between Gazprom and Ukraine as far
as domestic Ukrainian gas consumption
and gas transit towards the EU is concerned.” Gazprom twice reduced its gas
supplies to Ukraine by 25 percent each
time, demanding that Ukraine pay off its
debts for gas consumed in late 2007 and
sign agreements on cooperation in the gas
sector for 2008. Last week, Gazprom
resumed its gas supplies to Ukraine and
the two sides returned to the negotiating
table, averting the threat of cutoffs in supplies of Russian gas to European consumers. Representatives of Ukrainian gas
operator Naftohaz Ukrayiny and Gazprom
are currently holding talks in Moscow. The
gas issue has caused disputes between
Ukrainian President Viktor Yushchenko
and Prime Minister Yulia Tymoshenko,
former Orange Revolution allies. (RFE/RL
Newsline)

Lugar questions invitation to Putin
WASHINGTON – Sen. Richard Lugar
of Indiana, the U.S. Senate Foreign
Relations
Committee’s
senior
Republican, said in Washington on
March 11 that he wonders whether
NATO was right to invite President
Vladimir Putin to its Bucharest summit
on April 2-4, at which possible NATO
membership for Ukraine and Georgia
will be discussed, news agencies reported. Sen. Lugar recalled President Putin’s
recent threat to target Ukraine with
nuclear missiles if it joins NATO or participates in the U.S. missile-defense program. The senator said that “to invite
President Putin into this situation ... is to
give him a meeting in which he intimidates [Georgia and Ukraine] further.”
Assistant U.S. Secretary of State Daniel
Fried said at the same Senate hearing that
“the challenge, however, is to make sure
that NATO takes decisions on issues on
their own merits, based on what is good
for the alliance and good for the issues at
hand, without undue pressure from any
outside actors.” (RFE/RL Newsline)
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EU, Ukraine extend Action Plan
BRUSSELS, Belgium – Ukrainian
Prime Minister Yulia Tymoshenko
announced on March 11 in Brussels that
Ukraine and the European Union have
agreed to extend by one year Ukraine’s EU
Action Plan, RFE/RL’s Ukrainian Service
reported. The plan initially was expected to
run from 2005 to 2007, and provided for
cooperation efforts aimed at bringing
Ukraine closer to the EU. “We agreed to
extend the Action Plan by one year, and
within this period a new political instrument with regard to relations between
Ukraine and the EU will be created,” Ms.
Tymoshenko said. The prime minister
added that Ukraine will take responsibility
for the fulfillment of 23 additional commitments in bilateral cooperation, includ(Continued on page 27)
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NEWS ANALYSIS: Party of the Regions forum discusses language and NATO
by Pavel Korduban
Eurasia Daily Monitor

Ukraine’s main opposition force, the
Party of the Regions (PRU), organized
what it called a “congress of national
deputies of all levels” in the eastern town
of Severodonetsk on Saturday, March 1. It
discussed topics such as official languages
and NATO membership. Almost 3,700
representatives of 28 opposition parties
and non-governmental organizations and
foreign guests attended.
The forum featured mostly PRU people, while pro-Russian radicals such as
Progressive Socialist Party leader Natalia
Vitrenko, were refused the floor. On the
other hand, the liberal wing of the PRU
largely ignored the forum. This may be
another sign of a split within the party
between former Prime Minister Viktor
Yanukovych’s followers and the pragmatists who are prone to cooperate with
President Viktor Yushchenko.
The PRU used the forum to mobilize
the electorate in its stronghold of southeastern Ukraine ahead of possible early
parliamentary elections by focusing on the
government’s NATO entry plans and the
Russian language issue. President
Yushchenko may be prompted to dissolve
Parliament, which has been unable to
work because the PRU and its allies have
blocked it for more than a month,
demanding a referendum on NATO entry.
The PRU always trots out the issues of
NATO entry and the Russian language

ahead of an election, as its mostly Russiaoriented and Russian-speaking electorate
opposes the government policy of
Ukrainianization, afraid of losing its cultural identity, and the plans to join NATO,
fearing that this would badly affect relations with Russia.
The venue for the forum was selected
to spite the Orange government. The delegates at the previous congress of deputies
organized by the PRU, which was held in
Severodonetsk at the height of the Orange
Revolution in November 2004, threatened
to federalize Ukraine if Mr. Yushchenko
were elected president. When Mr.
Yushchenko eventually became president,
he authorized criminal cases against “separatism,” as the Orange camp believes in a
strong unitary state and views federalization as a serious threat to sovereignty.
In order to prevent new “separatist”
calls, the Security Service of Ukraine
(SBU) had summoned several PRU
activists to warn them against undermining the unitary state, SBU spokeswoman
Maryna Ostapenko said. This prompted
the organizers of the second
Severodonetsk forum to cautiously avoid
the issue of federalization, although they
complained of SBU interference. The latest forum had four issues on the agenda:
the powers of regional governments, the
rights of Russophones, “falsification of
Ukrainian history” regarding the famine of
1932-1933 and the role of nationalist
World War II fighters, and NATO entry.
The forum warned the government

against “misinformation” regarding the
Famine and the activities of the Ukrainian
Insurgent Army (UPA) during World War
II. Official Ukrainian historiography maintains that the Famine, known as the
Holodomor, was organized by Stalin in
order to exterminate Ukrainians, and that
the UPA fought for Ukrainian independence against both the Nazis and the Red
Army. The PRU and its allies tend to
agree with the interpretations of the two
phenomena accepted in Russia, namely
that the Famine affected several ethnic
groups and was not confined to Ukraine,
and that the UPA collaborated with the
Nazis.
The forum called on the Verkhovna
Rada to pass laws to protect Russian and
other minority languages in culture, education, sports and state services. It also
decided to compile a “white paper on
forcible Ukrainianization and violations of
human rights.” Mr. Yanukovych told the
forum that no single Russian school
remains in six out of Ukraine’s 25 regions,
and that the number of Russian theaters
has shrunk threefold since independence.
PRU Deputy Dmytro Tabachnyk accused
the government of “imposing
Russophobia and archaic monolingualism,” and his comrade-in-arms Vadym
Kolesnychenko warned of “racism and
xenophobia.”
PRU member and industrialist
Viacheslav Bohuslayev estimated a possible economic loss from NATO entry at
$22 billion, as the Ukrainian military

industry would lose many Russian partners. The forum called on NATO to organize a special discussion on Ukraine ahead
of the Bucharest summit of NATO in
April, and on Parliament to start work to
organize a referendum on NATO entry.
The PRU and its allies are confident that
Ukrainians will reject NATO membership
in a referendum, so this issue will be
dropped from the government agenda. The
forum also urged government decentralization so that regional governments could
have more authority over local finances.
The liberal wing of the PRU, which
recently tended to cooperate with
President Yushchenko, distanced itself
from the Severodonetsk forum.
Its informal leader, Ukraine’s richest
businessman, Rinat Akhmetov, preferred
to watch a soccer match. Raisa
Bohatyriova, former chairwoman of the
PRU caucus in Parliament and now secretary of the Yushchenko-chaired National
Security and Defense Council, also
ignored the forum. Mr. Akhmetov’s righthand man and former chairman of the
Donetsk Oblast Council, Borys
Kolesnykov, attended but sat among the
PRU grassroots membership, rather than
with the PRU leadership. The newspaper
Segodnya, linked to Mr. Akhmetov, covered the Severodonetsk forum in a small
item buried between gossip pages.
Sources: Ukrayinski Novyny, InterfaxUkraine, March 2; Ukrayinska Pravda,
Kommersant, Segodnya, March 3.

Yushchenko speaks at Europe-Ukraine Forum Vitaly Fedorchuk, former KGB chief
known as “butcher of Ukraine,” dies
PARSIPPANY, N.J. – Vitaly
Fedorchuk, the KGB chief in Ukraine
from 1970 to 1982 who was known as
“the butcher of Ukraine,” died in
Moscow on February 29. He was 89.
His death was announced by Russia’s
Federal Security Service, successor to the
KGB.
Mr. Fedorchuk, who was born in
Ukraine in December 1918, was a career
security officer. According to the
Encyclopedia of Ukraine, he joined the
NKVD in 1939 after studying at a military academy and the NKVD higher
school. He was involved in the liquidation of the Ukrainian Catholic Church in
western Ukraine in the 1940s.
He also worked in intelligence in East
Germany and at the Soviet Embassy in
Vienna. The New York Times cited a
Business Week article that reported Mr.

Fedorchuk had been associated with
numerous kidnappings and “accidents”
that befell expatriates in Vienna. In 19671970 he headed the KGB’s military
counterintelligence section.
He was tapped in 1970 by Soviet
leader Leonid Brezhnev as chairman of
the KGB in Ukraine. Mr. Fedorchuk was
known for his brutal crackdown on
“Ukrainian bourgeois nationalism” and
the Ukrainian dissident movement,
including the Ukrainian Helsinki
Monitoring Group, in the 1970s.
In 1973 he became a candidate member and three years later a full member of
the Politburo of the Ukrainian SSR.
Mr. Fedorchuk was later named by Mr.
Brezhnev’s successor, Yuri Andropov, as
chairman of the USSR’s KGB, a post he
(Continued on page 30)

Quotable notes

Official Website of the President of Ukraine

KYIV – President Viktor Yushchenko is seen above addressing the EuropeUkraine Forum on February 28. In his opening address he noted that Ukraine has
entered a new stage of relations with the European Union, and that Ukraine’s
recent accession to the World Trade Organization and the beginning of talks on a
free trade zone and a new agreement with the European Union are both significant steps toward the realization of Ukraine’s European aspirations. The president
also touched on Ukraine’s NATO aspirations, emphasizing that holding a referendum on the issue would be untimely as the alliance has not yet made any proposals to Ukraine. He also explained that the question of Ukraine’s membership in
NATO is not the true cause of political tensions in the Verkhovna Rada. “It is not a
discussion about NATO. It is a discussion about power,” he commented.

“… [Ukraine and Georgia] are not asking for NATO membership, although
they would be delighted if we treated them as prospective members. They are
asking for the tools with which to complete their reforms and ultimately to qualify for membership consideration. …
“A Membership Action Plan… would initiate an open-ended process that
anticipates that Georgia and Ukraine will spend many years resolving critical
national questions of stability, territorial integrity, institutional capacity and the
resolution of frozen conflicts before making a political decision to pursue NATO
membership. Nor are Russia’s interests in any way injured by closer relations
between NATO and Russia’s neighbors. Over time, Ukraine and Georgia would
become more stable and undoubtedly more prosperous. Invariably, countries in
the process of building closer relations with NATO find that they can safely
demilitarize and devote more of their energies to multilateral resolution of conflicts with neighbors. Ultimately, closer relations between Europe and Ukraine
and Georgia would bring Russia closer to Europe and would make the needed
dialogues with Russia on democracy and energy that much easier. …”
– Bruce P. Jackson, president of the Project on Transitional Democracies,
writing in The Washington Post on February 4, in an op-ed article titled “At
NATO, No Time for Cold Feet.”
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U.S. and new NATO members back MAPs for Georgia, Ukraine Ukraine, Georgia
by Vladimir Socor
Eurasia Daily Monitor

NATO debates on Membership Action
Plans (MAPs) for Georgia and Ukraine
have entered the final stage in the run-up to
the alliance’s April 2-4 summit in
Bucharest.
With NATO’s approval rating in Ukraine
at merely 20 percent to 25 percent in the
fourth year of the Yushchenko presidency,
political elites are deeply divided on the
issue, and security-sector reforms are now
on the back burner, Ukraine remains an
attractive MAP aspirant primarily by sheer
strategic weight.
Meanwhile, NATO debates on the
MAPs tend to focus more on Georgia.
This relative emphasis reflects Georgia’s
high level of support for NATO membership at all levels of society, fast-paced military reforms, positive findings by NATO
assessment missions and substantial
Georgian participation in allied operations
with troops in the field. Georgia’s January 5
plebiscite showed 72.5 percent voter support for the goal of NATO membership,
despite awareness of the costly efforts
involved. This level of public support
matches the previous all-time-high level for
an aspirant country, which was registered in
Romania during that country’s preparation
for its successful accession to the alliance.
On the other hand, Russia’s calculated
displays of hostility toward Georgia ahead
of the NATO summit seem designed to suggest that approval of a Georgian MAP
could severely damage NATO-Russia relations. By the same token, Moscow wants
some major European countries to believe
that European Union interests or their own
interests with Russia would suffer if they
approve a Georgian MAP. This became a
subtext of reservations and objections from
several Western European delegations dur-

Russia’s envoy to NATO, Dmitry Rogozin,
warned that Georgia would definitively
lose Abkhazia and South Ossetia, and
Ukraine would lose the eastern part of the
country “like Abkhazia,” if the two countries join NATO.
ing the meeting of NATO countries’ ministers of foreign affairs on March 6 in
Brussels. The skeptics do not oppose a
MAP as such, but would apparently prefer
to delay or downgrade it.
From the meeting’s sidelines, Russia’s
envoy to NATO, Dmitry Rogozin, predicted
that the alliance would postpone any decision on MAPs for Ukraine and Georgia
until after the Bucharest summit (Interfax,
March 7). Targeting a German audience,
Mr. Rogozin warned that Georgia would
definitively lose Abkhazia and South
Ossetia, and Ukraine would lose the eastern
part of the country “like Abkhazia,” if the
two countries join NATO (Der Spiegel,
March 10).
At that ministerial meeting, the United
States and the New Group of Georgia’s
Friends – consisting of the three Baltic
states, Poland, the Czech Republic,
Romania and Bulgaria (Sweden participates
in the EU context) – supported offering
MAPs to Georgia and Ukraine at the
Bucharest summit or, failing that, a few
months later. Lithuanian Minister of
Foreign Affairs Petras Vaitekunas argued in
Brussels – as did Foreign Affairs
Undersecretary Zygimantas Pavilionis in a
parallel forum in Berlin – that MAPs would

better equip and encourage the aspirant
countries to complete the reforms and meet
the membership standards in due course.
Ministers Urmas Paet of Estonia, Maris
Riekstins of Latvia and Radek Sikorski of
Poland called for an undelayed MAP decision to be based on performance, ruling out
any “questioning of the right of membership.” In Warsaw, Prime Minister Donald
Tusk, reaffirming “Poland’s traditional and
strong support,” expressed concern over the
rift in NATO and the “greater reluctance
toward Georgia than toward Ukraine”
(BNS, PAP, March 6, 7; Rustavi 2-TV,
March 10).
A few days earlier (February 26) at a
NATO review meeting of Individual
Partnership Action Plans (IPAPs), Belgium
and Germany led in questioning whether
Georgia had taken peaceful and “conciliatory” steps toward resolution of the secessionist conflicts, in line with some United
Nations Security Council documents. Such
questioning was their line of defense against
a proposal by Georgia’s MAP supporters, to
acknowledge that Georgia had taken peaceful steps. While insistence on additional
information seems unexceptionable, the gist
of this objection was to place the onus on
(Continued on page 28)

and NATO
“NATO’s European Mission,” editorial, The Washington Post, March 9:
“…the alliance owes answers to
Ukraine and Georgia, both of which have
formally asked NATO for a Membership
Action Plan, the bureaucratic vehicle
used to guide countries through military
and democratic reforms. The decisions
are harder than those of the past –
because of the greater instability of those
two countries and the greater resistance
of Russia to further NATO expansion. At
a meeting of foreign ministers in Brussels
last week, Germany and France spoke up
against Ukraine and Georgia, largely
because of fear of offending Moscow.
“For just those reasons, the United
States should push the alliance to move
forward. Russia’s repeated and heavyhanded maneuvers in and against Ukraine
and Georgia in the past several years
have dramatically demonstrated
Moscow’s ambition to destroy those
countries’ freedom and independence.
Russian President Vladimir Putin’s recent
threat to target Ukraine with nuclear
weapons should have been a wake-up call
for any Western government that doubted
whether Kiev [sic] needed defending.
“While the administration is clearly
sympathetic to the two states, it has held
back from pressing their case with the
reluctant Europeans. Yet Mr. Putin surely
will regard a failure by the Bucharest
summit to act on Ukraine and Georgia as
an admission that they are outside its
sphere and an invitation to escalate his
bullying. President [George W.] Bush,
who oversaw NATO’s last expansion
eastward, should reinforce that legacy by
insisting that the alliance reach out to
these threatened democracies.”

Some Western European states cold-shoulder Georgia, Ukraine
by Vladimir Socor
Eurasia Daily Monitor

Several Western European governments
cold-shouldered Georgia’s and Ukraine’s
applications for NATO Membership Action
Plans (MAPs) during the meeting of NATO
countries’ ministers of foreign affairs on
March 6 in Brussels. Intended to prepare
for the NATO summit due in early April in
Bucharest, the Brussels meeting adjourned
without a decision on this major chapter of
the summit’s agenda. Officially, no country
is known to oppose the MAPs outright. In
practice, a number of “old” NATO member-countries seem inclined to drag their
feet in deference to Russia.
This ministerial meeting was the first to
discuss the merits of MAP aspirants comprehensively in a policy-making forum of
this level, with a view to an allied decision.
An inconclusive outcome could be anticipated from this first meeting. However,
with barely three weeks now remaining to
the Bucharest summit, the ultimate decision
may well turn out to be a hurriedly political
one.
By most accounts, Georgia’s MAP
application is more controversial than
Ukraine’s in the NATO debates, including
the ministerial session just held. Those
objecting to a Georgian MAP invoke some
considerations that bear little relation to
Georgia’s performance as an aspirant
nation. Current objections are largely based
on concern for relations with Russia on the
part of Germany, France and a handful of
other Western European governments.

At the Brussels meeting, French
Minister of Foreign Affairs Bernard
Kouchner urged the NATO Council to
“take into account Russia’s sensitivity and
the important role it plays.” Moreover, he
argued, relations with Russia are already
strained over Kosovo and the planned U.S.
missile shield, and should not be subjected
to further strain over MAPs. Mr. Kouchner
had personally been committed to
Kosovo’s independence and pressed for its
secession from Serbia despite Russia’s
objections.
With France scheduled to take over the
European Union’s presidency on July 1,
Mr. Kouchner claims that his government
and the EU as a whole need an unperturbed
relationship with Russia in order to agree
on a cooperation agenda, specifically mentioning energy ties. “We think that EURussia relations are absolutely important.
And France is not the only country wanting
to maintain a relationship with Russia as a
great nation” (Le Monde, March 8).
German Minister of Foreign Affairs
Frank-Walter Steinmeier also seemed to
think of relations with Russia as a priority.
Entering the Brussels meeting, he declared
that he was “skeptical” on the MAP and
called for a “calm discussion” of the differences within NATO. “In Russia we have a
new president and I think that the European
Union wants to put its ties with Russia on
another footing.”
In this he was not alone.
“We have to take the interests of others,
not only of NATO members, into account,”
Minister of Foreign Affairs Jean Asselborn

echoed from Luxembourg’s perch (AP,
Reuters, March 7). For their part, the
Spanish and Netherlands governments are
said to be motivated by internal EU politics
in resisting these MAPs.
Four implications stand out from the
public remarks of these allied ministers.
First, there is an idea that relations with
Russia may take precedence over other
considerations and may constrain NATO’s
internal decisions. Mr. Kouchner even
seemed to weigh the issue of MAP against
the issue of Russian energy supplies – a
linkage that others have previously suggested in a similar vein, but not publicly or
explicitly.
Second, there is the notion that Russia
needs some consolation over Kosovo, or
reassurance of peaceful Western intent
against the backdrop of other security
issues in dispute. This logic can lead to
tradeoffs with Moscow at other countries’
expense, for example by delaying these
MAPs on some excuse.
The third potential implication stems
from counterposing the EU agenda to the
NATO agenda, including the MAP issue.
The ministers who spoke publicly in that
vein cited EU goals and priorities (mainly
Russia-related) in objecting to the MAPs,
which are, however, a NATO issue. Such
artificial dissonance can weaken the
alliance from within, particularly if certain
influential governments start invoking the
EU’s authority to bend NATO decisions.
The fourth implication has to do with
personalizing yet again relations with
Russia. An oft-heard argument among

A number of “old”
NATO membercountries seem
inclined to drag
their feet on MAPs
for Georgia and
Ukraine in deference to Russia.
Western Europeans within NATO and the
EU holds that allies should reach out to
Russia’s president-elect, Dmitry
Medvedev, and avoid any irritant issue so
as to repair the damaged relationship. A
related argument holds that Russia would
respond indignantly if the Bucharest summit offers MAPs to Georgia and Ukraine in
the presence of Russian President Vladimir
Putin, whom NATO has invited to attend
the NATO-Russia Council’s session there.
As an overarching consequence, such
arguments would award Russia indirect
levers to influence and distort NATO decisions – in this case over the eligibility of
countries for membership action plans and
accession prospects. Thus, the integrity of
NATO’s decision-making process, and
even its capacity to take internal decisions
fully independent of Russia, are at stake in
the MAP debate in the run-up to the
alliance’s summit.
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Central and East European Coalition meets with Obama campaign advisers
WASHINGTON – Representatives of
the 19 member-organizations of the
Central and East European Coalition
(CEEC) on February 29 met with
Anthony Lake, Ph.D., senior foreign policy adviser for Sen. Barack Obama’s
presidential campaign. Joining Dr. Lake,
and facilitating the meeting, was Mark
Brzezinski, also a well-known foreign
policy expert.
In his remarks Dr. Lake touched on
many important issues of concern to
CEEC member-organizations.
Among the topics of discussion were
NATO enlargement (especially in light of
the upcoming Bucharest Summit in
April); the backsliding of democratic
trends in the Russian Federation; and the
visa waiver issue.
In regard to NATO, Dr. Lake clearly
stated that the enlargement process “reinforces democracy in all nations of
Europe” and brings all European nations
together. He described the process itself
as “not just of strategic importance [to
the United States], but of morality, as
well.”
Russia’s recent trend toward more
authoritarian control also sparked a few
comments from Dr. Lake. Having

expressed concern for the current government policies of President Vladimir
Putin, he stressed, “We must engage
them [the Russians] on issues of mutual
interest and concern, but at the same time
broaden our relations with the Russian
people, not just the Russian government.”
Dr. Lake also expressed support for
expanding the visa waiver program to
five additional countries in Central and
Eastern Europe, as it pertains to a Senate
bill, S. 342 (the Secure Travel and
Counterterorism Partnership Act that
seeks to extend visa-free travel privileges
to nationals of countries that are allies in
the war on terrorism), which has been
supported by Sen. Obama. In addition,
Sen. Obama’s statement in support of
congressional passage of the Armenian
Genocide resolution, as well as support
for Ukraine’s commitment to join NATO,
were referenced and made available to
the CEEC representatives.
“The countries of the CEEC enjoy
strong bonds and alliances with various
government officials,” stated Michael
Sawkiw Jr., president of the Ukrainian
Congress Committee of America. “This
meeting afforded the opportunity to dis-

CEEC meets with adviser
to campaign of Hillary Clinton
WASHINGTON – The Central and
East European Coalition (CEEC), comprising 19 national organizations representing more than 22 million Americans,
on February 27 discussed a range of policy issues with presidential candidate Sen.
Hillary Clinton’s adviser former
Secretary of State Madeleine K. Albright.
Also present at the meeting was Lee
Feinstein, the Clinton campaign’s national security director.
The meeting focused on key areas of
concern for the CEEC, including
Russia’s actions in the region, energy
security and diversification, NATO
enlargement, immigration and the visa
waiver program, re-affirmation of the
Armenian Genocide, as well as other
human rights issues.
Mr. Feinstein, speaking on behalf of
Sen. Clinton, reinforced the senator’s
longstanding support for and co-sponsorship of the genocide resolution.
Dr. Albright noted Sen. Clinton’s long
record of support for the countries of the
region and pointed to the challenges that
America and its allies face. Recognizing

the strong bonds that exist between the
democracies of Central and Eastern
Europe, Dr. Albright announced Sen.
Clinton’s plan to extend the visa waiver
program, in which the senator stated,
“Our Central and Eastern European
friends are first-class allies. Americans
whose families hail from these countries
should not be treated as second-class citizens.”
“We appreciate Sen. Clinton’s commitment to these critical issues as
demonstrated by her support for fair
treatment with respect to the visa waiver
program,” stated Nino Japaridze of the
Georgian Association in the U.S. “We
will continue our active engagement on
these important policy matters,” Mr.
Japaridze continued.
Dr. Albright also expressed confidence
that Sen. Clinton would continue to
advance issues of concern to the Central
and East European Coalition. She
thanked the CEEC for its important work
and urged the group to remain engaged
on the issues.

Representatives of member-organizations of the Central and East European
Coalition with Anthony Lake (front row, fourth from right), senior foreign policy
advisor to the presidential campaign of Sen. Barack Obama.
cuss issues of mutual concern and interest, and we look forward to working
closely with policy-makers in
Washington on these key issues.”
The Central and East European

Coalition (CEEC) comprises 19 national
membership organizations that represent
more than 22 million Americans who can
trace their heritage to the countries of
Central and Eastern Europe.

On the campaign trail
Sen. John Mc Cain, Republican candidate for president, in a statement issued
on March 3 on the Russian presidential
election:
“Yesterday we saw what is unfortunately yet another step away from
democracy in Russia. In an election that
was uncontested, where opposition candidates were either suppressed or arrested, where the result was foreordained by
the manipulations of a corrupt and undemocratic regime, the one thing that was
never in doubt was the result. It is a
tragedy of history that at this moment,
when the democratic tide has reached
more nations than ever before, the
Russian people who rose in unison in
1991 to end totalitarian rule backed by a
pervasive and cruel KGB would, after
less than two decades, be again deprived
of the opportunity to choose their leaders
in a free and open contest.”
Sen. Hillary Clinton, candidate for the
Democratic Party’s nomination for president, in a statement released on March 2:
“Today’s presidential election in
Russia – where the installation of Dmitry
Medvedev as Vladimir Putin’s self-designated successor was never in doubt –
marks a milestone in that country’s
retreat from democracy. Today’s contest
is not an open and democratic election,
and the Russian people have been denied
the opportunity to choose their leaders
and shape the future of their country.
There’s no other way to describe today’s
election.
“Mr. Medvedev has said some hopeful
sounding things in the course of his campaign, and the job of a new American
president will be to test these words, to

see whether they could mark a new
approach in Russian politics and foreign
policy.
“But we have to do this with our eyes
open.”
Sen. Barack Obama, candidate for the
Democratic Party’s nomination for president, in a statement released on March 3:
“Yesterday, Russians went to the polls
to elect a new president and begin the
process of a peaceful transition of power
in the Kremlin. Against the backdrop of
hundreds of years of autocratic rule,
Dmitry Medvedev’s election as Russia’s
next president may appear to represent
progress. Against the backdrop of
Russia’s more recent experiment with
democracy, this election was a tragic step
backwards. Medvedev won easily in part
because a very popular [Vladimir] Putin
selected him, but also in part because
genuine opposition candidates were not
allowed on the ballot, Kremlin-loyal television networks flooded the airwaves
with positive coverage of Medvedev, and
the entire state apparatus was mobilized
to produce votes for Putin’s candidate.
The election was the least competitive in
Russia’s post-communist history.
“The United States, however, will
need to work with President Medvedev
on a range of issues of common concern… But engagement with President
Medvedev and his government must not
lead us to turn a blind eye to democratic
erosion inside Russia. On the campaign
trail, Medvedev himself hinted that he
wanted to strengthen the rule of law,
independent media and Russia’s embrace
of political freedom. All true friends of
the Russian people should encourage him
to keep his word.”

Got a group?
Need The Weekly?
Madeleine K. Albright (center), senior foreign policy advisor for Sen. Hillary
Clinton’s presidential campaign, meets with representatives of the Central and
East European Coalition.
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MAPs at the Bucharest summit
The Bucharest summit of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization is less than
three weeks away from the date of this issue (which contains much information
on the issue of NATO enlargement). The April 2-4 summit is an important one
for Ukraine and Georgia, as both have requested that NATO grant them
Membership Action Plans (MAPs). Moscow and Berlin, however, are doing their
best to derail Ukraine’s and Georgia’s MAPs.
That Russia is opposed to two former Soviet republics getting any closer to
NATO is not a surprise. President Vladimir Putin has on numerous occasions
warned against membership for Georgia and Ukraine, calling such efforts a
“provocation”; and Russia’s envoy to NATO, Dmitry Rogozin, argued most
recently that NATO membership would result in Georgia losing its Abkhazia and
South Ossetia regions and in Ukraine losing the eastern part of the country.
It must be underscored that Mr. Putin, and others of his ilk, are very conveniently ignoring the difference between a Membership Action Plan and actual
membership in NATO. However, their arguments are part of a “head ‘em off at
the pass” strategy aimed at preventing a step that could lead to eventual membership in NATO for Ukraine and Georgia.
Mr. Putin (bless his democratic heart) even went so far as to stand up for the
rights of the Ukrainian and Georgian people. At a press conference on March 8
he said it is they who must decide to be a part of NATO, not their ruling elite. He
characterized Ukraine’s moves toward NATO as “undemocratic,” pointing out
that “the overwhelming majority of Ukrainians do not want their country to join
NATO, but their country is being pulled in nonetheless.” (You know, he really
does have “big brotherly” concern about Ukraine… That, of course, is why he
would aim nuclear missiles at the country!) At any rate, it’s an invalid point. In
Georgia, 75 percent of the public supports NATO membership for the country; in
Ukraine, the Verkhovna Rada has once again made it known that the question of
NATO membership will be subject to a nationwide referendum.
German Chancellor Angela Merkel weighed in on that topic on March 10 by
saying that “a country should become a NATO member not only when its temporary political leadership is in favor but when a significant percentage of the population supports membership.” Clearly, her reference was to Ukraine; just as
clearly, she is attempting to raise the bar to receiving a MAP higher than it was
ever before raised. (As reported in our front-page story on the Helsinki
Commission’s hearing on NATO enlargement, both Slovakia and Slovenia were
granted MAPs even though public support for NATO membership in both countries was weak at the time.)
Ms. Merkel also questioned how “countries that are involved in regional or
internal conflicts” can join the alliance. That is a clear reference to Georgia –
never mind that those conflicts are in large part caused by an outsider, i.e.
Russia.
Earlier, German Foreign Minister Frank-Walter Steinmeier and his French
counterpart Bernard Kouchner on March 6 spoke against giving MAPs to
Ukraine and Georgia, with both expressing a reluctance to antagonize Moscow.
And there’s the rub: Moscow’s adamant opposition.
But why should Russia be granted such power to influence NATO decisions?
Doing so, according to former U.S. Ambassador to Ukraine Steven Pifer, would
only “embolden Russia to reassert itself in the former Soviet states.” In fact, Sen.
Richard Lugar of Indiana questioned whether it was appropriate for NATO to
invite the Russian president to the Bucharest summit. The senior Republican on
the Senate’s Foreign Relations Committee commented: “to invite President Putin
into this situation... is to give him a meeting in which he intimidates [Georgia
and Ukraine] further.”
Decisions on Membership Action Plans, we firmly believe, must be made only
by NATO members and only on the basis of the candidate-countries’ merits and
performance. Both Ukraine and Georgia have met all preconditions to quality for
MAPs. Therefore, the Bucharest summit should approve their MAPs and thus
support their further democratic development.

March

Turning the pages back...

16

Last year, on March 16, 2007, the U.S. Senate approved by
voice vote S. 494, the “NATO Freedom Act of 2007,” introduced by Sen. Richard Lugar (R-Ind.), that endorses further
enlargement of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization
(NATO).
This act would facilitate the admission of Albania, Croatia, Georgia, Macedonia
and Ukraine to NATO. The bill was introduced by Sen. Lugar in 2006 and again on
February 6, 2007. In 2006 the bill was unanimously passed by the Senate, but the
House of Representatives was unable to act prior to the adjournment of the 109th
Congress.
The House passed a similar version of the bill on March 6, 2007, and a technical difference between the bills needed to be resolved before it was eligible to become law.
“The goal of this bill is to reaffirm United States support for continued enlargement
of NATO to democracies that are able and willing to meet the responsibilities of membership. In particular, the legislation calls for the timely admission of Albania,
Croatia, Georgia, Macedonia and Ukraine to NATO and authorizes security assistance
for these countries in fiscal year 2008. Each of these countries has clearly stated its
desire to join NATO and is working to meet the specified requirements for membership,” Sen. Lugar said.
“I believe that eventual NATO membership for these five countries would be a success for Europe, NATO and the United States by continuing to extend the zone of

2007

(Continued on page 11)
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EASTER PASTORAL LETTER

The Risen Christ is with us
Easter pastoral letter of the Ukrainian
Catholic hierarchs of the U.S.A.
Reverend Clergy, Venerable Religious
and Beloved Faithful of the Ukrainian
Catholic Church in the United States:
“Christ is risen from the dead
trampling death by death
and to those in the tombs giving life.”
– Tropar of Easter
We sing these words again and again
during the Easter season, perhaps hundreds
of times. We also contemplate and venerate
the Resurrection icon, which sings this very
same truth – except it uses colors instead of
words and music. In this icon, which is also
referred to as “The Harrowing of Hell,” we
see that the crucified Christ has indeed
become “the firstborn of dead” (Rev. 1:5):
He is shown descending to Hades, the
realm of the dead, to free those held captive
there. Because of Christ, death no longer
has a hold upon those who have died. Adam
and Eve, who had been waiting for His
coming, are raised from the open coffins by
the Conqueror of death: “to those in the
tombs giving life.” The coffin lids, now
lying in such a way that they form a cross,
serve two functions. On the one hand, they
serve as a platform upon which Christ
stands, a platform from which He reaches
down to lift them up. It is, after all, through
Christ’s life-giving death on the cross that
we, in the person of our first parents, are
raised from death to life. On the other hand,
the crossed lids cover the abyss of hell
where the now-powerless devil is crushed,
along with the broken chains which had
held humanity captive for so long: “trampling death by death.” The icon which we
see and the words which we sing proclaim
the same truth.
“Christ is risen from the dead!” Such is
our faith, such is our song, such is the truth
depicted in the Easter icon. However, the
icon treats the Resurrection very differently
from the way it is handled in most Western
art. While the Resurrecton icon does not
focus on the event of the Resurrection, this
is exactly what Western artists usually show
us: they focus on the moment of
Resurrection which no mortal eye witnessed, and then they translate that vision
into marble or paint or stained glass. The
emphasis is on the glory of the Risen Christ,
Who stands near the empty tomb and Who
holds a banner of victory. Sometimes there
are angels kneeling in adoration, or perhaps
there are terrified Roman soldiers who had
been guarding the tomb, but their inclusion
in the scene is far from necessary, and their
relationship to the Risen Christ is different
from that of Adam and Eve in the icon: if
angels or soldiers appear in a Western
depiction, they focus on Christ – the angels
with adoration, the soldiers with fear; in the
icon, it is rather Christ Who focuses His
attention of Adam and Eve, offering them
mercy and salvation. In the icon, the glory
of the Risen Christ is not for Himself alone,
but rather is shared with all people who
allow themselves to be raised. The Christ of
the icon is in relationship with humanity by
His own choice.
Is this not indeed very consistent with
our faith? After all, the creed tells us that it
was “for us men and for our salvation” that
Christ came down from heaven, that He
took upon Himself our human condition,
that He lived among us, that He died and
rose and ascended to glory, and that He now
sits in glory at the right hand of the Father?
By taking human flesh, Christ has irrevocably thrown in His lot with ours; where He
is, there we too are called to be; wherever

we are, we know that He is present as well.
The echo of the Great Compline of
Christmas reverberates in the Paschal mystery as well: “God is with us!” After all,
Incarnation and Resurrection are but different aspects of the same mystery, of a God
Who loves us so much that He constantly
finds new ways to be with us: at His birth,
Christ took upon Himself our nature and
raised it up, making us forever capax Dei –
“capable of God”; by the Paschal mystery
of His death and Resurrection, He joined us
once and for all in our death so that He
might definitely lead us through death to
life.
The Risen Christ is still present to us in
marvelous ways. We see this in the divine
liturgy when the Body and Blood of Christ,
separate at their consecration just as they
were separated on the cross, are once again
reunited in the chalice, thus providing us
with the great sign of the Resurrection. Like
the disciples on the road to Emmaus, we
recognize Him “in the breaking of the
bread” (Luke 24:35). However, if this is the
only place where we look for the Risen
Christ, we are liable to miss Him in the
many other places where He wants us to
seek Him.
In many of our churches, one can find
crosses which point to this mysterious presence of Christ in all of life. Perhaps you
have seen such crosses – either as a processional cross standing behind the altar, or as
a blessing cross in the hand of a priest.
These crosses have two sides: on one side is
pictured the Crucifixion, while on the other
we are shown the Resurrection. These
crosses tell a profound truth: death and resurrection are but two sides of the same reality, for there is no death without
Resurrection, but neither is there
Resurrection without death. Every day we
are confronted with many deaths, some
small and some great. These deaths range
from minor disappointments and inconveniences to major losses – including the
apparent victory of evil, the violence inflicted daily upon the born and the unborn alike,
and the inevitability of our own mortality.
Yet, Christ has sown the seeds of victory in
all these deaths. Only with eyes of faith can
we recognize the Resurrection which Christ
seeks to bring to these moments – indeed to
every moment of our lives.
May we have eyes of faith to recognize
the Risen Christ present and powerful in
our lives, in our families, in our parishes
and in our world which is so desperate for
His presence. May we know His glory in
the beauty of the Church services, may we
know His joy in our family celebrations,
may we know His peace in our daily activities, and may everyone we meet find in us a
convincing witness to the truth and power
of Christ’s Resurrection!
ïËÒÚÓÒ ÇÓÒÂÒ! ÇÓªÒÚËÌÛ ÇÓÒÍÂÒ!
Yours in the Risen Christ,
Most Rev. Stefan Soroka
Metropolitan of the Ukrainian Catholic
Church in the U.S.A.
Archbishop of Philadelphia
for Ukrainians
Most Rev. Robert M. Moskal
Bishop of the St. Josaphat Eparchy
in Parma
Most Rev. Richard Seminack
Bishop of the St. Nicholas Eparchy
in Chicago
Most Rev. Paul Chomnycky, OSBM
Bishop of the Eparchy of Stamford
Most Rev. John Bura
Auxiliary Bishop of the Archeparchy
of Philadelphia
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The “change” mantra:
Obama and Yushchenko
by Taras Kuzio
Each democratic country periodically
holds elections but, on occasion, these
elections become special. Elections are
not only a time to vote for governments
but also to effect change. Elections associated with a widespread public embrace
of the need for change can prove to be
revolutionary in their consequences. The
key word here is “can,” as it is one thing
to ride the wave of public demand for
change and quite another to have the
inclination and political will to introduce
change after the elections.
Examples of elections linked to public
demands for change are numerous.
In 1979 Britain elected Margaret
Thatcher on a wave of public demand for
change. In 1997 Britain had enough of
18 years of the Conservatives and elected
New Labor, which under Tony Blair rode
a wave of public support for change. Old
Labor had been unpopular and unelectable.
Stephen Harper was elected to power
in Canada in 2006 on a wave of change
that evicted the ruling Liberals.
Nicolas Sarkozy was elected last year
on a tidal wave of support for change by
French voters fed up with Jacques
Chirac, who was way past his “sell by”
date.
In 1980 the United States underwent a
similar election when Ronald Reagan
was elected president.
Taras Kuzio, Ph.D., is research associate of the Institute of European,
Russian and Eurasian Studies, George
Washington University. The article above
is reprinted, with the author’s permission, from Business Ukraine magazine.

This year the U.S. may well go
through a similar election.
Democratic Party contender Barack
Obama has singlehandedly changed the
main theme of the U.S. elections to one
of the need for change. Since the Iowa
caucuses in January all candidates,
Democrat and Republican, are saying
they support change.
Ukraine underwent a similar wave of
public support for change in the run-up
to the 2004 presidential elections.
Opinion polls showed that between twothirds and three-quarters of Ukrainians
wanted change. Such numbers indicated
that not only did the Orange camp want
change, but that, at least half of those
who voted for Viktor Yanukovych also
desired change.
Ukrainians had enough of Leonid
Kuchma’s decade in office. After the
Kuchmagate scandal revealed that the
president may have been involved in the
murder of a journalist (Heorhii Gongadze)
the emperor was seen to no longer have
any clothes. Ukrainian polls during Mr.
Kuchma’s decade in office revealed that
when asked which group had the most
influence in society most Ukrainians
believed they were being ruled by the
mafia. Little wonder that the thought of a
Tony Soprano-esque figure, sporting a
crew neck under a thousand-dollar suit,
taking over after Mr. Kuchma left office
did not overly excite Ukrainians.
There are many examples of politicians who have ridden an Obama-like
wave of change only to disappoint voters
and citizens.
Russia’s Borys Yeltsin, Serbia’s
Vojislav Kostunica, Romania’s Emil
(Continued on page 30)

LETTER TO THE EDITOR

Leonid Heretz
responds to Vitvitsky
Dear Editor:
As an undergraduate and graduate student in the 1980s, I was involved in
many aspects of the Harvard Ukrainian
Research Institute’s work on the Great
Famine. It would seem that the
December 30, 2007, account of an event
(“HURI symposium on Holodomor
assesses past and future research” at
which I delivered a brief retrospective
account of that work has given Bohdan
Vitvitsky an opening to vent a grievance
he has been cultivating for a quarter century, as I am sorry to learn.
In his letter to the editor (“Faulty
memory and ‘bezlychnist’,” January 20),
Dr. Vitvitsky accuses me of “shamelessness.” He claims that I boasted of the
importance of the 1984 Famine Oral
History Project, and that I intentionally
misappropriated the credit due to the
Ukrainian American Professionals and
Businesspersons Association of New
York and New Jersey (UAPBA-NY/NJ)
for its sponsorship of those interviews.
Dr. Vitvitsky builds his accusation on his
assertion that I identified the Famine
Oral History Project as “one of the greatest successes of the pre-1991 Harvard
Ukrainian Research Institute.”
I would hope that Dr. Vitvitsky – an
attorney, if my questionable memory
serves – is indulging a lawyerly penchant

for playing with words and facts, and not
faltering in his ability to read and to
think clearly. It is obvious in the original
article that I was speaking of the multifaceted Harvard Famine Project as a
whole, and not about the 1984 oral histories. This in itself renders Dr. Vitvitsky’s
argument pointless.
With regard to “misappropriation”: in
a part of my remarks that did not make it
into the article, I stressed the importance
of community initiative and support. If I
had more than 15 minutes, or if I had
been presenting an official account
intended for publication, I would surely
have acknowledged the UAPBA-NY/NJ.
The late James Mace and I later made
transcripts of the 1984 project, along
with those of many subsequent interviews, available to all who are interested
– an important point with regard to our
informants – those who wanted to be
identified have had their names entered
into the historical record, while the confidentiality of those who chose to remain
anonymous has been scrupulously preserved (see Oral History Project of the
Commission on the Ukraine Famine,
Government Printing Office, 1990, three
volumes). On the very first page of text –
Vol. 1, Introduction, paragraph 3 –
UAPBA-NY/NJ sponsorship is acknowledged.
In light of the above, Dr. Vitvitsky’s
letter calls to mind another word: “dribnychkovist” (pettiness).
Leonid Heretz
Boston
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Faces and Places
by Myron B. Kuropas

Remembering our displaced
It is exactly 60 years ago this year that
we welcomed our third wave of immigrants, the so-called DPs. Once they
arrived in the land of the free, they adjusted
and prospered. To get here, however, they
had to cross many bridges and experience
many travails. It is not a pretty story.
When the second world war came to an
end, hundreds of thousands of Ukrainians
found themselves in Germany, the result of
an often agonizing decision to leave everything behind – home, career, friends and
relatives – and to move out with the retreating Germans rather than remain and await
the re-imposition of Soviet rule. In June of
1945 most of them were living in displaced
persons (DP) camps administered by the
United Nations Relief and Rehabilitation
Administration (UNRRA). Few had any
inkling that their fate had been decided earlier in the year at Yalta.
In a secret codicil finalized on March
31, Franklin D. Roosevelt, Winston
Churchill and Joseph Stalin reached a repatriation agreement guaranteeing the return,
by force if necessary, of all displaced Allied
nationals on a reciprocal basis.
Significantly, the agreement defined Soviet
nationals as all those refugees who had
lived within the borders of the USSR prior
to September 1, 1939. This excluded, obviously, all Ukrainian refugees who had
resided in the pre-war, Polish-governed
regions of Halychyna and Volyn.
Ukrainian Americans argued that no
Ukrainians should be forcibly returned to
the USSR. The Soviets took the position
that all those who refused to return to the
Soviet Union were “fascist collaborators,”
fearing “Soviet justice.” Parroting Soviet
interests, The New York Times agreed,
calling reluctant refugees “collaborationists
who have no claim on the sympathies of
Russia’s Western allies.” The UNRRA
director in the American zone concurred,
asserting that “anti-repatriation groups are
not the product of democratic processes but
rather the remnants of pre-war regimes that
reflect Nazi and fascist concepts.”
What followed was “Operation
Keelhaul,” one of the most shameful chapters in American history. In his book of the
same name, Julius Epstein wrote: “That our
armed forces should have adopted this term
as its code name for deporting by brutal
force to concentration camp, firing squad,
or hangman’s noose millions who were
already in the lands of freedom, shows how
little the high brass thought of their longing
to be free.”
For American soldiers, forced repatriation was a dirty business. Refugees were
often dragged kicking and screaming to
trucks and railroad cars. Preferring death to
repatriation, others hanged themselves,
rammed their heads through windows to
sever their necks and bit each other’s jugulars. American soldiers were shocked.
Some naively urged those being forcibly
repatriated to “vote Stalin out of office if
you don’t like him.”
Appalled by the process, Gen. Dwight
D. Eisenhower ordered a ban on September
4, 1945. On September 6 U.S. authorities
attempted to move 600 Ukrainians from
Mannheim to a DP center in Stuttgart.
Believing they were heading for the Soviet
zone of occupation, the refugees rioted,
prompting Congresswoman Clare Booth
Luce to query the War and State departments regarding the Yalta Accords and “our
common understanding here of the kind of
freedom for which our soldiers fought.”

Although mainstream Jewish organizations supported congressional efforts to
create a home for displaced persons in
America, not all Jews concurred. Ira
Hirschmann, UNRRA Director-General
Fiorello LaGuardia’s personal emissary,
toured the DP camps and reported that the
“hard-core” of the non-Jewish DPs “has
proved to be a criminal and fascist group,
many of whom left their homes voluntarily
to work for Hitler.” Judah Nadich, Gen.
Eisenhower’s first Jewish chaplain, wrote
Ukrainians and Volksdeutsche “were Nazis
to the core of their being.” These sentiments were shared by Abraham G. Duker,
a member of the American legal team at
the Nuremberg war crimes trials. He
argued that Ukrainians “were placed by the
Nazis in the same category as racial
Germans,” and were, therefore, “especially
egregious collaborationists.” American
Communists agreed.
The Ukrainian Congress Committee of
America published a 31-page brochure,
“The Plight of Ukrainian DPs,” established
the United Ukrainian American Relief
Committee (UUARC) for the sole purpose
of assisting the newcomers, and, along with
the Ukrainian National Association and
other Ukrainian organizations, joined
American associations in lobbying
Congress for assistance. A bill was passed
and signed by President Harry S. Truman
as the Displaced Persons Act of 1948. By
June 30, 1952, some 33,000 Ukrainians
had emigrated to the United States.
Allegations regarding Ukrainian/Nazi
collaboration didn’t disappear, however.
Both the U.S. House and the Senate investigated these allegations and concluded that
they were spurious. The special subcommittee report of the House Committee on
the Judiciary titled “Displaced Persons in
Europe and Their Resettlement in the
United States,” submitted on January 20,
1950, concluded that: “The number of
screening agencies, screening sessions,
interrogations and checks that a displaced
person must pass before reaching the
United States is so extensive that the
chance of a fraudulent statement or a
forged document to ‘slip through’ is practically nil.” Each displaced person was
checked by nine separate investigative bodies, including the FBI and the U.S. Army
Counter-Intelligence Corps.
In light of the disgraceful behavior of
the United States in authorizing Operation
Keelhaul, as well in the subsequent checks
and double-checks of refugee backgrounds
in the 1940s, one would have hoped that
the “collaborator stigma” would died. Not
so. In his book, “Quiet Neighbors:
Prosecuting Nazi War Criminals in
America,” Allan A. Ryan Jr., former head
of the Office of Special Investigations
(OSI), wrote: “The Displaced Persons Act
of 1948 was a brazenly discriminatory
piece of legislation ... Had Congress tried
to design a law that would extend the
Statue of Liberty’s hand to the followers
and practitioners of Nazism, it could not
have done much better than this.”
Old Soviet lies never die, it seems. They
continue to fester and fester and to haunt
our community. Fortunately, we are
resilient. The DP generation is no longer
displaced. They are us and we are them.
We are one.
Myron Kuropas’s e-mail address is
kuropas@comcast.net.
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Ukraine and Russia...
Conference on Holodomor
(Continued from page 1)
price for Ukraine at $315 per 1,000
to be held at Rutgers-Newark export
cubic meters, an amount that is over 50 perNEWARK, N.J. – An interdisciplinary
conference on “The Ukrainian FamineGenocide: Reflections after 75 Years”
will be held at Rutgers UniversityNewark on Thursday, April 10, at 2:305:30 p.m.
The conference is sponsored by the
Center for the Study of Genocide and
Human Rights. Alexander L. Hinton,
associate professor of anthropology and
global affairs, is director of the center;
Alexander J. Motyl, professor of political
science and deputy director of the
Division of Global Affairs, is director of
the center’s Program on the Ukrainian
Terror-Famine.
The conference will feature the testimony of Daria Schulha Kira, a
Holodomor survivor who currently
resides in New York City, and an excerpt
from the film-in-progress “Holodomor:
Ukraine’s Genocide of 1932-33”
(http://www.holodomorthemovie.com/).
It will also include presentations by:
• Taras Hunczak, professor emeritus of
history, Rutgers-Newark, and editor, The
Ukrainian Quarterly, on “The Ukrainian
Genocide and Soviet Policy”;
• Frank E. Sysyn, director, Peter Jacyk
Centre for Ukrainian Historical Research,
Canadian Institute of Ukrainian Studies,
University of Alberta, on “Putting the
Ukrainian Famine-Genocide on the

Scholarly Agenda: The Role of the
Ukrainian Diaspora”;
• George G. Grabowicz, Dmytro
Cyzevskyj Professor of Ukrainian
Literature, Harvard University, editor,
Krytyka, and director, Krytyka Institute,
Kyiv, on “The Ukrainian FamineGenocide – the Larger Context”;
• Valery Kuchinsky, former ambassador of Ukraine to the United Nations, on
“The Famine in the United Nations”; and
• Henry R. Huttenbach, professor of
history, director, Russian and East
European Studies Program, City College
of New York, and editor, Journal of
Genocide Research.
A reception will follow the conference.
Proceedings will be held in the
Provost’s Conference Room, Center for
Law and Justice, at 123 Washington St.,
fifth floor, Room 502. Admission is open
to the public.
The Rutgers-Newark campus is within
easy walking distance of the
Pennsylvania and Broad Street stations,
both of which are serviced by NJ Transit
and PATH trains. For directions see:
http://www.newark.rutgers.edu/maps/ind
ex.php.
For more information, log on to:
http://cghr.newark.rutgers.edu/.
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cent more than what Ukraine has been currently paying. Ukraine usually purchases
most of its supply of natural gas from
Turkmenistan and Kazakhstan, but recently
it was forced to acquire some of the more
expensive Russian gas when Central Asian
supplies diminished, thus causing Gazprom
to put a squeeze on Ukraine by attempting
to charge a rate of $315 for gas supplies.
As a result, the latest standoff in the
seemingly endless gas pricing war resumed
on Monday, March 3, in the form of a debt
battle when Russia’s Gazprom cut its supply of gas to Ukraine by 25 percent, citing
Ukraine’s $600 million unresolved gas debt.
When Ukraine did not react immediately,
Gazprom reduced its gas supply by an additional 25 percent the following day.
On Wednesday, March 5, Ukraine fired
back by accusing Gazprom of not paying its
transit fees for gas supplied to Europe since
December 2007. Gazprom responded by
claiming that Naftohaz has deliberately
delayed sending transit fee invoices.
Following the crossfire of words, gas
supplies to Ukraine were restored later that
day after Ukraine promised to pay its gas
debt and representatives of Gazprom and
Naftohaz agreed to hold talks in Moscow
on Wednesday, March 12, on pricing issues
for the rest of the year.
On March 6 Ms. Tymoshenko sent an
official letter to President Viktor
Yushchenko in which she rejected part of
the gas deal with Russia – the terms of
which the prime minister assumed were
struck between Presidents Yushchenko and
Vladimir Putin on February 12. On
February 26 Mr. Yushchenko sent a
telegram to Ms. Tymoshenko criticizing her
government’s inability to settle Ukraine’s
gas debt with Russia in a timely fashion.
“I will fulfill the agreements of February
12 between the presidents as far as the
necessity of normal relations in the gas
sphere is concerned,” Ms. Tymoshenko stated in her letter. However, she added, “the
Cabinet of Ministers cannot agree with several terms of these accords, such as the price
of gas equaling $315 per 1,000 cubic
meters, the use of intermediary companies
and attempts to limit Naftohaz’s access to
Ukraine’s domestic market.”
Ms. Tymoshenko’s letter to the president
underscored her conviction that the arrangement would continue to breed corruption
and the abuse of power, and would go
against “national interests.”
Commenting on the prime minister’s letter, Our-Ukraine – People’s Self-Defense
(OU-PSD) bloc National Deputy Mykhailo
Polianych said that the attempt to present
the latest gas pricing accord as a result of
the government’s titanic effort is a gross
misrepresentation. “The price of $179.50
per cubic meters and relations between
Naftohaz and Gazprom were already settled
and announced by both presidents,” said
Mr. Polianych.
Natural gas is a major political, social
and financial issue; manipulating it will
open wide opportunities for satisfying personal leadership ambitions, according to
Mr. Polianych. “In addition, natural gas
involves huge capital. This is the way
[Viktor] Yanukovych behaved, and this is
the same way Tymoshenko wishes to act,”
he commented.
Although both President Yushchenko
and Prime Minister Tymoshenko firmly
support European and pro-Western integration for Ukraine, the already fragile and
increasingly tense relationship between the
two leaders was further exacerbated by the
prime minister’s letter.
In a harsh reaction to Ms. Tymoshenko’s
letter, President Yushchenko claimed that
the prime minister’s statements about the
price of gas that he and President Putin
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negotiated in February were lies. Speaking
to reporters on March 7 during a state visit
to Dushanbe, Tajikistan, Mr. Yushchenko
issued his latest criticism of Ms.
Tymoshenko by accusing her of pursuing
her own interests in the latest series of gas
disputes and thus tarnishing Ukraine’s
image abroad.
Mr. Yushchenko dismissed as false the
various reports which claim that he and Mr.
Putin agreed to a gas price for Ukraine of
$315 per 1,000 cubic meters. The president
stated that he and the Russian leader had
agreed to a rate of $179.50 per 1,000 cubic
meters and that this would be the only
acceptable rate for Ukraine in 2008.
“I have said this to the prime minister
and the public a dozen times,” stated Mr.
Yushchenko. “It is very unpleasant for me
to say such things, but I am fed up with this
policy of recklessness and intrigue. I truly
do not understand just what the prime minister meant by this act,” he added.
The Ukrainian president made it clear
that he would not support any corporate
interests because he is well aware of how,
among anothers, United Energy Systems
(Ms. Tymoshenko’s former energy company) had influenced the domestic energy
market back in the 1990s. Earlier, it was the
Respublika corporation and before that Itera
which had manipulated the country’s interests, according to Mr. Yushchenko.
In an attempt to refute Ms.
Tymoshenko’s public statements, President
Yushchenko that day ordered that secret
documents consisting of his terms on how
the government is to proceed in its negotiating process with Russia be declassified.
“I was compelled to take this step with
only one intention, so that Ukrainian journalists and the Ukrainian community-atlarge will know the true position of the president – and not some warped stance which
is being presented in letters by certain leaders in Ukraine. I regret such a state of relations. This is not my type of policy and I
wish to remove myself from it,” declared
Mr. Yushchenko.
Asked why she had decided to express
her views to the president in the form of a
letter, Prime Minister Tymoshenko defended the move by saying that correspondence
between top officials demonstrates the
transparency of Ukrainian politics.
According to Volodymyr Fesenko, head
of the Penta Center for Political Research,
the major difference between Mr.
Yushchenko and Ms. Tymoshenko lies in
the fact that the president insists on less
confrontational relations with Russia, while
Ms. Tymshenko is adamant about not
allowing Gazprom to have complete control
of gas transit on the territory of Ukraine and
of the domestic gas market.
“With respect to the latest disputes, it’s
still too early to assess who will win and
who will lose. For now, the latest agreement
can be called a truce, an unfinished war,”
Mr. Fesenko explained.
The latest conflict that flared up again on
March 3 was not a dispute between Russia
and Ukraine or between Gazprom and
Naftohaz, but a conflict between Mr.
Yushchenko and Ms. Tymoshenko, according to Russian Duma member Sergei
Markov. Mr. Markov said that
“Tymoshenko would like to push aside
Yushchenko from the position of gas negotiator, take over the process and oust
Yushchenko from the political arena to
become president herself.” He added, “This
conflict will continue and they will both
take advantage of all their resources, including gas.”
Although on Wednesday, March 12, the
price of $179.50 per 1,000 cubic meters of
gas for Ukraine in 2008 had been agreed
upon between Gazprom and Naftohaz, and
the intermediaries were eliminated, the latest round of negotiations was scheduled to
continue into Thursday, March 13, in order
to hammer out an agreement on long-term
gas supply procedures.
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Ukrainians in Washington pay homage to Shevchenko

WASHINGTON – Oleksiy Pecherov, the Washington Wizard basketball team’s 7foot-tall center, joined with some 50 fellow Ukrainians working in or visiting
Washington, Ukrainian Americans and Ukrainian diplomats who came to honor
Taras Shevchenko on his birthday, March 9, at his monument in the U.S. capital,
as seen in the photo above. Afterwards, Mr. Pecherov posed for photographs with
those attending, among them representatives of the capital area’s Plast Ukrainian
Scouting Organization. In the photo on the right, standing with the basketball player are (from left): Andre Wowk, Matey Diachok, Mykola Shevchik, Dr. Yaromyr
Oryshkevych and Dr. Yuri Deychakiwsky.
– Yaro Bihun

Yaro Bihun

Philadelphia center’s program honors Taras Shevchenko
by Andrea Zharovsky
JENKINTOWN, Pa. – The embodiment of the soul of Ukraine, the great
prophet and poet laureate of the
Ukrainian people, Taras Shevchenko,
was celebrated in Philadelphia on
Sunday, March 2, at the Ukrainian
Educational and Cultural Center.
The annual program presented that
afternoon featured a lecture, dramatic
readings of Shevchenko’s work, and
musical interpretations of Shevchenko’s
words with UECC board member Ivan
Prasko serving as master of ceremonies.
The Akkolada Chamber Choir of
Philadelphia, under the artistic direction
of Bohdan Henhalo, opened the program
with Shevchenko’s call for Ukrainians to
rise in revolt to obtain their freedom, his
“Zapovit,” or “Testament.”
Poet, essayist and translator from
Ternopil, Ukraine, Vasyl Makhno lectured on “Three Interpretations of
Shevchenko – The Face of Shevchenko
in the Works of Antonych, Drach and
Rymaruk.”
Vera Hubitska, a poetess from Lviv,
recited Shevchenko’s “Utoplena” (The
Drowned Maiden), a poem that explores
the themes of love, jealousy and mother-

hood. Yuliya Stupen, a student of
Philadelphia’s Ukrainian Heritage
School, recited the poem “Rozryta
Mohyla” (The Plundered Grave), which
was forbidden in Soviet Ukraine. Ms.
Stupen also performed on the bandura
and sang “Kobzari” (V. Kolesnyk, B.
Pidhirsky) to honor the great
Shevchenko.
Halyna Bodnar and Lada Pastushak of
the duet Kalynonka sang and performed
on the bandura the work “Topolia” (lyrics
by Shevchenko, music by Hryhory
Kytasty), “Berestechko” (music by V.
Korets) and “Zore Moya Vechirnaya”
(music by M. Hvozdya). Pianist Lesia
Ivachiv performed two pieces inspired by
Shevchenko’s words, “Elehia” (Mykola
Lysenko) and “Yalyna” (Jean Sibelius).
Akkolada sang “Teche Voda” (music by
Sydir Vorobkevych), “Nasha Duma,
Nasha Pisnia” (Anatoly Kos-Anatolsky)
and “Reve ta Stohne,” (D. Kryzanivsky),
closing the program with the Ukrainian
national anthem.
The UECC board of directors thanked
the guest lecturer, Dr. Makhno, for his
original and thoughtful commentary, as
well as all the performers for finding the
time to participate in the Shevchenko
program.

Dear Students, UNA Members:
Now you can download UNA scholarship
applications from our website

www.unamember.com
under “Membership Benefits.”

The Akkolada Chamber Choir performs at the Philadelphia area’s program held
in honor of Taras Shevchenko.
The Ukrainian Educational and
Cultural Center, founded in 1980, is a
non-profit organization whose objective
is to preserve and promote awareness of
Ukrainian heritage throughout the

Philadelphia community. The UECC is
located at 700 Cedar Road, Jenkintown,
PA 19046; telephone, 215-663-1166; email, contact@ueccphila.org; website,
www.ueccphila.org.
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Motyl-Grabowicz dialogues: Ukraine’s politics, culture and more
Alexander J. Motyl, is professor of
political science at Rutgers UniversityNewark and a frequent contributor to
The Ukrainian Weekly. George
Grabowicz is Dmytro Cyzevskyi
Professor of Ukrainian Literature at
Harvard University and editor of
Krytyka. Their first interview/conversation, about Ukrainian culture, appeared
in The Ukrainian Weekly on December
11, 2007.
Ukrainian politics, one more time
GG: It’s a few months into a new
“neo-Orange,” Tymoshenko-led government in Ukraine and there appears to be
political gridlock once again. What’s
worse, the Yushchenko-Tymoshenko
antagonism seems not to have abated at
all, with various moves by the president
(like the appointment of Raisa
Bohatyriova to the National Security
Council) universally interpreted in
Ukraine as more of the anti-Yulia strategy of old. What’s your take on this? Is it
possible that Yushchenko really hasn’t
learned anything from the past two
years?
AM: Naturally, I’d prefer if Yulia
Yushchenko and Viktor Tymoshenko
were the closest of pals and had identical
agendas. But they’re not and they don’t.
They don’t like each other, they don’t
trust each other, Tymoshenko is obviously more radical than Yushchenko – and to
top things off, they’re both natural political competitors with one eye on today
and the other on the forthcoming presidential elections. And if that weren’t
enough, the Constitution, and especially
the idiotic constitutional reform, would
incline even the best of friends to quarrel
about the division of powers.
So, I’m neither terribly surprised nor
terribly disappointed by their byzantine

Prof. Alexander J. Motyl
maneuverings. He doesn’t want to take
her along to Moscow to meet with
[Vladimir] Putin; she wants to go along.
He appoints Bohatyriova in order to mollify elements within the Party of the
Regions; she declares publicly in
Brussels that a BYuT [the Ukrainian
acronym for Yulia Tymoshenko Bloc]
coalition with Regions is a theoretical
possibility. And so on.
GG: True, but there’s a real downside
to this. The intelligentsia in Ukraine is
profoundly
disappointed
with
Yushchenko – for his vacillation, his
self-centeredness, his stubborn vendetta
with Tymoshenko, and above all for his
inability or, more likely, unwillingness to
tackle such basic issues (and his own
election promises) as corruption and lack
of accountability before the law.
AM:

This view assumes that

A Ukrainian Summer

Appears May 4, 2008, in The Ukrainian Weekly
Travel to Ukraine and learn about your heritage...
Focus on Ukrainian studies, and earn college credit...
Or relax and enjoy the activities
at the ever-popular Soyuzivka...
How will you enjoy your Ukrainian summer?
Read our special section for information from those in the
know on great destinations and unique activities!
EDITORIAL & ADVERTISING DEADLINE: APRIL 14
SUBMIT ARTICLES ON UPCOMING SUMMER CAMPS, COURSES,
WORKSHOPS AND OTHER EVENTS (NOT MORE THAN 250 WORDS,
TYPED AND DOUBLE-SPACED) PLUS PHOTOS.
TAKE ADVANTAGE OF A FREE ONE-LINE LISTING IN OUR SUMMER
EVENTS CALENDAR (INDICATE DATE, TYPE OF EVENT AND PLACE).
SEND EDITORIAL COPY TO:
THE UKRAINIAN WEEKLY
2200 ROUTE 10, P.O. BOX 280,
PARSIPPANY, NJ 07054
OR E-MAIL IT TO: staff@ukrweekly.com

FOR ADVERTISING RATES & INFORMATION:
CALL 973-292-9800 (EXT. 3040) OR E-MAIL: adukr@optonline.net
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Yushchenko is the bad guy, and that
Tymoshenko is the good guy. I think
they’re both gray – with [Viktor]
Yanukovych being grayer still. We have
to disabuse ourselves of the mythology
of the Orange Revolution and stop looking for heroes or heroines. They don’t
exist in politics.
The important things are twofold.
First, Yushchenko and Tymoshenko –
and to some degree even Yanukovych –
are in general agreement on how Ukraine
should develop. Except for some far-left
Communist and far-right fascist crazies,
most Ukrainian political forces are in a
broadly defined center and actually share
a consensus of sorts. And second, the
three of them balance one another, thereby creating a “balance of powers” that
enhances democracy and prevents anyone from doing something terribly stupid.
As to corruption and rule of law, I
have no illusions about how committed
any of them is to dealing with these
issues. Many of Yanukovych’s people are
outright crooks, Yushchenko’s daughter
is the beneficiary of daddy’s string
pulling, and Tymoshenko won’t fire
Internal Affairs Minister [Yurii]
Lutsenko for brawling with the mayor of
Kyiv. By the way, I’m not sure just how
important corruption really is. Look at
Italy: it’s prosperous, democratic and
dreadfully corrupt.
GG: In a recent (December 2007)
issue of Krytyka, Taras Vozniak, the Lviv
political scientist and editor of the journal Yi, argues that the present situation in
Ukraine – where promises are made,
elections are held and nothing really
changes – fully satisfies the entire political elite. Is he missing something, or
seeing more than others are willing to
see?
AM: Vozniak is right about the broad
consensus that exists among Ukraine’s
political forces, but I think he’s wrong to
say that “nothing really changes.”
Ukraine has changed enormously since
independence in 1991 and it’s changed
enormously since the Orange Revolution
in 2004 – either despite this consensus
and stasis or because of this consensus
and stasis.
I happen to think that consensus and
so-called stasis are actually good things.
Countries that change slowly – in the
right direction, of course – develop institutions that stick and are, therefore, able
to avoid breakdown and instability and
authoritarianism. Russia is the perfect
counter-example to Ukraine. Radical
change gave Russia a KGB president
who pounds his chest at the world; evolutionary change gave Ukraine a pretty
decent democracy.
Ukraine and Russia
GG: Let’s turn then to this issue.
Like it or not, Ukraine has Russia for a
neighbor, and that neighbor is big and
powerful, apparently not very well disposed toward Ukraine (nor any of its
neighbors for that matter, and not likely
to change its course in the near future).
Recently, in Krytyka and in the Kyiv
Post, you wrote on Russia’s fascist proclivities. Has anything occurred since
then that suggests to you the need for
modifying your argument? Are there any
particular lessons that Ukraine should be
drawing from this? Any advice for its
foreign and internal policy in light of
these patterns?
AM: I’ve just written a far longer, and
much more academic piece about
Russia’s drift to fascism, and I think my

Prof. George Grabowicz
original argument – that it’s increasingly
assuming many of the features of a fascist state – still holds. But we’ll see what
happens after Russia’s presidential elections in March. If Putin hangs on as the
gray eminence, then that drift will continue; if, as is possible, Dmitry
Medvedev gets uppity and starts asserting himself, then that tendency may be
halted or at least slowed down. In any
case, you’re right to say that Ukraine,
and the world, will have to live with a
big and loud and tough-talking Russia
for some time to come.
However, the real danger is not
Russian expansionism – Russia is still
much too weak to do anything like that
successfully – but the growing Russian
proclivity to “talk loudly and carry a
small stick.” Moscow wants to be, and
talks like, a great power, even though it’s
still Belgium with the bomb and gas. But
that kind of posturing is scary, and all of
Russia’s neighbors are responding
accordingly.
Ukraine’s policy-makers should recognize that Russia’s bark is much worse
than its bite, make every effort to sound
calm, cool and collected, and appreciate
that now is their chance to persuade the
West – calmly, coolly and collectedly –
that Ukraine belongs in the West.
Press and culture
GG: In our earlier discussion we
spoke of the Ukrainian press and its
predilection – as I see it – for scandal,
sectarianism alarmism and conspiracy
theory. Do you agree or am I being too
demanding here? What, to your mind,
are the major strengths and weaknesses
of the Ukrainian press and media in general? How would you compare them to
those of other countries?
AM: I agree with you completely.
Reading much of the Ukrainian press is a
deeply annoying exercise. I often wish
that they’d take a deep breath and a step
backward. Instead, alarm bells are rung,
fingers are pointed, mud flies. On the
other hand, there’s no doubt that the
Ukrainian press – in its totality – is free,
breathtakingly and irresponsibly so. And
that’s good, after all.
And I’m also not sure that the
Ukrainian press is necessarily worse
than, say, the American press. Sure,
Ukraine has no New York Times, but
neither does it have Fox News. And for
every Ukrainian whacko spouting crazy
views, there are dozens like that in the
U.S.
GG: An ongoing concern among the
Ukrainian intelligentsia – one which I
strongly share – is that Ukraine does not
(Continued on page 11)
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Motyl-Grabowicz...
(Continued from page 10)
really have a cultural policy and that it is
in deep crisis (viz. “Ukrayina – zona kulturnoho lykha”). What are your thoughts
on this? What remedies do you see?
AM: Ukrainian culture needs three
things to prosper. First and foremost is
sustained economic growth. Poor people
haven’t the time or wherewithal to consume culture; rich people do. It’s that
simple.
Second, Ukraine has to alter the perception that pro-Ukrainian policies are
automatically anti-Russian ones. And it
can do that only by de-politicizing the
Russian language “question.” I’d do that
by declaring Russian a “regional language” – like every other minority language spoken in Ukraine. The late
Yevhen Kushnariov drafted a very interesting, and to my mind good, law on
regional languages that all the Orange
forces foolishly opposed. I’d revive it
and make Orange the defender of
Ukrainian and Russian and every other
culture.
Last, I’d promote Ukrainian culture by
offering tax breaks to firms that produce
Ukrainian-language books, films, newspapers, magazines and music. Once
Ukraine has a Ukrainian mass culture,

Rada resumes...
(Continued from page 1)
Tymoshenko Bloc (YTB), 19 members of
the Our Ukraine – People’s Self-Defense
(OU-PSD) bloc and 20 from the
Volodymyr Lytvyn Bloc. The Communist
faction did not take part in the voting, and
did not agree to sign the Protocol of
Understanding.
“The passing of this special resolution is
evidence that we have asserted the right of
the people to decide the NATO question,”
commented Viktor Yanukovych, head of
the PRU and leader of the opposition.
During the same evening session
Verkhovna Rada Chairman Yastenyuk’s
had hoped to oversee a vote on the longawaited cancellation of parliamentary
immunity. However the draft law was fated
not to become a topic for discussion, as Mr.
Yatsenyuk’s motion failed to reach the floor
for consideration as part of the daily agenda, due to technical problems with the electronic voting system.
The following day the Verkhovna Rada
attempted twice to vote on draft laws to
cancel deputies’ immunity from prosecution, but the vote failed both times. During
the first attempt, 219 out of the registered
448 national deputies voted in favor of the
draft law. The second attempt garnered 222
votes out of a total of 443 deputies. At least
226 votes in the 450-member legislative
body are necessary to pass a draft bill. The
first draft bill was submitted by OU-PSD,
while the second was proposed by the
PRU. The main difference between the two
bills is that the PRU draft law calls for the
cancellation of deputies’ immunity, as well
as the immunity from prosecution enjoyed
by the president of Ukraine as well as the
judiciary branch, while the draft proposed
by the OU-PSD faction calls for the cancellation only of deputies’ immunity.
Following both votes, Mr. Yatsenyuk,
with a hint of irony, congratulated his fellow colleagues “on this effective vote.”
“We quarreled and quarreled, and showed
our true face,” noted Mr. Yatsenyuk, adding
that Parliament could have demonstrated
more effort.
Afterwards, a somewhat frustrated Mr.
Yatsenyuk announced that the plenary session had drawn to a close and declared that
Parliament would be in committee the
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it’ll also have a thriving “high” culture.
The Holodomor
GG: This year marks the 75th anniversary of the Great Famine, the Holodomor
of 1932-1933. What do you think of the
way this issue is being addressed both by
the Ukrainian government and Ukrainian
society in the West? Are there any problems that already are occurring or are
likely to occur? Are the foci and perspectives right?
AM: Ukraine’s efforts to have the
Holodomor recognized as a genocide are
correct. First, because it was a genocide,
and second, because framing the issue in
those terms is, for better or for worse, the
only way to attract attention in today’s
world. Unfortunately, genocide has been
completely politicized, with the result
that every victimized group understands,
correctly, that being recognized as the
victim of genocide brings with it status
and power.
A big reason for the politicization, by
the way, is the godawful definition of
genocide everyone uses and the fact that
the United Nations has set the terms of
the debate. Genocide is supposed to be an
act “committed with intent to destroy, in
whole or in part,” a certain kind of group.
That seems straightforward, doesn’t it?
But look more closely and the definition

entire following week, as deputies were
scheduled to form special temporary investigative committees on constitutional violations by Kyiv Mayor Leonid Chernovetskyi
and other Kyiv officials, as well as violations by Kharkiv Mayor Mykhailo Dobkin.
Commenting on the latest unblocking of
Parliament, Valeriy Chalyi, director of economic and political research at the
Razumkov Center, said that the resumption
of parliamentary activity and the Rada’s
resolution on NATO can be considered a
compromise.
“However, I don’t think that the question
of NATO membership is a question for a
referendum. Our neighbors’ experience has
shown that, in practically all cases, a decision of the Parliament was sufficient. But
the situation in Ukraine requires, after
NATO’s decision to accept Ukraine and its
readiness to join the alliance, that a referendum be held,” added Mr. Chalyi.
“On the other hand, the fact that the
PRU and other factions agreed to vote on
the resolution in itself suggests that they
have paved the way for a NATO MAP,”
said Mr. Chalyi.
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falls apart. Whose intent? The government’s? The military’s? Every general’s?
Every soldier’s? Every perpetrator’s? It
gets worse. Strictly speaking, one could
intend to destroy part of a group – say,
two people – without actually killing
them and be guilty of genocide.
Alternatively, one could destroy the
entire group – but without intending it –
and not be guilty of the crime. You could
even apply a strict reading of the definition to the Holocaust and conclude that it
wasn’t really a genocide. So go figure.
None of this would matter were it only
scholars debating what genocide is. They
would have junked this definition a long
time ago. But they can’t, because the
U.N. has sanctioned this lousy definition
and thereby created a political and moral
and legal mess.
As to Ukrainians, they should insist
that the Holodomor was a genocide and
quietly ignore the Holodomor deniers. At
the same time, Ukrainians shouldn’t be
playing the numbers game. The number
of victims has been steadily creeping
upward – from 3-4 million to 6-7 million
to, most recently, 10 million and above.
That really undermines the case, as it
suggests that everything about the
Holodomor is an exaggeration or fabrication. After all, if the Holodomor is a
genocide, then it’s a genocide regardless
of whether the number of victims was 3
million or 10 million.
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Diaspora priorities
GG: And finally: how can we, the
Ukrainian diaspora, have a positive
impact on the various issues discussed
here? What do you see as the major priorities for us?
AM: I think the idealistic days of
“helping Ukraine” are over. And I think
the heady days of revolutionary hopes and
expectations are also, and certainly should
be, over. Which means two things, for me.
First, diaspora Ukrainians should keep
a level head when it comes to discussing
Ukraine. That may not change attitudes in
Ukraine, but we may be able to make a bit
of a difference with respect to Ukraine’s
diplomatic corps and intellectuals.
Second, if you do want to “help
Ukraine,” focus on very specific, very
concrete projects. Marta Farion of
Chicago focuses on the Kyiv-Mohyla
Academy. Osyp Zinkevych has established a publishing house. You’ve established Krytyka, the journal and publishing
house. I recently called on Ukrainian
American and Ukrainian Canadian
tourists, every time they visit Kyiv, to
spend $100 on books in Kyiv’s two
Ukrainian-language bookstores – Ye
(right behind the Opera house) and
Smoloskyp (in the Podil district).
All of this is doable. None of this is
spectacular. But it works.

Turning the pages back...
(Continued from page 6)
peace and security,” he added. “Albania, Croatia and Macedonia have been making
progress on reforms through their participation in the NATO Membership Action Plan
since 2002. Unfortunately, Georgia and Ukraine have not yet been granted a
Membership Action Plan, but nevertheless have made remarkable progress. This legislation will provide important incentives and assistance to the countries to continue the
implementation of democratic, defense and economic reforms.”
“Since the end of the Cold War, NATO has been evolving to meet the new security
needs of the 21st century. In this era, the threats to NATO members are transnational
and far from its geographic borders. There is strong support among members for
NATO’s operation in Afghanistan, and for its training mission in Iraq. NATO’s viability
as an effective defense and security alliance depends on flexible, creative leadership, as
well as the willingness of members to improve capabilities and address common
threat,” Sen. Lugar underscored.
Source: “NATO expansion bill passed by Senate,” The Ukrainian Weekly, March
25, 2007.
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Helsinki Commission...
(Continued from page 1)
tance that the alliance must give its qualifications very careful scrutiny,” Dr.
Haltzel said.
He went on to note that on the positive
side are: Ukraine’s two free and fair parliamentary elections in the past two
years, and a peaceful change in administrations; Ukraine’s participation in NATO
peacekeeping and military operations,
including a combat role in Iraq in 20042005; and the very promising economic
start of the new government of Prime
Minister Yulia Tymoshenko.
On the negative side Dr. Haltzel pointed to: Ukraine’s “fractious and
sometimes utterly dysfunctional” democracy – citing the opposition’s forced
recess of the Verkhovna Rada in protest
to the joint letter from the president,
prime minister and Parliament chairman
to NATO seeking a MAP for Ukraine;
and the low level of support, some 20-25
percent, for NATO membership. Ukraine,
he said, “remains a sharply polarized
country.”
In Georgia, meanwhile, there is 75
percent support for NATO. Its troops
have participated in alliance missions and
combat operations, and are part of the
coalition forces in Iraq. However, Dr.
Haltzel said, the reputation of Georgian
President Mikheil Saakashvili has been
tarnished “by the excessive force used by
police in breaking up anti-government
demonstrations in November 2007” and
“by allegations of electoral irregularities”
in the January presidential elections.
Dr. Haltzel then spoke of Russia: “As
was explicitly the case in the last two
rounds of NATO enlargement, relations
with Russia, I believe, must be a factor in
our decision. Taking the Kremlin into
consideration does not, of course, mean
giving it a veto. Every country, including
former Soviet republics, has the sovereign right to choose its own foreign and
security policy.”
“Russian President [Vladimir] Putin’s
recent comment about targeting Russian
nuclear armed missiles on Ukraine if it
joins NATO is a totally unacceptable
attempt at intimidation and reveals an
unwillingness to accept the fact that Kyiv
is independent of Moscow,” he continued.
“President Putin, who, in May, will
become Prime Minister Putin, plans to
attend the Bucharest summit. Any negative decisions regarding NATO enlargement would likely be viewed as acquiescence to his opposition,” Dr. Haltzel said,
adding, “This is an impression I would
not wish to be conveyed, but, in itself, is
not sufficient reason for the alliance to
move forward.”
“At the end of the day, each candidacy,
whether for membership or for a MAP,
should be evaluated on its own merits,”
he said. “On that basis, I narrowly support offering MAPs to Ukraine and
Georgia at the Bucharest summit.”
Mr. Bugajski prefaced his remarks by
saying, “A NATO that embraces all of
Europe’s democracies is important for
regional stability. It’s important for U.S.
strategic interests, and it’s extremely
important for rebuilding an effective
trans-Atlanticism.”
He went on to testify that all three
countries that are candidates for NATO
membership “have attained a level of
democratic development evident among
the last wave of NATO entrants… and
the prospect of EU [European Union]
accession will help ensure continuing
progress in their reformist agenda.”
“Each government has conducted the
political, economic, legal and security
sector reforms envisaged through the
MAP framework and they are pursuing
the restructuring, modernization, refurbishment and professionalization of their
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armed forces, in compliance with NATO
standards,” he noted.
He concluded his comments on
Croatia, Albania and Macedonia by stating: “I believe that bringing these three
strongly pro-American countries into
NATO will contribute to consolidating
the alliance and expanding its influence.
This will also connect the Adriatic, the
Black Sea and the eastern Mediterranean
region and enable NATO to focus its
attention on securing the countries further east. Thus, I believe NATO enlargement is an important component in consolidating a wider Europe.”
Mr. Bugajski observed that “NATO
enlargement throughout the Balkans and
towards the Black Sea region would help,
I believe, restrain Russia’s expansive
aspirations and negative influences in the
region and provide a greater sense of
security to U.S. allies and the new
Atlanticist states.”
Furthermore, he said, “NATO enlargement in the western Balkans and the
prospect of inclusion for all democratic
states of the Black Sea region that meet
the necessary conditions, including
Ukraine and Georgia – which I believe
should be included in the NATO process
through Membership Action Plans at
Bucharest – this, I believe, will send two
strong signals to Moscow. First, that the
U.S. and its European allies are determined to reinvigorate the trans-Atlantic
alliance by projecting security to all nearby regions and, second, that the value of
common security interests and the interests stemming from common democratic
values are more effective than Russia’s
attempt to corrupt Europe’s political
leadership and to divide the alliance.”
Ambassador Pifer focused his remarks
on Ukraine, beginning by citing the
country’s “long history with NATO,”
which began with Ukraine becoming the
first country to join the Partnership for
Peace program. He noted that back in
2006 it was thought Ukraine might be
granted a MAP at the Riga summit, “but
that process was derailed when then
Prime Minister [Viktor] Yanukovych visited NATO and said that he supported
cooperation with NATO, but, at that time,
he could not support a MAP. NATO
understandably looked to the Ukrainian
government to articulate a unified position in favor of a MAP before granting
one. That has now happened.”
Ambassador Pifer continued, “Ukraine
has a very persuasive case to make. …
Freedom House has given Ukraine the
ranking of free, actually, three times.
Ukraine is the only post-Soviet state,
other than the Baltics, to receive that
ranking, and Ukraine has developed a
pattern now of conducting elections that
are free, fair and competitive.” He added,
“While politics in Ukraine sometimes are
messy, sometimes frustrating, they’re
essentially democratic, and that is good
news.”
He also cited the growing economy
and eight years of consecutive growth, as
well as significant progress in military
reform, as the country has moved “from
a post-Soviet military towards one that is
compatible with NATO standards and is
appropriate to the security challenges that
Ukraine faces today.”
The weakness in Ukraine’s case,
Ambassador Pifer said, is “lack of public
support.” However, he noted that public
support for NATO membership was also
weak in Slovakia and Slovenia when
they received MAPs, and he pointed to
Ukraine’s plans to develop a public information campaign “to explain to the
Ukrainian population the advantages and
disadvantages of NATO membership.”
That campaign, in combination with the
Membership Action Plan, “can help crystallize a consensus in Ukraine in favor of
joining NATO,” he said.
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“Ukraine has demonstrated sufficient
progress to merit a Membership Action
Plan. NATO should agree to one, ideally,
at Bucharest,” Ambassador Pifer concluded.
Speaking of Georgia, he said that the
country “merits consideration,” as it has
made significant political, economic and
military reform progress, it is “trying to
make amends” for the political crackdown last November, and its populace
supports NATO membership.
He added, however, that, “If allied
leaders in Bucharest wish to see another
demonstration of Georgia’s commitment
to democracy, what they might do is task
their foreign ministers to decide the question of a MAP for Georgia after the
[May] parliamentary elections.”
He then offered comments on the
“Russian factor,” as the Kremlin is
unhappy with the prospect of a MAP for
either Ukraine or Georgia.
He pointed out that since 1997, NATO
has “tried to engage Russia in cooperative efforts. Perhaps the alliance has not
been sufficiently imaginative in terms of
offering cooperative programs, but
Russia, for its part, has failed to take full
advantage of the opportunities for
NATO-Russia cooperation. Part of this is
because the Russian political and security
elite has chosen to regard NATO as an
adversary. This ignores the dramatic
changes in alliance force structure and
the reorientation of alliance to new missions, peacekeeping operations, counterterrorism and coalition operations in
Afghanistan.”
“NATO should continue to seek cooperative relations with Russia,” he continued, “but it is also important that Russia
do its part, and the Russians need to
adjust their view to reflect the realities of
today’s NATO.”
“While the alliance should not ignore
Russian concerns, it would be a mistake
to grant Russia a veto, either explicit or
tacit, over membership action plan decisions. That would create a new dividing
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line between the former Soviet states in
Europe and embolden Russia to reassert
itself in the former Soviet states,”
Ambassador Pifer underlined.
After the three witnesses concluded
their testimonies before the Helsinki
Commission, there was a question and
answer period.
Each of the witnesses also supplied
written testimony to the commission,
which may be viewed on the commission’s website, www.csce.gov.
Also available are the written statements making each country’s case for its
NATO aspirations that were provided by
the embassies of Albania, Croatia,
Macedonia, Georgia and Ukraine.
In his statement, Ukraine’s
Ambassador to the United States Oleh
Shamshur wrote that, for Ukraine, “consideration of its request to join the
Membership Action Plan at the Bucharest
summit will be the moment of truth proving the consistency and efficiency of its
efforts to carry out fundamental societal
change on the way to attain the strategic
goal of NATO membership, as well as
testing the seriousness of NATO’s opendoor policy towards the new democracies
in the East of the continent.”
The ambassador outlined Ukraine’s
relations with NATO since 1994, when it
joined the Partnership for Peace program,
through the present. He pointed to
Ukraine’s “responsible behavior on the
international stage, adherence to the
highest democratic norms and bustling
economy,” and described his country as
“a young democracy aspiring and deserving to join the Euro-Atlantic community
of democracies based on shared values.”
Ambassador Shamshur underscored:
“We see our quest for future NATO
membership as an honest effort to create
the most favorable conditions for making
Ukraine a prosperous democratic state
with a robust market economy that will
be an increasingly significant contributor
to regional, European and global stability
and security.”
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Reunion planned for students
of Immaculate Conception School
PHILADELPHIA – The ICS Reunion
Committee is planning a reunion of all
former students of the Ukrainian Catholic
School of Immaculate Conception
Cathedral on September 27 at the cathedral, 830 N. Franklin St., Philadelphia,
PA 19123.
The Reunion Committee is requesting
that all former students contact the committee as soon as possible so the committee can plan to accommodate all. To sign
up or for more information readers may
call Oksana (Wanchycka) Woroch at 215732-3732 or send an e-mail with your contact information to maria713@verizon.net.
The school at the Ukrainian Cathedral
of the Immaculate Conception in

Philadelphia was organized in 1949. The
first class of 10 eighth graders graduated
in 1953. Due to the immigration of World
War II refugees, the Ukrainian population
in the neighborhood increased and so did
the enrollment in the school. By 1961
there was a graduating class of 70. After
that, enrollment declined until the number of graduates reached single digits in
1990 and finally the school closed its
doors at the end of the 1993 school year.
Immaculate Conception was a community school for Ukrainians in the
neighborhood. It also served others in the
neighborhood, with a notable enrollment
of students of Greek origin in the 1970s
and 1980s.
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It is with deep sorrow that we share with relatives and
friends that on March 4, 2008, with the Lord’s will,
passed into eternity our beloved aunt

Neonila Olena Sasyk
born on August 30, 1912, in Drohobych, Ukraine.
Funeral services were held at St. Josaphat Ukrainian Catholic Church
in Warren, Mich.
She is survived by:
Nephew
Great-nephews

Andrij Sasyk with wife Nancy
Alexander and Zorian

Eternal rest and memory!
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Dr. Wasyl Kostrubiak
departed to God on March 15 of 2005.
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He is remembered dearly, by his wife, Regina, and family members in Ukraine, Spain and the United States.
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The mass for the eternal rest of his soul will be celebrated at the Church of St John the Baptist in Oviedo,
Spain, Saturday, March 15.
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Boris E. de Rogala
Lewicky
(1934 - 2007)
by Roman Nawrocky

The untimely passing of Boris E. de Rogala Lewicky on September 19,
2007, after a brief illness, left his family and friends with a feeling of loss
and profound sadness. Boris was 72.
Boris Lewicky was born in Lviv, on October 26, 1934. He immigrated to
the United States from Austria in 1948 with his parents and his older brother
Ihor. His parents were Roman Lewicky, an engineer and a former president
of the Ukrainian Engineers’ Society of America, and Eugenia Iwanchuk
Lewicky.
Boris attended grammar school in Lviv, Ukraine and high schools in
Vienna, Salzburg and New York City. He received his Bachelor’s degree in
Civil Engineering in 1953 and a Master’s degree in Structural Engineering
in 1962, both from the City College of New York, School of Engineering.
He also had professional engineering licenses in the States of New York and
New Jersey. For the past 30 years he was employed as a structural engineer
by the New York State Division of Housing and Community Renewal,
Building Codes Department, where he was developing and updating earthquake building codes.
Boris was a member of the Ukrainian Engineers’ Society of America and
the Ukrainian Institute of America. A great sports enthusiast, he was also an
active and long time member of the Carpathian Ski Club (KLK). He was a
parishioner of St. Nicholas Ukrainian Catholic Church in Passaic, New
Jersey.
Boris leaves behind his wife Martha Kokorudz Lewicky, his two daughters, Anna with husband Oleh Luba and Andrea with husband Roman
Kochanowsky, and four grandchildren.
Boris Lewicky loved life, was always in good spirits, smiling and full of
energy. This is how we will remember him.
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Special insert to The Ukrainian Weekly

2007-2008 UNA SCHOLARSHIP AWARDS

1

Congratulations, UNA scholarship
and award recipients
of 2007-2008!
by Maria Drich
PARSIPPANY, N.J. – The year 2008
marks the 114th anniversary of the
Ukrainian National Association (UNA),
which was founded in 1894 with the
unification of 10 brotherhoods, making
it the oldest and strongest Ukrainian
organizations in North America.
The UNA was founded with the
goal of providing insurance coverage
to the families of Ukrainian coal miners in the anthracite region of
Pennsylvania, thereby taking an active
role in the lives of its members and the
Ukrainian community at large.
The UNA was instrumental in the
preservation of Ukrainian culture by initiating reading rooms, libraries, sports
clubs, choirs and drama groups. With
the financial support of the UNA, the
first Ukrainian alphabet and reader
appeared in the United States.
Today the UNA continues to publish
two widely known and respected
newspapers within the Ukrainian community, Svoboda and The Ukrainian
Weekly, which for decades have
served as an information source for
Ukrainians of all generations.
The UNA’s 114-year legacy has been
marked by its assistance to members; the
fraternal organization continues to organize and sponsor countless cultural, educational, religious and sports programs.
Back in 1912 the UNA formed an
educational committee, which was
charged with the task of supporting the
higher educator goals of Ukrainian
youth, with stipends and awards granted to needy students. These awards
were seen as moral support for
Ukrainian youths and were the forerunners of the UNA Scholarship Program.
From the program’s beginnings and
to the present day, the UNA has awarded almost $2 million in scholarships
and awards to its student members.
On the recommendation of the
Scholarship Committee, for academic
year 2007-2008 the UNA has designated scholarships and awards for 81 student-members of the UNA, totaling
$17,525. Of that sun, $5,250 is set-aside
for special scholarships. As in prior
years, the scholarships and awards are
awarded to undergraduate students.
Applications for special scholarships,
which provide for higher financial
assistance from the UNA, are reviewed
by the UNA Scholarship Committee,
which distributes these awards based on
the financial needs of the students, their
academic records and their activity in
the Ukrainian community.
For the 2007-2008 special scholarships were awarded to five studentmembers of the UNA.

The highest award, the Joseph and
Dora Galandiuk Scholarship, in the
amount of $2,000 was awarded to
Natalie Bilchuk of UNA Branch 777,
an honor student in her sophomore year
who is majoring in chemical biology
and philosophy at Stevens Institute of
Technology in New Jersey. She is the
president of the philosophy club at the
university and, due to her academic
record, was named to the National
Deans List. Ms. Bilchuk plans to attend
medical school and hopes to become a
surgeon. In addition, Ms. Bilchuk is
active in the Federation of Ukrainian
Student Organizations in America
(SUSTA) and is involved with the support and propagation of Ukrainian culture and traditions among students.
Upon enrolling at Stevens, Ms. Bilchuk
organized the Ukrainian Students Club,
of which she is president. When not
involved with these other projects, she
works part-time for the UNA.
The Drs. Maria and Dmytro
Jarosewycz Scholarships, in the amount
of $1,000 each, were awarded to
Michael Chiminec and Roman Drych.
Michael Chiminec, a member of
UNA Branch 47, is an honor student
majoring in sports training at Ithaca
College in New York. Mr. Chiminec,
who plays guitar, formed a rock band
at the school and is a disc jockey at the
college’s radio station. In addition, Mr.
Chimenec has worked at Soyuzivka
for over five years and has learned
many Ukrainian traditions and is wellknown among the Ukrainian community. Mr. Chimenec plans to earn a
master’s degree in sport management
and in the future hopes to work with
such famous sports teams as the New
York Mets and the New York Rangers.
Roman Drych, a member of UNA
Branch 25, is an honor student in his junior year at New Jersey City University
who is double majoring in international
relations and economics and finance. Mr.
Drych was named to the National Deans
List and takes an active role in the sports
at the university, playing on the university’s soccer team and winning first place
in table tennis. Mr. Drych plans to earn a
master’s degree in international economic relations and hopes to one day work
for Ukraine.
The Vera Stangl Scholarship, in the
amount of $750, was awarded to
Jeffrey Chudy, an honor student in his
junior year at the University at Buffalo,
the State University of New York,
where he is majoring in journalism
with a minor in French and literature.
Mr. Chudy, a member of UNA Branch
360, has earned a high academic grade
point average and dreams of becoming
a writer and publishing his novels.

The Blackstone Scholarship, founded
by the Ukrainian National Home in
Blackstone, Mass., in the amount of
$500, was awarded to Adam Teper,
member of UNA Branch 206. Mr. Teper
is majoring in criminal justice at Roger
Williams University. Mr. Teper is active
in various programs organized by the
Department of Homeland Security,
where he gained practical experience
that allowed him to get a feel for the profession. Mr. Teper hopes to earn a master’s degree in criminal justice and work
for the Federal Bureau of Investigation.
The remaining 76 student-members of
the UNA, received regular awards, which
were distributed based on their year of
study. the break-down is as follows: 25
freshmen received $125 each, 15 sophomores $150, 11 juniors year received
$175, and 25 seniors received $200.
Now in its 12th decade of service, the
UNA remains supportive of the Ukrainian

community in North America and remains
true to its founding principles of fraternalism and the preservation of the Ukrainian
heritage. The UNA accomplishes its mission by providing quality financial services and products to its members.
The continued success of the UNA is
dependent upon its members and, therefore, we call upon parents and grandparents to enroll their children and grandchildren into the UNA and support the
work of the UNA Scholarship Program.
We congratulate all the studentmembers of the UNA who were
awarded scholarships for 2007-2008
and we wish you further success. May
the words of Taras Shevchenko
“…Learn what other have to offer, but
do not forsake your own,” become a
moto for your lives.
For more information about the UNA
Scholarship Program, call 973-292-9800,
ext. 3011, or 800-253-9862.

SPECIAL AWARDS

Natalia Bilchuk, (UNA
Branch 777), is a student
at Stevens Institute of
Technology.

Michael Chiminec, (UNA
Branch 47), is a student at
Ithaca College.

Jeffrey Chudy, (UNA
Branch 360), is a student
at State University of
New York at Buffalo.
$200

Roman Drych, (UNA
Branch 25), is a student at
New Jersey City University.

Adam Teper, (UNA
Branch 206), is a student at
Roger Williams University.

Marie Burns, (UNA
Branch 360), is a student at
the University of Tampa.

Nina Celuch, (UNA
Branch 42), is a student at
New Jersey City University.

Jeremy Chudy, (UNA
Branch 360), is a student
at State University of
New York at Baffalo.

Matthew Conroy, (UNA
Branch 242), is a student
at Bloomsburg University.
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Marta Fiducia, (UNA
Branch 25), is a student at
Fashion Institute of Technology.

Natalia Gouz, (UNA
Branch 287), is a student
at Pace University.

Olesya Gutnikevich,
(UNA Branch 12), is a
student at Stony Brook
University.

Larysa Konowka, (UNA
Branch 360), is a student
at Cornell University.

Iryna Korshnyak, (UNA
Branch 388), is a student
at Barry University.

Roman Kostyk, (UNA
Branch 13), is a student at
the University of Scranton.

Ashley Kovalovsky, (UNA
Branch 63), is a student at
California Univer-sity of
Pennsylvania.

Mark Kutzer, (UNA
Branch 127), is a student
at Siena College.

Andrew Laszyn, (UNA
Branch 116), is a student
at Rutgers University.

Ross Leskovec, (UNA
Branch 230), is a student at
The Ohio State University.

Karen Malec, (UNA
Branch 112), is a student at
Slippery Rock University.

Stephen Micek, (UNA
Branch 339), is a student
at Drexel University.

Lydia Mulyk, (UNA
Branch 194), is a student
at Fairfield University.

Kathleen Ann Olenck,
(UNA Branch 397), is a
student at Lock Haven
University.

Oksana Paluch, (UNA
Branch 42), is a student at
the University of Chicago.

Alexandra Paslawsky,
(UNA Branch 42), is a
student at Boston College.

Mark Pokora, (UNA
Branch 277), is a student at
the University of Michigan.

Catherine Shatynski,
(UNA Branch 142), is a
student at Rutgers University.

Sophia Torielli, (UNA
Branch 450), is a student
at Dickinson College.

Marissa Tyro, (UNA
Branch 161), is a student
at Northern Arizona University.

Daniel Walchuk, (UNA
Branch 362), is a student at
Rutgers University.

Ihor Bundz, (UNA Branch
234), is a student at State
University of New York at
Farmingdale.

Olesia Demczur, (UNA
Branch 86), is a student at
New York University.

Kimberly Halligan, (UNA
Branch 39), is a student at
State University of New
York at Genesco.

Alana Lenec, (UNA
Branch 88), is a student at
Marist College.

Lauren Magnowski,
(UNA Branch 88), is a student at Manhattan College.

William Makar, (UNA
Branch 200), is a student at
Rowan University.

Being Ukrainian means:
❏ Malanka in January.
❏ Deb in February.
❏ Sviato Vesny/Zlet in May.
❏ Wedding of your roommate in June.
❏ Tabir in July.
❏ Volleyball at Wildwood in August.
❏ Labor Day at Soyuzivka in September.
❏ Morskyi Bal in November.
❏ Koliada in December.

$175

If you checked off more than one of the above,
then you know what you’re doing to your brain cells.
Now, how about doing something for your mind?

Subscribe to The Ukrainian Weekly.
SUBSCRIPTION
NAME: __________________________________________________________________________________
NAME: (please type or print)
ADDRESS: ___________________________________________________________________________________
CITY: _______________________________________________ STATE: _________ ZIP CODE: _____________
PHONE (optional) ____________________________

❏ UNA member subscription price — $45.00/yr.

❏ Non-member subscription price — $55.00/yr.

UNA Branch number ______________________
Mail to: Subscription Department, The Ukrainian Weekly, 2200 Route 10, P.O. Box 280, Parsippany, NJ 07054
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Ivan Miskiv, (UNA
Branch 407), is a student at
the University of Toronto.

Alexander Mykyta, (UNA
Branch 134), is a student
Rochester Institute of
Technology.

Michael Pasinella, (UNA
Branch 13), is a student
Clarkson University.

Jeffrey Sluck, (UNA
Branch 242), is a student
at East Stroudsburg University.

Adrian Stanko, (UNA
Branch 25), is a student at
DeSales University.

Daniel Anderson, (UNA
Branch 164), is a student
at Bloomsburg University.

Nina DeSantis, (UNA
Branch 230), is a student
at John Carroll University.

Yuri Eliashevsky (UNA
Branch 15), is a student at
the University of Guelph.

Kristen Essig, (UNA
Branch 39), is a student at
Crause Hospital School of
Nursing.

Zenovia R. Forowycz,
(UNA Branch 399), is a
student at Dominican
University.

Larissa Hanuszczak,
(UNA Branch 127), is a student at State University of
New York at Oneonta.

Daria Hoobchaak, (UNA
Branch 414), is a student at
Longwood University.

Katherine Kleban, (UNA
Branch 76), is a student at
E. Stroudsburg University.

Boyan Makarenko, (UNA
Branch 8), is a student at the
University of Pennsylvania

Diane Malec, (UNA
Branch 112), is a student at
the University of Toledo.

Genevieve Micek, (UNA
Branch 339), is a student
at Penn State University.

Danylo Paslawsky, (UNA
Branch 42), is a student at
New Jersey Institute of
Technology.

Natalie Semczuk, (UNA
Branch 266), is a student at
Rensselaer’s Polytechnic
Institute.

$125

Michael Yatison, (UNA
Branch 287), is a student at
East Stroudsburg University.

Sean Zagwoski, (UNA
Branch 147), is a student at
West Virginia University.

Adrian Babiak, (UNA
Branch 8), is a student
Montgomery Community
College.

The Weekly’s collection of materials
about the Famine
The Ukrainian Weekly’s official website contains the largest collection of materials on the Internet dedicated to the Great Famine of
1932-1933 in Ukraine.
Located at www.ukrweekly.com, the special section includes a
chronology of the Famine years, eyewitness accounts, editorials, media
reports, stories about observances of the Famine’s 50th anniversary in
1983, scholarly articles, interviews with journalists who reported on the
Famine, transcripts of testimony on the Famine commission bill ultimately passed by the U.S. Congress, texts of statements before the U.S.
Commission on the Ukraine Famine, references and other documentation, as well as the full text of The Ukrainian Weekly’s special issue on
the Great Famine published on March 20, 1983. The section is completely searchable.

Attention, Students!
William Commander,
(UNA Branch 331), is a student at Elon University.

Ryan Conroy, (UNA
Branch 242), is a student
at Penn State University.

Ariana Danylewycz, (UNA
Branch 364), is a student at
Tiffin University.

Throughout the year Ukrainian student clubs plan and hold
activities. The Ukrainian Weekly urges students to let us and
the Ukrainian community know about upcoming events. The
Weekly will be happy to help you publicize them. We will also
be glad to print timely news stories about events that have
already taken place. Photos also will be accepted.
MAKE YOURSELF HEARD.

Tonjia Droczak, (UNA
Branch 283), is a student
at State University of New
York at Albany.

Sean Halligan, (UNA
Branch 39), is a student at
Utica College.

Larissa Jakowiw, (UNA
Branch 59), is a student at
Housatonic Community
College.

Tired of searching and surfing?
The Ukrainian Weekly – your one reliable source for all the news
about Ukraine and Ukrainians.

2007-2008 UNA SCHOLARSHIP AWARDS

4

Special insert to The Ukrainian Weekly

$125

Roman Kaploun, (UNA
Branch 269), is a student at
Rutgers University.

Alexandria
Kebalo,
(UNA Branch 277), is a
student at the University
of Connecticut.

Jacob Kieffer, (UNA
Branch 230), is a student
at Westminster College.

Joshua Kieffer, (UNA
Branch 230), is a student
at Westminister College.

Yaryna Klimchak, (UNA
Branch 399), is a student at
the University of Missouri.

Nicholas Kobryn, (UNA
Branch 130), is a student
at Manhattan College.

Tetyana Kobylnyak,
(UNA Branch 283), is a
student at Cayuga Community College.

Alexandra Kostyrko,
(UNA Branch 486), is a
student at Oklahoma City
University.

Travis Kovalovsky (UNA
Branch 63), is a student at
Clarion University.

Evan Leskovec, (UNA
Branch 230), is a student at
The Ohio State University.

Ruslana Makarenko,
(UNA Branch 8), is a student at Lehigh University.

Sara Mayko, (UNA Branch
67), is a student at The Art
Institute of Philadelphia.

A PRACTICAL GIFT FOR THE STUDENT

Nicholas Maziekas, (UNA
Branch 305), is a student at
Penn State University.

Mary Reft, (UNA Branch
120), is a student at The
Ohio State University.

Matthew Shatynski, (UNA
Branch 142), is a student at
Rutgers University.

As you look over this issue and recognize students in these photograhs,
do you wonder why your children or grandchildren are not in these photos? The UNA offers its student members awards and scholarships for
undergraduate students. To qualify the student must be a member of the
UNA for at least 2 years. The UNA’s program of fraternal services for its
student members includes two types of financial awards. UNA AWARDS –
to be given to UNA students depending on student’s year of studies. The
UNA SPECIAL SCHOLARSHIPS – six to nine awards with specific designations and requirements. To include your children in upcoming programs
make sure they are members of the UNA. Here is some basic information
and premium quotes. All quotes are preferred rates.
ENDOWMENT INSURANCE: – 20 Year Endowment Policy
The full face amount of the insurance is payable to the insured member on
the 20th anniversary date of the policy. Premiums are payable for 20 consecutive years. Cash values accumulate rapidly. Quoting yearly premiums.

Steven R. Sluzynsky,
(UNA Branch 120), is a
student at Waynesburg
College.

Khrystyna Stefak, (UNA
Branch 277), is a student
at the University of
Connecticut.

Jonathan Terela, (UNA
Branch 59), is a student at
the University of Colorado.

Age 1
Age 5
Age 10
Age 15
Age 20

$5,000

$10,000

$25,000

174.80
174.90
175.60
176.65
177.15

349.60
349.80
351.20
353.30
354.30

874.00
874.50
878.00
883.25
885.75

SINGLE PREMIUM LIFE INSURANCE:

Mission Statement
The Ukrainian National Association exists:
■

to promote the principles of fraternalism;

■

to preserve the Ukrainian, Ukrainian American and
Ukrainian Canadian heritage and culture; and

■

to provide quality financial services and products
to its members.

As a fraternal insurance society, the Ukrainian National
Association reinvests its earnings for the benefit of its
members and the Ukrainian community.

For a quick look at of the top news in each week’s issue of
The Ukrainian Weekly,
check out our website: www.ukrweekly.com

This plan offers our members a choice of purchasing a fully paid-up insurance policy by making only one (single) premium payment. This policy
offers an attractive cash accumulation feature. This is a popular policy
with grandparents for gifting to their grandchildren.

Age 1
Age 5
Age 10
Age 15
Age 20

$5,000

$10,000

$25,000

325.00
355.00
420.00
500.00
585.00

625.00
685.00
815.00
975.00
1,145.00

1,525.00
1,675.00
2,000.00
2,400.00
2,825.00

20 PAY LIFE INSURANCE:
This whole life insurance policy is paid up after 20 continuous consecutive
yearly premiums, at which time you own a fully paid up policy. This policy
accumulates cash value.

Age 1
Age 5
Age 10
Age 15
Age 20

$5,000

$10,000

$25,000

$100,000

24.85
28.30
32.70
38.50
45.00

49.70
56.60
65.40
77.00
90.00

124.25
141.50
163.50
192.50
225.00

497.00
566.00
654.00
770.00
900.00
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March 2008

Praised be our Lord Jesus Christ!
Dear Friend,
As we prepare to celebrate the Resurrection of our Lord, we at St. Sophia Religious Association of Ukrainian
Catholics turn to you with a plea: help us maintain and preserve the rich legacy left to us by His Beatitude Josyf
Cardinal Slipyj. As a non-profit corporation, our most important tasks is to ensure the growth and development of the
Ukrainian Catholic Church by caring for the institutions founded by Patriarch Josyf.
A recent added and most privileged task of our Association is to care for and maintain the Josyf Slipyj Memorial
Museum which the Society has erected in his native village of Zazdrist, Ukraine in 1998. The Association supports
and sustains this worthy cause. Please join us in donating whatever you can for the maintenance of this newest
Religious Pilgrimage Site of Ukraine, which is attracting the faithful from all over the world.
Donations to St. Sophia are tax-deductible. Checks or money orders may be made out to “St. Sophia Religious
Association of Ukrainian Catholics” and mailed to 7911 Whitewood Rd. Elkins Park, Pa. 19027.

We wish you a most Blessed Easter!

24

THE UKRAINIAN WEEKLY

SUNDAY, MARCH 16, 2008

No. 11

No. 11

THE UKRAINIAN WEEKLY

SUNDAY, MARCH 16, 2008

25

26

THE UKRAINIAN WEEKLY

SUNDAY, MARCH 16, 2008

No. 11

NOTES ON PEOPLE
Union County, N.J.,
prosecutor honored
by Walter Bodnar
ELIZABETH, N.J. – On the afternoon
of February 21, Theodore J. Romankow
received a certificate of gratitude from
representatives of Americans for Human
Rights in Ukraine (AHRU) and the
Ukrainian National Center: History and
Information Center (UNCHAIN).
Mr. Romankow is now serving his
second term as prosecutor of Union
County, N.J. He is of Ukrainian heritage
and was chosen for this important post
by two governors of New Jersey.
AHRU
President
Bozhena
Olshaniwsky and Walter Bodnar presented the certificate of gratitude and a
framed arrangement of Easter eggs created by the Philadelphia artist Roksolana
Gilicinski. The occasion for this presentation was Mr. Romankow’s second consecutive appointment to the top law
enforcement office in his county.
Gov. Jon Corzine nominated Mr.
Romankow on January 8, and he was
sworn in on January 9 by Judge Walter
Barisonek with Mr. Romankow’s wife,
Daria (née Chornomaz), holding the
Bible.
Mr. Romankow’s first appointment to
this office by Gov. Jim McGreevey took
place five years ago and the swearing in
ceremony took place on July 26, 2004.
Previously Mr. Romankow was a

long-time attorney with several partners
in Springfield, N.J., and served as mayor
of Berkeley Heights, N.J., for several
years.
Though he works very hard and keeps
long hours, Mr. Romankow said that
being a prosecutor is the job he dreamt
about all his life. He added that he is
very satisfied to be doing something useful and constructive for humanity.
At present, his priorities are fighting
illegal drugs and gangs. He is planning to
go to Colombia, South America, in the
near future to discuss solutions to drug
trafficking problems with representatives
of the Colombian government.
Mr. Bodnar and Ms. Olshaniwsky said
they are grateful to Mr. Romankow for
his pro bono contributions to their organizations and their work in defense of
human rights, defense of John
Demjanjuk, support in the international
fight against trafficking of persons, and
lobbying of the U.S. Congress on
Ukrainian issues, etc.
In 1986 Mr. Romankow and Ms.
Olshaniwsky travelled to Israel in an
attempt to help in the Demjanjuk defense.
Mrs. Olshaniwsky commented that, if
one were to add up all the time and effort
Mr. Romankow has donated community
in the U.S. during the past 25 years, he is
on top in terms of his dedication and
selflessness. She cited the honoree’s positive attitude, dedication and perseverance, and belief in justice and fighting
evil that have helped him reach the pinnacle of success.

Union County Prosecutor Theodore J. Romankow (center) with Walter Bodnar
and Bozhena Olshaniwsky.

Couple’s love story
featured in paper
PARSIPPANY, N.J. – The fateful
meeting of Ukrainian couple Helen
Pobiechun and Zin Balaban in 1968 was
featured on February 24 as part of the
Hartford Courant’s reader-submitted love
stories.
Ms. Pobiechun, a Toronto native, was
invited to visit Mary, a family friend, in
New York during the Christmas holiday.
Mr. Balaban, who grew up in New
York’s East Village neighborhood (which
was predominantly Ukrainian) recalled
that he knew Mary “because growing up
in New York, in a small Ukrainian village, you knew everybody.”
Ms. Pobiechun, upon the recommendation of her friend, met Mr. Balaban at a
spot that was popular among the
Ukrainian community.
Two days later, Mr. Balaban, with
another Ukrainian friend, ran into the
two young ladies at a restaurant and

To be inducted
into Hall of Fame
PARSIPPANY, N.J. – Mike Palivoda,
long-time soccer star and coach with the
Ukrainian
Athletic-Educational
Association Chornomorska Sitch, will be
inducted into the New Jersey Soccer
Association’s Hall of Fame on March 29.
A dinner-dance is to be held at Don

invited them to a New Year’s Eve zabava
hosted by the Plast Ukrainian Scouting
Organization.
Mr. Balaban telephoned Ms.
Pobiechun on her birthday, at which time
they arranged for his visit to Toronto in
the spring of 1970. Later that year Mr.
Balaban was drafted. Through their correspondences during the Vietnam War,
Ms. Pobiechun got to know Mr. Balaban
on a deeper level.
Upon his return from Vietnam, Mr.
Balaban skipped going home first, and
appeared at Ms. Pobiechun’s door in
1971. From there, he telephoned his
mother to inform her that he was safe and
sound.
Mr. Balaban returned home to finish
his university studies and saw Ms.
Pobiechun occasionally. It was during
her trip to New York for her friend
Mary’s wedding in the fall, that Ms.
Pobiechun met Mr. Balaban’s parents.
Despite the cold reception that weekend, Mr. Balaban proposed and Ms.
Pobiechun accepted. They have been
together for 35 years.

Pepe Restaurant, located in Newark, N.J.
Readers may purchase tickets by telephone, 609-587-9265 or 609-587-9107.
The NJSA is the oldest member of the
United States Soccer Federation, the
governing body of soccer in the United
States. It governs all aspects of soccer for
players above the age of 19 and accepts
into its membership organized groups of
men and women wishing to play at a
recreational and/or competitive level.

“Notes on People” is a feature geared toward reporting on the achievements of members of the
Ukrainian National Association and the Ukrainian community. All submissions should be concise
due to space limitations and must include the person’s UNA branch number (if applicable). Items
will be published as soon as possible after their receipt.

Want to see your name in print?
Then why not become a correspondent of
The Ukrainian Weekly in your community?
We welcome submissions from all our Ukrainian communities, no matter
where they are located. Let the rest of us know what you’re up to in your
corner of the Ukrainian diaspora!
Any questions? Call The Weekly, 973-292-9800, ext. 3049.
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NEWSBRIEFS
(Continued from page 2)
ing the initiation of a dialogue on visa-free
travel between Ukraine and the EU; the
creation of a common air space; and
implementing a new transport strategy.
(RFE/RL Newsline)
Rada passes resolution on NATO
KYIV – The Verkhovna Rada on March
6 passed a resolution stating that
Parliament will vote on Ukraine’s possible
membership in NATO only if membership
is first approved by a nationwide referendum, RFE/RL’s Ukrainian Service reported. The first meeting of the 450-seat
Parliament after a long deadlock was
attended by 446 legislators. The resolution
was backed by 248 lawmakers, including
all members of the Party of the Regions
and the Volodymyr Lytvyn Bloc, as well as
34 members of the Yulia Tymoshenko Bloc
and 19 of the Our Ukraine – People’s SelfDefense bloc. The Communist Party did
not participate in the vote. The adoption of
the resolution formally opens the way for
the Ukrainian Parliament to resume work.
The opposition Party of the Regions
blocked parliamentary meetings shortly
after Ukrainian President Viktor
Yushchenko, Ukrainian Prime Minister
Yulia Tymoshenko and Verkhovna Rada
Chairman Arseniy Yatsenyuk in midJanuary sent a letter to NATO SecretaryGeneral Jaap de Hoop Scheffer, asking him
to present Ukraine with a NATO
Membership Action Plan at the alliance’s
summit in Bucharest in April. The Party of
the Regions has demanded the adoption of
a resolution declaring that any step toward
NATO membership should be preceded by
a national referendum. (RFE/RL Newsline)
U.S. supports Ukraine’s aspirations
WASHINGTON – Acting U.S. Assistant
Secretary of State for European and
Eurasian Affairs Kurt Volker on March 10
told RFE/RL that the United States supports the aspirations of Ukraine and
Georgia to move closer to NATO. “There’s
got to be a ‘yes’ from our side, saying, ‘We
welcome the aspirations of Georgia and
Ukraine.’ That is the directional aspect of
this,” said Mr. Volker, who is also the U.S.
ambassador-designate to NATO. “Do we
offer them a Membership Action Plan?
That’s a decision that NATO needs to take
by consensus. If it’s not at [the planned
NATO summit in April in] Bucharest, the
directional aspect remains the same: they
have indicated their desire to come closer
and we want to help them,” Mr. Volker
said. Ukrainian President Viktor
Yushchenko, Prime Minister Yulia
Tymoshenko and Verkhovna Rada
Chairman Arseniy Yatsenyuk in midJanuary sent a letter to NATO SecretaryGeneral Jaap de Hoop Scheffer asking him
to offer Ukraine a NATO Membership
Action Plan at the Bucharest summit.
However, German Chancellor Angela
Merkel on March 10 said that “a country
should become a NATO member not only
when its temporary political leadership is in
favor but when a significant percentage of
the population supports membership,” in a
reference to Ukraine. According to public
opinion surveys, slightly more than half of
the Ukrainian population opposes possible
membership in NATO. (RFE/RL Newsline)
Bush honors Iryna Kazulina
WASHINGTON – In a statement on
March 10 marking Women’s History
Month and International Women’s Day,
U.S. President George W. Bush honored
Iryna Kazulina, the deceased wife of
imprisoned Belarusian former presidential
candidate Alyaksandr Kazulin, the White
House website reported. “America honors
women like Iryna Kazulina,” Mr. Bush
said. “Iryna’s husband, Alyaksandr
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Kazulin, is serving a five-year prison sentence for protesting Belarus’s fraudulent
2006 elections. Iryna worked relentlessly
for her husband’s freedom. In doing so,
she became a leading voice for all political
prisoners held captive by [Belarusian
President Alyaksandr] Lukashenka’s
regime,” he said. Ms. Kazulina died on
February 23 after a long fight with breast
cancer. “The Lukashenka regime refused
to release her husband to be with his wife
in her final days. That’s the definition of
brutality. And the United States calls upon
that government to release Alyaksandr
Kazulin immediately, just like they ought
to release every other political prisoner in
Belarus,” President Bush said. (RFE/RL
Newsline)
Tymoshenko questions gas deal
KYIV – Ukrainian Prime Minister Yulia
Tymoshenko on March 6 criticized some
points of a gas deal reached in midFebruary by Ukrainian President Viktor
Yushchenko and his Russian counterpart,
Vladimir Putin, RFE/RL’s Ukrainian
Service reported. Ms. Tymoshenko said in
a letter to Mr. Yushchenko that she does
not intend to implement the part of the
agreement that relates to joint plans by
Russian gas monopoly Gazprom and
Ukrainian state-owned gas operator
Naftohaz Ukrayiny to set up two new
intermediary companies that would supply
Ukraine with gas. Ms. Tymoshenko also
said that the government does not intend to
pay $315 per 1,000 cubic meters for
Russian gas delivered to Ukraine in
January and February. Gazprom supplies
Ukraine with a mix of cheap Central Asian
gas and a more expensive gas extracted in
Russia. In January and February the share
of Russia-extracted gas in the mix was significantly higher, prompting Gazprom’s
demands that Ukraine pay a higher price.
Presidential Secretariat Chief Viktor
Baloha described Ms. Tymoshenko’s letter
as a “distorted interpretation” of talks
between Presidents Yushchenko and Putin.
According to Mr. Baloha, the deal reached
by the presidents did not actually spell out
the details mentioned by Ms. Tymoshenko.
Mr. Baloha said that neither the price of
$315 per 1,000 cubic meters nor deliveries
of Russian-extracted gas were the subject
of talks. Mr. Baloha said that new intermediary companies were only considered as
one possible means of further cooperation
between Gazprom and Naftohaz Ukrayiny.
Ukraine currently receives gas through two
intermediary companies: Swiss-registered
joint venture RosUkrEnergo, which supplies gas to the Russian-Ukrainian border,
and Ukrainian-registered company
UkrHazEnergo, which sells the gas to
Ukrainian customers. (RFE/RL Newsline)
Yushchenko declassifies directives on gas
KYIV – Ukrainian President Viktor
Yushchenko has declassified the directives
he issued in connection with UkrainianRussian gas talks, RFE/RL’s Ukrainian
Service reported on March 7. The directives, issued as part of a February 26 presidential decree, establish goals for the
Ukrainian governmental delegation at talks
with Russian government officials and
Russian gas monopoly Gazprom. Mr.
Yushchenko instructed the government and
Naftohaz Ukrayiny to settle Ukraine’s gas
debt to Gazprom for 2006 at the price of
$95 for 1,000 cubic meters, and the debt
incurred in November and December of
2007 at $130 per 1,000 cubic meters,
effective February 14. Naftohaz Ukrayiny
should be able to buy gas in 2008 at
$179.50 per 1,000 cubic meters at the
Ukrainian-Russian border, according to the
president’s directives. Naftohaz Ukrayiny
and Gazprom in 2008 should switch to
direct gas supplies without the participation of intermediary companies
RosUkrEnergo and UkrHazEnergo. In
February and March Naftohaz Ukrayiny
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and Gazprom should create a working
group with the participation of
RosUkrEnergo and UkrHazEnergo representatives in order to audit both supplies
and payments made by RosUkrEnergo on
Ukrainian and European markets in 2006,
2007 and 2008. President Yushchenko also
suggested that Naftohaz Ukrayiny and
Gazprom might create two new intermediary companies. One would supply
Naftohaz Ukrayiny in 2008 with at least 50
billion cubic meters of Central Asian gas at
the price of $179.50 per 1,000 cubic
meters, and at least 55 billion cubic meters
of gas in 2009 at a new negotiated price.
The second company, if established, would
be able to receive Central Asian gas from
the first company and sell no more than 30
billion cubic meters a year on the
Ukrainian market. Gazprom would secure
the conclusion of new agreements with
Naftohaz Ukrayiny or the first intermediary company. UkrHazEnergo was to be
given permission to sell no more than 5
billion cubic meters of gas on the
Ukrainian market before it closes down at
the end of 2008. All other gas supplies
should be delivered directly from
RosUkrEnergo to Naftohaz Ukrayiny.
(RFE/RL Newsline)
Yushchenko rejects criticism over deal
KYIV – Ukrainian President Viktor
Yushchenko said on March 7 that he is surprised that Prime Minister Yulia
Tymoshenko criticized the gas deal he
reached with Russian President Vladimir
Putin, RFE/RL’s Ukrainian Service reported. On March 6 Ms. Tymoshenko sent Mr.
Yushchenko a letter in which she said that
the government does not intend to observe
some points of the gas deal – in particular,
paying $315 per 1,000 cubic meters of gas
or setting up new intermediary companies
to deal with Ukrainian-Russian gas relations. Mr. Yushchenko told reporters that he
agrees with Mr. Putin that the price for gas
supplies in 2008 will be $179.50 per 1,000
cubic meters. Mr. Yushchenko said that
$179.50 is the best possible price that could
be reached during talks and, therefore, “it
should be respected.” Oleksander Shlapak,
the first deputy head of the Presidential
Secretariat, said the same day that “accusations” appearing in Ms. Tymoshenko’s letter “have nothing to do with the facts.” Mr.
Shlapak said that the prime minister’s letter
caused the president “to take an unprecedented step and declassify the directives he
gave over [gas] talks with the Russian
side.” (RFE/RL Newsline)
Concern for Russian views on NATO
BRUSSELS, Belgium – German
Foreign Minister Frank-Walter Steinmeier
and his French counterpart Bernard
Kouchner on March 6 led Western
European efforts at the NATO foreign ministers’ meeting in Brussels against moves
by Poland and the Baltic states to offer
Ukraine and Georgia a Membership Action
Plan (MAP) at NATO’s April 2-4 summit
in Bucharest, news agencies reported.
Deutsche Welle noted on March 6 that Mr.
Steinmeier is “skeptical” as to whether
Ukraine and Georgia meet NATO’s conditions for launching negotiations for a MAP,
the final preparatory stage before a formal
invitation is extended to join the alliance.
The broadcast added that he is also reluctant to antagonize Moscow by starting
MAP talks with the two former Soviet
republics. Reuters quoted Mr. Kouchner as
saying on March 6 that “we think that EURussia relations are absolutely important,”
adding that his country wants to stress energy ties in European Union-Russian relations when it takes over the EU chair in
July. Some unnamed West European diplomats argue that in order to improve EURussian relations, which have been strained
under President Vladimir Putin, the alliance
should not do anything to antagonize
Russia when President-elect Dmitry
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Medvedev is about to take office. The
Russian daily Kommersant wrote on
March 7 that “Russia is predictably happy”
that NATO membership for Ukraine
remains a long way off. The paper added
that Russia “should abandon its penchant
for threats and ultimatums. ... The less
Ukraine is afraid of [Russian missiles or
gas cutoffs], the less prone it will be to seek
aid from the alliance.” (RFE/RL Newsline)
Kazakh, Ukrainian presidents meet
ASTANA, Kazakhstan – President
Nursultan Nazarbaev met on March 5 in
Astana with Ukrainian President Viktor
Yushchenko on the start of a two-day official visit to Kazakhstan, according to
Interfax-Kazakhstan and Kazinform. They
began talks focusing on measures to
expand bilateral relations, including energy
ties in the wake of a recent Russian cutoff
of natural-gas supplies to Ukraine. A second round of talks was scheduled for
March 6 and the two presidents were to
sign a set of new agreements on bilateral
cooperation, as well as a sweeping bilateral
“action plan” for 2007-2008. Mr.
Yushchenko’s visit was scheduled some
time ago and timed to open the “Year of
Ukraine in Kazakhstan.” Although
Ukrainian investment in Kazakhstan is limited, totaling only about $5.8 million from
1993-2007, Kazakh investment in Ukraine
reached $25.8 million for the period of
2004-2007. The volume of bilateral trade
increased by more than 60 percent last
year, surpassing $2.5 billion. In an interview with the Kazakh newspaper
Kazakhstanskaya Pravda, Mr. Yushchenko
also expressed interest in concluding a new
agreement based on “an active dialogue”
between the Ukrainian and Kazakh national space agencies, and said that the two
sides are pursuing several projects including “the creation of a land-based infrastructure for a satellite navigation system, a scientific space system to study the Earth’s
ionosphere, and a space system for remote
probing of the Earth.” (RFE/RL Newsline)
Yushchenko visits Tajikistan
DUSHANBE, Tajikistan – Ukrainian
President Viktor Yushchenko met with
Tajik President Emomali Rahmon on
March 7 in Dushanbe at the end of a state
visit to Tajikistan, Asia-Plus and Tajik
Television reported. Mr. Yushchenko oversaw the signing of 10 new bilateral accords,
dealing with issues including cooperation
in the energy and transport sectors. During
his visit to Tajikistan, the first ever by a
Ukrainian leader, Mr. Yushchenko raised
the “issue of reinstating free trade zones
without limitations and exclusions,” and
agreed to lift import duties on Ukrainian
goods, which now range from 5 percent to
15 percent. Mr. Yushchenko noted
Ukraine’s “leading role in supplying equipment” to Tajik hydroelectric facilities,
pointing out that Ukrainian companies
account for over 80 percent of hydroelectric equipment imports to Tajikistan. He
also announced that Ukraine has decided to
participate in “an international consortium
to complete the construction of the Roghun
hydroelectric power station.” For his part,
Mr. Rahmon noted that the talks between
the two leaders were “constructive” and
served as “a new impetus to relations
between the two countries.” He welcomed
Ukraine’s “readiness to provide military
assistance to Tajikistan.” The two leaders
concluded their meeting by signing an official action plan guiding bilateral relations
for 2008-2009. The Ukrainian president
was scheduled to visit the Norak hydroelectric power station and the Russian and
Iranian-financed Sangtuda-1 and Sangtuda2 hydroelectric power stations, but those
visits were cancelled and his trip reportedly
“cut short” for unexplained reasons,
according to ITAR-TASS. Mr. Yushchenko
arrived in Tajikistan after a state visit to
nearby Kazakhstan. (RFE/RL Newsline)
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Yushchenko...

How the Kremlin...

(Continued from page 2)
government. This five-point strategy was
drawn up during a secret February meeting between Messrs. Yushchenko and
Yanukovych and is planned to be completed by April 1. The Russian leadership
endorsed the plan when President
Yushchenko visited Moscow in January.
The basic steps are:
1. OU-PSD withdraws from the
Orange coalition. Mr. Baloha reportedly
has 22 allies among OU-PSD’s 72
deputies, seven of whom have already
resigned. For a faction to withdraw from
a coalition requires a majority vote
which, in the case of OU-PSD, is a minimum of 37 deputies. An additional 15
deputies will be pressured to defect.
2. A vote of no confidence in the
Tymoshenko government. The parliamentary blockade has prevented a vote
on the government’s program, which
would have legally prevented a vote of
no confidence for 12 months.
3. The acting government will be sidelined by a new government headed by
Mr. Baloha and with Mr. Yanukovych as
Verkhovna Rada chairman. The Baloha
government would be backed by a reorganized grand coalition that includes a
wing of OU-PSD.
4. The Baloha government and grand
coalition
would
support
Mr.
Yushchenko’s version of constitutional
reforms that give back powers to the
president.
5. The Baloha government and grand
coalition would ensure Mr. Yushchenko’s
re-election for a second term, and Mr.
Yanukovych would agree to not stand.
These five components are inherently
unstable, irrational and incompatible.
However, President Yushchenko is dominated completely by his chief of staff,
who has convinced him of two key factors: First, Prime Minister Tymoshenko
is disloyal and has decided to stand as a
presidential candidate. Second, Mr.
Baloha
can
“guarantee”
Mr.
Yushchenko’s re-election through an
alliance with the PRU whose political
machine can ensure his win in eastern
Ukraine. But with a public approval rating of 6 percent to 10 percent, Mr.
Yushchenko could not win an election
even through fraud.
Ms. Tymoshenko’s personal and the
YTB’s ratings are three times as high as
those of Mr. Yushchenko and OU-PSD.
If pre-term parliamentary elections were
held today, the YTB would place first
with an increase of 50 seats, bringing it
to over 200. OU-PSD and the PRU
would secure fewer seats than in 2007.
The only way Mr. Yushchenko can be reelected in a free election is through an
alliance with Ms. Tymoshenko as his
prime minister, repeating their successful
2004 alliance.
A wide-ranging discussion in the
respected weekly Zerkalo Nedeli showed
that Mr. Yushchenko’s campaign to retake presidential powers through further
constitutional reforms is backed by only
one out of the five factions in parliament,
OU-PSD – which is also the most unstable faction.
In the meantime, President
Yushchenko’s continued inability to
choose between grand and Orange coalitions or to reconcile himself with a
Tymoshenko government, combined
with his desperation to get himself reelected, is undermining his own policies,
including his goal of receiving a NATO
Membership Action Plan at next month’s
summit in Bucharest.

(Continued from page 2)
results. Interestingly, that was slightly better than the 70.08 percent the pro-Kremlin
Unified Russia party polled in the
December legislative elections, but slightly
worse than the 71.3 percent that President
Vladimir Putin garnered in his 2004 reelection. Clearly, the Kremlin wants Mr.
Medvedev to seem popular. To be more
popular than his predecessor, however,
would be unseemly.
Andrei Buzin, chairman of the
Interregional Association of Voters, told
gazeta.ru on March 5 that his monitoring
group has noticed an increasing trend of
election-day falsification. Such violations
have long been de rigueur in the so-called
ethnic republics such as Tatarstan and
Bashkortostan and, especially, in the North
Caucasus. In Ingushetia, to take one example, officials reported a startling 98 percent
turnout for the Duma elections, but in the
weeks following the vote, more than 50
percent of the republic’s eligible voters
signed statements saying they did not vote.
Following that embarrassment, Election
Commission Chairman Churov announced
that he would order the installation of
video cameras at all Ingush polling stations
for the presidential election. But the chairman of its legislature announced that such
measures were unnecessary and no cameras appeared. “Novaya gazeta” journalists
in the republic on March 2 asked about the
cameras and election officials “simply
laughed.” Official turnout in the republic
on March 2 was 92 percent (with 91 percent of them voting for Mr. Medvedev),
while independent monitors counted 5,742
voters – putting estimated turnout somewhere closer to 3.5 percent.
Earlier this month, two bloggers – a
chemist named Maksim Pshenichnikov
and a person who goes by the online name
Podmoskovnik – published a damning statistical analysis that used Central Election
Commission statistics to shed light on the
extent of the fraud in the December Duma
elections. The two made a graph of the
voter-turnout percentage reported by each
polling station. Under normal conditions,
one would expect a bell-shaped curve, with
few or no polling stations reporting 0 percent turnout and few or none reporting 100
percent. The normal curve would peak at
the point representing the national average
voter turnout, which for these elections
was officially put at 63 percent.
What the bloggers found instead was a
curve that began normally on the zero side
of the graph and ran upward to a peak of
51 percent. On the right side of the graph,
the side representing polling stations
reporting higher-than-average turnout, the
graph meandered in a spiked line and
ended with a peak at 100 percent that was
higher even than the number of polling stations reporting the apparent national average of 51 percent. Moreover, they found
sharp spikes at all the “round” numbers
above that average – 55, 60, 65, 70, etc.
For instance, 633 polling stations reported
an 89-percent turnout and 770 reported 91
percent, while 927 reported a nice, round
90 percent. “It is a study that explicitly
demonstrates that the results were manipulated,” economist Konstantin Sonin told
The Moscow Times.
Moreover, the bloggers created a second
graph showing the number of votes reported by each polling station as being cast for
each party. The second graph shows nearly
normal bell-curves for all of the minor parties in the election, but the curve for the
pro-Kremlin Unified Russia party nearly
precisely follows the curve for overall
voter turnout. This seems to indicate conclusively that all the “additional” votes that
appeared in contravention of statistical
logic were cast for Unified Russia.
According to their analysis, Unified Russia
should have been given 277 seats in the

Sources: Zerkalo Nedeli, March 1-7;
Ukrayinska Pravda, February 19-29,
glavred.info, February 15; vvnews.info,
February 21-22.
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Duma, instead of the 315 (more than the
constitutional majority of 300) that the
party was awarded.
Independent monitor Mr. Buzin told
gazeta.ru that there are increasing signs that
brazen election-day manipulation is on the
rise across the country, including in cities
like Moscow and St. Petersburg. He noted
that polling station No. 1257 in Moscow
reported a 100 percent turnout (2,400 registered voters). “Such results have been seen
in Karachayevo-Cherkesia and other
Caucasian republics, but in the capital –
this is a first,” he said. “Reports of such statistics are coming in from cities nationally.”
On the evening of March 2, St.
Petersburg Yabloko official Maksim
Reznik appeared on a small local television
station and told of an experiment that he
carried out during the presidential vote. He
reported that he and six other activists visited seven St. Petersburg polling stations. At
each one, they told officials that they were
residents of Murmansk without identification or absentee ballots and in each case
they were admitted to vote in violation of
election rules.
The next day Mr. Reznik was arrested in
the middle of the night for allegedly
assaulting a police officer and a St.
Petersburg court ordered him held without
bond pending trial because his previous
involvement with opposition protests supposedly showed contempt for the law. He
could face up to six years in prison.
Mr. Buzin told gazeta.ru that on election
day he was at Moscow polling station No.
1513. He said that independent monitors
there discovered a fully stuffed ballot box
and were guarding it. For a long time, election officials on the site discussed the situation. After a while, a civil-defense alarm
sounded and police appeared, ordering the
evacuation of the polling station. The monitors were ushered out of the building,
although according to election law in such
situations monitors are supposed to be evacuated together with all the ballot boxes. Mr.
Buzin said that during the evacuation, he
spoke personally with the chairman of the
Moscow municipal election commission.
After the alarm was ended, representatives
of the Prosecutor General’s Office appeared
and confiscated the suspicious ballot box.
Nothing was heard about it again.
“This story once again confirms how all
these organs act as one,” Mr. Buzin concluded. “They have a single leadership, and
this combination of all branches of power
and state organs enables them to perpetrate

rather brazen direct falsifications.”
Novaya Gazeta reported last week on
the election-day experience of Olga
Pokrovskaya, a well-known St. Petersburg
lawyer and liberal activist who has served
on election commissions in the past. Ms.
Pokrovskaya told the paper she spent election day monitoring polling station No.
488. She reported spending the entire day
there and waiting after polls closed while
officials filled out the station’s voting protocol. She then asked for and received an
officially signed copy of the protocol and
accompanied polling station officials to the
territorial election commission, where they
were to submit the documents. Ms.
Pokrovskaya said that she noticed one of
the officials was carrying a blank election
protocol that had been signed and stamped,
in addition to the document that had been
shown to Ms. Pokrovskaya earlier.
Ms. Pokrovskaya later compared the
document she had with the official Central
Election Commission data for polling station No. 488. Both sets of figures showed
23 votes for Democratic Party leader Andrei
Bogdanov, 68 votes for Liberal Democratic
Party of Russia leader Vladimir
Zhirinovsky, and 188 votes for Communist
Party leader Gennady Zyuganov. Ms.
Pokrovskaya’s document also shows 620
votes for Dmitry Medvedev, while the official tally for Mr. Medvedev for that polling
station was 1,412. Ms. Pokrovskaya
showed total turnout (including spoiled ballots and others) as 965, while the official
figure is registered as 1,641.
“I suppose similar methods were used at
other polling stations as well,” Ms.
Pokrovskaya said. “There were very few
observers. At my polling station, for example, there was no one but me.”
Lilia Shabanova, executive director of
the independent NGO Golos, also monitored the elections and noticed the same
trend of more brazen falsification and officials from all levels of government and all
agencies working in tandem.
“Administrative resources have always
been used,” she told Novaya Gazeta, “but
when there was political competition in
earlier elections, control over the elections
was incomparably greater. The commission
under [former Central Election
Commission head Aleksandr] Veshnyakov
came to help at least during local elections,
but the current [Central Election
Commission] is deaf, blind and dumb. It
does not react to anything; it doesn’t want
to see or hear anything.”

U.S., new NATO members...

are set to continue until the last moment
toward a possible decision at the summit.
For his part, NATO Special
Representative for the South Caucasus and
Central Asia Robert Simmons has offered a
“personal opinion” during a visit to
Moscow that Georgia and Ukraine are
unlikely on performance grounds to receive
MAPs at the Bucharest summit (Ekho
Moskvy, March 4; Georgia Today,
Kommersant, March 7).
Parliamentary elections are scheduled to
be held in Georgia in early May. This
timetable could provide an additional
excuse for not taking any decision on a
Georgian MAP at the NATO summit in
April, awaiting the elections and factoring
their international assessment into an allied
decision later on.
Should the summit for whatever reasons
decide to postpone consideration of a
Georgian MAP, it could unwittingly encourage Russia to oppose the MAP more
brazenly when it does come up for consideration. At worst, no MAP decision could
tempt Russia into testing whether Georgia
had become fair game. To avoid such consequences, summit documents will need to
make clear for all concerned that NATO
regards Georgia as an important partner
with membership prospects based on its
performance.

(Continued from page 4)
Georgia to demonstrate conciliatory behavior, in response to de facto aggression on its
territory. Meanwhile, the questioning governments themselves seem unwilling to
address that issue seriously with Russia,
whether at NATO or EU levels.
Following the March 6 ministerial meeting, NATO Secretary-General Jaap de Hoop
Scheffer declared that NATO “does not suffer from enlargement fatigue” – apparently
alluding to the European Union, which is
widely seen as enlargement-fatigued. Mr. de
Hoop Scheffer recalled two basic NATO
enlargement policy tenets: The open door
for qualified aspirant countries and the right
of decision “by the NATO allies and only
by them, and not by any other nation” [i.e.,
Russia]. Meeting separately with Georgia’s
Parliament Speaker Nino Burjanadze and
Minister of Foreign Affairs Davit Bakradze,
the secretary-general focused on civilian
issues, such as judicial reforms and conducting elections “with a minimum of technical complications,” so as to improve
Georgia’s MAP prospects (Civil Georgia,
March 7).
According to Mr. De Hoop Scheffer, discussions within the alliance on the MAPs
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‘Natalka Poltavka’ musical play
to be presented at UACCNJ
by Oksana Lodziuk-Krywulych
WHIPPANY, N.J . – The Arts, Culture
and Education Committee at the Ukrainian
American Cultural Center of New Jersey
(UACCNJ) will host two showings on April
12-13 of “Natalka Poltavka,” the internationally acclaimed musical play presented
by the Ivan Franko Theater of Ukraine.
The play is directed by Ukraine’s superstar of stage and screen Bohdan Stupka and
will feature Ukrainian rock star Oleh
Skrypka and award-winning soloist Tetyana
Mihina. The entire cast of 36 players and all
original sets will be brought in from
Ukraine.
Mr. Stupka’s “Natalka Poltavka” has
played to sold-out audiences all over
Ukraine and abroad, and the reviews have
been overwhelmingly positive. According
to one critic, “Natalka Poltavka” was performed at the European festival in Russia to
a capacity crowd which greeted every
entrance of Mr. Skrypka with tremendous
applause.
Dr. Mykola Zhulynsky, Ukraine’s former
minister of culture, noted: “There are elements of parody and comedy mixed with
satire. It is a wonderful symbiosis of music
and vaudeville, it is classic theater with elements of opera, entertaining for any age.
[Ivan] Kotliarevsky’s original text has not
been changed, but improved upon with a
new musical score. The actors interact beautifully. May it run for many, many years.”
After one of the troupe’s performances,
the prima donna of Ukrainian theater, Elena
Bistrystka congratulated the cast with tears
in her eyes.
The legendary Mr. Stupka has performed
over 100 roles for theater and at least 50 in
cinema. He has won four international
awards for best actor and garnered one
European Film Festival nomination for best
actor. He is the leading actor in Ukraine,
starring in such films as “Vohnem ta
Mechem,” in which he portrayed Hetman
Bohdan Khmelnytsky, “A White Bird with
a Black Mark,” “The Piper” and “Ukradene
Schastia” (Stolen Happiness).
Mr. Skrypa, who will play the role of
Vyborny, is arguably Ukraine’s most

famous rock musician. He founded the
rock group Vopli Vidoplasova (VV) in 1978
with two other students. Their music was a
blend of punk rock with elements of folk
music. It took the group less than a year to
become a tremendous hit in Ukraine and
many other countries, and VV remains a
cult band in Ukraine.
Mr. Skrypka is the organizer of the annual ethnic and world music festival “Krayina
Mriy” (Dreamland), which brings together
bands from Great Britain, France, Hungary,
Poland and other countries. Together with
his band VV, Mr. Skrypka has toured
France, Germany, Great Britain,
Switzerland, Canada and the United States,
even upstaging the legendary Australian
band INXS, which was then at the peak of
its popularity, when VV performed right
before them in 1991.
Mr. Skrypka has just launched and performed at a festival of Ukrainian heroic songs
at the International Cultural Center of the Arts
in Ukraine on February 19. These songs of
the 17th to 20th centuries are a blend of
marching, lyrical and humorous songs and
are accompanied with screenings of documentary films and wartime photographs dating to the early- and mid-20th century.
Mr. Skrypka is fond of hosting
“Vechornytsi,” or folklore parties, with the
goal of getting people interested in highquality folk music. In that vein, he has
rewritten the music of Mykola Lysenko’s
“Natalka Poltavka” and created a romancestyle adaptation of the opera. This version
of “Natalka Poltavka” stays close to the
original text by Kotliarevsky but with an
updated script.
Only two shows of this original production will be presented in the United States.
Ticket prices range from $25 to $100 and
include a “Meet the Artists” reception on
Saturday evening only. Show times are 8
p.m. Saturday, April 12, and 1:30 p.m.
Sunday, April 13. For tickets readers may
call 973 590-8026 or log on to
www.UACCNJ.org to download a ticket
order form.
All proceeds from the presentation will
benefit the Ukrainian American Cultural
Center of New Jersey.

20th Congress of Ukrainians in America
to take place in Cleveland in October
by Tamara Olexy
Ukrainian Congress Committee of America

NEW YORK – At the last meeting of the
executive board of the Ukrainian Congress
Committee of America (UCCA), preparations were discussed for the upcoming 20th
Congress of Ukrainians in America. With
its primary focus being the Ukrainian
American community in the 21st century,
the quadrennial convention of the UCCA
will be held under the slogan: “The Fate of
Our Future.” It will take place in Cleveland
on October 17-19.
The Congress of Ukrainians in America
is the highest organ of the Ukrainian
Congress Committee of America and will
determine its main objectives and activities
for the future, as well as hold elections of
UCCA governing bodies for the organization. The convention is attended by representatives of UCCA branches and memberorganizations.
In addition to addressing internal matters,
convention delegates and guests will have
an opportunity to discuss issues of importance to the future of the Ukrainian
American community. The format of the
workshops is designed to allow for an open

and frank discussion on various topics in
order to help develop an overall program
and strategy for the future activities of the
UCCA.
Two afternoon panel discussions will
address issues of importance to our community. Under the title “The Future of Our
Community” the first panel will highlight
unification within the community, effective
communication in the Internet age, and
engaging the younger generation and the
newest immigrants.
The second panel, titled “Why Advocacy
Matters,” will address the community’s representation in Washington, local advocacy
and future cooperation with Ukraine.
That evening, during the congress banquet, the Shevchenko Freedom Award will
be presented to those who have championed
the cause of Ukraine or the Ukrainian
American community.
Additional information regarding the
20th Congress of Ukrainians in America
will be published in the Ukrainian
American press in the near future. For
more information readers may contact the
UCCA National Office by phone, 212- 2286840, or via e-mail, ucca@ucca.org.
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‘Shkola’ website The “change” mantra...
(Continued from page 7)
Constaninescu and Mexico’s Vicente Fox
announces
came to power promising change but disappointed their voters. Will Ukraine’s
major update
Viktor Yushchenko be remembered
EDMONTON , Alberta – The Kule
Center for Ukrainian and Canadian
Folklore has announced a major update to
its
“Shkola”
website
at
http://www.arts.ualberta.ca/Shkola.
This website assembles materials for
the Ukrainian bilingual program; it contains pictures and videos from Ukraine.
Emphasis is on children and their lives.
Shown are a city apartment and a village
house. Both are available in 3-D virtual
reality so that the visitor can “walk
around” the dwelling and look inside various rooms. Several of the dwellings have
“guided tours” provided by the Ukrainian
child living there.
There are pictures of household items
such as furniture and household goods
such as milk, juice, bread and so forth.
One village has a short video of grandmother providing a tour of her garden and
speaking about her vegetables.
There are units on shopping and on
transportation. The shopping unit shows
stores, kiosks, markets and the products
sold in each.
A unit that shows schools includes pictures of school interiors, children providing tours of the school, and a video of the
“first bell,” the ceremony marking the
beginning of the school year. The unit on
games has children introducing themselves, then giving a description of their
games, then demonstrating how each
game is played.
Some units have an interactive “find the
(moloko, boroshno, derevo, domovyk)”
feature and more such “quizzes” are being
constructed. Workbooks that can be downloaded and printed out are also planned.
The text is in Ukrainian, and the materials selected are geared to the Alberta recommendations for Ukrainian language
arts: kindergarten through Grade 9. The
website is also being used in
Saskatchewan and Manitoba and is under
consideration in other provinces.
Feedback is welcome. Readers may
write to Prof. Natalie Kononenko, nataliek@ualberta.ca, or to Peter Holloway,
peter.holloway@ualberta.ca.
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among those leaders who failed to bring
change or along with the more successful
Mart Laar of Estonia, Ivan Kostov of
Bulgaria and Vaclav Havel of the Czech
Republic.
Hillary Clinton is right when she says
in the 2008 U.S. campaign that just saying you want change is not enough. You
also need to have the will, desire and
ability to implement it.
The mandate of an Orange president
did not just come from the ballot box but
also from the one-fifth of Ukraine’s population who participated in the Orange
Revolution. Ukrainians gave President
Yushchenko a mandate for all-embracing
change. It is the lack of change in
Ukraine, especially in the battle against
corruption and the rule of law, that has
disillusioned many Ukrainians, particularly young people who were the backbone of the Orange Revolution.
The two wings of the Orange camp
(the Yulia Tymoshenko Bloc and Our
Ukraine) are both members of the centerright European Peoples Party in the
European Parliament. They resemble the
two wings of the British Conservative
Party – the “dries” (Tymoshenko) and the
“wets” (Yushchenko and Our Ukraine).
The “dries” were the Thatcherite
reformers who introduced difficult
reforms in the 1980s that overcame
Britain’s epitaph as the “sick man of
Europe.” The “wets” were the one-nation
Conservatives who were more content
with the status quo. Since the reforms,
Britain is the fifth largest economy in the
world and the second largest economy in
the European Union after Germany.
London is one of the three major financial centers of the world, along with New
York and Tokyo. Britain recently overtook the U.S. in terms of the standard of
living.
There is an often repeated claim that
President Yushchenko could not effect
the change he wanted because his electoral victory of 8 percent was low. Polls
in the last years of President Kuchma’s
rule showed that a large majority of
Ukrainians wanted change that crossed
party lines (Orange and Blue) and
regions (western and eastern Ukraine).
In reality Mr. Yushchenko’s mandate
for change was far higher than that for
Mr. Sarkozy in France, whose 53 percent
victory was only 6 percent more than his
Socialist rival’s 47 percent. Britain’s two
crucial elections associated with change
gave a 7 percent victory to the
Conservatives in 1979 and a 12 percent
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victory to New Labor in 1997. President
George W. Bush was elected in the U.S.
with even lower majorities of only 1 percent in 2000 and 3 percent in 2004.
Reagan won by a larger majority in 1980
of 51 percent over Jimmy Carter’s 41
percent, making it similar to Mr.
Yushchenko’s victory over Mr.
Yanukovych.
Compared to the British, French and
U.S. election results, Mr. Yushchenko,
therefore, had a relatively large mandate
for change that he still has not implemented. And, his inability to effect
change makes it difficult for him to win
a second term.
That is why President Yushchenko
needs Ms. Tymoshenko. The two have
always been a good team, whether in the
2000-2001 Yushchenko government or in
the 2004 elections and the Orange
Revolution. They could have fulfilled the
yearning for change after Mr.
Yushchenko’s election, but this failed to
happen when the Tymoshenko government was removed after only eight
months in office. The decision proved to
be costly, including to Mr. Yushchenko’s
own popularity, and divided the Orange
pro-reformist camp for 18 months.
The Orange camp – and Ukrainians’
desire for change – have now been given
a second chance following the 2007 parliamentary elections. Ms. Tymoshenko is
again prime minister, and she has hit the
floor running in her government’s desire
to introduce reforms, clean up corruption
and provide justice to millions of
Ukrainians who lost their savings.
Ms. Tymoshenko has warned, however, that her participation in the 2009 elections remains an open question if her
government is thwarted in its attempts at
undertaking reforms, as she believes it
was in 2005. She has unequivocally stated that if the government is permitted to
effectively introduce its reforms then it
makes no difference who takes part in the
presidential elections from the Orange
coalition.
Asked if she wanted to be president,
she replied: “This is a very direct question. If they give us the ability to clean
out the country in the position of prime
minister, then that person will have
enough work for 24 hours without a vacation. But if they begin to put up obstacles
saying don’t touch this, these are our people, these are our law enforcement structures, then this is another question.”
Referring to mistakes made in 2005,
she replied that, “There was just one mistake – the assumption that everybody
wanted reforms. But once the reforms
were begun, then opposition to them
began and overpowered the prime minister.”
Ms. Tymoshenko was sending a clear
signal to the president that if he attempted to block her reforms and anti-corrup-
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tion policies, as she believes he and his
advisers did in 2005, then she will have
little alternative but to run in the presidential elections. If she did run against
Messrs. Yanukovych and Yushchenko
she would win the elections.
The president has been unable to work
with two of his three prime ministers,
Ms. Tymoshenko and Mr. Yanukovych.
To implement the Orange Revolution’s
demand for change the president and
prime minister should now do all they
can to work together. The first place to
start is in battling corruption, implementing last year ’s election slogan
“Everybody equal under the law,” and
deepening Ukraine’s integration into
Europe.
President Yushchenko’s historic legacy and his chances for re-election are
dependent on his support for the
Tymoshenko government’s wideembracing reforms. Mr. Yushchenko
rode to power on an Obama-like wave of
popular thirst for change.
The question is: Will he leave office
as a Kostunica or a Yeltsin, having failed
to deliver on promises for change, or as a
Thatcher or a Blair, who successfully
transformed the “sick man of Europe,”
into the EU’s leading globalized economy and engine of change?

Vitaly Fedorchuk...
(Continued from page 3)
held for seven months, and then as internal affairs minister with the rank of full
general. He continued to serve as internal affairs minister under Mr.
Andropov’s successor, Konstantin
Chernenko.
In 1986 the next Soviet leader,
Mikhail Gorbachev, replaced Gen.
Fedorchuk at the Internal Affairs
Ministry. Gen. Fedorchuk completed his
career as an inspector at the Ministry of
Defense.
An obituary published in The New
York Times on March 9 noted that
Vladimir Solovyov and Elena Klepikova
in their book “Yuri Andropov: A Secret
Passage into the Kremlin” (1983) wrote
that Mr. Fedorchuk became known as
“the butcher of the [sic] Ukraine.” The
Times added that the authors “described
hangings, throat-slittings and apparent
torture of dissidents starting soon after
the general’s arrival.”
The Times also referred to the book
“Gorbachev: The Man and the System”
(1989), in which Ilya Zemtsov and John
Farrar wrote: “Thanks to his [Mr.
Fedorchuk’s] diligence the Ukrainian
opposition was broken with a ferocity
hitherto unknown even in the Soviet system.”
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OUT AND ABOUT
March 19
Philadelphia

Violinist Solomiya Ivakhiv and pianist
Angelina Gadella perform Bach sonatas for
violin and keyboard, Baptist Church of
Chestnut Hill, 215-248-3063 or
www.bach-fest.org

March 19
Washington

Panel discussion, “Kyoto Protocol –
Sustainable Energy Options for Ukraine,”
U.S.-Ukraine Foundation,
ulyana@usukraine.org or
oleksiy@ukraine.org

March 27
Toronto

Lecture by Thomas Prymak, “Ilya Repin: A
Painter from the Land of Shevchenko,”
Shevchenko Scientific Society of Canada,
Ukrainian Canadian Art Foundation,
416-946-7326

March 28
Alexandria, VA

Concert featuring pianist Valentina Lisitsa,
The Washington Group Cultural Fund,
Northern Virginia Community College,
301-229-2615

March 28
Washington

Lecture by Volodymyr Serhijchuk,
“Ukraine’s Contributions to World Culture,”
Embassy of Ukraine, 202-349-2977 or
olex@ukremb.com

March 29
New York

Concert, “The Unforgettable Kvitka – KC,”
The Ukrainian Museum, 212-228-0110

March 30
Hillside, NJ

Hahilky instruction/performance and
Easter egg hunt, Immaculate Conception
Ukrainian Catholic Church, 908-289-0127
or www.byzantines.net/immaculateconception

March 30
Ottawa

Taras Shevchenko concert, Ukrainian
Canadian Congress, Assumption of the
Blessed Virgin Mary Ukrainian
Orthodox Auditorium, 613-728-0856

March 31
Cambridge, MA

Lecture by Dmitri Belkin, “Legality,
Language and Administration: Jewish-Law
Courts in Ukraine during the 1920s,”
Harvard University, 617-495-4053

April 4-5
Baltimore, MD

Spring Flea Market and Flower Sale, St.
Michael Ukrainian Catholic Church,
410-687-3465

April 4
Washington

Monthly social, The Washington Group,
Leopold’s Café, 240-381-0993

April 4-6
Mississauga, ON

Art show and sale, St. Mary’s Ukrainian
Catholic Church Hall, 905 276 4815 or
sadochok4u@yahoo.com

April 5
Passaic, NJ

Casino Night, “A Night in Monte Carlo,” St.
Nicholas Ukrainian Catholic School,
973-471-1701 or
http://home.catholicweb.com/stnicholasukrainian

April 5
Yonkers, NY

Volleyball Tournament, Ukrainian American
Youth Association, Sacred Heart High
School, 914-709-0435

April 5
New York

Concert, “The Energy That Remains,”
featuring the New York Bandura Ensemble,
The Ukrainian Museum, 212-228-0110

April 5
Washington

Holodomor conference, Embassy of Ukraine,
202-514-1822 or 202-349-2977

April 5
Baltimore, MD

Pub night, Ukrainian Sports Club Dnipro,
410-598-4935

April 6
New York

Concert, Roma Pryma Bohachevsky New
York School of Ukrainian Dance, St. George
Ukrainian Catholic Church, 718-435-0190

April 6
Toronto

Easter bazaar, Levada Choir, St. Nicholas
Ukrainian Catholic Church, 905-212-9708

April 7
Cambridge, MA

Lecture by Steven Seegel, “Cartography and
Ukrainian Geopolitics: The Krawciw
Ucrainica Map Collection and the European
Mapping of Ukraine,” Harvard University,
617-495-4053

April 8
Washington

Lecture by Taras Chubai, “Svitlo and
Spovid – Light and Confession,” Ronald
Reagan Building and International Trade
Center, 202-691-4000

April 10
Newark, NJ

Holodomor Conference, “The Ukrainian
Famine-Genocide: Reflections after 75
Years,” Rutgers University – Newark,
973-353-1260 or 973-353-5345 or
http://cghr.newark.rutgers.edu/

April 10
New York

Book reading by Askold Melnyczuk, “The
House of Widows,” KGB Bar, 212-505-3360

Entries in “Out and About” are listed free of charge. Priority is given to
events advertised in The Ukrainian Weekly. However, we also welcome
submissions from all our readers. Items will be published at the discretion
of the editors and as space allows; photos will be considered. Please note:
items will be printed a maximum of two times each. Please send e-mail to
mdubas@ukrweekly.com.
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Soyuzivka’s Datebook
May 3 – Benefit banquet for
Ellenville Hospital

June 30 - July 4 – Exploration Day
Camp session 2

May 10 – Private evening affair

July 10 - 13 – Soyuzivka Cultural
Festival Weekend

May 11 – Mother’s Day brunch
May 24 – Memorial Day weekend
Official Soyuzivka Reopening
Kino-Q film Festival
Friday – Matthew Dubas
Saturday – Zabava with Hrim
Sunday – music by Walter
Mosiurak and friend

July 13 -18 – Heritage Camp
session 1
July 13 - 19 – Discovery / Cultural
Camp
July 20 - 25 – Heritage Camp
session 2

May 31 – New Ukrainian Wave
Convention

July 20 - 26 – Sitch Sports Camp
session 1

June 2 - 5 – Stamford Diocese
clergy retreat days

July 20 - August 2 – Roma Pryma
Bohachevsky Dance Camp session
1; recital Saturday, August 2

June 7 – Wedding
June 8 - 13 – Seniors’ Week
June 14 – Wedding
June 15 – Father’s Day luncheon
and cultural program
June 21 – Wedding

July 27 – August 2 – Sitch Sports
Camp session 2
July 27 - 31 – Adoptive Ukrainian
Children and Parents Heritage
Camp session co-sponsored by
Ukrainian Embassy
August 3 – 16 – Roma Pryma
Bohachevsky Dance Camp session 2

June 22 - 29 – Tabir Ptashat session 1
June 23 - 27 – Exploration Day
Camp session 1
June 22 - July 3 – Tennis Camp
June 29 - July 12 – Roma Pryma
Bohachevsky Dance Workshop
June 29 - July 6 – Tabir Ptashat
session 2

August 9 – Miss Soyuzivka
Weekend and traditional events
August 16 – Roma Pryma
Bohachevsky Dance Camp session
2 recital
August 17 - 23 – Joseph’s School of
Dance (Ballroom Dance Camp)
August 25 – September 1 – Labor
Day Week and traditional events
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PREVIEW OF EVENTS
Friday, March 28
WASHINGTON: The Embassy of
Ukraine, the Shevchenko Scientific
Society (NTSh), Washington, D.C.,
Branch, and the Ukrainian Academy of
Arts and Sciences group present a lecture
by Prof. Volodymyr Serhijchuk of the
University of Kyiv, on Ukraine’s contributions to world culture. The lecture, which
will be in Ukrainian, will take place at the
Embassy, 3350 M St. NW, Washington
DC 20007, at 7 p.m.. RSVP obligatory by
March 21 to 202-349-2977 or
olex@ukremb.com Admission: $10; NTSh
members, students and retirees, $5. For
further information call 202-514-1822
(days) or 301-230-2149 (weekends).
Sunday, March 30
HILLSIDE, N.J.: Under the direction of
Odarka Polanskyj-Stockert, children will
have an opportunity to learn basic hahilky
(traditional Easter songs and dances). An
Easter egg hunt with refreshments will
also be held. All activities will occur
immediately following the 10:45 a.m.
divine liturgy at Immaculate Conception
Ukrainian Catholic Church located at the
intersection of Liberty Avenue and Bloy
Street. No prior experience of hahilky is
required. Children are encouraged, but not
required, to wear a Ukrainian shirt/blouse.
If you would like to attend, please contact
either Maria, 973-599-938, or Mike, 908289-0127, by March 27. In the event of
inclement weather, all activities will be
held in the parish hall. Directions to the
parish can be found at the parish website
www.byzantines.net/immaculateconception. All are invited.
JENKINTOWN, Pa.: A presentation and
luncheon for the Ukrainian Catholic
University will be held at 4 p.m. at the
Ukrainian Educational and Cultural
Center, 700 Cedar Road, Jenkintown, PA

19046. Tickets to the event cost $45;
donations are also welcome. All proceeds
from the luncheon will go to support the
Ukrainian Catholic University. To purchase tickets, please send a check to:
Philadelphia Friends of the Ukrainian
Catholic University, P. O. Box 19,
Huntingdon Valley, PA 19006. For more
information call 773-235-8462. All friends
and supporters of the Ukrainian Catholic
University and the Ukrainian Catholic
Education Foundation, along with all other
interested persons are invited to this event.
Organizations are also most welcome.
Saturday, April 5
WASHINGTON: The Embassy of
Ukraine, the Shevchenko Scientific
Society, Washington, D.C., Branch, and
the Ukrainian Academy of Arts and
Sciences group will hold a conference on
the 75th anniversary of the Great Famine
of 1932-1933. Speakers include Prof.
Roman Serbyn. The conference will take
place at the Embassy, 3350 M St. NW,
Washington, DC 20007, at 10 a.m.-3 p.m.
Admission is free; contributions are welcome. RSVP obligatory by March 29 to
202-349-2977 or olex@ukremb.com. For
further information call 202-514-1822
(days) or 301-230-2149 (weekends).
ADVANCE NOTICE
Friday, May 16
OAK RIDGE, N.J.: The Ukrainian
American Cultural Center of New Jersey
(UACCNJ) will be hosting its sixth annual
Golf Outing at Bowling Green Golf Club
in Oak Ridge, N.J. Registration starts at 11
a.m. and lunch at noon, with tee time at 1
p.m. Cocktails, dinner and award presentation will follow at UACCNJ, 60 N.
Jefferson Road, Whippany, NJ 07981. For
more information visit the UACCNJ website at www.uaccnj.org.

PREVIEW OF EVENTS GUIDELINES:
Preview of Events is a listing of Ukrainian community events open to the public.
It is a service provided at minimal cost ($20 per submission) by The Ukrainian
Weekly to the Ukrainian community.
To have an event listed in Preview of Events please send information, in English,
written in Preview format, i.e., in a brief paragraph that includes the date, place,
type of event, sponsor, admission, full names of persons and/or organizations
involved, and a phone number to be published for readers who may require additional information. Items should be no more than 100 words long.

To book a room or event call: (845) 626-5641, ext. 140
216 Foordmore Road P.O. Box 529
Kerhonkson, NY 12446
E-mail: Soyuzivka@aol.com
Website: www.Soyuzivka.com

What are you waiting for?
Subscribe to The Ukrainian Weekly!
SUBSCRIPTION
NAME: __________________________________________________________________________________
NAME: (please type or print)
ADDRESS: ___________________________________________________________________________________
CITY: _______________________________________________ STATE: _________ ZIP CODE: _____________
PHONE (optional) ____________________________

❏ UNA member subscription price — $45.00/yr.

❏ Non-member subscription price — $55.00/yr.

UNA Branch number ______________________
Mail to: Subscription Department, The Ukrainian Weekly, 2200 Route 10, P.O. Box 280, Parsippany, NJ 07054

Information should be sent to: Preview of Events, The Ukrainian Weekly, 2200
Route 10, P.O. Box 280, Parsippany, NJ 07054; fax, 973-644-9510; e-mail,
preview@ukrweekly.com.

