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"ANTINATIONALI ST CAMPAIQN TO DO SR T AR WKRA NE
By Taras Kuzio

The
"party of power," represented by the election bloc For a Lhited
kraine (ZY1), recognized that it had little opportunity of wnning
votes in Wkrai nophone western and central kraine in the 31 Mrch
parlianentary ballot. Therefore, in the sane nanner as in the 1994
presidential elections, President Leonid Kuchna sought to nake a |ast
stand in the nore Sovietized and Russophone Donbas and other eastern
krai nian oblasts. In Kuchma's 1994 canpai gn, Russian speakers
vere warned of the dangers of " lkrainianization" if the incunbent,
President Leonid Kravchuk, was returned to power.

In 2002, the authorities returned to traditional nethods of
nobi | izing eastern Wkrainians by denouncing their opponents as
"nationalists.” Not surprisingly, the nmain target of this
"anti-nationalist” canpaign was Qur lkraine. n 28 February, fake Qur
Lkrai ne posters were placed in Kharkiv wth headlines reading "Gory
to Wkraine! Qory to Its Heroes!" The posters depicted Qur Wkrai ne
leader M ktor Yushchenko in along line of nationalist |eaders from
Hetnan 1van Mizepa, who led a revolt against Russia in 1709, through
to Synon Petlyura and Sepan Bandera, nationalist |leaders in the
1910s and 1940s, respectively, to the forner dissident and head o
Rukh, Wachesl av Chornovil .

ZYUs attenpt to blacken Qur \kraine as a "nationalist"
formati on was assisted by Russian newspapers and tel evision, which
are still wdely read and viewed in eastern lkrai ne. Russian
officials and Anbassador to kraine Mktor Chernonyrdin openly
interfered inthe elections by indirectly calling upon Wkrainians not
tovote for Qur kraine because it was "anti-Russian," i.e.,
"nationalist” in traditional Soviet parlance. The Wkrainian newspaper
"Zerkal 0 nedeli/[xerkal o tyzhnya" concluded that the executive,
Kuchna' s entourage, and Russian elites worked together "to
produce an allergic reaction in people in Russian-speaking regions to



Yushchenko and his supporters.”

In early Mrch, Wkrainian and Russian news agencies reported
that the Ivano-Fankivsk city council had voted to recogni ze nenbers
of the Vdffen SS Galicia Dvision as "freedom fighters" and thereby
grant them pension rights. The Russian nedia played a ngjor role in
dissemnating this false information, which was later reported by the
Veéstern nedia and condermed by Jew sh organi zati ons.

The issue becane further clouded because the Social
Denocratic Party Wkraine-united (SOPU0), fearing that it was going
tolose votes in western kraine tothe Qur Wkraine bloc, tried to
gain votes by playing the nationalist card The SOPUo argued that
its leader, Mktor Medvedchuk, was the son of a repressed nenber o
the Qganization of Wkrainian Nationalists (QN, and clained that it
had prepared a draft law to rehabilitate the QN and the Wkrai ni an
Insurgent Any (LPA). The SDPU0's popul i smwas evident during
Medvedchuk' s el ection canpaign visit to Ginea on 15 Mrch where
he categorically rejected suggestions that the SoPU o sought to
rehabilitate the QN and WPA

The nost voci ferous condermations of the discussions on the
rehabilitation of the QN and WA and the alleged |vano-F anki vsk
city decree were by Russian nedia outlets, which quoted outraged
Russian officials fromthe Sate Duna and the Mnistry of Foreign
Affairs. The Russian nedia and officials portrayed these noves as the
program of "national radicals" who domnated Qur kraine. In reality,
as |vano-Frankivsk Myor Zinoviy Shkutyak said, the council had only
debated the issue, not adopted any decision. In his view the
reaction proved that this was "an attenpt by certain political forces
to influence the election process in kraine.” This view was backed
by "Zerkal o nedeli/[Drerkal o tyzhnya," which concluded that the
Russian nedia portrayal of the entire affair was "largely inaccurate
and designed to falsely portray the front-running Qur kraine as Nazi
supporters.”

Suspicions were also aroused that this was an attenpt to
sully Qur lkraine when the Ivano-Fankivsk city councilor wo
proposed the notion to rehabilitate the Galicia Dvision was found to
be a nenber of the SSPJo. Qr lkraine distanced itself fromthe
controversy surrounding the Gilicia Dvision by referring to
Yushchenko's father's service in Vérld Ver Il in the Soviet
Any. Neverthel ess, the danage nay have already been done to Qur
krai ne anong eastern lkrai nian voters.

The assassination of Mkola Shkriblyak, |vano-Frankivsk's
deputy governor and head of the oblast organization of the SPUo,
just two days before election day again rai sed suspicions. Shkriblyak
was a candidate in election district No. 90 where Qi Wkraine
candi date Foman Zvarych was his nmain opponent. Ostrict No. 90 is the
forner constituency of Gongress of krainian Nationalists (KN
leader Sava Setsko (KN is a nenber of the Qur Wkraine election
bloc). ZYU openly linked the assassination of Shkriblyak to the
at nosphere created by the alleged canpaign to rehabilitate the
Glicia Dvision.

The assassination had all the hallnarks of the "attenpted
assassi hation" of Progressive Socialist Party leader Nataliya
Mtrenko in the 1999 presidential elections in Kivyy Rh in an



attenpt to discredit Kuchna's main threat, Socialist Party |eader
Qeksandr Mroz. Inthe 2002 elections, the nain threat to the
authorities had changed to Qur WWkraine.

Zvarych took up Wkrainian citizenship after renouncing his
US citizenship in the md-1990s and was el ected to the outgoi ng
parlianent as a nenber of Rikh. Gh 6 Mrch, the ICIV channel
controlled by Labor kraine, a nenber of ZYU had al ready | abel ed
Zvarych as a "national radical” wo planned reprisals if Qur Wkraine
won the el ections.

Targeting Shkriblyak, therefore, had two purposes: it further
bl ackened Qur Wkraine as a "nationalist” formation while contributing
tothe officially inspired anti-American canpaign by pointing to
Zvarych, like Yushchenko, as having Anerican connections. The
SPUo-controlled 1+1 and Inter television channels inplicated
Zvarych and the US HEibassy in the assassination attenpt by citing
reports fromthe SOPU o newspaper "K evskie vedonosti." The
SPUo-controlled nedia also alleged that the US Enbassy had
pressured Shkriblyak to wthdraw his candidacy earlier in Mrch.

The claim by SPJ o0 |eader Medvedchuk that the assassination
was neant to renove the probable victor in constituency No. 90 is
unlikely, as the SOPUo obtained nerely 2.5 percent of the vote in
the region conpared to Qur kraine's 72 percent. Zvarych won the
seat wth 61 percent of the vote. Athough it can never be ruled out
that Shkriblyak's nurder was business-related, there wll remain
suspicions that he was sinply a patsy to discredit Qur UWkraine.
krai nians have a saying. "Beat your own so that foreigners are
afraid."

The report was witten by Taras Kuzio, a research associate
at the Gentre for Russian and East European Studies, Uhiversity o
Toront o.



