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BEND NOTE
BHECNTON RBVEALS LKRAINE S GEORAPH C PAITICAL DM S ONS
By Taras Kuzio

I ndependent Wkraine's third parliamentary elections on 3l
Mirch narked an inportant mlestone in the confirnmation of Wkrainian
statehood. The two nain conpetitors -- For a lhited Wkraine (ZY) and
Qur Wkraine (N) -- both canpai gned strongly on statist platforns.
The ZYU pushed -- in ZYU head Vol odynyr Lytvyn's words -- a "healthy
patriotic" line. Neverthel ess, the elections showed that west-central
kraine voted for "Estonian-style" radical reformand a pro-Véstern
orientation, while southern and eastern lkraine voted al ong
"Belarusian® lines for either a return to the communi st past or for
oligarchs who favor an authoritarian-corporatist state.

The poor result for the Communist Party of lkraine (KPU,
which promotes a union wth Bel arus and Russia, coupled wth the good
election result by the pro-statehood Socialist Party of kraine
(Y, confirns that Wkraine's independent statehood is no longer the
central issue. The conbined leftist vote declined from40 to 30
percent. Bven in separate elections to the Suprene Soviet of the
Qinean Autononous Republic, the Leonid Gach's communist bloc only
gained 28 of 100 seats, losing control of the regional parlianent to
the pro-presidential Serhiy Kunitsyn bl oc.

The KFU only nade the top three in one western krainian
obl ast, Chernivtsi, and was eclipsed by the SfU in nany central
krai nian oblasts. The KPU finished first only in eastern and
southern oblasts, wth the exception of Donetsk, and showed its
hi ghest support in Luhansk (blast (39.69 percent) and the Qinean
Aut ononous Republic (33.95 percent). These results confirma pattern
of the left being unpopular in the west, the SPU dominating the
leftist vote in the Wkrai nophone center, and the KPU in the
Russophone east and sout h.

Voters turned their backs on the two Russian nationalist
blocs (the Russian Boc and the Lhion of kraine, Belarus, and Russia
bl oc) that advocated lkraine' s nenership into the Russia-Bel arus
Lhion, Russian as a second state |anguage, and Russi ans
constitutionally defined as a second titular nation -- as those bl ocs
obtained a conbined 1.16 percent. Even in the Qinea, Qur Wkraine
finished third, as conpared to the Russian Boc's fifth-place finish
on proportional party lists to the national elections. iy in the
city of Sevastopol did the Russian Boc nanage a third-place show ng,
behind the KFU and ZYJ while achieving its highest support in
kraine wth 8.86 percent of the vote.

Voter turnout was lowest inthe Ginea, Sevastopol, and Qlesa
l ast, which hurt ZYU and the KPU and in the city of Kyiv, which



hurt Qur lkraine. The highest turnouts were in areas synpathetic to
reforners and the antipresidential opposition. Voter turnout was
highest in Ternopil (blast, where 82.1 percent voted, conpared to
only 65-67 percent inthe Donbas. This is a reflection of lower civic
activismin eastern Wkraine.

The division of the country is less a threat to Wkrainian
statehood than a product of |ess-developed civic culture in eastern
kraine and conpetition over different visions of what wll be built
inlkraine -- a Wstern-style denocracy and narket econony (Qur
kraine's preference); a corporatist-authoritarian state wth
clientalistic relations between the state and economic and political
actors (ZYUs preference); or perhaps a conpronise between that
proposed by ZyU and NJ

The ZYU only fared well in eastern and southern Wkraine wth
an 11.81 percent national average. Yet it failed to enter into the
top three places in the Zaporizhzhia and Kherson oblasts and the
Gimea. Its worst result was inthe three Gilician oblasts, where it
only nanaged a paltry 1.8-3.4 percent conpared to its best
performance in Donetsk (blast, where it obtained 36.80 percent. Qher
regions where ZYU obtai ned better-than-average results were in the
Kirovohrad, Qlesa, Luhansk, Mkolaiv, and Kharkiv oblasts. ZYUs
landslide victory in the Donbas was only achi eved because of the
worst-recorded election violations in Wkraine in the three
parlianentary elections since 1994.

Qur Wkraine cang in first in 14 western, central, and
northern Wkrainian oblasts and inthe city of Kyiv, and had a
countryw de average of 23.56 percent. NJ also did surprisingly well
inthe Poltava, Zaporizhzhia, and Kherson oblasts as well as the
Qimea. But was this a victory for Qur Wkraine? In the Decenber 1991
presidential elections, the three national denocratic candidates won
a conbi ned 30 percent. In the 1998 parlianentary elections, the
nati onal denocratic Rukh, Reforns and Qder, Forward Wkraine!, and
the Republican Christians won a conbined 14.8 percent. Qur lkraine' s
2002 result lies between the high 1991 and |ow 1998 el ection results
for national denocrats.

The Yuliya Tynoshenko Boc built on the National Font bloc's
poor showng of 2.72 percent in the 1998 el ections and achi eved
inpressive results in western, and less so in central, WWkraine, where
it placed second or third, usually followng Qur Wraine. In Kyiv,
the Yuliya Tynoshenko Boc attracted a large protest vote and
finished second wth 12.83 percent. Tynoshenko's own party,
Fatherland, a nener of her bloc, grew out of the nowdefunct H onada
party created by forner Prine Mnister Pavlo Lazarenko, who has been
incustody inthe Lhited Sates since 1999. This legacy proved |ess
useful as ZYU took back control of Honada's forner hone base,

Dni pr opet r ovsk.

The Social Denocratic Party of kraine-united' s (SOPUJ0) 6.25
percent nationwde tally, a 2 .24 percent inprovenent over 1998, can
be considered a poor show ng when one considers the party' s access to
financial resources and control of nedia outlets. The party's control
of two of Wkraine's nain television stations was often utilized to
snear SOPU 0 opponents, particularly Qur kraine, and this negative
reputation nay have cost the SOPU votes. The STPU o was the



worst-faring of the six parties and blocs that nade it past the 4
percent hurdle for parlianentary representation, finishing [ower than
even the SFU and Yuliya Tynoshenko B oc, neither of which controls a
naj or nedia outlet.

In west-central kraine, the SOPUo only reached the top
three in Transcarpathia (blast, a stronghold of the party. Its nain
successes could be found in usually finishing third after ZYyU and the
KPUin kraine's east and south. Squeezed out of western and central
kraine, the SOPU o0 has de facto becone an eastern lkrainian party. A
second factor working in this favor is the SPJ0' s control of the
Russi an-l anguage Inter television channel, which boasts its prinary
viewership in eastern kraine. This also explains the SCPU0' s
advocacy of Russian as an officia |anguage al ongsi de Ukrainian.

The only serious conpetition in the remaining half of the
seats elected through ngjority voting in 225 districts was between
Qur Wkraine and ZYvJ In this voting the KFU SPU Yuliya Tynoshenko
Boc, and the SCPUo al did poorly. The victory of NJ and ZYU in
najoritarian voting in west-central and eastern and southern kraine,
respectively, reflected the sane regional distribution of voting in
the seats elected on proportional party lists. NJtook six out 12
Kyiv seats and ZYyU swept the Donbas. In areas where the ZYU w shed to
canoufl age itself and hide its true loyalties fromvoters its
candi dates were defined as "self pronoted.”

kraine's 2002 election results point to a country that
conbi nes an "Estonia” in the west-center, domnated by reforners (Qur
kraine), nationalists (Yuliya Tynoshenko B oc), and the
pro-statehood left (S, and a "Belarus” in the east and south
domnated by the hard-line, pro-Soviet left (KRJ, and oligarchs and
authoritarian corporatist statists (S9PUo and ZY). To be elected in
2004, kraine's next president wll have to bridge Wkraine' s
"Estonian" and "Bel arusi an” regions.
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