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Tymoshenko’s husband granted asylum in the Czech Republic
RFE/RL

The husband of Ukraine’s jailed former
Prime Minister Yulia Tymoshenko has been
granted asylum in the Czech Republic.
Czech Interior Ministry spokesman
Pavel Novak confirmed that the asylum
request of 51-year-old Oleksander
Tymoshenko had been approved.
The Reuters news agency cited an
unnamed Czech government official as saying Mr. Tymoshenko had made his asylum
request at the end of 2011.
Mr. Tymoshenko’s application follows a
similar case last year, in which the Czech
Republic granted asylum to Bohdan
Danylyshyn, who served as Ukraine’s economy minister in the Tymoshenko Cabinet.
The move led to a chill in ties between
Prague and Kyiv and prompted a flurry of
diplomatic expulsions by both sides.
C z e c h Fo re i g n M i n i s te r K a re l
Schwarzenberg told Czech Radio he hoped
a decision on the Tymoshenko case would
not provoke fresh animosity.
“Some regimes react that way. As we
know,” he said, “there was one case of an
action we were aware of and approved, and
Ukraine had a fit about it for some time.
That’s true.”
Mr. Tymoshenko’s request came as his
wife, the two-time prime minister of
Ukraine and the figurehead of its 2004
Orange Revolution, began serving the first
several months of a seven-year sentence
for abuse of office.
Ms. Tymoshenko, a bitter enemy of current President Viktor Yanukovych, was con-

victed in October 2011 and was recently
transferred to a penal colony in the eastern
city of Kharkiv. Supporters say the charges
were politically motivated and accuse prison officials of subjecting the former prime
minister to ill treatment.
Prosecutors are preparing to level additional charges against Ms. Tymoshenko
tied to alleged financial crimes committed
while she was head of Ukraine’s state
power company in the 1990s.
Her husband was charged but not convicted of financial misdeeds in relation to
the case in 2000, prompting speculation
that Ukrainian officials may have been
seeking to level fresh charges against him
in order to ratchet up pressure against the
Tymoshenko clan.
According to a statement issued on
January 6 by Ms. Tymoshenko’s Batkivschyna
political party, Mr. Tymoshenko’s asylum
request was a result of “increasing pressure
on the opposition leader through her family.”
“Yanukovych has taken a dirty path,
seeking to break Yulia Tymoshenko
through pressure on members of her family,” the statement reads. “The decision to
seek political asylum is prompted by the
desire to deprive the regime of additional
leverage against the leader of the
Fatherland party.”
Unlike his charismatic, publicity-savvy
wife, Mr. Tymoshenko has remained largely
out of the limelight during their 32-year
marriage. He was a constant presence at
Ms. Tymoshenko’s trial last year but does
not give interviews or comment publicly on
his wife’s political career.

Viktor Pobedinsky/UNIAN

Oleksander and Yulia Tymoshenko in photo from a press conference held on May 8, 2002.
Mr. Tymoshenko’s current business interests include a stake in a Czech-based firm,
International Industrial Projects, based in
the northern city of Usti nad Labem.
The couple has a daughter, Yevhenia Carr,
who has been very active in her mother’s case.
Pro-government analysts have suggested
that Ms. Carr may seek to head the
Fatherland party list when Ukraine holds
parliamentary elections in October. But Ms.
Carr told RFE/RL’s Ukrainian Service that she
has no intention of taking on a political role.
“Any suggestion that I’m planning to
stand for election is provocation on the part

of those who want to reverse my efforts to
protect my mother at a time when her life
and health are in jeopardy,” she said. “My
only goal is to protect my mother in the
ways I have at my disposal right now.”

by Zenon Zawada

“The initiator isn’t Yanukovych, but a
group in the government with roots in
Moscow aiming to destroy Ukraine as a
sovereign nation with a history descended
from Kyiv-Rus’. They want to show that we
don’t exist and erase us.”
Besides erasing distinctions between
the Russian and Ukrainian armed forces,
the presidential decree is the latest step in
an ongoing campaign by the Yanukovych
administration to eliminate the memory of
the Orange Revolution and to stave off
such revolts in the future, observers said.
“The president’s decree is a litmus test
for society,” said Vitalii Bala, director of the
Kyiv-based Agency for Modeling Situations.
“We will see whether there’ll be protests
after the holidays, or whether the people
will swallow this.”
Much to the government’s frustration
Freedom Day became a powerful opposition

Written by Daisy Sindelar, with agency
reports.
Copyright 2012, RFE/RL Inc. Reprinted
with the permission of Radio Free Europe/
Radio Liberty, 1201 Connecticut Ave. NW,
Washington DC 20036 (see http://www.rferl.
org/content/tymoshenko_husband_asylum_
czech_republic/24443712.html).

Yanukovych decree eliminates holiday marking Orange Revolution
Special to The Ukrainian Weekly

Vladimir Gontar/UNIAN

Police form a ring around Andrii Parubyi, an outspoken opposition deputy in the
Verkhovna Rada, to limit his movement during the Freedom Day protest on Independence
Square on November 22, 2011, the seventh anniversary of the Orange Revolution. That
national holiday has now been combined with Unity Day (January 22).

KYIV – President Viktor Yanukovych
issued a presidential decree on December
30 eliminating the Freedom Day national
holiday introduced by his predecessor,
Viktor Yushchenko, to commemorate the
start on November 22 of the Orange
Revolution in 2004.
He combined the holiday with Unity
Day, celebrated on January 22 which now
becomes Unity and Freedom Day. The
decree also created Ukrainian Black Sea
Fleet Day on the last Sunday of July to
coincide with the Russian Federation’s
Black Sea Fleet Day, which is marked on
that day.
“All is being done to tear Ukraine from
its historical roots and forget its genealogy
so that we live based on a tabula rasa,” said
Dr. Oleh Soskin, director of the Institute of
Society Transformation in Kyiv.

(Continued on page 15)
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Granted asylum, Tymoshenko’s husband
calls on world leaders to protect wife
RFE/RL

PRAGUE – Oleksander Tymoshenko, the
husband of imprisoned former Ukrainian
Prime Minister Yulia Tymoshenko, has
called on world leaders to protect his wife
from what he says are the government’s
efforts to “destroy” her.
In one of his first interviews since being
granted asylum in the Czech Republic on
January 6, Mr. Tymoshenko told RFE/RL’s
Ukrainian Service that the government of
President Viktor Yanukovych “does not
need Yulia Tymoshenko alive.”
“Now they try to physically destroy her
by not providing her with qualified medical
care. Even during such a big holiday as
Christmas, they continue to spread lies that
they give her medical examinations,” he
said. “I call on the whole world to understand that the Yanukovych regime does not
need Yulia Tymoshenko alive. I call on the
world leaders to protect my wife from
Yanukovych’s regime.”
Ms. Tymoshenko, a two-term prime minister and the heroine of Ukraine’s 2004
Orange Revolution, is in the early months of
a seven-year prison sentence for abuse of
office concerning a 2009 gas deal with
Russia. She has denied any wrongdoing.
A longtime foe of Mr. Yanukovych, she
was narrowly defeated by him in the 2010
presidential election, and her Batkivschyna
party is poised to mount a challenge to the
ruling Party of Regions.
Ms. Tymoshenko’s conviction on October
11, 2011, prompted an outcry from supporters, who have since alleged that she is
in ill health and facing torturous conditions,
including 24-hour bright lights in her cell in
a penal colony in the eastern city of Kharkiv.
Her lawyers have filed a case against
Ukraine in the European Court of Human
Rights.
Ukraine’s State Penitentiary System has
said the former prime minister’s cell “meets
all European requirements and standards
of detention.”
Ms. Tymoshenko’s case has been met
with condemnation from both Brussels and
Washington, where officials say it is politically motivated.
The signing of a landmark cooperation
agreement between the European Union
and Ukraine has been stalled, with
European leaders conditioning progress in
part on Ms. Tymoshenko’s case.
President Yanukovych, meanwhile, says
he has not exerted pressure on judicial proceedings in the case and says it is up to the
courts to decide the former prime minister’s fate.
‘Mutually exclusive notions’

In Prague, Oleksander Tymoshenko said
the West should do more. ”I call on the

European countries to impose sanctions
against the authorities and their families, in
particular the sons of Yanukovych, the top
authorities in the Prosecutor General’s Office,
the SBU [Security Service of Ukraine], judges
and investigators who facilitated the falsification of Yulia Tymoshenko’s case,” he said.
“World leaders have to finally understand
that Yanukovych and democracy are mutually exclusive notions,” he added. “A twice-convicted former criminal is forming a totalitarian regime in Ukraine.”
Mr. Tymoshenko, who, like his wife, is 51,
told RFE/RL that he sought asylum in part
because he believed that leaving Ukraine
would deprive the government of a way to
pressure his wife.
“I was forced to leave Ukraine and ask for
political asylum in the Czech Republic
because of the unprecedented pressure by
the authoritarian regime of President
Yanukovych,” he said. “The authorities do not
shy away from any dirty methods. They were
not successful in breaking Yulia Tymoshenko
by intimidation, courts, imprisonment or torture. Therefore, they used even dirtier tricks.
They started to persecute me and other
members of her family. I do not want to give
them more leverage to use against the leader
of the opposition. For me, political asylum is
the only way to reach this goal.”
Severed business ties

Mr. Tymoshenko has been named as a
defendant in recently revived criminal cases
involving United Energy Systems of Ukraine,
a company he and his wife led in the 1990s.
He was charged and held in custody in relation to one of those cases in 2000, but was
never convicted.
Citing official pressure, Mr. Tymoshenko
has severed most of his Ukrainian business
ties. Among other current interests, he holds
a stake in the Czech-based firm International
Industrial Projects.
He told RFE/RL that he and supporters of
his wife planned to establish an NGO in the
Czech Republic to monitor and publicize
human rights abuses in Ukraine. He said the
organization would be called Batkivschyna –
the same name as his wife’s political party –
and would be headed by Yevhenia
Tymoshenko Carr, the couple’s daughter.
Ms. Carr remains in Ukraine, where she has
advocated vocally on her mother’s behalf.

Written by Richard Solash, based on an
interview conducted by RFE/RL’s Ukrainian
Service.
Copyright 2012, RFE/RL Inc. Reprinted
with the permission of Radio Free Europe/
Radio Liberty, 1201 Connecticut Ave. NW,
Washington DC 20036 (see http://www.
rferl.org/content/oleksandr_tymoshenko_
yulia_tymoshenko_ukraine_czech_asylum_
prague/24446704.html).

Quotable notes

“Kiev’s [sic] relationship with Moscow has been as prone to tension as its relationship with the West has been prone to indecision. In 2005, 2007 and 2009, Russia
either threatened to or did stop oil and natural gas from flowing to Ukraine. More
recently, President Viktor Yanukovych was pressured to extend Russia’s lease of a
naval base at the Ukrainian Black Sea port of Sevastopol for another 25 years in
exchange for preferential pricing of Russian energy deliveries to Ukraine. The Kremlin
continues to press Ukraine to join a ‘common economic space’ with Russia, while
gradually stripping Ukraine of direct control over its major industrial assets through
mergers and takeovers by Russian firms. With America in decline, Europe would be
less willing and able to reach out and incorporate Ukraine into an expanding Western
community, leaving Ukraine more vulnerable to Russian designs.”
– Dr. Zbigniew Brzezinski, in the article “8 Geopolitically Endangered Species; Meet
the weaker countries that will suffer from American decline,” in the January/February
issue of Foreign Policy. (See http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2012/01/03/8_geopolitically_endangered_species.)

Tigipko on cooperation with IMF
KYIV – If a consensus is reached during
gas talks with Russia, Ukraine will resume
cooperation with the International
Monetary Fund, Vice-Prime Minister for
Social Policy Sergey Tigipko said during a
briefing at the Cabinet of Ministers on
January 11. “As for our cooperation [with the
IMF], the negotiations with Russia on gas are
delayed. We managed to introduce at the
end of the year new legislation on bankruptcy, which was important to the IMF; this
week two more bills will be considered,
which have also been worked on together
with IMF experts. Only tariffs will remain. As
you know, we have differing positions. We
are in talks with Russia and would like to
reduce the prices [of gas]. If this is done,
nothing will prevent resuming cooperation
with the IMF,” Mr. Tigipko explained. Ukraine
could not agree with the International
Monetary Fund on revising the program of
cooperation and allocation of a new tranche
of its loan before the question of lowering
the price of gas is agreed upon with Russia.
The IMF in July 2010 approved the stand-by
cooperation program with Ukraine for more
than $15.5 billion, and in 2011 it was ready
to provide Kyiv with $1.5 billion per quarter
to support reforms. (Ukrinform)
Kharkiv court bans Batkivschyna tents

KHARKIV, Ukraine – The Kharkiv
Administrative Court on January 5 banned
the Batkivschyna Party from setting up campaign tents near Kachanivska Women’s
Penal Colony No. 54 in Kharkiv, where former Prime Minister Yulia Tymoshenko is
currently held. Valentyn Topchiy, the director
of the Department for Cooperation with Law
Enforcement Agencies, Defense, Mobilization
Work and Civil Defense at the Kharkiv City
Council, confirmed this ruling to the press.
On January 4, the Kharkiv City Council asked
the court to ban campaign tents near
Kachanivska prison. “This is connected with
repair works on the street, where the penal
colony is situated,” Mr. Topchiy explained. On
October 11, 2011, the Pechersky District
Court in Kyiv sentenced Ms. Tymoshenko to
seven years in prison for abuse of office in

The Ukrainian Weekly

signing a gas deal with Russia in 2009. Ms.
Tymoshenko had been in a pre-trial detention center in Kyiv since August 5, 2011. On
December 30 she was transferred to the
Kachanivska penal colony in Kharkiv. On
January 4, her supporters set up two tents
representing the Batkivschyna Party near
the penal colony. (Interfax-Ukraine)
Two charged for laser-beamed slogan

KYIV – Two persons were charged with
unauthorized use of laser beam equipment
for projecting a slogan onto a building and
stele in central Kyiv demanding the release
of former Prime Minister Yulia
Tymoshenko, who was convicted in late
2011 of exceeding her powers by orchestrating a natural gas deal that was allegedly
damaging to Ukraine. The slogan “Freedom
for Yulia” appeared on the building of the
philharmonic society and the independence stele in central Kyiv during a New
Year’s show on Independence Square. The
Kyiv police said in a statement on January 2
that the projections had been done out of a
room in the Kozatskyi hotel. “Police were
called in and, when they arrived, [those
who did the projections] voluntarily
opened the door of their room and
switched off the projector. However, they
behaved defiantly and threatened the
police,” the statement said. They were
charged and told to appear in court, but
neither of them was arrested, police said.
On January 1, Ms. Tymoshenko’s
Batkivschyna party said in a statement that
five men in police uniforms had broken into
a room at the Kozatskyi Hotel where
National Deputy Andrii Pavlovsky was celebrating New Year’s with some friends. Mr.
Pavlovsky is a member of the Yulia
Tymoshenko Bloc-Batkivschyna coalition.
“According to the deputy, the police first
broke down the door of the room with their
feet and then rushed in without any explanations and unplugged all the electric appliances,” Batkivschyna said. The police, however, said in their statement that neither of
the people who had done the projections
was a national deputy. (Interfax-Ukraine)
(Continued on page 3)
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NEWS ANALYSIS: Ukraine’s international isolation grows
by Taras Kuzio
Eurasia Daily Monitor

The European Union’s refusal to initial
the Association Agreement (which includes
a Deep and Comprehensive Free Trade
Agreement) at the December 19, 2011,
EU-Ukraine summit in Kyiv was a geopolitical setback. Initialing is a technical stage,
meaning that the negotiations are completed. The second stage is the agreement
signed by the European Council (EC), and
the third stage would be the EC recommending ratification by the European
Parliament and 27 EU member Parliaments.
Former U.S. Ambassador to Ukraine
Steven Pifer pointed out: “A failure to secure
a solid relationship with the West will cause
imbalance in Ukraine’s foreign policy. That
would leave Kyiv more isolated and susceptible to pressure from Moscow” (http://
www.brookings.edu/opinions/2011/1226_
ukraine_pifer.aspx). Negotiations over a gas
deal to replace the 2009 contract are slow,
because Kyiv has given Moscow the diplomatic advantage.
European Commission President
Herman Van Rompuy explained that progress on the agreement “will depend on
political circumstances” and “our strong
concern is primarily related to the risks of
politically motivated justice in Ukraine. The
Tymoshenko trial is the most striking example” (http://www.european-council.europa.
eu/home-page/highlights/conclusion-oftalks-on-a-major-deal-with-ukraine?
lang=en). The Kharkiv Group to Defend
Human Rights issued a report documenting
growing politically motivated repression in
2010-2011, with Ms. Tymoshenko as only
the most visible case (http://www.khpg.
org/index.php?id=1321885956).
Mr. Rompuy’s statement followed recommendations by the European Parliament in
its October 27, 2011, resolution that negotiations continue but remain dependent on
Ukraine reversing politically motivated trials of opposition leaders (www.europarl.
europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?type=TA&
reference=P7-TA-2011-0472&language=EN
&ring=B7-2011-0552). The resolution was
supported by the Socialist Political Group in
the European Parliament that had hitherto
cooperated with the Party of Regions.
Kyiv’s handling of its relations with the
EU has combined incompetence and delib-

NEWSBRIEFS
(Continued from page 2)

Shakhtar coach undergoes surgery
KYIV – Shakhtar Donetsk coach Mircea
Lucescu, who was injured in a car accident
in Bucharest, Romania, on January 6, underwent surgery on January 9. According to the
club’s press service, doctors described the
surgery as successful. Mr. Lucescu suffered
chest injuries and broken ribs. Donetsk
President Rinat Akhmetov is ready to send
a plane for the coach as soon as doctors in
Bucharest say Mr. Lucescu is well enough to
travel. (Ukrinform)
PRU ratings continue to decline

KYIV – A sociological survey conducted by
the Razumkov Center from December 9 to
December 16 and released on December 27,
2011, showed a 2 percent increase in the
popularity ranking of Yulia Tymoshenko’s
Batkivschyna Party compared with October
2011. If parliamentary elections were held in
the near future, the Batkivschyna Party
would receive 15.8 percent of respondents’

erate antagonism and deception towards the
West. Five examples of this pattern follow.
• 1. Yulia Tymoshenko was sentenced to
seven years’ imprisonment on October 11,
2011, leading to widespread Western condemnation. One day later, additional charges were laid against her and the number
has since grown to 10 (see “Piling Cases on
Tymoshenko” at http://www.kyivpost.
com/news/nation/detail/116273/). Her
sentence came only nine days before
President Viktor Yanukovych’s planned
visit to Brussels and led to the cancellation
of his visit.
• 2. In September 2011, Mr. Yanukovych
deceived EU leaders at the Yalta European
Strategy and Warsaw Eastern Partnership
summits by promising a compromise would
be reached through the de-criminalization
of the 1962 article used to sentence Ms.
Tymoshenko. On November 15, 2011, the
Party of Regions voted down an opposition
motion to decriminalize the article.
The vote took place one day before the
Wroclaw meeting between German
President Christian Wulff, Polish President
Bronisław Komorowski and Mr. Yanukovych,
where Ukraine’s president was presented
with three letters. The first listed his broken
promises to the European Union and the
United States. The second spelled out 12
steps Mr. Yanukovych had to undertake
(including freeing Ms. Tymoshenko) with a
threat that the West would take tougher
action if these steps were not undertaken.
The third was from the U.S. and outlined its
strong backing for the EU’s position.
Mr. Yanukovych’s deception and demonstrative aggression on the Tymoshenko case
tilted the balance in the EU towards
enlargement-skeptic countries such as
Germany. Polish Senate Chairman Bogdan
Borusevic revealed that the Polish
Presidency of the European Council continued to support the signing of the agreement, “but unfortunately we are currently
in a minority” (www.pravda.com.ua/articles/2011/12/19/6848306/).
• 3. Ukraine demanded the Association
Agreement include a reference to membership prospects. As Tatyana Sylina points out,
“a demand for a perspective of membership
in the family of democracies when the
opposition are being shoved into jail, when
there is suppression of freedom of speech
and the country is reaching new heights of

corruption is just plain arrogance” (http://
dt.ua/POLITICS/tuman_rozsietsya,_vagonchik_rushit-91880.html).
• 4. Mr. Yanukovych overplayed the geopolitical threat that Ukraine could re-orientate its foreign policy toward Russia if the
EU did not initial and sign the agreement. A
leak alleged Mr. Yanukovych planned not to
attend the EU-Ukraine summit and instead
participate in the Eurasian Economic
Council meeting in Moscow being held on
the same day. The reality is that Ukraine is
not a geopolitical priority for the administration of U.S. President Barack Obama as
Ambassador Pifer pointed out at the Open
Ukraine conference at the Czech Embassy in
Washington on December 9, 2011.
• 5. Four days after the EU-Ukraine summit, a Kyiv court rejected Ms. Tymoshenko’s
appeal and on December 30, 2011, she was
transported to Kachanivska Penal Colony
No. 54 near Kharkiv. Not coincidentally, at
the same time, Mr. Yanukovych annulled the
November 22 Day of Freedom holiday
introduced in 2005 to commemorate the
Orange Revolution (www.president.gov.ua/
documents/14356.html). The EU and
European Peoples Party, of which Ms.
Tymoshenko’s Batkivschyna party is a
member, condemned Ms. Tymoshenko’s
transfer to the penal colony. U.S. State
Department Deputy Spokesman Mark
Toner expressed disappointment that “the
Kyiv Court of Appeals upheld the conviction
of former Prime Minister Yulia Tymoshenko
on December 23, and did not address concerns about democracy and rule of law
raised in the initial trial and sentencing”
(http://www.state.gov/r/pa/prs/dpb/
2011/12/179719.htm).
Ms. Tymoshenko’s transfer and the
annulling of the Orange Revolution holiday
confirmed that Mr. Yanukovych (not oligarchs) directs the Tymoshenko case. U.S.
Embassy cables from Kyiv released by
WikiLeaks showed he had long sought
revenge for his humiliation in the 2004 elections. Mr. Yanukovych acts with the intention
of staying in power for the long term and
believes the only person who could upset his
plans is Ms. Tymoshenko. Her sentence of
seven years in prison and a three-year ban
from official positions after that removes her
from the next three parliamentary (2012,
2016, 2020) and two presidential (2015,
2020) elections; giving Mr. Yanukovych and

the Party of Regions monopolization of
power into the next decade.
Mr. Yanukovych is paranoid about Ms.
Tymoshenko and this over-rides everything
else (see Eurasia Daily Monitor, November
18, 2011). Political expert Vadym Karasyov
believes “there is more irrational than rational” in Ms. Tymoshenko’s transfer. For
example, she was not permitted to attend a
New Year’s Eve concert in the penal colony
because of fears she would agitate prisoners (Ukrayinska Pravda, December 31,
2011).
Ukraine-EU relations have reached a
deadlock, while Georgia and Moldova are
proving to be better reformers, and negotiations for their Association Agreements are
making more progress (see European
Integration Index for Eastern Partnership
Countries report at http://www.irf.ua/
index.php?option=com_content&view=artic
le&id=34982:2011-12-01-06-34-45&catid=
28:news-euro&Itemid=32).
Calls for sanctions against Kyiv are
already growing and will increase throughout 2012, especially if fraudulent elections
are not recognized by the West. European
Council on Foreign Relations Senior Fellow
Andrew Wilson argued ahead of the
EU-Ukraine summit, “The EU must also
introduce visa bans and sanctions that target travel and financial privileges for individuals within the government who are
responsible for backsliding” (http://ecfr.eu/
content/entry/ukraine_after_the_tymoshenko_verdict).
Three events in 2012 will lead to a further deterioration in Ukraine’s relations
with the West. In the spring, the European
Court on Human Rights (ECHR) will rule on
the Tymoshenko case, most probably
demanding her release. Mr. Yanukovych will
not implement the ECHR ruling, even
though they are compulsory for member
states. The Euro-2012 soccer championship
over the summer will be accompanied by
political demonstrations. Finally, with collapsing popularity for President
Yanukovych and the Party of Regions, the
October elections are inevitably going to be
falsified, leading to mass protests.

votes. At the same time, the rating of the ruling Party of Regions has decreased from 16.6
percent in October 2011 to 13.9 percent in
December 2011. A total of 9.6 percent of
respondents said they are ready to vote for
Arseniy Yatsenyuk’s Front for Change Party,
compared to 8.1 percent in October 2011.
Another 5.3 percent of those polled intend
to vote for the Communist Party of Ukraine,
5.1 percent for Vitali Klitschko’s UDAR
(Ukrainian Democratic Alliance for
Reform) Party, 3.6 percent each for Oleh
Tiahnybok’s Svoboda Party and Deputy
Prime Minister Sergey Tigipko’s Strong
Ukraine Party. The survey also showed that
Ms. Tymoshenko is 3 percent ahead of
President Viktor Yanukovych in the personal rating of voter sympathies. If the first
round of presidential elections were held in
the near future, most voters would cast
their ballots for Ms. Tymoshenko (16.3 percent of all respondents). Some 13.3 percent
said that they would vote for Mr.
Yanukovych, and 10.7 percent would vote
for Mr. Yatsenyuk. (Ukrinform)

ments in Ukraine are 28 times less stringent than in Europe, which leads to a negative impact on its quality, according to the
head of the All-Ukrainian Environmental
League, Tetiana Tymochko. “Ukrainian legislation fails to meet European requirements, therefore, standards of Ukrainian
drinking water do not comply with
European standards. Europe has 28-fold
higher quality requirements for drinking
water,” she said on January 6. The expert
said she is convinced that Ukraine needs to
introduce the EU Water Framework
Directive and to adopt the law on prohibiting washing agents, based on phosphates.
This, according to Ms. Tymochko, will substantially raise the quality of drinking
water. President Viktor Yanukovych had
previously approved a program for drinking water for 2011-2012 that seeks to
attract investment to improve water quality. (Ukrinform)

National Scout Organization of Ukraine. It
also decided to hold events commemorating the leader of the Organization of
Ukrainian Nationalists (Bandera wing),
Yaroslav Stetsko, and Hero of Ukraine
Oleksa Hirnyk. The oblast council plans to
provide funding for the celebration of these
anniversaries. (Interfax-Ukraine)

Ukraine’s water worse then Europe’s

KYIV – Drinking water health require-

Year of Ukrainian Insurgent Army, Plast

KYIV – The Ivano-Frankivsk Oblast
Council on January 5 passed a decision to
declare 2012 the year of the Ukrainian
Insurgent Army (UPA) and the Plast

The article above is reprinted from
Eurasia Daily Monitor with permission from
its publisher, the Jamestown Foundation,
www.jamestown.org.

UGCC bishops encourage laity’s activism

LVIV – The 55th session of the Synod of
Bishops of the Kyiv-Halych Supreme
Archbishopric of the Ukrainian GreekCatholic Church was held in LvivBriukhovychi on December 26-27, 2011.
According to the Information Department
of the UGCC, the main theme of the Synod
was the question of laypeople’s service in
parishes. Bishop Bohdan Dziurakh reported
on the role of the laity within the concept of
“The Living Parish as the Place of Meeting
with the Living Christ,” which is the strategy
of the UGCC’s development through 2020.
Yurii Pidlisnyi, head of the Committee on
Lay Matters, reported on plans for a Year of
Vocations with an emphasis on the vocations of laypeople. (Religious Information
Service of Ukraine)
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Symposium on the diverse landscapes
of Ukraine held at Penn State University
by Yurij Bihun
and Mariya Mysak
STATE COLLEGE, Pa. – Over 65 participants gathered at the University Park campus of The Pennsylvania State University
on September 30-October 1, 2011, for a
two-day symposium titled “Diverse
Landscapes of Ukraine: Celebrating 20
Years of Ukrainian Independence,” which
commemorated two pivotal events: the
20th anniversary of Ukrainian independence and the 25th anniversary of the
Chornobyl nuclear disaster.
The symposium was jointly sponsored
by the Penn State College of Liberal Arts
and the College of Agricultural Sciences
with support from the Woskob New
Century Fund and the Woskob Family
Endowment in Ukrainian Studies.
The first day’s events featured discussions on natural resources, agriculture and
the environmental impact of Chornobyl.
The second day was dedicated to language,
culture and the arts in 21st century
Ukraine, focusing on the ways they shape
and reflect the physical landscape of the
country, as well as Ukrainian identity.
After welcoming remarks by Dr. Bruce
McPheron, dean, College of Agricultural
Sciences, Helen Woskob commented to the
audience that “The conference represents a
dream come true for me,” she continued,
“because it marks a celebration of 20 years
of Ukrainian independence, an event for
which I had longed all my life . …”
Mrs. Woskob further noted, “I’m thankful
for our family’s opportunity to live the
American dream, it has been most important for us to support causes that we firmly
believe in,” and concluded, “we have made
our donation to the university to increase
the visibility of Ukraine in the world community.”
George Woskob has maintained his parents’ keen interest in Ukraine and has continued the next generation’s commitment
to philanthropic works. “On its 20th anniversary, Ukraine, as a nation, is, once again,
at a pivotal crossroads,” he noted. “These
next several years will determine whether
Ukraine becomes a truly European country
in character and spirit, or whether it takes
a step back from democracy.” He added,

William Keeton

Deanna Behring

“Only time will tell what will follow.”
The opening day of the Penn State symposium was the first academic setting outside of Ukraine to discuss Ukrainian environmental issues, agriculture and natural
resources. Yurij Bihun, program advisor of
the Woskob New Century Fund, set the
stage for Friday’s program with a presentation defining the landscape diversity using
cartography, archival maps and GIS (geographic information system) to identify
physiographic regions of Ukraine.
Natural resources

Dr. Lloyd Irland, a forest economist, former Yale University faculty member and
principal of the Maine-based Irland
Associates, gave the first presentation, titled
“Governance, Market Reform and Private
Forest Landownership in Developing a
Sustainable Forest Policy in Ukraine.” As a
2008 Fulbright Senior Specialist in Ukraine,
he spoke from first-hand experience of the
challenges of land reform and the privatization of Ukraine’s state-owned forestland.
Dr. William Keeton, associate professor
of forest ecology, University of Vermont,
spoke on the role forests play in carbon
sequestration and mitigation of climate
change in the Carpathian ecological region.
Dr. Marc Abrams, professor of forest ecology at Penn State, described dendrochronological techniques used to look at climate
change and the impacts of catastrophic forest fires on land-use history in Crimea.
Agriculture

George Woskob
Yurij Bihun, program advisor of the
Woskob New Century Fund, is a Vermontbased forest resources analyst and director
of Shelterwood Systems.
Mariya Mysak has a degree in journalism
from Lviv National University and is currently preparing for graduate study in the
United States.

There is no institution of higher learning
in North America that has done more to
promote Ukrainian agricultural sciences
than Penn State thanks, in large part, to the
generous support of the Woskob family
and Dr. Louis Moore and Dr. James Dunn,
professors in the Department of Agricultural
Economics. Dr. Dunn, moderator for the
agriculture session, has spent the last 20
years working with institutions in the former Soviet Union to bring hundreds of
agricultural specialists – nearly half from
Ukraine – to Penn State as part of the U.S.
Department of Agriculture Faculty Exchange
Program (FEP).
Dr. James Worstell, executive director,
Delta Enterprise Network, Almyra, Ark.,
has worked on agricultural projects
throughout Ukraine. According to his talk
“Villages, Vertical Integration, Abandonment:
Sustainability in Evolving Ukrainian
Landscapes,” Ukraine’s characteristic landscapes of small villages set amid fertile
(Continued on page 17)

“Tears in his eyes”
Was the Holy See aware of the
Holodomor in 1933? Simple answer: Yes.
Knowing what it did, why did the Holy
See remain silent? Answer: It didn’t remain
silent.
Did the Vatican launch a relief effort to
assist the starving in Ukraine? Complicated
answer: The Vatican tried but couldn’t.
How do we know all this? The answers
are found in a recently published monograph titled “The Holy See and the
Holodomor: Documents from the Vatican
Secret Archives on the Great Famine of
1932-1933 in Soviet Ukraine,” edited by
Athanasius D. McVay and Lubomyr Y. Luciuk.
The publication is short, a mere 99 pages,
but it offers proof once again of a terror-famine in Ukraine orchestrated by Moscow.
Most of the pages relate to documents
found in the Vatican files. The Holy See was
kept informed of the Holodomor through its
nuncios in various countries bordering on
Ukraine, by Ukrainian Catholic bishops in
Halychyna (Galicia), and by other credible
sources.
Rumors of the horrendous effects of dekulakization and collectivization in Soviet
Ukraine began reaching the Holy See in
1929-1930. There was little reference to
Ukraine per se. Much of the correspondence
was about “Russia”; Ukraine was usually
referred to as “southern Russia.”
In 1917, Pope Benedict XV had created
the Sacred Congregation for the Eastern
Church, and in 1925 The Pontifical
Commission Pro-Russia was added to the
congregation by Pope Pius XI. Its mission
was to tend “to all pastoral affairs inside the
Soviet Union as well as to Russian and antiSoviet émigrés.”
Bishop Michel d’Herbigny, a Jesuit, was
appointed president of Pro-Russia and it was
under his leadership that Pro-Russia was
able to do its most meaningful, if ultimately
futile work. D’Herbigny had spent time in
1925 and 1926 in the USSR where he
secrectly consecrated a number of bishops.
Document No. 24 is a letter, dated July 24,
1933, from the Ecclesiastical Province of
Halych to “all men of good will in the matter
of the events in Great Ukraine.”
“Ukraine is struggling with death,” the letter read. “The people are dying of hunger.
The deadly system of state capitalism, based
on injustice, deception and infidelity, has
brought the countryside, once so rich, to
complete ruin. Three years ago, the supreme
head of the Catholic Church, Pope Pius XI,
launched a solemn protest against everything that in Bolshevism is contrary to God,
to Christianity, and to human nature... To all
Christians of the world... we address this
request, that all adhere to this protest...We
invite radio stations to send it... through the
blue skies so that it may reach the hovels of
our dying brothers. So that they may know,
in their horrendous hunger and faced with a
terrible death, that their brothers, knowing
their fate, suffered with them, cried for them
and prayed to God for them. This will give
them strength and comfort in their sorrow.”
The letter was signed by Archbishop Andrey
Sheptytsky and the other Ukrainian bishops.

Another document, No. 22, dated July 7,
1933, was from N. Hrabovych, a member of
the General Secretariat of the European
Federation of Ukrainians Abroad.
Addressing the horrors experienced by
Ukrainians, Harbovych wrote: “The
Muscovites trampled on their rights, desecrated their religion, and sought to imprison
their spirit... The Ukraine has offered them a
vigorous and armed resistance. In order to
break it... they organized a famine in the
country. At this moment the Ukraine [sic] is
suffering terribly from hunger, from typhus,
and from terror.”
In Document No. 38, dated August 29,
1933, we learn that “a special emissary of
the pope returned to Rome from Russia” and
“presented to the Holy Father a detailed
report on his time in Russia where, as it is
already known from other sources, a terrible
famine is raging. The pope’s emissary
reported... that the death of close to 12 million people can be expected during the coming winter. Listening to this, the Holy Father
had tears in his eyes. He said: ‘We must find,
at all costs, any sort of way to stop this.’ ”
One problem for the Holy See in its efforts
to help the people of Ukraine was the Polish
government, which was fearful of antagonizing its Nazi German and Bolshevik Russian
neighbors. Also in play was the suppressive
Polish policy of pacifying its Ukrainian population. As we know, most Ukrainians had
never accepted Poland’s incorporation of
western Ukraine following World War I.
The pope was also concerned that an
open condemnation of the USSR would be a
propaganda victory for the Nazis. Launching
a direct famine relief effort as d’Herbigny
suggested, therefore, was out of the question. Besides, there was little hope that the
assistance would reach those who needed it
most. Indirect assistance through other
channels, however, was a possibility.
Earlier attempts to send relief through
(Continued on page 15)

Myron Kuropas’s e-mail address is
kuropas@comcast.net.

A must see

To hear Lubomyr Luciuk speaking about the Holodomor, log on to this clip
on YouTube from the program “The Arena with Michael Coren,” which airs on
Sun News TV: http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Qmk-EO0oSSI.
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2011: THE YEAR IN REVIEW

Ukraine backtracks
on democracy
Yulia Tymoshenko was probably in the headlines more
than anyone in Ukraine during 2011. Her prosecution was
seen by Western observers as serious evidence that criminal
cases in Ukraine under the Yanukovych regime – both of
high-profile defendants, as well as rights activists, journalists
and political opponents – are politically motivated. And, it
was one of the most salient examples of how Ukraine’s new
leaders had backtracked on democracy and rule of law.
Our first story of the year from Ukraine, published on
January 2, reported that the administration of President
Viktor Yanukovych was targeting former Internal Affairs
Minister Yurii Lutsenko (who had been arrested on
December 26, 2010, and charged the next day with groundlessly extending the term of tracking a suspect in the Viktor
Yushchenko poisoning case – a procedural violation he allegedly committed as Ukraine’s top police official) and other
allies of former Prime Minister Tymoshenko as part of a
wide-ranging campaign against the opposition.
Ms. Tymoshenko herself was charged with abuse of office
during her term as prime minister in 2007-2010. Western
leaders saw the case as politically motivated, and European
Union Enlargement Commissioner Stefan Fule warned
President Yanukoyvch during their January 11 meeting in
Kyiv of “the need to ensure that criminal law is not used for
political ends and that the principles of a fair, impartial and
independent process are fully respected.” Developments during the year only exacerbated Western concerns.
On January 27, state prosecutors filed more criminal
charges against Ms. Tymoshenko, this time for allegedly using
state funds to buy 1,000 vehicles for hospitals on behalf of
her 2010 presidential campaign. These newest criminal
charges of abuse of authority involved 1,000 Opel Combo
minivans that the Tymoshenko government bought from an
Austrian firm in December 2009 as part of a government program to improve medical care in Ukraine’s villages and rural
areas. Ms. Tymoshenko denied any criminal violations, and
European leaders once again expressed “serious questions”
about the charges.
In early February, the Procurator General’s Office imposed
a travel ban on Ms. Tymoshenko, who was invited to Brussels
for meetings with European Union leaders. She was ultimately allowed to travel to Brussels in March.
On May 24, Ms. Tymoshenko was arrested for seven hours
by law enforcement authorities, who were ready to incarcerate her pending her criminal trial. The arrest came after she
failed to respond to two summonses to appear for questioning and a Kyiv district court ruled that she could be arrested.
The opposition leader was released after she agreed to cooperate with investigators.
The Tymoshenko trial started on June 29 at Kyiv’s
Pechersky District Court. The opposition leader refused to
stand as Judge Rodion Kireyev entered the chamber and she
called him a puppet. “This is not a court but a department in
the Presidential Administration, and you are carrying out a
political order,” Ms. Tymoshenko stated. Outside the courthouse, protesters carried banners and erected tents; they
called the case an example of political repression by the
Yanukovych regime. Both the United States and the European
Union issued statements condemning the trial as politically
motivated, and the EU’s ambassador to Ukraine, Jose Manuel
Pinto Teixeira, who was present at the crowded and stiflingly

UNIAN/Aleksandr Kosarev

Yurii Lutsenko, former internal affairs minister of
Ukraine, in an April 21 photo taken in the Kyiv appellate court, which ruled that day to keep him behind
bars. Mr. Lutsenko declared a hunger strike the next
day to protest his imprisonment.

UNIAN/Aleksandr Prokopenko

National deputies representing opposition forces in the Verkhovna Rada on September 6 unfurled a banner bearing the likeness of Yulia Tymoshenko and reading: “No to political repressions” and “Freedom for Ukraine.”
hot pre-trial hearing on June 24, said “the conditions of this
trial are inhumane.”
In succeeding days, the atmosphere at the trial turned into
a circus, as Ms. Tymoshenko repeatedly refused to stand and
the presiding judge ordered her supporters to be removed
from the courtroom for disturbing order. Defense lawyers
unsuccessfully argued that the case should be thrown out for
insufficient legal grounds and that the 31-year-old judge
hearing the case be removed for lack of experience. They
asked for additional time to review case materials and noted
that they had not received all materials as required by law.
More alarming was the fact that President Yanukovych
had repeatedly used language suggesting that Ms.
Tymoshenko had already been found guilty. “I hope Yulia
Tymoshenko will prove her innocence,” the president said on
more than one occasion, including during an official visit to
Slovakia on June 17, apparently forgetting that the burden of
proof is on the plaintiff. “The presumption of guilt has currently become the main principle in the judicial system in
Ukraine,” commented Arseniy Yatsenyuk, an opposition politician who is a rival of Ms. Tymoshenko.
On August 5, Ms. Tymoshenko was arrested and ordered
to be held in Kyiv’s main pre-trial detention center for contempt of court. Her trial resumed on August 8 as crowds
gathered along Kyiv’s main boulevard, and members of the
Yulia Tymoshenko Bloc maintained a round-the-clock vigil to
prevent police from removing protesters who were now
camping out along the Khreschatyk.
Once again, European and U.S. leaders expressed concern,
but to no avail. “Her arrest raises questions about the application of the rule of law in Ukraine and continues to contribute to
the appearance of politically motivated prosecutions by the government,” said a statement from the U.S. Department of State.
On August 17, former President Yushchenko testified at the
trial against his former prime minister. His appearance outside
the court was greeted with cries of “Shame!” In court, Mr.
Yushchenko said the terms of the 2009 deal had looked bad, but
that he did not have the authority to prevent Ms. Tymoshenko
from signing it. He said Russia had initially offered a more reasonable price, but Ms. Tymoshenko turned the offer down and
was later forced to accept a much higher price.
On September 6, the opening day of the ninth session of
the sixth convocation of the Verkhovna Rada, national deputies from the opposition forces staged a highly visible protest.
Members of the Yulia Tymoshenko Bloc-Batkivschyna faction
carried in a huge banner bearing the likeness of their leader;
the message on the banner said “No to political repressions”
and “Freedom for Ukraine.” The national deputies were
dressed in black T-shirts with the slogan “Batkivschyna above
all else” (Batkivschyna means homeland). Another group of
opposition deputies carried in a banner with a photo of former Internal Affairs Minister Lutsenko and the words
“Freedom for Lutsenko.” Afterwards, members of the
Tymoshenko Bloc-Batkivschyna and Our Ukraine-People’s
Self-Defense walked out of the session hall in protest.
Finally, after numerous delays, the Tymoshenko trial
entered its final stage in late September. Final arguments
wrapped up on September 29, coinciding with the EU’s
Eastern Partnership Summit in Warsaw on September 29-30.
Hopes that Ms. Tymoshenko would be released from prison
amid private and public pressure from top U.S. and EU officials were dashed on September 27 when Judge Kireyev
would not consider a defense motion to have members of
Parliament from her eponymous party stand bail for her.
That day, he also rejected a motion to return the case back to

pre-trial investigation in order to include previously omitted
evidence.
Standing up for the first time at the trial, Ms. Tymoshenko
took more than four hours to give an emotional final argument; she said she wasn’t standing up for the judge but for
“society.” She denied all the charges against her and called
them absurd, “Everything said by my defense lawyers, everything that I will say, isn’t for the judge, it’s for society, for the
global society. Once the verdict will be delivered we will get
full rehabilitation,” she said. She added that she would make
the same decisions again as she did in the 2009 gas crisis: “At
that time I acted lawfully, logically and effectively, with the
state’s interests in mind… If those circumstances were to
repeat themselves, then I would… act the same way again.”
Holding back tears, she accused President Yanukovych of
orchestrating her “lynching” in order to remove a political
opponent. She stated that, if found guilty, she would not ask
for clemency.
On October 11 she was sentenced to seven years in prison
for abuse of office in the signing of a gas deal with Russia. The
sentence is to be followed by three years of prohibition against
holding public office. “You know very well that the sentence is
not being pronounced by Judge Kireyev but by President
Viktor Yanukovych,” she told journalists before the reading of
the judgment. “Whatever the sentence pronounced, my struggle will continue. This sentence, written by Yanukovych, will
not change anything in my life or in my struggle.”
On November 15, the Verkhovna Rada voted against a proposal to downgrade the abuse of power offense in the country’s Criminal Code under which Ms. Tymoshenko was jailed.
Decriminalization of the offense could have led to her early
release. Four days earlier, Ukraine’s tax authorities said that
Ms. Tymoshenko had been charged also with tax evasion,
theft and concealing foreign currency revenues.
Her lawyer Serhiy Vlasenko said she was likely to remain
imprisoned for many months, as President Yanukovych is
intent on keeping her in jail to keep her from running in
Ukraine’s elections. He predicted that the appeals court that
was to hear her case in December would uphold the verdict,
adding that the appeals process usually takes up to two
months. He also noted that the European Court for Human
Rights in Strasbourg, France, which Ms. Tymoshenko hopes
will overturn her verdict, can take 10 months or longer to
make a ruling.
There were reports in November and December that the
imprisoned Ms. Tymoshenko was suffering from a variety of
ailments, that she was being denied proper medical care and
was not allowed to seek medical treatment outside of the
prison. Nina Karpachova, the Parliament’s human rights
ombudsman, and Lithuanian President Dalia Grybauskaite
were among those who expressed concern about the maltreatment of Ms. Tymoshenko. President Grybauskaite also
delivered a strongly worded message from the European
Union: “Europe was shocked by the decision taken by the
court regarding the opposition leader. In Europe, the opinion
prevails that Ms. Tymoshenko and her colleagues are the victims of a process of political neutralization.”
On December 6, national deputies from the Tymoshenko
Bloc-Batkivschyna faction blocked the Verkhovna Rada presidium to protest the continued imprisonment of Ms.
Tymoshenko. They unfurled a large banner that read
“Yanukovych, do not kill Yulia” and demanded that the Rada
act to decriminalize the statutes under which she was sentenced. On December 7 it was reported that 10 more cases
were opened against Ms. Tymoshenko.
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On December 8, Kyiv’s Shevchenkivsky District Court –
which launched a new probe on charges of embezzlement
which allegedly occurred while she was president and de
facto owner of United Energy Systems of Ukraine during the
1990s – ordered the indefinite arrest of Ms. Tymoshenko,
dashing what little hope remained of her being set free while
her appeal was pending.
Then, on December 23, an appeals court upheld the guilty
verdict and sentence imposed on Ms. Tymoshenko. The move
came a day after the Verkhovna Rada once again refused to
act on decriminalizing the provisions of the Criminal Code
under which Ms. Tymoshenko was convicted. Only 156
national deputies voted for placing the issue on the agenda.
Meanwhile, Mr. Lutsenko, who served as internal affairs
minister in Ms. Tymoshenko’s Cabinet, finally went on trial
for abuse of office on May 23 – five months after he was
arrested. He denied any wrongdoing and stated that the case
is politically motivated. “My arrest is part of the campaign to
intimidate the opposition,” he told Glavred magazine. “This
campaign serves two purposes: first, to demonstrate that
cooperation with [former Prime] Minister Yulia Tymoshenko
virtually equals arrest and, therefore, they want to ‘scorch the
earth’ around the main opponents of the regime; second, to
intimidate society and establish a climate of fear.”
In court on May 23 he announced an end to his monthlong hunger strike, noting that he was stopping his hunger
strike in protest against his arrest because he needed to
maintain his health in the current situation.
It had been reported that Mr. Lutsenko was seriously ill as a
result of the hunger strike that he began on April 22; he reportedly was suffering from an inflamed esophagus, intestinal ulcers
and deteriorating blood vessels in his brain, and had lost 44
pounds. Pleas for him to end his hunger strike came from
Cardinal Lubomyr Husar of the Ukrainian Catholic Church,
Patriarch Filaret of the Ukrainian Orthodox Church – Kyiv
Patriarchate and Soviet-era political prisoner Levko Lukianenko,
as well as a number of other political and cultural activists.
Also in May, the opposition factions Our Ukraine-People’s
Self-Defense and the Tymoshenko Bloc-Batkivschyna walked
out of the Verkhovna Rada to protest the prosecution of Mr.
Lutsenko, and more than 100 national deputies signed an
appeal asking that Mr. Lutsenko be released on bail.
The European Parliament on June 9 passed a resolution
expressing its concert “about the increase in selective prosecution of figures from the political opposition in Ukraine, as
well as the disproportionality of measures applied, particularly in the cases of Ms. Tymoshenko and Mr. Lutsenko…” One
of Mr. Lutsenko’s lawyers, Valentina Telichenko, filed a case
with the European Court of Human Rights in Strasbourg,
France, arguing that he was illegally detained and that criminal procedures were violated in his case.
Then, on July 28, a formal indictment of Mr. Lutsenko was
read before a panel of three judges hearing the case in Kyiv’s
Pechersky District Court.
At year’s end, supporters of the imprisoned Mr. Lutsenko
on December 14 unfurled a large banner from the bridge in
Kyiv’s city center that bore a picture of the former internal
affairs minister and the words “Fight and you shall win”
(quoting the famous words of Taras Shevchenko). The action
was conducted on the day of Mr. Lutsenko’s 47th birthday
and almost a year after he was first arrested.
Caught between East and West

Foreign Affairs Minister Kostyantyn Gryshchenko, speaking in Kyiv on March 18, offered a one-year review of

Ukraine’s foreign policy under President Yanukovych, claiming all was good in the land as Ukraine was moving toward
becoming a European state. But observers said nothing could
be further from the truth.
Mr. Gryshchenko declared European integration to be
Ukraine’s top foreign policy goal, yet he didn’t mention that
the Yanukovych administration was considering the Moscowdirected Customs Union that would derail such efforts. “We
are interested in finding the most acceptable formula for all
sides in our cooperation with the Customs Union which
won’t restrict our possibilities in achieving mutually pleasant
agreements with the EU, including a deeper, all-encompassing free trade zone,” Mr. Gryshchenko said in answer to a
question posed after his address.
He also stated that Ukraine had not disappeared from the
“American foreign policy radar,” when that’s precisely what
most experts said had happened within the last year. Mr.
Yanukovych all but ensured that Ukraine would disappear
from the U.S. foreign policy radar when he shut the door to
entry into a Membership Action Plan for the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization (NATO) immediately after his election as
president.
Russian Prime Minister Vladimir Putin visited the
Ukrainian capital on April 12 to convince the pro-Russian government led by President Yanukovych to enter into a Moscowled Customs Union in exchange for up to a $9 billion annual
discount on natural gas. The Russian leader’s overture marked
the biggest geopolitical test for the Yanukovych administration, as Ukraine’s future – as either a European nation-state or
a Russian colony – was hanging in the balance.
The Russian proposal arrived just as the Ukrainian government was expected to finish a critical Free Trade
Agreement with the European Union. “There will be two
effects if Ukraine ties itself economically with the Russian
Federation, Belarus and Kazakhstan through the Customs
Union: economic degradation with deeper energy dependency and political isolation from Europe,” said Andriy Novak,
chair of the Committee of Economists of Ukraine.
Two days later, while meeting with Polish Prime Minister
Donald Tusk in Kyiv, President Yanukovych said
Eurointegration remained a priority for Ukraine. “We certainly expect that during the presidency of Poland in the second
half of this year we will seek joint decisions regarding the
integration into the European Union,” he said. Such remarks
about Ukraine’s desire to integrate with Europe would be
repeated over and over during 2011, even as Kyiv’s actions
moved the country farther and farther away from the West.
At mid-year, our front-page headline reported: “Kyiv’s
honeymoon with Moscow appears to be over, observers say.”
Conflicts in the political, economic and cultural spheres had
erupted between Russian and Ukrainian officials, revealing
that the Russian government wanted far more concessions
than the Yanukovych administration was willing to make.
“The elites of the Party of Regions of Ukraine, who have good
relations with Russia, have understood that it’s very difficult
to develop relations in which Russia is always satisfied. That
might even be impossible for Ukraine,” said Niko Lange, the
director of the Konrad Adenauer Stiftung in Kyiv, a German
political think-tank. “It’s possible that relations now aren’t so
euphoric, a year after the Kharkiv agreements, but that’s a
sign of normalization. Following serious problems in relations and the euphoria stage, the path is leading now to normalizing relations between two independent states.”
Russians were particularly miffed with the permission
that Ukraine granted to allow the U.S. Navy cruiser Monterey,
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President Viktor Yanukovych is flanked by Herman van Rompuy (left), president of the European Council, and Jose
Manuel Barroso, president of the European Commission, during a press conference after the European UnionUkraine Summit held in Kyiv on December 19.
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President Viktor Yanukovych greets Russian Prime
Minister Vladimir Putin during their meeting in Kyiv
on April 12.
which is equipped with the Aegis anti-missile system, to participate in the annual Sea Breeze exercises in the Black Sea.
As well, the Russian Foreign Ministry stated it was disturbed
by the Ukrainian government discussing with NATO officials
“eight issues sensitive to Moscow behind closed doors,”
including security in the Black Sea region, the future of the
Black Sea Fleet’s stationing in Crimea, the Transdniester conflict settlement, Ukraine’s energy and economic security, the
anti-missile defense shield, intelligence agency reform, its
principles of foreign policy and strategy.
Russian Prime Minister Vladimir Putin was eager to
recruit Ukraine into his project to reconstruct the remnants
of the former Soviet empire into a Single Economic Space,
based on the Customs Union that already involved Russia,
Belarus and Kazakhstan. As part of his awkward balancing
act between Russia and the West, President Yanukovych had
declared on April 7 his “3+1” policy with the Customs Union,
revealing the Presidential Administration’s hope that Russia
would allow Ukraine to become deeply integrated without
full membership. But, Russian President Dmitry Medvedev
made it clear on May 18 that Russia wanted a full Ukrainian
commitment – or none at all. “You can’t be everywhere.
Either here or there. You can’t sit on two chairs. You need to
make some kind of a choice,” he said.
The rift between Kyiv and Moscow deepened when
Ukraine said in mid-September that it was preparing to take
Russia to international court over the 2009 deal, saying it was
overcharging Kyiv by up to $6 billion a year compared to
other European countries such as Germany. But Moscow said
it would consider a new deal only if Ukraine dropped its
objections to joining a Russian-led Customs Union. Mr.
Yanukovych has called that stance “humiliating,” adding, “We
will not allow them to talk to us in such a way.
Presidents Yanukovych and Medvedev met on September
24 near Moscow in a last-ditch attempt to have Russia lower
gas prices for Ukraine. Although there were vague reports of
progress, the two presidents’ press services gave no details.
There were some indications that the Ukrainian president
was able to obtain cheap gas for heavy industries and to
avoid gas price hikes for households before the 2012 parliamentary elections. However, it was also reported that
Gazprom would likely secure a large share of Ukraine’s gas
transit network, if not full control.
On October 18, Ukraine joined Russia, Armenia, Belarus,
Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Moldova and Tajikistan in signing an
agreement to create a free-trade zone of members of the
Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS). The move came
during the October 18 meeting of CIS heads of government in
St. Petersburg.
Also on October 18, the European Union abruptly canceled a planned visit by President Yanukovych following the
sentencing a week earlier of former Prime Minister
Tymoshenko. Maja Kocijancic, a spokeswoman for the EU’s
foreign policy chief, Catherine Ashton, said Mr. Yanukovych’s
visit would take place when “conditions will be more conducive to making progress on bilateral relations.” Mr.
Yanukovych had been scheduled to meet with EU president
Herman Van Rompuy and European Commission President
Jose Manuel Barroso on October 20. The talks were to focus
on an Association Agreement between Ukraine and the EU, as
well as the Deep and Comprehensive Free Trade Area on
which negotiations had been completed.
The Associated Press reported that the postponement of
Mr. Yanukovych’s visit to Brussels came after there were indications from Kyiv that Ms. Tymoshenko would not be quickly
released based on legal amendments to the law that would
turn her misdemeanor from a criminal offense to a milder
economic violation. Party of Regions national deputies
refused to consider such a bill on the morning of October 18
and the president himself indicated in an interview with U.S.
and European newspapers that passing those legal reforms
would take time.
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Even the annual Yalta European Strategy conference had
been affected by the prosecutions of political leaders in
Ukraine. The ongoing imprisonment and abuse of Ms.
Tymoshenko cast a dark shadow over the September 15-18
gathering’s purpose of discussing Ukraine’s place in the
world, especially in the European Union. EU leaders came
with a strong message and spoke tough publicly and behind
closed doors with President Yanukovych. They clearly stated
that the EU is not willing to compromise on “European values” when outlining a comprehensive free trade agreement
with Ukraine as part of a larger treaty the two sides were
negotiating. This point was hammered into the Ukrainian
president’s head by a trio of European politicians representing the European Parliament, the European Commission and
the European Council.
Then, on October 27, the European Parliament supported
a joint resolution on Ukraine which proposed that the
European Commission hold a meeting with Ukrainian
President Viktor Yanukovych ahead of the EU-Ukraine summit in order to “re-establish a constructive dialogue.” The resolution stated:“[The EP] considers that the recently postponed meeting with President Yanukovych would have
offered an excellent opportunity to tackle serious concerns
addressed towards the Ukrainian government and re-establish a constructive dialogue that could lead to the Association
Agreement to be initialed provided there is significant progress on both technical and vital political obstacles still in
place; calls on the [EU] Council and the [European]
Commission to reschedule the recently postponed meeting
with President Yanukovych ahead of the foreseen EU-Ukraine
Summit in December 2011.”
Finally, on December 19, during the European UnionUkraine summit in Kyiv, the EU refrained from initialing an
Association Agreement with Ukraine – an event that had
been hoped for months and whose failure was deemed by the
opposition as a foreign policy catastrophe for the Ukrainian
government. Five years in the making, the Association
Agreement would have been a significant step in Ukraine’s
EU-integration efforts.
The politically motivated imprisonment of Ms. Tymoshenko
had derailed the Association Agreement, as confirmed in a
communiqué issued in Brussels on December 19 by the
Council of Europe and the European Commission. “EU leaders
underline the necessity of all-encompassing reforms of
Ukraine’s judicial system and measures against a politically
motivated and selective judiciary,” the communiqué stated.
By sidestepping even the technical step of initialing the
agreement – a step before its formal singing – EU leaders
wanted to send a strong signal to Ukraine that it won’t compromise on its core values of rule of law and independent
democratic institutions. EU officials indicated that any signing of the Association Agreement would now be postponed
until after the October 2012 parliamentary elections in
Ukraine to ensure they’re held without significant violations.
Ukraine’s ratings

At the beginning of 2011 there was bad news in Freedom
House’s report “Freedom in the World 2011”: Ukraine was
downgraded from free to partly free in the annual assessment of political rights and civil liberties. Arch Puddington of
Freedom House wrote: “…events in Ukraine in 2010 caused it
to fall from free to partly free. Viktor Yanukovych, whose
fraudulent electoral victory in 2004 had been overturned by
the Orange Revolution, won the presidency on his second
attempt in early 2010. He then oversaw a deterioration in
press freedom, state efforts to curb student activism, intimidation of NGOs, local elections that were almost universally
derided as neither free nor fair, and indications of increased
executive influence over the judiciary. Ukraine had previously
been the only country in the non-Baltic former Soviet Union
to earn a free designation, and its decline represents a major
setback for democracy in the region.”
More bad news came at the end of the year when the
Berlin-based NGO Transparency International, in a report
released on December 1, said Ukraine had fallen from 134th
place in 2010 to 152nd place on its corruption ranking.
Ukraine scored 2.3 out of 10 possible points (with 10 denoting the least corruption). It was in the company of such countries as Tajikistan (tied for 152nd), Kyrgyzstan (164th),
Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan (tied for 177th). Russia was in
143rd place, along with Belarus and Azerbaijan. Georgia was
the least corrupt of the former Soviet republics, with a rank
of 64 among 183 countries.
“Heroes of Ukraine”

Turning to Ukraine’s heroes, 2011 was notable in that
Stepan Bandera, a leader of the Organization of Ukrainian
Nationalists (OUN) and Roman Shukhevych, commander of
the Ukrainian Insurgent Army (UPA), were stripped of the
title “Hero of Ukraine” granted to then via decree by
President Viktor Yushchenko in 2010 and 2007, respectively.
President Yanukovych and his Kremlin allies had attacked
the awards, and even as a presidential candidate Mr.
Yanukovych had indicated that he would annul the award. The
order went through the courts, instead of by presidential decree,
which Mr. Yanukovych thought would be too provocative.
On August 2, Ukraine’s High Administrative Court ruled

that President Yushchenko had illegally bestowed the titles
on both Bandera and Shukhevych, and supported the rulings
of two lowers courts in Donetsk. The latest decision was
based on the fact that neither Bandera nor Shukhevych were
Ukrainian citizens since the territory on which they were
active during World War II was then part of Poland.
Rada a rubber stamp

There was trouble also in Ukraine’s Parliament, which
repeatedly revealed itself to be a rubber-stamp institution.
On February 2 the Verkhovna Rada voted to hold parliamentary elections on October 28, 2012, ignoring the provisions of
the 1996 Constitution of Ukraine that were in effect and
required the elections to be held in 2011. In addition, the vote
set the presidential election for March 29, 2015. Opposition
deputies alleged that the parliamentary coalition had falsified
the February 2 vote by casting ballots on behalf of several
deputies who weren’t present – among them Volodymyr
Ariev, who was then in Washington – and didn’t give their
voting cards to anyone. Experts said the vote was held strictly
out of political expediency, as the Ukrainian government is
currently pursuing social and economic policies that are
widely unpopular, and an election this year could have resulted in the pro-Western opposition retaking control of the
Verkhovna Rada.
The parliamentary elections were supposed to be held on
March 27, 2011, based on the 1996 Constitution. What made
the vote particularly outrageous, from a legal viewpoint, was
that the Constitutional Court had ruled on September 30,
2010, that the 2004 Constitution was invalid, though it left
intact the five-year terms that national deputies wanted. So,
the Parliament had to amend the 1996 Constitution to cherry-pick those conditions of the 2004 Constitution that it
favored, namely terms of five years, instead of four. The Party
of Regions was essentially engaged in a game of manipulating
any laws to its advantage, experts commented.
On November 17, the Rada passed a new law on parliamentary elections that was designed to allow the ruling Party of
Regions of Ukraine to win in the balloting despite its declining
popularity. The elections law raises the threshold parties must
cross to win seats from 3 percent to 5 percent, thereby eliminating many rivals, and re-introduces a mixed system – whereby 50 percent of national deputies will be elected from party
lists according to the proportional system, and the other 50
percent from first-past-the-post constituencies – under which
it should be easier for government-backed candidates to win.
The president signed the measure into law on December 8.
The Gongadze case

Regarding the Gongadze case, the New York-based
Committee to Protect Journalists on March 2 said it was
“deeply disturbed by the recent actions of Ukrainian authorities that threaten to upend progress in the 10-year-old investigation into the September 2000 abduction and murder of
independent journalist Heorhii Gongadze.” The Kyiv Court of
Appeals ruled that day to reject a second appeal by Myroslava
Gongadze, the journalist’s widow, against the prosecutorial
downgrading of the status of the murder from a contract killing to a “killing on verbal command.” The new status of the
case, in effect, pegs the responsibility for commissioning the
crime on a single culprit – a dead internal affairs minister
[Yurii Kravchenko] – and technically precludes investigators
from going after a larger circle of suspected masterminds, CPJ
explained. The organization added that, while three accomplices in the killing were convicted, the mastermind of the
crime had yet to face justice.
On March 22, state prosecutors announced they had filed
criminal charges against former President Leonid Kuchma
for his involvement in the Gongadze murder. A mob of reporters greeted Mr. Kuchma at the Procurator General’s Office in
central Kyiv the next day as he arrived in a bombproof black
Mercedes. He was charged with exceeding his authority and
giving illegal orders to Internal Affairs Ministry officials.
But observers unanimously agreed that Mr. Kuchma
wouldn’t spend a single day in jail. The criminal charges filed
against him have a statute of limitations of 10 years, which
expired last fall, reported Serhii Leshchenko of the
Ukrayinska Pravda website. Therefore, Mr. Kuchma wouldn’t
be incarcerated, even if found guilty. If he had been charged
with taking part in an “ordered murder,” as many experts
believe Mr. Kuchma should have been, the statue of limitations wouldn’t have applied and a prison sentence would
have been mandatory.
Many observers also commented that timing of the charges was an attempt to refute accusations from the West that
the government is selective in its use of justice.
RFE/RL reported that the prime suspect in the murder,
Oleksii Pukach, the former head of the Main Criminal
Investigation Department at the Internal Affairs Ministry’s
Foreign Surveillance Unit, reportedly stated on August 30
during a closed-door session of his trial that former President
Kuchma was among those who ordered the murder.
Valentyna Telichenko, the attorney representing Gongadze’s
widow, told journalists after the session that Mr. Pukach testified he killed Gongadze “to save Ukraine.” She said Mr. Pukach
told the court Gongadze and two associates had been preparing “since 1997 to seize power in Ukraine illegally, and so I

killed him to save the country.” Meanwhile, Andriy Fedur, the
lawyer for Gongadze’s mother, Lesia Gongadze, told journalists he was convinced the Pukach trial was being held behind
closed doors to ensure that his testimony would not become
common knowledge.
In the latest development in the Gongadze case, on
December 14 the Pechersky District Court dismissed an
attempt by the Procurator General’s Office to initiate criminal
proceedings against Mr. Kuchma. The court upheld the complaint filed by the ex-president’s lawyers disputing the legality of the case. The attorneys argued that charges against their
client could not be based on evidence obtained illegally – in
this case the secret recordings made by former security officer Mykola Melnychenko in the president’s office. Thus, the
case against Mr. Kuchma was closed.
Tabachnyk and educational reform

There was a glimmer of good news in 2011 when the draft
law on higher education proposed by Ukraine’s notorious minister of education, scholarship, youth and sports, Dmytro
Tabachnyk, was defeated on February 2 in the Verkhovna
Rada’s Committee on Education. The Tabachnyk draft law
would have imposed substantial limitations on university
autonomy and academic freedom, budget cuts and other provisions that would have returned Ukraine to Soviet-style control
and censorship in education. The draft law also included a provision that universities with fewer than 10,000 students would
no longer be considered universities, a requirement that would
disqualify even some of the world’s most respected universities.
Mr. Tabachnyk’s proposed changes in Ukrainian higher
education had been controversial in international academic
circles, as well as among the general public. Students in several cities organized protests in January against the proposed
changes to Ukraine’s educational system; among the most
vocal were students of the National University of Kyiv Mohyla
Academy (NUKMA). NUKMA and the Kyiv Mohyla
Foundation of America issued statements of opposition to the
draft law and the Ukrainian Catholic University supported
NUKMA’s statement. Other Ukrainian universities remained
silent about the draft law, possibly fearing retribution in the
form of dismissals and budget cuts.
But the battle was not over.
The protests continued in February, when students picketed the Parliament building to express their opposition to a
new bill on higher education and to demand that Minister
Tabachnyk be dismissed. Students said the new bill makes it
impossible to gain honest admission to higher educational
institutions and destroys the right to free education in Ukraine.
Meanwhile, Ukraine’s intelligentsia continued to press for
Minister Tabachnyk’s dismissal. On March 4, writer Vasyl
Shkliar, author of the acclaimed novel “Zalyshynets. Chornyi
Voron” who was announced as one of the winners of the
Taras Shevchenko National Prize, refused to accept the award
“until such time as Ukrainophobe Dmytro Tabachnyk is no
longer in power in Ukraine.” He made those comments in a
letter to President Yanukovych.
The Rev. Dr. Borys Gudziak, rector of Lviv’s Ukrainian
Catholic University, a leading, private institution whose innovative, Western-styled educational policies are under direct
threat from the Education Ministry’s neo-Soviet plans for
higher education, said Mr. Tabachnyk intends to destroy any
limited autonomy gained by Ukrainian universities in 19
years of independence. He’s undermining any progress
Ukraine has made towards integrating into the Bologna
Process, which aims to set standards in higher education
throughout the European Union (EU), Father Gudziak added.
Furthermore, the Education Ministry is selectively cutting
funding for those universities not complying with the retrograde policies, he said. “Today there is fear: people are afraid,
and rectors are afraid.”
A year after his appointment as education minister, Mr.
Tabachnyk faced questioning from the Verkhovna Rada about
his educational policies, including de-emphasizing standardized admissions testing (institutionalizing corruption in the
process, according to critics), downgrading the importance of
the Ukrainian language in Ukraine’s schools, and returning to
11 grades of mandatory education (as in Soviet times), as
well as his insults directed against western Ukrainians.
Opposition deputies attempted to send an inquiry to
President Yanukovych, asking him to dismiss Minister
Tabachnyk based on an appeal issued by a group of more
than 100 leaders in education concerned about “the antiUkrainian essence of his worldview, which contradicts his
post.” Only 38 deputies supported the measure.
Commenting on the situation, Oleksander Danyliuk, an
organizer of the anti-Tabachnyk protests in Kyiv, noted that
even if Mr. Tabachnyk were to be sacked, there would be
someone just like him to take his place. “Tabachnyk is a decoy
to distract attention from the main problem – the anti-national government that isn’t legitimate.”
Resistance to the government’s regressive policies in education continued to grow. On May 24 NUKMA presented a
collection of articles critical of Minister Tabachnyk’s
“reforms” that were authored by noted professors. Called
“The Time of a Cheap Clown. Ukrainian Education: Trials of
Woeful Reform,” the book comprised articles previously published in the press and now compiled into one volume.
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mass gatherings issued in response to a petition by the Kyiv
City State Administration. Independence Square – the famous
“maidan” that was the epicenter of the Orange Revolution –
was cordoned off by municipal authorities. November 22 was
designated in 2005 by then President Viktor Yushchenko as
Freedom Day, to be celebrated annually in light of the “historic significance of the revolutionary events of autumn 2004.”
Babyn Yar, Bykivnia

Andrey Skakodub/UNIAN

Opposition activists in Kyiv celebrate Ukrainian Independence Day, August 24, by marching through the city center
with a huge national flag.
At the same time, student groups such as Priama Diya
(Direct Action), the social movement Vidsich (Resistance)
and the youth NGO Foundation of Regional Initiatives staged
protests, while education progressives such as National
Deputy Lesia Orobets led the opposition in Parliament.
Hopes were raised on August 31, when Serhiy Lyovochkin,
chief of the Presidential Administration, said major changes
were expected in the Cabinet of Ministers and that Mr.
Tabachnyk would be dismissed. In fact, he responded to
questions about whether the controversial minister would be
sacked by stating: “Without a doubt, yes.”
As of the end of 2011, however, Mr. Tabachnyk remained
in his post.
Chornobyl 25 years after

Twenty-five years after the world’s worst nuclear disaster,
lack of financing continued to plague the Chornobyl Nuclear
Power Plant. President Yanukovych extended his tin cup to
global leaders in Kyiv on April 19 when he hosted a donors’
conference followed by a nuclear energy summit, attended by
more than 60 high-profile participants, including European
Commission President José Manuel Barroso, Polish Prime
Minister Bronislaw Komorowski and Dr. Zbigniew Brzezinski,
the leader of the U.S. delegation designated by President Barack
Obama. The conference succeeded in raising 550 million euros
($802 million) towards the construction of a new containment
shelter, gaining support from the Russian Federation ($66 million), Germany ($62 million), France ($69 million) and the
Ukrainian government ($42 million). Though another 190 million euros ($277 million) was needed, Mr. Yanukovych said he
expected the state-of-the-art containment structure, which will
prevent any radiation leaks, will be built by 2015.
Victory Day, Independence Day, Freedom Day

On May 9, Victory Day, clashes erupted in pockets of Lviv
when a few hundred pro-Russian provocateurs traveled from
Odesa and Crimea for the holiday to raise Soviet-era flags and
hold meetings to honor Red Army veterans. More than 2,000
demonstrators, many of them members of nationalist groups,
fought furiously to prevent red flags from being hoisted
throughout the city. Opposition leaders accused the
Yanukovych administration of enabling radicals to provoke
the residents of Lviv, who were terrorized by the Communists
for half a century. Political observers said it was a provocation approved by the Ukrainian government with the
Kremlin’s involvement. The provocateurs defied a decision by
Lviv Oblast authorities to celebrate Victory Day under the
Ukrainian state flag only, and a Lviv court ruling that banned
any events and activities on May 9 other than those approved
by the Lviv Oblast State Administration and Lviv City Council.
The conflict stemmed from the April 21 Verkhovna Rada
vote requiring the Soviet-era victory flag to be flown at all
administrative buildings on the national holiday marking the
day the German Nazis surrendered to the Soviet Red Army.
Not since Ukraine declared independence from the Soviet
Union in 1991 had the state required displaying a hammerand-sickle flag.
President Yanukovych said on May 4 that he would sign
amendments to the law on commemorating the Great
Patriotic War. He said, “I believe that the flag which was flying
over the Reichstag in 1945 is a symbol of victory.” And he did
so on May 20. Meanwhile Foreign Affairs Minister
Gryshchenko said that on Victory Day Embassies of Ukraine

would fly only the national flag of Ukraine.
Soon thereafter, the leader of the Ukrainian People’s Party,
Yurii Kostenko, registered an appeal with the Constitutional
Court of Ukraine. “The law [mandating display of the copies
of the victory banner on state institutions on May 9] is not
only in conflict with the many articles of the Constitution, but
also provokes the separatist sentiments of citizens, intended
to dismember Ukraine,” Mr. Kostenko said at a press conference on May 23.
Ultimately, on June 17, Ukraine’s Constitutional Court
banned the use of the Soviet flag during World War II commemorations, reversing the law directing that the Soviet flag
of victory be raised on government buildings during annual
observances of the defeat of Nazi Germany. The Constitutional
Court said the law violated the Constitution of Ukraine, which
does not list the Soviet flag as a government symbol.
Ukrainian Independence Day in 2011 was different from
those in preceding years. President Yanukovych on July 15
signed a decree amending the list of events to mark the 20th
anniversary of Ukraine’s independence, ordering the cancellation of military parades on August 24 in Kyiv, Kerch, Odesa and
Sevastopol, as well as in cities where the headquarters of operational commands and branches of the armed forces of Ukraine
are located. In addition, the president decided to abandon the
production of the commemorative jubilee badge “Twenty Years
of Ukraine’s Independence.” The government should spend
budgetary savings on financing measures to strengthen the
social protection of the public, Mr. Yanukovych said.
Nonetheless, Ukraine marked the anniversary with events
throughout the country ranging from flag-raisings to celebratory marches and concerts. Opposition activists also staged a
march in Kyiv to protest the continued imprisonment of former Prime Minister Tymoshenko. Among the events held in
the capital were various concerts and a parade of “vyshyvanky,” or embroidered garb, that took place near European
Square. The parade’s participants posed for a group photograph that was claimed to be the largest photo of people
dressed in embroidered outfits.
The August 24 Ukrainian Independence Day celebrations
in the capital were marred by a clash when some 5,000 people tried to walk from the Taras Shevchenko monument
through the city center toward the Presidential
Administration Building but found their path blocked by
police. The activists were protesting the prosecution and
detention of Ms. Tymoshenko. Video footage showed marchers breaking through the first police line but then being halted by hundreds of police in riot gear. There were no arrests.
The marchers were defying a court ruling that banned opposition rallies in central Kyiv during the Independence Day
observances.
President Yanukovych on August 24 attended a thanksgiving service at the historic Pecherska Lavra (Monastery of the
Caves) conducted by Metropolitan Volodymyr of the
Ukrainian Orthodox Church – Moscow Patriarchate. Among
others present at the service were Verkhovna Rada Chairman
Volodymyr Lytvyn, Prime Minister Mykola Azarov and the
chief of the Presidential Administration, Serhiy Lyovochkin.
The president and his entourage then laid flowers at monuments honoring Taras Shevchenko, Ukraine’s national bard,
Mykhailo Hrushevsky, president of Ukraine in 1918, and St.
Volodymyr, grand prince of Kyiv-Rus’ in 980-1015.
Meanwhile, on November 22, on the occasion of the seventh anniversary of the beginning of the Orange Revolution,
hundreds of protesters in Kyiv defied a court ban against

On October 3, President Yanukovych laid a wreath at the
Babyn Yar National Historical and Memorial Reserve in Kyiv.
He was joined at the solemn commemorations by Verkhovna
Rada Chairman Volodymyr Lytvyn, Prime Minister Azarov
and Avigdor Lieberman, deputy prime minister of Israel. In
the days leading up to the 70th anniversary of the Nazi massacre at Babyn Yar, international parliamentarians from
Europe, Israel, Turkey and other nations gathered at the site
of the executions, and an international conference on antiSemitism was organized by the Inter-Parliamentary Coalition
for Combating Anti-Semitism with the support of the
Verkhovna Rada. In addition, the exhibit “Shoah by Bullets:
Mass Shootings of Jews in Ukraine in 1941-1944” – which is
based on the work of the Rev. Patrick Desbois, a French
Catholic priest, in identifying mass graves of Jews killed in
various countries of Eastern Europe during the Nazi occupation – was on display at Kyiv’s Ukrainian House.
All these events commemorated the anniversary of what is
believed to be the single biggest massacre of the Holocaust:
over the course of two days, September 29-30, 1941, the
Nazis shot 33,771 Jews – men, women and children – at the
edge of the Babyn Yar ravine on the outskirts of Kyiv. The killing began shortly after the German forces entered Kyiv on
September 19, 1941, and, according to the Encyclopedia of
Ukraine, by the spring of the following year an additional
15,000 Jews were shot there. The executions at Babyn Yar
continued through November 1943, when the Nazis retreated from Kyiv. And, tens of thousands of others were executed
at Babyn Yar – Ukrainians, Gypsies, Poles, Russians and other
nationalities, Communists, anti-Soviet partisans and Soviet
prisoners of war. Among them were Ukrainian nationalists,
like the poet and writer Olena Teliha, and leaders of the
Ukrainian National Council, created by members of the
Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists (Melnyk faction). In
fact, over 600 OUN members were killed, along with writers,
athletes, Plast members, priests, educators, newspaper editors and the former mayor of Kyiv, Volodymyr Bahaziy. In all,
according to the United States Holocaust Memorial Museum,
more than 100,000 people of various nationalities were
killed at Babyn Yar. Other sources give a substantially higher
figure adding up to 200,000 – including 100,000 Jews, 70,000
Ukrainians and 30,000 other persons.
At the site of the mass grave of victims of Stalin in
Bykivnia, on November 26, President Yanukovych and his
predecessors – Messrs. Yushchenko, Kuchma and Leonid
Kravchuk – unveiled the cornerstone on the site of the future
National Historical-Memorial Reserve Bykіvnia Graves, which
is believed to be the final resting place for over 100,000 victims of the Soviet regime from the period 1936-1941. On
November 4 President Yanukovych ordered the construction
of the central part of the memorial to victims of totalitarianism on the territory of the Bykivnia Reserve to be completed
before August 1, 2012.
As 2011 came to a close…

The year ended just as it began: with Yulia in the headlines. On December 30 she was abruptly transferred from the
Lukianivska prison in Kyiv to Kachanivska Women’s Penal
Colony No. 54 in Kharkiv, some 300 miles away from
Ukraine’s capital. And far away, the Yanukovych team hoped,
from her staunch supporters and the news media. Those
hopes were dashed, however, as Tymoshenko supporters
gathered day after day near the penal colony.
It was clear that Mr. Yanukovych fears his rival and the
opposition forces – and with good reason. According to a poll
conducted on December 9-16, 2011, by the respected
Razumkov Center, Ms. Tymoshenko’s Batkivschyna party had
grown in popularity to the point that it superseded the positive ratings of the party in power, the Party of Regions of
Ukraine (PRU). Batkivschyna received 15.8 percent support
from respondents, while the PRU registered 13.9 percent
support – down from 16.6 percent in October 2011.
Furthermore, voter support for the imprisoned opposition
leader herself surpassed that of the president, whose ratings
continued downward. According to the Razumkov Center, if
the first round of the presidential election were to be held in
the near future, the highest proportion of voters, 16.3 percent, would support Ms. Tymoshenko, while 13.3 percent
said that they would vote for the incumbent. (Others in the
mix include Arseniy Yatsenyuk, in third place with 10.7 percent support.)
Meanwhile, President Yanukovych continued to ignore the
reality on the ground in Ukraine. In his New Year’s Eve message to the nation he proclaimed: “Ukraine has faced the challenges [2011] brought with dignity. …Ukraine has reached a
new level of relations with the European Union. …We will
continue modernizing our country, will continue building a
modern, economically developed, democratic state. …Happy
New Year 2012!”
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Ukrainian diaspora:
active worldwide
Significant milestones and important discussions were the
hallmarks of 2011 for the Ukrainian diaspora.
In January, news came from the Australian Federation of
Ukrainian Organizations (AFUO) that the Ukrainian community was one of those affected by the extensive flooding in
eastern Australia. AFUO encouraged Ukrainians from all over
the world to keep Queensland community members in their
prayers and cooperated with local leaders to provide residents assistance as they rebuilt their lives.
Also in January, the Ukrainian World Congress (UWC)
expressed concern to Hungary’s Prime Minister Viktor Orban
that the elections of the national Ukrainian Minority SelfGovernment in Hungary held on January 9 could undermine
the representation of the Ukrainian minority and jeopardize
its effective participation in public life.
According to the Association of Ukrainian Culture in
Hungary, in some cases the electorate voting and the candidates running for the National Ukrainian Minority Self
Government were not part of the Ukrainian community, nor
were they preserving the Ukrainian language, culture and
traditions. The UWC called upon the prime minister of
Hungary to appoint a senior government official to verify
whether the electoral process was conducted fairly.
Later that month the Ukrainian community in Chicago
hosted a conference for international students from Ukraine
called Zluka Camp in honor of the day Ukraine was united on
January 22, 1919. The format of the event was barcamp,
where every participant can potentially be a speaker/panelist. There were seven student panelists, all associated with
Dr. Bohdan A. Oryshkevich’s USA/USA program, whose purpose is to identify the brightest and best students from
Ukraine and to help them obtain scholarships to universities
in the West.
Presentations included topics like “Social Scientific
Research on Ukraine: Why We Should Get Involved” by Maria
Zaloznaya; “How Both Ukrainian Students and the Diaspora
Can Support the Efforts of Ukrainian Civic Organizations in
Ukraine” by Yulia Pashchupinka; and “The Crimean Tatar
People: Who Are They?” by Islam Ismailov, among others.
On March 8, the UWC released a statement demanding
that local governments halt their plans to close Ukrainianlanguage schools in the Donbas region, where ethnically conscious Ukrainians have limited access to cultural institutions.
To make his point, UWC President Eugene Czolij underlined,
“Article 10 of the Constitution of Ukraine clearly states the
Ukrainian language is the state language of Ukraine and that
the state ensures the comprehensive development and functioning of the Ukrainian language in all spheres of social life
throughout the entire territory of Ukraine.” Among the
schools targeted were schools in the villages of Pervomaisk
and Horniak; Donetsk Humanitarian College and schools in
Lysychansk and Krasnyi Luch in the Luhansk Oblast.
On April 26, Mr. Czolij and Ukrainian Congress Committee
of America (UCCA) President Tamara Olexy participated in
the 20th International Conference on Health and
Environment, “Chornobyl – Lessons for Nuclear Security, 25
years later,” hosted by Ukraine’s Permanent Mission to the
United Nations and World Information Transfer.
Mr. Czolij underscored that the Chornobyl disaster was
ultimately a result of the reckless dominance over Ukraine by
the Soviet totalitarian regime and its disregard for nuclear
energy safety standards. He also reminded the conference of
the Kremlin’s attempts to conceal the magnitude of the global

catastrophe. Ms. Olexy highlighted the Ukrainian American
community’s work in aiding the victims of the tragedy, both
monetarily and morally.
Three other participants represented the Ukrainian diaspora at the event: Maria Szkambara, president of the World
Federation of Ukrainian Women’s Organizations (UWO);
Marianna Zajac, president of the Ukrainian National Women’s
League of America (UNWLA); and Nadia McConnell, president of the U.S.-Ukraine Foundation.
In June, Mr. Czolij visited Ukrainian communities in
Hungary, Romania and the Czech Republic on behalf of the
UWC. In Romania, Mr. Czolij met with Stefan Buciuta,
Parliament deputy of Parliament and president of the
Association of Ukrainians in Romania (AUR) to discuss community life and the activities of the AUR. While there he also
gave an overview of events in Ukraine and encouraged highranking Romanian officials to contribute to the process of
Ukraine’s European integration at the government level.
In Hungary, where the community consists of approximately 8,000 Ukrainians, Mr. Czolij raised issues of significance to Ukrainians with representatives of the government
authorities and local self-governing bodies. Mr. Czolij noted
that Hungary serves as an example of the benefits of
European integration, since it freed itself from Communist
rule in 1989 and consequently joined both NATO and the EU.
He also emphasized how Ukraine’s democratization process
and European integration requires support at both the government and grass roots levels.
Mr. Czolij’s tour concluded with a visit to the Ukrainian
community in the Czech Republic, which is home to about
200,000 Ukrainians. While there Mr. Czolij met with Viktor
Rajcinec, president of the Ukrainian Initiative of the Czech
Republic, to discuss local Ukrainian community life and ways
to increase cooperation with UWC.
The Ukrainian Medical Association of North America
(UMANA) celebrated a milestone this year – its 60th year of
professional service – at its convention in Philadelphia in
June. Nearly 50 members and guests of congregated to
review the association’s work, confer about updates in medicine and elect a new board of directors for the upcoming
term. At the convention, 49 new members were inducted into
the association, reaffirming UMANA’s viability as the largest
Ukrainian American professional organization in North
America.
Over the summer, leading organizations of the Ukrainian
diaspora reacted to the August 5 arrest of opposition leader
Yulia Tymoshenko by issuing statements. The UCCA noted
that it was deeply concerned about the condition of Ukraine’s
former prime minister and called upon the authorities in
Ukraine to release her from prison immediately. The UCCA
stated, “As the representative body of Ukrainian Americans,
the UCCA urges the United States to publicly condemn her
[Ms. Tymoshenko’s] political imprisonment and utilize all
diplomatic efforts to ensure the safety of her life and her
release.” In addition, the UCCA statement noted, “The world’s
democracies cannot remain silent while basic human rights
are being violated and the rule of law is nothing more than a
command system.”
The Ukrainian Canadian Congress (UCC) also issued a
news release on August 5 in which it expressed its dismay
about the situation. “The government of Ukraine is pursuing
what appears to be politically motivated, selective justice in a
deliberate and systematic program to remove political opposition. This is another step from democracy,” stated Paul
Grod, UCC president. He added, “We have formally asked the
government of Canada to use all diplomatic tools at its disposal to communicate Canada’s displeasure with the antidemocratic developments in Ukraine and call for her immediate release.”

Zluka camp participants on January 22 at Selfreliance Ukirainian American Federal Credit Union with map of Ukraine.

UCC

The newly elected president of the Ukrainian World
Coordinating Council (UWCC), Mykhailo Ratushny (center), on August 21 with Ukrainian World Congress
President Eugene Czolij (left) and Dmytro Pavlychko,
vice-chair of the organizing committee for the fifth World
Forum of Ukrainians and former president of the UWCC.
Similarly, the AFUO also called for the Australian government to intervene in the case. The organization asserted that
“The court’s action in arresting Tymoshenko is another
example of the violation of human rights and the Yanukovych
government’s systematic program of eradicating any from of
opposition.”
Likewise, on August 8 the UWC called upon the wider
international community – the United Nations, European
Parliament, European Council, European Commission,
Council of Europe, Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of
Europe, European Union, Organization for Security and
Cooperation in Europe, Amnesty International, Human
Rights Watch and Freedom House – to increase pressure on
the Ukrainian government to demand the immediate release
of Ms. Tymoshenko from detention.
The World Federation of Ukrainian Women’s
Organizations (WFUWO) showed solidarity with Ms.
Tymoshenko by sending an open letter to President
Yanukovych stating, “The trial of Yulia Tymoshenko, a woman
who is in opposition to the present regime and the ongoing
direction of the government of Ukraine, does not appear to be
justice, but rather a purely political nature.” The letter also
noted, “The destruction of democracy in Ukraine, the political
persecution of politically active youth and the destruction of
Ukrainian national identity will all result in closing the path
of Ukraine towards the European Union.”
The Organization for the Defense of Four Freedoms for
Ukraine also demanded freedom for Ms. Tymoshenko, calling
for a boycott of President Yanukovych. The ODFFU said it
believed that failure to boycott the current regime “will condemn Ukrainians in Ukraine to continued persecution by
their government officials and will prompt future generations of Americans to ask ‘Who lost Ukraine?’ ”
Other organizations that issued statements against the
arrest were: Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists and the
International Conference in Support of Ukraine.
A big celebration in the diaspora over the summer was the
kick-off to Plast Ukrainian Scouting Organization’s 100th
anniversary. Over 500 scouts from North America and representatives from four more countries gathered at the Vovcha
Tropa campground in East Chatham, N.Y., on August 6-13 to
mark this milestone at a week-long camp for children, teens
and adults. Through myriad activities, displays, skits and discussions participants celebrated Plast’s history in Ukraine
and in the diaspora in the past century, often noting the many
ways that the organization had changed, while also marveling
at the many ways it had stayed the same. The celebration of
the centennial was followed by another week-long jamboree
in Australia in December and will be continued in Ukraine in
2012 with an international jamboree in the Lviv area.
On August 19-21, Kyiv hosted the fifth World Forum of
Ukrainians, where the Ukrainian World Coordinating Council
(UWCC) assembled. Three hundred delegates – 100 each
from Ukraine, the Eastern diaspora and the Western diaspora
– gathered and discussed Ukraine’s relationship with the
diaspora, which is currently about 20 million strong. Political
and social activist Mykhailo Ratushny from Ternopil, Ukraine,
was elected as the new president of the council.
Also that month, on August 21-23, the Ukrainian World
Congress held its annual general meeting in the Cultural Arts
Center of the National University of Kyiv-Mohyla Academy
with over 170 delegates from 26 countries attending. During
the three-day conference, the delegates adopted several resolutions, including those mandating a UWC office in Kyiv, to
review the applications for UWC associate membership of
the organization Ukrayinska Rodyna (Turkey) and the
Association of the Christian Movement of Ukrainians
(Portugal), and to cooperate with Ukraine’s Channel 5
regarding a new television broadcast.
In addition, three roundtable discussions were held to
address the following topics: “The challenges of adhering to
and protecting human rights and freedoms of Ukrainians”;
“Ways of strengthening cooperation and coordination of the
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The flags of countries where Plast is active are raised on August 7 during the opening ceremonies of the
International Plast Jamboree. (In the upper left-hand corner is the jamboree emblem.)
activities of UWC member-organizations”; and “The state
program for cooperation with Ukrainians outside Ukraine for
the period through 2015 and opportunities to obtain financial support from non-governmental organizations.”
Following its general meeting, the UWC along with the
Conference of Ukrainian Youth Organizations (CUYO) and the
Ukrainian Civic Organization Molodyi Narodnyi Rukh (Young
People’s Movement) sponsored the “Kyiv 2011” Ukrainian
Diaspora Youth Forum – the first of its kind in the history of
independent Ukraine. The forum gathered 50 youth leaders
from 30 countries for nine days to discuss the challenges facing Ukrainian diaspora youth. Those challenges which were
defined as not only the preservation of Ukrainian cultural
heritage and the outlook for future generations, but also support for the development of ties in the diaspora, consolidation of efforts to unite the Ukrainian diaspora and support
for the establishment of an independent, democratic, lawabiding Ukrainian state. Forum participants also requested
that Ukrainian youths from the diaspora be included in educational, cultural and academic programs and projects in
Ukraine.
To mark the 20th anniversary of the re-establishment of
Ukraine’s independence, The Ukrainian Weekly asked community leaders in the Ukrainian diaspora, as well as young
adults born in the diaspora after 1991, to share their
thoughts on where Ukraine has been and where it is headed.
The issue offered an analysis and reflection of lessons
learned in the past 20 years of Ukraine’s independence.
Two days after Ukraine’s Independence Day, on August 26,
Mr. Czolij, Mr. Grod and Union of Ukrainians in Russia
President Taras Dudko met with President Yanukovych to
discuss the importance of Ukraine’s integration into the
European Union, to speak out against violations of human
rights in Ukraine and to encourage the Ukrainian government

to maintain its European vision base on the principles of
democracy.
Throughout the month of September, Mr. Czolij held a
series of meetings with European and Ukrainian community
leaders in France, Austria, Romania and Slovakia, culminating
in an October 5 meeting in New York, where he recapped the
work of the UWC over the past year and outlined its plans for
the future. Among the UWC’s ongoing projects are: continued
support for Ukraine’s European integration, support for the
human and national rights of Ukrainians in Ukraine and
abroad, and an international election observer mission to
monitor the Ukrainian parliamentary elections in 2012.
The topic of human rights and Yulia Tymoshenko’s arrest
continued to dominate the headlines throughout the fall. In
mid-October, The Weekly published statements from the
UWC, the UCC, the UCCA, the Ukrainian National Association,
the Ukrainian Bar Association and the Canada Ukraine
Foundation, all speaking out against the verdict of Kyiv’s
Pechersky District Court that convicted Ms. Tymoshenko.
On November 3, Mr. Czolij met with the Chair of the
European Parliament Delegation to the European UnionUkraine Parliamentary Cooperation Committee, Pawel
Kowal, and he once again emphasized the importance of
Ukraine’s integration into the European Union. According to
Mr. Czolij, the agreement has great significance for both parties and is crucial for Ukraine’s future development as a democratic European state.
Finally, on December 17 in Toronto, the UWC signed a
memorandum with Channel 5 in Ukraine and IMB+ Records
in Canada to launch a new weekly television news journal,
“Ukrainska Hromada” (Ukrainian Community). The program
will showcase the activities of Ukrainian communities
beyond the borders of Ukraine, as well as world events
directly affecting Ukraine.

UWC

Ukrainian World Congress President Eugene Czolij among Ukrainian community members during a public meeting
in Bucharest, Romania, in June.

The year 2011 had a few noteworthy positive steps in the
development of relations between the United States and
Ukraine, but for the most part bilateral relations could be
characterized as a rocky road.
On the positive side were the two additional agreements,
signed within the developing U.S. Strategic Partnership,
increasing bilateral cooperation in the energy field and in
combating human trafficking and HIV/AIDS. The United
States increased by 103 the number Peace Corps volunteers
serving in Ukraine, which now is home to the world’s largest
Peace Corps contingent in the world – 462. Washington also
simplified to an extent its visa regime for Ukrainians’ return
visits to the United States. And the bilateral process of getting the Holodomor memorial in Washington approved took
a few major steps forward.
Throughout the year, however, President Viktor
Yanukovych government’s foot-dragging in initiating many
long-overdue internal reforms – political, human rights and
economic – dominated the interaction between the two
countries, as did Kyiv’s mistreatment and persecution of
political adversaries, most notably that of the imprisoned
former prime minister and President Yanukovych’s election
opponent, Yulia Tymoshenko, who last year was convicted
on corruption charges and was appealing that conviction
when – two days before the end of 2011 – she was transferred, under protest, from the Kyiv detention center to the
Kachanivska women’s prison in the Kharkiv Oblast.
The Yanukovych administration’s urgent need for reforms
was spotlighted in early February when a group of 10 prominent reformist activists from Ukraine came to Washington to
discuss how the United States and others in the West could
help Ukraine improve its political, economic and civic environment to a more acceptable and productive level. They
met with representatives of the White House, State
Department and other government officials, Congressional
staff, as well as with commercial, judicial and civic groups
interested in Ukraine’s development.
To underscore the need for reform in Ukraine, one of the
visiting activists, National Deputy Volodymyr Ariev, noted
that he learned upon his arrival here that while he was on
the plane flying to Washington – with his parliamentary voting ID card in his pocket – he was being recorded in the
Parliament in Kyiv as voting for the constitutional changes
proposed by the Yanukovych administration that would
postpone the next parliamentary election from 2011 to 2012
– something Mr. Ariev opposed.
The timing of this delegation’s visit, according to its leader, Oleh Rybachuk, was important so that the Ukrainian activists could present their analyses and proposals in
Washington before the semi-annual U.S.-Ukraine Strategic
Partnership Commission meeting a week later.
Strategic partnership

On February 15, during a special ceremony at the State
Department, Ukraine and the United States signed two
agreements during the meeting of the U.S.-Ukraine Strategic
Partnership Commission. Secretary of State Hillary Rodham
Clinton and Ukrainian Foreign Affairs Minister Kostyantyn
Gryshchenko signed the Cooperation Plan on combating
trafficking and HIV/AIDS. Ukraine’s Minister for Energy and
Coal Industry Yuriy Boyko and U.S. Special Envoy for Energy
Issues in Eurasia Ambassador Richard Morningstar then
signed the gas agreement.
Afterwards, Secretary Clinton said that during the first
three meetings of the bilateral Strategic Partnership
Commission, which was created in 2009, the two sides “have
rolled up our sleeves... to pursue our common goal of a
Ukraine that is more secure, prosperous, and democratic.”
And, she added, Ukraine now is well-positioned “to realize
its own citizens’ hope for a genuine democracy and a prosperous economy.”
Secretary Clinton noted that the commission also tackled
the problems of stopping nuclear proliferation, achieving
food security, improving health care, developing Ukraine’s
domestic energy resources and attracting more foreign private investment, especially from the United States.
She said that Washington was also looking forward to
seeing President Yanukovych realize his stated commitments to have a “transparent government, strong rule of law,
protection of freedom of speech and media, comprehensive
judicial reform in partnership with the Ukrainian people...
including opposition leaders and members of civil society.”
Minister Gryshchenko said that the United States “has
become a very important part of our foreign policy, and we
do rely on this strategic partnership to help us guide the
shape of our statehood through the waters which are not
easy. ...”
Later that evening at the Ukrainian Embassy, Minister
Gryshchenko met with representatives and activists of the
Ukrainian American community, which, for the most part, is
either skeptical or outright critical of the Yanukovych government’s domestic and foreign policies.
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Responding to their concerns, the foreign affairs minister
said that the government is trying to undo and reform what
he indicated was the mismanagement and corruption of the
previous administration of President Viktor Yushchenko.
And its treatment of former Prime Minister Tymoshenko for
corruption should be viewed as a “prosecution,” and not
“persecution,” he added.
The Clinton-Gryshchenko meeting in Washington was the
highest-level official meeting between the two governments
in 2011.
Two weeks after the mid-February Strategic Partnership
meeting, Vice-President Joseph Biden and President
Yanukovych had a follow-up telephone conversation on March
2, during which, according to a White House statement, the
vice-president expressed the U.S. position that “selective prosecutions of opposition officials” should be avoided and that
the electoral reform process in Ukraine should be fully inclusive. He also thanked President Yanukovych for Ukraine’s
assistance in responding to the situation in Libya and for its
continued cooperation on nonproliferation issues, and
underscored that Washington’s strategic partnership with
Ukraine is based on shared democratic values.
Freedom House, NDI reports

The first few months of 2011 also saw two leading
Washington-based non-governmental organizations openly

Yaro Bihun

U.S. Secretary of State Hillary Rodham Clinton highlights the accomplishments of the third meeting of the
U.S.-Ukraine Strategic Partnership Commission in Washington. She and Ukraine’s Foreign Affairs Minister
Kostyantyn Gryshchenko spoke in the State Department’s Thomas Jefferson Room on February 15.
administration is to have any chance to govern Ukraine effectively and pursue long-overdue economic reforms.” It adds,
however, that “the negative effects have included a more
restrictive environment for the media, selective prosecution
of opposition figures, worrisome instances of intrusiveness
by the Security Service of Ukraine (SBU), widely criticized
local elections in October 2010, a pliant Parliament
(Verkhovna Rada), and an erosion of basic freedoms of
assembly and speech.
“Corruption remains a huge drain on the country, and
there is significant room for the situation to get even worse.”
The report concluded that “if left unchecked, the trends
set by Ukraine’s current leadership will move the country
toward greater centralization and consolidation of power –
that is, toward authoritarianism.”
Much of the criticism of the direction the Yanukovych
administration has taken contained in the Freedom House
report was echoed in a statement “Ukraine’s Democratic
Reversals” written and published in the Congressional
Record on June 23 by Rep. Christopher H. Smith (R-N.J.),
chairman of the Commission on Security and Cooperation in
Europe (U.S. Helsinki Commission) and a senior member of
the House Foreign Affairs Committee.
In his conclusion, he noted: “Against this backdrop of devastation wreaked by totalitarian regimes in the 20th century,
Ukrainians deserve to have the promise of democracy made
possible by their independence fully realized.”
Party of Regions visit

Rep. Marcy Kaptur meets with Ukraine’s Ambassador
to the U.S. Olexander Motsyk on October 26 to express
strong concern over the imprisonment of former Prime
Minister Tymoshenko.
criticize the Yanukovych administration for backtracking on
its promised democratization of Ukraine.
The National Democratic Institute (NDI) withdrew its
membership in the Ukrainian working group dedicated to
drafting a new election law. It cited the undemocratic nature
of the group as the reason for its departure. And Freedom
House released a critical report about Ukraine titled
“Sounding the Alarm: Protecting Democracy in Ukraine.”
When the NDI withdrew from the committee, it sent a letter to Justice Minister Oleksander Lavrynovych urging him to
ensure that the process of drafting new laws remains democratic. Ukraine had been working to develop new election
laws in response to the wide international criticism of its
October 2010 elections as being undemocratic.
The Freedom House report, dated April 2011, was
released after a special on-the-ground assessment by a group
of its experts subsequent to its downgrading of Ukraine from
“free” to “partly free” in its Freedom in the World 2011 rankings. Until that point, Ukraine had been the only non-Baltic
former Soviet state ranked in the “free” category.
The report stated:
“In our view, there is no question that President
Yanukovych has consolidated power at the expense of democratic development. The president and his defenders credibly
argue that this centralization of power is necessary if the

In early May, President Yanukovych’s ruling Party of
Regions sent a delegation headed by Leonid Kozhara, vicechairman of the International Relations Committee, to
Washington for talks with U.S. representatives in Congress
and their staffs, among them Rep. Marcy Kaptur (D-Ohio),
who co-chairs the Congressional Ukrainian Caucus. They also
had meetings with the National Democratic Institute and
other Washington non-governmental organizations interested in Ukraine.
What the Regions party representatives discussed and the
extent of their success could not be ascertained because their
meetings were all closed to the press and/or off the record.
But, during their meeting with the capital area’s Ukrainian
Americans at St. Andrew’s Ukrainian Orthodox Cathedral, it

was clear that there was a great divide between those two
sides on how they envisioned Ukraine’s future. “Vstyd i
hanba!” (shame and disgrace) was how one discussant reacted to the delegation’s presentation.
Governance conference

The largest and most impressive Washington gathering
dealing with Ukraine in 2011 was the day-long conference on
July 7, “Ukraine’s Future: Challenges and Impact of
Governance in Ukraine.” It was organized by the Atlantic
Council, the Brookings Institution and the Peterson Institute
for International Economics, which hosted the event. The
conference attracted close to 300 participants, for the most
part international affairs experts, government officials, diplomats – among them two former U.S. ambassadors to Ukraine
– economists, scholars, journalists and other professionals, as
well as representatives of Ukrainian American and other
interested ethnic groups.
It began with an hour-long conversation with Ukraine’s
Vice-Minister of Foreign Affairs Pavlo Klimkin, followed by
two 90-minute expert panel discussions – the first dealing
with the challenges of governance in Ukraine and the other
on its impact on Ukraine’s economy and foreign relations.
Minister Klimkin underscored that the prosecution of
political figures was part of a wider campaign of fighting corruption in Ukraine regardless of the party affiliation of those
accused. It is part of the difficult and long-overdue political
and economic reform process initiated by the Yanukovych
government, which had been ignored by previous administrations, he said.
David Kramer of Freedom House disagreed with much of
what Mr. Klimkin said, as did Oleh Rybachuk, who heads the
United Action Center in Kyiv. He criticized the strong “vertical” of power built by the Yanukovych administration and its
meddling with election laws on the very eve of elections,
among other things.
Jorge Zukoski, president of the American Chamber of
Commerce in Ukraine, assessing Ukraine’s economic development, called it “a success story…” After a long pause he
added,… “that’s waiting to happen.”
Zbigniew Brzezinski, the former U.S. national security
advisor and now counselor and trustee of the Center for

Taras Tymchuk

During the swearing in of the 41st group of U.S. Peace Corps volunteers on June 16 in Kyiv (from left) are: Peace
Corps Director of Programming and Training Thomas Ross, U.S. Ambassador to Ukraine John Tefft, Peace Corps
Ukraine Director Douglass Teschner and Mykhailo Harmash of the Ministry of Economic Development and Trade,
as they listen to a live rendition of the American national anthem.
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continuing strong bonds

Yaro Bihun

Oleh Rybachuk, former President Viktor Yushchenko’s
chief of staff, shares his views about the present
Ukrainian government in an interview with Voice of
America TV on July 7 during a conference on governance in Ukraine.
Strategic and International Studies, concluded the conference
with his analysis. In it he had a word of praise for the role
played by the Ukrainian diaspora in the achievement of
Ukraine’s independence: “For one thing, the whole doctrine
of Ukrainian independent statehood was nurtured for
decades outside Ukraine – in the diaspora,” he said.
Later in the year, on September 16, an international business conference hosted by the Heritage Foundation and the
U.S.-Ukraine Business Council in September drew over 175
participants interested in hearing about Ukraine’s global integration and progress in increasing economic freedom. The
various speakers discussed how Ukraine must continue
down the path of economic reform and transparent privatization, persist with legal reforms and establish a reliable judiciary. Ukraine must focus on strengthening ties with the
European Union, particularly by concluding a trade association agreement with the EU. Economic reforms, however,
cannot occur in a vacuum and must go hand-in-hand with
political reforms and a commitment to democracy.

Holodomor memorial
The Holodomor memorial project took a number of steps
forward last year – in Ukraine and in Washington, where it is
to be constructed a few blocks from the Capitol near Union
Station. In the design competition, the Ukrainian Ministry of
Culture and Tourism in 2009 selected the top five designs,
from which the U.S. Committee for Holodomor-Genocide
Awareness 1932-1933 chose two to be presented to the
appropriate Washington commissions for consideration: the
“Field of Wheat,” designed by Ukrainian American architect
Larysa Kurylas, was the preferred design, and “Shooting
Hands,” designed by Ukrainian sculptor Igor Grechanyk, was
the alternate. In one of its hearings last year, the U.S. National
Fine Arts Commission sided with the “Field of Wheat.”
In June, the Ukrainian government agreed to release 4 million hrv ($502,000) for the construction of the monument,
which would cover part of the total cost of the project, estimated at $1 million to 1.25 million. According to the U.S. legislation releasing the land on which it will stand, the project
must be completed by October 13, 2013.
The Tymoshenko case
Secretary of State Hillary Clinton on December 6 urged exSoviet republics to push for greater democratic reforms and
respect for human rights in a speech before a two-day
Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE)
ministerial meeting in Vilnius. The secretary particularly
noted the problems with Russian parliamentary elections
earlier that month, made public her intentions to meet with
Belarusian political activists and urged for increased vigilance of the Lukashenka regime, and also named Ukraine as a
country that appears to be backtracking on democracy. Mrs.
Clinton reiterated the West’s disappointment with “setbacks
for democratic institutions, the rule of law, and electoral processes” as well as the prosecution of opposition leader and
former Prime Minister Tymoshenko “which raised serious
questions about political motivations.”
Five days before 2011 ended, on December 27, the State
Department released a brief statement criticizing the Kyiv
Appeals Court’s decision on December 23 upholding the conviction of Ms. Tymoshenko and urged the Ukrainian government of Ukraine to free her and the other former government
officials currently in detention. It was noted in the statement
that, “We believe that they should have an unrestricted ability
to participate fully in political life, including next year’s parliamentary elections.”
Two days later, the opposition leader was transferred from
her detention in the Lukianivska jail in Kyiv to the
Kachanivska Women’s Penal Colony in Kharkiv oblast, where
prisoners normally serve out their sentences.

After the opening of an office in Ottawa at the end of last
year and in the wake of Prime Minister Stephen Harper’s
2010 visit to Ukraine, the Ukrainian Canadian Congress (UCC)
stepped up its interaction with the Canadian government,
both in becoming more visible and more active in lobbying for
its interests in Canada and in influencing the Canadian government’s policy towards Ukraine. Although the relations
between the Ukrainian community in Canada and Ukraine
had become uneven, the bonds that were formed in previous
years continued to hold.
The Ukrainian Canadian Congress (UCC) bestowed its
highest honor – the Taras Shevchenko Medal – on Prime
Minister Stephen Harper. The tribute dinner, held on October
14, was attended by almost 600 members of the Ukrainian
Canadian community. The medal was presented, in the words
of UCC President Paul Grod, “for the prime minister’s dedication to public service, for his leadership and in particular for
the outstanding contribution he has made towards the development of the Ukrainian Canadian community.”
In his acceptance speech, Prime Minister Harper stated
that he was honored to be in the company of the many distinguished recipients of the Shevchenko Medal. He pointed out
the contributions of the Ukrainian Canadian community,
which, he said, has always provided perspective on “the struggle for basic freedoms” and has served as a “voice for the
oppressed. He highlighted the two main initiatives of the
Conservative government, under his leadership, on behalf of
the Ukrainian Canadian community: the recognition fund as a
response to the internment of Ukrainians during World War I
and the adoption, in 2008, of the bill declaring the Holodomor
to be genocide. He referred to his special efforts in Ukraine in
2010 to visit historic sites where he “paid his respects on
behalf of all Canadians.” He mentioned his visit to the
Holodomor memorial in Kyiv, the Lontsky prison museum in
Lviv and Babyn Yar in Kyiv.
He also said that he had met with Yulia Tymoshenko and
had written to President Viktor Yanukovych, emphasizing that
“the Canadian government is concerned about the path the
government of Ukraine appears to be taking.” He had emphasized that this may have consequences for the Canada-Ukraine
bilateral relationship. Indeed, Ukraine’s prosecution of the former prime minister and leader of the opposition resulted in a
somewhat ambivalent relationship between Kyiv and Ottawa.
In response to the August 5 arrest and detention of Ms.
Tymoshenko, Foreign Minister John Baird issued the following statement: “Canada is concerned by the apparently politically motivated persecution and, now arrest, of Yulia
Tymoshenko. The appearance of political bias in judicial proceedings undermines the rule of law. Canada urges the
Ukrainian government to strengthen judiciary independence
and continues to support efforts to build a peaceful, democratic and prosperous society in Ukraine.”
On August 24, Mr. Harper sent best wishes to all
Ukrainians and Canadians of Ukrainian heritage on the occasion of the 20th anniversary of Ukraine’s independence. The
prime minister pointed out that Canada was the first Western
nation to recognize Ukraine’s independence and that Canada
continues to support Ukraine’s democratization. As an example of this support, he gave the fact that the Canadian government had sponsored more than 300 election observers to
monitor the 2010 presidential elections in Ukraine. The
prime minister promised that Canada would continue to
strengthen bilateral ties with Ukraine and help in the building
of a democratic, independent and prosperous society.
On June 20, a delegation from the UCC and the Canada
Ukraine Advisory Committee (CUAC) met in Ottawa with
senior public officials and politicians to discuss community

UCC

Prime Minister Stephen Harper (left) receives the Taras
Shevchenko Medal from Ukrainian Canadian Congress
President Paul Grod on October 14.
priorities in Canada-Ukraine relations. The committee
focused on three key themes: human rights, rule of law and
rights of civil society, transparency and good government. The
delegation met with senior officials from the Department of
Foreign Affairs and International Trade and the Canadian
International Development Agency.
Bohdan Onyschuk, head of the Canada-Ukraine
Foundation, stated that it was necessary to begin preparing
for the monitoring of Ukraine’s parliamentary elections in
2012. In addition to again sending a sizeable delegation of
Canadian observers, Canada should give greater priority to
long- and medium-term monitoring of the electoral process in
Ukraine. Zenon Poticzny, who heads the Canada-Ukraine
Chamber of Commerce, said, “for a free trade agreement to be
meaningful, it needs to contain sufficient assurances that
Canadian investors will be protected, anti-corruption measures in Ukraine will be implemented and human rights will
be protected.”
On October 20 the UCC appeared before the House of
Commons Standing Committee on Foreign Affairs and
International Development. Together with senior officials
from the Department of Foreign Affairs, representatives from
the UCC briefed members of Parliament on the situation in
Ukraine. The UCC reiterated its call for a multi-faceted
approach in dealing with Ukraine: diplomatic intervention
and an adjustment of the focus of the activities of the
Canadian International Development Agency (CIDA).
“Given the political context in Ukraine, we strongly encourage Canada to ensure that the proposed Canada-Ukraine free
trade agreement contain specific provisions guaranteeing
human rights, rule of law and adherence to fundamental democratic principles as a condition for the conclusion of such an
agreement,” stated UCC Executive Director Taras Zalusky.
The presentation before the standing committee was
closely followed by the emergency debate on Ukraine held in
Parliament. The debate unanimously condemned the verdict
in the Tymoshenko case and selective prosecution in Ukraine.
The four-hour session was attended by Foreign Minister
Baird; the leader of the government in the House of
Commons, Peter Van Loan; Minister of Citizenship and
Immigration Jason Kenney; the parliamentary secretary to
the foreign minister, Bob Dechert; the chair of the CanadaUkraine Parliamentary Friendship Group, Robert Sopuck;
senior opposition MP Peggy Nash; former Justice Minister
Irwin Cotler; and dozens of other individual members of
Parliament.

UCC

Ukrainian Canadian Congress representatives at a meeting with Robert Sopuck, chair of the Canada-Ukraine
Parliamentary Friendship Group: (from left) Mykola Bilaniuk, John Iwaniura, Olya Grod, Mr. Sopuck, UCC
President Paul Grod, Taras Zalusky and Paul Migus. The meeting took place during Ukrainian advocacy days on
Parliament Hill, October 24-25.
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Ukrainian Churches
in the headlines

The Ukrainian Orthodox Church – Moscow Patriarchate
(UOC-MP) kicked off 2011 with an accelerated crusade to lay
claim to the most significant Christian sites in Ukraine,
including the Desiatynna Church (Church of the Tithes) and
the restored St. Sophia Cathedral complex. Not helping the
situation was President Viktor Yanukovych, whose administration has given the UOC-MP unprecedented government
support in the Church’s drive to control Ukraine’s most
sacred and valuable church structures.
At the Desiatynna Church, which is not owned by any
denomination, the UOC-MP illegally constructed a chapel on
the church grounds and then made additions to the structure – doubling its size. At St. Sophia, a UNESCO World
Heritage Site, the UOC-MP is trying to gain control, even
though the complex is not under any particular Christian
confession. The majority of Ukraine’s monasteries are
already under UOC-MP ownership, including Kyiv’s
Pecherska Lavra and the Pochayiv Monastery in the Ternopil
Oblast.
The UOC-MP is under the Russian Orthodox Church
(ROC), which gained prominence in Ukraine during the
Soviet era when all other Christian Churches were liquidated
and their clergy persecuted and murdered. It is suspected
that many agents of the KGB were clergy members of the
ROC. Other churches that the UOC-MP is occupying or
attempting to take over include St. Vladimir Cathedral in
Khersones and St. Dymytrii Rostovskyi Church (Kyiv Oblast).
At age 77, Major Archbishop and Cardinal Lubomyr
Husar, leader of the Ukrainian Greek-Catholic Church since
2001, announced his retirement on February 10, citing ill
health. The patriarch submitted his retirement request to
Pope Benedict XVI two years earlier; he approved the retirement in 2011. Archbishop Ihor Vozniak of Lviv was tapped
to serve as the Ukrainian Greek-Catholic Church’s administrator until the Synod of Bishops elected a new patriarch.
Archbishop Antony, leader of the Eastern Eparchy of the
Ukrainian Orthodox Church of the U.S.A., celebrated the 25th
anniversary of his episcopal consecration and ministry at St.
Andrew Ukrainian Orthodox Cathedral in Silver Spring, Md.,
on January 22. Joining in the celebration were Metropolitan
Constantine and Bishop Daniel of the UOC-U.S.A., and
Metropolitan Yurij and Bishop Andriy of the Ukrainian
Orthodox Church of Canada. Metropolitan Stefan Soroka of
the Ukrainian Catholic Archeparchy of Philadelphia, Bishop
Emeritus Basil Losten of the Ukrainian Catholic Eparchy of
Stamford, Conn., Bishop Ken Nowakowski of the Ukrainian
Catholic Church of Canada and Bishop John Kudryk of the
Byzantine Catholic Eparchy of Parma, Ohio, also attended
the celebration and delivered words of greetings.
Hierarchs from the Ukrainian Catholic and Ukrainian
Orthodox Churches in North America met at their annual
“Encounter” on January 27-28 in Clearwater, Fla., with the
theme “Possibilities on the Path to Unity – What We Hold in

Taras Hrynchyshyn

Newly enthroned Patriarch and Major Archbishop Sviatoslav Shevchuk of the Ukrainian Greek-Catholic Church
during the March 27 ceremony in Kyiv.
Common and Where We Differ.” Held annually since 2001,
the meeting included presentations on the Encounter’s
theme by the Rev. Stephen Wojcichowsky, for the Ukrainian
Catholic perspective, and the Very Rev. Dr. Jaroslav Buciora,
for the Ukrainian Orthodox view. The bishops said that there
is a need to create a permanent Ukrainian Orthodox-Catholic
Theological Consultation, for considerations at future
Encounters. The hierarchs were critical of the Ukrainian government’s favoritism toward the Ukrainian Orthodox Church
– Moscow Patriarchate, and a symposium is planned for
2013, with visitations by the hierarchs to Pope Benedict XVI
in Rome and Ecumenical Patriarch Bartholomew I in
Constantinople to seek their support for a united ecclesiastical life in Ukraine.
The Religious Information Service of Ukraine, a project of
the Ukrainian Catholic University, celebrated its 10th anniversary on February 1 with a presentation “10 years on the
Pulse of Religious Life” at UCU in Lviv. Myroslav Marynovych,
vice-rector for university mission at UCU, spoke at the event,
commenting how Western sources generally used information from the Moscow Patriarchate about religion in
Ukraine, and underscoring that RISU has served to fill that
information gap. RISU has grown, the organizers recalled,
from a few stories a week only in English to a dozen stories a
day in three languages, with expert commentaries, interviews, a theology portal, and electronic library and more.

Ukrainian Catholic and Ukrainian Orthodox hierarchs who gathered for the 2011 Encounter on January 27-28.

A plaque honoring Patriarch Josyf Slipyj, leader of the
Ukrainian Catholic Church and a Soviet-era political prisoner, was unveiled on February 22 in Kharkiv, Ukraine. The
plaque is located on the site of a former Soviet-era transit jail
where Patriarch Josyf spent several weeks in 1961 en route
to a Siberian prison camp. The site is now a police station for
the Kharkiv City Transportation Inspection Police. The
plaque was a replacement to one that was erected in 2005
and damaged by pro-Russian groups in 2008, with the local
Catholic community funding the repairs. In 2010, Yurii
Apukhtin, leader of the Great Rus’ organization, and some
supporters destroyed the plaque after winning a lawsuit in
Kharkiv that made the public display of the plaque illegal.
More than 40 leaders of the Ukrainian Catholic Church
met in Lviv on March 20-24 for the Synod of Bishops, to
determine who would succeed the retiring Major
Archbishop Husar. It was the first time that the outgoing primate participated in the voting process to select his successor. It was suspected that the outgoing patriarch favored
Archbishop Vozniak of Lviv as his successor or other
Ukrainian-born bishops, but all of these had limited international experience. Some other candidates were diasporaborn, but these candidates were unlikely as there had not
been a Ukrainian Catholic primate born outside of Ukraine.
The decision of the Synod surprised everyone, but at the
same time it made perfect sense.
Forty-year-old Bishop Sviatoslav Shevchuk, apostolic
administrator of the Eparchy of the Protection of the Most
Holy Mary in Buenos Aires, Argentina, was elected as the
Church’s primate on March 24. The official announcement
by the Religious Information Service of Ukraine noted that
the Synod’s selection was awaiting approval by the Vatican.
Bishop Shevchuk, who was born in Stryi, Lviv Oblast of
Ukraine, was consecrated a bishop on April 7, 2009, by
Patriarch Lubomyr Husar in Lviv. Prior to his elevation to
bishop, he was rector of Holy Spirit Seminary in Lviv, and for
a time served as personal secretary to Major Archbishop
Husar and headed the Patriarchal Curia.
Bishop Yulian Gbur, the first bishop of the Stryi Eparchy
in the Lviv Oblast, was laid to rest on March 26. He died on
March 24 at age 68. Major Archbishop-elect Shevchuk came
to his hometown for the funeral before departing for Kyiv for
his enthronement. The funeral was attended by 28 bishops,
led by Archbishop Vozniak of Lviv, and joined by Archbishop
Ivan Martyniak, metropolitan of the Przemysl-Warsaw
Eparchy, in which Bishop Gbur was born and raised. Bishop
Gbur was succeeded by Bishop Taras Senkiv.
Bishop Shevchuk was enthroned as the major archbishop
of Kyiv-Halych of the Ukrainian Greek-Catholic Church on
March 27 at the Patriarchal Cathedral of the Resurrection of
Christ in Kyiv – the first time in the history of the Ukrainian
Catholic Church’s history that its leader was enthroned in
Kyiv. It was also the first time the outgoing patriarch witnessed his successor’s enthronement. Patriarch Sviatoslav
was the youngest bishop in the Ukrainian Greek-Catholic
Church and the fourth youngest among the world’s 5,000plus Catholic bishops. Some of the bishops participating in
the synod said that his election was confirmation of the Holy
Spirit’s influence. The ceremony was attended by 60 bishops, 350 priests and more than 1,000 faithful. Also attending
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Chrystyna Czajkowsky

Patriarch Sviatoslav Shevchuk accepts his honorary doctorate of humane letters on November 20 during
the “Tribute to Ukrainian Catholic Church Leaders” at Fordham University. Applauding the prelate are the
Rev. George Drance Jr., SJ (left), and Fordham University Board of Trustees Chairman John N. Tognino.
were U.S. Ambassador to Ukraine John Tefft, former
President Viktor Yushchenko and his wife, Kateryna, former
Prime Minister Yulia Tymoshenko, Patriarch Filaret of the
UOC-KP, among others.
Pope Benedict XVI, speaking in Ukrainian during the language greetings of his general audience, greeted Patriarch
Sviatoslav on March 30. “The Lord has called you to the service and guidance of this noble Church, which is part of the
people who for over a thousand years have received Baptism
at Kyiv,” the pope said. “I am sure that, illuminated by the
work of the Holy Spirit, you will preside over your Church,
guiding her in faith in Jesus Christ in accordance with her
own tradition and spirituality, in communion with the See of
Peter which is the visible bond of that unity for which so
many of her children heave not hesitated even to lay down
their lives.”
Patriarch Sviatoslav met with Pope Benedict XVI in a brief
private audience at the Vatican on March 31 during a fiveday visit to Rome. The new major archbishop did not raise
the issue of the patriarchate, as he announced he would, as
he was advised that it was premature to do so. Joining the
major archbishop were Metropolitan Stefan Soroka of the
Philadelphia Archeparchy, Bishop Paul Chomnycky of the
Stamford Eparchy and Bishop Nowakowski of the New
Westminster Eparchy (British Columbia, Canada).
The Ukrainian Orthodox Church – Moscow Patriarchate
furthered its crusade to conquer Ukraine’s holiest sites,
moved in construction trailers during the night on March 25
at the site of the Church of the Tithes (Desiatynna Church),
one of the first churches built in ancient Kyivan-Rus’. A week
earlier Kyiv officials announced the results of a two-month
competition to select the best architectural proposal for the
site. The vote was undermined by the absence of a jury
member and the refusal of several commission members to
announce the results. Opponents of the building project
include archaeologists, historical preservation activists,
Ukrainian patriots and nationalists, who oppose allowing
one of Ukraine’s holiest sites to fall under Moscow’s control.
Demonstrations were held on May 27-28, with a limited
turn-out by the public.
A symposium, “The Sisters of St. Basil the Great – 100
Years of Service” was held on April 30 at the Basilian
Spirituality Center in Fox Chase Manor, Pa., on April 30. The
symposium was organized by the Sisters of the Order of St.
Basil the Great, St. Sophia Religious Association of Ukrainian
Catholics in the U.S.A., and the Shevchenko Scientific Society
in Philadelphia.
St. Michael Ukrainian Catholic Church in Hartford, Conn.,
capped off a year-long celebration of its parish centennial on
May 22 with a hierarchical divine liturgy, celebrated by
Bishop Paul Chomnycky, Stamford Eparchy. Joining in the celebration was Bishop Emeritus Losten, former eparch of
Stamford, and the parish priest, the Very Rev. Pavlo
Martyniuk, with area clergy. More than 355 parishioners
and guests attended a banquet at the Villa Louisa in Bolton,
Conn., that featured a concert by the parish choir, Dibrova,
and the Yevshan Choir, under the direction of Alexander

Kuzma, and performances by the local School of Ukrainian
Studies and the Zolotyj Promin Dance Ensemble.
Bishop Hlib Lonchyna, who served as Britain’s apostolic
administrator “sede vacante” of the exarchate since June 2,
2009, was appointed by Pope Benedict XVI as its apostolic
exarch for Britain in June.
As announced during the 10th anniversary celebration
on June 26 of Pope John Paul II’s visit in 2001, Patriarch
Sviatoslav invited Pope Benedict XVI to visit Ukraine.
Hurricane Irene dumped dearly a foot of rain on August
28-29 that flooded the Metropolia Center of the Ukrainian
Orthodox Church of the U.S.A., in South Bound Brook, N.J.
The Raritan River, which flows across the street, crested its
banks and inundated the Ukrainian Orthodox Center, with
damage sustained to the historic Fisher House, the
Sisterhood Hall, a maintenance building, St. Andrew
Memorial Church’s pastoral residence building, two residential properties across the street from the Memorial Church
on Easton Avenue and St. Sophia Seminary building’s basement. A 2011 Hurricane Irene Flood Fund was created to
collect donations for repairs.
The Ukrainian Evangelical Baptist Convention (UEBC) in
the U.S.A., held in Crum Lynne, Pa., on September 2-4 elected
for the first time a “Fourth Wave” Ukrainian immigrant, the
Rev. Anatoly Moshkovsky, as its president. Previously, the
Rev. Moshkovsky served as the UEBC secretary for six years.
He succeeded the outgoing president, the Rev. Andriy
Chriczuk, who served the maximum two consecutive terms
as president. The convention was attended by 600 delegates
and guests. The Rev. Michael Jakubovich was presented a
doctorate of ministry for his 32 years of service as treasurer
of the UEBC and as treasurer of the All-Ukrainian Evangelical
Baptist Fellowship for 21 years.
Before departing for the United States, Patriarch
Sviatoslav visited the Ukrainian Catholic University in Lviv
on September 19. The patriarch is grand chancellor of the
university and led a divine liturgy in the Church of the
Blessed New Martyrs of the Ukrainian Greek-Catholic
Church, met with teachers and students of the Lviv university on the newly built university campus.
Patriarch Sviatoslav made his first visit to the United
States as head of the Ukrainian Catholic Church on
September 23-27 for the 50th anniversary of the St. Nicholas
Eparchy in Chicago at St. Joseph the Betrothed Ukrainian
Catholic Church. The eparchy includes 48 parishes, covering
a 17-state territory. The primate of the Ukrainian Catholic
Church was met by Bishop Richard Seminack, eparch of
Chicago, along with clergy and faithful for an official greeting
upon landing in Chicago on September 23. During his visit
the patriarch toured the school at St. Joseph Parish, met with
Cardinal Francis George, who heads the Chicago Archdiocese
of the Roman Catholic Church, attended a youth conference
at the Ukrainian Cultural Center in the Ukrainian Village section of Chicago, followed by a stop at Ss. Volodymyr and Olha
Ukrainian Catholic Church to celebrate an Akathist to the
Protection of the Blessed Mother. That day’s events concluded with a banquet, attended by 550 representatives of par-

ishes across the Midwestern and Western states, hierarchs,
clergy, and community leaders and organizations. A hierarchical divine liturgy was celebrated on September 25 at St.
Nicholas Cathedral and an informal dinner was held at St.
Nicholas Cathedral School’s auditorium. Divine liturgies
were also celebrated at Immaculate Conception Ukrainian
Byzantine Catholic Church in Palatine, Ill., on September 26
and at Ss. Volodymyr and Olha in Chicago on September 27.
The first session of the committees set up by the Synod of
the Ukrainian Orthodox Church – Kyiv Patriarchate and the
Hierarchical Council of the Ukrainian Autocephalous
Orthodox Church conducted a dialogue on October 27 in a
session hall within the Golden-Domed Monastery of St.
Michael. During the session, it was discussed about how the
two Orthodox Churches could unite. At a second session, the
committee approved the text of the final document, covering
the agreed-upon general vision of the unification process
and concrete proposals on how to overcome the existing
church divide. Following the approval of both heads of each
Church, the document would need approval by an eparchial
session. The talks between the churches failed on December
14 based on the condition presented by the UAOC that
Patriarch Filaret of the UOC-KP resign.
St. Michael the Archangel Ukrainian Catholic Church in
Montreal celebrated its centennial anniversary with a divine
liturgy on Saturday, October 29, and a hierarchical liturgy
celebrated by Bishop Stephen Chmilar the nest day. A banquet followed the Saturday service and was attended by
more than 500 guests at the La Rizz reception hall.
James Temerty, a prominent Ukrainian Canadian businessman and philanthropist, donated $1.2 million to the
Ukrainian Catholic University in Lviv. The announcement
came on November 12 in Toronto by Borys Wrzesnewskyj,
former member of Parliament in Canada. The funds will be
used to create three endowed professorships at UCU – one
dedicated to the Ukrainian-Jewish encounter and interfaith
relations, another for a program of Jewish studies in the context of Central and East European history, and the third for
biblical studies. Mr. Temerty, a Donetsk native, is the founder
and chairman of Northland Power.
Composer Roman Hurko’s divine liturgy debuted on
November 12-13 at St. Francis Xavier’s Roman Catholic
Church and St. George Ukrainian Catholic Church in New
York. This was the fifth major work in 11 years by Mr. Hurko,
who has composed and recorded two other divine liturgies,
a requiem for victims of Chornobyl and a Vespers. This
recent composition is entirely in English.
Patriarch Sviatoslav visited New York on November
19-20 for the Holodomor commemoration at St. Patrick’s
Cathedral and a divine liturgy celebrated at St. George
Ukrainian Catholic Church in New York. Later on November
20 he attended a ceremony honoring Ukrainian Catholic
Church leaders at Fordham University. Archbishop of New
York Timothy Dolan joined the patriarch in blessing a marble mosaic of Cardinal Lubomyr Husar’s coat of arms. The
Major Archbishop Emeritus Husar is a 1966 Fordham
University alumnus. More than 850 people witnessed
Patriarch Sviatoslav receive an honorary doctorate of
humane letters from the university.
St. Mary Ukrainian Orthodox Church in McKees Rocks,
Pa., celebrated 105 years with a hierarchical divine liturgy
concelebrated by Metropolitan Constantine and Bishop
Daniel of the UOC-U.S.A. The Rev. Timothy Tomson, pastor,
was joined by area clergy and a luncheon was held after the
service to mark the occasion.
Also in November, the parish of St. Mary the Protectress
Ukrainian Orthodox Church in San Diego, Calif., celebrated
its 50th anniversary with a divine liturgy celebrated by
Bishop Daniel. Joining in the celebration were the Very Rev.
Myron Mykhayluk, pastor, the Very Rev. Alexis Limonczenko
and the Very Rev. Vasile Saucir.
During a hierarchical divine liturgy at Lviv’s St. George
Ukrainian Catholic Cathedral, the establishment of the Lviv
Metropolitanate was proclaimed on November 29 and
Archbishop Vozniak was enthroned as metropolitan. Two
other metropolitanates were created in accordance with a
decision of the UGCC Synod of Bishops: the Ivano-Frankivsk
Metropolitanate, which covers Ivano-Frankivsk and
Kolomyia-Chernivtsi eparchies (December 13); and the
Ternopil-Buchach Metropolitanate, which inlucdes the
Ternopil-Zboriv and Buchach eparchies (December 22).
Bishop Vasyl Semeniuk of Ternopil and Zboriv and Bishop
Volodymyr Viytyshyn of Ivano-Frankivsk were proclaimed
the first metropolitans of the new metropolitanates.

Next week…

…our “2011: The Year in Review” continues with a
look at Ukrainians in the United States, the Ukrainian
Canadian community, the world of academia, and
more.
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rallying event in the two years since Mr. Yanukovych
became president. Last year, the Freedom Day commemoration ignited tax protests that rocked the nation, drawing
hundreds of thousands of protesters throughout Ukraine.
This year, at least 2,500 protesters attended the
Freedom Day commemoration on Kyiv’s Independence
Square (the “maidan”), which became a raucous protest
involving at least 1,500 police officers, who blocked access
to the maidan’s eastern half – where the 2004 revolts
began – and indulged in what observers described as the
usual mix of illegal arrests and brutality against the demonstrators.
Among those alleged to have been brutalized was
Oleksander Ushynskyi, the chair of the Association of
Holodomor Researchers of Ukraine. After setting up
speakers at a parked car, Mr. Ushynskyi began addressing
the protesters. A swarm of several dozen police then
grabbed him and threw him into a bus. Inside, they
pressed his face against the floor and choked him.
“One of them held me by the throat with his hands,
choking me to the point of wheezing, two others squeezed
the wind from my lungs with their knees, while a fourth
trampled upon my legs,” Mr. Ushynskyi told the magazine
Ukrainian Week.
The abuse continued for 30 minutes, during which Mr.
Ushynskyi said he lost consciousness.
The protest’s organizers this year did not hide their
political goals, leading the crowd in repeatedly chanting
“Revolution!” and “Prisoner Out!” – referring to the president, widely reported to have been convicted of violent
crimes in his youth, the evidence of which has been allegedly destroyed.
“There are many associations with the word ‘svoboda’
(freedom), which for the current regime is a like waving a
red flag before a bull,” Dr. Soskin said. “So it’s understood
why they’d want to liquidate Freedom Day.”
Another familiar tactic used again by the government
of Prime Minister Mykola Azarov to counter the protest
involved setting up a neighboring counterprotest, led by
Party of Regions National Deputy Oleg Kalashnikov.
Ukrainian journalists have established that the
Kalashnikov-led counterprotests – including those held at
the trial of former Prime Minister Yulia Tymoshenko –
draw participants who are paid to stand and wave flags.
Many of them are the poorest segments of society, such as
college students and pensioners.
The counterprotests create an opportunity for statecontrolled media to downplay support for the opposition
by portraying to the public that the government enjoys
similar support, observers have said.
Both the opposition and the Kalashnikov-led Freedom
Day protests were forbidden by the Kyiv City administration, but were nevertheless held.

SUNDAY, JANUARY 15, 2012

15

“Tears in his eyes”

Yet, one the organizers of the opposition protest, activist Serhii Melnychenko, was arrested, while Mr.
Kalashnikov was allowed to set up high-tech audio equipment that allowed his speeches and music to drown out
those of the opposition protesters nearby.
Furthermore, police confiscated the audio equipment
of the opposition protesters later in the evening, while Mr.
Kalashnikov’s equipment was untouched.
Besides banning Freedom Day demonstrations, the
Azarov government has taken other measures to erase
historical memory. Ukraine’s Education and Science
Ministry, led by Ukrainophobe Dmytro Tabachnyk, has
purged any mention of the Orange Revolution from
Ukrainian textbooks.
The Party of the Regions’ campaign to rewrite history
began as early as October 2006, two months after Mr.
Yanukovych was elected prime minister of Ukraine by the
Parliament. Vice Prime Minister Andrii Kliuyev ordered
the whitewashing of graffiti drawn during the revolts on
the columns of Kyiv’s central post office, situated on
Independence Square, under the guise of eliminating antiJewish and anti-Russian comments.
Investigations by the Ukrayinska Pravda website confirmed that what really was erased were derogatory
remarks against Mr. Yanukovych and the Party of
Regions, as well as praise for the Orange leaders. Also
erased were Orange slogans such as, “We are many, we
won’t be defeated.”
Besides erasing the past, the Yanukovych administration is trying to control the future, taking steps during the
last two years to ensure that Independence Square is
occupied without room for protesters.
The Inter television network – controlled by Security
Service of Ukraine (SBU) Chair Valerii Khoroshkovskyi
and loyal to the government – last spring launched
“Maydans” (May-Dance), a three-month dance competition held on an outdoor stage built smack in the middle of
Independence Square.
It was such a success – for the government and the television network – that a second season was launched in
September and a third is planned for early 2012.
Twice since Mr. Yanukovych’s election, the government
has erected an elaborate, 130-foot Christmas tree on
Independence Square, using the presence of construction
equipment as a pretext to prohibit the holding of the
Freedom Day commemorations on the maidan’s east side.
And once these events pass, the government isn’t in a
rush to remove the equipment. In the case of Maydans, the
stage occupied Independence Square for half a year.
“The Kyiv City administration is using its cooperation
with the Inter television network as a pretext to restrict
mass protests,” said Oleksander Bryhynets, a Kyiv City
Council deputy and chair of its Culture and Tourism
Committee.
“That’s not only a violation of the constitutional rights
of Ukrainians, but also disrespect for the traditions established in Kyiv,” he underscored.

(Continued from page 4)

Torgsin, the Soviet conduit for foreign trade, proved to be a
disaster. Either the poor recipient had to pay the cost of the
contents [a Soviet practice continued until the 1980s] or the
packages were opened and plundered.
In September of 1933, d’Herbigny suggested the pope tap
Cardinal Theodor Innitzer, archbishop of Vienna, to coordinate a charitable effort. Pope Pius XI agreed on condition
that Pro-Russia work behind the scenes. At about the same
time, Msgr. Heinrich Wienken of the Berlin-based
Caritasverband suggested other aid initiatives through the
nunciature of Berlin. Bishop d’Herbigny soon informed
Wienken that the pope had sent a subsidy of 10,000 lire to
the Berlin nuncio. At the time, this was a princely sum.
Pope Pius XI also allowed d’Herbigny to publish letters
and commentary about the Holodomor that he had received
in L’Observatore Romano, the official Vatican newspaper.
Appearing in such an authoritative source, the reports
underscored Soviet mendacity regarding the Holodomor.
Messrs. McVay and Luciuk are to be congratulated for their
ground breaking research. They have made an invaluable
contribution to Holodomor literature. I am confident that
more publications of this nature will soon appear, especially
after the termination of the Yanukovych/Tabachnyk debacle.
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— Maria Cybyk
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— Roman Cybyk with wife Andrea

		

— Bohdan Cybyk with wife Natalia

grandchildren — Daniel, Zachary, Alex, Larissa, and Lydia.
A funeral liturgy was served on December 5, 2011, at St.
Josaphat Ukrainian Catholic Cathedral, Parma, Ohio, followed
by interment at St. Andrew Ukrainian Catholic Cemetery, Parma,
Ohio.
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A meeting with three Ukrainian historians in Washington
by Andrew Sorokowski
WASHINGTON – It isn’t often that a community gets
to host three prominent Ukrainian historians at the
same time. The Ukrainian community of Washington
was thus privileged last November 20 to hear Zenon
Kohut, Serhii Plokhy and Frank Sysyn at the Ukrainian
Catholic National Shrine (UCNS) of the Holy Family.
Sponsored by the UCNS Library, the Shevchenko
Scientific Society (NTSh), District of Columbia chapter,
and The Washington Group, the event featured a presentation of three new publications: “Making Ukraine,”
a collection of articles by Prof. Kohut; “Tentorium
Honorum,” a festschrift in honor of Prof. Sysyn; and the
latest volume in the English translation of Mykhailo
Hrushevsky’s monumental “History of Ukraine-Rus’,”
complete with updated bibliographic citations.
While Drs. Kohut and Sysyn were pioneers of
Ukrainian studies in the United States, Dr. Plokhy was
born in the USSR and completed historical studies in
Dnipropetrovsk before coming to North America. The
simultaneous appearance of these three leading
Ukrainian historians was possible because the
Association for Slavic, East European and Eurasian
Studies (ASEEES) had just held its annual convention in
the nation’s capital.
After an informal buffet lunch, during which the piles
of books disappeared even faster than the food, NTShWashington President Bohdana Urbanovych opened
the proceedings. NTSh Vice-President and UCNS librarian Jurij Dobczansky introduced the speakers.
Dr. Kohut reminisced about his decade in
Washington, which included a stint at the Library of
Congress, and traced the development of Ukrainian
national identity in the Hetmanate era.
Dr. Sysyn described the complexity of the Hrushevsky
translation project. He also commented on the highly
competitive nature of the historical profession, where
only a select few graduate students eventually obtain
academic positions.
Dr. Plokhy discussed the place of Hrushevsky in

Andrew Sorokowski

At the Ukrainian Catholic National Shrine of the Holy Family in Washington (from left) are: Jurij Dobczansky,
Serhii Plokhy, Giovanna Brogi, Frank Sysyn, Bohdana Urbanovych, Zenon Kohut and Andrew Bihun.
Ukrainian historiography, contrasting his populist
emphasis with those of historians who focused on statebuilding and elites. He situated his two colleagues in
that spectrum of approaches.
Dr. Urbanovych also introduced a special guest, Dr.
Giovanna Brogi of Milan, one of the pioneers of
Ukrainian studies in Italy.
Dr. Kohut received his Ph.D. from the University of
Pennsylvania. A specialist on the 18th century, he is the
author of “Russian Centralism and Ukrainian
Autonomy: Imperial Absorption of the Hetmanate,
1760s-1830s (1988). He is director of the Canadian
Institute of Ukrainian Studies at the University of
Alberta in Edmonton.

Dr. Sysyn, a 17th century expert, obtained his Ph.D. at
Harvard in 1976. His dissertation served as the basis for
“Between Poland and the Ukraine: The Dilemma of
Adam Kysil, 1600-1653” (1985). He is director of the
Peter Jacyk Program for Ukrainian Historical Research
at the Canadian Institute of Ukrainian Studies and also
serves as editor-in-chief of the Hrushevsky Translation
Project.
Dr. Plokhy initially concentrated on early modern
Ukrainian history and the Kozaks, but has written on
modern themes as well. He recently published “Yalta:
The Price of Peace” (2010). He is the Mykhailo
Hrushevsky Professor of Ukrainian History at Harvard
University.
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Symposium on the diverse...
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fields have mainly seen abandonment or fragmentation
since 1990. He noted that although worldwide markets
favor large grain farms in the rich, black-earth (chornozem) zone, the management of mega-farms by outsiders
appears to be failing due to lack of social sustainability.
He concluded that, “Villages and towns are more likely
to prosper when economic life is not dominated by one or
a few conglomerates. Catering to outside capital without
local management is unsustainable in Ukraine as it is nearly all rural landscapes.”
Dr. Volodymyr Konovalchuk and Dr. Lina Dotsentko of
the Bridges Business Program in Kyiv spoke about
“Regional Trends in Ukrainian Agriculture” and training for
the Ukrainian agribusiness sector.
Roman Fedorowycz, founder and ex-CEO of Ukrainian
Agrarian Investments, LTD in Kyiv, discussed the impact of
leasing and consolidation of small individual parcels to
larger land users and the potential impact of pending legislation for the sale of agricultural land.
Aftermath of Chornobyl

The final section of the scientific portion of the symposium focused on the Chornobyl disaster. Dr. Christine
Durbak, Chair and CEO, World Information Transfer Inc., a
United Nations affiliate organization in New York, spoke on
“The Legacy of Chornobyl: Consequences for Human
Health and Policies of Ukraine.” She pointed out that the
severe social and economic depression of the affected
areas prompted serious psychological problems, which
affected the population even more than the radiation.
“The country’s ongoing political crisis, which profoundly influenced economic reforms led to foundering health
policies. Individuals suffering from the psychological fallout from Chornobyl must be a priority for any foreseeable
progress,” she noted.
Dr. Sergiy Zibtsev, associate professor of the Institute of
Forestry and Landscape-Park Management in Kyiv, discussed his research on the potential for catastrophic forest
fires in the Chornobyl exclusion zone and its implications
for human health and the environment.
The final presentation, by Dr. Timothy Mousseau, professor of biological sciences, University of South Carolina,
examined biodiversity in the Chornobyl exclusion zone. He
refuted current mythology propagated by Ukrainian scientists and the Western press that the Chornobyl zone has
undergone a radical recovery and is now a wilderness
teeming with wildlife.
“The affect of radiation across the spectrum of tropic
levels is significant and our research is the first to compile empirical data to support the thesis of long-term
genetic alteration of biotic systems in the Chornobyl
zone,” he stated.
Dr. Kate Brown, associate professor of history,
University of Maryland-Baltimore County, best known for
her 2004 book, “A Biography of No Place,” delivered the
evening keynote lecture. She presented a unique vision of
the landscapes of the Prypiat region and discussed how
the combination of geography, landforms, historical antecedents and Soviet policy led to the Chornobyl disaster.
The second day of the symposium challenged the invited speakers to address the cultural landscape of Ukraine in
the perception of North American and Ukrainian scholars.
Each speaker dealt with the continuity in Ukrainian cultural history along with the new reality that emerged after
1991. The panels of the symposium followed the central
organizing principle of landscape: from issues of gender to
natural, linguistic and cultural landscapes.
Shifting urban landscapes

The first panel of the day focused on landscapes of
Ukraine from anthropological and historical perspectives,
and how the landscape, both natural and constructed,
influences regional cultures and identities in Ukraine.
Dr. Sarah Phillips, Indiana University, began with a presentation on current perceptions of the Chornobyl zone
and on various proposals to rejuvenate the region. Dr.
Tanya Richardson, University of Wilfrid Laurier, examined
how the Danube River has shaped the daily life for people
who live in the delta river basin. Dr. Catherine Wanner of
Penn State explored how aspects of urban architecture,
including monuments and street names, have changed
over the course of the 20th century in Chernivtsi, the capital of Bukovyna.
The contours of gender

A controversial topic in contemporary Ukraine – gender
– drew a new map of changes in post-Soviet Ukraine.

Yurij Bihun

An iconic Carpathian village landscape: the valley adjacent to the Gorganskyi Zapovidnyk, Ivano-Frankivsk, Ukraine.
Visiting Fulbright scholar Dr. Oksana Kis presented an
analysis of domestic violence against women in Ukraine
and portrayed a picture of changes with a certain amount
of optimism. For instance, she noted that family violence
slightly decreased after a hotline was established to aid
victims. In 2010, the hotline number was used by 6,244
women. However, 81 percent of people in Ukraine believe
that violence against women happens in the country in
general, whereas only 8 percent believe that violence
occurs in the family.
To break the stereotype of the Ukrainian tradition of the
maternal family, Dr. Iryna Koshulap, Central European
University, Budapest, Hungary, described developments
that make a new fatherhood-based tradition possible in
Ukraine.
According to the speakers on the panel, pure feminism
does not exist in Ukraine since it has merged with nationalism. In her presentation “Woman’s Community Activism
in Central Ukraine’s Rural Places,” Dr. Marta Kebalo, City
University of New York, demonstrated several valuable
examples of domestic wives, who have broken stereotypes
by starting their own careers, and becoming leaders in
their 30s and 40s, despite the fact that only 5 percent of
Ukrainian women are in top administrative positions.
To conclude the panel on gender research, Dr. Marian
Rubchak, senior research professor at Valpariso University,
presented a new book of essays etitled, “Mapping
Difference: The Many Faces of Women in Contemporary
Ukraine,” which contains articles on the changing role of
women in Ukrainian society.
Language issues

The topic of language issues in Ukraine has always been
a painful question because of the Russification of the language and the constant debate about bilingualism.
Language issues were linked by the speakers to the landscapes of music, television advertising, poetry and children’s books.
Dr. Laada Bilaniuk, University of Washington, discussed
the formation of the famous rock band Braty Hadiukiny in
the late 1980s. The language of their songs not only served
as entertainment, but also established a new means of
ironic protest against the Soviet government.
A new literary landscape has also been created in postsoviet Ukraine. Dr. Mark Andryczyk, Columbia University,
observed that the Bu-Ba-Bu literary performance group
pioneered a new Ukrainian literature. According to him,
the language of post-modernist literature demonstrates
the otherness of Ukraine in the context of European literary discourse and the absence of continuity in the
Ukrainian literary tradition.
According to the analysis of Ph.D. candidate Larysa
Bobrova from Penn State, the language and imagery of
advertising in the media is very metaphorical. In returning
to the debate on gender, she noted that Ukrainian TV commercials mostly present male characters who regard alcohol as a means for creativity and a guarantor of true male

friendship.
The nonverbal language landscape of children’s book
illustrations was discussed by children’s writer Oksana
Lushchevska of Penn State. She noted that Ivan
Malkovych’s A-BA-BA-HA-LA-MA-HA Publishers has published books with a great deal of creative interplay
between texts and illustrations, largely thanks to the masterful illustrator Vladyslav Yerko.
Cultural landscapes

Mariya Tytarenko, Lviv National University, discussed
the journalistic landscape of Ukraine, which in her opinion,
reflects tendencies found in world journalism. There is
widespread social media, which helps to circumvent any
kind of censorship in Internet publications. There is also
the phenomenon of print newspapers published with an
analogous Internet version (often bilingual). From the
large number of publications, there are few trusted by the
public and independent of political influence. Some intellectual newspapers (Den – The Day, Dzerkalo Tyzhnia –
The Mirror Weekly) continue their influence through their
publication of books, written and edited by journalists, columnists and publicists.
Dr. Myroslava Mudrak, Ohio State University, moved to
the topic of artistic aspects of Ukrainian landscapes, discussing the genre among Ukrainian artists. She included the
chornozem as an important symbol in the textured painting
of futurist painter David Burliuk, the prolific painter Serhii
Vasylkivsky and Petro Levchenko. She interpreted abstract
painter Kasimir Malevich’s famous geometric symbol “Black
Square” as grounded in the fertile black earth.
The literary landscape of the Ukrainian land in
Ukrainian poetry was presented by Woskob Family
Professor of Ukrainian Studies Dr. Michael Naydan, who
showed the reverence for emblems of the Ukrainian land
(particularly the Dnipro River and the steppe) in the
Ukrainian literary tradition.
Kang Tchou, Cambridge University, presented the final
conference paper on historical and contemporary Chinese
perceptions of Ukraine.
The innovative symposium would not have been a success without the hard, behind-the-scenes work of Deanna
Behring, director, International Programs, College of
Agricultural Sciences, Adelina Hristova, Daria Megotz,
Michelle Haagen and other support staff, including the
Ukrainian Student Club at Penn State.
The groundbreaking event went beyond standard academic rhetoric by integrating the environmental and natural resource concerns within contemporary cultural values
of post-Soviet Ukraine. Participants of the symposium tried
to look at a holistic picture of Ukraine as a physical region
that has existed for millennia and was formed not only by
anthropogenic elements but also by the forces of nature.
As Ukraine sputters towards the next milestone – a
quarter-century of independence – keeping a watchful eye
on the changing nature of its culture and its landscapes
will help interpret its past and define its future.
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January 18March 28
Toronto

Cossack Film Series, Ukrainian Studies Department,
University of Toronto, tarn@chass.utoronto.ca or
416-926-1300 ext. 3338

January 21
Calgary, AB

Malanka dance with music by Euphoria, Plast Ukrainian
Scouting Organization, Calgary Petroleum Club,
403-922-7676 or roman_storoshchuk@shaw.ca

January 20
Philadelphia

Pub night, Ukrainian American Youth Association,
Ukrainian American Citizens’ Association, 215-627-8790
or www.ukieclub.com

January 22
Los Angeles

Nativity Play, Ukrainian National Women’s League of
America – Los Angeles branch, Ukrainian Cultural Center,
323-665-3703 or www.yko-la.com

January 21
Ottawa

Malanka featuring music by Burya, Assumption of the
Blessed Virgin Mary Ukrainian Orthodox Cathedral,
613-722-7075

January 21
Jenkintown, PA

Malanka dance with music by Hrim, Ukrainian
American Youth Association, Ukrainian Educational and
Cultural Center, 215-870-3408 or 267-736-5336

January 24
through
February 25
Perth Amboy, NJ

Art exhibit, “Opposite Ends,” featuring works by Dianna
Shmerykowsky and Vivianna Acuna-Francisco, Perth
Amboy Gallery Center for the Arts, 732-826-1690 ext.
4325 or www.ci.perthamboy.nj.us

January 27
Chicago

January 21
Randolph, MA

Malanka dance, Ukrainian American Educational Center,
with music by Vechirka, The Lantana, 508-245-1890 or
www.ukrainiancenter.org

Meeting with Consul General of Ukraine in Chicago
Kostiantyn Kudryk, Federation of Ukrainian Students’
Organizations (SUSTA), 312-642-4388 or
www.ukrchicago.com

January 21
Toronto

Malanka dance featuring music by Mad Heads, Hudi a
Mocni, and Vasyl Popadiuk, Palais Royale Ballroom,
www.megazabava.com

January 27-29
New York

Performance, “Re-Imagine Ourselves: Yara’s Winter
Festival of New Art, Music Performances and Video,” by
the Yara Arts Group, Ukrainian Institute of America,
yara.arts.group@gmail.com

January 21
Mississauga, ON

Malanka dance, Canadian Lemko Association, Crystal
Grand Banquet Hall and Conference Center, 416-622-8190
or 905-702-9376

January 28
New Britain, CT

Malanka dance with music by Hrim and Zolota Bulava,
Zolotij Promin Dance Ensemble, St. George Greek Hall,
860-452-4023 or 860-348-1463 (hotel)

January 21
Toronto

Malanka dance with music by Nove Pokolinya, Sports
Association Ukraina and the Desna Ukrainian Dance
Ensemble, Renaissance by the Creek, 416-893-6475 or
416-253-7252

January 28
Lethbridge, AB

Malanka dance featuring the Troyanda Ukrainian Dance
Club with music by the Absolute Dance Band, Lethbridge
Senior Citizens Organization, 403-634-9405 or
www.troyanda.ca

January 21
Vancouver, BC

Malanka dance, Ukrainian Cultural Center, 604-879-2089

January 28
New York

Malanka dance with music by Vox Ethnika, St. George
Academy, 646-327-1693 or 212-473-3323

January 21
Montreal

Malanka dance with music by Veselka and DJ Modeste
Blaise, Plast Ukrainian Scouting Organization and
Ukrainian Youth Association in Canada, Ukrainian Youth
Home, 514-984-8821 or 514-463-4366

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. Please send e-mail to mdubas@ukrweekly.com.
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Ukrainian Institute of America
present:

Saturday, January 21

Friday, February 10

PALATINE, Ill.: The Ukrainian American Military Association,
ACT for America and the Veteran Defenders of America invite
all members of the community, veterans and patriots to a
viewing of a documentary “Rediscovering God in America.”
Take a walk through our nation’s capital with Speaker Newt
Gingrich and his wife, Callista Gingrich. From the National
Archives to Arlington National Cemetery, this film illustrates
and illuminates the importance of our Creator to our nation’s
founders and their successors. A discussion will follow to
address the role of God and religion in our society. The meeting will take place at the Palatine Library, 700 N. North Court,
Palatine, IL 60067 at 2 p.m. There is no charge for this event.
For more information, contact the post commander, Col.
Roman G. Golash (ret.) at romangolash@sbcglobal.net or call
847-910-3532.

WASHINGTON: An internationally acclaimed star is in town.
The Washington Group Cultural Fund, in cooperation with the
Embassies of Austria and Ukraine, is pleased to present
Ukrainian-born soprano Victoria Loukianetz in a concert featuring works by Mozart, Schubert, Strauss, Lehar, Skoryk,
Kosarenko and Silvestrov. Marianna Humetska will provide
piano accompaniment. The concert will be held at 7:30 p.m.,
at the Embassy of Austria, 3524 International Court NW. Ms.
Loukianetz, a soloist with the Kyiv State Opera, made her
debut at the Vienna State Opera as Queen of the Night in
Mozart’s “The Magic Flute.” As a member of the company, she
has sung major roles in the operatic repertoire and has performed at major opera houses and festivals worldwide.
Tickets: $40. For further information and to reserve tickets
contact twgculturalfund@gmail.com or call 703-955-2555.

Friday-Sunday, January 27-29

Yara’s Winter Festival of
New Art, Music, Performances,
Poetry and Video
Fri., Jan. 27, 8 p.m. — opening of art and video
exhibits with readings by poets and writers
Sat., Jan. 28, 2 p.m. — participatory music
workshop with Alla Zahaykevych from Kyiv
Sat., Jan. 28, 8 p.m. — performances by Yara
artists, Ensemble Hilka and friends with a
party with Debutante Hour and food by
Olesia Lew
Sun., Jan. 29, 2 p.m. — shadow puppet show
for children from six to 106
Tickets at front desk
Fri. — $15, workshop — $20,
Sat. — $30 and Sun. — $10.
Ukrainian Institute of America
2 East 79th Street at Fifth Avenue,
New York City. (212) 288-8660.
www.brama.com/yara
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NEW YORK: Yara Arts Group and the Ukrainian Institute of
America present “Re-Imagine Ourselves: Yara’s Winter Festival
of New Art, Music, Performances, Poetry and Video.” The
schedule is as follows: Friday, 8 p.m., opening of art and video
exhibits, with readings by poets and writers; Saturday, 2 p.m.,
participatory music workshop with Alla Zahaykevych from
Kyiv; Saturday, 8 p.m., gala concert and performances by Yara
artists and friends, with a party featuring Debutante Hour;
Sunday, 2 p.m., shadow puppet show for children age 6 to 106.
The event takes place at the Ukrainian Institute of America, 2
E. 79th St., at Fifth Avenue. For information call 212-288-8660;
to see updates log on to www.brama.com/yara.

Saturday, February 11

CHICAGO: The Illinois chapter of the Ukrainian Medical
Association of North America is pleased to announce its traditional Banquet and Ball with Presentation of the Debutantes
at the Palmer House Hilton Grand Ballroom. Cocktails begin
at 6 p.m., presentation at 7 p.m. and zabava at 9 p.m. Tickets
to the banquet and ball ticket are $160 per person, prepaid
tables of 10 are $1,500, Zabava tickets are $40 per person.
Proceeds will be donated to the UMANA Foundation. For
information contact Katia Hrynewycz, 312-282-7017 or
MANADEB@aol.com. The 2012 debutantes are: Irena Browar,
Alexandria Byskosh, Alexa Liber, Kathryn Liber, Kalyna
Melnyk, Jacqueline Powers and Alexandra Saldan.

PREVIEW OF EVENTS GUIDELINES

Preview of Events is a listing of community events open to the public. It is a service provided at minimal cost ($20 per
listing) by The Ukrainian Weekly to the Ukrainian community. Items should be no more than 100 words long; longer
submissions are subject to editing.
Preview items must be received no later than one week before the desired date of publication. No information will
be taken over the phone. Items will be published only once, unless otherwise indicated. Please include payment for
each time the item is to appear and indicate date(s) of issue(s) in which the item is to be published. Also, senders are
asked to include the phone number of a person who may be contacted by The Weekly during daytime hours, as well
as their complete mailing address.
Information should be sent to: preview@ukrweekly.com or Preview of Events, The Ukrainian Weekly, 2200 Route
10, P.O. Box 280, Parsippany, NJ 07054; fax, 973-644-9510. NB: If e-mailing, please do not send items as
attachments; simply type the text into the body of the e-mail message.

