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TVENTY-S X CAND DATES GOMPETE TO BE WIKRAINE S NEXT PRESICENT, FOLR OF THEM
SR OA/Y

By Taras Kuzio

Gandidate registration for the Qtober 31 Wkrainian presidential el ection
officially closed on August 6. Next, all candidates nust collect 500,000
signatures by Septenber 20 (lkrayinska pravda, August 5).

The nunber of candidates has steadily groan wth each presidential election:
Six in 1991, seven in 1994, thirteen in 1999, and double that nunber in 2004
(Wkrayi nska pravda, July 28). However, this trend is not a reflection o
denocratic progress under Fresident Leonid Kuchna

g the 26 candidates, only four have stable levels of support. These include
reformer Mktor Yushchenko, Prinme Mnister Mktor Yanukovych, Qommunist Party
| eader Petro Synonenko, and Socialist Party |eader Qeksandr Mroz. The

renai ning 22 are considered second-tier candidates. Sone of these seek
publicity, while others amto publicize their political parties ahead of the
Mirch 2006 parlianmentary el ections.

From an ideol ogical viewoint, the 26 candidates can be divided into three
groups. Reforners include Yushchenko, Anatoliy K nakh (Uhion/Party o
Industrialists and Entrepreneurs), Mkhail o Brodskyi (Yabluko), Q eksandr
el chenko (Lhity), and Yanukovych.

Next are nationalists linked to the pro-Kuchma canp. These include Roman Kozak
(ON in Wkraine), Andriy Chornovil (fornerly QN in Wkraine), Dnytro Korchynsky
(Brotherhood), and Bohdan Boyko (Rukh for Lhity). The close ties between these
groups and the pro-Kuchma canp can be illustrated by Chornovil, who is a nenber
of the Social Denocratic Lhited Party's Social Justice faction inthe Lviv

obl ast council .

h the left are Synonenko, Mroz, Qeksandr Bazyliuk (Savic Party), Q eksandr
Yakovenko (Cormmuni st Party of VWrkers and Peasants [KPRS), and Natalia
Mtrenko (Progressive Socialist Party).

Twel ve candidates either represent conpletely narginal forces or are self-

decl ared: Qeksandr Rzavskyi (lLhited Family), Mkol a Rohozhynskyi, Mkol a
Habar (Al-lkrainian CGenter for the Defense of Human R ghts), Vasyl \ol ha
(Qvic Gontrol), Yuriy Zbitnyev (New Force), Leonid Chernovetskyi (Qiristian-
Liberal Party), Hyhoriy Chernysh (Party of the Rehabilitation of the Wkrainian
Peopl €), lhor Dushyn (Liberal Denmocratic Party), Madyslav Kryvobokov (Party o
Social Defense), Mitaliy Konovov (Geen Party), Mtaliy Nechyporuk (People's
Power - Denocratic Initiatives parliamentary faction), and Serhiy Komisarenko (a
forner anibassador to Bitain).

Miny of the 26 were put forward indirectly by the authorities so that the
candidate's supporters can fill quotas as el ection commssioners, posts that
are vital when counting and recording the results. These second-tier candi dates



are al so useful for snear canpai gns agai nst the opposition. Pro-Kuchna
nationalists such as Korchynsky, head of Brotherhood, declared that his nain
eneny in the canpai gn would be Yushchenko (temmi k.comua, July 20).

Sone candi dates fromthe opposition canp want to ensure that the elections are
as free and fair as is possible. These candi dates include Komsarenko (Yulia
Tynoshenko bl oc), Brodsky, Habar, and Chernovet skyi .

Bght ot of the 26 registered candidates are fromparties that are indirectly
linked to the authorities. Their supporters could work against the opposition
inside election conmissions. Four are fromnationalist groups linked to the
Kuchna canp: QN in Wkraine, Brotherhood, and Rikh for Lhity. The Geens were
taken over by oligarchs between 1995 and 1998, while Nechyporuk is a nenber o
the pro-presidential parlianentary group. Another two lead extrene |eft-w ng
parties that have traditionally been associated wth the authorities: the
Progressive Socialists and the KPFRS

Gonsidering these alliances, nearly one-third of the candi dates should be
treated wth suspicion. Mtrenko, for exanple, is one of the nost disliked
politicians in Wkraine, which nakes her election inpossible. A poll by the
Institute of Social Research found that 57%of voters would never choose her
(Wkrayi nska pravda, June 30).

The el ection prograns of the leading four candidates can be divided al ong |eft
(Synonenko- Moroz) and center-right (Yushchenko- Yanukovych) orientations. A the
sane tine, this division is blurred and nay be confusing to voters. Popul ar
opinion of all four candidates wll be based on support for -- or opposition to
-- the authorities. As oligarch Mktor Fnchuk admtted, the elections wll be
decided not by a conpetition of platforns, but by whom voters trust the nost
(Zerkal o nedeli, July 17-23).

Supporters of the authorities will nost |ikely choose Yanukovych. But, two
factors explain wy his programwIl play little role in this. FHrst, the
centrist canp is ideologically anorphous. G these centrist parties the nost
anor phous is Yanukovych's own Party of Regions, which has never seen the
ideological need toinvest ina party newspaper, sonething it could easily
finance. Second, Yanukovych's first canpaign speech at the Party of Regions
congress and his election nanifesto offer all things to al people.

Yanukovych's lengthy nanifesto includes a huge array of promises that no
politician could ever possibly keep. A the sane tine, the nanifesto glides
over denocratization, and Yanukovych's election rally in Zaporizhzhia ignored
this issue entirely. The Yanukovych platform also contains little nention o
fighting corruption. A one point the nanifesto nerely calls for, "Reviving
high norals and patriotism In state service honest professionals wll be
enpl oyed" (lkrayinska pravda, July 12). These omissions nay be deliberate;
shoul d voters consider how well the authorities have fulfilled pledges nade
since Kuchma first cane to power in 1994, their trust in the authorities will
likely dw ndle.

Yushchenko's platform stays clear of divisive issues such as |anguage. | nstead,
he offers "Ten Seps for the Peopl € (yuschenko.comua, July 9). These Seps
include creating 5 mllion new jobs, enphasis on socia spending, increasing



budgetary revenues, and lower taxes. Sep 4 is entirely devoted to "Battling
Gorruption Decisively,” while other steps advocate creating safe |iving
conditions, protecting famlies, pronoting spirituality, reviving the
countryside, and raising the conibat capabilities of the mlitary.

Both Yanukovych and Yushchenko ignore the key issue of integration into the BJ
or NATQ Yushchenko clains his foreign policy (Sep 10) wll be "honest,
transparent, consistent, and profitable.” There is no nention of NATQ the
Lhited Sates, the European Lhion, or the S Sngle Econonmc Space. He does
nention relations wth Russia, which are promised to be, "mutually beneficial,
friendly, and stable.”

Mroz's election nmanifesto is still shorter than Yushchenko' s. Predictably,
both election prograns are surprisingly simlar. A Razunkov Genter poll o
kraine's leading experts rated Mroz and Yushchenko highest for their
integrity and support for denocratic and "European” val ues (Zerkal o nedeli,
July 3-9).

Mbroz, unlike Yushchenko, does not believe kraine wll ever join the HJ
(Wkrayi nska pravda, July 22). In this respect, heis simlar to the Kuchma
canp, which has backtracked from Euro-Atlantic integration (kuchna. gov.ua, July

15).

Mroz and Yushchenko both focus on inproving the soci o-economc situation,
battling corruption and the oligarchs, and inproving denocratization. Mroz' s
programends wth the promise to build a "strong, denocratic, sovereign state.
This is how | see denocratic socialismand Wkraine's European choi ce”

(Wkrayi nska pravda, July 21).

Synonenko' s program stands apart fromthe other three in being traditionally
hard-1ine comunist. A Razunkov CGenter poll found that experts distrusted
Synonenko over denocratization issues and he ranked |ower than Mroz and
Yushchenko on integrity (Zerklalo nedeli, Juy 3-9). Synonenko' s program
supports changing kraine's state synbols and raising Russian to a second state
| anguage, two traditional policies found on the extrene |eft.

Synonenko dropped his 1999 plank calling for kraine to join the Bel arusi an-
Russian union. But he does support kraine's involvenent in the AS Sngle
Economic Space to an extent greater than the Kuchma canp (krayi nska pravda,
July 12).

Lhlike the 1994 and, to a lesser extent the 1999 elections, foreign policy is
narginal inthis year's elections. The low priority attached to foreign policy
issues inthe four leading candidate's prograns reflects the prinacy o
donestic issues in the election. Specifically, Wat kind of kraine wll the
next president build?



