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by Roman Tymotsko

LVIV – The secretary of Ukraine’s 
National Defense and Security Council 
(NDSC) has called the downing of Ukraine 
International Airlines flight PS752 in 2020 
an act of terrorism perpetrated by the 
Iranian military.

“What happened on January 8, 2020, 
was a terrorist act committed against a 
civilian aircraft,” Oleksiy Danilov, the NDSC 
secretary, said during an interview on 
December 5 with Voice of America (VOA).

Mr. Danilov expressed disappointment 
that Iran has refused to cooperate with an 

investigation of the tragedy and that Iran 
will not pay reparations to the victims of 
the tragedy.

Iran has acknowledged that missiles 
fired by its military struck flight PS752, kill-
ing all 176 people on board, but it has 
maintained that the firing was accidental.  
The Iranian government previously put the 
blame on Iranian soldiers who operated 
the missile system. They also pinned part of 
the blame on what they said was a mis-
aligned air defense system.

In his remarks, Mr. Danilov said Iranian 

Ukrainian official calls downing of flight 
PS752 by Iran an act of terrorism

Flurry of meetings in Europe to ease  
tensions end inconclusively

(Continued on page 4)

by Mark Raczkiewycz

KYIV – Three rounds of European secu-
rity talks focusing on Ukraine and involving 
U.S. officials and Russia this week resem-
bled a hostage situation.

About 100,000 Russian troops armed 
with heavy weaponry and positioned along 
its borders have “a gun pointed to Ukraine’s 
head,” U.S. Secretary of State Antony Blinken 
said ahead of the first round of talks in 
Geneva between U.S and Russian officials.

The military presence, unannounced 
and without a stated purpose since last 
April, have led to fears of Russia further 
invading Ukraine. A war there is entering 
its ninth year and has cost some 14,000 
lives. 

The Russian military deployment pre-
ceded two draft treaties that Moscow 
released in December, and which outline 
demands for a drastic rollback of NATO’s 

West rebuffs Russia’s demands 
on Ukraine, NATO

(Continued on page 5)

U.S. Deputy Secretary of State Wendy Sherman stands beside her counterpart, 
Russian Deputy Foreign Affairs Minister Sergey Ryabkov, in Geneva, Switzerland, 

where they met for security discussions on January 10. 

U.S. State Department

Individuals gathered on January 8 at a stone monument in Kyiv’s Boryspil 
International Airport to commemorate the second anniversary of the downing of 

Ukraine International Airlines flight PS752.

Serhii Nuzhnenko, RFE/RL

40th REGULAR CONVENTION 
of the 

UKRAINIAN NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, INC. 
will be held at Soyuzivka Heritage Center, Kerhonkson, N.Y., beginning Friday, May 13, 2022, through Sunday, May 15, 2022.

ANNOUNCEMENT OF THE 40th CONVENTION OF THE UKRAINIAN NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, INC.

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN TO THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY, BRANCH OFFICERS, AND TO ALL MEMBERS OF 
THE UKRAINIAN NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, THAT THE

In accordance with the By-Laws of the Ukrainian 
National Association (UNA), information about Branch 
elections of Delegates to the 40th Regular Convention, 
Delegate qualifications, number of Delegates that will 
represent each Branch, as well as information regarding 
the Credentials Form for Delegates, is provided below. 
The UNA General Assembly issues this call of the 40th 
Regular Convention (further Convention). The transition 
of the UNA from a General Assembly governing structure 
to a Corporate Board of Directors governing structure is 

effective as of July 1, 2022. In preparation for the 
Convention, please review the section “IMPORTANT 
INFORMATION” and act to meet the requirements.

IMPORTANT INFORMATION
UNA Governance and Membership

UNA adopted new By-Laws that went into effect 
January 31, 2020. However, not all elements of these 
By-Laws can be implemented until the Corporate Board 

of Directors (CBD) is elected and seated at the start of the 
next administrative year that begins July 1, 2022. Until 
July 1, 2022, the UNA’s corporate governance remains in 
a transition phase between the existing governance 
structure, during which the General Assembly (GA) acts 
to accomplish UNA objectives, and the future governance 
structure, after which all executive powers will rest with 
the CBD. During the transition phase, the GA will contin-

(Continued on page 11)
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NATO rejects Russian demands

NATO had a “serious and direct 
exchange” with Russian officials on the 
Ukraine crisis and the alliance is ready to 
meet Kremlin envoys again to discuss 
European security, NATO chief Jens 
Stoltenberg said. Speaking on January 12 
after meeting in Brussels with a delegation 
from Russia as part of the NATO-Russia 
Council, Mr. Stoltenberg said the alliance 
would not agree to Moscow’s demands for a 
new security architecture in Europe but 
wanted to continue diplomacy. Russian 
President Vladimir Putin has issued a series 
of demands for security guarantees in 
Europe, including NATO not accepting new 
members like Ukraine and Georgia and lim-
its on allied deployments in Eastern 
European NATO members. Mr. Stoltenberg 
reiterated that Ukraine has a right to decide 
its future security arrangements and that 
Russia had no right to veto NATO admitting 
new members. Mr. Stoltenberg said NATO 
voiced “serious concern” over Moscow’s 
buildup of nearly 100,000 troops near 
Russia’s border with Ukraine and in the 
occupied Crimean Peninsula in what 
Western capitals fear could be a prelude to 
an invasion. “There are significant differenc-
es between NATO allies and Russia on this 
issue,” he told reporters after the four-hour 
meeting with Russian officials. “Our differ-
ences will not be easy to bridge, but it is a 
positive sign that all NATO allies and Russia 
sat down around the same table and 
engaged on substantive topics.” Mr. Stol-
tenberg said the allies had agreed to hold a 
series of meetings with Moscow on a vari-
ety of strategic issues. “Russia was not in a 
position to agree on that proposal. They 
didn’t reject it either, but the Russian repre-
sentatives made it clear that they needed 
some time to come back to NATO with an 
answer,” he said. The Russian delegation 
was led by Deputy Foreign Affairs Minister 
Aleksandr Grushko and Deputy Defense 
Minister Aleksandr Fomin. At a lengthy 
news conference after the meeting, Mr. 
Grushko said that NATO’s expansion poses a 
threat to Russia’s security, but that Moscow 
was willing to talk about weapons deploy-
ment and verification measures. “It’s abso-
lutely imperative to end the policy of open 

doors and offer Russia legally binding guar-
antees precluding further NATO’s expansion 
eastward,” Mr. Grushko said. “The freedom 
to choose ways of ensuring one’s security 
mustn’t be implemented in a way that 
infringes the legitimate security interests of 
others.” Kremlin spokesman Dmitry Peskov 
reiterated that Russia, while not issuing ulti-
matums, remains concerned about the 
Western alliance’s possible enlargement. 
“Of course, Russia is concerned over any 
NATO expansion. NATO is not an instrument 
of development, it is an instrument of con-
frontation,” Mr. Peskov told journalists in 
Moscow. The NATO-Russia Council meeting 
was the first under that framework in more 
than two years. It was the second round of 
high-stakes diplomacy this week following 
an initial meeting between senior U.S. and 
Russian officials in Geneva on January 10. 
Deputy Secretary of State Wendy Sherman, 
the top American negotiator at the Geneva 
talks, also took part in the meeting in the 
Belgian capital. She called on Russia to stay 
at the negotiating table to discuss Ukraine 
and other issues, including arms control. “If 
Russia walks away ... it will be quite appar-
ent they were never serious about pursuing 
diplomacy and that is why collectively we 
are preparing for every eventuality,” Ms. 
Sherman told reporters in Brussels. “The 
heavy pace of bilateral and multilateral 
engagements this week demonstrates that 
the United States and our allies and part-
ners are not dragging our feet. It is Russia 
that has to make a stark choice: de-escala-
tion and diplomacy or confrontation and 
consequences,” she said. The NATO-Russia 
Council was set up two decades ago, but full 
meetings were suspended after Russia 
annexed Ukraine’s Crimean Peninsula in 
2014. The council has met only sporadically 
since, the last time in July 2019. Western 
officials and analysts say Russia’s buildup is 
an attempt to pressure the United States 
and European allies to make concessions. 
(RFE/RL, with reporting by AFP, Reuters 
and dpa)

U.S. says NATO allies ‘united’

The U.S. ambassador to NATO says mem-
bers of the alliance “stand united” ahead of 

(Continued on page 10)

 NEWS ANALYSIS

by Reid Standish
RFE/RL

Russia’s military intervention in Kazakh-
stan to support the country’s embattled 
regime was an effort by Moscow to help 
head off a popular revolt attempting to 
unseat a friendly autocrat in a neighboring 
country.

And a week after mass protests and sub-
sequent riots first swept Kazakhstan, the 
Kremlin’s gamble appears to be working.

Kazakh President Qasym-Zhomart 
Toqaev, who launched a crackdown to quell 
the unrest that he claims was the result of 
foreign-backed “terrorist aggression” and 
an attempted coup, says calm has returned 
and that Russian forces – which arrived 
under the guise of the Moscow-led Collec-
tive Security Treaty Organization (CSTO) at 
Mr. Toqaev’s request – have succeeded in 
supporting the Kazakh government.

Now, as a series of high-level talks open 
between the United States and its Euro-
pean allies with Russia over mounting 
pressure from Moscow, analysts are divid-
ed over how the Kremlin’s response to the 
unrest in Kazakhstan could impact tensions 
with Ukraine, along whose border Russia 
has amassed some 100,000 combat-ready 
troops.

“It could make Moscow more open to 
compromise because it feels it needs a free 
hand to deal with a crisis in Kazakhstan. Or 
it could make Russia believe it needs to be 
more assertive after feeling its interests are 
threatened on another front,” former 
French diplomat Marie Dumoulin, a pro-
gram director at the European Council on 
Foreign Relations, told RFE/RL.

Ukraine and Kazakhstan are a continent 
away and separated by thousands of kilo-
meters, but the two countries are linked by 
a shared Soviet past and complex relation-
ships with Moscow as the Kremlin has used 
its military strength and energy influence 
to try to reclaim its lost geopolitical clout 
since the collapse of the Soviet Union.

Leading into the talks – which began in 
Geneva on January 10 between a Russian 
delegation led by Deputy Foreign Affairs 
Minister Sergei Ryabkov and a U.S. delega-

tion helmed by Deputy Secretary of State 
Wendy Sherman – the Kremlin has laid out 
a list of demands, such as seeking guaran-
tees that NATO won’t look to expand any 
further eastward into countries like 
Ukraine and Georgia.

Those Russian demands for security 
guarantees are seen by some analysts as 
part of a larger bid by Moscow for a recog-
nized sphere of influence, which Russia’s 
swift intervention into Kazakhstan may 
help support.

“In some ways, it strengthens [Russian 
President Vladimir] Putin’s hand going in,” 
Angela Stent, a former U.S. national intelli-
gence officer on Russia and a professor at 
Georgetown University, told RFE/RL. “It 
reinforces the idea that [Mr.] Putin has 
been hammering home for years, which is 
that Russia has a special relationship with 
former Soviet states and that he wants the 
outside world to respect that.”

Watching Ukraine

The stakes are high for all involved, with 
Russia building up its forces along Ukraine’s 
borders in what U.S. intelligence says are 
preparations for another possible invasion.

Moscow occupied and annexed Crimea 
from Ukraine in 2014 and is also backing 
forces in the country’s east in a war that 
has killed more than 13,000 people.

With that in mind, concerns over escala-
tion of the ongoing conflict in eastern 
Ukraine have followed the talks to Geneva 
and will also loom over discussions later 
this week at a meeting of the NATO-Russia 
Council in Brussels and at the Organization 
for Cooperation and Security in Europe in 
Vienna.

The United States and other Western 
allies have pledged “severe costs” to Russia 
if it moves against Ukraine, with the United 
States and its allies reportedly assembling a 
punishing set of financial, technological and 
military sanctions against Russia that 
would go into effect shortly after a renewed 
invasion of Ukraine.

Oleksandr Danylyuk, the former secre-
tary of Ukraine’s National Security and 

Will the crisis in Kazakhstan  
affect Putin’s plans for Ukraine?

The Ukrainian Weekly    FOUNDED 1933

An English-language newspaper published by the Ukrainian National Association Inc., 
a non-profit association, at 2200 Route 10, P.O. Box 280, Parsippany, NJ  07054.

Yearly subscription rate: $90; for UNA members — $80.
Periodicals postage paid at Caldwell, NJ  07006 and additional mailing offices.

(ISSN — 0273-9348)

The Weekly:  UNA:
Tel: (973) 292-9800; Fax: (973) 644-9510  Tel: (973) 292-9800; Fax: (973) 292-0900

Postmaster, send address changes to: 
The Ukrainian Weekly  Editor-in-chief: Andrew Nynka 
2200 Route 10 Editor: Matthew Dubas
P.O. Box 280 
Parsippany, NJ  07054 e-mail: staff@ukrweekly.com

The Ukrainian Weekly Archive: www.ukrweekly.com

The Ukrainian Weekly, January 16, 2022, No. 3, Vol. XC
Copyright © 2022 The Ukrainian Weekly

ADMINISTRATION OF THE UKRAINIAN WEEKLY AND SVOBODA
(973) 292-9800, ext. 3040
fax: (973) 644-9510
e-mail: advertising@ukrweekly.com
(973) 292-9800, ext. 3040
e-mail: subscription@ukrweekly.com

Walter Honcharyk, administrator
and advertising manager 

Subscription Department

A map shows the location of Russian military forces near the border with Ukraine 
and Eastern Europe.

RFE/RL Graphics

(Continued on page 3)



3THE UKRAINIAN WEEKLY      SUNDAY, JANUARY 16, 2022No. 3

Longtime Ukrainian correspondent in Moscow says writing on the wall to leave or end up jailed
by Mark Raczkiewycz

KYIV – For Roman Tsymbaliuk, 41, there 
were too many ominous signs. 

State Duma lawmakers were making 
official inquiries into his work as Ukraine’s 
only correspondent accredited with 
Russia’s Foreign Affairs Ministry. The 
Kremlin was taking an unusual interest in 
whether he would attend President 
Vladimir Putin’s traditional end-of-year 
news conference on December 23. 

For two months, Russian state media 
was in overdrive, lobbing accusations of 
espionage at the UNIAN news agency cor-
respondent – it is a term commonly tagged 
to any foreign journalist in the country. 
Others called for his arrest or trashed his 
published material as tripe. 

The final omen, Mr. Tsymbaliuk said, 
was a summons from the prosecutor’s 
office regarding a civil investigation into 
“inciting hatred or enmity.”

By the time he was supposed to be 
questioned on December 24, the journalist 
was back in Kyiv. He had travelled by car in 
the second half of December and took a 
route that he wouldn’t disclose to The 
Ukrainian Weekly. 

“I didn’t want to end up becoming 
another name on a prisoner exchange list 
between Ukrainians and Russians,” he said 
in an audio interview on January 5 regard-
ing his decision to leave Russia for safety 
reasons.

“Or, I didn’t want to find out I’m wanted 
by Interpol the next time I fly to Vilnius 
[Lithuania] to eat beaver stew,” Ukraine’s 
last foreign correspondent in Russia of 13 
years said. 

Mr. Tsymbaliuk had been the sole face of 
Ukrainian journalism in Russia since 2017 
when the last of his peers left. Eight of his 
13 years reporting from Moscow came 
during a time of war. It is an interstate con-
flict that has continued since Russia forci-
bly seized Ukraine’s Crimean Peninsula 
and invaded the country’s two eastern-
most regions of Luhansk and Donetsk in 
early 2014. 

Mr. Tsymbaliuk’s feisty, poignant ques-
tions to top Russian officials, including Mr. 
Putin, regarding ongoing military aggres-
sion, belligerence and war mongering by 
Ukraine’s more powerful neighbor were 
often televised. His questions were met 
with terse rebuttals and caused tense 
exchanges. 

One year, he wore a green t-shirt to the 
Russian president’s press conference with 

the word “dill” written in Russian (ukrop) 
on the shirt. Ukrop is a derogatory term for 
Ukrainians used by some Russians. 

Yet Mr. Tsymbaliuk always knew he was 
allowed to work freely and pose questions 
to Mr. Putin during the Russian president’s 
rare news conferences. The press briefs 
were held so the Kremlin could call itself a 
“democracy” and say that it cares about 
media pluralism, he said. 

But that veneer appears to have worn 
off.

“If before they [those in power] needed 
this illusion of Russian democracy, now 
such a need has disappeared,” Mr. Tsym-
baliuk said as part of his reason for leaving. 
“I understand the rules of the game in 
Moscow very well. It is clear that this is 
what the presidential administration is 
doing.”

When it emerged last month that the 
Ukrainian journalist left Russia, a Kremlin 
spokesperson was asked about his con-
spicuous absence at Mr. Putin’s news con-
ference. 

“The courts issue verdicts. We don’t 
want to become like Kyiv by kicking jour-
nalists out of the Russian Federation,” 
Dmitry Peskov said in a sly reference to 
Ukraine’s decision to expel Russian jour-
nalists deemed to be part of Moscow’s pro-
paganda and disinformation machine. 

Yet Russia has clamped down on inde-
pendent media, allowing few outlets that 
are beyond the Kremlin’s control to oper-
ate freely in the country. Others have been 

branded “foreign agents” or have been 
shut down. 

Foreign correspondents are not 
immune to such treatment. 

The BBC’s long-time reporter Sarah 
Rainsford was forced out last year after 
being labelled a “security threat.” In 2011, 
Moscow expelled Luke Harding of The 
Guardian, a newspaper based in London, 
after he wrote a series of articles using 
leaked U.S. diplomatic cables that referred 
to Mr. Putin’s rule as a “virtual mafia state.”

Changes in Russia

Over the past 13 years, Russia has 
“closed itself off and turned inward,” Mr. 
Tsymbaliuk said. 

He described it as a “siege mentality” 
with the media reporting or officials saying 
that “everyone wants to destroy the coun-
try, to steal its vast natural resources.”

What he has learned, Mr. Tsymbaliuk 
said, “is that we [Russians and Ukrainians] 
are definitely not one nation. … They 
understand this as much as we do.”

Mr. Tsymbaliuk was asked about assimi-
lating and “losing one’s edge” as a journal-
ist after working in Russia for longer than 
the requisite four- to five-year term (for-
eign journalists and diplomats typically 
spend four or five years in one post before 
moving on to another). 

“Either people realize the value of their 
own country or they assimilate. … I’ve seen 
foreigners adopt so much that they become 
‘more Russian than Russians,’” he said. 

Even if Russia changed during his time 
in Moscow, Mr. Tsymbaliuk insisted he 
hasn’t changed. 

When pressed again to speak on a per-
sonal level about his experience in Russia, 
he maintained his desire to remain objec-
tive about the situation.

“For the past 13 years, I’ve always 
looked at the world from the heights of 
Kyiv’s hills and from Ukraine’s national 
interests – I’ve seen other reporters get 
married [to Russians], many freelancers 
who’ve become fans of [Mr.] Putin, but I 
look at the country as a journalist.”

Working in a hostile environment 
wasn’t daunting for him, he said. 

“I’ve been called all sorts of names, 
including a Nazi,” Mr. Tsymbaliuk said. 
“What I learned is that if Russians sense 
you don’t know who you are, they will 
walk all over you. But they never got into 
may face and I never let them humiliate 
me. It was either we go our separate ways 
or fight and become friends.”

In fact, he said, for anybody to be called 
a “Nazi” just for being a Ukrainian in 
Russia, he said, is a badge of honor. 

“Are you for Ukraine?” he asked rhetori-
cally. “Congratulations, from the Russian 
interpretation you are a Nazi and a Russo-
phobe. They call all those people who are 
supporters of Ukraine’s independence 
Nazis. This is one of the elements of 
Russian propaganda.”

Asked about the extent to which 
Russians support their president’s foreign 
policies, particularly on Ukraine, he said it 
is at best relative. 

“Russians might support foreign policy 
moves, but they won’t rush to die for them. 
I doubt they do this with their lives,” Mr. 
Tsymbaliuk said. 

Regarding a full-scale war with Russia, 
which is threating a further invasion of 
Ukraine, Mr. Tsymbaliuk said the Russian 
president is unlikely to launch another 
invasion if he believes the resulting 
Russian casualties and deaths could not be 
hidden or ignored. 

If this happens, he said, “Russia will 
have another ‘May 9’ [victory in Europe 
day in World War II] parade on the streets, 
but his time, we won’t see people march-
ing with portraits of fallen great grandfa-
thers and grandfathers, but of their hus-
bands and sons.” 

“Russia today understands only force, … 
and only Ukraine’s readiness to destroy 

Roman Tsymbaliuk holds a piece of paper that reads “Kyiv” in Ukrainian minutes 
before Russian President Vladimir Putin’s yearly conference begins on December 19, 

2019. 

Facebook.com/RomanTsymbaliuk

Defense Council, said Mr. Putin “put himself 
in a corner” by issuing what he described 
as an “ultimatum” to the West over security 
guarantees and demands to curtail NATO 
expansion and that the intervention in 
Kazakhstan has provided a chance for the 
Russian leader to now calm tensions.

“Kazakhstan offers him now the oppor-
tunity to step back, if he believes that he’s 
kind of overstepped his real abilities,” Mr. 
Danylyuk told an Atlantic Council confer-
ence on January 6. “[It] gives us Ukrainians 
some breathing space, but not for long.”

But while the crisis in Kazakhstan and 
Russia’s intervention through the CSTO 
may draw Moscow’s attention away from 
Ukraine, it may only be temporary, says 
Paul Stronski, a former director for Russia 
and Central Asia on the U.S. National 
Security Council who is now a senior fellow 
at the Carnegie Endowment for Inter-

national Peace.
The Russian-led CSTO deployment is 

2,500 troops and both Messrs. Toqaev and 
Putin have said that their mission in 
Kazakhstan will be temporary.

“It certainly could be an off-ramp for the 
Kremlin,” Mr. Stronski told RFE/RL. “This 
adds to what is already on their plate, but 
it’s also a small contingent and shouldn’t 
affect what they’re doing along Ukraine’s 
borders.”

Spheres of influence

Mr. Putin has long accused the West of 
trying to curtail Moscow’s reach and the 
push for guarantees from the United States 
and NATO comes as Kremlin-friendly, 
authoritarian regimes in countries such as 
Ukraine, Georgia, Armenia, Belarus and 
now Kazakhstan have been toppled or 
threatened by popular revolts in recent 
years.

By moving into Kazakhstan at the gov-
ernment’s request, analysts say Mr. Putin 
opted to help quell the protests before they 

could threaten another government in a 
country the Kremlin views as strategic, 
while also building a deeper loyalty to 
Moscow in the process.

The action also marked the first time the 
CSTO, which was fashioned after the NATO 
military alliance and created in the after-
math of the collapse of the Soviet Union, 
acted collectively to launch a mission on 
one of its members’ territories.

That marks a new identity for the orga-
nization, which Mr. Putin alluded to during 
remarks at a January 10 videoconference 
with other leaders from the CSTO, which 
includes Armenia, Belarus, Kazakhstan, 
Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan.

Echoing previous remarks by Mr. Toqaev, 
Mr. Putin then claimed the unrest in 
Kazakhstan that was reported to have 
killed some 164 people was the result of 
foreign meddling and said the CSTO should 
take steps to ensure that future attempts at 
interference in the region will fail.

“The measures taken by the CSTO made 
it clear that we would not let anyone desta-

bilize the situation at our home and imple-
ment so-called color-revolution scenarios,” 
Mr. Putin said, in reference to the wave of 
protests that removed pro-Kremlin leaders 
from Georgia in 2003 and Ukraine in 2005.

The fast-moving events in Kazakhstan 
took the Kremlin and other regional play-
ers by surprise, but Moscow appears to 
have adapted quickly.

“What the intervention in Kazakhstan 
shows is that Russia is a nimble actor and 
that it continues to surprise,” Mr. Stronski 
said. “Maybe this causes Moscow to refocus 
its attention for a bit, but the Kremlin can 
handle two things at once.”

RFE/RL senior correspondent Todd 
Prince contributed to this report.

Copyright 2022, RFE/RL Inc. Reprinted 
with the permission of Radio Free Europe/
Radio Liberty, 1201 Connecticut Ave. NW, 
Washington DC 20036; www.rferl.org (see 
https://www.rferl.org/a/russia-kazakh-
stan-ukraine-analysis-dig-in-pull-back/ 
31647857.html).

(Continued from page 2)
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Ukrainian court seizes property of ex-President
Poroshenko following treason accusations

RFE/RL’s Ukrainian Service

A court in Ukraine has frozen property 
owned by former President Petro Poro-
shenko as part of a formal investigation 
into alleged high treason by the former 
head of state, which he denies.

“The court decided to seize the suspect’s 
property, which belongs to him on the right 
of ownership,” the Prosecutor General’s 
office said in a statement on January 6.

The State Investigation Bureau said last 
month that Mr. Poroshenko had been 
placed under formal investigation for high 
treason, accusing him of “facilitating the 
activities” of separatists fighting govern-
ment forces in a conflict that has claimed 
more than 13,200 lives since April 2014.

During his presidency, Mr. Poroshenko is 
suspected of helping the separatists to sell 
some 1.5 billion hryvnias ($54 million) 
worth of coal to Kyiv in 2014 and 2015, it 
said in a statement.

Mr. Poroshenko has denied the allega-
tions while accusing Ukrainian authorities 
of crossing “a red line” by bringing treason 
charges against a former head of state.

Last month, prosecutors asked a 
Ukrainian court to arrest Mr. Poroshenko 
with the possibility of bail set at 1 billion 
hryvnia ($37 million).

Mr. Poroshenko has been outside 
Ukraine since late December and has yet to 
comment on the ruling.

The politician, who is now a lawmaker 
and the leader of the opposition European 
Solidarity party, faces up to 15 years in 

prison if convicted.
He has said that he plans to come back 

to Ukraine on January 17.
Mr. Poroshenko’s allies said the seizure 

of assets was a result of President 
Volodymyr Zelenskyy’s personal vendetta. 
Mr. Zelenskyy succeeded Mr. Poroshenko as 
president after defeating him in a 2019 
election.

“A weak president ... uses manual prose-
cution, manual investigation and manual 
justice to punish opponents,” Volodymyr 
Ariev, a lawmaker from Mr. Poroshenko’s 
political party said after the court’s deci-
sion.

“This unlawful decision aggravates the 
political crisis in the country,” Iryna 
Gerashchenko, another lawmaker from his 
party wrote on Facebook.

Ahead of the court’s decision on January 
6, Mr. Poroshenko wrote on Facebook that 
he “will return to Kyiv” to appear in front of 
a judge “not to defend myself against Mr. 
Zelenskyy, but to defend Ukraine from 
incompetent leadership.”

Mr. Zelenskyy has not commented on 
the court’s decisions but previously denied 
wanting to wield influence over state pros-
ecutors or the judiciary. (With reporting by 
Reuters)

Copyright 2022, RFE/RL Inc. Reprinted 
with the permission of Radio Free Europe/
Radio Liberty, 1201 Connecticut Ave. NW, 
Washington DC 20036; www.rferl.org (see 
https://www.rferl.org/a/ukraine-poroshen-
ko-property-seized-trreason/31642518.html).

Former Ukrainian President Petro Poroshenko
Eurosolidarity.org

the invaders can clear the minds of some-
one in the Kremlin,” Mr. Tsymbaliuk said. 

When asked about pro-Russian citizens 
in Ukraine who might side with the invad-
ing army, Mr. Tsymbaliuk said that “Russian 
bombs don’t discriminate – they don’t ask 
or know if you have a portrait of [Mr.] Putin 
in your house or which language you speak 
or to which church you go.”

His position on the Russo-Ukrainian 
war (the Kremlin officially denies being 
involved in the war) is what caused the 
central prosecutor’s office in Moscow to 
issue him a summons. 

That summons, which is dated 
December 7 and which was seen by The 
Ukrainian Weekly, refers to three YouTube 
videos produced by Mr. Tsymbaliuk – he 
has over 400,000 subscribers on the video 
hosting website. 

In one video, Mr. Tsymbaliuk talks about 
Russian state media fanning the flames of 
war mongering toward Ukraine.

“But know that if your [Russian] mili-
tary or people without identification cross 
the border of Ukraine with weapons – they 
will be killed, destroyed like rabid dogs,” 
he said.

Mr. Tsymbaliuk surmised this is part of 
the reason why he was summoned for 
questioning in connection with an extrem-
ist probe. 

“Law enforcement officials believe that 
this phrase is inciting hostility toward 
Russians and the Russian leadership,” he 
said. “But … they forget the first part of this 
sentence – ‘if the Russians cross the border 
with weapons in hand.’ For some reason 
they do not hear it.” 

Back in Kyiv with Russian soldiers and 
heavy weapons still positioned near 
Ukraine’s state borders, Mr. Tsymbaliuk 
said he plans “to develop my YouTube 
channel and call things by their real name.”

(Continued from page 3)

Longtime...

authorities allowed other civilian aircraft 
to fly both before and after missiles struck 
flight PS752.

“We have the impression that the 
Iranians had been waiting specifically for 
our plane. We can assume this,” Mr. 
Danilov said.

He added that senior Iranian officials 
were allegedly waiting to strike the UIA 
passenger plane.

“It must have been an order from senior 
management,” Mr. Danilov said. “No air 
defense operators can make such a deci-
sion on their own.”

Canadian officials said in June of last 
year that they found no evidence the 
Iranian military planned to shoot down 
the passenger plane.

Ukraine’s former deputy prosecutor 
general, Gyunduz Mamedov, in an email 
exchange with VOA on December 7, said he 
believed the tragedy was an act of terror-
ism, or perhaps worse.

“The pre-trial investigation is consider-
ing various categories of crime, including 
an act of terrorism,” Mr. Mamedov said, 
according to the VOA. “It also is likely that 
the downing of an aircraft will be classified 
as a war crime.”

A Canadian court on December 31 ruled 
to award more than $84 million to the fam-
ilies of six of the victims.

Iran initially said it would meet with 
countries whose nationals died in the trag-
edy, but on January 7 Iranian officials 
issued a statement saying they would hold 
only bilateral meetings to discuss compen-
sation for the victims’ families.

That statement was followed by a joint 
announcement from Sweden, Britain, 
Canada and Ukraine which said they were 
abandoning efforts to negotiate with Iran 
over reparations for the victims of the crash.

The Ukrainian commercial airliner was 
shot down on January 8, 2020, soon after it 
took off from Iran’s capital, Tehran. The 
crash of UIA Flight 752 came just hours 
after Iran launched a ballistic-missile 
attack that targeted two bases in Iraq that 
housed U.S. forces. The attack was believed 
to be retaliation for the U.S. killing of 
Iranian Revolutionary Guard Corps com-
mander Qassem Soleimani.

Iran at first denied responsibility for 
downing flight PS752, but Tehran later 
admitted that two of its missiles were fired 
“unintentionally” at the Ukrainian passen-
ger plane.

Ukrainian authorities said the victims 
included 82 Iranians, 63 Canadians, 11 
Ukrainians (including all nine crew), 10 
Swedes, four Afghans, three Britons and 
three Germans.

On December 16, the International 
Coordination and Response Group for the 
victims of Flight PS752 issued a statement 
calling on Iran to join multilateral negotia-
tions by January 5. Tehran ignored the 
request.

“Due to the apparent reluctance of the 
Islamic Republic of Iran to address this 
matter in a constructive and timely man-
ner, our response to Iran indicates that 
they have until January 5 to confirm 
whether they are willing to engage in 
negotiations with the Coordination Group, 
after which we will have to assume that 
further attempts to negotiate reparations 
with Iran are futile. The Coordination 
Group will have to seriously consider other 
actions to resolve this matter within the 
framework of international law,” the 
groups December 16 statement said.

By January 6, the group had announced 
it was abandoning efforts to negotiate with 
Iran.

“Despite our efforts over the past two 
years and numerous attempts to resolve 
this issue through negotiations, the 
International Group has determined that 
all further attempts to persuade Iran to 
enter into negotiations are futile. The 
international team will now focus on fur-
ther action to address this issue in accor-
dance with international law,” the state-
ment said.

Ukraine’s Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
noted that Iran agreed to cooperate with 
the International Group during the first 
round of talks on July 30, 2020.

“Iran has now changed its position and 
strongly opposes any further negotiations 
related to our collective claim for compen-
sation for the PS752 downing. As Iran has 
an international legal responsibility to the 
affected states, this issue should be dis-
cussed collectively to ensure fair and equal 
treatment of all victims of the tragedy,” the 
MFA statement said.

The group agreed on its commitment to 
hold Iran accountable “for the actions and 
omissions of its civilian and military offi-
cials that led to the illegal downing of 
PS752, and we will do our utmost to 
ensure full compensation for Iran’s viola-
tion of international law.”

The ambassador of the Islamic Republic 
of Iran to Ukraine, Manuchehr Moradi, said 
Iran, in turn, will not negotiate with the 
International Coordination and Response 
Group.  Moreover, the ambassador argued 
that the majority of the citizens on board 
the flight were Iranian.

“According to the Iranian statistics, of the 
176 people killed in the disaster, 146 were 
Iranians, 11 were Ukrainians, 10 were 
Afghans, five were Canadians and four 
were Swedish citizens. In addition, when 
leaving the airport for boarding, only 30 
people showed foreign passports, and the 
rest of the passengers boarded the plane 
with Iranian passports,” Mr. Moradi said.

According to the Iranian ambassador, 
the Islamic Republic of Iran does not rec-
ognize dual citizenship. As a result, the 
country considers people with dual citi-
zenship to be Iranian citizens.

“In this regard, no British citizen is 
among the dead, as those whom Britain 
claims to be its citizens are legally Iranian 
citizens. Therefore, we cannot accept 
Britain’s presence in the coordination 
group. Therefore, the composition of the 
international coordination group is, in fact, 
questionable, and Britain’s presence in it is 
questionable,” Mr. Moradi said.

In a recent phone call, Ukrainian 
President Volodymyr Zelenskyy and 
Canadian Prime Minister Justin Trudeau 
agreed on the need to work together to 
obtain adequate compensation for the vic-
tims’ families of flight PS752.

During talks in Kyiv in June 2021, the 
Iranian delegation announced it was ready 
to pay $150,000 in compensation to 
Ukrainian families of those killed in the 
tragedy, but Ukraine rejected the offer.

A spokesman for Ukraine’s Foreign 
Affairs Ministry, Oleh Nikolenko, previous-
ly noted that the issue of compensation is 
an essential element in ensuring justice for 
the victims of the tragedy and their rela-
tives.

Before determining the total compensa-
tion for the families of the victims, Mr. 
Nikolenko said it was important to estab-
lish the facts of the case and then hold 
accountable any individuals responsible 
for shooting down flight PS752.

“Only then can we talk about the 
amount of payment,” Mr. Nikolenko said. 
“The specific amount of compensation 
should be the result of an agreement 
between the governments of all of the 
states whose citizens died in the plane 
crash, and not a unilateral decision.”

(Continued from page 1)
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Ukrainians hold rally in Chicago to raise awareness of ongoing Russian aggression
by Marta Farion

CHICAGO – On a bitter cold winter day, 
over 100 members of the Ukrainian com-
munity gathered at the historic Water 
Tower in Chicago on December 9 to protest 
Russia’s ongoing aggression against Ukraine 
and the looming threat of another invasion.

The rally was organized by the Illinois 
Division of the Ukrainian Congress 
Committee of America (UCCA).

The rally came a day before meetings 
between officials from the United States 
and Russia met to address the growing ten-
sion around Ukraine. It sought to raise pub-
lic awareness of the security issues that 
threaten Ukraine’s independence.

U.S. Reps. Danny Davis (D-Ill.) and Mike 
Quigley (D-Ill.) joined the rally to condemn 
Russian President Vladimir Putin’s military 
build-up near the Ukrainan border, as well 
as his provocative demands.

During the rally, both men shared their 
experiences travelling to Ukraine during 
Euro-Maidan, and they both reaffirmed 
their strong support for Ukraine and the 
Ukrainian American community. They also 
both confirmed that there is bipartisan sup-
port for Ukraine in Congress.

U.S. Rep. Raja Krishnamoorthi (D-Ill.) 
sent a greeting and note voicing his support 
for the rally and Ukraine.

Representatives of the Polish, Lithuanian, 
Estonian, Latvian, Belarusian and Kazakh 
communities joined the rally in solidarity 
with Ukrainian Americans.  

 “We stand with Ukraine and against 
Russian aggression against a sovereign 
nation. Our rally rejects the Russian lies and 
disinformation and we reject [Mr.] Putin’s 
blackmail of the United States by the threat 
of invasion of Ukraine,” said Ihor Diaczun, 
president of the Illinois Division of the 

Ukrainian Congress Committee of America. 
Serhiy Koledov, consul general of Ukraine 

in Chicago, said that, “Ukraine has made it 
clear that Russia’s demands of so-called 
‘security guarantees’ are illegitimate and 
unacceptable. Moscow has neither the right 
to decide our future, nor interfere in our 
relations with NATO, European Union and 
partner states. It is only up to Ukraine and 
members of those alliances to agree on the 
way forward, including on our country’s 
membership.”

Alex Kazak of the Belarusian community 
in Chicago addressed the issue of defending 
Ukraine’s freedom.

“Mr. Putin and [Belarusian President 
Alyaksandr] Lukashenka hate freedom and 
free people,” Mr. Kazak said. “What [Mr.] 
Putin is doing now is a foreboding of things 
to come if he is not stopped. It is up to the 
people of Ukraine to defend their freedom. 
Slava Ukraini.”

presence in eastern Europe, including guar-
antees that Ukraine would not join the 
organization and end cooperation with the 
defense alliance. 

In turn, the U.S. is threatening a more 
“severe” set of punitive sanctions should 
Russia escalate the war that it has fueled in 
eastern Ukraine and elsewhere in the coun-
try. 

Those sanctions would target Russia’s 
biggest financial institutions, impose an 
embargo on U.S.-related products or tech-
nology for defense- and consumer-related 
industries. Support for Ukrainian guerilla 
warfare resistance is also on the table, The 
New York Times reported, citing anony-
mous U.S. officials. 

The talks, which started on January 9 and 
ended on January 13, were inconclusive and 
the parties remained deadlocked, though 
the U.S. did not make any concessions. 

In the aftermath of the talks, no de-esca-
lation was noticed along Ukraine’s interna-
tional borders with Russia, while the latter 
held live-fire military drills in three neigh-
boring regions that involved 3,000 troops 
on January 11. 

After the latest round of talks, which took 
place on January 13 in Vienna where the 
57-member Organization for Security and 
Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) is based, U.S. 
envoy Mike Carpenter said no progress was 
made beyond dialogue for cooling tensions.

“There is a crisis in European security. 
The drumbeat of war is loud and the pres-
ence of live-fire Russian exercises is raising 
questions,” the high-ranking U.S. diplomat 
said in a question-and-answer session in 
which The Ukrainian Weekly participated. 

The OSCE’s first meeting of the year was 
the only one of three discussions in which 
Ukraine participated as Kyiv has insisted 
that nothing be decided about Ukraine 
without the country’s inclusion in talks. 

Entering the series of talks, U.S. diplo-
mats and NATO representatives from the 

30-member alliance, which hosted the sec-
ond round of discussions on January 12, all 
expressed having little expectation for a 
breakthrough with Russia, which has 
threatened to use additional military force 
if its “security guarantees” aren’t met. 

Never has Moscow, as part of its condi-
tions, promised to remove its troops from 
the Moldovan breakaway Transdniester 
region. Nor has it made a similar promise 
for Georgia, which it invaded in 2008, or 
Ukraine’s Crimean Peninsula and parts of 
the two easternmost regions of Luhansk 
and Donetsk, which it invaded in 2014. 

When Russia invaded that year, 
Ukraine’s official foreign policy stance was 
non-aligned and support for NATO acces-
sion was in the single digits, whereas today, 
public opinion polls in Ukraine consistently 
show that support exceeds 50 percent. 

After eight hours of talks with Russian 
Deputy Foreign Affairs Minister Sergey 
Rybakov in Geneva and at the NATO-Russia 
Commission in Brussels, U.S. Deputy 

Secretary of State Wendy Sherman said 
“there was no commitment [from the 
Russians] to de-escalate nor was there a 
statement that there would not be,” to 
which she added, “that is why collectively 
we are preparing for every eventuality.” 

Back in Moscow, Mr. Ryabkov told state-
run RTVI that the “U.S. and NATO are not 
ready to meet our key requirements.”

Russian business newspaper Kommer-
sant quoted him as saying that he doesn’t 
see justification for follow-up meetings 
with U.S. officials or NATO.

“Without clarifying whether there is at 
least some kind of resource, some margin 
of flexibility on the other side on some seri-
ous issues, I see no reason to sit down in 
the coming days, gather again, and start 
these same discussions,” Mr. Ryabkov said. 

Noting that NATO won’t alter its “open 
door” policy for membership, the alliance’s 
secretary general, Jens Stoltenberg, told 
journalists after the four-hour meeting that 
“significant differences” remain on both 

sides and they “will not be easy to bridge.”
They include complaints from Russia 

that Ukraine isn’t meeting its commitments 
to the so-called Minsk Agreements, a road-
map to find peace in the Russo-Ukrainian 
war that was brokered twice by Germany 
and France. 

On both sides in the Donbas region, a 
complete ceasefire must be established, 
heavy weapons and foreign troops are sup-
posed to be withdrawn, and local elections 
are to be held, among other stipulations. 

Russia accuses Ukraine of not following 
through on its end, while U.S. Ambassador 
to the OSCE Mr. Carpenter says Russia isn’t. 

Ukraine “has taken extensive measures 
toward that end [meeting the requirements 
of the Mink Agreements], but the ball is in 
Russia’s court [to do its part], … it depends 
on the political will on the side of Moscow,” 
Mr. Carpenter said. 

Ahead of the series of talks on January 9, 
protests to voice opposition to Russia’s uni-
lateral demands on Ukraine were held in 
Kyiv, Chicago and Washington D.C. 

The U.S. Congress has also proposed 
additional bills to punish Russia and ele-
vate Ukraine’s status within NATO, which 
Kyiv aspires to join. Ukraine is also looking 
for closer cooperation with the alliance and 
is looking to procure from NATO members 
more arms for defense against its better 
equipped neighbor. 

In late December, CNN reported that the 
administration of U.S. President Joe Biden 
quietly released another $200 million in 
military aid to Ukraine.

Democratic U.S. Senators also unveiled a 
new bill on January 12 that would sanction 
Russia should it further invade Ukraine and 
re-apply sanctions on the Russian Nord 
Stream 2 natural gas pipleline that con-
nects to Germany. 

Meanwhile, Voice of America reported 
that Republicans in the House of Represen-
tatives are preparing a bill that contains a 
provision to have Ukraine instated as a 
“NATO plus” member, which would acceler-
ate the process of selling and transferring 
defense materiel to Ukraine.

(Continued from page 1)

West rebuffs...

Several hundred people assembled on January 9 in Saint Michael Square in Kyiv to 
voice their opposition to Russian President Vladimir Putin’s security demands in 
Europe, including his demand that Ukraine be excluded from NATO and that the alli

ance not cooperate with Kyiv. 

Ukrinform

Ukrainian Americans and representatives of the Belarusian community gathered at 
the Water Tower in Chicago for a rally on January 9 to call attention to Russian 

President Vladimir Putin’s aggression against Ukraine.

Tetyana Drozhdyn

(Continued on page 6)

Marta Farion, vice president of the 
Illinois Division of the Ukrainian Cong
ress Committee of America, was inter
viewed by a reporter for NBC television 
during a rally in Chicago on January 9, 
which sought to call attention to Russian 
President Vladimir Putin’s aggression 

against Ukraine.
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A flurry of high-level diplomatic meetings between Russian and Western officials 
centered on Ukraine have come and gone. By all accounts, each ended in deadlock. 
The somewhat positive news coming out of those meetings is that it appears 
Ukraine’s allies did not concede to any of Russian President Vladimir Putin’s out-
landish demands, among them that NATO not allow Ukraine membership in the 
defensive alliance. The bad news is that there seems to have been no breakthrough 
on the threat of another Russian invasion of Ukraine.

Diplomats from the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE), 
who met in Vienna on January 13, offered only a dire assessment of the current situ-
ation in and around Ukraine.

“It seems that the risk of war in the OSCE area is now greater than ever before in 
the last 30 years,” said Polish Foreign Affairs Minister Zbigniew Rau, whose country 
is set to take over the yearlong chairmanship of the 57-member OSCE. “For several 
weeks we have been faced with the prospect of a major military escalation in 
Eastern Europe.”

While we are concerned about the unresolved impasse, we are nonetheless 
pleased to hear various diplomats correctly point out that what Mr. Putin is doing 
with regard to Ukraine amounts to blackmail.

“As we prepare for an open dialogue on how to strengthen security for the benefit 
of all, we must decisively reject blackmail and never allow aggression and threats to 
be rewarded,” U.S. Ambassador Michael Carpenter told the OSCE meeting.

“There is a crisis in European security. The drumbeat of war is loud and the pres-
ence of live-fire Russian exercises is raising questions,” Mr. Carpenter said.

Meanwhile, various Russian officials, including Mr. Putin and Alexander 
Lukashevich, Russia’s representative to the OSCE, have laid down ultimatums and 
deadlines for the west to fulfill Moscow’s demands for “security guarantees.”

“If we don’t hear a constructive response to our proposals within a reasonable 
time frame and an aggressive line of behavior towards Russia continues, we will be 
forced to draw appropriate conclusions and take all necessary measures to ensure 
strategic balance and eliminate unacceptable threats to our national security,” Mr. 
Lukashevich told the press after the talks in Vienna.

“Russia is a peace-loving country,” Mr. Lukashevich added. “But we do not need 
peace at any cost. The need to obtain these legally formalized security guarantees for 
us is unconditional.”

Of greater concern is the position expressed by Russian Deputy Foreign Affairs 
Minister Sergey Rybakov, who said he sees no justification for follow-up meetings.

“Without clarifying whether there is at least some kind of resource, some margin 
of flexibility on the other side on some serious issues, I see no reason to sit down in 
the coming days, gather again, and start these same discussions,” Mr. Ryabkov said.

To our knowledge, there is really only one actual issue on the table for the Russian 
side, and that is Ukraine’s aspiration to join NATO, a defensive alliance created to 
maintain peace in Europe after World War II. As we watch Mr. Putin ready Russia for 
yet another invasion, the need for Ukraine to become a full-fledged NATO member 
becomes ever more self-evident.

The Ukrainian Weekly

Five years ago, on January 16, 2017, Ukraine’s Foreign Affairs 
Ministry filed a lawsuit against Russia at the United Nations 
International Court of Justice at The Hague, accusing Russia of 
acts of “terrorism” and “discrimination” for it backing militants 
in eastern Ukraine since 2014 and its annexation of Ukraine’s 
Crimean Peninsula in 2014.

The lawsuit claimed that Russia violated the U.N. Convention for the Suppression of the 
Financing of Terrorism by supporting and arming its proxies in eastern Ukraine, as well as 
its violation of the U.N. Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination 
in its oppression of Crimean Tatars, which are recognized as the indigenous people of the 
Autonomous Republic of Crimea. On July 23, 2021, Crimean Tatars, Karaites and 
Krymchaks gained protection under the Ukrainian law “On Indigenous Peoples of Ukraine,” 
which was passed by the Verkhovna Rada with 325 votes out of 345 in favor.

“For three years, Russia has been committing the illegal annexation of Crimea, illegal 
occupation of the east of our country in the territory of [the] Donetsk and Luhansk 
regions, [and] implementing the policy of elimination and discrimination in Crimea,” 
President Petro Poroshenko said at a meeting with Crimean Tatar leader Mustafa 
Dzhemilev and three other top officials. Armed Russians “have committed numerous ter-
rorist attacks affecting hundreds of thousands of innocent people [who have been] forced 
to leave their home,” Mr. Poroshenko said, adding, “Russia must pay the price for its 
aggression.”

Mariana Betsa, spokesman for Ukraine’s Foreign Affairs Ministry, described the lawsuit 
as the result of three years of “titanic work” by Ukraine’s authorities, and it was the first 
lawsuit filed with the ICJ by Ukraine, in addition to at least four other lawsuits filed against 
Russia to the European Court of Human Rights in Strasbourg, France. Ukraine is aware that 
the ICJ may not consider the lawsuit for years, if ever, “but we have hope,” she said, adding 
that it is “inevitable” that Russia will bear responsibility “for crimes it has committed.”

Today, the ICJ’s judges include President Joan E. Donahue (U.S.A.), Vice-President Kirill 
Gevorgian (Russian Federation), Judge Peter Tomka (Slovakia), Judge Ronny Abraham 
(France), Judge Mohamed Bennouna (Morocco), Judge Antonio Augusto Cancado 
Trindade (Brazil), Judge Abdulqawi Ahmed Yusuf (Somalia), Judge Xue Hanqin (China), 
Judge Julia Sebutinde (Uganda), Judge Dalveer Bhandari (India), Judge Patrick Lipton 
Robinson (Jamaica), Judge Nawaf Salam (Lebanon), Judge Iwasawa Yuji (Japan), Judge 
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Turning the pages back...

by Askold S. Lozynskyj

U.S. Secretary of State Antony Blinken 
recently spoke about the arrival of Russian 
paratroopers in Kazakhstan at the alleged 
invitation of the president of that country. 
These are the kind of people who will not 
leave your house, Mr. Blinken said. History 
shows that this has been the modus ope-
randi of Muscovite and Russian imperial-
ists.

I recently was reading about the history 
of the Ottoman Empire. During the conflict 
between the Ottoman Empire and the 
Crimean Khanate in the early 1770s, 
Russians invaded Crimea. In the conflict 
with the Ottoman Empire, the Crimean 
Khanate did not oppose the Russian inva-
sion. Some 10 years later, in 1783, Crimea 
was annexed by the Russian Empire. 
Catherine the Great wanted to capture 
Constantinople as well, but she did not suc-
ceed. There was no invitation and there 
was serious opposition.

I do not predict when Kazakhstan, which 
is between a rock and a hard place with 
neighboring Moscow to the north and 
Beijing on the southeast, will be annexed 
by Moscow because today it is not profit-
able for Russian President Vladimir Putin 
to do so, and Kazakhstan is a substantial 
land mass. What is certain is that Russian 
troops will remain in Almaty, Kazakhstan, 
as they remained in Transdniester, South 
Ossetia, Abkhazia, Crimea and eastern 
Ukraine. Despite different interpretations 
of the Pereyaslav Treaty, perhaps we 
Ukrainians best understand the words of 
U.S. Secretary of State Blinken when he 
spoke of people not leaving one’s house. 
Ukraine’s naive hetman Bohdan Khmel ny-
tsky invited Muscovites to our home in 
1654 for the sake of protection. To a certain 
extent, they have not left. Recently, 600,000 
Russians were settled in Crimea without 
invitation.

Questions arise: Why are Russians invit-

ed when conflicts arise? Are they genuinely 
invited or does Moscow arrange conflicts? 
The answer is that very often Russians 
organize conflicts in order to “settle” them 
by their presence. But there are also cases 
of naivety, of conflicted leaders, and even of 
unconflicted ones.

Separate talks are underway with the 
Russians and representatives of the United 
States, NATO and the Organization for 
Security and Cooperation in Europe 
(OSCE). The West needs to recognize seri-
ously that the Russians understand only 
strength. The main weapon against the 
Russian is the fear of losing personal mate-
rial wellbeing, the fear of Russian klepto-
crats, from Mr. Putin to his chief tycoon, of 
personal financial losses. The Russian lead-
ers are totally amoral in that they do not 
care about the economic consequences for 
the population because they believe the 
Russian people require only vodka and pig 
fat. A popular revolution in Russia, even if it 
happened, would be suppressed merciless-
ly and very expeditiously.

Furthermore, Moscow is not fearful of 
war, because human casualties, as in 
Stalin’s time, are just statistics, which, inci-
dentally, can be purged and new ones fabri-
cated. So, what hope can there be for suc-
cessful negotiations?

Is complete isolation of Moscow by the 
world  community  a  possibi l i ty? 
Neighboring states that are afraid of 
Moscow will not support such a policy. 
Those states include Belarus, Kazakhstan, 
Uzbekistan, Kyrgyzstan and Armenia.  A 
policy of isolating Russia would also not be 
supported by Syria, Iran, China, Vietnam, 
North Korea, Venezuela, Cuba, India or 
even Pakistan, because such strongmen 
regimes, abusive of human and civil rights 
themselves, share protection with other 
thugs. Most notable among them is China 
with the second largest economy in the 
world.

Therefore, in the best case, these negoti-
ations will not settle issues, but they may 
postpone conflagrations for some time. The 
president of the United States expressed in 
very general but strong terms the nature of 

Once they are in your house, they do not leave

(Continued on page 12)

Deadlocked on Ukraine

 COMMENTARY

Askold S. Lozynskyj is an attorney at 
law based in New York City who served as 
president of the Ukrainian World Congress 
in 1998-2008. (Continued on page 7)

The Belarus Freedom Forum issued a 
statement noting their support of Ukraine 
to U.S. President Joe Biden.

“On behalf of the Belarusian diaspora in 
the United States, Belarus Freedom Forum 
calls upon the Biden-Harris Administration 
to take immediate measures to secure the 
independence and sovereignty of Ukraine, 
setting conditions for Russia to end its 
aggression and divert its military away from 
the Ukrainian borders,” the statement said.

Individuals at the rally were among the 
200,000 Ukrainian Americans who live in 
Illinois. Some of the individuals who 
attended the rally were interviewed by 
reporters from local television stations 
NBC and WGN, and 91.5 FM WBEZ  public 
radio station for their news broadcasts.

There are millions of Americans whose 
families come from central and eastern 
Europe, as well as from the Baltic States. 
Individuals from those countries also 
expressed alarm regarding Mr. Putin’s 
demands aimed at restoring Russian control 
over the countries of the former Soviet space.  

Frank Spula, a member of the Polish 
community in the U.S., voiced his support 
for Ukraine’s sovereignty and territorial 
integrity.

“The Polish American Congress is with 
you as brothers and sisters,” Mr. Spula said.

Representatives of the Lithuanian and 
Belarusian communities also spoke at the 
rally.  

Danylo Melnyk, a member of Plast 
Ukrainian Scouting Organization, spoke 
about the need to avoid the pitfalls of the 
Budapest Memorandum and the need for 
the United States to send defensive weap-
ons to Ukraine so that Ukrainians can 
defend themselves.  

Pavlo Bandriwsky, vice-president of the 
Illinois Branch of UCCA, led the hour-long 
outdoor program. He voiced the concerns 
many Ukrainian Americans have regarding 
Russia’s military build-up on Ukraine’s bor-
ders and the looming threat of another 
invasion.  He underscored that Mr. Putin’s 
demands must be rejected by the United 
States and Europe.  

Marta Farion is the vice president of the 
Illinois Division of the Ukrainian Congress 
Committee of America.

(Continued from page 5)
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by Maryna Prykhodko

I’ve been spending the winter holidays at 
home in Ukraine ever since the war began 
in 2014. I’ve experienced my fair share of 
impending crises, energy shortages and 
diplomatic breakdowns while feigning holi-
day spirit – but this year was different.

From my base in New York City, where I 
live and work, preparing for my trip home to 
Kharkiv, Ukraine, in the middle of December 
was ominous only if I let myself read the 
news, and I tried not to. The military buildup 
on the eastern border and threats of escala-
tion were nothing new; every year since 
2014 it seems like Russia tries to ruin the fes-
tivities of Ukrainians through broken truces, 
surprise attacks and political proclamations.

In the winter, attention naturally shifts 
away from Russia and its purported 
“sphere of influence” to more delightful 
topics, such as the new year and the beauty 
of Christmas time. As Ukrainians all over 
the world know, nothing enrages Russia 
more than being forgotten. And so, every 
winter, Russia conjures up a political and 
diplomatic storm and demands attention, 
demands compromise and reassurances.

And this winter, Russia got that attention 
and those reassurances, plus more. It was a 
very fruitful time for the Russian political 
elite. Every television, the most beloved 
source of entertainment and information in 
Ukraine, played on relentless repeat the 
footage of the meetings and conferences 
held by NATO, the EU and the U.S. relating 
to the Russian threats of escalation in the 
war against Ukraine.

Western experts and commentators 
stumbled through the frustration of analyz-
ing the situation, deciding whether or not 
to call it a war or a conflict, drawing hard 
analogies and poetic metaphors, pronounc-
ing the names of all of the players in the 
game and all of the cities on the borders of 
Ukraine that could be targeted.

It all made for great content, but 
Ukrainians didn’t watch. Disenchanted, 
Ukrainians couldn’t bear watching sanc-
tions being waved in their face as the one 
thing that could potentially stop Russian 
President Vladimir Putin. They couldn’t 
stand listening to new promises and agree-
ments made, only to be broken, such as the 
Budapest Memorandum. The older genera-
tion, still coming to terms with the breakup 
of the Soviet Union and its absolutely debil-
itating impact on Ukraine, couldn’t believe 
they would be writing “2022” in their 
meticulous daybooks soon, understanding 
that this meant another year of worry for 
Ukrainian soldiers dying on the frontlines, 
and for their children and grandchildren.

Everyone loyally manned their posi-
tions, however. Ukrainian diplomats went 
to work on securing key partnerships and 
alliances. Ukrainian politicians turned their 
efforts toward Ukraine’s defenses. 
Ukrainian communal services set up the 
central squares of each large (and small) 
Ukrainian city with elaborate holiday lights 
and expensive Christmas decorations. And 
Ukrainians went to work and cared for 
their families and loved ones.

Behind the scenes, men and women on 
trains and buses whispered to one another 
about the latest developments on the 
ground and whether or not U.S. President 
Joe Biden would call the leaders of NATO 

together for a strategic meeting. On the 
streets of Kyiv and Kharkiv, advertisements 
for joining the “territorial defense” of each 
city popped up seemingly overnight. What 
was once the normal sight of seeing military 
men and women in their army uniforms rid-
ing the metro in Kharkiv home for the holi-
days now felt like a mere daydream. Few got 
to go home for the holidays this year.

I would wake up every morning to mes-
sages from friends and colleagues in differ-
ent time zones who wished Ukraine luck 
and expressing their hopes that I was safe. 
Kharkiv is only 40 kilometers from the bor-
der with Russia, too close for comfort even 
on the best of days. I could not, however, 
offer my concerned friends any words of 
comfort. It would be silly to ignore entirely 
the threat posed by Russia, which is capable 
of opening a new front and launching a full-
fledged attack at a moment’s notice. And it 
would be misguided to think that Europe or 
the United States and Canada would go to 
war to defend Ukraine. Instead, Ukrainians 
wring their hands and do what they’ve 
been doing best all of these years. Namely, 
they go on defending European values and 
the easternmost European border from fur-
ther Russian invasion and aggression.

The new year in most Kharkiv homes is 
always spent with the television on and the 
table gorgeously set. In lieu of a more tradi-
tional presidential address at the stroke of 
midnight, Ukrainian President Volodymyr 
Zelenskyy took the opportunity to stage a 
short, professionally produced film followed 
by an elaborate speech in which the presi-
dent stressed that Ukrainians can only rely 
on themselves. He left the last 10 seconds of 
his speech to countdown the New Year.

That is merely an abridged, subjective 
interpretation of the video, which qualita-
tively wasn’t terrible. But it was much less 
effective than when Mr. Zelenskyy inter-
rupted then-President Petro Poroshenko 
during his New Year’s address to let 
Ukrainians know he would be running for 
president. That was entertaining. This year 
few people were amused. The mood had 
long ago been spoiled by the pessimistic 
headlines and the sentiment that Ukraine 
should just give up.

Many in Kharkiv had become increasing-
ly disappointed in Mr. Zelenskyy. For a 
region that enthusiastically welcomed Mr. 
Zelenskyy’s election as president of 
Ukraine and put their hopes in his ability to 
clean up the country, this was the most 
interesting revelation of late. Everywhere I 
went, I heard people talking about how the 
New Year’s address was “nice, but disap-
pointing, like the presidency.”

Even Mr. Zelenskyy’s use of the Russian 
language in his address didn’t earn him any 
extra brownie points, though many in his 
administration thought it would. Mr. Zelens-
kyy and his administration also thought that 
banking on the Russian-language national 
television channel Dom would also earn 
him more credibility with people in the 
Eastern oblasts, but it did not. I have yet to 
encounter anyone who watches Dom. The 
thesis that cities such as Kharkiv need a spe-
cial Russian-language approach to solve the 
number of problems that stall Ukraine’s 
progress as a country is preposterous.

But, as Orthodox and Eastern rite 
Christmas rolled around, all was forgotten. 
The intricacy of the ancient holiday and its 
inherent Ukrainian-ness did much more to 
bring Ukrainians together than any high-
level dialogue in Geneva or Brussels. The 
lessons of perseverance and strength in the 
face of great adversity came to the helm.

Kharkivites are not particularly reli-
gious, but, this year, they overwhelmingly 
yearned for a peaceful Christmas.

by Victoria A. Malko

Denial lasts throughout and always fol-
lows genocide. If genocide goes unac-
knowledged, “[it] is among the surest indi-
cators of further genocidal massacres,” 
warned Gregory H. Stanton of George 
Mason University. According to Mr. 
Stanton, denial includes the following 
actions typically taken by perpetrators: 
“They dig up the mass graves, … try to 
cover up the evidence and intimidate the 
witnesses. They deny that they committed 
any crimes, and often blame what hap-
pened on the victims. They block investiga-
tions of the crimes, and continue to govern 
until driven from power by force, when 
they flee into exile. There they remain with 
impunity ... unless they are captured and a 
tribunal is established to try them.”  

Mr. Stanton, who briefed the U.S. State 
Department in 1996 about stages of geno-
cide and how to prevent violence from 
escalating, argued that “[t]he best response 
to denial is punishment by an international 
tribunal. Tribunals … may not deter the 
worst genocidal killers. But with the politi-
cal will to arrest and prosecute them, some 
may be brought to justice.”

Perpetrators of the Holodomor buried 
victims in mass graves without document-
ing the names of those thus interred, 
failed to record deaths after being ordered 
not to mention starvation as the cause, 
destroyed or misplaced death certificates, 
purged and executed demographers and 
suppressed the 1937 census records. No 
commission in the former Soviet Union 
ever investigated human rights violations 
by Soviet secret police officers and various 
organizations involved in perpetrating 
crimes, as was done in other post-geno-
cidal societies. In the case of the 
Holodomor, the Court of Appeals in 
Ukraine in 2010 symbolically put Joseph 

Stalin and those around him on trial and 
declared them guilty, but criminal pro-
ceedings were quashed because the guilty 
were already dead.  

Resolutions by Russia’s State Duma 
refuse to recognize the Holodomor as 
genocide. “There is no historical proof that 
the famine was organized along ethnic 
lines. Its victims were millions of citizens 
of the Soviet Union, representing different 
peoples and nationalities living largely in 
agricultural areas of the country,” the 
Russian State Duma resolution said. 

Because the United Nations did not exist 
at the time and the Soviet Union was not a 
member of the League of Nations, no one 
on the international stage took responsibil-
ity to protect people starved to death in 
Ukraine. To hide the truth, the Soviet gov-
ernment did not allow any food assistance 
to come from the outside. The Great 
Powers turned a blind eye to murder. 
Leading democracies, the United States 
and Great Britain, compromised with 
Stalin’s totalitarian communist regime and 
gave diplomatic recognition to the USSR in 
November 1933, in hopes of having an ally 
in their fight against another totalitarian 
regime, namely Hitler’s Nazi Germany. 
Geopolitical and economic considerations 
took precedence over human rights. 

To restore the rights of the Holodomor 
victims, the United Nations must recognize 
the Holodomor as genocide against 
Ukrainians, suspend the perpetrator from 
the U.N. Security Council and dispatch U.N. 
peacekeepers to the border between 
Ukraine and Russia to prevent further 
escalation of violence there.

A new year, an old war, a wary Ukraine The United Nations must 
correct a historic injustice

 COMMENTARY

Dr. Victoria A. Malko is a faculty mem-
ber in the Department of History and 
founding coordinator of the Holodomor 
Studies program at California State 
University, Fresno, in Fresno, Calif.

Maryna Prykhodko was born and raised 
in Kharkiv, Ukraine, and earned a master’s 
degree in international relations from New 
York University’s Graduate School of Arts 
and Sciences. She currently works at the 
United Nations and is active in the 
Ukrainian community in New York City.

U.S. action in the event of a further Russian 
invasion of Ukraine. Those steps include 
strengthening NATO’s presence on the bor-
der with Russia, providing Ukraine with 
more weapons and applying serious target-
ed economic sanctions against Moscow, 
which includes the “nuclear economic 
sanction” of excluding Moscow from the 
Society for Worldwide Interbank Financial 
Telecommunication (SWIFT) organization. 
Are these just words, threats and nothing 
more? And what will be the consequences 
of introducing and implementing such 
steps?

We sometimes forget that “democratic 
and independent” Russia has been invading 
the territory of its neighbors throughout its 
30-year existence – that is, in fact, some-
thing Moscow has been doing since the 
1990s in Transdniester, in 2008 in Georgia 
and in 2014 in Ukraine. Sanctions imposed 
so far have weakened Moscow economical-
ly but not deterred it. Since then, Moscow 
has been so bold as to allow itself to mur-
der 298 civilians, including women and 
children, by blowing up civilian aircraft 
and, together with its ally Syria, participat-
ing in the use of chemical weapons against 
innocent civilians in that country. There 
were no sanctions following these actions.

Therefore, it is important to conduct 

negotiations with Russia, but negotiations 
with the understanding that sanctions will 
be applied. We must demand the with-
drawal of half of the Russian troops from 
the Ukrainian border during negotiations. 
Otherwise, serious economic sanctions 
against Moscow’s kleptocrats, including Mr. 
Putin, his family and friends, should com-
mence, but with the so-called SWIFT nucle-
ar option in temporary abeyance.

In the meantime, let us also arm Ukraine 
to the teeth and move a greater number of 
troops to the borders of NATO and Russia. 
Negotiating with Moscow from a position 
of weakness when the Russians are on the 
border and our threats are promissory in 
nature will not be influential during negoti-
ations. Would immediate, though partial, 
implementation of punitive measures infu-
riate Mr. Putin to such an extent that he 
would withdraw from the talks? I think Mr. 
Putin understands only power, personal 
financial loss and weapons. If it were not 
for his own peril, he would have devoured 
Ukraine a long time ago.

Unfortunately, world politics and diplo-
macy are a deadly game played by strong 
individuals. Weakness and procrastination 
are signs of weakness. They do not portend 
victory or result in peace and justice in 
accordance with international norms of 
respect for state sovereignty and the invio-
lability of state borders. There will be no 
lasting victory here. Our best hope is a tem-
porary spring.

(Continued from page 6)

Once they...



No. 3THE UKRAINIAN WEEKLY      SUNDAY, JANUARY 16, 20228



9THE UKRAINIAN WEEKLY      SUNDAY, JANUARY 16, 2022No. 3



No. 3THE UKRAINIAN WEEKLY      SUNDAY, JANUARY 16, 202210

high-stakes talks with Russia over the 
future of European security as concerns 
about a possible Russian invasion of 
Ukraine hang in the balance. The Western 
military alliance’s 30 members met with 
Russian officials at NATO headquarters in 
Brussels on January 12 to discuss 
Moscow’s demand for security guarantees 
as well as the Kremlin’s troop buildup near 
Ukraine. Russia is demanding NATO com-
mit to ending its eastward expansion and 
roll back its advances in Central and 
Eastern Europe since the 1990s. “It has 
become crystal-clear that not a single ally 
inside the NATO alliance is willing to budge 
or negotiate anything as it relates to 
NATO’s open-door policy,” U.S. Ambassador 
to NATO Julianne Smith said on January 11. 
“NATO is open and committed to a mean-
ingful reciprocal dialogue with Russia,” Ms. 
Smith said. “At the same time, we stand 
united to deter threats against NATO allies 
and further Russian aggression against our 
partners in Europe.” On January 11, 
Russian forces staged live-fire exercises 
with tanks and about 3,000 troops near 
Russia’s southern border with Ukraine. Ms. 

Smith reiterated the U.S. call for Russia to 
de-escalate by withdrawing its troops and 
pursuing diplomacy. NATO in 2008 com-
mitted to accepting Ukraine and Georgia, 
two former Soviet states that border 
Russia, into the alliance at an undeter-
mined future date. Russia has called 
Ukraine’s membership in NATO a “red line.” 
Many analysts say that Ukraine’s member-
ship in the alliance is at least a decade 
away. The NATO-Russia Council meeting on 
January 12 follows bilateral talks between 
the United States and Russia in Geneva on 
January 10. U.S. Deputy Secretary of State 
Wendy Sherman, who led those talks, 
briefed officials from NATO earlier in the 
day about her conversations with Russian 
Deputy Foreign Affairs Minister Sergey 
Ryabkov during eight hours of talks she 
described as “serious” and “businesslike.” “I 
briefed the North Atlantic Council on yes-
terday’s discussions with Russia at the 
Strategic Stability Dialogue in Geneva,” Ms. 
Sherman wrote on Twitter on January 11 
after meeting with NATO Secretary-General 
Jens Stoltenberg and ambassadors from 
NATO member states. “The United States is 
committed to working in lockstep with our 
Allies and partners to urge de-escalation 
and respond to the security crisis caused 
by Russia,” she added. During a call with 

media on January 11, Kremlin spokesman 
Dmitry Peskov said the U.S.-Russia talks 
were open and direct but did not lead to 
any progress on issues that Moscow deems 
urgent. “We see no real reason to be opti-
mistic so far,” Mr. Peskov said. The NATO-
Russia Council talks were followed by a 
meeting of the Organization for Security 
and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) on 
January 13 in Vienna. The United States, 
Russia and Ukraine are all members of the 
OSCE. Mr. Peskov said Russia would get a 
“clear picture” of where the United States 
stands with regards to its demands at the 
conclusion of all the talks this week in 
Europe. Ms. Sherman said on January 10 
that the United States and Russia would sit 
down following the OSCE meeting to dis-
cuss the next steps. Mr. Peskov said there 
was “no deadline” for the talks, but 
“Russia’s position is that we would not be 
satisfied with an endless dragging out of 
this process.” Meanwhile, Ukrainian 
Foreign Affairs Minister Dmytro Kuleba on 
January 11 praised “unity” with the West 
against what he called Russian “ultima-
tums.” Ukraine’s Foreign Ministry said in a 
statement that Mr. Kuleba told U.S. 
Secretary of State Antony Blinken on 
January 11 that the Geneva talks proved 
“our strength lies in the unity and coher-
ence of positions against ... Russian ultima-
tums.” Mr. Kuleba also said the United 
States remains Kyiv’s number one security 
partner. (RFE/RL, with reporting by Todd 
Prince in Washington, Reuters, AP, AFP, dpa, 
TASS and Interfax)

Medvedchuk’s house arrest extended

A Kyiv court has extended the house 
arrest of Kremlin-friendly tycoon and poli-
tician Viktor Medvedchuk, who is being 
held under suspicion of treason. Renat 
Kuzmin, a former Ukrainian prosecutor 
general and an ally of Mr. Medvedchuk’s, 
wrote on Telegram that the Pechera district 
court on January 10 had extended Mr. 
Medvedchuk’s house arrest for another 60 
days. Mr. Kuzmin called the decision illegal 
as pretrial house arrest cannot exceed six 
months, while Mr. Medvedchuk’s is now set 
to last for at least 10 months. Mr. 
Medvedchuk, who has been held under 
house arrest since May, was initially target-
ed with allegations of treason in a case that 
has added to tensions between Moscow 
and Kyiv. In October, prosecutors 
announced that he is also accused of col-
luding to finance Russia-backed separatist 
forces in eastern Ukraine. Mr. Medvedchuk, 

who has a deep personal relationship with 
Russian President Vladimir Putin, and his 
pro-Russia Opposition Platform – For Life 
party have both made statements rejecting 
the charges and calling them politically 
motivated. Last year, Ukraine’s National 
Security Council announced sanctions 
against Mr. Medvedchuk, his wife Oksana 
Marchenko, and several other individuals 
and entities. The sanctions froze the cou-
ple’s assets for three years and prevented 
them from doing business in the country. In 
February 2021, President Volodymyr 
Zelenskyy’s government also sanctioned 
three television stations believed to be 
owned by Mr. Medvedchuk. The move came 
shortly after talks between the U.S. 
Secretary of State Antony Blinken and 
Ukrainian Foreign Affairs Minister Dmytro 
Kuleba. Mr. Medvedchuk’s relationship 
with Mr. Putin runs so deep that the 
Russian leader is the godfather to Mr. 
Medvedchuk’s daughter. Mr. Medvedchuk 
was sanctioned by the United States in 
2014 for undermining democracy in 
Ukraine. The sanctions were tied to an 
investigation into exports of coal to Russia 
from separatist-held regions in eastern 
Ukraine. Fighting between Ukrainian gov-
ernment forces and the Russia-backed sep-
aratists who control parts of Ukraine’s 
Donetsk and Luhansk regions has killed 
more than 13,200 people since April 2014. 
Russia annexed Crimea in March 2014 and 
instigated separatist clashes in Ukraine’s 
east after anti-government protests top-
pled Ukraine’s Russia-friendly former pres-
ident, Viktor Yanukovych, in February 
2014. (RFE/RL’s Ukrainian Service)

Blinken blasts Kremlin over Ukraine

U.S. Secretary of State Antony Blinken 
said a diplomatic solution to deter a 
Russian invasion of Ukraine is “still possi-
ble” but warned that the West is ready to 
“respond forcefully” if that fails. Speaking 
at the State Department in Washington on 
January 7 ahead of his meetings with allies 
and Russian officials to address the build-
up and European security in general, Mr. 
Blinken blasted the Kremlin, accusing it of 
instigating the crisis along Ukraine’s bor-
der in an attempt to carve out a sphere of 
influence. Mr. Blinken said the West is 
going into the talks “committed to diplo-
macy” but will not compromise on key 
principles, such as NATO’s open-door poli-
cy and the right of Ukraine to join the alli-

(Continued on page 12)
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On the first anniversary of her falling 
asleep in the Lord оn January 29, 2021, 

let us remember our beloved 
mother, grandmother and great-grandmother

Julia (Matkivska-Myklashevska) 
Hetmansky

born January 23, 1928 in Matkiv, Turka Raion, Lviv Oblast, Ukraine.

With our eternal love,

daughter         - Catherine 
son         - Bohdan and wife Vanessa
grandchildren        - Andrea and husband Alec, 

         - Catherine and husband Cory, 
         - and Julia
great-grandchildren   - Amelia
         - Christopher 
         - Josephine

May Her memory be eternal.
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ue to function as the UNA’s governing body equivalent to 
the CBD. For purposes of the 40th Regular Convention to 
be held May 13-15, 2022, all references to Corporate 
Board of Directors (CBD) are changed to General 
Assembly (GA).

Consistent with New Jersey statutes, all Annuitants are 
now considered UNA Benefit Members. Annuitants can 
participate in UNA activities that include voting for 
Delegates to serve at the Convention and to represent 
their Branch. Given this new addition to UNA membership, 
as well as the fact that we are in a transition phase, the 
UNA waives payment of dues to the Fraternal Fund for 
Annuitants through the current UNA administrative year 
ending June 30, 2022. Starting July 1, 2022, Annuitants 
will need to pay annual dues to the Fraternal Fund as 
established by the UNA.

Please note a one-time change to address the issue of 
UNA members with paid-up policies who reside in states 
where the UNA is not doing business currently. For pur-
poses of the 40th Regular Convention, these policyholders 
will be allowed to participate in the selection of Delegates 
and to stand for election as Delegates to the Convention. 
These policyholders will be considered UNA Social 
Members with payment of dues to the Fraternal Fund 
waived through the current UNA administrative year that 
ends June 30, 2022.

Important dates

The election of Delegates and Alternate Delegates 
must be held within 60 (sixty) days of the Announcement 
of the Convention. Since the Convention was announced 
on January 13, 2022, the 60-day term for election of 
Delegates and Alternates ends on March 14, 2022. 
Please hold Branch elections prior to this date.

Within 10 (ten) days of Branch elections, and not 
later than 60 (sixty) days prior to the Convention, March 
14, 2022, the Branch shall submit to the National 
Secretary-Chief Operating Officer (COO) the Credentials 
Form listing the names of such elected Delegates and 
Alternate Delegates. This Credentials Form will be given 
to the GA for approval. Any Branch failing to comply 
shall be considered as having forfeited the right to repre-
sentation and to vote at the Convention, except for good 
cause, which may be determined by the GA. Good cause 
shall be defined as the inability of Branch officers to 
comply in a timely fashion for demonstrable reasons 
beyond their control.

Branch Elections of Delegates and Alternate 
Delegates to the Convention

Nominations for election of Branch Delegates shall be 
received from the floor or by electronic means. All candi-
dates shall be presented to the Branch membership for a 
vote. The candidate(s) receiving the highest number of 
votes shall be elected as Branch Delegate(s). Branch 
Alternate Delegates shall be elected by separate vote in 
the same manner. All tie votes involving Delegates or 
Alternate Delegates shall be immediately resolved by 
another ballot for the candidates involved. Every Branch 
member in good standing shall be entitled to one vote for 
each Delegate and Alternate Delegate authorized to the 
Branch. No vote by proxy shall be allowed.

If a Delegate is unable to attend the Convention, an 
Alternate Delegate shall be seated, and shall remain seat-
ed for the duration of the Convention. If a Branch has 
more than one Delegate, the seats of the absent Delegate 
shall be occupied by an Alternate Delegate(s) in the order 
of the number of votes each person received during the 
Branch election.

Confirmation of the Delegates  
and Alternate Delegates

Although duly qualified and elected by the Branch, no 
person shall be seated as a Delegate or Alternate Delegate 
until credentials have been approved by the GA. At least 
30 (thirty) days prior to the opening of the Convention, 
April 13, 2022, the GA shall ascertain the qualification of 
each such elected Delegate and Alternate Delegate and 
shall have the names of all approved Delegates and 
Alternate Delegates published in UNA official publications.

In the event of the rejection of a Delegate, the Alternate 
Delegate, if qualified, shall serve for their Branch as a 
Delegate. If both the Delegate and the Alternate Delegate 
are not approved, then the Branch shall be notified imme-

diately, whereupon, within 10 (ten) days from such notifi-
cation, the Branch shall hold a Special Meeting to elect 
other members as Delegate(s) and Alternate Delegate(s) 
to replace the individuals who were not approved.

A new Credentials Form, reflecting the results of the 
Special Branch Election, shall be submitted to the National 
Secretary-Chief Operating Officer (COO). The Delegate and 
Alternate Delegate elected at the Special Meeting, like-
wise, shall be subject to approval by the GA, which shall 
retain such authority until, and throughout, the 
Convention.

Duly elected and approved Delegates and Alternate 
Delegates shall serve not only at the next Regular 
Convention, but also at any subsequent Special 
Convention following the Regular Convention, and until 
such time as their successor Delegates and Alternate 
Delegates to the next Regular Convention have been elect-
ed and approved.

Membership categories

The following members may be elected as Delegates:

A) Benefit Member (INCLUDES ANNUITANTS)
•  Any individual age 16 or older.
•  Has been accepted for membership in accordance 

with UNA By-Laws and as determined by the GA.
•  Is current in paying premiums on a certificate of 

insurance or holds an annuity contract.
•  Currently pays dues to the Fraternal Fund or as stat-

ed in “IMPORTANT INFORMATION.”
•  May participate in the affairs and activities of the 

local Branch in which they are a member.
•  Upon reaching the age of 18, a Benefit Member may:
 a) Be elected as a Delegate to the Convention,
 b) Hold office on local and national levels,
 c) Has the right to vote in the corporate and insur-

ance affairs of the Association.
 d)  Annuitant  Members please reference 

“IMPORTANT INFORMATION.”

B) Senior Social Member
•  Is a person age 65 or older.
•  Has been accepted for membership in accordance 

with the By-Laws and as determined by the GA.
•  Has a paid-up certificate of insurance.
•  Pays dues to the Fraternal Fund.
•  May be elected as a Delegate to the Convention.
•  Hold office on local and national levels.
•  Has the right to vote in the corporate and insurance 

affairs of the Association.

C) Social Member
• A policyholder in any state where the UNA is not cur-

rently doing business shall be considered a “Social 
Member” with dues to the Fraternal Fund waived through 
the current UNA administrative year ending June 30, 
2022. Beginning July 1, 2022, Social Members will need to 
pay dues to the Fraternal Fund as established by UNA.

• May participate in the affairs and activities of the local 
Branch in which they are a member.

• May be elected as a Delegate to the Convention.
• Hold office on local and national levels.
• Has the right to vote in the corporate and insurance 

affairs of the Association.

Member in Good Standing

•  Is one who is current in paying their insurance pre-
mium and Fraternal Fund dues as defined in 
“Membership Categories.”

•  Senior Social Members and Social Members with 
paid up policies and are current with Fraternal Fund dues.

•  Annuitants who are current in their Fraternal Fund 
dues. Please reference “IMPORTANT INFORMATION.”

Branch Qualification for Members  
in Good Standing

Only UNA members in good standing may be present at 
the Branch meeting and vote for Delegates and Alternate 
Delegates to the convention.

•  A Branch Member in Good Standing may vote only at 
the Branch where they pay dues to the Fraternal Fund.

•  A Branch Member in Good Standing has a certificate 
of insurance or annuity in the UNA on which dues are 
being paid.

•  A member may not be present at the meeting nor 
vote if they transferred to forbearance status, have paid-
up insurance, and not paid fraternal dues, or are suspend-
ed.

Qualification for Branch Members as Delegates 
and Alternate Delegates in Good Standing

Only those members may be elected as Delegates or 
Alternate Delegates who are in Good Standing and have all 
of the following qualifications for an officer of the Branch:

•  A member of the UNA not less than one year and of 
their Branch not less than six months.

•  Pays dues to the Fraternal Fund. Please reference 
“IMPORTANT INFORMATION.”

•  Is over 18 years of age.
•  Is of Ukrainian or other Slavic heritage, or any person 

related through marriage to such a person of Ukrainian or 
other Slavic heritage.

•  Is not an officer or assembly officer, agent or sales-
person of any other similar fraternal organization or life 
insurance company.

•  Is fulfilling all obligations toward the UNA, in particu-
lar, having shown active participation in organizational 
and promotional work for the UNA.

•  No person shall be eligible for Delegate or Alternate 
Delegate position who, at any time, unjustifiably or mali-
ciously instituted or caused to be instituted any suit, 
action or proceeding against the UNA either on their own 
behalf or on behalf of any other member.

•  Is an American or Canadian citizen, or a permanent 
resident of the United States or Canada.

•  Is proficient in the English language.
•  Shall not have a felony conviction of record.

Number of Branch Delegates

Every duly established Branch in good standing, having 
50 (fifty) or more eligible members, shall be entitled to 
representation and to vote on all matters to be acted upon 
at the Convention as follows:

•  Branches having 50 (fifty) to 99 (ninety-nine) mem-
bers inclusive, 1 (one) Delegate.

•  Those having 100 (one-hundred) to 149 (one-hun-
dred forty-nine) members inclusive, 2 (two) Delegates.

•  Those having 150 (one-hundred fifty) to 199 (one-
hundred ninety-nine) members inclusive, 3 (three) 
Delegates.

•  Those having 200 (two-hundred) or more members, 
4 (four) Delegates.

•  Each Delegate shall be entitled to 1 (one) vote.
•  No Branch shall be entitled to more than 4 (four) 

votes.
•  A Branch having less than 50 (fifty) members, for the 

purpose of representation at the Convention, may unite 
with another Branch also having less than 50 (fifty) mem-
bers, and if, when combined, the aggregate of the two 
Branches shall be no less than 50 (fifty) members. They 
shall have the right to elect 1(one) Delegate. The unifying 
of Branches is subject to the approval of the National 
Secretary-Chief Operating Officer (COO).

•  Unless otherwise agreed by the mutual consent of 
both Branches, the Branch having the greater number of 
members shall be entitled to elect the Delegate, and the 
Branch having the lesser number of members, the 
Alternate Delegate.

•  The GA, when issuing a call for a Convention, shall, 
for the benefit of such Branches, make available a list of all 
the Branches having fewer than 50 (fifty) members and 
provide the contact information of their officers.

•  A member may vote for a Delegate to the Convention 
only once and only in the Branch where the member has 
paid dues to the Fraternal Fund, as explained previously.

Credentials Form

The Credentials Form listing the names of elected 
Delegates and Alternate Delegates must be sent to the 
UNA Home Office within 10 (ten) days of the Branch elec-
tions, but no later than 60 (sixty) days prior to the 
Convention.

Parsippany, N.J., January 13, 2022

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE OF THE UKRAINIAN 
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION:

STEFAN KACZARAJ, President/CEO

GERALD TYSIAK, First Vice-President

EUGENE SERBA, Second Vice-President

EUGENE OSIDACZ, Director for Canada

YURIY SYMCZYK, COO/National Secretary

ROMA LISOVICH, CFO/Treasurer

(Continued from page 1)
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Columbia University’s Ukrainian Studies Program to offer six courses in Spring 2022
by Mark Andryczyk

NEW YORK – Columbia University’s 
Ukrainian Studies Program at the Harriman 
Institute will offer six courses focusing on 
Ukrainian political science, literature, lan-
guage and visual art for the spring 2022 
semester. The program will also organize 
and host a series of lectures throughout the 
semester.

Due to the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic, 
the university has mandated that all cours-
es be held online for at least the first two 
weeks of the semester. Events will also be 
online, but they will be open to the public 
upon registration.

On Tuesdays and Thursdays from 1:10-
2:25 p.m., Dr. Mark Andryczyk will teach the 
course “Brand New: Creating Identity in 
Contemporary Ukrainian Culture.” 
Throughout the course, which will present 
and examine post-Soviet Ukrainian litera-
ture, students will learn about the significant 
achievements, names, events, scandals and 
polemics in contemporary Ukrainian litera-
ture and they will see how these writers have 
contributed to Ukraine’s post-Soviet identity.

Students will also examine how 
Ukrainian literature became an important 
site for experimentation with language, for 
providing feminist perspectives, for engag-
ing previously-banned taboos and for 
deconstructing Soviet and Ukrainian 
national myths.  The course will focus on 
writers Serhiy Zhadan, Yuri Andrukhovych, 
Oksana Zabuzhko and Taras Prokhasko.

Centered on the most important success-
es in literature, the course will also explore 
key developments in music and the visual 
art of this period. Special focus will be given 
to how the 2013-2014 Euro-Maidan revolu-
tion and the subsequent ongoing war are 
treated in today’s literature.

By also studying Ukrainian literature 
with regard to its relationship with 
Ukraine’s changing political life, students 
will obtain a strong understanding of the 
dynamics in today’s Ukraine and the devel-
opment of Ukraine as a nation in the 21st 
century. The course will be complemented 
by audio and video presentations. It will be 
taught entirely in English with a parallel 
reading list for those who read Ukrainian.

Dr. Olena Martynyuk, the Jacyk 
Postdoctoral Fellow in Ukrainian Studies at 
the Harriman Institute of Columbia 
University, will teach a course titled “Agents 
of Change: Ukrainian Art Between 
Revolutions.” The course will meet 

Mondays and Wednesdays from 1:10-2:25 
p.m. It will trace the appearance of the 
avant-garde on the territory of the Russian 
Empire with a focus on Ukrainian art as 
compared to Russian.

In examining art that aspires not only to 
reflect but to alter the reality originating 
both in the center and the periphery, the 
class will explore the array of strategies 
employed by art for that end. The founda-
tional theories of avant-garde, non-con-
formism and dissident art will be studied 
alongside the most celebrated and influen-
tial examples of innovative and radical art 
from the region.

Beginning with socially minded realist 
practices, the class will consider the impact 
of the collapse of the Russian and then 
Soviet empires on art and reflect on how 
societal upheavals affect understanding of 
the function and definition of art. The 
appearance of Socialist Realism and the 
versions of opposition to it will be studied, 
from dissident undermining to neglect and 
escapism of the second avant-gardes. 
Ukrainian art of recent decades will be 
studied in the context of several revolutions 
(Granite, Orange, Euro-Maidan) that 
defined its contemporary history. The class 
is offered for graduate and advanced 
undergraduate students. Knowledge of 
Russian or Ukrainian is not required.  

In Spring 2022, for Ukrainian ambassa-
dor Valeriy Kuchynskyi will teach a course 
titled “Ukraine: Power Politics and 
Diplomacy,” which will be held on Tuesdays 
from 2:10-4 p.m. The seminar-like course 
will consist of three parts: historical back-
ground, thematic and political issues and 
conclusions. It will provide historical per-
spectives on the development of today’s 
Ukraine, analysis of the evolution of its poli-
tics since independence and its quest for 
Euro-Atlantic integration.

While providing an assessment of politi-
cal, social and economic transformations, 
the course will also examine the major 
causes of the Euro-Maidan and the 
Revolution of Dignity. The current political 
situation in the country and Russia’s ongo-
ing aggression against Ukraine will also be 
thoroughly investigated. The results of the 
2019 presidential and parliamentary elec-
tions and their impact will also be analyzed 
in detail.

The class will also tackle the following 
questions: What are the chances the new 
government will eradicate corruption, 
improve the economic situation, imple-

ment reforms and reach a peaceful solution 
in the Donbas? Is there a future for the 
Minsk accords? What’s the significance of 
the Normandy Summit? The newly-revised 
course, led by a career Ukrainian diplomat, 
will also explore behind-the scenes activi-
ties in Ukraine, as well as power struggles 
and diplomatic activities.

The format of the course will encourage 
active dialogue and analytical reflection on 
the part of the students. The professor regu-
larly provides articles and reviews on the 
latest political developments in Ukraine. 
During the course, each student will be 
expected to prepare mid-term and final 
papers that explore the prospects of Ukraine 
becoming a free, prosperous, democratic 
state that is a member of European institu-
tions, or whether they believe Ukraine will 
remain in Russia’s sphere of influence. 

Three levels of Ukrainian language 
instruction will be taught this Spring by Dr. 
Yuri Shevchuk: Elementary II on Mondays, 
Wednesdays, and Thursdays from 11:40 
a.m.-12:55 p.m.; Intermediate II on 
Mondays, Wednesdays, and Thursdays 
from 10:10-11:25 a.m.; and Advanced 
Ukrainian Through Literature, Media and 
Politics on Mondays and Wednesdays from 
2:40-3:55 p.m.  

A series of events have already been 
scheduled for the Spring 2022 semester. On 
February 4, a presentation of the book 
“Contemporary Ukrainian and Baltic Art: 
Political and Social Perspectives, 1991–
2021” (ibidim, 2021), featuring several of 
its contributors, will take place.

February 16 will feature a book presen-
tation and reading by Anna Frajlich-Zajac 
and Vasyl Makhno of the volume “Imię 
Ojca/Im’ia Bat’ka” (Krok, 2021), a bilingual 
volume of Frajlich-Zajac’s Polish-language 
poems and their Ukrainian-language trans-
lations by Mr. Makhno.

On March 9, in commemoration of Taras 
Shevchenko’s birth, Volodymyr Dibrova will 
present his latest book, “Svizhym okom: 
Shevchenko dlia suchasnoho chytacha” 
(Bilka, 2021), and on March 21 there will be 
a round table on contemporary Ukrainian 
music organized as part of the Ukrainian 
Contemporary Music Festival 2022.

All of these events will be moderated by 
Mr. Andryczyk and will be held virtually at 
noon as Zoom webinars and streamed via 
YouTube Live. They will not be in-person 
events. Registration will be required. Please 
see the Ukrainian Studies Program web 
page (https://harriman.columbia.edu/

ance. Russia massed about 100,000 troops 
near its border with Ukraine and in Crimea 
in the late autumn before presenting the 
United States and NATO with a list of 
demands for security guarantees, including 
an end to the alliance’s eastward expan-
sion. The United States has said the build-
up could be a prelude to another invasion 
of Ukraine, something the Kremlin has 
denied. Mr. Blinken said Russia is trying to 
turn three sets of talks next week into a 
debate about NATO but that Ukraine will 
be “front and center on the agenda ... 
because that’s what precipitated this cri-
sis.” U.S. officials will meet with their 
Russian counterparts on January 10 in 
Geneva followed by a NATO-Russia Council 
meeting at NATO headquarters in Brussels 
on January 12. A meeting of the 
Organization for Security and Cooperation 
in Europe (OSCE) – which includes the 
United States, Ukraine and Russia – will be 

held in Vienna on January 13. Mr. Blinken 
used his address at the State Department 
to lay out what the United States sees as 
the root cause of the crisis, highlight 
Russian “malign” activities that have desta-
bilized Europe, and counter various 
Russian interpretations of events. Mr. 
Blinken dismissed Russian allegations that 
Ukraine was to blame for the current crisis 
as “absurd” and more “gaslighting.” The top 
U.S. diplomat said the root cause of the cri-
sis lies in Russia’s inability to accept 
Ukraine’s decision to pursue a democratic 
path. He listed a long series of Russian 
aggressions against the country – including 
territorial annexation, cyberattacks, disin-
formation campaigns, energy strangulation 
– ever since Ukrainian citizens ousted 
Kremlin-leaning President Viktor Yanuko-
vych in 2014. Mr. Blinken also rejected 
Russian President Vladimir Putin’s claims 
that the West broke an agreement with the 
Soviet Union not to expand NATO and that 
the alliance is a threat to Russia. He said no 
such agreement was ever reached between 
the West and Moscow and said that NATO 

had reduced the size of its forces following 
the end of the Cold War until Russia 
attacked Ukraine in 2014. Mr. Blinken did 
not exclude that Russia’s “nonstarter” 
demands could be a ruse to justify military 
action against Ukraine, saying it’s “part of 
[the Kremlin’s] playbook.” He also said 
Russia could try to instigate an incident 
and then use it as a justification to attack 
Ukraine, “hoping that by the time the world 
realizes the ruse, it’ll be too late.” He said 
another attack against Ukraine likely will 
only work counter to Mr. Putin’s stated 
goals as NATO would be forced to bolster 
its presence on the continent. However, Mr. 
Blinken held out hope the West and Russia 
could make progress on some issues, 
including increasing transparency, institut-
ing new risk reduction measures, and on 
arms control. He said Russia must address 
the concerns of the West about its malign 
actions across the continent. “We go into 
[these meetings] committed to diplomacy, 
committed to dialogue, but equally com-
mitted to stand up for the principles that 
Russia is putting at risk,” he said. (RFE/RL)

(Continued from page 10)
NEWSBRIEFS

Georg Nolte (Germany) and Judge Hilary 
Charlesworth (Australia).

In statements issued on November 8, 
2019, Judge Xue and Judge Ad-Hoc Leonid 
Skotnikov (Russia) dissented from the 
opinion of the majority of the court mem-
bers that the ICJ had jurisdiction in hearing 
the lawsuit. Judge Robinson, in his state-
ment, supported the ICJ’s jurisdiction in 
hearing the case, but highlighted the need 
to differentiate between acts committed by 
peoples struggling for liberation, self-deter-
mination and independence, and those 
defined as acts of terrorism.

Additional decisions made by the ICJ 
since 2019 have been restricted due to the 
ongoing COVID-19 pandemic.

Source: “Kyiv sues Moscow at U.N. court,” 
(by Christopher Miller of RFE/RL), The 
Ukrainian Weekly, January 22, 2017.

(Continued from page 6)
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research-regions/ukraine/) for more 
details. Also, the Ukrainian Film Club will 
present films throughout the semester. 
More information about those film screen-
ings will be posted as events on the 
Ukrainian Studies Program webpage once 
dates and times are confirmed. 

Courses at Columbia are open to stu-
dents from other universities in the New 
York metropolitan area seeking credit. 
Readers should contact the university at 
which they are enrolled to determine 
whether their school participates in this 
manner with Columbia University.

Some courses are open to outside indi-
viduals interested in non-credit continuing 
studies. Additionally, through the Lifelong 
Learners program, individuals over age 65 
who are interested in auditing courses may 
enroll at a discounted rate. For more infor-
mation, readers may visit the Columbia 
University School of Continuing Education, 
http://www.ce.columbia.edu/auditing/ 
?PID=28.

The first day of classes is January 18. For 
more information about courses or the 
Ukrainian Studies Program at Columbia 
University, readers may contact Mr. Andry-
czyk at ukrainianstudies@columbia.edu or 
212-854-4697.
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The World Hockey Association (WHA) 
was a professional hockey league that 
operated in North America from 1972 to 
1979 in competition with the established 
National Hockey League. The WHA tried to 
capitalize on the lack of hockey teams in 
major American cities and mid-level 
Canadian cities, hoping to attract the best 
players by paying more than the NHL 
owners paid their players. The upstart 
league offered pro hockey jobs to many 

players, several of whom were of 
Ukrainian descent. Here is a nostalgic 
glance back at eight notable Ukrainian 
WHA skaters who are forever enshrined in 
their teams’ historical archives. They are 
VIPs – very important players – to their 
respective WHA franchises.

Mike Antonovich, C, Minnesota 
Fighting Saints, five seasons, 309GP, 

117G-116A-233P, 118PIM

“Mr. Minnesota” won two state high 
school championships, then played three 
years at the University of Minnesota prior 
to being drafted by the Minnesota North 
Stars and Minnesota Fighting Saints. He 
signed with the WHA club and proceeded 
to compile five consecutive 20-goal sea-
sons (1972-1977). Diminutive in stature 
at 5-foot-8, 160 pounds, he dominated 
the game with speed despite a serious 
knee injury he suffered before turning 
pro. His first linemates with the Saints 
were NHL veterans Dave Keon and John 
“Pie” McKenzie – to fit in, he started skat-
ing on left wing. Antonovich scored a 
majority of his goals on rebounds and 
deflections, utilizing his quickness to 
pounce on loose pucks. He celebrated 
most of his goals with a personalized 
dance.

Paul Shmyr, D, Cleveland Crusaders, 
four seasons, 270GP, 31G-132A-163P, 

538PIM

Shmyr was recognized as one of the 
WHA’s top defensive stars, noted for his 
hard-nosed play. He was a WHA First Team 
All-Star in 1973, 1974 and 1976, and a sec-
ond-teamer in 1979. He won the league’s 
trophy for top defenseman in 1976. His 
career was transformed in 1972-1973, 
playing for a new franchise in a brand new 
league. The wide open style of play in the 
WHA allowed Shmyr, the only captain the 
team would have, to set a personal high in 

points (48), while the brawling, rugged ele-
ment of the league also allowed him to set a 
career high in penalty minutes (169). The 
following 1973-1974 season was a near 
repeat of the previous one. This time he set 
a career high in goals (13) on his way to 44 
points and 165 penalty minutes.

Bill Lesuk, LW, Winnipeg Jets, four sea-
sons, 318GP, 55G-81A-136P, 269PIM

He was referenced as a cagey veteran 
with a reputation as a hard-working defen-
sive forward. Philadelphia Flyers legend 

Former Chicago White Sox player Paul 
Konerko was one of Major League 
Baseball’s best first basemen during the 
2000s. He was, however, always underrat-
ed and undervalued on the diamond. He 
was described by many as the core of the 
White Sox, one of the best players in fran-
chise history. By the end of his storied 
career, he put together a resume that 
would be envied by most.

Franchise face

The Ukrainian Konerko was drafted by 
the Los Angeles Dodgers in the first round 
of the 1994 MLB draft. He was fast tracked 
into the major leagues straight out of high 
school. It did take him some time to secure a 
regular spot in the big leagues. After strug-
gling in his first few seasons with the 
Dodgers, and later with the Cincinnati Reds, 
Konerko was traded to the White Sox for 
outfielder Mike Cameron in November 
1998. In Chicago, with his third MLB organi-
zation, he finally made his presence known.

In his first year with the White Sox, 
Konerko blasted 24 home runs and posted 
a .294 batting average. He continued a con-
sistent level of play over the next five years, 
developing a solid reputation for being a 
source of power and run production. The 
year 2004 saw him take a major leap for-
ward with 41 home runs and 117 runs bat-
ted in. While his production jumped to 
another level, he was still considered quite 
underrated, finishing a distant 16th in 
league most valuable player voting. The fol-
lowing season he enjoyed a 40-home run 
season and his second career All-Star selec-
tion. In that historic 2005 campaign, 
Konerko was recognized as the soul of the 
White Sox team that won the World Series.

Konerko maintained his productive con-

sistency over the rest of his career, always 
posting 20-plus home runs until his last 
two seasons in the league. By the time of 
his retirement in 2014, he totaled 2,340 
hits with 439 home runs and a .279 batting 
average. His solid and well-rounded stat 
line was overlooked by many baseball fans. 
He truly was a premier first baseman for a 
long time, fulfilling the role of a franchise 
star for some 16 years.

Hall of Fame material?

Konerko dropped off the Hall of Fame 
ballot during the 2020 vote when he 
earned only 2.5 percent of voters’ ballots. 
Despite the abrupt ending for Hall of Fame 
consideration, his supporters believe his 
statistics deserve a re-consideration from 
Hall voters. When examining traditional 
Hall of Fame measurements, Konerko’s 
numbers say he deserves a spot in 
Cooperstown, N.Y. He consistently pro-
duced at a high level and he broke the 
2,000 hit and 400 home run thresholds. At 
worst, his career totals have him on the 
brink of making it into the Hall of Fame.

A detriment to the Hall of Fame cause 
was his defensive play. For most of his career 
he was a below average defender. This part 
of his game hurts his resume, failing to 
boost his borderline Hall of Fame potential.

Konerko today

Since his retirement, Konerko has taken 
on a new role in the game of baseball – Little 
League coach. The move surprised few in 
the sport, as he was generally considered to 
be a future coach by many. Most predicted 
his future coaching would be in professional 
baseball, not Little League. Konerko opted 
to help guide his own son through the base-
ball world as he grows up. He joined up with 

a former teammate, pitcher A.J. Putz, to 
coach the Little League squad.

No matter what his future holds, coach-
ing aspiring youngsters or major league 
ballplayers, Konerko will go down as a 
beloved figure in White Sox history. After 
all, he was the undisputed face of the fran-
chise throughout the 2000s and helped 
bring a World Series title to that franchise. 
This will not go unforgotten on the South 
Side of Chicago.

Longoria enjoys giant 
 comeback season

Evan Longoria had one of the best sea-
sons of his Major League Baseball career in 
2021 with the San Francisco Giants. While 
he did miss some time due to injury, he still 

finished with impressive offensive num-
bers: .261 average/13 home runs/46 runs 
batted in/45 runs scored. How did he 
improve compared to recent years?

Better plate discipline

The Ukrainian third baseman has been 
in the majors for 13 seasons. At this point 
in anyone’s career, it is challenging to make 
changes. One improvement Longoria did 
achieve in 2021 relates to his discipline in 
the batter’s box. Specifically, he is now bet-
ter at seeing and reacting to pitches. He’s 
never had a great walk rate, but this season 
it peaked at 13 percent. Crunching the 
numbers, he was walked three times more 

Konerko an all-time White Sox great

WHA’s Ukrainian VIPs

Evan Longoria, a third baseman with the 
San Francisco Giants in 2018.

Paul Konerko, a first baseman with the 
Chicago White Sox in 2011.

Ian D’Andrea via Wikipedia.org Keith Allison via Wikipedia.org

(Continued on page 15)

Mike Antonovich as seen in a photo 
taken in 1975.

Paul Shmyr as seen in a photo taken in 
1970.

Hockeydb.com

Bill Lesuk as seen in a photo taken in 
1975. (Continued on page 15)
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January 21 Sweet Malanka online watch party, St. Vladimir Institute, 
Online www.stvladimir.ca

January 22 Presentation of Debutantes, Plast Ukrainian Scouting
Whippany, NJ Organizations – Newark Branch, with music by Hrim
 and Philadelphia Funk Authority, Hanover Marriott, 
 www.plastnewarkdeb.com or plastnewarkdebball@gmail.com

January 22 Plast Cleveland Debutante Ball, Plast Ukrainian Scouting 
Independence, OH Organization, with music by Klopit, Embassy Suites Hotel 
 Cleveland-Rockside, plastcledeb@gmail.com

January 23 Shchedriy Vechir dinner and program, Ukrainian National 
Jenkintown, PA Women’s League of America, Ukrainian Educational and 
 Cultural Center, www.ueccphila.org or 215-663-1166

January 23 Unity Day of Ukraine commemoration, Saint Mary’s 
Fox Chase, PA Ukrainian Catholic Cemetery, 215-663-8826

January 29 Ukrainian Debutante Ball, Taras Shevchenko School of
Washington Ukrainian Studies of Greater Washington, with music by
 Hrim, Omni Shoreham Hotel, zabavadc@gmail.com or
 www.dcukrainiandeb.com

February 5 Chervona Kalyna Cotillion Ball, with presentation of 
Pearl River, NY debutantes, Plast Ukrainian Scouting Organization,  
 Hilton Pearl River, www.kalynadeb.org

February 7-11 Conference, “Beyond Borderland: 30 Years of Ukrainian 
Online Sovereignty,” featuring keynote speaker Ambassador 
 Marie Yovanovitch, Temerty Contemporary Ukraine Program,
 Harvard University, duncansmith@fas.harvard.edu

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.

frequently than in 2020. The reason for the 
improvement is because his chase rate 
dropped very dramatically. Longoria’s chase 
rate went down from 28 percent in 2020 to 
18 percent in 2021 (The league average 
chase rate is 29 percent). The lesson here is 
that Longoria is doing a much better job of 
recognizing pitches and not swinging at 
those outside of his hitting zone.

Better batted ball profile

Longoria is hitting balls with the best 

quality of contact of his career with a 55 
percent hard hit rate and 14 percent barrel 
rate. While he did not alter his batting 
stance, he did change his batted ball profile. 
He hit the fewest number of ground balls 
since 2015 and hit the most fly balls of his 
career. His ground ball percentage 
decreased from 50 percent in 2020 to 38 
percent in 2021.

Decreasing ground ball percentages is 
not always a positive, but in Longoria’s case 
it is. In 2021 he re-channeled his power 
from his earlier days with the Tampa Bay 
Rays. His slugging percentage exceeded 
where it was in 2008-2010, his best-ever 
seasons. While his power has always been 

toward the pull-side, Longoria enjoyed 
more opposite field extra base hits this past 
season.

Credit goes to the Giants’ coaching staff 
for accomplishing something special in San 
Francisco as evidenced by the club’s best 
record in the Major League. The team’s 
coaches helped Longoria regain his former 
power and channel it into hits with more 
meaningful results.

At 35 years old, Evan Longoria still has 
several years left in his career. Should he 
continue utilizing the tips and approach 
that the Giants have implemented with him 
in 2021, his final few years in baseball 
should prove to be quite successful.

(Continued from page 14)

Konerko...

Bobby Clarke called him “the most honest 
player I’ve ever played with.” After toiling 
with four NHL clubs in the early 1970s, he 
signed with the WHA’s Winnipeg Jets for 
the 1975-1976 season. He found a most 
comfortable home with the Jets, fulfilling an 
important utility role while helping the 
team win the championship Avco Cup in 
1976, 1978 and 1979. William Anton Lesuk 
was born in Moose Jaw, Saskatchewan, on 
November 1, 1946. He was nicknamed 
“Tractor” in his junior hockey years and 
was 5-foot-8, 180 pounds.

Dennis Sobchuk, C, Cincinnati 
Stingers, three seasons, 183GP, 

81G-101A-182P, 134PIM

The centerpiece of the new Stingers 
franchise, he was selected to the WHA All-
Star Game in the 1976-1977 season, a year 
in which he totaled 96 points with 44 goals, 
bettering his inaugural year numbers of 
32-45-77 in 78 games. The team’s first sea-
son of 1975-1976 had him playing on a line 

with his older brother Gene. Dennis suf-
fered three major shoulder injuries which 
seriously affected the latter part of his 
career. The natural offensive skills he exhib-
ited on the ice were best described by his 
teammate in Cincinnati at the time, Barry 
Melrose, a well-respected hockey guru: 
“Dennis Sobchuk was Wayne Gretzky 
before Wayne Gretzky,” Melrose once said.

Nick Harbaruk, RW, Indianapolis 
Racers, three seasons, 181GP, 

45G-44A-89P, 80PIM

Harbaruk played for Wayne Gretzky’s 
first professional hockey team in 
Indianapolis, although he missed out on 
playing with “The Great One” by one year. 
His third season with Indy lasted only 27 
games and this proved to be his curtain call 
at age 33. Nick was extremely productive in 
1974-1976, scoring 20 and 23 goals, 
respectively, in his two full campaigns. He 
was known as a hard-working forward who 
hit hard, played a solid defensive game and 
was a strong penalty killer. It was said he 
energized his team with his relentless 
checking. Nick was of Ukrainian descent, 
but he was born in Poland.

Morris Lukowich, LW, Houston Aeros, 
two seasons, 148GP, 67G-53A-120P, 

198PIM

Described as an explosive player in 
terms of speed and scoring with his share 
of grittiness, despite being 5-foot-9, 170 
pounds, on a good day. In 1976 the 
Pittsburgh Penguins selected him 47th 
overall in the NHL Amateur Draft, but he 
was also picked by the WHA’s Houston 
Aeros. He opted to turn pro in the WHA and 
was heavily influenced by the Howes.

“I was a young guy and I got an opportu-
nity to spend a week down in Houston with 
Gordie Howe and his sons, Mark and Marty, 
and I was just really impressed by them,” 
Lukowich reflected in a late August 2006 
interview with The Hockey History Blog. 

The contracts Pittsburgh and Houston 

offered were monetarily almost the same, 
although the Penguins took their time con-
tacting Lukowich, almost ignoring him. 
Houston stayed in touch and came across 
as really wanting Morris’ services. Meeting 
Mr. Hockey and getting a chance to play 
with him factored into the decision.

“I mean Gordie Howe was an idol of mine 
when I was young and I decided that it 
looked like there was more of a chance that I 
was going to play there as well as an oppor-
tunity to play with Gordie Howe. And I will 
never regret that because those are memo-
ries that I’ll never forget,” Lukowich said.

Lukowich progressed very well as a play-
er in the WHA under Howe and company’s 
tutelage with a most respectable rookie sea-
son in which he scored 27 goals and added 
18 assists. Year number two saw him devel-
oping as a dangerous scoring threat, tallying 
40 goals and 75 points. He added eight goals 
and seven assists in 10 playoff contests.

Dave Semenko, LW, Edmonton Oilers, 
two seasons, 142GP, 16G-20A-36P, 

298PIM

He was fellow-Ukrainian Wayne Gretzky’s 

“on-ice bodyguard” for one WHA season in 
1978-1979, the league’s final year of com-
petition. He was drafted 25th overall in 
1977 by the Minnesota North Stars of the 
NHL and the Houston Aeros of the WHA. 
Houston traded him to Edmonton just 
before the start of the 1977-1978 season. 
Semenko actually scored the final goal in 
WHA history in Game 6 of the 1979 Avco 
Cup finals, which the Oilers lost to the 
Winnipeg Jets. He was considered one of 
the toughest players ever in professional 
hockey. He was described as a fierce com-
petitor, loyal teammate, fan favorite and a 
good guy whose legendary toughness on 
the ice was surpassed by his kindness, car-
ing for others and witty sense of humor off 
the ice. Wayne Gretzky referred to him as 
the biggest teddy bear one would ever 
know. In his book “Champions,” Oilers exec-
utive Kevin Lowe called Semenko the 
“Wayne Gretzky of the tough guys.”

Ron Busniuk, C, New England 
Whalers, two seasons, 66GP, 1G-12A-

13P, 196PIM

He played 11 regular season games 
(three assists, 55 penalty minutes) and 17 
playoff games (two assists) for New 
England in 1975-1976 after coming over in 
a trade from the Minnesota Fighting Saints. 
He started 1976-1977 with the Whalers, 
dressing in 55 games (1 goal, nine assists, 
141 minutes) before being dealt to 
Edmonton. He is the older brother of Mike 
Busniuk. Ronald Edward Busniuk, born 
August 13, 1948, in Fort William, Ontario, 
played NCAA hockey at the University of 
Minnesota-Duluth and was an All-
American his senior year. Ron was not 
drafted by any NHL or WHA club.

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

(Continued from page 14)

WHA’s...

Morris Lukowich as seen in a photo 
taken in 1986

Hockeydb.com

Dave Semenko, pictured in 2016, played 
for the Edmonton Oilers (in the WHA, 
19771979) during the 19771981 and 

19811987 seasons.

Connor Mah via Wikipedia.com

Nick Harbaruk from the 19731974 NHL 
season with the St. Louis Blues.

Wikipedia.com
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