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BEND NOTE
WKRA NE TAKES TVO STEPS FARMRD ON\E STEP BAXK
By Taras Kuzio

According to the final results released by the Gentral
Hection Gommission, only six of the 33 parties and bl ocs contesting
the el ections passed the 4 percent barrier for representati on under
the proportional system O these, tw are pro-presidential (For a
Lhited Wkraine, oo ZYJ 11.98; and the Social Denocratic
Party-united, oo SPUJ o, 6.24), one is anbivalent toward the
executive (Qur kraine, 23.52), and three are antipresidential
(Communi st Party of Wkraine, or KPU 20.04; Yuliya Tynoshenko H oc,
7.21, and the Socialist Party of kraine, oo SUJ 6.93). Athough the
authorities tried their dammedest, they failed to keep the fiercely
antipresidentia Yuliya Tynoshenko and Socialist blocs fromgetting
into parlianent.

I ndependent Wkraine's third parliamentary el ection produced
six inportant results.

Frst, the Gomunist Party of kraine (KPR did not obtain
the highest results and is nolonger the largest faction inthe newy
el ected Verkhovna Rada. The KRU faction of 66 deputies was reduced hy
nearly half of the 115 seats it held in the outgoing parlianent, and
is even fewer than the 80 it had in the 1994-1998 \erkhovna Rada. The
KPU lost protest votes to the Yuliya Tynoshenko Boc and the Nataliya
Mitrenko Boc. kraine's popul ation, which has declined by 4 mllion
peopl e since the 1989 Soviet census, has also affected the KRUs
support base anong pensioners. As a result, the newy elected
parlianent is the least left-wing of any that has preceded it.

Sone voters were attracted by the two communi st “cl ones"”--
the oligarch-funded Gonmuni st Party of kraine-revived (KPUQ and
the radical splinter Gommunist Party of Wrkers and Peasants, which
together obtained 1.81 percent. The Nataliya Mtrenko B oc, which
garnered 3.22 percent, also took votes fromthe KPU

Second, the outcone of the elections reveals why the
executive was in favor of naintaining the nixed 50:50
proportional -najoritarian election system Ideologically driven
parties on the left and right preferred a proportional system from
which they stood to gain. The ideol ogi cally anorphous centrist,
oligarchic pro-presidential parties preferred the najoritarian system
through which their "independents” could be elected. Qur \kraine and
the KPU obtained 70 and 59 seats on the proportional lists, and 42
and seven seats on the ngjoritarian lists, respectively. Manwhile,
the relationship for the ZYU was the opposite (36 and 66 seats). In
addition, 93 "independents" wll be under great pressure to join the
ZJ



The exception to this rule is the SCPUJo, which is the only
oligarchic party able to stand al one and espouse an ideol ogy.

Nevert hel ess, considering that the SOPU o has nassive financial
resources and controls the 1+1 Television and Inter television
channel' s, it only managed to increase its vote by just over 2 percent
conpared to the 1998 elections. This poor result for the SPJ0 wil
danage party |eader M ktor Medvedchuk's chances in the 2004
presidential elections. Smlarly, the Denocratic Party-Denocratic
Lhion bloc backed by wealthy oligarch Qeksandr Vol kov only nanaged
to obtain 0.88 percent. FHnancial resources do not necessarily
translate into political power in Wkraine.

Third, the poll results show a growth in political and civic
consci ousness anong krai nians. Anatoliy Hytsenko, president of the
krainian Genter for Economic and Political Sudies (UEPS), recently
wote that, "The authorities think we are al idiots.” Qoviously,
they are very wong. Qoned and fake oligarchic and presidentially
inspired parties such as Vonen for the Future (2.11 percent), Wnter
Qop Gneration (2.01), Geens (1.30), and Rikh for Lhity (0. 16)
fared badly, and sone of their votes nay have been "donated" to For a
Lhited Wkraine (ZY). Sone votes nay have al so been stolen from
M ktor Yushchenko's Qur lkraine and given to ZYJ as Qur lkraine' s
result was approxinately 6.5 percent |ess than Yushchenko' s personal
popul arity rating. Qur lkraine has clained that the real result was
27 percent, 3.5 percent nore than the official figure.

A the sane tine, disillusionnent wth Wkraine's political
process is running high, and voter turnout was lower than in the 1998
elections, particularly in eastern lkraine, which hurt ZyU and the
KPU This disillusionnent wll increase if the large nuniber of ZYU
deputies are perceived to have gained their seats in an unfair
election. In addition, the elections showed that Wkrainians tend to
vote for personalities (e.g., Yushchenko, Tynoshenko, and SPU head
Q eksandr Mroz) rather than parties or ideol ogies.

The Geens, the only one of the three oligarchic parties in
the outgoing parlianent that fared badly inthe elections, had a
particularly poor showng. Despite a sophisticated el ection canpai gn
featuring sone of the best posters and billboards, the Geens failed
town over the electorate to its inage as an environnental party, as
voters knew the party had not proposed a single legislative
initiative in the 1998-2002 Verkhovna Rada.

Fourth, President Leonid Kuchma's "party of power,"” the zZYU
increased its core popularity of 4 percent to only 10-11 percent.
This should not be considered a victory, considering the fact that
admnistrative resources, vote falsification, and ballot rigging
worked inthe party's favor. ZyUs poor showng in the proportional
voting was counterbal anced by a high vote count in najoritarian
districts were nost of the irregularities took place. Aside from
"donations” fromoligarch parties and vote theft from Qur UWkraine,
ZYUs result was also assisted by high vote counts from cl osed
institutions (hospitals, psychiatric hospitals, mlitary voters, and
by voting on the country's four closed nmilitary bases).

Ffth, the election results confirned Wkraine s regional
divisions. Wkrai nophone western and central |kraine are the regi ons
wth the greatest civic activity and consciousness, as reflected in



the nassive vote counts in favor of Qur Wkraine, the Yuliya
Tynoshenko Boc, and the U Qur \kraine obtained upward of 60-75
percent in sone Gaician regions conpared to between 510 percent in
eastern lkraine. Qr \Wkraine took the lead in 14 western and central
oblasts, as well as in Kyiv, whereas the KPU won eight eastern and
southern oblasts along wth the Ginea. ZyU took only Donetsk ol ast
wth 36.80 percent, and the SFUled in Poltava blast wth 22 12

per cent .

Wstern and central Wkrai ne reconfirned thensel ves as the
country's bulwark agai nst a backward slide to conmunism or a
Sovi etophile regine such as those found in Mldova and Belarus. In
addition, those regions also showed that they are opposed to the
typical QS authoritarian presidential state favored by the
oligarchs. The two Russian nationalist blocs obtained a total of only
1.16 percent in proportional voting nationwde, a reflection of the
unpopul arity of their views in Wkraine.

Kuchma still continues to talk about inplenenting the flawed
April 2000 referendum that woul d convert lkraine into a presidential
state wth a weak parlianent, but he has neither a parlianmentary
majority nor the constitutional two-thirds to ensure this. A Mrch
pol | by UEPS found that, of the successful parties in the elections,
only the ZYU supports the inplenentati on of the referendum results.
Prine Mnister Anatoliy Kinakh believes that the newy el ected
parlianent wll therefore not be in a position to inplenent the
r ef er endum

The "party of power" had to fall back on Donetsk and Luhansk
obl asts, where it won 19 out of 22, and seven out of 11 of the
najoritarian districts amd wdespread allegations of fraud. The
greatest nunier of viol ations recorded by the CBCE nonitoring teans
vere in the Donbas, which the respected krainian weekly "Zerkal o
nedel i / Dzerkal o tyzhnya" labeled "a mni Belarus" and "totalitarian
enclave” wthin Wkraine. ZYUs tactics in the Donbas negatively
affected both the KFU and Qur kraine's results in the region.

Sxth, parlianent wll be stalled in the next few nonths by
two problens. The election of a new parlianentary leadership wll be
difficult, as these positions are crucia in deciding the
parlianentary agenda and in acting as |aunching pads for further
political careers. The KFU SU and the Yuliya Tynoshenko B oc have
also already supported calls for the new parlianent to |aunch
i npeachnent proceedi ngs agai nst President Kuchma. Wether these are
successful depends on the attitude of Qur kraine, which is conposed
of a radical anti-Kuchna wng and those inclined to favor cooperation
on sone issues wth Zyd but not wth the SPUo.
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