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HALF G- K1V S LEAD NG PARTI ES REJECT YANLKOYWYCH
By Taras Kuzio

A its party congress at the end of July, Lhity (Yednist) refused to back Prine
Mnister Mktor Yanukovych for the upcoming presidentia elections (Wkrayi nska
pravda, July 24). Llhity is headed by Qeksandr Qwlchenko, the popul ar nayor o
Kyiv and head of the Kyiv state admnistration.

Kyiv is domnated by two political parties, Lhity and Mktor Medvedchuk's
Social Denocratic Party-Lhited (S0PW). The latter party did vote to back
Yanukovych. QOnel chenko and Medvedchuk have renained bitter foes since

el chenko defeated the head the Kyiv SPWb branch, Hyhoriy SQurkis, in the
1999 mayoral elections. Their rivalry has sparked nunerous charges and counter-
charges (lkrayinska pravda, July 25).

In Decenber 2001 Medvedchuk was voted down as first deputy speaker o
parliament. The defeat was seen as revenge, as the P had organized the vote
of no confidence agai nst the Yushchenko governnent in April 2001. Illicitly
taped conversations that were later publicized showed how Yushchenko had
coordinated the parliamentary vote wth el chenko.

el chenko blaned the P for arranging the hunger strikes outside Kyiv city
hall last year and for circulating runors about inmminent increases in food
price (razomorg.ua, Septenber 1, 2003). Earlier this year, the SPW |aunched
a popul i st canpai gn agai nst el chenko over price hikes on transportation.
Brotherhood, a nationalist party controlled and funded by the S0P, organi zed
these actions.

el chenko's critical views of the P pre-date the Lhity congress. In
Septenber 2003 he admitted that a high level-conflict had existed for nany
years. Qmwl chenko accused the SCPWb of being disinterested in the welfare o
Kyiv's residents and of only being interested in acquiring real estate and |and
through privatization (lkrayinska pravda, February 17). Because of the SCPW's
access to "admnistrative resources,” it can and does abuse the law and use its
tel evision nonopoly to portray Kyiv in a poor light. This situation woul d
continue, Qmwl chenko believed, as long as the, "apparatus of state
admnistration is forned solely on the basis of one political force"

(Wkrayi nska pravda, Septener 3, 2003).

Inlate 2002 the Presidential Administration and its parlianentary allies
attenpted to revise the law regarding the capital city. The changes woul d all ow
the president to appoint a head of Kyiv's Sate Administration wo opposed the
el ected nayor; Qmwel chenko has held both positions since 1999. Again, Ol chenko
and the opposition saw Medvedchuk, in his new position as head of the
Presidential Administration, as being behind the proposals (Zerkal o nedeli,
August  17-24, 2002).

The attenpt to change the law failed when it was bl ocked by Kyivites and
opposition forces. As Qwlchenko argued, "If this lawis passed in parlianent



then the Kyiv city nmayor, which is not foreseen in this docunent, would have
synbol i ¢ neaning. The nandate that | obtained from 73% of Kyivites would be
annul | ed” (Zerkal o nedeli, August 10-17, 2002).

Athough Lhity and the SPWb are technically both Kyiv parties-of-power, only
Lhity has a base inthe city. In the 2002 parliamentary elections the SOPb
barely scraped through the 4%threshold in Kyiv. Thus, of lkraine's three large
oligarch clans, only the STPb does not have a secure hone base. In the 2002
elections, Kyivites largely voted for the opposition Qur kraine party and the
Yul'ia Tynoshenko bl oc.

g the 272 delegates at the Lhity congress, 173 voted for Qwl chenko as their
presidential candidate. The other candidates who obtained large nunbers o
votes were Kuchma, Yanukovych, and reforner M ktor Yushchenko.

Inreality, QOwelchenko was the conpromse candidate. Mst delegates at the
Lhity congress wanted to back Yushchenko, who has long had close relations wth
el chenko. The Lviv branch of Lhity appeal ed to Yushchenko and Ol chenko to
join forces because, "Adefeat inthe elections of national-patriotic forces
wll lead to the final usurping of power by anti-lkrainian clans" (krayinski
novyny, July 26). Regardless of the outcone of the appeal, the Lviv branch o
Lhity said they would be agitating for Yushchenko.

el chenko pulled few punches during his Lhity congress speech. "Negative
processes that have taken hold in all spheres of society, the chaotic approach
to adopting reforns, and disgruntlenent anong |arge sections of society all
threaten unforeseen consequences for the political independence of the state,”
el chenko warned (Wkrayinska pravda, July 25). He described privatization as
havi ng been conducted in a worse fashion than Salinist industrialization.

el chenko al so condemmed corruption, the dependency of the courts on the
authorities, their control over nmass nedia, "total censorship,” and political
stagnati on.

Athough the Lhity congress voted to back Ol chenko, rather than Yushchenko,
el chenko' s congress speech nade it perfectly clear where he stood
politically. Volodynyr Rybak, a leading figure in Yanukovych's Party of Regi ons
and forner Donetsk nayor, attended the Lhity congress. He was visibly shaken by
what he had heard at the congress and advised Lhity that Yanukovych would be no
longer seeking their support. "V& do not need this! V& are not seeking to
offend anybody and do not want anybody to offend us! | have attended nany
congresses but have never heard such things!" Rybak shuddered (krayi nska
pravda, July 25).

el chenko's attenpt to straddle the line between the opposition and the
authorities is over. He has been forced by the upconming elections into choosing
inwhich canp (authorities or the opposition) he lies. Like so nany

der zhhavnyky (statists) in the national denocratic canp, Yushchenko had al so
attenpted to be a "loyal opposition.” Both Qwlchenko and Yushchenko finally --
but grudgingly -- have been forced into joining the opposition.



