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BEND NOTE
STRONG AND VEAK ' PARTIES OF POMR INRBI A AND LKRAINE
By Taras Kuzio

In md-1999 the Russian authorities were concerned that Qir
Hme is Russia (NOR only had a popul arity rating of several percent
and thus set about creating a conpletely new "party of power” -- the
Interregional Mvenent of Yedinstvo (Lhity). In the Russian
parlianentary elections on 19 Decenber 1999, Yedintsvo captured 23.3
percent of the vote and 82 seats, only 1 percent and eight seats
fewer than the Gommunist Party (KPRF).

The Wkrainian "party of power" -- For a Lhited lkraine (2YU
election bloc -- was also created four nonths prior to the Mrch 31,
2002 parlianentary el ections. President Leonid Kuchna ordered all
state officials fromthe raion level upward to ensure that ZyU obtai n
30 percent inthe elections. In sharp contrast to its Russian
equi valent, ZYU has only received an average of 4 percent popul arity
ratings in nost opinion polls. Its nain base of support is the
Donbas, the sane as that of the Gormuni st Party of Wkraine (KPU),
vhile it is unpopular in western and central \kraine, including Kyiv.

Wiy did Lhity do well in Russia in 1999, while lkraine's ZYU
appears to be faring bady today?

Lhity was created as a conpletely new political fornation
backed by then-acting President Madimr PRutin as his vehicle to help
himsecure an election wn in Mrch 2000. Yedintsvo was a conpl etely
new political fornation, whereas ZYU is a union of five regionally
based mini "parties of power,"” some of which had to be cajoled into
supporting Zyd Both Lhity and ZYJ aimto create pro-presidential
najorities inthe newy elected parlianents. ZyU ains to inpl enent
Kuchna's long-term goal of changing kraine into a Russian-style
presidential republic by inplemnenting the results of the flawed April
2000 ref erendum

Lhity carefully chose |eaders such as then-acting Evergency
Stuations Mnister Sergei Shoigu, who was constantly on tel evision
due to his mnistry's invol venent in the Chechen conflict, and
A eksandr Karelin, a Geco-Ronan westler of international fane. The
two Lhity leaders both stressed their abilities to act decisively.
Putin, who endorsed Lhity, was also seen ina simlar light. In
contrast, ZYUs leader is the uncharisnatic head of the presidential
admnistration, Vol odynyr Lytvyn, who is not a confident public
speaker and is seen as an academic rather than a "nan of action.”
Wile Yedintsvo's inage helped it attract young voters, ZYU struggl es
to do so.

Another difference between Lhity and ZYU is the high



popul arity of RPutin and the low popul arity of Kuchma. Sone 43.5
percent of Wkrainians have a negative inpression of Kuchma, according
toa February poll by the Kyiv International Institute of Sociol ogy.
Kuchna has attenpted to revive ZYUs fortunes by issuing a
presidentia decree on 28 January ordering 300,000 state officials to
back ZYd and by proposing that he would be prepared to head the ZYU
after it istransforned into a party. But while Kuchna' s presi dency
Wil cone to anend in tw years' tine, Putin was an seen as an
up-and-comng candidate to fill the political vacuum left by the
retirement of President Boris Yeltsin. In addition, Putin never
stated his intention to lead Lhity.

According to Article 103 of the lWkrainian Gonstitution, the
president cannot head any party, and Kuchna' s suggestion that he
would head ZYU flew in the face of the president's well-known
negative attitude toward the role of parties. This trial balloon vas
therefore nore a product of internal problens and panic in the
presidential administration than of the low popularity of ZYd This
becane clear after a January poll by the Genter for Economic and
Politica Sudies gave it only 3.9 percent, neaning it would not get
through the 4 percent barrier in the haf of seats elected
proportionatel y. Lytvyn explained anay these |ow ratings for ZYU by
saying that "sociology, just like academa, prostitutes itself (in
kraine). "

Another najor difference between the situations of Russia in
1999 and kraine today is that in Wkraine there is a strong
alternative to the "party of power.” Qur kraine occupies the sane
space on the political spectrumas both Russia' s liberal Yabl oko and
the Lhion of Rghtist Forces (SPS -- which includes Russia s Choi ce,
the country's first "party of power.” Qur lkraine is also different
because it can be nore clearly understood as "Rukh-2" wth an
economc platformand a charismatic and popul ar |eader, Mktor
Yushchenko.

The conbi nation of national and denocratic ideologies wthin
one program was peculiar to the non-Russian republics of the forner
WBSR but not to Russia. The Wnter Qop Generation bloc, a Wkrainian
attenpt to emulate the SPS funded by oligarch and Kuchna' s son-in-1aw
Mktor Anchuk, has failed to attract popularity. Rure reformst
blocs (in contrast to those conining national and denocratic
agendas, such as Qur kraine) have little public support.

Lhity and ZYU both had/ have unrivalled access to
"admnistrative resources,” privileged access to the nedia, and the
support of regional state admnistrations controlled by the
executive. Both aimto transformtheir election blocs into political
parties after the elections, and both had vague "centrist" prograns
that enphasized "stability" and stood for a corporatist status quo.

This simlarity in ideology ends there. Appealing to Russia
as a "great power," Lhity lanented the demise of the Soviet Uhion,
sonething ZyU or any krainian oligarch group would never do. The
largest group of voters to swtch to Yedintsvo was therefore fromthe
Gonmuni st Party of the Russian Federation (KPR, a party whose
ideol ogy links Russian nationalismand Marxism The KRU is hostile to
Lkrai ni an i ndependence and any defectors would go to other |eft-wng
parties, not to ZYU Yedi ntsvo nanipul ated Russian state and ethnic



nationalismat a tine when Russia felt affronted by NATOs unilateral
mlitary action in Kosova and a new Chechen conflict had begun. It is
inpossible for ZYU to nanipul ate state nationalismin Wkraine.

ZYU therefore nore closely resenbles an earlier Russian
"party of power” -- NOR -- rather than Russia s (hoice, which
preceded NOR or Lhity, which succeeded it. NR received only 10.3
per cent inthe 1995 elections. Polls conmissioned by ZyU have al so
given it aninflated popularity of 10 percent, although its true
popul arity is only sone 4 percent according to other polls. ZYU nay
obtain as nuch as NOCR did in 1995 because of Kuchma s backing and
election nal practice, but this would still be far less than the 3
percent that ZYyU leaders optimstically predicted the bloc woul d
obtain when it was forned.
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