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by Mark Raczkiewycz

KYIV – A prominent statesman who 
helped shape Ukraine’s nationhood during 
much of its formidable years after 
renewed independence in 1991 died over 
the past week.

Yevhen Marchuk, 80, died on August 5 
from complications of COVID-19. He was bur-
ied in Kyiv’s Baikove cemetery two days later.

“The coronavirus disease exacerbated 
the diseases he suffered from and pro-
voked acute pulmonary heart failure,” said 
a statement by the Security Service of 

Ukraine (SBU), which he had founded in 
1991 and initially led.  The SBU succeeded 
the Soviet-era KGB.

President Volodymyr Zelenskyy 
acknowledged his service to the country 
on social media.  Mr. Zelenskyy lauded Mr. 
Marchuk’s efforts during retirement to 
find peace in the Russia-instigated war in 
eastern Ukraine and secure the release of 
illegally detained Ukrainians as the former 
head of the county’s delegation to the 
Trilateral Contact Group (TKG) in Minsk.

Nation builder Yevhen Marchuk dies
at age 80 due to COVID-19 complications

(Continued on page 3)

by Mark Raczkiewycz

KYIV – Self-proclaimed Belarusian 
President Alyaksandr Lukashenka has 
intensified hostility toward Ukraine by 
accusing the country of sending “weapons 
and fighters” into the neighboring country 
to “fuel unrest.”

During a prolonged eight-hour mono-
logue in Minsk on August 9 in front of the 
“public, experts and media community,” 
according to the country’s presidential 
website, he blamed Ukraine and the West 

for stoking the pockets of protests that still 
persist one year after what many believe 
was a fraudulent presidential election that 
could have ended his 27-year-old authori-
tarian grip on the country. 

Blaming Ukrainian President Volodymyr 
Zelenskyy, he rhetorically asked: “Why are 
you training militants on the territory of 
Ukraine and throwing weapons at us here?”

The Ukrainian president’s new spokes-
person, Serhiy Nikiforov, the following day 
rejected the allegations without referring to 
the dictator by his proclaimed title.  Kyiv, 
the European Union, the United States, 
Britain and Canada, have not recognized 
the outcome of last year’s disputed presi-
dential election and have financially sanc-
tioned Mr. Lukashenka’s regime for severe 
human rights abuses and for clamping 
down on the media. 

“President Volodymyr Zelenskyy calls 
the accusations made by Alyaksandr 
Lukashenka of training militants on the ter-
ritory of Ukraine, which are then allegedly 
sent to Belarus, unfounded,” Mr. Nikiforov 
said. “Such statements are directed on dis-
traction from a domestic political situation 
in this country.” 

A separate response came from 
Ukraine’s Foreign Affairs Ministry on the 
election’s one-year anniversary.  That 
response called on the dictator to install 
democratic rule in the beleaguered country. 
In addition to Poland and Lithuania, 
Ukraine has become a favored destination 
for Belarusian exiles, especially among the 
country’s approximate 70,000 information 
technology professionals. 

“Ukraine will remain open and hospita-
ble to the citizens of Belarus who are forced 
to look for places to live and work in 

by Bohdan Nahaylo

As Ukraine was still reeling from the 
news that Berlin and Washington had 
reached a compromise deal concerning 
the Russian-German Nord Stream 2 proj-
ect without Ukraine’s input, it was sud-
denly announced by Ukrainian officials 
on August 9 that Germany’s outgoing 
chancellor, Angela Merkel, will visit Kyiv 
on August 22.

As the surprise wore off, it became 
clear, however, that the purpose of the 
trip was not to take part in celebrations 
of the 30th anniversary of Ukraine’s 
renewed independence on August 24, or 
the launch of President Volodymyr 
Zelenskyy’s Crimean Platform initiative a 
day earlier.

So why, then, would Ms. Merkel visit 
Ukraine on August 22? Strangely, Ms. 
Merkel’s visit has been shrouded in secre-

cy and the rationale behind it is unclear. 
And whose initiative was the trip? Given 
the German chancellor’s stature, it is odd 
that both sides have remained conspicu-
ously silent about the visit.

At first glance, it appeared to be a wel-
come gesture of German support linked to 
Ukraine’s celebrations. But on closer read-
ing, given Berlin’s recent rather dismissive 
attitude toward Ukraine, it comes across 
as a rather hollow and self-serving move.

It comes on the heels of Berlin’s collu-
sion with Washington over Nord Stream 
2, in which Kyiv was sidelined and pre-
sented with an unpleasant fait accompli. 
Germany will go ahead with the project 
despite Ukraine’s protests and concern 
from many European countries and the 
United States as well. The assurances 
given by Berlin that it will not allow this 
scheme to harm Ukraine’s interests have 
remained vague and unconvincing.

Indeed, leaks reported by Bloomberg on 
August 2 suggested that Berlin may have 
even duped Washington into believing that 
it is serious about not allowing Moscow 
to exploit Nord Stream 2 against Kyiv.

Bloomberg reported that “according to 
Berlin officials familiar with the plans” 
Germany “has little intention of shutting off 
Nord Stream 2 if Vladimir Putin tries to use 
the controversial pipeline as a geopolitical 
weapon, whatever the U.S. might say.” 

Berlin has heard Kyiv’s protests and 
expressions of dismay. It also knows that 
Mr. Zelenskyy’s team is working hard to 
salvage what it can from the unpleasant 
turn of events. The Ukrainian leader will 
be in Washington at the end of the month 
and will not only reiterate Ukraine’s con-
cerns, but he will surely press for com-
pensatory assurances of support not only 

Lukashenka accuses Kyiv of political interference while  
Russia renews military drills near the Ukrainian border

    neWs AnALYsIs

German Chancellor Merkel brings more ambiguity ‘uber alles’ to Kyiv

(Continued on page 4)

Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelenskyy observed military drills in the southern 
region of Mykolayiv on July 9.

Presidential Office of Ukraine

Yevhen Marchuk pictured in 2016.
Facebook.com/marchuk.yevgen

(Continued on page 6)



No. 33THE UKRAINIAN WEEKLY      SUNDAY, AUGUST 15, 20212

U.S. appoints NS2 energy adviser

U.S. Secretary of State Antony Blinken 
has appointed former diplomat Amos 
Hochstein as senior adviser on energy secu-
rity with a focus on measures to “reduce the 
risks” posed by the German-Russian Nord 
Stream 2 pipeline and support energy secu-
rity in Eastern Europe. The appointment 
demonstrates Washington’s resolve to 
“push back against the Kremlin’s use of 
energy as a geopolitical weapon” and foster 
a secure and sustainable energy future for 
Ukraine, NATO members and the European 
Union, Mr. Blinken said in a statement on 
August 10. Germany and the United States 
reached an agreement on Nord Stream 2 in 
July, ending years of bickering between the 
allies over the nearly complete pipeline that 
will bring Russian natural gas to Germany 
under the Baltic Sea. Berlin and Washington 
jointly pledged support for Ukraine, which 
will potentially be deprived of gas-transit 
fees when the pipeline is complete. They 
also committed to confronting Russia if it 
uses energy to apply political pressure. 
Germany is also to appoint a special envoy 
to negotiate a 10-year extension of Russia’s 
current transit agreement with Ukraine, 
which expires at the end of 2024. Mr. 
Hochstein is a businessman and former lob-
byist who was a special envoy for interna-
tional energy affairs during the Obama 
administration. In 2020, he stepped down 
from the supervisory board of Ukraine’s 
state-owned gas company Naftogaz amid 
concerns about a slowdown in reform and 
creeping corruption. (RFE/RL)

Zelenskyy says peace ‘depends on Putin’

Ukrainian President Volodymyr 
Zelenskyy says he is doing “everything” he 
can to end the war with Russia-backed sep-
aratists but that peace and control of terri-
tory in the so-called Donbas depends “90 
percent” on Russian President Vladimir 
Putin. Speaking in an interview with a 
Ukrainian TV channel on August 5, he also 
said preparations were being made for a 
meeting with the Russian leader. Mr. 
Zelenskyy said he “really wants” the con-
flict to end. “Unfortunately, not everything 
depends on me,” Mr. Zelenskyy said. “I 
believe and don’t hide it at all – and the 

president of the Russian Federation knows 
my opinion – today 90 percent of success in 
the return of the Donbas, peace in Ukraine, 
the de-occupation of our territories, 
depends on one person.” Kyiv and Moscow 
have sparred over the site and agenda of a 
face-to-face presidential meeting. Kremlin 
spokesman Dmitry Peskov has said Mr. 
Putin is prepared to discuss bilateral rela-
tions with his Ukrainian counterpart but 
not the situation in eastern Ukraine. 
Relations between Moscow and Kyiv have 
been tense since 2014, when Russia 
annexed Ukraine’s Crimean Peninsula and 
armed Russia-backed separatists ignited a 
conflict in eastern Ukraine that has left 
more than 13,200 people dead. The sepa-
ratists still control large swaths of the 
Donetsk and Luhansk regions. Moscow has 
consistently denied it is a participant 
despite overwhelming evidence of direct 
military and other support for the separat-
ists. A series of agreements that occurred in 
Minsk to pave a way to end the conflict 
have gone unfulfilled. “I have always advo-
cated that the first point of” Minsk and the 
“essence” of all agreements is a cease-fire, 
Mr. Zelenskyy said. “You should at least 
stop firing to talk about something. This is a 
fact,” he added. The Ukrainian president 
also said that the “occupied” territories of 
eastern Ukraine will never be Russian, and 
he encouraged residents there who consid-
er themselves Russian and the region part 
of Russia to go and “seek a place in Russia.” 
(RFE/RL’s Ukrainian Service)

Ukraine, Germany to discuss NS2

President of Ukraine Volodymyr Zelens-
kyy and German Chancellor Angela Merkel 
will discuss guarantees for Germany’s ful-
fillment of obligations within the Nord 
Stream 2 gas pipeline project, presidential 
press secretary Serhiy Nykyforov said on 
August 11. “This visit [of Ms. Merkel to 
Ukraine on August 22] is a logical continua-
tion of the contacts of the visit of the presi-
dent of Ukraine in the quadrangle – 
Washington, Europe, Brussels, Berlin, Kyiv. 
Angela Merkel and Volodymyr Zelenskyy 
will talk specifically about how exactly 
Germany will guarantee the implementa-

(Continued on page 10)

 NEWS ANALYSIS

by Margarita Assenova
Eurasia Daily Monitor

The Nord Stream 2 saga is far from over. 
Although the agreement between the United 
States and Germany would allow for the 
physical completion of this natural gas pipe-
line (directly linking Russia and Germany via 
the Baltic Sea), its certification and especially 
its future operation at full capacity are far 
from certain. In fact, even if certified, the 
pipeline may have to operate at half capacity 
as a result of the final decision of the 
European Court of Justice (ECJ) that limits 
Gazprom’s usage of the onshore Ostsee-
Pipeline-Anbindungsleitung (OPAL), which 
connects to Nord Stream 1, to 50 percent 
(Interfax, July 15). The court essentially 
upheld the notion of energy solidarity among 
European Union members as a binding legal 
principle, which will change the way all EU 
institutions make decisions on strategic 
energy infrastructure going forward.

In a landmark development for 
European energy security, on July 15, 
Germany lost its appeal of the General 
Court judgement of September 2019, which 
overturned the European Commis sion’s 
2016 decision allowing Gazprom unre-
stricted use of OPAL. The case was brought 
by Poland and supported by Lithuania and 
Latvia. The General Court ruled in 2019 that 
the EU acted in breach of the principle of 
energy solidarity enshrined in the Treaty of 
the European Union; the failed appeal con-
firmed that judgement (Curia.europa.eu, 
September 10, 2019).

Even then, the 2019 OPAL decision was 
predicted to have wide implications for all 
Russian natural gas projects in Europe. On 
the one hand, it will serve as the gold stan-
dard in similar cases in the future, includ-
ing the recently completed onshore pipe-
line for transporting natural gas from Nord 
Stream 2 – the European Gas Pipeline Link 
(EUGAL) – as well as the almost completed 
pipeline connecting TurkStream 2 with 
Southeast and Central Europe (see Eurasia 
Daily Monitor, September 30, 2019).

On the other hand, the European Court 
of Justice went even further in its ruling on 
the appeal. In his opinion published earlier 
this year, influential judge Campos Sánchez-
Bordona determined that the principle of 
energy security solidarity is binding on all 
institutions and bodies of the European 
Union (Curia.europa.eu, March 18). Thus, 
this principle should serve as a cornerstone 
in every future decision of the European 
Commission.

In the concrete case of Nord Stream 2, 
the Commission must now consider the 
energy security of other EU members when 
approving the certification of pipelines 
owned or operated by third-countries as 
well as in decisions to exempt them from 
the provisions of the EU Gas Directive. The 
general Court judgement and Judge 
Sánchez-Bordona’s opinion clearly stated 
that the European Commission had failed 
in 2016 to conduct an examination of the 
principle of energy solidarity and had dis-
regarded the energy security implications 
of its decisions for countries such as 
Poland, Lithuania and Latvia. This means 
that Central and Eastern European coun-
tries’ objections to Nord Stream 2 – 
because the pipeline would divert to 
Germany most Russian gas supplies vital to 
them – could no longer be ignored and 
overruled by bigger and more politically 
influential EU members, such as Germany.

After Germany’s appeal on OPAL failed, 
the EUGAL pipeline will also be submitted 
to the rule of reserving 50 percent of its 

capacity for third-party suppliers. Gazprom 
will be able to deliver annually only 65 bil-
lion cubic meters (bcm) in total through the 
Nord Stream corridor instead of 110 bcm as 
per its designed capacity (20 bcm through 
the westbound NEL pipeline, which has not 
been subject to objection by any EU mem-
ber; 17.5 bcm through OPAL; and 27.5 bcm 
through EUGAL). The immediate conse-
quence will be for Ukraine, as Russia will 
need the Ukrainian gas transmission net-
work to export at least 45 bcm gas that was 
planned to go through Nord Stream.

The ECJ judgement will also affect the 
outcome of Gazprom’s request to have Nord 
Stream 2 exempt from the EU Gas Directive. 
The Directive was amended in 2019 to sub-
ject gas transmission pipelines to and from 
third countries to the rules for internal pipe-
lines. The obligations for unbundling, third-
party access and transparent tariff regula-
tion apply to all pipelines from non-EU 
states (Amendment, April 17, 2019).

But obtaining an exemption from Article 
36 for Nord Stream 2 or the EUGAL pipe-
line just became nearly impossible when 
viewed through the prism of energy soli-
darity. Not only do the pipeline operators 
have to prove that it will not be detrimental 
to market competition and internal market 
development as well as to the security of 
natural gas supplies, but they also have to 
convince EU members such as Poland and 
the Baltic States not to file objections.

In his opinion, Judge Sánchez-Bordona 
said, “The principle of energy solidarity […] 
does not stop at ensuring security of sup-
ply, as referred to in Article 36(1)(a) of 
Directive 2009/73. Increased gas supply 
will not necessarily mean increased soli-
darity in the internal market in gas: if the 
increase in supply is concentrated in a few 
states and remains in the hands of a domi-
nant undertaking able to distort competi-
tion on that market, it may operate to the 
detriment of the interests of one or more 
member states in an unjustified (non-soli-
dary) fashion” (Curia.europa.eu, March 18).

This judicial opinion will affect the pro-
cess of certifying Nord Stream 2 as well. 
Article 11 of the Gas Directive mandates a 
supply risk assessment of non-EU-owned 
pipelines necessary for obtaining certifica-
tion. Russia’s attempt to manipulate the 
European gas market this summer, intend-
ed to put pressure on the EU to green-light 
Nord Stream’s certification, may instead 
backfire (see EDM, July 21).

Fears of gas shortages this winter as a 
result of Gazprom’s severely reduced gas 
supplies to Europe are already high. As of 
August 8, European gas storage remains at 
under 60 percent capacity and will not 
reach more than 79 percent by the end of 
November (Celsiusenergy.net, August 8). 
The lowest reserves are in Gazprom-
controlled underground storage facilities. 
In Germany, Gazprom-owned Astora has an 
occupancy rate of less than 13 percent, 
compared to other operators with an aver-
age of 63 percent. In Austria, Astora and 
GSA (also owned by Gazprom) each have a 
14 percent occupancy rate, while other 
operators are at 48 percent (Kyiv Post, 
August 6). In the meantime, gas prices in 
Europe have reached $12.57 per million 
British Thermal Units, twice as high as in 
the midst of cold January (Ycharts.com, 
August 11). Time is running out for the 
continent to rectify this shortfall.

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

What next for Nord Stream 2?  
The legal battle in Europe begins
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Oleksandr Roytburd, renowned postmodern ‘new wave’ Ukrainian artist
by Roman Tymotsko

LVIV – Oleksandr Roytburd, a postmod-
ern artist and a leader of the Ukrainian 
“New Wave” artistic movement, died on 
August 8. His death was first reported by 
the Odesa Fine Arts Museum where Mr. 
Roytburd was a director since 2018. He 
was 59.

Mr. Roytburd had cancer but did not talk 
publicly about his health. Only his close 
friends were aware of his condition. Mr. 
Roytburd’s health further deteriorated after 
he contracted COVID-19 in the spring. He 
was insistent about not going to the hospital.

Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelens-
kyy expressed his condolences to Mr. 
Roytburd’s family, friends and admirers of 
his work.

“In the position of the art museum direc-
tor, Oleksandr Roytburd proved by his 
example that the museum could be made 
an art space of interest to a wide audience. 
You need to approach your cause with your 
soul and not be afraid to experiment!” Mr. 
Zelenskyy wrote on his Facebook page.

“Oleksandr Roytburd was not afraid of 
experiments also in his artwork. His works 
are full of love, thirst for life, often irony and 
even self-irony. The artist’s death is a great 
loss for Ukrainian art. But he will forever 
remain in our hearts, and his paintings – in 
our cultural heritage,” Mr. Zelenskyy wrote.

Mr. Roytburd’s works are housed in 
world-class museums, including the 
Museum of Modern Art in New York. In the 
second half of the 1990s, having experience 
in painting, curating and video art, Mr. 
Roytburd moved to New York but soon 
returned to Ukraine. He lived in his home-
town Odesa in recent years, turning the local 
art museum into a city forum and public art 
space. Meanwhile, he continued to create 

and exhibit his works throughout Ukraine.
Mr. Roytburd was born in Odesa in 

1961. He graduated from the art and 
graphic faculty of the Odesa Pedagogical 
Institute and was a member of the 
National Union of Artists of Ukraine.

He began his artistic career in the late 
1970s in Odesa, but a new stage of his work 
began with the 1987 Kyiv exhibition “Youth 
of the Country.” The political upheaval of the 
1980s and 1990s and the artists’ experi-
ments with style gave rise to a phenome-
non of the Ukrainian “New Wave,” a move-
ment which Mr. Roytburd led.

Mr. Roytburd became the founder of the 
New Art Association, was the head of the 
board of the Soros Center for Contempo-
rary Art in Odesa, and the director of the 
Marat Gelman Gallery in Kyiv.

It was then that he became interested in 
video art and created several works, one of 

which, “Psychedelic invasion of the battle-
ship Potemkin in the tautological hallucina-
tion of Sergei Eisenstein,” was selected for 
entry in the main program of the Venice 
Biennale (2001).  It was also purchased 
and is now in the collection of the New 
York Museum of Modern Art (MOMA).

His works with biblical motifs – unspo-
ken in the form of untitled paintings – sym-
bols of mirrors and bizarrely elongated body 
parts, are nearly unforgettable for viewers.

“I portray the world the way I portray 
it,” the artist once said.

Mr. Roytburd also created vivid still-life 
paintings, which he called “portraits of 
things.” Critics noted that in such paintings 
there was a philosophical idea and a 
unique, purely Roytburdian melancholic 
palette of colors.

The Osnova publishing house once 
tried to encapsulate Mr. Roytburd’s entire 

career in one book.  What resulted was a 
444-page volume of the artist’s work.

Mr. Roytburd was also one of the most 
expensive artists in Ukrainian. In 2009, his 
work “Farewell, Caravaggio” sold for 
$97,000 at the Phillips de Pury & Company 
auction. In recent years, despite active 
work directing the museum, he did not 
stop creating. One of his last exhibitions 
was the project “Exercises for libertinism” 
at the Shcherbenko Art Center in Kyiv.

At the end of 2020, several cities in 
Ukraine also hosted the exhibition 
“Chronicles of the Plague Year.” The exhibit 
included nearly four dozen recent works by 
the artist. Mr. Roytburd said that an impe-
tus for the project came as a result of quar-
antine restrictions during the pandemic.

Mr. Roytburd also took part in the 
Revolution of Dignity in 2014, and he curat-
ed the post-revolutionary exhibition “Code 
of Mezhyhirya,” named for the lavish man-
sion once owned by former Ukrainian pres-
ident Viktor Yanukovych, who fled Ukraine 
for Russia following the revolution.

On December 6, 2017, Mr. Roytburd 
won the competition for the position of 
director of the Odesa Fine Arts Museum. 
On March 19, 2018, the head of the Odesa 
regional state administration, Maksym 
Stepanov (who in 2020 became Ukraine’s 
healthcare minister), signed a five-year 
contract with Mr. Roytburd, appointing 
him director of the museum. He decided to 
start the institution’s modernization with 
ordinary but essential steps – first repair-
ing the museum’s roof, then expanding its 
exposition space, and next placing exhibits 
in separate halls.

In less than a year under Mr. Roytburd’s 
direction, the museum earned 2 million 

 OBITUARY

Oleksandr Roytburd in front of his artwork.
Elena Fanailova, RFE/RL

Mr. Marchuk “devoted his entire life to 
protecting the national interests of 
Ukraine,” the president tweeted.  “Thanks 
in part to his efforts, the TKG in Donbas has 
established a regime of silence that persists 
to this day. His experience is invaluable.”

Some 14,000 people have been killed in 
the war since Russia first forcibly seized 
Ukraine’s Crimean Peninsula in 2014 and 
then covertly invaded the two easternmost 
regions of Luhansk and Donetsk. An addi-
tional 1.5 million people have been inter-
nally displaced in  Europe’s only ongoing 
shooting war.

Born in Odesa Oblast in what is today 
the Kirovohrad region, he completed his 
training as a language teacher in 1963. 
Having credentials as an instructor of the 
Ukrainian and German languages, Mr. 
Marchuk joined the KGB spy agency and 
worked in foreign intelligence.

He would eventually  head the 
Ukrainian unit of the KGB’s fifth depart-
ment that dealt with dissidents. Soviet 
Ukrainian dissidents like the late Levko 
Lukianenko and Iryna Kalynets had credit-
ed him for being a “decent” person and for 
being one of the few KGB officers who 
spoke Ukrainian to detainees.

“My long-time dissident friends…were 
Marchuk’s close friends and often credited 
him for protecting many that Moscow 
sought to destroy,” said James Sherr, a 
Briton who is a senior fellow at the 
Estonian Foreign Policy Institute. “He 
evolved into a true Euro-Atlantic visionary, 

long before it was fashionable in Ukraine.”
By the time of Ukraine’s renewed inde-

pendence following a referendum vote in 
1991, Mr. Marchuk had the rank of first 
deputy head of the USSR’s KGB. In 1994, 
then-President Leonid Kuchma appointed 
him to the position of general in the Armed 
Forces. The former general also ran unsuc-
cessfully for president numerous times and 
was once seen as a promising candidate in 
the disputed 1999 presidential election 
that Mr. Kuchma won for a second term 
versus Petro Symonenko of the now 
banned Communist Party.

About 8 percent of the electorate voted 
for him that year when he finished in fifth 

place in the first round. The victor, Mr. 
Kuchma, would appoint him as defense 
minister in 2003 and the succeeding presi-
dent, Viktor Yushchenko, appointed him as 
a non-staff adviser in 2008.

Foreign and local analysts of Ukraine 
and former diplomats to the country also 
commented on the passing of Mr. Marchuk, 
whose positions included serving as prime 
minister and the head of the National 
Security and Defense Council.

Commenting to the Washington-based 
think tank Atlantic Council, former U.S. 
Ambassador to Ukraine John Herbst said 
that he remembers the deceased as “a seri-
ous, dignified man and good colleague who 

recognized the importance of strong rela-
tions between Washington and Kyiv.”

Mr. Herbst, who is the current director of 
the analytical center’s Eurasia Center, added 
that Mr. Marchuk was more than a former 
defense minister during the time when Mr. 
Herbst represented the U.S. in Kyiv.

“During his career, he also served as head 
of the SBU, prime minister, and first deputy 
prime minister. In other words, he was 
among the small group of senior officials 
steadying Ukraine as it navigated its first 
years of independence,” Mr. Herbst said.

Mr. Sherr added that he remembers the 
former KGB officer as “a perceptive, strong 
and farsighted man, sturdy in his judg-
ments, deep and practical in his knowledge, 
and in no way short of courage.”

As a statesman, Mr. Marchuk pushed for 
Ukraine’s integration with the U.S. and 
European institutions and away from 
Russia’s grasp.

He “ranks among the most important 
pioneers of Ukraine’s Euro-Atlantic course,” 
said Danylo Lubkivsky, director of the Kyiv 
Security Forum. “He was at the heart of 
efforts to bring Ukraine back to a united 
Europe, join the Council of Europe, and 
achieve the goal of NATO membership.”

Regarding the nation builder’s achieve-
ments, member of parliament Lisa Yasko 
owf the Servant of the People party said 
hardly anybody could surpass him.

“Arguably no other politician in modern 
Ukrainian history has such a distinguished 
record,” she said.

Mr. Marchuk is survived by his wife 
Iryna Ivshyna, chief editor of the Den (Day) 
newspaper based in Kyiv, and his two sons 
Taras and Vadym.

(Continued from page 1)

Nation builder...

(Continued on page 11)

Yevhen Marchuk (far left) meets with then U.S. Secretary of State Madeleine 
Albright (seated second from the right) in Kyiv on March 6, 1998. Also taking part in 
the meeting were Vyacheslav Chornovil (third from the left), then U.S. Ambassador 
to Ukraine Steven Pifer (third from the right) and Marta Zielyk (first from the 

right), a U.S State Department senior diplomatic interpreter.

Courtesy of Marta Zielyk
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Journalism scholarship in honor of Marta Kolomayets established at UCU
Ukrainian Catholic University

LVIV – An annual scholarship for jour-
nalism students at the Ukrainian Catholic 
University (UCU) has been established in 
honor of Marta Kolomayets, the first U.S. 
journalist and the second foreign journalist 
to be accredited as a correspondent in 
Ukraine, the university’s press office 
announced on August 5.  The scholarship 
was established by Ms. Kolomayets’ broth-

er, Andrew Kolomayets, and her friends.
August 16 marks the first anniversary of 

Ms. Kolomayets’ passing.  The establish-
ment of a scholarship in her name is meant 
to commemorate both the first anniversary 
of her death as well as the legacy of her 
work, the university’s press office said in 
announcing the scholarship.

Father Andriy Shestak, head of the UCU 
School of Journalism and Communications, 
said the scholarship will be awarded to 
female students based on their university 
entrance scores.

Ms. Kolomayets was “a long-time mem-
ber of the Friends of UCU Committee in the 
U.S.A. and Ukraine. So, it is symbolic that 
our most talented female students, thanks 
to the support of [Ms. Kolomayts’] family 
and friends, will receive a scholarship in 
memory of Marta Kolomayets, who lived 
and breathed the profession of journalism,” 
said Father Shestak. “We believe that this 
generous support will inspire our female 
students to aspire to her achievements and 
multiply their own.”

 Ms. Kolomayets, who opened The 
Weekly’s Press Bureau in Kyiv, was on the 
newspaper’s staff from January 1982 to 
November 1984 and then again from 
February 1988 through December 1996. 
She joined the staff of The Ukrainian 
Weekly, one of two newspapers published 
by the Ukrainian National Association 
(UNA), in January 1982 as an editorial 
assistant and soon was promoted to assis-
tant editor. In 1984, she left her job at The 
Weekly to take a position at a trade publica-
tion in New York City, but she returned to 
The Weekly in February 1988, becoming 
associate editor.

In January 1991, the UNA’s Kyiv Press 
Bureau became the first foreign news 
bureau to receive official accreditation in 
Ukraine. Ms. Kolomayets became the first 
staffer of that bureau, arriving in the 
Ukrainian capital on January 13, 1991, to 
set up the office. From Ukraine, she filed 
stories for The Weekly and provided 
reporting for Svoboda, then a daily newspa-
per published by the UNA.

While in Kyiv as The Weekly’s full-time 
correspondent, Ms. Kolomayets also served 
as a stringer for such media outlets as the 
Associated Press, United Press Interna-
tional and Newsweek. Her freelance arti-
cles were published also in the Chicago 
Tribune. She was the director of the 

Fulbright Program in Ukraine from January 
2013 until her passing on August 16, 2020.

In 1994, she married Kyivan Danylo 
Yanevsky, then editor of the television pro-
gram “Pisliamova.” Together with her hus-
band, she produced a film about Patriarch 
Josyf Slipyj, and she actively helped free 
noted Ukrainian film producer, Oleh 
Sentsov, who had been a political prisoner 
of the Kremlin.

Ms. Kolomayets was born in Chicago on 
April 6, 1959, to parents who emigrated 
from Ukraine.  In 1980 she completed her 
B.A. in English at the University of Illinois at 
Chicago and a master’s degree in journal-
ism from the University of Illinois at 
Urbana-Champaign in 1981.

Marta Kolomayets, Fulbright country director, in Kyiv in 2018.
Fulbright Ukraine

Marta Kolomayets at work in the editori-
al offices of The Ukrainian Weekly in 
Jersey City, N.J., in early 1991, just 
before she left to serve as the newspa-
per’s Kyiv correspondent in January 

through July.

The Ukrainian Weekly Archives

Ukraine,” the ministry’s statement said. “Ukraine is in soli-
darity with the Belarusian people and supports their 
desire to live in a free, democratic, truly independent 
European state, in which the voice of every citizen is taken 
into account. The Belarusian people are among the closest 
and friendliest to Ukraine.”

Large-scale, nationwide protests erupted immediately 
after the election in which the dictator’s main opponent, 

Svytlana Tsikhanouskaya, was seen as the victor. Her hus-
band had initially been the main opposition candidate but 
was jailed on spurious charges in May 2020, so she entered 
the race. Ms. Tsikhanouskaya currently lives in exile in the 
EU and NATO-member country of Lithuania and has urged 
foreign leaders to impose stricter sanctions on Mr. 
Lukashenka’s regime. 

However, and with Russia’s support, Mr. Lukashenka has 
cracked down on the pro-democracy protests using arbi-
trary arrests, torture and a clampdown on independent 
media. Russian journalists were subsequently sent to run 
state-owned media outlets after the vast majority of their 
staffs had resigned. Moscow also props up Minsk’s econo-
my financially and owns a huge chunk of its natural-gas 
pipeline network that supplies energy to greater Europe. 

In addition, Mr. Lukashenka has since the election met 
with his Russian counterpart, Vladimir Putin, about once a 
month. 

On July 8-9 alone, Belarusian law enforcement “carried 
out nearly 70 raids on media outlets and journalists’ homes, 
arresting at least 15 of the journalists, including four who 
are now being prosecuted on terrorism charges,” Reporters 
Without Reporters and the World Organization Against 
Torture said in a joint report published on August 9. 

Belarusian-Russian military drills

Preparation for massive Russian-Belarusian military 
exercises have already begun for the capstone Zapad-21 
(West) drills. They take place yearly and are quadrennial 
based on the four main geographic compass zones of 
Russia. 

In parallel, Russia’s Southern Military District on August 
9 started massive drills along Ukraine’s eastern state bor-
ders as well as to the south in occupied Crimea that was 
forcibly seized in early April 2014. 

“The Russian military is framing the exercises as testing 
the ability of Russian officers to use attached assets and dem-
onstrate creative decision-making,” the Washington-based 
Institute for the Study of War (ISW) said in an analysis. 

The drills will run through September 15 and will coin-
cide with Zapad-2021. 

The Russian military holds an annual capstone military 
exercise every September, rotating between Russia’s four 
military districts – East, Center, South and West.

“Zapad-2021 will occur in the Western Military District 
and Belarus from September 10-16,” ISW said. 

In April, Russia held large-scale drills around Ukraine’s 
state borders and Kyiv had said that after they concluded, 
about 80,000 personnel along with military hardware 
remained deployed near the state borders. 

In response, Ukraine held its own military exercises in 
the southern regions of the country. 

Mr. Zelenskyy on August 9 observed one of the drills 
held by the Joint Forces Command in Mykolayiv Oblast that 
concluded five days later. The military camp he visited, 
Shyroky Lan (wide field), “was built according to NATO 
standards and is designed for 2,500 people,” a presidential 
office statement said. 

While attending the drills, the president introduced his 
new appointees to the military’s top brass. 

“My decrees have appointed Commander of the Air 
Force Maj. Gen. Mykola Oleshchuk, Commander of the Air 
Assault Troops Col. Maksym Myrhorodskyi,” Mr. Zelenskyy 
said in naming his appointees.

(Continued from page 1)

Lukashenka...

Self-proclaimed Belarusian President Alyaksandr 
Lukashenka at a meeting with senior government offi-

cials in Mink on July 30.

President.gov.by

A map showing Russia’s military exercises taking place 
near Ukraine’s state borders on August 9-September 15. 

Institute for the Study of War
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As Ukraine prepares to celebrate the 30th anniversary of its renewed indepen-
dence on August 24, there is unease that Russian President Vladimir Putin will use 
the opportunity to further antagonize a nation he believes should never have been 
an independent, democratic country separate from Russia. A massive joint 
Russian and Belarusian military exercise is set to take place September 10-16 just 
north of Ukraine’s border.  That drill, called Zapad 2021, includes a rehearsal of 
Russian-led operations against forces from the North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
(NATO), according to the Jamestown Foundation’s Eurasia Daily Monitor.

On August 9, Russia’s Southern Military District started massive drills along 
Ukraine’s eastern border as well as to the south in occupied Crimea, which was 
forcibly seized in early April 2014. Those drills will run through September 15 
and will coincide with Zapad 2021.

“The Russian military is framing the exercises as testing the ability of Russian 
officers to use attached assets and demonstrate creative decision-making,” the 
Washington-based Institute for the Study of War (ISW) said in an analysis.

But despite the Russian military’s effort to frame the exercise as a routine mili-
tary drill, it is abundantly clear that Mr. Putin and his ally, Belarusian President 
Alyaksandr Lukashenka – known as the last dictator of Europe – are intent on 
doing what they can to destabilize Ukraine.  For Mr. Lukashenka, it’s certainly 
about retribution.  In recent weeks, Ukraine has become a haven for Belarusian 
opposition activists, dissidents and even Olympic athletes who fear for their lives 
if they stay in Belarus, though it appears that even in Ukraine Belarusians are not 
safe. Activist Vital Shyshou, a Belarusian who led a Kyiv-based organization that 
helped persecuted compatriots, was found hanged in a park near his home in 
Kyiv on August 3.

“It is worrying that those who flee Belarus still can’t be safe,” said exiled 
Belarusian opposition leader Svytlana Tsikhanouskaya.

Mr. Lukashenka has accused Ukraine of stoking protests in Belarus that have 
threatened his rule.  Ukraine’s Foreign Affairs Ministry responded to the accusa-
tions, saying that “Ukraine will remain open and hospitable to the citizens of 
Belarus who are forced to look for places to live and work in Ukraine.

During an eight-hour monologue on August 9, Mr. Lukashenka rhetorically 
asked why Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelenskyy was “training militants on 
the territory of Ukraine and throwing weapons at us here.”  Perhaps the most 
worrying element of Mr. Lukashenka’s accusation is that it will be used by both 
the Russian and Belarusian presidents as a pretext for further military aggres-
sion against Ukraine.  

We believe the next few weeks will be a period of great potential danger for 
Ukraine. As many Ukrainians rightly prepare to celebrate an incredible milestone 
– the 30th anniversary of their country’s renewed independence – we also urge 
them to do so with great caution.  Wolves are prowling on the doorstep.

The Ukrainian Weekly

Thirty years ago, on August 19-21, 1991, hardline conserva-
tive Communists in Moscow attempted a coup d’etat in the final 
days before the collapse of the Soviet Union.

Leonid Kravchuk, who was chairman of the Supreme Soviet of 
the Ukrainian SSR, resigned from the Communist Party following 
the failed coup. After the Verkhovna Rada adopted the Act of 

Declaration of Independence of Ukraine on August 24, Ukraine’s Constitution was amend-
ed to create the position of president of Ukraine, with Mr. Kravchuk named as president 
(he would be officially elected on December 5, 1991, in the country’s first presidential 
election since regaining independence). Mr. Kravchuk was seen as instrumental in per-
suading the Communist parliamentary majority to accept the opposition’s demands for 
Ukrainian independence.

Democratic opposition groups in Ukraine criticized Mr. Kravchuk for not supporting 
Boris Yeltsin as president of the Russian Federation. However, Mr. Kravchuk issued a state-
ment on August 19, which urged the citizens of Ukraine to remain “calm and patient,” 
reassuring them that Ukrainian authorities remained in control of Ukraine.

“The Ukrainian government acted carefully and gingerly, obviously it wanted to avoid 
confrontation while asserting its right to be guided by the laws of the Ukrainian SSR,” said 
Prof. Taras Hunczak, a history professor at Rutgers University who was on the ground in 
Ukraine at the time. “I surely wish that the speech made by Mr. Kravchuk had been a bit 
stronger, but he is not a Yeltsin, he is a man of a different character. This is by no means 
shameful behavior for a republic that wants to go its own way.”

Prof. Vasyl Markus, a political scientist at Loyola University in Chicago, commented: 
“Kravchuk was overly cautious; he covered himself and the Ukrainian government in case of 
the success of the coup. However, as the situation became clearer on Tuesday, August 20, he 
could have taken a much more decisive stand. I think it was typical Kravchuk; his previous 
statements (during the last session of the Supreme Soviet) have been of the same kind.”

Dr. Roman Solchanyk of Radio Free Europe/Radio Liberty, summarized that, 
“Kravchuk’s statement to the citizens of Ukraine on August 19, I think it fair to say, was a 
balanced one. The first day of the coup called for a balanced approach; it would be unfair 
to expect Kravchuk on the first day to outrightly condemn developments in Moscow.”

Scholars, including Dr. David Marples of the University of Alberta, noted that the ques-
tion of how the collapse of the Soviet Union would unfold would be in the hands of the 
republics, not Moscow. “…If there is a union treaty, it will be greatly revised from the origi-
nal text. Ukraine now is in a strong position, it can demand its own taxes, monies, armed 

Aug. 
19
1991

Turning the pages back...

by Paul Goble

In an indication of what the Kremlin may 
be being told, a pro-Moscow activist in the 
Donbas says that there are no internal forc-
es capable of changing Ukraine’s direction 
and that it will cease to be “the anti-Russia” 
Vladimir Putin talks about if outside force 
is brought to bear on that country.

On the one hand, such an argument is 
very much in the interests of those in 
Ukraine who want it to become part of the 
Russian world and even amalgamate with 
the Russian Federation. But on the other, it 
is a remarkable concession to the reality 
that Ukraine is far less divided than 
Moscow propagandists and the Kremlin 
invariably suggest.

That makes the words of Yury Apukhtin, 
a pro-Moscow activist from Kharkiv who 
spent time in a Ukrainian prison for his 
actions in 2014, noteworthy because they 
indicate that at least some taking part in 
debates over what Russia should do next 
believe the application of Russian force is 
the only way forward (alternatio.org/arti-
cles/articles/item/93667-proekt-ukraina-
mozhno-zakryt-tolko-vozdeystviem-izvne).

Mr. Apukhtin begins by echoing Russian 
President Vladimir Putin that “the Ukraine 
Project was thought up and carried out by 

the West … for the destruction of Russian 
civilization” and will be used by the West 
for that purpose as long as it exists in its 
current form. Consequently, Mr. Apukhtin 
said, there is no chance that Moscow can 
ignore the situation or allow Ukraine to 
evolve toward collapse on its own.

Unfortunately, “Russia today does not 
have any possibilities for affecting Ukraine 
by ‘soft power,’” Mr. Apukhtin said. Among 
the rulers of Ukraine, there is now no one 
oriented toward Russia, and Moscow is not 
in a position to change that by talk. No one 
in Ukraine ultimately will listen to the 
Russian side, he added.

In thinking about what to do, Mr. 
Apukhtin said, everyone in Moscow must 
understand that, “for the transformation of 
the country, there are simply no internal 
forces, and this regime [in Kyiv] can exist 
for quite a long time and its ‘self-destruc-
tion’ will be a long time coming, something 
that constitutes a serious threat to the 
national interests of Russia.”

Paul Goble is a long-time specialist on 
ethnic and religious questions in Eurasia. 
The article above is reprinted with permis-
sion from his blog called “Window on 
Eurasia” (http://windowoneurasia2.
blogspot.com).

Pro-Moscow activist in Ukraine says only  
an outside force can change Kyiv’s direction

(Continued on page 9)

Wolves on the doorstep

 WINDOW ON EURASIA

in words but in deeds. 
Berlin is also aware of Kyiv’s frustration 

with its attitude in other key spheres. 
Germany has remained opposed to 
Ukraine’s membership in NATO. While call-
ing it a European friend, unlike some of its 
other NATO partners, Germany has refused 
to sell defensive weapons to Ukraine to 
help defend against Russian aggression.

Since 2014, Germany, along with France, 
Russia and Ukraine, has assumed the role 
of a “mediator” within the Normandy Four 
negotiating arrangement that aims to end 
the war in eastern Ukraine. But they have 
failed to make much of a difference and the 
so-called peace process remains as dead-
locked as ever with Mr. Putin refusing to 
settle on anything but his own terms.

As British expert John Lough has point-
ed out, Ms. Merkel was indeed “instrumen-
tal in initiating the Minsk peace process 
aimed at resolving the conflict in eastern 
Ukraine.” But “the poorly drafted Minsk 
agreements led to predictably few results…
Crucially, Berlin never officially challenged 
Moscow’s claim to be a facilitator of peace 
when it was, in fact, a party to the conflict.”

Exactly one year ago, Germany’s minis-
ter of foreign affairs came to Kyiv for 
Independence Day celebrations. “We want 
to make more rapid progress in the Minsk 
process – that is why I am travelling to Kyiv 
today,” he said at that time. 

It remains unclear why Berlin and Paris 
have not managed to make a difference. 
Perhaps they are reluctant to antagonize 
Mr. Putin unduly, or perhaps deep down 
they prefer to maintain a frozen conflict in 
eastern Ukraine. After all, in terms of 
Germany’s ambiguous realpolitik, it allows 
Berlin to keep its line to Moscow open, 
reduces Ukraine’s prospects of integrating 
into Euro-Atlantic structures and leaves 
Ukraine in the position of being a buffer 
zone in eastern Europe. 

On July 12, Ms. Merkel unexpectedly 

embarrassed Mr. Zelenskyy by declaring at 
their joint press conference in Berlin that 
Germany expects Ukraine to implement the 
Steinmeier formula, a scheme that follows 
Moscow’s prescriptions and is inimical to 
Ukraine. Will she dare to repeat this in Kyiv, 
or will the Ukrainian president politely put 
her in her place? Time will tell.

Both Berlin and Paris know that Kyiv des-
perately seeks to get the U.S. to commit to a 
direct role in the eastern Ukrainian peace 
process and to bolster Ukraine’s security 
with concrete actions, not just words.

They are also aware that Poland, and 
numerous other Eastern European states, 
are very unhappy with Germany’s behavior 
and they are looking to President Joe Biden 
to live up to an earlier pledge to stand up to 
Mr. Putin.

It therefore seems that Ms. Merkel’s 
unexpected visit to Kyiv at such a sensitive 
time serves two purposes: the first is to 
conduct a degree of damage control, espe-
cially after Bloomberg’s claims, and the sec-
ond is an effort to head off any awkward 
questions Mr. Zelenskyy may ask Mr. Biden 
before the two presidents meet in 
Washington on August 30.

Washington and Paris will be watching 
closely what Ms. Merkel has to say and 
offer at this stage. Ever since the U.S.-
German deal that allowed Nord Stream 2 to 
be completed was announced, official Paris 
has remained deafeningly silent. We don’t 
even know if French President Emanuel 
Macron has responded to Mr. Zelenskyy’s 
invitation that he be at the Independence 
Day celebrations in Ukraine.

Kyiv will now have to handle Ms. 
Merkel’s visit very diplomatically. Unless 
she brings something new that has signifi-
cant added value, Ms. Merkel should not be 
allowed to upstage the many foreign digni-
taries who will be in Kyiv for the Crimean 
Platform and the Independence Day cele-
brations the following day. 

Germany remains important as a key 
European partner, but this is no excuse for 
it to be allowed to ride roughshod over 
Ukraine’s independence.

(Continued from page 1)

German Chancelor...
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by Olena Makarushka-Kolodiy

On Friday, March 13, 2020, New Jersey 
schools announced that the following 
Monday all schools would be closed as a 
result of the COVID-19 pandemic. At first, 
everyone expected a two-week closure. 
However, the school closure was extended 
and St. John’s Ukrainian Montessori 
Preschool in Newark, N.J., had to close until 
the summer. Exactly one third of the school 
year was affected. I was very saddened 
because my favorite time in the classroom 
is in the spring. I love seeing the children 
blossom socially and cognitively. Our school 
year ended with a zoom meeting in June 
and we saw each other’s pets, siblings and 
homes in a rather chaotic fashion!

Would we be able to re-open in 
September of 2020? During the summer, I 
studied CDC guidelines and researched 
schools in Asia which had begun to reopen. 
Trying to integrate pandemic restrictions 
and Montessori practices became a chal-
lenge. Restricting the number of classroom 
children and shortening the school day 
became a necessity. When I walked into our 
classroom in August to prepare for a 
September opening, it was as if time had 
stood still! Easter decorations of pysanky 
were hanging on the wall. Art projects for 
Palm Sunday and Easter were ready and 
waiting for little hands. The last calendar 
weather symbols had been entered on 
March 13, 2020. Our peaceful little world 
had been affected because of a worldwide 
pandemic. It felt eerie and too quiet.

We did reopen with most of the children 
wearing masks. How I missed seeing those 
smiles. Changes in the physical dynamic of 
the classroom needed to be implemented. 
Daily, children’s temperatures were moni-
tored at the school door. The children then 
changed their shoes and washed their 
hands very thoroughly. Trying to imple-
ment social distancing with preschoolers 
was my biggest challenge. I moved tables 

further apart. Story time took place at 
tables rather than a small group on the rug. 
I found some plastic runners in the base-
ment and cut them to provide separators 
for circle time so each child would be sit-
ting in a different corner of our rug, which 
was now a rectangle rather than a circle. 
The book corner was changed from a couch 
to a single rocking chair. Our group snack 
time was no longer feasible, so we changed 
to an individual snack experience. Each 
child now had separate crayons, pencil and 
magic markers in a box. Our work rugs 
were now towels which could be washed 
and dried after each use. 

I was lucky enough to be able to order 
new HEPA filters for an air cleaner I found 
in a corner of my attic. Disposable gloves 
and quality sanitizing wipes were difficult 
to find anywhere. Prices were inflated, and 
I must thank Dora Dekajlo who had baked 
hundreds of babky for our fundraisers in 
previous years. The earnings now enabled 
us to buy our most needed supplies. Most 
elusive was an air sanitizer, which I used 
daily at the end of each school day. CVS 
pharmacy in Millburn, N.J., called me at 8 
a.m. one morning because they had set 
aside two small cans for me. Another morn-
ing at 8 a.m. in a Target store in Union, N.J., 
the manager found another two cans for 
me. I now had enough to last us for half the 
year. How grateful I was for these small 
blessings. Last week, when I was in a big 
box store, I came upon a stack, taller than 
myself, of the aforementioned sanitizer. 
Such a difference in just a year. I bought 
three cans. Thank you to America’s essen-
tial workers. And thank you to St. John’s 
Ukrainian Catholic Church in Newark, N.J., 
for all of its support.

St. John’s Preschool is beginning its 32nd 
year in September 2021. For more informa-
tion, readers may consult the school’s web-
site at tinyurl.com/sjpreschool, or call 
Olena Makarushka-Kolodiy at 973-763-
1797.

For many reading this column – certainly 
those of the older generations – 1991 is a 
year that is embedded in our consciousness.  
After seven decades of brutal oppression 
under the Soviets – occupation, war, famine, 
and Gulags – Ukraine achieved indepen-
dence. Thirty years later, it remains indepen-
dent, and, despite the serious external and 
internal challenges, Ukraine is here to stay.

In some quarters, there exists the per-
ception that Ukraine’s independence was 
handed to it on a platter or, pardon another 
idiomatic expression, fell into its lap – that 
Ukrainians really didn’t do much to achieve 
it in the years leading up to dissolution of 
the Soviet Union. Not so!  

However, it is true that the unraveling of 
the “evil empire” and the independence of 
the “captive nations” of the USSR happened 
more rapidly than almost anyone expected.

Americans who today are over the age of 
40 or 45 lived in a Cold War reality that saw 
the existence of the Soviet Union as a very 
long-term, if not permanent, proposition.  If 
when I started working at the Helsinki 
Commission on Soviet issues in late 1981, I 
had been told that Ukraine would be inde-
pendent exactly a decade later, or even that 
the Berlin Wall would fall in eight years, 
like most everyone else, I would have been 
highly skeptical, to say the least. Even as 
Gorbachev’s policies of glasnost (openness) 
and perestroika (reconstruction) were 
starting to take root later in the decade and 
there were rapidly growing indications of 
the Soviet Union’s economic and social vul-
nerabilities, most of us would have doubted 
that the Soviet Union’s dissolution would 
come about as rapidly as it did.  

But just because Ukraine’s indepen-
dence happened much more quickly than 
anticipated – and peacefully at that – this 
does not mean that it occurred effortlessly.  

First, there were the struggles for 
Ukraine’s national liberation throughout 
the 70 decades of Soviet rule that were bru-
tally crushed, especially during and after 
World War II. Many families of The 
Weekly’s readers, including my own, expe-
rienced death, imprisonment, exile and 
other repression – sometimes for even the 
mere suspicion of support for Ukraine’s 
freedom.  Even manifestations of Ukrainian 
linguistic, cultural and religious identity 
were often cruelly suppressed during 
Soviet rule, especially under Stalin.

Soviet tyranny failed to vanquish free-
dom-loving Ukrainians.  During the 1960s 
and 1970s, and especially following the 
Helsinki Final Act of 1975, Ukrainian dissi-
dents, notably the Ukrainian Helsinki 
Monitoring Group, carried the torch.  They 
focused on the denial of human and nation-
al rights and the pursuit of self-determina-
tion.  Many were imprisoned or forced into 
internal exile; several died in the Gulag as 
late as 1985.  

In the late 1980s, with glasnost and per-
estroika came an easing, though not out-
right elimination, of repression.  This was 
in part due to considerable Western pres-
sure on the Soviet Union to respect human 
rights, especially from the United States 
and Canada. 

As Soviet control diminished, Ukrainian 
cultural, social and political activity flour-
ished.  Informal groups as well as unofficial 
newsletters, journals and other publica-
tions proliferated, ranging from those 
advancing the restoration of the Ukrainian 
language and cultural heritage and pre-
serving historical monuments to those 
shedding light on the so-called “blank-
spots” in Soviet Ukrainian history and 
exposing Stalin’s crimes, including the 
Holodomor.  Others focused on the envi-
ronment. The trauma of the 1986 Chorno-
byl nuclear catastrophe and the dismal 
state of the environment helped to catalyze 
the greater assertion of Ukrainian rights.  

Numerous independent political groups, 
notably the Ukrainian Helsinki Union, 
helped lead to the creation in September of 
1989 of the Popular Movement of Ukraine 
– Rukh.  Rukh consolidated these unofficial 
reformers, including many former Helsinki 
monitors and other dissidents, along with 
more reform-oriented Communist officials, 
whose cooperation proved to be essential. 
Rukh was instrumental in mobilizing and 
energizing the Ukrainian people.

As a sign of growing popular support, 
especially in Kyiv and western Ukraine, 
large rallies and other gatherings calling for 
greater respect and better care of the envi-
ronment or for greater cultural, religious 
and political rights became commonplace. 
On January 22, 1990, over half a million 
people commemorated the anniversary of 
the January 22, 1918, declaration of 
Ukrainian independence by forming a 
human chain from Kyiv to Lviv.  As with so 
many other expressions of Ukrainian self-
assertion, this would have been unthink-
able just a few years earlier.

Ukraine continued to move rapidly in 
the direction of self-determination leading 
to independence.  Although the Communist 
party majority won the first-ever relatively 
free and fair elections in Soviet Ukraine in 
March 1990, the democratic opposition, 
consisting of Rukh members and a growing 
number of democratic opposition parties, 
won one-third of the 450 seats in the 
Ukrainian SSR parliament (Rada).  Although 
a minority, they played a pivotal role.  

Due in large part to the efforts of the 
democrats, on July 16, 1990, the Rada, by 
an overwhelming 355-4 vote, declared 
Ukraine a sovereign state – asserting the 
supremacy of republic law over Soviet law 
and its own independent foreign policy, 
among other attributes of independence 
(As a personal aside, one of my most trea-
sured possessions is a copy of the sover-
eignty declaration signed by many of the 
democratic opposition deputies given to 
me by Mykhaylo and Bohdan Horyn during 
a visit to my Helsinki Commission offices in 
Washington several years later).

The momentum toward democratic, 
peaceful self-determination continued to 
grow.  In October 1990, hundreds of thou-
sands took part in rallies and strikes across 
Ukraine demanding independence and pro-
testing a new Union treaty, which was 
Gorbachev’s attempt to avoid the disinte-
gration of the empire by renegotiating the 
original treaty that established the USSR.  

Teaching and surviving during 
the COVID-19 pandemic

Ukraine’s 1991 independence: aspirations, 
dedication and the sacrifice of millions

 REFLECTIONS

Opinions expressed by columnists, commentators and letter-writers are their 
own and do not necessarily reflect the opinions of either The Weekly editorial 
staff or its publisher, the Ukrainian National Association.

Similarly, paid advertisements do not reflect the opinions of either The 
Ukrainian Weekly or its publisher.

OpiniOns

Orest Deychakiwsky may be reached at 
odeychak@gmail.com. (Continued on page 9)

Pictured on the steps of St. John’s Ukrainian Montessori Preschool in Newark, N.J., 
are (clockwise from bottom left) students Lesyk Luker, Adrian Olenchin, Atlas 

Garlock, Lukian Kolodiy, Liliana Shea and Ivan Savanchuk.

Olena Makarushka-Kolodiy
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UOL hosts 74th annual convention online, elects new national executive boards

Ukrainian Orthodox League

SOMERSET, N.J. – The 74th Convention 
of the Ukrainian Orthodox League held its 
annual convention virtually via Zoom on 
July 24. The convention was originally 
planned to be hosted by the UOL chapter of 
St. Vladimir Ukrainian Orthodox Cathedral 
in Philadelphia, but due to pandemic pre-
cautions it was moved to an online, single-
day format.

Elected to the UOL’s National Executive 
Board for 2021-2022 were: Archbishop 
Daniel (spiritual advisor), President Karen 
Ferraro, First Vice-President Anna Ander-
son, Second Vice-President Oleh Bilynsky, 
Corresponding Secretary Matu shka (Pani 
Matka) Laryssa Charest, Financial Secretary 
Joe Goodge, Treasurer John Stasko, Auditor 
Alex Shevchuk. Appointees to the UOL 
National Board included UOL Bulletin Editor 
Natalie Bilynsky, and Public Relations 
Commissio ner Chris Mills.

The Junior UOL’s National Executive 
Board members for 2021-2022 are: the 
Rev. John Charest (spiritual advisor), 
President Natalie Hrytsay, Vice-President 
Rachel Harendza, Treasurer Natalie Swann, 
Secretary Mia Zetick and Financial 
Secretary Stephen Sheptak. The Junior UOL 
met at All Saints Camp in Emlenton, Pa., on 
July 12.

The convention conversations and 
addresses noted the challenges of the pan-
demic and the years that will follow, but 
these challenges were presented as oppor-
tunities for evangelization to focus on the 
UOL’s mission of being dedicated to the 
Church and devoted to its youth. Opening 
with a moleben prayer service, led by the 
Very Rev. Taras Naumenko of St. Vladimir 
Cathedral, the convention meeting was 
called to order by President Ferraro. A 
moment of silence was observed for all of 
the UOL members and clergy who reposed 
in the previous year.

Metropolitan Antony greeted the con-
vention with the wisdom gained from his 
49 years of priestly ministry, encouraging 
participants to live in Christ, applying the 
lessons of the lives of the saints, and he 
reminded convention participants that 
Christ is concerned with “mercy more than 
sacrifice,” reflecting on whether we 
demand more of people than Christ 
Himself does. He noted the challenges fac-
ing the Church, highlighting the drift from 
the Church among local parishes, families, 
dioceses and faithful, and challenged the 
UOL to re-energize a culture that naturally 
treasures community and to not rest on its 
laurels.

Archbishop Daniel focused on the toll 
that the COVID-19 pandemic has had 

throughout the world, and noted the diffi-
culty in understanding the depth of the cri-
sis, but reminded convention participants 
that our hope should always lie with Jesus 
Christ. The analytic framework of Volatility, 
Uncertainty, Complexity and Ambiguity 
(known as VUCA) was reworked by the 
archbishop to a new response of “Vision, 
Understanding, Courage and Action.” Citing 
scripture that “the earth will be filled with 
the knowledge of the glory of the Lord as 
the waters cover the sea” (Habakkuk 2:24), 
the archbishop encouraged participants “to 
embrace Christian VUCA in your chapters, 
parish communities – but most importantly 
in your life and your personal encounter 
with Christ the Savior!”

Discussions addressed the needs of start-
ing a UOL chapter at local parishes, and 
ideas were presented to limit the require-
ments of a full roster of positions to start a 
new chapter. Other needs included outreach 
and education among young and not-so-
young adults, as well as revisiting bowling 
leagues and their modern equivalents.

The Very Rev. Anthony Perkins expand-
ed on themes begun by Archbishop Daniel 
and the role that the UOL can play in being 
Ukrainian cultural ambassadors to mission 
parishes of the Ukrainian Orthodox Church 
of the U.S.A. (UOC-U.S.A.) through events 
such as varenyky making and pysanka 

workshops.
Hearing directly from the youth, Rachel 

Harendza, outgoing president of the Junior 
UOL’s National Executive Board, encour-
aged the use of social media to promote in-
person activities and events, including lock-
ins, meals for the homeless, clothing/food/
toy drives, Angel trees, secret Santa, picnics, 
candle making and escape rooms.

Scholarship and award recipients 
announced at the convention were: 
Subdeacon James Cummings (the Rev. 
Protopresbyter Stephen Hallick-Holutiak 
Senior Recognition Award), Ss. Peter and 
Paul Senior UOL Chapter of Carnegie Pa. 
(named UOL Chapter of the Year), the Rev. 
John Charest (Metropolitan J. Baran 
Award), and Metropolitan John Scholarship 
winners were: Deacon John (Robert) 
Cummings, Subdeacon James Cummings, 
Subdeacon Volodymyr Pichkurov, Deacon 
Myroslav Mykytyuk, Subdeacon Yaroslav 
Bilohan, Subdeacon Pavlo Vysotskyi, 
Reader Andrii Vatrych, Reader Maksym 
Zhuravchyk, Seminarian Andrii Akulenko 
and Seminarian Mykola Stefanyck.

The convention concluded with a pre-
view of the 2022 UOL Convention, which is 
tentatively planned for July 27-31 in 
Carnegie, Pa. For additional information, 
readers can visit the UOL website, www.
uolofusa.org.

Participants engage in discussions at the 74th Convention of the Ukrainian Orthodox League via Zoom.

www.uocofusa.org

Especially noteworthy that month was the 
student hunger strike/protest known as 
the “Revolution on Granite” which led to 
the resignation of the chairman of the 
Ukrainian SSR Council of Ministers – yet 
another unprecedented occurrence.  And 
the Rada, with the democratic opposition 
often setting the agenda, passed laws giv-
ing the Ukrainian republic more control 
over its own resources at the expense of 
the central authorities in Moscow.

Gorbachev’s March 1991 referendum 
on maintaining the USSR as a “renewed 
federation,” resulted in a majority of Soviet 
citizens, including some 70 percent of 
Ukrainians, voting yes.  However, a second 
ballot in Ukraine which asked whether 
Ukraine should be part of the USSR on the 
basis of the 1990 Sovereignty Declaration 
resulted in an 80 percent vote.  While 
seemingly contradictory, it was an indica-
tion that the Ukrainian people wanted to 
see something more akin to a common-
wealth composed of sovereign states.  Not 
surprisingly, a third question asked in 
three western Ukrainian oblasts, which 
had long been in the forefront of Ukraine’s 
independence struggle, resulted in an 

overwhelming vote for an independent 
Ukraine outside of the Soviet Union.  

The practical effect of this referendum 
was to provide the Ukrainian parliament 
an even stronger mandate to pass laws 
implementing the Sovereignty Declaration, 
and thus advancing independence.

A few months later, on August 24, 1991, 
shortly following the failed coup attempt 
in Moscow, Ukraine’s parliament voted 
overwhelmingly to declare independence.  
Even the hardline communists, who were 
increasingly disoriented following the 
coup and who witnessed the growing 
popular support for outright indepen-
dence and against the Communist party 
(including a large, angry but peaceful, 
crowd outside the Rada on August 24) 
supported the independence declaration.  
While much can be – and has been – writ-
ten about this historic day, I cannot but 
mention that the independence declara-
tion’s principal drafter was democratic 
opposition deputy Levko Lukianenko, a 
former founding member of the Ukrainian 
Helsinki group who had spent 27 years in 
the Gulag for his advocacy of Ukrainian 
independence.

Over the decades of Soviet misrule, mil-
lions of Ukrainians sacrificed dearly for 
their aspirations to live in a free, indepen-
dent country.  Also important to remember 

(Continued from page 7)

Ukraine’s 1991... is that even during the more tolerant last 
few years of Soviet existence, Ukrainians 
displayed courage. There were still 
instances of arrests and harassment.  
Regular activists and even Rada deputies 
voting for greater Ukrainian sovereignty 
took varying degrees of risk, as they could 
not be sure of what fate could befall them 
should reactionary forces gain ascendance.

In a future column in this 30th anniver-
sary year of Ukraine’s independence, I will 
focus on America’s reaction to Ukrainian 
independence, especially in the months 
leading up to the December 1, 1991, his-
toric independence referendum, the event 
that arguably more than anything else 
drove the last nail into the coffin of the 
Soviet Union.

forces. Gorbachev is now only a figure-
head,” Dr. Marples added.

Dr. James Mace, former staff director of 
the U.S. Commission on the Ukraine Famine, 
suggested that the Supreme Soviet pursue a 
union treaty to decouple Ukraine’s economy 
from the Soviet Union. “If Ukraine adopts its 
own currency which is convertible and the 
ruble still exists in the Soviet Union, once 
again Ukraine will be raped economically. 
After the events of the last few days, Yeltsin 
will get anything he wants, and Ukrainians 
should take advantage of it.”

More could have been done by Ukraine’s 
democratic opposition forces in those ini-
tial moments after the failed coup, observ-

ers noted. Ukraine’s lasting independence 
would require the backing from the coun-
tryside, Dr. Mace added, in order to build 
widespread support, from more than sim-
ply holding mass meetings.

Mr. Kravchuk’s missteps and his continu-
ance of the Soviet legacy were also seen as 
hopeful opportunities for rising democratic 
opposition figures such as Vyacheslav 
Chornovil and Lev Lukianenko to assume 
political leadership roles in Ukraine. 
However, meaningful and lasting change 
for a democratically free Ukraine continues 
to be an ongoing challenge, especially in the 
face of a militarily aggressive Russia that 
continues to violate and threaten Ukraine’s 
sovereignty and territorial integrity.

Source: “What the coup meant for 
Ukraine,” by Marta Kolomayets, The 
Ukrainian Weekly, August 25, 1991.

(Continued from page 6)

Turning...
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tion of those obligations that matter in case 
Russia, after the launch of Nord Stream 2, 
tries to somehow abuse its monopoly posi-
tion,” Mr. Nykyforov said during a briefing 
at the president’s office. He said that during 
the talks, security in the east of Ukraine 
“and how to revive the peace talks” will cer-
tainly be discussed. In addition, according 
to Mr. Nykyforov, issues of bilateral rela-
tions between Ukraine and Germany will 
be discussed. “Germany is our key partner 

in politics, economy, trade, industry and 
energy. The potential for strengthening 
these relations is great,” he said. He also 
said Ms. Merkel’s visit “proves that there is 
not a word about Ukraine without Ukraine, 
and that the most important modern secu-
rity issues in Europe cannot be resolved 
without direct negotiations with the presi-
dent of Ukraine.” Mr. Nykyforov also said 
the schedule and program of Ms. Merkel’s 
visit has not yet been finalized and it is not 
yet known whether she will take part in the 
summit of the Crimean Platform on August 
23, but she was given an invitation. 
(Interfax Ukraine)

U.S. sees continued Russian aggression

United States Secretary of State Antony 
Blinken said the United States is observing 
the ongoing aggressive actions by Russia 
against Ukraine in the Black and Azov Seas, 
as well as in the Kerch Strait. He made the 
relevant statement during a meeting of the 
United Nations Security Council on maritime 
security. “In the Black Sea, the Kerch Strait, 
the Sea of Azov, we see continued aggressive 
actions against Ukraine with dangerous 
incursions on the sea and in the air and the 
harassment of vessels, which are disrupting 
commerce and energy access,” the U.S 
Department of State press service said, citing 
Mr. Blinken. The top U.S. diplomat said the 
United States supports the territorial integri-
ty and sovereignty of Ukraine and once again 
stressed that Crimea is Ukraine. “We reaf-
firm our support for Ukraine’s sovereignty 
and territorial integrity within its interna-
tionally recognized borders, extending to its 
territorial waters. Crimea is Ukraine,” Mr. 
Blinken said. “When nations ignore or pur-
port to redraw the borders of other nations, 
whether by land or by sea, they undermine 
the sovereign equality of member-states, a 
guiding principle of the United Nations,” Mr. 
Blinken said during the meeting of the UN 
Security Council on maritime security on 
August 9. (Interfax Ukraine)

British ambassador on relations with Russia

A return to normal relations with the 
Russian Federation is impossible as long as 
it continues to destabilize Ukraine and 

seize its territory, British Ambassador to 
Ukraine Melinda Simmons said on August 6. 
Ms. Simmons said at the Inaugural Forum of 
the Expert Network of the Crimean 
Platform held in Kyiv that Ukraine contin-
ues to pay a high price for its courage, for 
having decided to use its sovereign right to 
turn toward the West. Russia must respect 
the independence and territorial integrity of 
Ukraine, and returning to normal relations 
is impossible as long as Russia continues to 
destabilize Ukraine and seize its territory, 
she said.  Ms. Simmons assured participants 
of the forum that the United Kingdom will 
try to strengthen the resolve of the interna-
tional community and make efforts to keep 
the issue of Crimea constantly in focus. The 
ambassador said that the United Kingdom 
remains a loyal partner of Ukraine as Kyiv 
resolutely defends its sovereignty, indepen-
dence and territorial integrity. Russia’s 
actions in 2014 cannot be justified, she 
added, saying that Russia seized the territo-
ry of sovereign Ukraine by force, having 
grossly violated the rights of Ukrainians, as 
well as a number of its international obliga-
tions. The United Kingdom’s position is 
clear, Ms. Simmons said: it does not recog-
nize and will not recognize the illegal annex-
ation of Crimea by Russia. Ms. Simmons 
stressed that the illegal annexation of 
Crimea posed significant challenges to 
Ukraine and the overall Euro-Atlantic secu-
rity system. She said that the international 
community must continue to confront 

(Continued on page 11)
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M. Antochy
R.  Bahautdyn
O.  Bulavitsky
M. Chorny
M. Deregus
J.   Hnizdovsky

L.  Hrycaj
O. Kaniuka
K. Korniychuk
A. Levitsky
V.  Lytvyn
S.  Novgorodska-Kucherenko

A. Orlenov
V.  Radetsky
M. Rudenko
A.  Serebyakov
N.  Starovoytova
T.   Virsta

S. Gerulak
S. Kobetz

Kosiv Ceramics
Lomanosov Porcelain

    Y. Sheremeta
    Trypillia

Pysanky
     T.  Horodetzky and other artists

Also
Icons, Jewelry, Amber, Coral, Gerdan Necklaces, Embroidery, 
Beaded and Embroidered clothing, Art Books, Kilims, Coins 

(Commemorative, USSR Proofs, 19th century Russian Rubles), 
USSR watches, Vintage Ukrainian Children’s Books

Online Estate Auction of Ukrainian Art
5 August-23 August 2021

Visit https://www.k-bid.com/auction/38357 
for online access to an auction of collected Ukrainian art

and Ukrainian, Soviet, Russian, and Eastern European wares.

Paintings, prints, woodcuts, litho

Ceramics
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these challenges. “We must show Russia 
that we will not tolerate its screaming disre-
spect for the international order. We must 
make sure that Russia is responsible for the 
terrible human rights violations and envi-
ronmental destruction on the peninsula. 
The rights of Crimean residents must be 
protected,” the ambassador said. The diplo-
mat stressed that it is always necessary to 
remind the world that Crimea is Ukraine 
and will always be Ukraine. That is why the 
United Kingdom welcomes the active efforts 
of Ukraine on the Crimean Platform initia-
tive, Ms. Simmons said. (Interfax Ukraine)

Marchers protest repression in Belarus

Hundreds of people marched in Warsaw 
to protest political repression in Belarus on 
the eve of the one-year anniversary of the 
Belarus presidential election that the oppo-
sition says was rigged in favor of authoritar-
ian leader Alyaksandr Lukashenka. Many 
Belarusians living in exile in Poland joined 
the demonstration in which people carried 
the Belarusian opposition’s red-and-white 
flag and chanted “Long live Belarus!” The 
protest began in central Warsaw and 
marched past the U.S. and Russian embas-
sies. A speaker at the latter accused Russian 
President Vladimir Putin of being responsi-
ble for repression in Belarus since the elec-
tion awarded Mr. Lukashenka a sixth term. 
Belarusians also marched in Kyiv on the eve 
of the election anniversary to show solidari-
ty with those who fight for freedom in 
Belarus and to commemorate the death of 
Belarusian activist Vital Shyshou, who was 
found hanged in a park in Kyiv after he was 
reported missing on August 2. Ukrainian 
police have launched a murder investigation 
into the death of the 26-year-old, who led a 
Kyiv-based organization helping persecuted 
Belarusians. Belarusian opposition leader 
Svyatlana Tsikhanouskaya posted a video 
clip of the march in Kyiv on Twitter, saying 
Belarus made a choice a year ago “and we 
continue to defend it.” The Belarusian oppo-
sition consider her the real winner of the 
August 2020 presidential vote. The 38-year-
old left Belarus out of fear for her safety 
amid a brutal state-orchestrated crackdown 
on dissent. The results of the August 9, 
2020, presidential election touched off mas-
sive street protests throughout Belarus, 
which led to the crackdown. Over the last 
year Belarusian authorities have forcibly 

expelled or jailed opposition leaders, arrest-
ed tens of thousands of people, targeted 
dozens of NGOs and refused accreditation 
to or forced out journalists. Mr. Lukashenka 
has earned the nickname of “Europe’s last 
dictator” in the West for his relentless 
repression of dissent, including the forced 
diversion in May of a Ryanair commercial 
flight to Belarus to arrest an opposition 
blogger and his girlfriend. The organizers of 
the Warsaw march said the event was held 
as a sign that Belarusians in Poland will not 
give up their fight to bring change to 
Belarus. Among their demands was the 
release of political prisoners held in Belarus. 
Poland, along with Lithuania and Ukraine, is 
hosting a number of Belarusians living in 
exile. One of the most recent to arrive is 
Krystsina Tsimanouskaya, an athlete who 
was granted a humanitarian visa after she 
refused her coaches’ orders that she return 
to Minsk after she publicly criticized their 
decisions. The European Union on August 8 
also acknowledged the anniversary of the 
Belarusian presidential election, saying in a 
statement it was ready to take “further mea-
sures” beyond sanctions already imposed 
“in light of the regime’s blatant disregard of 
international commitments.” EU foreign pol-
icy chief Josep Borrell said on Twitter that 
Belarusians went to the polls on August 9 
last year to vote for democracy. “Since then 
they have stood up for those values against 
[the Lukashenka] regime’s brutal repres-
sion,” he said. “Voices of the people of 
Belarus will not be silenced! We 
#StandwithBelarus.” (RFE/RL, with report-
ing by AP)

Ukraine negotiating with Moderna for vaccine

The Ministry of Health of Ukraine is 
negotiating with U.S. company Moderna 
regarding the authorization of a vaccine 
against coronavirus (COVID-19) in Ukraine, 
the ministry’s press service told Interfax-
Ukraine on August 11. “In order to register 
a medicine, a vaccine manufacturer must 
apply to a government regulator with a rel-
evant application for public authorization. 
Such a norm is the standard not only in 
Ukraine, but also in EU countries, the 
United States and during the re-qualifica-
tion of a medicine by the World Health 
Organization. The ministry is negotiating 
with the manufacturer so that this vaccine 
can be authorized in Ukraine,” the ministry 
said. The Health Ministry said that, accord-
ing to the current legislation, unauthorized 
medicines can be used in case of an emer-
gency. “Considering that the vaccine was 

approved for emergency use by regulators 
of the WHO, the United States and Europe, 
the ministry decided that, if this medicine 
is received as humanitarian aid, it will 
allow vaccination against COVID-19 in 
Ukraine. According to the current legisla-
tion, we have the right to use medicines 
unauthorized in Ukraine in case of an 
emergency,” the ministry said. Additionally, 
according to the statement, Ukraine has a 

powerful pharmacovigilance system har-
monized with international standards. 
Pharmacovigilance for the safety of vac-
cines against COVID-19 in Ukraine is regu-
lated by the pharmacovigilance procedure, 
the vaccination roadmap and the proce-
dure for prescribing and using medicines 
for the treatment of COVID-19, approved by 
Health Ministry decision No. 1482 dated 
June 30, 2020. (Interfax Ukraine)

(Continued from page 10)
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Born in Rybnyky, West Ukraine, on July 10,1922, she 
lived her life with enthusiasm and happiness. She was a long-time 
physician anesthesiologist at St. Mary’s Regional Medical Center in 
Lewiston Maine. She was also an accomplished writer and painter. 

Her book «My life’s journey from Ukraine to Maine» captures
 the highlights of her accomplishments. 

She was very proud to be a Ukrainian American!
We mourn the loss of beloved mother and will miss her dearly, 

but will always celebrate with gratitude her long and remarkable
 life. Her memory will never be forgotten by her friends 

and all the people, whose lives she touched.
Dr. Dycio was predeceased by her parents, Rev. Wasyl and Olena 

Tanczak and her devoted husband Dr. George Dycio.
She is survived by her loving daughter Zoya, sons Mark and George and 

their families.

May she rest in Eternal Peace!

With deep sorrow we announce that

Dr. Maria Myroslava 
Tanczak-Dycio

passed away peacefully at the age of 99
 on August 2 , 2021.

1152 Route 10 West, Suite N, Randolph, NJ 07869
862-219-5344
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hryvnias more than in the previous year.  
However, he was fired before his five-year 
contract expired. The Odesa regional coun-
cil, which comprised representatives of the 
pro-Russian party “Opposition Bloc – For 
Life,” made the decision to remove the art-
ist from his position. However, the artist 
continued to perform his duties anyway, 
filing an appeal in court.

The dismissal caused outrage among 
the cultural and non-profit sectors in 
Odesa. More than 1,000 people came to the 
rally to defend Mr. Roytburd as museum 
director. Eventually, it the protests grew so 
large that the artist himself called these 
events “the cultural Maidan of modern 
Ukraine” because it was a result of cultural 
concerns that many people banded togeth-
er as they had done during previous pro-
tests. Mr. Roytburd’s supporters included 
the poet Boris Khersonsky, Lviv mayor 
Andriy Sadovy and Mikheil Saakashvili, the 
former president of Georgia and later the 
governor of the Odesa region.

In December 2020, deputies of the 
regional council revoked the decision to 
dismiss the artist from the post of director, 
and the Supreme Court ruled that Mr. 
Roytburd’s dismissal was not legal.

In late 2020, Mr. Roytburd became a 
deputy of the Odesa regional council.  He 
was a member of former Ukrainian presi-
dent Petro Poroshenko’s European 
Solidarity party.

“A genius and an extraordinary man 
passed away,” said Minister of Culture and 

Information Policy Oleksandr Tkachenko. 
“I remember how we recently walked 
through the halls of his museum. He was 
inspired to talk about an exhibition of con-
temporary art that is about to begin, and 
today the great artist is no longer with us.”

According to Mr. Tkachenko, Mr. 
Roytburd had been feeling ill recently, but 
he had been working and dreaming of cre-
ating a contemporary art museum in Odesa.

“He was ill but did not lose his strength 
of spirit, sense of humor, and had big plans 
– not only the construction and restoration 
of the Odesa Fine Arts Museum. He was 
inspired by the idea of creating a museum 
of contemporary art in Odesa. We all have 
to make his dream come true now, in his 
memory,” Mr. Tkachenko said in announc-
ing plans for a new modern art museum.

In  S e p temb er  2021,  Meridia n 
Czernowitz will publish Mr. Roytburd’s 
book “Poems of a Dilettante,” illustrated by 
Serhiy Zhadan. Earlier, Mr. Roytburd pro-
vided the illustrations for Mr. Zhadan’s 
book of poetry.

“A year ago, we came up with the idea to 
publish a collection of his poems. Sasha 
loved to read them at feasts. He read with 
inspiration, fun and persuasiveness. So, the 
idea of the book could not fail to arise,” Mr. 
Zhadan wrote on his Facebook page.

“Sash, you designed my collection; let 
me design yours,” Mr. Zhadan recalled say-
ing during one of their conversations.

“Sasha grimaced, but agreed,” Mr. 
Zhadan said.  “I collected the manuscript 
and read it. I started drawing. These were 
strange, interesting poems, not quite simi-
lar to his paintings, in which there was a lot 
of eros, a lot of Odesa, a lot of sadness.”

(Continued from page 3)

Oleksandr...
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Ukraine exceeds expectations at the 2020 Summer Olympics
Ukraine wins additional eight medals

Ukraine’s Liudmyla Luzan captured a 
bronze medal in the women’s C-1 200-
meter (canoe sprint) with a time of 47.034 
seconds, barely being edged out by second-
place finisher Laurence Vincent-Lapointe of 
Canada (46.786 seconds). Luzan finished 
first in her semifinal heat with a time of 
47.339 seconds. The 24-year-old Ivano-
Frankivsk native is the 2021 European 
champion in the C-1 500-meter and C-2 
500-meter events. Anzhelika Terliuga 
(women’s 55 kg) qualified for the Olympic 
Games by finishing among the top four 
karateka at the end of the combined World 
Karate Federation Rankings. Terliuga 
proved worthy of her qualification by 
defeating opponents from Egypt, Japan and 

Chinese Taipei, while drawing with chal-
lengers from Kazakhstan and Austria. In 
the final she lost to Bulgarian Ivet 
Goranova, 1-5, winning Ukraine’s second 
silver medal of the Tokyo Games.

Stanislav Horuna won a bronze medal 
in karate’s men’s 75 kg kumite on August 
6. The discipline of kumite is grappling 
with two athletes facing one another on a 
mat, aiming to land blows to the head, 
face, neck, chest, side or back. The 
32-year-old Lviv native also practices 
snowboarding, skydiving, rope jumping 
and rafting. The women’s artistic swim-
ming team won a bronze medal in team 
competition. The octet comprised Maryna 
Aleksiiva, Vladyslava Alek siiva, Marta 

Fedina, Kateryna Reznik, Anastasiya 
Savchuk, Alina Shynkarenko, Kseniya 
Sydorenko and Yelyzaveta Yakhno. The 
Ukrainian team was 5.7961 points behind 
the gold medal winning Russians.

Yaroslava Mahuchikh won bronze in the 
women’s high jump on August 7. She 
cleared two meters in her final attempt. 
The gold medal winning height was 2.04 
meters and the silver was earned with a 
height of 2.02 meters. The canoeing duo of 
Luzan and Anastasiia Chetverikova won a 
silver medal in women’s C-2 500-meter. It 
was the second Olympic medal for Luzan. 
The Ukrainians lost out on gold to China by 

(Continued on page 15)Ukraine’s synchronized swimming team is celebrating its bronze medal performance.

Middleweight boxing silver 
medalist Oleksandr Khyzhniak.

Canoeing doubles silver medal-
ist and flag bearer for Ukraine 

Liudmyla Luzan.
Bronze medal winning high 
jumper Yaroslava Mahuchikh.

Cyc l ing  s i lver medal i s t 
Oksana Starikova.

noc-ukr.org
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Ukraine’s superiority in women’s artistic gymnastics: A retrospective
by Ihor N. Stelmach

The late 1980s witnessed the Soviet 
Union begin to fall apart, and along with it, 
so did their women’s artistic gymnastics 
program. Concurrently, Ukrainian gym-
nasts were dominating. The year 1989 saw 
six Ukrainians active at the senior level 
reach outstanding heights: Oksana 
Omelianchik, Olga Strazheva, Yulia Kut, 
Ludmilla Stovbchataya, Olesia Dudnik and 
Natalia Kalinina. Between starting and 
alternate positions, each of them made an 
Olympic or World Championship team 
between 1988 and 1992. These six 
Ukrainians were not merely participating 
in the Soviet program, they were leading it.

At the 1989 USSR Championships, 
Ukrainian gymnasts won nine out of 15 
individual medals. In the all-around compe-
tition, Ukrainians finished in first, third and 
fourth places. The diversity of talent was as 
impressive as the dominance. Four differ-
ent gymnasts (Kalinina, Kut, Strazheva and 
Omelianchik) each won a gold or silver 
medal. Olesia Dudnik proved herself with a 
silver medal in the all-around at the 1989 
USSR Cup and she had a strong showing 
the same year at the World Championships.

By the year 1990, Ukraine lost two veter-
an gymnasts when Oksana Omelianchik 
was forced into retirement by Soviet offi-
cials, and Olga Strazheva’s career came to 
an end after an 18th place finish at the 
1990 USSR Cup. However, Ukraine’s 
Women’s Artistic Gymnastics program was 
not collapsing, but reloading. Svetlana 
Ivanova, a promising junior, had turned in 
what some described as the best perfor-
mance that anyone from the Soviet team 
had ever given in the history of the Junior 
European Championships in 1988.

As impressive as Ivanova was as a junior, 
by the time of the 1992 Olympics, she had 
switched to a different discipline of gym-
nastics. At the 1992 World Championships 
she chose to compete in acrobatics and just 
missed out on a medal with her 4th place 
finish. The two new future stars in artistic 
gymnastics would turn out to be Tatiana 
Lysenko and Tatiana Gutsu.

The 1990 season turned out to be a most 
compelling year in the history of Soviet 
women’s artistic gymnastics. Svetlana 
Boginskaya was without a doubt the top 
Soviet gymnast of 1989 and 1991. In 1990, 
she spent most of the year battling her 
Ukrainian teammates for top billing. In the 
Goodwill Games she finished second to 
Natalia Kalinina, while in World Cup com-
petition she finished second to Tatiana 
Lysenko. With Boginskaya, Kalinina and 
Lysenko fighting it out amongst each other, 
experts in the sport had already started to 
notice the potential of Tatiana Gutsu.

This was the top of the program. Further 
down there were even more Ukrainians 
hoping to make an impact. At the 1990 
USSR Championships there were eight 
Ukrainian gymnasts in the top 15.

Four Ukrainians participated at the 1989 
World Championships with two starters 
and two alternates. One half of the USSR’s 
top gymnasts were Ukrainian.

Ukraine enjoyed its greatest success in 
1991, with Gutsu, Kalinina and Lysenko all 
making the 1991 World Championship 
squad. The trio went on to sweep the cham-
pionships.

Soviet Union disbanded

After the Soviet Union dissolved in 1991, 
the now former Soviet gymnasts found 
themselves representing their newly inde-
pendent countries prior to the 1992 
Olympics. They would also be competing in 
the Olympics as a unified team under the 

Olympic flag.
At the 1992 European Championships, 

the former Soviet gymnasts represented 
their own countries. Lysenko and Gutsu led 
the way with Boginskaya finishing fifth. At 
the 1992 CIS Championships (replacing the 
USSR), four Ukrainians finished in the top 
eight. When the Olympic team was select-
ed, only Gutsu and Lysenko made the team, 
with Stovbchataya being an alternate. 
Kalinina was left off the team despite her 
fifth-place finish at the CIS Championships.

This proved to be a most controversial 
team selection. The Soviet Unified Team left 
off a very popular gymnast who had solid 
results in an effort to limit the number of 
Ukrainian gymnasts. Many argued Kalinina 
and even Stovbchataya should have made 
the Unified Team.

There were two Ukrainians on the 1992 
Olympic team, more than enough for 
Ukraine to leave its mark. The Soviet 
Unified Team won five individual medals, 
all five won by Ukrainian gymnasts. Tatiana 
Gutsu won the coveted all-around title.

In retrospect, it was no surprise that 
Ukrainian gymnasts had been so dominant 
in the ex-Soviet program at the 1992 
Olympic Games. The preview happened 
four years earlier at the 1988 Soviet-East 
German Dual Meet, where the Soviets only 
entered their most prized junior prospects. 
In 1988, five of the six Soviet competitors 
were Ukrainian (Gutsu, Kalinina, Kut, 
Stovbchataya and Dudnik).

The 1992 Olympics would be the final 
notable competition for the trio of Gutsu, 
Kut and Dudnik. The trio of Stovbchataya, 
Kalinina and Lysenko went on to compete 
into the next Olympic cycle. The latter three 
would be role models for the next protégé 
to enter the Ukrainian women’s artistic 
gymnastic program, one Lilia Podkopayeva.

Podkopayeva would go down in history 
as one of the greatest. She won the all-
around title at the 1995 Worlds and the 
1996 Olympics. In doing so Lilia became 
the first reigning World Champion since 
Ludmilla Turischeva in 1972 to win the 
Olympic all-around title. It would not hap-
pen again until Simone Biles came along.

Podkopayeva did not last very long on 
the gymnastics scene. She was one of many 
casualties of Ukraine’s ill-fated run at the 
1997 World Championships where they 
fielded only four gymnasts after a dire rash 
of injuries.

Viktoria Karpenko

Lilia was gone, but along came Viktoria 
Karpenko, a member of Ukraine’s 1995 
World Championships team. Injuries pre-
vented her from appearing at the 1996 
Olympics and the 1997 Worlds. She made 
her mark in 1998, becoming one of the few 
foreign competitors to win the American 
Cup. In Japan she beat both Simona 

Amanar and Svetlana Khorkina at the 1997 
Chunichi Cup, while also besting Elena 
Produnova and Andrea Raducan. Honored 
gymnastics coach Oleg Ostapenko called 
Karpenko the most talented gymnast he 
ever had in his program.

Karpenko won silver in the all-around at 
the 1999 Worlds and seemingly had anoth-
er medal at the 2000 Olympics before a 
disastrous floor performance dropped her 
to 12th place. Her high-profile fall at the 
Olympics is one of the most devastating 
performances a gymnastics fan can watch – 
the ultimate Olympic heartbreak. The foot-
age also marks something well beyond 
Karpenko herself – the death of Ukrainian 
gymnasts.

Yes, memorable gymnasts continued to 
carry the Ukrainian flag, some even man-
aged to win gold medals. But the landscape 
had been altered, and Ukraine was no lon-
ger one of the sport’s leaders; it became a 
country that could only occasionally upset 
the medal race.

The fall of the Berlin Wall began the 
transition from a period when women’s 
artistic gymnastics was dominated by 
Communist countries to its current form. 
The sport is now ruled by either countries 
with large populations (Russia, China), or 
small wealthy countries (Belgium, 
Netherlands). Ukraine had neither, so the 
sport left them behind.

Ukraine lost its coaches to rival programs 
in the 1990s, often because the young, 
struggling independent nation lacked the 
funds to pay them. The gymnasts left behind 
carried on, but the country’s economy and 
population base did not. Ukraine’s gross 
domestic product would eventually shrink 
to half of Mexico’s, and its population 
shrank by 18 percent since Gutsu’s historic 
win in 1992. Replacing gymnastics equip-
ment was almost impossible in a country 
struggling to fill its basic needs.

Karpenko was the last of her kind. 
Future Ukrainian gymnasts would never 
enjoy the same access to top-rate coaching, 
state of the art training facilities, or be 
products of Soviet talent scouts who deliv-
ered athletically gifted children to sporting 
officials. Even if Ukraine found another tal-
ented young gymnast, could she be proper-
ly trained?

Changes to the gymnastics format, like 
the elimination of compulsories, introduc-
tion of open-ended scoring or modifications 
to country limits, would not fix the prob-
lems. Ukraine joined Bulgaria, Belarus and 
Romania in the graveyard of Eastern 
European women’s artistic gymnastics pow-
ers. These programs all suffered the same 
problem – the core issues that triggered 
their declines had nothing to do with the 
sport. It was instead an issue of demograph-
ic imbalance during a time when favorable 
demographics are now essential to success. 

The downfall of these historic programs was 
heartbreaking, but inevitable.

Upswing in the making

Today, unlike its Eastern European 
rivals, Ukraine is experiencing an upswing. 
The young Anastasia Bachynska and Diana 
Varinska have proven to be talented and 
popular. The Ukrainian program is again in 
the hands of Oleg Ostapenko, who returned 
to Ukraine in 2017. He is the venerable 
coach most associated with Ukraine’s past 
glory days.

There are reasons to be hopeful for 
Eastern European women’s artistic gym-
nastics. As these nations pivot toward the 
European Union, the economic decline that 
caused the fall of their gymnastics pro-
grams may also be reversed. In the past, 
Ukrainian coaches developed legendary 
gymnasts by utilizing the rich resources of 
the old Soviet arsenal. Now, they have had 
over two decades to learn alternative train-
ing methods to make up for equipment 
they no longer have. Oleg Ostapenko’s 
return is a big plus.

Ukraine may be on the doorstep of a 
resurgence with Ostapenko guiding 
Bachynska and Varinska. Ukraine, along 
with other Eastern European nations, are 
slowly turning the corner, figuring out how 
to overcome their demographic disadvan-
tage. These countries are still learning the 
lessons of how to transition from a commu-
nist model to a western one, all while cop-
ing with economic upheaval. As bleak as 
Ukraine’s situation may be, there springs 
eternal hope for a better tomorrow.

Ukraine was one of a few countries to 
attend the 2020 European Championships, 
along with their old Romanian rivals. They 
ignored the questions of competing in the 
middle of a pandemic and the legitimacy of 
medals won in a competition with so many 
high-profile withdrawals. For the first time 
in a long time, Ukraine entered a competi-
tion as an expected favorite. If only for a lit-
tle bit, it seemed like the olden days. 
Perhaps it is an omen of the future.

Ukraine finished third out of eight com-
peting nations at the 2020 European 
Championships with six medals: one gold, a 
silver and four bronze, behind Romania 
(14) and Hungary (8). They earned a gold 
in the team competition with Anastasia 
Bachynska, Yelyzaveta Hubareva, Anastasia 
Motak, Anhelina Radivilova and Diana 
Varinska comprising Ukraine’s team. Junior 
medalists were Daniela Batrona and Daria 
Lyska.

Ukraine tied for third place out of seven 
competing nations at the 2021 European 
Championships with one lone bronze 
medal, won by Anastasia Bachynska.

Ihor Stelmach may be reached at iman@
sfgsports.com.

Natalia KalininaTatiana LysenkoTatiana Gutsu
themedalcount.com
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August 19 Cigar Night, Hoverlia Social Club, Ukrainian American Cultural 
Whippany, NJ Center of New Jersey, hoverliasocialclub@gmail.com

August 21-22 Ukrainian Village Independence Day Parade, City of Parma, 
Parma, OH Ukrainian Organizations of Ohio and Ukrainian Village 
 Committee, https://ukrainianvillageparma.org 
 (Parade route is along State Road)

August 21-22 Ukrainian Festival, Ukrainian Homestead, 
Lehighton, PA oseliaodwu@gmail.com or 610-377-6561

August 22 Ukrainian Independence Day celebration program and lunch,
The Colony, TX St. Sophia Ukrainian Catholic Church, www.uast.org or
 daria1215@veerizon.net

August 22 Vyshyvanka Run/Walk, Ukrainian Running Club New York, 
New York USS Maine National Monument (Columbus Circle), 
 www.eventbrite.com/e/vyshyvanka-run-2021-2021-tickets-
 163307229319

August 24 30th anniversary Ukrainian Independence Day celebration, 
Philadelphia Honorary Consulate of Ukraine in Philadelphia, Ukrainian
 Federation of America, 215-364-1200 or 
 info@UAConsulPhila.org

August 24 Annual celebration of Ukraine’s Independence Day, with flag- 
Jenkintown/ raising ceremony at Philadelphia City Hall, evening program at 
Philadelphia the Ukrainian Educational and Cultural Center, 
 www.uecc-phila.org

August 24 Flag raising ceremony for the 30th anniversary of Ukraine’s 
Clifton/ independence day, Ukrainian Congress Committee of America, 
Passaic, NJ Clifton City Hall, with reception at Ukrainian Center, 
 973-470-5800 or 973-473-3379

August 24 Ukrainian Independence Day flag raising ceremony, 
North Port, FL North Port City Hall, drdanvira@yahoo.com

August 24 Ukrainian Independence Day flag raising celebration, 
Binghamton, NY Ukrainian Congress Committee of America, Binghamton City
 Hall, 607-798-9148 or LMZobniw@aol.com

August 24 Virtual concert celebration of Ukraine’s 30th anniversary of
Online independence, Ukrainian Institute of Modern Art, 
 www.uima-chicago.org

August 25 Presentation of proclamation celebrating Ukraine’s 30th 
Sarasota, FL anniversary of independence, Sarasota County Administration
 Center, drdanvira@yahoo.com

August 26 Exhibit of video works by artists based in Ukraine, “A Radically 
New York Different Society,” with presentation by Lesia Kulchynska, 
 Ukrainian Institute of America, www.ukrainianinstitute.org or 
 212-288-8660

August 26 Fourth annual USCAK Beach Soccer Tournament, Ukrainian 
Wildwood Crest, Sports Federation of the U.S.A. and Canada, www.uscak.org 
NJ or uscaksports@gmail.com

August 26 Exhibit and presentation with Lesia Kulchynska, “A Radically 
through Different World: Video Works by Contemporary Artists 
September 21 Based in Ukraine,” Ukrainian Institute of America,
New York www.ukrainianinstitute.org or 212-288-8660

August 27 Presentation by Andrew Oleksiuk, “Postmarked Through 
Chicago History: Discover the History of Ukraine Through the
 Visuals on Stamps,” Ukrainian Institute of Modern Art, 
 www.uima-chicago.org or 773-227-5522

August 27 12th annual USCAK Ukrainian Beach Volleyball Tournament, 
Wildwood Crest, Ukrainian Sports Federation of the U.S.A. and Canada, 
NJ uscaksports@gmail.com or www.uscak.org

August 28 Season closing concert and fundraiser, featuring mezzo 
Jewett, NY soprano Vira Slywotzky and pianist David Sytkowski,
 performing works by Copland, Stepovy Weill, Verdi and
 Sonevytsky, Music and Art Center of Greene County, 
 www.grazhdamusicandart.org

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.

a scant two seconds. The winner of box-
ing’s middleweight (69 kg to 75 kg) silver 
medal was Ukrainian Oleksandr Khyzhniak. 
Khyzhniak was stopped by a third-round 
knockdown by gold medalist Hebert Soura 
from Brazil. The 27-year-old Poltava native 
won Best Boxer at the 2017 World 
Championships. The final day of competi-
tion (August 8) witnessed cyclist Olena 
Starikova win a silver medal in the women’s 
individual sprint. The 25-year-old Kharkiv 
native beat out 29 other cyclists from 18 
nations for second-place honors. This was 
Ukraine’s sixth silver medal and 19th over-
all medal at these Summer Games.

More noteworthy performances

In athletics (track and field), Anna 
Ryzhykova placed fifth in the 400-meter 
hurdles with a time of 53.48 seconds. Her 
cohort, Viktoriya Tkachuk, was right 
behind her in this event, taking sixth overall 
with a time of 53.79 seconds. Mykhaylo 
Kokhan’s hammer throws netted him a 
fourth-place finish with a distance of 80.39 
meters, just missing out on a bronze medal. 
Two Ukrainian female athletes ended up 
fifth in their field sports: Maryna Bekh-
Romanchuk in the long jump (6.88 meters) 
and Maryna Kylypko in the pole vault (4.50 
meters). In cycling’s women’s keirin 
(motor-paced track cycling), Olena 
Starikova was fourth (first in the semifi-
nals) and Lyubov Basova sixth. The four-
some of Bohdan Nikishyn, Ihor Reizlin, 
Roman Svichkar and Anatoliy Herey earned 
sixth overall in men’s team épée fencing. 
Men’s artistic gymnastics saw Ukrainian 

Petro Pakhnyuk place seventh in the paral-
lel bars competition. Two shooters finished 
fourth in their events, Pavlo Korostylov in 
men’s 10-meter air pistol and Olena 
Kostevych in women’s 10-meter air pistol. 
Serhiy Kulish was eighth in the men’s 
50-meter rifle three-positions. In wrestling, 
Lenur Temirov (60 kg) was fifth in Greco-
Roman and Tetyana Kit (57 kg) was 10th in 
women’s freestyle.

A pair of Ukrainian women finished with 
top-10 performances in high jump: Iryna 
Hera shchenko (fourth) and Yuliya 
Levchenko (eighth), Maryna Kylypko was 
fifth in pole vault (4.50 meters). The four-
some of Mariia Kichasova-Skoryk, Liudmyla 
Kuklinovska, Anastasiia Todorova and 
Mariya Povkh placed 10th overall in canoe-
ing’s K-4 500-meter racing. Young Oleksiy 

Sereda, age 15, was sixth in men’s 10-meter 
platform diving and Kamila Konotop (55 kg) 
ended up fifth in women’s weightlifting. In 
rhythmic gymnastics, individual competitors 
Khrystyna Pohranychna finished ninth with 
a total score of 95.100 points and Viktoriia 
Onopriienko 10th with a score of 93.500 
points. The team of Mariola Bodnarchuk, 
Daryna Duda, Yeva Meleshchuk, Anastasiya 
Voznyak and Mariia Vysochanska ranked 
seventh overall with 77.600 points.

Ukraine exceeds expectations

In the Olympics preview article on these 
very pages, it was written that Ukraine’s 
performances in previous Summer Olympic 
Games have been on a downward trend. In 
Rio (2016), Ukraine won 11 medals (two 
gold) with 203 Olympians. It was thought 

hopes of reversing the downward trend 
would be challenging in Tokyo with 
Ukraine sending only 155 athletes to com-
pete in some 20 sports. The COVID-19 pan-
demic obviously played a part in so many 
aspects of the planning and training stages 
for each participating nation, not to men-
tion the health and safety protocols being 
followed for the past 16-plus months.

Team Ukraine exceeded expectations in 
Tokyo with their 19 total medals, including 
a lone gold, six silver and 12 bronze med-
als. This was good for an overall ranking of 
16th out of 111 nations that medaled. Their 
result put them ahead of Spain, Switzerland 
and Sweden, to name a few major 
European sports programs.

Zhan Beleniuk with his gold medal in 
Greco-Roman wrestling and record-setter 
double medalist Mykhailo Romanchuk 
were the Ukrainian heroes. Wrestling was 
the most successful Ukrainian sport (four 
medals, including a gold, a silver and two 
bronze), followed by swimming, karate and 
canoeing (each with a silver and bronze), 
and artistic swimming (two bronze).

Paralympics up next: Unlike Ukraine’s 
regular Olympic team, Ukraine’s Paralym-
pics contingent is a powerhouse. In 2016 
Ukraine was third among all nations with 
41 gold and a total of 117 medals. This 
topped the results from 2012, which were 
32 gold and 84 total medals. In 2012 and 
2008, Ukraine placed fourth among all 
countries competing. Please stay tuned for 
our Paralympics preview and a special fea-
ture on Paralympian Oksana Masters.

Tokyo tidbit: Two-time medalist, 
Ukrainian sprint canoer Luzan had the 
honor of being Ukraine’s flag bearer during 
the closing ceremonies of the 2020 
Summer Olympic Games in Tokyo.

(Continued from page 12)

Ukraine exceeds...

Team Ukraine celebrates its performance at the 2020 Tokyo Olympics during the clos-
ing ceremonies.

noc-ukr.org
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