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NATI ONALI SM AND REFGRM i n Bel arus and Wkrai ne
Taras Kuzio

In Wkraine and Belarus political groups can

be readily categorized into three groups -- the extrene |eft
(Sovietophiles, such as Belarusian President A yaksandr Lukashenka;
communi sts; and pan-Eastern Savists), centrists, and center-right
national denocrats. The extrene right in both countries have

mni scul e support; racist and anti-Semitic remarks are nore often
heard fromthe extrene |eft.

The policies of these three groups can be al so easily divided
according to their support for three parts of a single programmatic
package -- national revival (identity, language, culture); denocratic
and narket reform and cutting ties wth the Soviet past and
replacing Soviet and Eurasian values wth European ones through
"returning to Burope.” As one noves fromthe extrene left to the
center-right in Belarus and Wkraine, support for these three parts o
a single programmati c package increases.

The strongest support for denocratic reformand integrating
into Burope is therefore to be found anong center-right national
denocrats. It is no coincidence that support for these three aspects
of a single program are al so backed by political parties who draw
upon those sections of the Belarusian and krai nian popul ations who
have higher national consciousness and pronote national revival and
nation building. National identity, reform and a pro-European
orientation are intinmately linked in Belarus and Wkraine.

National denocratic parties in Belarus and lkraine are
usual |y negatively depicted as extrene, anti-Russian "nationalists"
by the Wstern nedia, scholars, and policy nakers. Qe reason for
this is the continued location of Véstern journalists in Mscow (as
inthe Soviet era), who wite about the non-Russian forner Soviet
republics fromthis Russian vantage point or after occasional forays
into Belarus or Wkraine. Mbscow based journalists and Véstern
scholars wth a Russophile Soviet-studies background have al so tended
toreinforce the stereotype that nationalismin Belarus and Wkraine
is negative, especially when it attenpts to provide affirnative
action for Belarusian and lkrainian |language and culture subjected to
centuries of Russification.

In Belarus and Wkraine the center-right national denocrats
are akin to center-right parties inearlier periods of the Vést.
(Schol ars have still to provide any theoretical evidence to
differentiate between civic nationalismand patriotism) In Belarus
and Wkraine, nationalismis of acivic, patriotic variety that seeks
to inplenent the necessary political, econonic, and administrative
reforns oriented toward radically breaking wth the Soviet past and



thereby integrating these countries into Europe.

The tsarist and Soviet historical experience is understood as
a negative aberration that placed Belarus and Wkrai ne outside
European and Véstern devel opnents. Not surprisingly therefore, the
extrene left are their arch opponents because they say the exact
opposite. For Lukashenka, the Soviet experience was the nost
inportant historical event for Belarus inits entire history. A this
was undertaken together wth Russia as the "elder brother” of the
WBR then it is only natural for Belarus and Russia to be in union.
Li kew se, the Gormuni st Party of kraine led by Petro Synonenko has
been the only strong supporter of Lukashenka' s regine in Wkraine.

Pan-9 avists agree wth the communi sts and Sovi et ophi | es that
"Wite Russia’ (Belarus) and "Little Russia" (lkraine) should
orientate thensel ves whol eheartedly to Russia. Were pan-9 avists and
communi sts/ Sovi etophil es disagree is how thei r prescription for the
present is based on their past understanding. Pan-S avists |ook to
the pre-Soviet era as their "golden age" and therefore see no praobl em
in Belarusians and Wkrainians becoming part of Russia. Gonmuni sts and
Sovietophiles see the Sovi et era as their "golden age" and therefore
woul d not accept anything other than a union of sovereign republics.
Pan-J avists can be best depicted as Russian nationalists and
communi sts/ Sovi etophiles as Soviet nationalists.

In Belarus and Wkraine, centrists and national denocrats are
allied against the extrene left. In Belarus this was clearly seen in
the Septenber 2001 presidential elections wen the majority o
national denocrats and centrists allied together into an el ection
bloc led by Uadzimr Hancharyk, head of the Belarusian Trade Uhion
Federation, to oppose Lukashenka's re-election. In Wkraine, the
equi val ent head of the Federation of Trade Lhions of Ukraine,
Qeksandr Soyan, was a high-profile nenber of Mktor
Yushchenko's Qur kraine bloc. In Wkraine, al centrist parties
oppose kraine's nentership of the Russian-Bel arusi an union.

Gentrist parties in Belarus and Wkraine are at once the
easiest to define and the nost difficult to categorize. Centrists
tend to have their origins inthe Soviet higher nonenkl atura who
abandoned the Gonmuni st Party in favor of "soverei gn communisni in
1990-91 and then altogether when the party was banned after the
August 1991 putsch. Centrists at first created no political parties
but used their patronage networks to establish a nonconstit uted
"party of power.” Fomthe md-1990s the "party of power" transforned
itself into regional mni-"parties of power" in Wkraine as economnic
gains nade in the reform process were transforned into political
power. This happened to a greater extent in Wkraine than Bel arus,
because reforns were speeded up after 1994 whereas in Bel arus
Lukashenka's election in 1994 led to the gradual re-introduction
of a neo-Soviet regine. Gentrists were able to becone oligarchs only
in Wrai ne.

Because of their link to the Soviet past, centrists and
oligarchs straddle the Soviet Hirasian past and the Eiuropean future.
Their past ways of operating in a nontransparent, corrupt fashion
usi ng patronage networks have been continued in Wkraine in the
post-Soviet era. During the Brezhnev "era of stagnation' they |earned
topay lip service to officially espoused rhetoric, then in the narch



from "devel oped socialisni to communi sm and now for "reformi toward
"integrating into Europe.” Qentrists and oligarchs prefer not to
conpl etely break with the Soviet past and hence prefer "third-way"
popul i st alternatives.

In the foreign policy arena they wll espouse integration
into the BJ and less so into NATQ hut still prefer to remain active
inthe AS Hence, "multi-vector” foreign policies are preferable.
Deci siveness in donestic or foreign policy is therefore not one o
their strong points.

As centrists originated in the largely Russified forner
Soviet nonenkl atura, it is not surprising that their strongest
support cones from the Russophone popul ation. Hence, centrists are
supporters of state building and i ndependence but | ukewarm on nation
bui I ding, sonething that divides themfrom national denocrats. In
Bel arus, nost national denocrats are wlling to overl ook the division
wth centrists on the national question because of their comonly
percei ved threat from Lukashenka. Russophones are the nost passive
and least active incivil society as well as being the nost anor phous
both ideologically and in nationa consciousness. |deol ogically
driven parties in Belarus and Wkraine only exist onthe left and
right.

In conclusion, if Vestern policy towards Belarus and Wkraine
aing to strengthen the reform novenent, then it has little choice but
to support these very sane national denocrats whomit has often
criticized in the past.
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