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Can there be 
a normal life 
in an abnormal state? 
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Introduction. Will Ukraine be included into the list of happy countries? 
 

I hesitated for a long time: whether to publish this collection or not? In the 
end it came to my mind that it would not be amiss to those who are looking for 
answers to questions how and why we live in such a way. Because our reality is a 
natural consequence of the whole previous policy of the authorities. And I will take 
your blame personally as well. So to speak, you were in power too. I was. But the 
materials presented here confirm that during all the years spent in politics, I have 
consistently strove for the shift from the  policy the country was moving and is 
moving (or rather is floating). Perhaps, I did it bad. Then those that will be able to 
do it better will be able to use these materials, other choice or other options except 
those that are shown here, simply do not exist. I am deeply convinced in that. 

In the report of the independent experts of the UNO in the spring of this 
year, the 123rd place from 157 was given to Ukraine in the ranking of the happiest 
countries between Kenya and Ghana. A number of factors is taken into account: 
GDP per capita, life expectancy, social protection, respect for human rights and 
freedoms and other indicators that can be compared. Denmark is in the first place, 
the USA is in the 13th, Russia is in the 56th and Belarus is in the 61th place in this 
list. We will not speak about those who are last on the list. But our place shames 
us. The rankings are not the point, but the thing is that they reflect the degrading 
situation of our compatriot. Does he/she deserve such a place or not? I don't want 
to answer to this question, let everybody answer it themselves. I am ashamed of the 
assessment of Ukraine, it oppresses, humiliates and  obliges... 

Twelve years ago my book "Political anatomy of Ukraine"* was issued. I 
have looked through it. I do not deny even one word written there, none of the 
ideas of that time contradicts the content of the publications proposed now. And 
the main prescription for treatment of the disease of Ukraine has not changed. It 
boils down primarily to a change in the system of government. Articles, 
comments and interviews which were done during last ten years are mainly 
devoted to this topic. To avoid repetition, I do not resort to the publication of 
everything which was issued during those years in my authorship. Here there is 
only a small part (perhaps one fifth) of what has already been published. And I 
mention it not to brag, but just for that reason that those who are not lazy to think 
had a chance to get acquainted with all this on time and to join to the struggle for 
change. As it didn't happen, they should not blame: indifference leads to trouble. 
That is indifference, because no one would believe that more than 90% of the 
population wanted the current reality. 

How does this reality look like? 
In a very general and simplified form, it looks like this: about a dozen of 

"families" in Ukraine got almost all of the property that was once state property 
into their hands, destroyed all ties of production cooperation and all balances 
inside the country what is related to the production – consumption line with the 
assistance of the authorities. Thus the economy and the people's economy were 
destructed. 
__________________ 
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* K. Parliamentary publishing house. 2004. ISBN 966-611-274-4 
The first accumulation of capital was carried out by the new owners due to the 
destruction of a 'privatized' production, mainly through conversion of capital fund 
into scrap metal and lettings for shopping centers etc. 

Undertaking foreign trade functions of the former state, a new homegrown 
capitalists quickly built in the existing global flows of business relations. It was not 
very difficult to do, in a competitive environment the less costly fraction of the 
cost (already own) of products mainly due to cheap labor gave them advantage, 
that is, the "visible" value of labor, which had the form of wages, and the whole 
social component (free education, health care, social security, almost free utilities 
and electricity, cheap bread and dairy products, low utility rates and free dwelling 
for the majority of people...) was centrally covered by the state. Nowadays the 
owner declines the social component and for the costs leaves only "Soviet" salary. 

The global market which was mainly based on higher than our 
manufacturability of production at that time as well, consistently needed raw 
materials (gas, metal, energy, chemical materials, grain, wood...), and quickly 
formed the interests of "our" capitalists. So almost everything that was not related 
to the commodity of raw materials, was destroyed, and of course, with modern 
technology and jobs. At the same time the concentration of capital occurred and 
and accelerated enrichment of their respective owners. The details of this process 
are set out in the materials suggested, the offshore zones became its obligatory 
attributes, "foreign" ("of ours") campaigns, so that representatives of virtually the 
poorest country of Europe solidly joined the people of the lists of the richest people 
in the world. 

According to the needs and opportunities of the firmly established business 
the banking system and insurance companies were being formed. Almost not being 
associated with the production, where there is a slow turnover of capital, the 
financial and banking system immediately was hostile to the real economy, having 
cut itself off from her with the speculative lending and deposit rates. It is actually 
impossible for the production to survive under such conditions, the statements of 
the powers that be of investments into it were and have remained an empty talk. 

To exist according to such severe to the population rules the support of the 
government is needed. Such power should have been "made". Free money 
appeared for that purpose, the mechanisms are not new. Parties, electoral system, 
bribery of government and voters, administrative resources... In the end, we have 
got social relations which remotely resemble democratic ones. But they resemble 
them very remotely. In fact they are criminal relations, in which the supreme 
power is the top of the business pyramids, state institutions (especially fiscal, 
regulatory and law enforcement) are becoming instruments for the protection of 
private interests and punitive agencies to combat competitors. 

Under such conditions, social relations degenerate, the law is applied 
selectively (or it is not valid), corruption becomes the form of government that eats 
away the budget, actually robbing the population; bribery, clientelism and servility 
are obligatory attributes of life, the media serve the interests of their owners. In 
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such a society, a little space remains to an ordinary honest man, culture and 
morality are in decline and spirituality is distorted. 

What is important, a globalized world needs us in such a state. Let no one be 
cheered with the talking about the economic assistance, financial support, visa-free 
regime, EU membership etc. All these are the tools for further fitting us in the 
global political and economic relations as a colony and a country of peripheral 
capitalism. 

We need the aforementioned tools as investments, loans, free trade zones 
however... I would like to mention that there is no reason to accuse foreign entities. 
They act according to their objective interests. And they will do the same in the 
future! And they cannot do it otherwise, it would contradict their nature and the 
laws of global economic development. 

That is us only who can find the way out. Proposals, schemes, plans how to 
change the situation... can be found in these materials. But it shuld be taken into 
account however that at the time of writing them, the situation was better, it is 
becoming more complicated now (because of the strengthening of the system of 
the relations of business and power, their penetration in the network of 
international contacts, the annexation of the Crimea, war in Donbas and damaged 
relations between Russia and Ukraine in general, the defamation of state 
institutions and the government that does not respond to the interception of its 
functions by heaven knows who and in any sphere of relations etc). What 
previously could be achieved in 3-5 years, now requires much more time. But still 
you should start with changing of the system of power. Otherwise it will not work. 

One of the objectives of changing of the system of power is the solution to 
key issues as separation of business and government. It is a prerequisite. At first it 
may seem that we are talking about the deviation from the constitutional principle 
of equality of rights of people. No, that is not right. Firstly, such a restriction is 
already provided for by the Constitution and is cynically ignored. Secondly, the 
reform will put the authorities under control of the community, the people; the 
people themselves will take care that an official at any level deals with state affairs 
but not private ones. Thirdly, although most people among wealthy and very 
wealthy are the people with the talent, in practice there are no examples in Ukraine 
that such a talent was used at first for the people and the state, and then for the sake 
of private interest. Unfortunately it is the opposite. 

The reader will notice that the material of the book could be divided into 
concentrated blocks: the Constitution, decentralization of power (what is called by 
the current authorities like that is not the same), the strengthening of the local 
government, destruction of the dubious "vertical" of power, preservation of land, 
reform of the electoral system and so on... Non-thematic approach was selected, 
arrangement was done by dates, because at each time new factors appeared, which 
were often subjective and which are useful for the analysis and for the better 
understanding of the modern history of Ukraine. 

Ukraine can be among the happy countries. I believe in it, hope and know 
what should be done for it. Our compatriots should be happy. They have that right, 
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and the state is obliged to ensure the right by its system of government and its 
policy. 
 

17.02.16 
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 ACTUALLY IT WAS LIKE THIS 
 

I deliberately choose such a title, realising its controversy. This is reasonable 
because, the farther away we are from the events, the more the s u b j e c t i v e 
tries to take the place where there should have been the presentation of objective 
circumstances and actions, the explanation of their motivations and consistent 
patterns. But people interpret every fact or phenomenon in their own way 
(especially those who have something to do with them), sometimes garbling the 
portrait of the described time. 

The foregoing refers to me as well, although I have an advantage, because at 
the time the publication is devoted to, I made hundreds of publications in various 
newspapers and magazines, appeared a lot on radio and TV and participated nearly 
in all parliamentary discussions. And now, after 20-years interval, anybody can 
allocate the essence of things from that information, to evaluate chosen arguments 
arguments, to evaluate the fidelity or falseness of the predictions. Thereby to make 
sure that it was really like that. 

To explore systematically the underlying processes that have led to the 
independence of Ukraine, it is necessary to analyze the situation not since 1990, 
but much earlier, because from a certain time in the topic of independence mostly 
not the causes but the consequences are recorded. Therefore, I will allow myself to 
deviate from the starting point of the year 1990, since the reasons for social 
processes at the beginning of the 90s arose earlier and they were activated 
unreversable. 

In one of the recent brains trusts about independence, the participants agreed 
on the conclusion that the sovereignty is the people's choice. In fact there is no 
doubt, moreover, the sovereignty has become a legal fact as the result of the 
referendum of 1 December 1991. Of course, the choice of the people is a shot that 
hit the target. But there were reasons as well, preparation of the shot, aiming, at 
long last, the trigger and the finger that moved the trigger were needed. Let the 
historians describe these details. And let the politicians help them, at least, not 
forgetting the influence of the political forces that they represented. Here you can 
see a variety of estimates, where the events of 1990 – 1991 originate from the 
princely era, the personality of Mazepa, the battle in the vicinity of Kruty, of 
caches in the woods of Rivne from the Mordovian camps... The chain is built well, 
though it is accompanied by reasons which are not less essential but with a 
contrary meaning. This is a topic of another publication. All that was an influence 
on the events of the 90s a little indirectly, but in parallel with, say, Kruty was a 
tragic Arsenal, with repression –denunciations of neighbors, the metropolis was 
full of the rulers of the province. The economic system of the superpower was too 
over-regulated, it was a mere administration and ideological dogmatism and there 
were imbalances in the international politics... 

Why do I remind of it? Because the independence of Ukraine is a 
consequence of the dissolution of the Soviet Union. It is necessary to take into 
account otherwise amiss, taking wishful for real. But the Communist Party with its 
incompetent at that time leadership acted as a finger that moved the trigger. 
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However the party, I mean the majority of its members, had nothing to do with it – 
the managerial bodies that were the most important element of the state 
mechanism. And once the leaders, cut off from life particularly from the party 
work at lower level, started a strife for leadership, having no experience and skills, 
it inevitably led to the destruction of the mechanism, and hence of the state. 

There is that subjective prerequisite of the dissolution of a great country. 
Feeling the tragic consequences of the destructive policies of the leadership 

of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and seeing 
the manifestation of such effects in practice, I tried several times to reach the 
minds of the then leaders of the state of that time (in the summer of 1987 and in the 
autumn of 1988 – articles for "Pravda", in January 1990 - a letter to M. Gorbachev 
for the plenary meeting of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the 
Soviet Union, in May 1990 – again the article for " Pravda " "I am for, comrade 
Yakovlev!"). I paid attention to the superficiality, demagoguery and harm of many 
campaigns "from above" (anti-alcohol, the creation of cooperatives with the state 
enterprises, the election of heads of enterprises and subdivisions, "Shatalin’s" 
economic reform).  

Anarchy (I cannot find another word) during the preparation of a new 
Union Treaty became the practical start for the dissolution of the USSR. It 
seemed that the initiators of this step (assuming they were in Moskow) did not 
understand what they wanted. "Parade of sovereignties" began in the republics 
(and in Ukraine also).  

The situation was coming to a standstill. Weak-willed and confused 
interpretations in Moscow intensified the tension of the discussions in the 
republics. In Ukraine, for example, part of the deputies, the People's Council – 
considered impossible to prepare such an Agreement at all. So to speak, we will 
get real independence, will have the Constitution, the bank, the army, and then we 
will think about the Agreement. Theoretically, the thought seemed to be right. But 
in practice it looked different. The agreement was necessary as the formula of 
sovereignty. I expressed that idea and the significant part of the deputies defended 
it. In the Agreement it was necessary to guarantee the inviolability of borders, to 
determine the proportion of assets and debts, the fate of the Armed Forces, 
technologically unified enterprises and industries, to deal with pricing policy, 
mutual supply, labor laws, property, competence of the Councils in the republics in 
relation to the legislative functions and a lot of other things. The fact that 
subsequently it had bad consequences because of the uncertainty and unwillingness 
to solve problems. I will just mention the "Chornobyl" legislation adopted in the 
calculation of its funding from the Union budget, which was mostly a lie to 
millions of citizens. Or we can mention the diplomatic missions, which Ukraine 
had to create from scratch and independently, because the distribution of Union 
assets has not occurred. 

However, there was nobody to work on the "distribution act", as it turned 
out. And this is not surprising: all the leaders who became famous in those years, 
were born and raised in the frames of a single administrative and economic system. 
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They didn't know how to share correctly. But they have already learned how to 
destroy. 

The Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) has worked hard on the 
Declaration. As a result there appeared in principle a sensible option. And it was 
difficult to adopt, because Ukraine in the Union was like Quebec in Canada. The 
American President said this in the autumn of 1990 in our Parliament. However, in 
Russia its own Declaration* was adopted under the influence of Boris Yeltsin. 
After that we did not have the problem anymore. In order to avoid oscillations, 
Leonid Kravchuk suggested to add in the document that the Declaration is the 
basis for the Constitution and the Union Treaty. The vast majority “for” was 
guaranteed. 

I remind of the Russian Declaration because gradually among " Russian 
patriots" over and over again there appeared the confusion regarding "geographic 
news" - Ukraine. Neighbors, do not wonder, be proud, it's your merit as well, 
because you strove for the dissolution of the Center. 

In 1990 a new Constitution was in the process of preparition, in the form of 
concepts of Artemenko, Kotsiuba, Tymchenko, the Institute of State and Law, of 
the Central Committee of the Communist Party of Ukraine. The concepts were 
controversial, although supremacy of law of human rights was seen there. The 
debates were a reflection of the political tension in the society and uncertainty 
when the power actually was not exercised by anybody. The standard of living of 
the people was rapidly deteriorating. Queues, deficits, inflation, the likelihood of 
previously unknown unemployment began to define the mood of the population. 
Together with the political infighting it influenced on the society making it 
malicious, intolerant and full of hatred. The Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) 
made its "contribution" to that situation as well. 

Perhaps these circumstances made people indifferent concerning the content 
of the Fundamental law. Perhaps the passivity of the population was caused by an 
attitude of people to the state as to the father. Over the years they've got used to 
that everything is solved "from above", which nevertheless it will still be as 
"authorities" tell, that the opinion of the person means little in the state. In any 
case, nationwide discussion of the draft Constitution failed. Sociological 
surveys showed that only 6 % ... of deputies of local councils acquainted 
themselves with the project. To the total population this percentage was generally 
miserable. I remind of the experience because not once "protectors of the rights of 
the people" in the 90s, later and now, insisting on the need to make important 
decisions through a referendum, understand well that in Ukraine we should not 
adopt the documents of contradictory (or just complex) content in such a way. 
Because what will be written by the powers that be will be approved by the 
referendum, but the question there is will it be about the interest of the people? In a 
referendum important points may be raised but well explained beforehand, 
exclusively clear formulated and the possible answer to which are only – "yes" or 
"no". 

The adopted Declaration only outlined the imaginary contours of 
independence, and the Parliament included issues relating to the economy of the 
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sovereign state on the agenda again and again. However, the preparation of these 
questions was so fast that it caused suspicion concerning the authorship. I was the 
initiator and main developer of the first directly applicable law adopted by the new 
Parliament. This Law was called "On the priority of social development of rural 
 __________________ 
* In 1990 the Declaration of sovereignty was adopted in the following sequence: Russian 
Federation – June 12; Uzbekistan – June 20; Moldova – June 23, Ukraine July 16, Belarus – 
July 27; Karelia, Tatarstan, Bashkorstan, Buryatia, Abkhazia on August 10.  
areas and agricultural sector". I remind of it in order not to brag about the 
superiority but to witness the complexity of such work. It required some time, 
dozens of hot discussions, consultations with the Government and the State 
Agriculture Committee. If such a law had been adopted 5 – 7 years earlier, the 
village would have been different, and who knows whether there would be 
Gorbachev's "perestroika", people would not perceive it, feeling as masters of their 
own fate. (Even during the years of the beginning of the destruction of the 
economy, till the mid-90s, the law allowed to improve significantly things in the 
rural areas referring to capital construction, gas supply, water supply and 
protection of teachers, physicians and cultural workers in the rural areas). 

At the same time, the draft laws from the Commission on economic policy 
jumped as the pies from the oven. And ... they were often prepared in a sessional 
hall. They for the most part of them were useless, it was testified by the work on 
the program of the urgent measures to stabilize the economic situation in the 
transition period and the concept of transition of the Ukrainian SSR to a market 
economy. It was the autumn of 1990, and the discussion was about parallel 
money, equal starting conditions for citizens when entering the market. This was 
under the complete uncertainty regarding the availability of fixed assets and their 
value, the order and proportions of privatisation and many other things. I allow 
myself to quote my speech at the session meeting in October 1990: "...We are 
obliged to be very honest with people in this respect. Because we do, quite frankly, 
step into the unknown. We have to admit that we do not imagine many things, 
and what we hope (especially in transition period), will bring many difficulties to 
the people. And miners who have to retrain partially, employees of defense 
enterprises, and employees of design institutes, a half of the technical 
intelligentsia, which will become superfluous in the market relations, and students, 
the demand for which will decrease sharply, and, of course, the management 
apparatus, which is supposed to have a significant replacement". 

Over the years it is clear that destructive reformations were planned 
generally, which the economy of Ukraine experienced (and the entire Union) at 
that time. The Center in Moscow took decisions that were doubtful again and again 
(for example, just mentioned concept of transition). The initiators of the reforming 
in Ukraine had, moreover, enough advisers from overseas. They were mainly 
representatives of the Ukrainian diaspora. I was often interested in their 
experience:  

- Have you ever had to get involved in privatisation? 
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- Are you aware of the rules, the transition order of planned, centralized 
economy to an arm's length basis? 

It was clear what the answers were. But these people were included into 
various advisory groups, they were consultants. Especially carefully together with 
the homegrown reformers, they took agriculture up, what they understood the 
least. Striving to change the social system (more than sovereignty), they were 
convinced: it was necessary to destroy the collectives. 

Nowadays it is not worth to debate that namely collective farms were better 
prepared to market conditions. It was just necessary to allow the peasants 
realization of production and through the reform of relations between use and 
possession of land to restore a sense of ownership in people. 

Work on the preparation of the Land Code was devoted to this purpose. 
Twice in 1990 and at the beginning of 1991, the draft was included into the 
agenda, but stopped on the first page. The reason for it was commodity or non-
commodity status of the land. And only in March 1991, when the hall was not 
quite full, 227 deputies by roll call confirmed that the land in Ukraine would not 
be a commodity, work on the Code made sense. 

Subsequently, the Land Code was adopted. It did not allow to use the land 
illegally for some Ukrainians and their foreign mentors. At least until in 1994 and 
later the second President began to issue (contrary to the Constitution!) his 
reformist decrees concerning land and agriculture. Everybody can see their 
"effectiveness" now looking at the prices and assortment of food products, their 
quality, and in general the situation of the Ukrainian village. But that's another 
topic – crimes of the authorities. 

Decisive for the beginning of the 90s were still the processes that led to 
the independence of Ukraine. All development of those events testified to the 
inevitability of such an outcome, and constant generators of change were: 

- mess in the leadership of the Union, that is why the desire to be discharged 
was becoming natural; 

- the initiation and intensity of political debate over the independence of the 
republics of the USSR, and Ukraine as well. 

The situation was peculiar. Formally, the power was exercised by the 
Communist Party, because all key posts were occupied mostly by the Communists. 
But changes in the Charter of a Party, adopted a few years earlier by the Party 
Congress of the Union, suspended party from management functions in all spheres 
of public life. The ship of state moved by inertia, sometimes there appeared a 
bloody holes (Tbilisi, Riga, Sukhumi, Karabakh, Transnistria), the important parts 
broke away from it, the Baltic republics in particular. Either in the Center or in 
the republics the power did not belong to … anyone. The Central Committee of 
the Communist Party of Ukraine was not ready for self-management, the 
management functions were not inherent in the Parliament in general, and it only 
acquired the characteristics of a permanent body, and the government of the 
Republic had about 20% of business entities under its jurisdiction. Regional 
management bodies got used to the direct administration from the "top" and they 
could just influence on local industrial enterprises and municipal services. 
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The system of government was based on the unquestionable authority of 
its head V.Masol. However, he did not receive support and a well-planned action 
with the participation of students under the slogan "Go away Masol, Kravchuk!" 
ended with the resignation of Vitalii Andriiovych. I must say, he was the strongest 
Prime Minister during all the years of independence, the man who could safely 
lead the Ukrainian economy out of the stormy field of reefs and hazards. 

I was convinced then and now that students were used as a tool by those 
who were aimed at dissolution of the Union and the destruction of the economic 
mechanism of Ukraine. Who is V. Masol and what damage did he do to the idea of 
independence and why was he chosen as an object of attack, the participants of the 
action were unable to explain (I met with them on the Maidan, and at the 
"function" under the leadership of I. Yukhnovskyi). Later glorification of the 
students' walkout in the processes of the early 90s seems far-fetched. So, there 
were young people excited about the romance of the revolution in tents in the 
square, but there were pragmatic people, who had another task, having had some 
training abroad, in Sofia in particular. 

However, the leaders of the Central Committee and the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada) just "ratted on" V.Masol, trying by means of concessions to 
protect themselves. He resigned. This action, unfortunately, is usual for Ukrainian 
politics of its different times. 

In those years and later (and even now), there are calls for lustration, the 
removal of the Communists from power, of the former Communists. I'm not going 
to use the argument about the Communists and the former Communists, about the 
Communist Party at that time and the current one. They were and are different. But 
with full confidence I believe that if at that time there were no Communists in 
the levels of power, Ukraine would come out of the created chaos with even 
greater losses, perhaps with blood.  

On the other hand, imagine that the lustration is carried out. Who would 
undertake the organizational and managerial functions in the capital and in the 
cities? How would someone not like it, but those who sought (and seeks) the 
lustration were completely unable to manage. However practice of years of 
independence gives a lot of confirmations. And that is not surprising, because the 
experience of management at different levels of social life cannot be replaced with 
anything, it can only be gained. For twenty years the composition of the governing 
structures has been updated completely. And it is not "the leadership of the 
Communist Party" no matter how comfortable it is to speak for some 
"campaigners" for lustration. At the beginning of 90s, the Communists in power 
were brought up so that the party, therefore, the state was perceived as a synonym. 
In the majority (I emphasize!) of cases they were focused on the public interest. 
Today those are more often in power who confuse public with private, not 
remembering at all about the national interest. And there are no Communists 
among them. Even if some of them once had the party ticket. 

In the spring of 1991, the controllability in the Republic was still possible to 
recover using the available capabilities of personnel. On this occasion I approached 
with a letter to the Central Committee in which I mentioned several important 
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reasons for the need to realize the slogan "Fill the principles of sovereignty with 
a real content". It was written in the letter about subordination of of all enterprises 
to Ukraine located in its territory, providing the local commodity-money balance in 
the Republic. It was proposed to confirm the unity of the positions of the Central 
Committee and the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) in issues of sovereignty, 
to initiate active participation in the development and discussion of the 
Constitution, where it was necessary to keep the thesis on socialist choice as the 
intention to build a society of social justice based on the labor. To abandon the idea 
during this period, it was reminded in the letter, would mean the staging of the 
party outside of society and loss of unity in the parliamentary majority. 

The last thing bothered me most of all. The majority in the Supreme 
Council (Verkhovna Rada) was created as an alternative to the People's 
Council, which declared that did not take responsibility for the work of the 
legislature. I prepared an appeal to the deputies to unite those who were ready to 
be responsible for the work of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada). There 
appeared to be 308 such deputies. Having realized the importance of this structure, 
the Central Committee recommended that the regional committees respectively 
orient the deputies of the regions, referring to that fact that "239 deputies have 
already teamed up...". So a propaganda stamp the "group of 239" appeared. 
Although such a group did not exist, there was the usual majority, however, 
without any authority and without support from the leadership of the Parliament. 
(And traditionally, without any support from the Central Committee. Creating the 
group, I hoped it would be headed by someone from the number of reputable party 
members. No, I had to do it myself, although there were more than twenty of the 
highest Communist establishment among the deputies). At the same time, the 
majority did not adopt any negative decisions, inter alia, concerning the sovereign 
rights of Ukraine. On the contrary all effective voting was provided by the 
majority.  

In such a crucial period for Ukraine it was important to prevent the 
division of society on an ideological basis, and for that reason it was necessary to 
provide a turn in position of still the ruling party. In the summer of 1991 I wrote a 
note to the Presidium of the Plenum of Central Committee (I did not get the floor 
neither there nor on the Congress, failed to overcome the inertia of the party 
leadership, its lack of understanding of the simple truth that the center of political 
life shifted to the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) and the councils in the 
cities). The note ended with the words: "... there are only two options:  

- to change the Center, which was generally impossible in conditions of 
inequality (taking into account quality and intentions) of the subjects [of the 
Union]; 

- to distance themselves from the Centre to provide its own structure, to 
ensure the development in the chosen direction...". 

July 26, 1991 in the newspaper "Kyiv Bulletin" (Kyiv visnyk) I analyzed 
once again the development of the situation and the role of the Communists in it. I 
remind that "... the loss of power by the Communists should not be considered 
impossible," that "it depends on the Communists themselves whether they will 
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remain in power or not" because they were discredited by themselves. "...The 
Center [in Moscow] is resorting to unnecessary measures to preserve its monopoly 
on power and no one, except the Communists, is not able (so the reality is) to 
defend the interests of Ukraine and its Declaration". "... We must be able to draw 
conclusions," then there will be the authority – and there will be the power. 

As the coming events have shown, the conclusions were not drawn. 
19 August 1991 and later, I was in Kyiv and participated in all events in the 

Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada). Feeling and explaining in writing the 
falsehood of "isolation" of M.Gorbachev and the role of the State Committee 
on the State of Emergency, in the morning of 20 September, I suggested the 
text of the statement to the leadership of the Central Committee, which would 
have protected millions of honest people that had party membership cards of the 
Communists. (N. Nazarbayev made a similar statement on the same day and, as it 
is clear now looking at the development of Kazakhstan, he did the right thing). The 
offer was not supported again. Comedy with the struggle for power in Moscow 
was coming to an end. Actually, to failure. 

The game for the power in Moscow went too far. It could have ended 
tragically for Ukraine as well. The representatives of different political forces felt 
the need to distance themselves from the intrigue. Therefore, an extraordinary 
session on 24 August 1991 was aimed to put an end to this intrigue and nobody 
doubted the proclamation of Independence Act of Ukraine. Agreeing the 
contents with the Chairman of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada), in the 
"waiting room" of his office, I offered D. Pavlychko, M. Horyn and others: "Let us 
cross out praise for B.Yeltsin from the text. It is referred to our independence. The 
time will pass by, and this " gratitude" will look inappropriate." I must say, 
everybody agreed immediately. 

Taking the floor that day in the plenary meeting, once again I approached the 
representatives of the various political trends with a proposal to leave behind the 
things which separate us, and really start building of the state. There was the need 
for such a proposal, because the infighting was escalating, a glorification of the 
patriotism of some and their heroism in the days of adventurous "coup" and the 
charges of others aiding the coup. No one paid attention to the fact that the 
Presidium of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) in the days when the 
influence of the State Committee on the State of Emergency felt the most, 
invalidated a decree of the Committee in the territory of Ukraine. It started 
the process of overcoming the imposed political crisis. In those days I saw the 
representatives of different political preferences. For all those the solution was 
nearly unanimous voting for the Independence Act of Ukraine. 

In ten years this historic step was embodied in a painting that is now in the 
main Parliament building. Communicating with the author when he was working 
on the painting, I noted that the accents in the story were shifted, not those who 
were subsequently in power but did not have any relationship to the fight for the 
independence should be depicted, but those who sincerely fought for the 
sovereignty (S. Khmara, L. Skoryk). Something was corrected by the artist. But 
that is not a point because it's still the front page of the history of Ukraine as the 
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state. And all who were involved in the adoption of the Act, deserve to go down 
in the history of the state as its creators*. 
But the adoption of the Act and the decision on the referendum did not weaken the 
political tension. After all, Moscow leaders were hoping not to destroy the 
Union but to destroy the party only in their fight. They admitted it in a few 
years. But I had to talk about it at sessional meetings in September 1991, as well as 
about the fact that the struggle for power began in Ukraine, which only seemed 
to be the struggle for independence. Indeed, the Act was adopted, mainly by the 
votes of the Communists, the date of the referendum was proclaimed. It was 
necessary to gain support of the population demonstrating the intentions and 
actions to protect the rights and interests of citizens by mutual efforts. But no, 
there began the search for guilty ones. August 26 the activities of the 
Communist Party of Ukraine were suspended by the decree of the Presidium of the 
Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada). Self-organized "groups of three" began 
__________________ 

* The history of the struggle for Ukraine's independence is long, complex and 
contradictory. But the deputies of the first and second convocations of the Ukrainian Parliament 
were major figures. It should have been remembered by historians, politicians and legislators of 
later times. 
questioning officials of different ranks, like "What did you think about the the 
State Committee on the State of Emergency?". The President of the USSR 
suspended the activities of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and gave 
additional orders regarding its structures in the cities. And what was interesting: 
the Decree of the Presidium of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of 
Ukraine On primacy of Ukrainian laws was in force but the instructions (on 
the radio) of M.Gorbachev were followed. The mentioned resolution of 26 
August had not been yet adopted, but the property of the party was embezzled, 
people were fired from work. Almost nobody in Ukraine acted in violation of the 
laws, especially supporting the State Committee on the State of Emergency, 
however, many people lost their positions, and not political, but economic. For 
example, the chief of the Black Sea Shipping Company V.Pylypenko was 
dismissed, , moreover he was the people's deputy at the same time, without whom 
literally over the next two years, the world's largest shipping company was 
embezzled. Ukraine seemed to be forever pushed out of the market of merchant 
shipping. 

On 30th August the Presidium of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) 
adopted unconstitutional decree on the ban on the Communist Party of 
Ukraine. Characteristically, the majority of the Presidium belonged to the 
Communists, and the meeting was chaired by yesterday Secretary of the Central 
Committee L.Kravchuk. There, at the meeting where I was present, L.Kravchuk 
promised that under the Constitution this resolution would be put to the vote in the 
session hall. I had to stand four hours near the "first" microphone to ensure that the 
chair would put to the vote the inclusion of this question in the agenda (the 
inclusion should be automatic, as well as all decisions of the Presidium taken 
between sessions). A little bit more than 90 deputies voted "for". (For reference. I  
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remind once again there were more than twenty secretaries, heads of departments 
of the Central Committee and first secretaries of regional committees in the 
Parliament). Half an hour later I gathered the majority asset and announced its 
dissolution. And in a speech at the evening meeting on 4 September I announced 
the initiative to create a new party. Here is a quote from this speech: "We have 
created a bad precedent – year 1937 in a "democratic" version. We are looking for 
those who wanted to remove Gorbachev? But they are those who interrogate! As 
well as those who are questioned". 

There was the search for (or assignment of) the enemies in the journalistic 
environment. Provisional Commission of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) 
prepared a draft resolution of the Parliament according to which the Commission 
and its bodies in the regions should have decided on the fate of the editorial teams 
which "did not clearly define their stance on the coup" or "...contributed to the 
formation of wrong public opinion". It was necessary to take into account the 
opinion of the mentioned Commissions concerning journalists who were against 
the coup". It was written there about the provision of paper for "good" and "bad" 
newspapers, about privatisation of publishing houses. 

I commented on that in my speech at the session on 12th September 1991. It 
was about the resurgence of the informers, and other not democratic things. I 
wonder if the current defenders of freedom of speech in Ukraine remember, who 
was the author of the text of that wild, fortunately, not adopted resolution of the 
Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada)? 

On 26th October the Founding Congress of the Socialist party of 
Ukraine took place. At it and at the next two meetings of the Socialist Party of 
Ukraine political Council the political situation was discussed, including 
preparations for the referendum and the attitude towards this important event. 
The projections made in the party documents, came true. For example, "...after the 
referendum, the political struggle will become aggravated. The main flows will be 
the expansion of nationalist ideas under the guise of concern about the 
development of statehood and opposition to the expansion, separatist processes 
that without aforementioned reason have in Ukraine quite strong roots". And "... 
the outcome of the referendum is the will of the people, and not the merit of 
some members of it", "... we are interested in the independence of the state, the 
collective, and a citizen", "...the only way out consists in self-reliance and the 
restructuring of the economy...". But in the parliamentary newspaper "Voice of 
Ukraine" (Holos Ukrainy), referring to the information from like-minded people in 
the regions, I wrote: "Will voters support the Act? I am convinced that the result 
will be high". 

The referendum was really convincing. Not many people in Ukraine and 
abroad hoped for the great result. However, the recognition of the sovereignty of 
Ukraine was not waited a long time. Canada and Poland seemed to be the first who 
did it. Legally, Ukraine has received the status of the state. But... at the 
ceremonial meeting of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) on December 5th, 
1991, regarding nomination for the post of Chairman of the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine I had to determine: "... the proclamation of the Act 
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and conduction of the referendum – that's hardly the independence, it is only 
the beginning of the way to it." It was evident that the political struggle had 
aggravated from the intent to terminate powers of the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada). Political opponents of the self-proclaimed "national-
democratic" wing hoped that the elections would give them an advantage. 
Subsequently, they were many times convinced that the biggest support they had 
was in 1990, and later under their flags stood those who had npthing to do with 
national interests or democracy. 

The severity manifested in the separatist intentions as well. If the created 
Galician Assembly could be considered as the embodiment of the ambitions of a 
few politicians, mostly of local scale (the "Assembly" quickly disappeared because 
of its artificiality), in the Crimea the President of the autonomy Yu. Mieshkov 
exhorted openly to separatism. The solution was found in 1994, when the 
Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine abolished the institution of 
the President in the autonomy. The next day, speaking as the chairman of the 
Parliament of Ukraine to the deputies of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) 
of the Autonomous Republic of Crimea in Simferopol, I have not heard any word 
against the taken decision. I remind of this because of the fact that the second 
President mistakenly attributed the merit of the struggle against separatism in the 
Crimea to himself, though he actually withdrew from intervention in the situation. 

December 1, 1991 simultaneously with a referendum, Leonid Kravchuk 
was elected as the President of Ukraine. Already on 9th December in 
Belovezhskaya Pushcha he and the presidents of Russia and Belarus signed the 
acts, which legally ceased the existence of the Soviet Union and started a bit 
unreal existence of the Union of Independent States. The declaration of the CIS 
needed ratification by the Parliament. Speaking on this occasion, and opposing 
those who were against the ratification, or wanted the ratification with the 
additional protocols, I said: "The threat to Ukrainian statehood is not in the 
treaties and not from outside. It is inside Ukraine, inside the Parliament." 
Those words were true. 

*  *  * 
Today there are many commentators of the events that took place in the 

early 90s, on the threshold of the sovereignty of Ukraine, but among them there 
were not so many participants in the events. They can (and are entitled) to assess 
the events, taking into the consideration everything that happened afterwards. I 
would like to do otherwise. I will try to repeat my thoughts expressed in the 
middle of March 1992 almost word for word. They will seem controversial for 
some people, for others they will not. But I had every reason to say so, and the 
distance of 20 years from that time provides more precise insights for everyone. 

"So, let us try to assess the overall situation*... Obviously, we are in the 
implementation phase of the turn to a capitalist society. This turn is carried out 
in all areas:  

political – through the removal of Councils as the representative bodies of 
democracy, replacing them with vertical authoritarian structure; 
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economic – the intention to transfer the capital accumulated by generations 
into the hands of hidden earlier and the newly rich; 

social - shifting of the problems connected with social protection of the 
population, on the shoulders of the population itself; 

spiritual - distortion of history, the search for new ideals under the guise of 
the revival of national consciousness. 

There are several specific features in this turn. One of them is that, in fact, 
we did not have socialism. I think we will be able to give a precise definition of the 
regime, which we had until recently, that had to be changed. But should it have 
been done in this way? 

Another feature is that the turn is carried out with the efforts of those people, 
who either guided, or ideologically protected the previous order. That reflects not 
only the paradox of the situation, but also proof of the crisis of public morality, its 
distortion, which acts in the behavior of many people, in their willingness to 
apostasy and betrayal. 

And it seems that the most characteristic feature of that time can be 
considered that the opposing political forces found for themselves willing lackeys 
among the present bureaucrats of all levels, business executives, and the recent 
party secretaries, deputies, that is to say, the elite of society. Probably because the 
elite is afraid of losing their "niche" in the hierarchy of positions, to have their nose 
in the trough. And if you are going to lose it, then at least there is a point to stay as 
long as possible. 

Change of bodies of government soon will show every person. We need to 
be vigilant because we are guilty ourselves, that we live in this environment, and 
__________________ 

* Here and further excerpts of the report of the asset of the Socialist party of Ukraine. 
we will have to change the situation in the society. 

Recently, as you know, the first meeting of the "round table" with the 
President has taken place. It showed that we have a lot of parties but not so 
much variety. It is prematurely to say that "table" will become a catalyst for 
consolidation of the public, although we would contribute to this role. And even if 
it is a cover for the government, we will participate because it is the source of 
information. 

The "Round table", Congress of the party Rukh (Movement) and practical 
actions confirm that the President really relies on the the party Rukh 
(Movement), hoping to find support for himself and to use his influence for the 
intended reformation. Perhaps, we should not resort to analysis of the motives of 
such his position. There will be time for that, though it is not very important. 

What is important that maybe extremely rare (if not unique) for the world 
history, the head of the state came to power being supported by the majority of the 
population, by using the influence of the prohibited by him political party, against 
the express counter of the minority of the population, and having come to power, 
he joined in with his opponents. It would be understandable if it was an attempt to 
unite the society. However, his thesis about the ability of the the party Rukh 
(Movement) to unification mission is false. The result will be that he will express 
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the will and implement the intentions of the minority against the majority of the 
population with the help of his power. Such a policy is hardly promising for the 
President and it is unlikely to be useful to the state and nation. 

Unpromising nature of this position is confirmed by the Congress of the the 
party Rukh (Movement). Yes, it is still really an influential political force. But it is 
so heterogeneous and ready for disintegration of a party, at least on an elite basis, 
that it is risky to rely on it. And what is the most important the party Rukh 
(Movement) was created to act "against" not "for". It was prepared to destroy. 
Only in this direction it has unity. It is unable to build anything: there are no 
program, no immediate plans, no ideas and no personnel. Thus, the combination 
of real power with the political power, focused on destruction, probably will 
not lead to success. It would be nice that the President came to the same 
conclusion as soon as possible. 

The party Rukh (Movement) is becoming radicalized. Because of this, it also 
loses the unity. Those who consider themselves to be able to think constructively 
try to distance themselves from radicals. And the actual self-destruction of the 
People's Counsel in the Parliament of the Republic and the creation of the 
association "New Ukraine" were the proof of it. 

Whether there will be the prospect of this association, it remains to be seen. 
We are interested in it because this is the first attempt of independent actions of 
those who claim themselves to be the political structure capable of constructive 
decisions. All we've seen was a detailed implementation of a master plan, drawn 
up and fully financed mainly from abroad. This plan was aimed at the 
destruction of what there was. The plan was carried out ahead of schedule. 
Further, as it turns out, there is no plan. Chornovil’s "What is next?" refers 
actually to the fate of the party Rukh (Movement), but it does not matter to the 
state! 

The answer to the following question can be received from the above 
mentioned as well: why do we lose to the party Rukh (Movement) ("we" as a 
generalization) all the time? Firstly, we did not lose. It petered out even before the 
August events, but received a "gift" in the form of the State Committee on the 
State of Emergency from the hands of Gorbachev and Yeltsin, who stimulated the 
people's choice of independence. And now the party Rukh (Movement), hiding in 
September - November, so as not to "frighten" the population before the 
referendum, is trying to credit itself with all the results: the unity of Ukraine, the 
change without bloodshed etc. Although the specific actions of the leaders of the 
party Rukh (Movement) and its supporters were just opposite to the interests of 
Ukraine since December 1. It is enough for confirmation of such a conclusion to 
analise actions concerning the army and navy, the introduction of symbols, the 
voyage of Khmara to the Crimea and other things. 

Secondly, the party Rukh (Movement) (and everything connected with it) 
carried out the above mentioned plan. And only other plan though not perfect one 
can be effective to rival this plan. But there was not such. 

There was no plan, especially regarding the economic reform. And here a 
winning situation for us develops (if we did not hesitate). Economy is our area. 
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This is the condition for social security and social justice, the essence of our 
slogans and goal. This is our social basis and our personnel. Not to use it is a sin, 
an unforgivable mistake, especially since the economy is the field of struggle of 
ideas, plans, practical steps that do not require some cumbersome organizational 
support. Offer, convince and agitate for yourselves with the help of the results.  

The main requirement is to explain the position regarding privatization in the 
industry and in other spheres, and regarding land reform. To explain and help in 
the defense of the interests of labor collectives, and through them of the entire 
population. 

It is referred primarily to the participation of collectives in the privatization 
of their enterprises. We need to help them in the preparation of applications for 
privatization, its plans, to anticipate the influence of the representatives of the 
collectives in the committees which will monitor the progress of privatization. We 
can not afford that big deceivers protected by bureaucracy, with the help of 
delusive virtue of certification twist round finger millions of people and 
collectives that created their production and national wealth with labour. 

It should be recalled to those naively wishing to get rich, those who are 
hoping for a return in such a way of debts of the state to the people, that in 
gambling, the state never lost. That is why there is the need to find a niche in the 
law for the protection of the rights of the workforce. If the production works 
effectively, the budget could be strengthened, the social funds could be formed 
the market could be saturated with goods. There are no other options. 

There is a similar situation for farmers. There is a need to explain to those 
excited about reserve fund of lands, that in the collective farms, the land is not 
taken away, that its share, which is now in permanent use of farms, will also 
remain by them. Moreover, 85% of it is transferred to collective property. 

It is written like that. But there are possibilities for all kinds of speculation in 
the Code.  

Giving citizens the opportunity to protect their welfare, creating conditions 
for farming, we should prevent the loss of the land, its desolation. We should 
know that the problem of the village is the problem of the state. It is important 
to choose rightly forms of economic activity and forms of ownership. And state's 
attitude to the peasantry is crucial.  

...Those who are fighting against us, reveal their intentions. They are 
fighting against the people! They defend the interests of 3-5% of the 
population who are going to make out like a bandit on privatization, the 
collapse of collective farms, removal of the state regulation of the economy 
and, therefore, the rampant cornering of the market, continuous deficits and 
catastrophic inflation. 

At the Congress of the party Rukh (Movement) and the "round table" there 
was a lot of talk about opposition to the President and the balance of priorities of 
human rights and the state. In the words of I. Drach, M. Gorynia, N. Porovskyi... 
these themes sounded in different ways, uniting however against the position of the 
socialists. It is not surprising. It always happens: when an idea is exhausted, 
demagoguery replaces it. They speak loudly for others not to understand that they 
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have nothing to say. After all, we never see as a cure-all the rights of the citizen of 
Ukraine, removing them from the interests of the state. On the contrary, supporting 
the priority of these rights we consider it necessary that all the human rights 
guarantees shpuld be provided. What's the contradiction here? 

Therefore, once again we propose to adopt the Declaration of the rights of 
the citizen of Ukraine to the Constitution so that Constitution itself, new laws 
and their implementation have a guide - a specific person. 

Of course, the President today is perhaps in the most difficult situation. His 
first 100 days are marked by efforts to create the state and strengthen his power. It, 
probably, should be like that. But it becomes visible more and more that his team 
lacks prudent politicians, who would keep the interstate, within the CIS, conflicts. 
Because too much time was wasted. Because the President is surrounded by 
advisers, who can be blamed for this. And trouble is coming. The home of the 
nearest neighbor has already started burning. It is possible to extinguish the fire 
only doing it together. If we don't do this – we will stay alone with the trouble. 

Attempts to shape history, definitely to rehabilitate the UPA (The Ukrainian 
Insurgent Army), closing of museums and toppling of the monuments, renaming of 
streets have become commonplace. It can be seen that everything was co-
ordinated. People keep silent – let's "add". 

They add. They have already started the "change of exposition" of 
the Museum of the Great Patriotic War in Kyiv. 

Eyewitnesses testify to that it does not have enough space for General 
Vatutin and the reflection of many battles of the most terrible war in our territory. 
And the Museum was created in memory of the heroism of the people, the army, 
whose soldiers did not ask each other about nationality. 

Is it really possible to erase it from the consciousness? Did not the hand of 
the official flinch, who approved the plan of "change of exposition"? 

We should not stand aloof. It is necessary that all who know the truth about 
the events of the distant and not so distant past, carry it to people, especially the 
youth and the students. One half-truth can supplant another, but it will remain a lie. 

Another issue that bothers a lot of people is the position regarding the 
Congress of deputies of the Supreme Council of the USSR. We treat the 
intentions of the people whom voters trust with respect. We hope that they will 
contribute to the improvement of relations between the CIS States. 

We also understand that the Congress will not restore the Union as a 
state. This page of history is turned. We stand for the unity of independent 
states, their beneficial neighborhood and interaction. Today it is the most lacking 
thing. Our difficulties, fall in production, unemployment, and a total mess are 
based on breach of contacts and primarily economic relations. They need to be 
renewed. That one who does not understand this, who hinders their establishment, 
is the enemy of Ukraine, its statehood and its long-suffering people. 

Yesterday (20 March 1992) in Kyiv a meeting at the level of heads of the 
CIS countries was held. Kyiv citizens watch with interest the development of 
relations in the Commonwealth. 
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It must be admitted that the irrationality of our foreign policy, as well as 
of our neighbors, consists in that leaders of the states want to jump into the 
democratic independent states from a unitary common state at once. 
Meanwhile the external and internal causes of resistance to such a jump appear. 
And the reason for it is the objectivity of the transitional period, which can be 
neither hastened nor avoided! Moreover there was too much time lost to promote 
the objective course of events. Then, when it was necessary to decide a serious 
matter - delineation of interests, many of the politicians toyed with the slogan "No 
to the Union Treaty!", though in fact they wanted to gain power. 

Today, a lot of staff is beginning to appear what was rooted in politics 
before. The "theory" of one of the Presidential candidates, now a close adviser to 
the President is refuted, that in independent Ukraine, problems of the 
economics and management will be solved a billion times easier than in the 
Union*. On the time scale this output after nearly four months should have given 
confirmation of it in the form of growth maybe not several times but at least for a 
fraction of a percent of living standards. But, on the contrary, it is rapidly falling. 

It turns out that the reality is higher than abstract reasoning. And 
independent Ukraine has the same problems as our neighbors. Therefore, they have 
to be solved together, looking for something common, but not putting obstacles in 
the way”.  

22 October 1992 a closed session of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna 
Rada) of Ukraine was held. Theses for presentation at the session I called “To be 
responsible for the state...". Content of the report describes well the condition in 
which Ukraine was. Quote:  

"We must finally realize together - the left and the right, extreme and 
moderate, that we must take responsibility for the state together. And it is not 
only necessary, but also indispensable. The maelstrom of catastrophe has 
captured it (the state). Either we will be united and we will weaken its blows, or it 
will crush us all. Neither passing the buck, nor hyping the dissolution of the 
Supreme Council and ranting about withdrawal from the CIS will save anybody. 
Even the time for this was missed.  
______________________ 

* Thesis of I.R. Yukhnovskyi. 
It's time to figure out what we are building. (It can be already seen what is 

ruined. How destroyed, who helped, why it was done - we can talk about it a lot. 
But those conversations have no sense.) 

Here once again I return to the position of the President and the Chairman of 
the Supreme Council. It is the time for you to pursue a policy, not to comment 
on certain events. 

If (according to Pliushch) we are building a capitalist society, it is necessary 
to say it openly, and not in some interview. And to say till the end: what will  
happen next, when and how it turns out for a particular person. And to say so, we 
need at least some calculations. They will show that the formation of a capitalist 
society based on socialist principles and in the way proposed by the 
Commission of Pylypchuk and Co is absolute nonsense. 
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Obviously, without definitions, we (primarily Leonid Kravchuk and Ivan 
Pliushch) need to decide, and to declare people that we are trying to reorient the 
economy socially that is a difficult task that involves following stages, due to 
which we will approach the formation of the post-industrial society. 

In order to achieve this it is necessary to abandon the idiocy of a solid 
certification, not to hurry with the land privatization, to return in the part of the 
state economy to planning, using smaller but stable volume of public 
procurement, to put at least in the public sector banking operations in order. It is 
necessary to displace foreign money from the domestic market, not to allow 
moving of the dollar through off-budget channels, to analyse all reserves and 
possible incoming, suppress the mafia, starting from the governmental structures. 
Be not ashamed of the state of emergency in the economy. It happened without our 
intrusion. 

We need to show people that three senior managers are capable of taking 
responsibility for their own decisions. Only then we can hope that there will be at 
least some respect for authority. 

We need to understand who runs Ukraine? The President or Pavlychko, the 
Supreme Council or Pavlychko? The government or ...? And if so, who is this 
genius? And if he is a genius, then let him be responsible for the taken decisions: 

− for the futility of bilateral agreements ignoring multilateral approaches 
within the CIS; 

− for the incompetence of imposed personnel to handle assigned work 
(transport, agriculture, proposals concerning the Ministry of justice etc); 

− for the division of society because of the distortion of history; 
− for contempt and a complete disregard for international agreements; 
− for bringing strife into relations between Ukraine and Russia. 
Let the President at least for himself find out, who he relies on. Does he rely 

on, or is he relied on? Does he tell the truth about the relationship with the 
Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) or not? 

Apparently, a lie. Otherwise, how can it be explained: the President relies on 
set up by him Committee, and the Committee organizes events for students and 
transport workers, those demand withdrawal from the CIS (where next to 
withdraw?), and demand the dissolution of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna 
Rada). So, this is the President who organized a tent camp, he wants the 
withdrawal from the CIS and the dissolution of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna 
Rada), to prevent the former Communists (fatal thing, according to the words of 
the Deputy Zaiets) from the leadership positions. The President, therefore, 
denies the President. Is it really necessary to explain? 

Is it not clear that there cannot be the same bunch of people who go abroad 
with the President without the foreign policy concept, thus ignoring the 
constitutional right of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada)? 

Is not it obvious that we "copy" the path of M. Gorbachev and the Supreme 
Council of the USSR? 
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Due to the fact that irresponsible (or those who have other interests) people, 
but not the Supreme Commander conducts the defense of Ukraine, we have: 

- loss of tactical nuclear weapons as a stabilizing factor for the period of the 
reform of the armed forces; 

- zero combat capability of the offensive structure of the army, while 
pronouncing defense doctrine. Together it is a chaos, stupidity; 

- unsufficient provision of troops, the army cannot rely on the Ukrainian 
military-industrial complex. Nothing is done in this direction; 

- exceptional politicization of the army, when commanders, generals do not 
report to the President, but to the leadership of the the party Rukh (Movement) on 
the state of affairs in the army; it will have the negative consequences in the future; 

- destruction of the system of military training. There is an immediate need for 
military doctrine. Without this, hope for the armed forces as an element of the state 
is ridiculous. 

We desperately need laws in the field of governance: 
- on the Cabinet of Ministers; 
- on the management structure of the national economy; 
- on the delimitation of the functions of the structures of power, especially at 

regional and district levels; 
- on the fight against corruption and crime; 
- on the civil service. 
- We should all stop talking about the dissolution of the Supreme Council 

(Verkhovna Rada). 
Not to show the infighting. We are a catalyst of the spirit in the society. 
The time has come to cancel the Presidium resolution on prohibition of the 

Communist Party of Ukraine. The question is included in the agenda. There is no 
evidence of the guilt of the party, there is no reason for the persecution of the 
Communists. There is no need to repeat the shame of the Moscow trial. I appeal to 
all deputies, do not wait until the leadership of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna 
Rada) will find the time to resolve this issue. 

You have to understand - the party will not recover. That party. But it should 
decide its fate itself. 

A moratorium on the campaign of renaming, the demolition of monuments 
and symbols should be placed. 

The government is undermining its credibility. 
Local authorities exploit the authority of the President. But doesn't he know 

that? We need his message concerning this. Let us analyze at least publications 
about the collection of signatures before the referendum, artificially "heated" rally 
in the square and about the conflict in the Crimea. Is that our position? 

Why is there nothing about the real situation in the economy, about the reasons 
of its crisis and production teams in the newspaper of the Supreme Council? After 
all, there is real life. It is necessary to have a qualification for these publications 
too. Why is not a word of the deputy given, but the comment of the journalist (on 
the level of their knowledge, attitudes and political orientation) on this word? 
When will the shibboleths "as for me", "in my opinion" disappear? 
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Nobody could change us. We should tolerate each other and respect (or at 
least feign respect) us as we are. 

I have more complaints about the President than Chornovil or Khmara do. But 
he is the highest authority. Disrespect to him today will turn to you tomorrow. 

Systematic, painful, purposeful "humiliation" of the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada), will turn against those who will come to the new Parliament (or 
those who think that they will come) tomorrow. 

Defamation of the Government is a shame for us. Because in such a way we 
only prove our helplessness, lack of understanding of the ways of overcoming the 
crisis. 

The time is hard. 
Either we stick together and break through to a better life, or we will suffer the 

ignominy will be cursed by people. 
All together. There will be no exceptions”. 

 
 
 
 

P.S. These were discussions at the beginning of the formation of the state. How 
far have we departed from the logic of that struggle? There was little care for the 
people and the state, more care about power during that struggle. Analyzing those 
steps 20 years past, and in spite of all that happened then, today all of us should 
come to the conclusion: during state building victories and defeats are 
common, a successful state cannot be created at enmity. It is necessary to have 
a project, guided by which, every political force (relinquishing something) and 
every citizen consistently build the state structure. The structure, in which 
everyone will feel at home and on their land. 

This is the only way. 
30.03.11 
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On the basis of the legal system 
 

The core of the state legal system is the Constitution. In Ukraine, adoption 
and amendments have been accompanied by intense political struggle. Time past 
interests of the rivals in this fight manifest clearer. Indeed, during the deployment 
of the struggle slogans of care of the people and the state are being raised, and 
when the time passes, the flame of the struggle fades, then the least useful to a 
person and to the country becomes visible, that what usually only those in power 
are interested in: power and ability of government to meet the needs of its 
members. In most cases, they are needs which are far from the interests of the 
people. 

In fact, you can make sure of it, rethinking the material of those 
publications. 
 
 

27.04.16 
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From the Declaration to statehood 
 

In the spring of already distant 1991, a large group of deputies of the 
Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine headed by D. Pavlychko 
(Although there was the first Deputy Chairman of the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada) Ivan Pliushch as well) was overseas during two weeks. The 
delegation was certainly not determined by chance: of the twelve people I was the 
only representative of the parliamentary majority. 

In Indianapolis, Chicago and Washington we have had many meetings with 
the representatives of the authorities, the Ukrainian diaspora, politicians and 
journalists. American Ukrainians Bohdan Futei and Nadia Mac-Connell and the 
organizations of the diaspora at all contributed to it. 

Modest souvenirs and especially the "Declaration of state sovereignty of 
Ukraine" polygraphic impeccably made were given everywhere at the meetings 
and receptions from the delegation. Receiving these documents, the local 
Ukrainians were sometimes very happy, the Americans worked according to the 
protocol: thanked, looked at them with interest. 

That is not surprising, – the President Bush at that time in the Supreme 
Council (Verkhovna Rada) (Margaret Thatcher as well) tactfully refrained from 
commenting on some inflammatory thoughts of Ukrainian reformers, alluding to 
the fact that having a relationship with Canada, for example, they cannot have the 
same level of relationship with Quebec. 

There is a long way from the province to the state. It seems, at that time, 
helping with the dissolution of the Soviet Union, the current world masters did not 
hope for a quick state-determination of Ukraine, and our fighters for independence 
did not hope as well, honestly speaking. Dmytro Pavlychko often repeated: "Let 
Ukraine be communist, but independent". It was said as it were far away. Looking 
ahead, I can say that if his intentions, as well as of those who sincerely or pointedly 
sought independence, coincide with their statements, Ukraine would have been 
perceived as an honorable and sovereign state in the world, not because of its 
communist essence, no but because of the condition, which alone guarantees the 
construction of a democratic state which is readiness of the whole society, unified 
society. 

In fact, the internal political, but rather ideological infighting precludes 
realiziation of the potential of sovereignty. Not once had I a conversation with late 
V. Chornovil and others about it. My reasoning consisted in that we should not 
fight with the left should but build a state together. After all, it did not matter how 
everybody commented on the course of events, the content of the most important 
decisions and the role of certain initiators, the fact remains, without the leading 
participation of the left (by definition) any decision would not have been taken 
concerning the statehood of Ukraine. 

So it was with the Declaration. A few weeks in heated discussions, 
struggling for every word, with full broadcast of meetings on radio and television, 
chanting in the streets of thousands activists brought from the Western regions, the 
articles of the Declaration grew item by item. 
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Such definition as the intention of non-nuclear status of Ukraine (proposal of 
I. Drach), which with the time seems more and more intentionally introduced from 
afar in the content of the Declaration and proposals, which, being realized in the 
provisions of the Constitution, would create grounds for the organization of public 
life on democratic principles began to appear. Almost unanimous vote for the 
Declaration was a result of two circumstances: the adoption of such a document 
two weeks ago in Russia and order added to our variant (proposal of Leonid 
Kravchuk) to use the Declaration as the basis for the following Constitution of 
Ukraine and a new Union Treaty. 

The first - last President of the USSR Mikhail Gorbachev called later the 
Declarations of the republics as "Parade of sovereignty". Externally it looked like 
that, but "parade" was not least of all the result of incompetent Union governance. 
At the same time, deficiencies of governance from the Center more and more 
clearly manifested, at local level there was not enough staff who were able to think 
in perspective. Provincialism was inherent in Russia with the Yeltsin idea "... 
destroy Center", and all other republics. Rather my intuitive sense of danger of the 
dissolution of the Union for each subject of the huge state was expressed by the 
phrase "We need a Union Treaty not as a yoke on the neck, but as the formula of 
independence". It was published in newspapers a year before the Act of 
independence, and the whole further course of events only confirmed the 
correctness of that warning. Price competition between republics, destruction of 
the financial system, the fight over weapons and fleets, and the suspicious loss of 
tactical nuclear weapons, leaving alone with issues such as Kirovohrad mining and 
processing integrated plant, nuclear uncompleted construction projects, unfinished 
handsome aircraft carrier "Variah", the Dnister protective system.. are all 
consequences of provincialism, with stupidity of those who in Moscow were 
responsible for a large state. The destruction of industrial cooperation was 
completed with "success" of ill-conceived policies, and above all the Chornobyl 
tragedy, the neutralization of which, reckoned by the Ukrainian laws on the budget 
of the Union, became an unbearable problem of Ukraine. 

Whether it is a good thing or not, but the statehood of Ukraine was not won, 
it was given. It was given as a form, but content is not still received. 

Moreover, in the tenth year of the Declaration we have enough grounds to 
talk about the growth of Ukraine's dependence more than many years ago. It is the 
financial, economic, energetic, technological, largely military and in the end 
political dependence. 

Therefore, analyzing the movement for statehood, it would be possible to 
refer to some landmark events. I think my fellow deputies will do it.* Therefore, it 
should be borne in mind that in each case we are talking more about virtual 
attributes of statehood, in addition to the real facts, which are the recognition of 
Ukraine by the international community and its Constitution. To achieve first one 
both Presidents and the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) worked much 
______________________ 

* The article was prepared for collection of memoirs about the adoption of the 
Declaration. 
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 (joining the Council of Europe). But only the Parliament deserves credit for the 
Constitution. 

One of the criteria of statehood is the attitude to the state of its own nation 
and the individual citizen. Here is a variety of assessments, but the attitude of the 
vast majority of people to their own state is condemning and often hostile. They 
have good reasons for it: terrible unemployment, instability, stratification, paid 
education and medicine, stolen savings and the right to property, crime, corruption 
and lies... Altogether it means the disintegration of the productive forces of the 
country and there is the connection: if the state begs, its people also beg. 

We can talk for hours about our troubles, but it is useless. It is better to name 
the causes of this condition and to ensure progress in the right direction. 

Among the reasons (I will quote one of the paragraphs of the revised version 
of the Program of the Socialist party of Ukraine) there are the following: lack of 
experience of statehood and competent personnel of appropriate scale, the disparity 
between the existing economic structure of the country and of its needs as an 
independent economic system;t houghtless transferring of foreign experience to the 
Ukrainian reality which is obtained on a fundamentally different basis, and 
precipitous, uncontrolled and illegal nature of the transformations that led to 
corruption and criminalization of all social relations and the rebirth of power. 

The transformation from the Union to sovereign States could be done in 
different ways, as well as transformations within the former republics could be 
different. In Ukraine, the worst of the reform options were selected. In fact, they 
we not selected, because nearly everything happened "rudderless", spontaneously 
and chaotic. Clearly, in complex socioeconomic situation during the crisis each 
party, group, just people who think, the power structures or some of their 
representatives have different views on the exit from the crisis. But hardly anyone 
of them would like something bad for themselves, the people and the country. 
Therefore, it was necessary to reach a compromise between different views and 
suggestions. The nature and form of this compromise are the principles of the 
domestic and foreign policy, the need for the development of which is 
stipulated by the Constitution of Ukraine (former as well as present). The 
principles consist in a selected and consistent course of development of the state. 
Without such a course different developments, programs, forecasts, proposals etc 
are just a fuss, imitation of action and control. When I introduced a draft of the 
“principles” twice, on behalf of my political supporters, and not only them, to the 
Parliament, they did not receive support not because they were imperfect, but 
because mercantile, primitive, individual interests prevailed. The provincialism of 
power and control is the main cause of all our troubles. 

Manifestations of provincialism can be better seen in the functions of 
government and the content of the personnel policy. Such "principles" as that 
nobody was above average level but score brownie points were long ago discarded 
in developed countries and this is the essence of personnel policy in Ukraine, the 
cause of the mess of governments and socioeconomic consequences. Had Yu. 
Zviagilskyi and V. Masol, without claiming the power, taken maybe imperfect, but 
meaningful actions, positive changes happened to economy, production and 
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budget. And when instead of them once again amateurs took control of the 
economy and management, the economic mechanism just crumbled. Whether P. 
Lazarenko, Ye.Marchuk, V. Pustovoitenko or A. Tkachenko (in the Parliament) 
would succeed or whether V. Yushchenko will succeed – it's hard to say, not 
because they "did not show" or "do not show" themselves. The reason is that they 
are able to "become famous". And in the bureaucratic scheme of state control it is 
already "illegal", attempt to seize power, the power that is not responsible for 
anything, but disposes of everything, which nearly all the years of sovereignty... 
has been struggling just for power. 

In fact, we come to the answer to the question why Ukraine cannot become a 
state after the adoption of Declaration, the Act of independence and the 
Constitution. The whole reason consists in the government, its organization and 
personnel. This is the truth, but that is not only it. The reason is deeper, it is in 
essence of the main contradiction of modern Ukraine – the contradiction between 
the development of productive forces and production relations. State, government 
– reflect the production relations, and those in turn reflect only social form of the 
productive forces. There should be full correspondence between these phenomena, 
otherwise disasters are inevitable. 

In Ukraine under the pressure of primarily the state authorities, production 
relations are regressive regarding the productive forces, they are even 
mutilated, they are such that are in the stage of collapse, particularly in relation to 
the most important component of the productive forces – a person. He/she is used 
to co-ownership (let it be indirectly, through the state, but tangible because of the 
operation of social funds, guarantees of rights etc), and now they are fraudulently 
deprived of everything. They mastered the high technology, but de-
industrialization unprecedented in the history of the world is imposed on Ukraine, 
the market and "economic tourism" serve as an alternative to modern production. 
They were brought up in an atmosphere of collectivism (remember how the 
Japanese, the Spanish and the Americans support all forms of collectivism under 
their circumstances), but now individualism and self-preservation are being 
imposed on them. They were formed as humane, highly spiritual and patriotic 
people, and now the whole superstructure: morality, art, government, information 
etc disappear, destroying all good for the sake of the lower instincts, when the one 
who steals a lot, will evade the law, violating the Constitution and morality, who 
arm-twist with the help of intimidation, harassment, blackmail and cynicism is to 
be honoured. Patriotism is replaced by the thesis that sounds like: "Who is not with 
the government, is against the state" in different variations in the lured media. 

One could argue, that it is a consequence. So, that is the consequence. But is 
a reason as well. For decades, Ukraine has undergone dramatic changes. Economy 
has become really mixed, some preconditions for development of competitive 
environment have been created, the necessary legal framework has been prepared, 
and the governance has remained administrative as it was before. It is as before, 
but of much worse quality, because in the Soviet times, the government acted in 
the interests of the state, remaining generally under the control, at least of the mass 
party. In modern Ukraine, the government represents the interests of clans and is 
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not accountable to anyone, using in the same interests instrumentation of the state: 
police, the prosecution, tax service, media and the WB and all the administrative 
hierarchy. Defending the interests of the clans, the government inevitably becomes 
corrupt and therefore criminal. 

Productive forces and production relations in Ukraine are being "established 
from the top". This contradicts the nature of the relations between them. The form 
of this "establishment" can only be despotism and dictatorship. The world does not 
know other varients. In Ukraine, this perspective is even more sinister – criminal 
dictatorship. Who doubts that, analyze at least how and between whom, 
sometimes with the help of already existing government, the electoral districts in 
Donetsk, Odesa, Kyiv, Dnipropetrovsk etc are distributed for the future. Or explain 
the nature of such unbridled desire for authoritarian government institutions in 
Bankova Street, reasons of savage discrediting of the legislature, and from time to 
time –the government, unconstitutional, in some cases, behavior of the 
Constitutional Court and the CEC. 

All these are the constituent parts of a total disaster. It has already 
approached a critical state. And as it happened not for one time in the world 
history, the phenomenon generates its opposite. In Ukraine, the prerequisites for 
truly democratic and non-violent revolution appeared. These prerequisites are 
created by autocratic holding of an unnecessary referendum. We, parliamentarians, 
who adopted the Declaration, the Act of independence and the Constitution, 
representatives of parties and public associations, officials who were tired of being 
"flunkeys" by corrupt officials, intelligentsia and all citizens that want a better fate 
and prospects for their children during their life – we must all unite to radical, 
according to the the will of the people, review of the functions and powers of the 
authorities. Not to limit the rights of the President, no. If he adhered to the 
Constitution in force, the review would not be necessary. But the process went on, 
he missed the moment when it could be transformed into a lawful and 
constitutional way. The problem could not be solved from within, therefore, it is 
necessary to go beyond its boundaries to give to the legislature and the government 
mutual responsibility to the people, to free the citizens from arbitrariness of the 
state bureaucracy machine, if you want - to save the state and its head from 
shame. 

I remember the discussions and just talks from a decade ago. I appeal to you, 
colleagues, comrades and opponents, for you not to blame then anyone like you 
weren't warned. So stop trying to please only those in power, don't be slaves, 
indifferent to the wounds that acquire a sinister look on the social organism of 
Ukraine. With your help, I would like to note. In fact it turns out that a lot of 
political parties (right and left), in words demonstrating disagreement with the 
destruction of the foundations of statehood and turning it into a preserve of 
corruption and thieves, can only serve the power, to eat their own kind, to let party 
leaders come to real power or ownership, at least to have their nose in the trough. 
And the more dependent they are on the government, the more thera is open or 
disguised servitude, the more help there is in the search for the "unconstitutional" 
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actions on the part of the recent members of the same party, in search of enemies 
of the state. 

It is shameful to watch all that, dear contemporaries. You can find excuses 
for everything, but being alone with your conscience you know that your actions 
and the explanations from the future perspective: yours, as well as of the people 
and the state, are just vanity of vanities. And if we have enough courage to speak 
the truth at least to us, we will quickly realize that the trouble of Ukraine is in 
us. That we have not become the nation yet, being members of this political elite 
as it is, we're not quite “up to the level” which was allotted to us by history, in 
particular, to transform the population into the nation. 

Danger is extremely close. The Fatherland of our ancestors and our 
Motherland is rapidly turning into a third-rate colony. And we all did not long for 
such a perspective. Who realizes this – let us unite for a struggle. Today it is 
difficult, not prestigious and dangerous. But there is a chance. We will be 
rewarded with that Ukraine, which we imagined at the time of the adoption of 
the Declaration. Which is worthy to be in in the third Millennium! 

 
 

26 May 2000 
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From the constitutional night to the constitutional of darkness? 
When will we greet 
Our own George Washington at last 
With the new law of righteousness? 
Oh, there’s no doubt that day we’ll see! 

T.SHEVCHENKO 
 

The wait is over. The Parliament of the 13th convocation has become 
"Washington". 28th June, 1996 will go down in history as Constitution Day of 
Ukraine. And it does not matter how the Fundamental law of the state is desecrated 
or not abode, it will survive these attempts because of the will of the people, their 
trust in their elected representatives who completed incredibly difficult job that has 
lasted for 6 years in the morning of June 28 – search for a social compromise for 
the sake of prospects for the social, democratic and legal state. 

It all started with the Declaration of state sovereignty, with the nationwide 
discussion, which was voiced by people's deputy unusually openly. The 
Declaration was only a technical task for the future Constitution. But at the level of 
the principles, provided in it, it improved in the development of democracy then it 
was managed to implement in the Fundamental Law. Yes, it's true. Because, 
escaping from one system of totalitarianism, we began to sink incredibly quickly 
into another, far worse system, tied with their fetters the rights of the people, the 
interests of the society and the institutions of the state. 

Another step prior to the adoption of the Constitution was the Act of 
independence and its approving by referendum on 1st December. This day should 
have been Independence Day because on 24th August 1991, a document was 
adopted, which formulated the essence of the exit of the dangerous Moscow 
venture. As a consequence of the adoption of this document (formally) Ukraine 
gained independence. But this sovereignty could only become true through the will 
of all the people. And the people did it, wanting a better life. 

The Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of the 12th convocation reviewed 
the prepared draft of the Constitution and brought it for a nationwide discussion. In 
the early 90s there was democracy in Ukraine, and the discussion was not 
accompanied by a beforehand prepared projects of approving or negative 
evaluations. Now it could be possible not only to adopt any project, but even 
through “the will of the people” to abandon the Constitution. In fact, the local state 
administrations now look at the Fundamental law as at the decoration of the 
offices, but they are not going to comply with it. Perhaps it is like that because 
obligatory sign of loyalty of the local authorities to the guarantor of Constitution is 
his portrait in the office, and he – the guarantor – can not serve as an example of a 
law-abiding citizen. 

The discussion was real, thousands of proposals came to the Supreme 
Council (Verkhovna Rada). In the society and its reflection – the legislature – there 
was not unanimity about the provisions of the Constitution. Some people wanted 
radical definitions concerning the symbolism, others wanted the establishment of 
Soviet principles, and another group wanted either democracy, or pork with 
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horseradish. The leadership of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada), having 
failed to find a way of project coordination, "to be clear" stopped it, and all the 
work on the Constitution was softpedalled. I am convinced that it was a serious 
mistake. 

The Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of the 13th convocation has 
restored the constitutional process. A letter of the new President regarding the 
content of the Constitution and readiness for cooperation was a model of 
constructiveness and democracy, though the Decree on approval of the chairmen of 
regional councils to be heads of administrations in August (1994), and after that 
the submission of the National guard to them confirmed that individual rule and 
unfettered power is the main motive of the activity of a new head of the state. Not 
accidental was the time of the publication of the Decree on the heads of 
administrations. August is the vacation time of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna 
Rada). The reapproval of the elected leaders for the positions was not a formal act, 
it created a legal conflict that was confirmed by the dismissal of several heads of 
regional state administrations and a long nearly detective story of the dismissal of 
the Mayor of Kyiv Leonid Kosakivskyi. The personal wishes of the head of the 
state, the whims of his inner circle were put above the requirements of the Law. 
That could be seen many times more. 

The next step of the Kuchma’s administration was the involvement of the 
Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) and the whole society in a fruitless discussion 
about the same fruitless in the relation to interests of the people idea of the 
"vertical of power". The essence of the "vertical" was set forth in the Law of 
Ukraine "On power". 

Already the first review of the draft law showed that the new administration 
is only interested in power and nothing else but power. The law conflicted with the 
whole legal field of the state. For the law to be somehow embedded in this field, 
the idea was revived (at that time already deceased) Chairman of the Constitutional 
Court Leonid Yuzkov about the Constitutional Treaty. However, his idea 
concerned the principle of regulation of legal relations prior to the adoption of the 
Constitution, but in practice it all came down to the essence of legal relations. 

On the upper levels of government concealed technology of solving legal 
issues (with the time usual) began to spread when concealed negotiations, bribing 
people with posts, possessions, political advances and awards were used as a factor 
to select the position. For the first time shameful practice of substituting regulatory 
procedures of taking the legislative solutions for individual collecting signatures 
was applied. In the end 240 deputies' signatures in favor of the law on power were 
collected, and to prevent the perpetuation of autocracy according to the scheme 
"there is nothing more permanent than temporary things", the Constitutional Treaty 
was submitted for consideration of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) and 
signed on its behalf by the Chairman of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada). 

For another year, L. Kuchma has gotten in fact unlimited power and almost 
with the same consequences as in the period of his time being the Prime Minister. 
Actually, it was a way of continuation of the wrong policy with the interval which 
was the period between the resignation of Leonid Kuchma as a Prime Minister and 
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his election as a President. After all, the notorious trusts, distortion of the pension 
legislation, the wage system, the drastic privatization, and other "inventions" of the 
reformers were issued as decrees, and implemented mostly during the presidency 
of the author of the decrees. Concern of the President for the amnesty of capital 
outflow seems logical in this regard. But this outflow happened not least due to the 
implementation of aforementioned and other decrees. The year of preparation of 
the Constitution was the period of struggle for the future of the Ukrainian society. 

Formed in the way, borrowed from its predecessors, the Constitutional 
Commission worked respectively. At the general meetings it discussed the 
conception and certain provisions of the Constitution, but its "presidential" part 
between meetings prepared its "monarchical" version of the Fundamental law, 
further increasing the functions of the President, withdrawing from the articles 
things which were subject to subsequent control by the public (free education, 
healthcare etc). 

This variant became the subject of consideration in the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada). In March 1996, she dismissed it as undemocratic, which 
destroys the mechanism of checks and balances between the branches of 
government. 

The meeting of the Constitutional Commission after the March "no" came to 
the conclusion that the abilities of this body are exhausted and it is necessary in 
this regard to establish a working group that would prepare the draft taking into 
account all proposals provided at that time. It was principled point in many ways, 
because ten members of the working group (4 – from the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada), 4 - from the President, 2 – from the legal structures) were to 
formulate a document that in any situation in the session hall would mostly retain 
its meaning. The working group adopted its internal regulations, according to 
which the decision will be taken with 7 votes “for”, so each position has gained 
extreme importance. The head of the group was professor Volodymyr Butkevych – 
the Head of the Commission of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) on human 
rights, a lawyer known in the world. The group worked exceptionally hard, became 
the catalyst for the consolidation of the legislature before the introduction of the 
draft for discussion in the sessional hall. 

Meanwhile, newspapers, television and radio stations dependent on the 
executive power, began to discuss the theme of the impossibility of adoption of the 
Constitution by the legislature. 

On the basis of opportunities of the majority (they did not manage to provide 
it with a legal status at that time) the work of the established with initiative 
Provisional Special Commission is organized, which is trying to suspend a 
significant number of deputies from work on the project, (primarily the 
Communists) and the leadership of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada). This 
course of the Provisional Special Commission, and of its leadership (M. Syrota) 
has full support in Bankova Street. 

This undertaking was extremely dangerous not only for the constitutional 
process, it threatened the unity of the society because it gave the reasons for a large 
part of citizens to consider Constitution as something alien. Obviously 
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"conductors" counted on that, – obsequious to demonstrate to the mentors from the 
West, how they are fighting for democracy against the "red" and Communists – 
through a referendum to prove that they are not supported by the people. 

Only forming of the Provisional Special Commission by the Supreme 
Council (Verkhovna Rada) in strict conformity with the Regulations, on a 
proportional basis, when from the largest faction in the Commission not two, but 
eight representatives would work, was only capable to resolve this conflict. The 
fight was fierce, without exaggeration. To prevent the legal fulfillment of this 
condition, the Presidential Administration and the government undertook to 
dismiss the Chairman of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) from the post. 
The Prime Minister P. Lazarenko (with delegation of this assignment to his first 
Deputy V. Durdynets) and heads of regional administrations were personally 
responsible for this. Then “democratic” technology was fulfilled, later it was 
already the usual one: the leaders of the factions, some deputies were summoned to 
high offices for a chat, during which details of the family life of deputies, possible 
career and business prospects, housing, children and other... topics of "national 
importance" were discussed. Dozens of deputies went through the humiliating 
procedure, many of them later came to my office and said with tears in his eyes 
because of shame and humiliation: 

- Do not think badly of me, I'm still going to vote for you but I couldn't help 
signing... They warned that they would fire my wife. But she is sick, she will not 
make it through. 

The deputies - the heads of the state and local level, generals and doctors of 
science came... We made through a shame of the state together. I had to calm them 
down, saying, do not get ashamed, moreover I don't care who signed the proposal. 
(I confess that today I know only those who reported their weakness, and because 
of their beliefs (S.Soboliev) or serving too much (A. Zasukha) collected signatures 
of deputies.) 

There were the exceptions as well. The ambassador to Lebanon V. Shybka 
was brought to Kyiv specifically. Abandoning the signature by V. Durdynets and 
P. Lazarenko, he was dismissed from his post and did not get a diplomatic rank, 
apparently because in the "democratic" Ukraine, the socialists "do not deserve" 
ranks. 

Blackmail, all sorts of violence helped to collect the required number of 
signatures, and on 5th June the proposal to include a question on mistrust to the 
Chairman of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) in the agenda was discussed 
and voted on. As it was expected, there were not enough votes. They failed with 
one more thing: the initiators wanted the vote on a roll-call contrary to the 
regulations. They did not believe themselves, not mentioning some kind of 
deputies which were persuaded. Having fear of reprisal, in a roll mode, the 
deputies could vote not according to their conscience, but due to bullying. 
According to O.Tkachenko, a true comrade of Leonid Kuchma – P.Lazarenko – 
begged him, then First Deputy Chairman of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna 
Rada) (according to the Regulations he was to lead the meeting), that he organized 
a fixed vote: "...I will go on my knees, the President asked. I ask..." – the Prime 
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Minister persuaded. O. Tkachenko did not give up. Without idealizing him, I will 
notice that recent accusations against him, already on a post of the Chairman of the 
Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) are not unfounded, but they do not go to any 
comparison with the arbitrariness that under the slogans of defending democracy is 
happening now in the session hall when the deputy during the voting process 
becomes controlled by the clerk from the Presidential Administration. 

The next attempts to get rid of "inconvenient" Chairman of the Supreme 
Council (Verkhovna Rada) ended on 5th June, but a month before the victory was 
won, the price of which was the Constitution. We managed to vote on the 
composition of the Provisional Special Commission in full compliance with the 
Regulations. The Communists joined the Commission in its work, moreover they 
made at that time their new version of the Fundamental law, which corresponded 
with the draft prepared by the working group of V.Butkevych. 

On 4th June, the draft was approved in the first reading, thus it became the 
subject of work of the Parliament only, and I stopped doubting a possibility of 
final adoption of the Constitution. 

In mid-June in Ukraine there was a parliamentary delegation of Austria with 
the visit, led by my good friend Heinz Fischer – the President of the National 
Council. During conversation, he asked, whether the Constitution would be 
adopted and when would it happen. 

- On 16th July, - I answered, on the day of the adoption of the Declaration, as 
the technology of consideration in the second reading shows. 

I was mistaken for a fortnight, but the guest didn't really believe me, because 
everywhere in the meetings in Kyiv, he was told about the parliamentary crisis, the 
inability of deputies and other nonsense. 

Instead of accompanying a very complicated process of draft discussion 
informatively, TV, radio and newspapers trumpeted daily the need for the adoption 
of the Constitution by referendum. Excitement was pumped out thoughtfully. The 
Cabinet of Ministers adopted a regulation on the preparation of the Constitution, 
which given the functions of Executive authority is a legal absurdity. In the 
government the President introduced the post of Vice-Prime Minister... actually 
regarding the Constitution. Deputy A. Yemets took it. With the cry of the 
weakness of the Parliament officials appointed the... deputies because they were 
prepared for that, and also with a purpose of making the legislature dependent. It 
was too late to hold by-election, V. Hetman offered not to raise a question on 
deprivation of Deputy powers, because so to speak, there would not be three 
hundred votes. In the government, ministries, state administrations there were 
more than 30 deputies, which, of course, did not engage in the adoprion of laws, 
however, they joined the singing that difficulties in the state and society are 
entirely attributable to the absence of the Constitution. 

Special meetings of the Security Council and of the Council of regions (the 
non-constitutional body by the President) were held. Everybody was "concerned", 
everybody "demanded" the referendum, and P. Lazarenko even justified the date – 
the beginning of September – not earlier and not later. Some political parties of 
so-called national-democratic orientation followed the same course which, 
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obviously, were promised to adopt through a referendum the most important for 
them definitions of articles of the Constitution about the symbolism etc. Influential 
V. Chornovil repeatedly proposed after the adoption of the draft in the first reading 
to go "...on vacation, not to disturb...". 

When I found out that the decree on the referendum was already prepared, I 
asked for an audience with the President. 

- What for to waste 50 trillion? We approved one and a half dozen of articles 
by a constitutional majority. There is a normal process, a referendum is 
superfluous. 

- Well, I'll be back from Warsaw, we will consult again, – the President 
answered. However, with my experience of communication it came to me that 
Leonid Kuchma was insincere. 

And so it happened. On 26th June, late in the evening on TV there was the 
President with a statement about the referendum. The subject of a nationwide 
vote was a "monarchical" project, rejected by legislators on 11th March (!). 

It was a shock primarily for deputies, who ran to the Administration for 
advice. The plan of blocking of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) was 
thoroughly made – after 4 p.m. on 27th June, several factions did not register, so 
the session could not be opened… until September. The script was agreed upon in 
the Presidential Administration. And today when someone tries to pretend that 
the President provided some kind of stimulation of the process of reviewing 
the Constitution, it is not true. The adoption of the Constitution in the 
Parliament, was blocked deliberately, consistently, and cynically by the 
Executive branch, especially those who hoped for the respect of their servitude. 

To disrupt the quorum on 27th June the Prime Minister held an unscheduled 
meeting in Cherkasy, where, of course, all deputies of the civil service were 
invited. 

In the morning of the 27th June the Chairman of the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada) held a conference with the leaders of the factions and groups. 
The draft resolutions on the order of consideration of articles of the Constitution 
were discussed. It was clear from the faces of those who were present that is not 
necessary to exchange the views regarding the decree. The attempt of one of the 
participants to give a hint about the need to consult with the President was 
subjected to cruel remark of O. Yeliashkevych: 

- Enough! We have already consulted to much! 
I exhorted the deputies not to pay attention to the decree, moreover, that it 

was issued illegally. The Constitutional Treaty envisaged that the referendum on 
the Fundamental law would be declared when the Supreme Council (Verkhovna 
Rada) could not collect 300 votes, and however only the variant that received the 
support of the majority of the deputies in the second reading could be put to a 
referendum. The first and the second provisions of "the provisional 
Constitution" were violated by the head of the state. (Sometimes I think: well, 
maybe the President did not read the Constitutional Treaty or the Constitution 
subsequently. But he has an army of advisers and lawyers as well. Don't they 
realize that in addition to the professional honor they must have at least a little bit 
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of conscience, at least, think about the shame in front of people, now or 
subsequently, when hypocrisy will come out and his/her descendants will be 
reproached for a dirty face of the author of this hypocrisy? " The slain know no 
disgrace " – so it was spoken about the fallen in the battle, here analogy about 
people with dead souls is rather suitable.) 

In the conference my proposal to work in the way of one meeting was 
supported in order to save two hours. Actually it was a countermeasure against the 
intention not to register after 4 p.m. After registering in the hall, when the presence 
of the 288 deputies gave the opportunity to open the meeting and when the 
resolutions of the features of its holding were voted on, V. Chornovil asked the 
chair: 

- So, has it been voted that there would not be any registration in the 
afternoon? 

- Yes, it will not be, we work in one meeting. 
Concerned leader of the faction hurried to his deputies. And there was what 

to worry about: Having a full hall of deputies of 29 deputies from the the party 
Rukh (Movement) 1 deputy registered, of 28 members of the party Unity (Yednist) 
(Dnipropetrovsk faction) – 5 registered, half of the deputies of the party Statehood 
(Derzhavnist) and almost half of the party Center (Tsentr) did not register. Among 
those who did not want the review of the Constitution on 27th June were the well-
known surnames of Buteiko, Zhulynskyi, Shpek, Yemets, Yavorivskyi, Porovskyi, 
Riabets, Zasukha and others. I. Pliushch and L. Kravchuk, the majority of 
deputies-officials executed order to disrupt the meeting, not coming into the hall. A 
lot of people in Ukraine have heard the curse concerning the adoption of the 
"drunk Constitution" from famous N. Vitrenko and V. Marchenko, however, they 
could not judge – they were not at the meetings not only on 27th and 28th, but on 
24th, 25th and 26th June as well. 

Before the consideration of the question I informed the radio listeners on the 
progress of work on the Constitution. I consider it necessary to give quite a large 
quotation from the speech. 

"...On 2nd April, the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) included in the 
agenda the draft of the Constitution and the organization of its preparation for the 
first reading! 

The first reading began on 17th April. 
On 19th April the decision on establishment of the the Provisional Special 

Commission was taken... 
On 5th May the Provisional Special Commission was established and its 

composition was approved. 
On 28th May, consideration of the draft in the first reading began. 
On 4th June the draft of the Constitution was adopted in the first reading. 
On 19th June consideration in the second reading began. 
Between the first and second reading there were 5680 amendments hich 

were considered. During the second reading 42 articles have been already 
reviewed, most of which were adopted by the constitutional majority. 
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...Everything is being done according to the regulations, without delay, 
moreover, the period of preparation for the second reading was reduced for 15 
days". 

This chronology is the additional evidence of the consistency and efficiency 
of work of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) on the Constitution. It denies 
any ranting about procrastination, unwillingness to adopt the Constitution or the 
futility of meetings of the deputies. 

Without much discussion working groups were formed to find the 
compromise on the key issues. They were headed by I.Popesku (the problem of the 
status of languages), O.Tkachenko (organization of government), Ye.Marchuk (the 
status of the Crimea) and O. Moroz (property relations). Access to work of the 
groups was open to all deputies. 

The groups were intensively looking for a compromise solution. It wasn't 
easy. For the plenary meeting the deputies were able to gather only at 5:35 p.m. 
362 deputies registered, more than 50 deputies, mostly officials, did not appear in a 
hall. As the meeting was delayed, the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) took the 
decision on the termination of radio broadcast from 8 p.m. 

It is difficult to describe the tension, attempts to overcome distrust and 
variants of finding a compromise. Mykhailo Syrota took the podium on behalf of 
the Provisional Special Commission. He was already different than even a few 
days earlier, when he was inclined to vote "in general" - as the initiators of the 
referendum wanted. Now the tandem of the Chair and the Spokesperson was 
efficient. O.Yemets – Vice Prime Minister  "according to the Constitution" 
prevented the consideration of issues. He sat in the government box and conducted 
the votes of the pro-presidential-minded deputies consulting at the same time with 
the Presidential Administration (according to reliable information – with V. 
Horbulin) by phone of government communication, hooked up in the box. 

- Oleksandr Mykolaiovych, – I said to O.Tkachenko, – make sure that the 
phone gets "broken". 

He later told how it was, but it was important that around midnight 
O.Yemets had to run for advice to the reception of the Chairman of the Supreme 
Council (Verkhovna Rada). He spent so much time for it that after the Vice Prime 
Minister  returned to the hall question being consulted had been already voted on. 
To his credit, about one o'clock at night he was faithfully involved in the work with 
the deputies, promoting the adoption of the Constitution. 

The last attempt of the Executive body to prevent the adoption of the 
Constitution was noticed around the 2 a.m. when the numbers of the deputies 
present began rapidly to decrease on the monitor. I guess, O.Yemets explained: 
"...the command was given – all officials should leave the meeting...". 

A 10-minute break in the consideration of the main question was announced. 
The question was included into the agenda which must have been considered after 
the main one – about removal of deputy mandates from deputies-officials, 
provided that they did not return to the session hall within an hour. It helped. Some 
of them, as it turned out, smoked in the toilet, others got sick and others... 
Although compared to the main theme it was not important. 
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I cannot say that after that tension there were less discussions, but the 
Rubicon had been crossed. And when at one point the echoes of the infighting 
came again, I turned to colleagues with a joke, so to speak, remember that in the 
film "Kidnapping, Caucasian Style " Saakhov said: "...From here we can go either 
to the Registrar or to the Prosecutor". There were no eagerness to go to the 
prosecutor, then and now, and the prosecution is not credible yet... 

At eight o'clock 345 deputies supported the proposal for the resumption of 
the radio broadcast. Almost an hour we failed to find the head of the State 
Committee for Television and Radio Broadcasting Z.Kulyk, though he sat in his 
office. O. Tkachenko was not very ceremonious in conversation, reminding that it 
is provided in the Constitution that the appointment of the Head of the State 
Committee for Television and Radio Broadcasting would take place with the 
consent of the Parliament. After a few minutes the broadcast was resumed. 

I will quote myself again. 
"...I would like to inform the citizens of Ukraine, radio listeners that the 

Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) continues to work on the draft of the 
Constitution and is in the process of completing the work. We did not interrupt the 
meeting, which began yesterday at 10 a.m. But let no one think that it was made 
because the deputies were frightened of the referendum. All this is just vanity. We 
are guided primarily by the interests of the state and the interests of the people. We 
want to protect them, from the adventurism of those who shape public 
consciousness (applause). 

The dirt that was poured in the media during the last months and especially 
the last days before the promulgation of the decree on the referendum, did not at all 
correspond to the true state of things. 

And I also want to say that the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) a day 
did not backpedal on the adoption of this document, acting in accordance with 
Regulations. 

...We are now completing this work. I think we will complete it successfully, 
and today, perhaps not quite perfect, but we will give our independent state its 
Fundamental law (thunderous applause)". 

Around 9:00, the First Deputy Chairman of the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada), trying in vain to get in touch with the President, warned his 
assistants to say to L.Kuchma: he could miss the historic moment of the adoption 
of the real Constitution of Ukraine. The President appeared in the hall at the 
moment when there was the final vote on the last chapter. At about the same time 
the first President Leonid Kravchuk arrived calling the first reception before: 

- How is it going? Are the deputies going to the meeting? 
- They did not disperse, – said the attendant, now the Constitution will be 

adopted. 
That happened at 9:23 a.m. 
In closing remarks, calling the names of the most active deputies from all 

factions, the Chairman expressed sincere respect to those who voted "for" and 
those "against", because everyone was protecting the interests of the society and 
the state. "I would like that everybody understood it, because separately neither 
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ones nor the other could receive enough votes. And that is also the strength of 
the Constitution that it created a precedent of unity of the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada)...". The role of the administration of the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada), bringing the legal framework in line with the Constitution, and 
the need to use funds (planned by the Presidential Administration) for the 
referendum to cover debts and salaries of teachers and doctors (at that time they 
would be enough) were also mentioned. 

The law on the adoption of the Constitution was easily passed. A slight hitch 
happened to the resolution on the decree concerning the referendum. The President 
said: "There is no need to put such question to a vote, because the decree 
disappeared automatically." Having thanked for the kind words, the deputies to be 
sure still adopted a resolution with 319 votes to revoke the decree. 

Then there was the speech of the President. For the first time without 
preparation and maybe therefore sincerely he appreciated the Parliament, 
apologized to him, and said other wise and right words. 

During a photo session there had already been those who were very 
indirectly involved in the adoption of the Constitution, but who later received 
awards and titles. And a few hours later during the greeting in the Mariinskyi 
Palace of graduates of military academies there was the question of the President in 
a low voice: 

- How did you manage to do it? 
- It is a long story, Leonid Danylovych. Sometime later. 
Another time did not come. There could be put an end, if not for the constant 

attempts on the part of those who should have been a model of observance of the 
Constitution, and even the guarantor of it, attempts not to abide its provisions. The 
scope of the law disturbs many, it's true. There are imperfections in it, that's true 
too. But this does not mean that the Constitution should not be abode. Again the 
idea of the imperfection of the Constitution as the cause of poor people's lives is 
mindlessly driven into the public consciousness. No, good people! The problem is 
not in the Constitution and laws, but in its not observation. And not your 
interests were protected by a referendum that was not initiated by you. 

The interests of those are protected who earned the initial capital on human 
misery and grief, and now they lay hands on all that remained from the wealth of 
Ukraine, including the most valuable – the land. 

Why is it being done? Why are the weak sprouts of democracy trodden in 
Ukraine? To argue here about the essence of the including in the Constitution the 
results of the referendum is inappropriate.* One can only speculate: will the people 
uphold the Constitution who under certain circumstances began to decide its fate, 
not being involved in its preparation and adoption? 

Honour that glory 
The Glory of Ukraine, – 
called the predecessor of Ukrainian democracy. The Constitution is the page 

of that glory, gained through suffering and being necessary. 
The coming days will show, whether representatives of the people were 

worthy of their mission. 
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I would like to hope. 
June, 2000 

________________________ 
* The attack on the Constitution was carried out in the spring of 

2000 with the help of the fake referendum “on the people’s initiative". The initiative was 
organized by the administration of L. Kuchma as well as the counting of votes. However, the 
Parliament was obliged to consider the draft of the law on constitutional changes, which 
strengthened the power of the President as "a monarch" (expression of S. Khmara). 

On 13th July, 2000, the obedient majority voted in the first  
reading on the imposed project and adopted a relevant resolution. Meanwhile the Constitutional 
Court played the administration along, giving on the eve of the closure of the session the positive 
conclusion regarding the anti-progressive draft, but "has not had time" to consider the draft by 
people's deputies, although it was sent to the court before the referendum. 

250 deputies voted on the resolution. For this reason I have 
written article "Treason" (see the next page). 

Consideration of the draft of amendments in the second reading 
was carried out in the next session, but before that there was November 28, 2000 – statement 
about the disappearance of Honhadze. The obedient majority collapsed in fact with about 170 
votes. We managed to defend the Constitution at that time. 
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Treason 
 

I write a few minutes after the obedient parliamentary majority dutifully 
voted for the presidential version of the law on amendments to the Constitution. 

It is well-known, they didn't want to vote, hoped that the deputies from 
leftist factions would block the meeting, and they would be able to hide behind 
their backs, saying that we would have voted, but "red" prevented. It failed. Now 
they have to come up with clever moves to dress up its humiliating servility once 
again as patriotism. 

Hope, however, springs eternal, because with us, those who, by definition, 
do not allow servitude, Yevgen Zhovtiak, Slava Stetsko, Mykhailo Syrota, Serhii 
Holovatyi, Taras Stetskiv, Yaroslav Sukhyi, Ihor Koliushko.., and dozens of other, 
really people's representatives, voted against the deterioration of the Fundamental 
law. 

But still it is painful because of shame. We will have to meet with those who 
were rioting in the streets in the early nineties, ostensibly seeking democracy and 
the state. Did you want such a democracy? To be under the thumb of crooks that 
would betray their mother for thirty pieces of silver? "Democracy" in which a lie 
becomes a tool of government? "Democracy", because of which an innocent man 
is put in jail, when for those who are judges, would not be even enough articles of 
the Criminal code? If it is so, then ten years ago you duped people, and now you 
do the same, because people without conscience are not capable of nobility, truth 
and their own position. 

Lord! Forgive them for pandering! They are not worthy of anger. 
But don't think that it will be unpunished. From the tree of lies – the fruits 

are poisonous. You will try them enough: and those who were like protecting 
“their” people in power, will be forced to lead them on the chopping block, and 
those hoping to gain a place under the political sun, and those who constantly 
change political orientation. 

It will not be unpunished and the conductors of the dictatorship, they fail 
licentiousness by impunity. And they will be judged not on the judgment day or 
answer before the bar of history, but they will be judged by the usual court of the 
first instance. And just the people. 

I appeal to them. People! It is impossible to be silent observers. For a 
pittance and for fear (of whom and what?!) you reelect to the Parliament, "ten", 
which almost all joined the so-called majority. Your new nominees are renting 
your land and your state. They betray you deliberately and cheap, serving. 

You will find those who voted for the amendments to the Constitution, 
familiar and unfamiliar surnames in the lists. Remember them they are traitors. 
Nearly all of them! For cowardice of the deputy is not a character trait, but an 
eternal sin to those who once believed him/her in the election. 

This sin is unforgivable! 
13.07.2000 
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To the question about the security system 
and cooperation in Europe* 

 
I. Prerequisites 

 
The documents adopted at the Conference on security and cooperation in 

Helsinki (legislate), recorded the balance of forces in a bipolar world and the 
principles, observing which it is possible to maintain a balance of interests, 
gradually lowering thresholds of risk. The significance of this Conference was 
huge, at least because the problem of peace and security was first considered as a 
matter for each state, as a practical subject, not admitting a delay. 

More than 30 years have passed. Political map of the world has changed 
significantly. The balance of power on the basis of which (and subject to) 
relationships between countries, regions and continents were built has been upset. 
For the last 15 years, the world order has acquired overall shape of the unipolar 
power system, focused mainly on the interests of one superpower against those of 
the countries that do not consider this picture of the world to be perfect. 
International institutions and alliances are guided to protect the aforementioned 
interests, becoming in fact a tool for achieving the goals of one country, in fact – of 
the political and the business elites of this country and transnational corporations. 
A vivid example in this respect is the role of NATO. 

The experience of recent years, more and more convinces that the new world 
order does not solve any tasks in the sphere of natural interests of the citizens and 
peoples on different continents, does not protect the rights of people and their main 
right to life. On the contrary in the conditions of developing globalization new 
challenges to mankind have been brought, and pre-existing ones escalated to the 
level of threats to security and world. At the same time, there is the interconnection 
of the old and new challenges, repeatedly reinforcing their complex effect on the 
state of the world. 

Responsible politicians cannot help looking for exit from this state. They are 
obliged to do it, not only in the interests of the countries they represent, but in 
particular in general interests, because only in this case, the protection of local 
interests is possible. It is therefore necessary to look for ways of effective impact 
on the situation to put the management of its development under control. Holding 
of the European security conference could be offered as one of these ways in 
which: 

− initiative of politicians; 
− analysis of the state of international relations, tendencies of their 

development; 
− proposed mechanisms to prevent the development of dangerous trends; 
- the role of members of international relations and intergovernmental 

 __________________ 
 * I voiced this document with the detailed review in conversations with most of 

the leaders of the parliaments and the presidents of European States, I sent it to the PACE and 
the leadership of the  Socialist International. 
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institutions would be of considerable significance. 
II. Topics for analysis. The security challenges. 
1. The global economy, conflict of interests, needs and possibilities. The 

international division of labor, technologies and industries. Differentiation of job 
evaluation. The true cost and prices, the need for the redistribution of income 
taking into account the real value of final products and intermediate components. 

2. The state of the environment. Production activities of man and nature and 
the search for optimum correlation in accordance with the documents of the 
conference in Rio de Janeiro (1992). The search for effective means of locating 
man-made disasters and natural disasters. Responsibility for preventing emergency 
situations and elimination of their consequences. 

3. The energy component of security. The limitations of the traditional 
resources, their distribution and use. Joint creation of conditions for the extraction 
of energy from traditional sources with new technology (coal, hydropower, nuclear 
power plants...). Energy conservation as strategic, sparing direction of the 
development of civilization. 

Alternative sources of energy, their large-scale use (sun, wind, biological 
sources and other renewable sources). Funding for research in this direction. 

4. Religious peace and interfaith coexistence. The states and religions, 
religious tolerance and non-interference in neighboring areas of relations. The 
responsibility for inciting of inter-religious strife. Expansion of religions, their 
limitations as a condition of reducing tension. 

5. Morality and law. Universal values and their protection from abuse. The 
role of mass communication. Responsibility for the quality of the film, TV, 
Internet products, for its distribution. 

6. The health of humanity. The joint struggle against hunger and epidemics. 
Mutual responsibility for the spread of AIDS, tuberculosis and other diseases. 
Consolidation of efforts for fight against cardiovascular diseases and cancer. The 
creation of the interstate funds for the salvation of people, shifting the gravity of 
this care (financial, first of all) from patients and their families to these funds. The 
availability of medical care, the responsibility of the states. 

7. The fight against drug addiction. Comprehensive analysis of the problem, 
its danger being an independent phenomenon. Development of legal, 
administrative, educational and medical means to eliminate this evil. The joint 
efforts of the states and public movements. 

8. Terrorism and its consequences. Identification in assessments and 
approaches. International solidarity in the fight against terrorism. Legal support, 
law enforcement measures, the level of responsibility. Preventive measures, 
developing of intolerance to terrorism in societies. The responsibility of 
governments and all authorities and political parties. 

9. Smuggling in general, and arms trafficking in particular. The obligations 
of countries, the role of international organizations and synchronization of their 
efforts. Customs standards, uniformity of persecution and punishment and their 
tightening. 
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10. Corruption as an international phenomenon. The international 
monitoring system, the exchange of information. Termination of the "cleaning" of 
income. The necessity of eliminating the offshore zones. Transparency in business 
activities. 

11. The unification of criminal law, rules of its use. The dependence of the 
economic environment on criminals. Common rules to guarantee a transparent 
economy and their compliance. 

12. Labor and other migration. Trends, causes, prospects. Elimination of the 
causes of irregular migration. Protection of the rights of emigrants. The mechanism 
of readmission agreements, its consistent application. 

13. Inter-ethnic relations. Protection of minority rights. Language policy, its 
universal principles, and special features that should be taken into consideration. 
The balance of the rights of indigenous peoples and the "foreign" population, 
especially under the conditions of repatriation of forcibly deported. 

14. The principle of territorial integrity and inviolability of borders. The 
rejection of double standards. The limits of the rights of nations and population 
groups to self-determination. The development of common standards. 

15. Democracy as a guarantee of the protection of human rights and 
compliance with the obligations of countries regarding security and cooperation, 
and implementation of foreign policy. The principles and values of democracy, 
mandatory standards (right to vote, freedom of speech, the conditions for getting 
education, work and its payment). 

16. Streamlining of the mechanisms of public administration, framework 
regulation. The role of self-government. 

17. Military and defense doctrines of the states. The development of 
weapons systems. Defense system and the economy, the prevention of the 
militarization under the guise of economic (commercial) interests. 

Control of technologies and production of dual purpose. 
18. The situation with racism, xenophobia, anti-Semitism. The causes of 

exacerbation of these phenomena and ways of neutralization 
These topics do not exhaust the whole problem of security, if it is viewed as 

the responsibility of the states and the international community for human life. 
Characteristically the amount of the above-mentioned challenges cannot be solved 
with the help of traditional methods, moreover using military means, the 
opportunities, let us say, of NATO. A search for new means and consolidation of 
possibilities of the different countries in this direction are needed. 

III. The sequence of formulation and solution of the problem. 
The subjects of the initiative. 
There is not anything new in the aforementioned. The novelty is in the need 

for comprehensive solutions to these and related problems. The first aim is that the 
urgency of the situation and the need to relieve its severity should be heard and 
perceived at first by the heads of the states, their political elite, and then the world 
community. 

This aim is achievable only in the case when the initiative will come from 
the leader (leaders) of the state (states), whose influence on world politics is 
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determinant. (On the other hand, the manifestation of such an initiative is a sign of 
this status of the state.) 

The general formula of achieving the goal is the convocation of a new 
conference on the problems of security and cooperation. It is necessary to 
announce it, as an urgency need, so intense that the idea began to sound, be 
studied, commented on, became the subject of various negotiations and their 
outcome documents. 

Proclamation would be effective for this reason (communique, address ...), 
for example, of the presidents of Russia, France and Chancellor of Germany, 
preferably a joint document, the signing of which, of course, involves extra effort. 

Delegations from several countries in the CoE, PACE, OSCE and other 
international institutions could present this same idea at the planned summits, into 
the agenda of which it would be worth to encourage the inclusion of the issue of 
the need to consider security issues (at first in general with subsequent access to 
the need of the conference). 

After announcement and preliminary testing of the theme a positive decision 
of the governing structures of international organizations should be striven on the 
convening of the first stage of this conference in the form of either meetings of the 
foreign ministers of the European States, or heads of parliaments. The goal of this 
stage is to name the elements of the problem and to define the course of the 
preparation for the meeting. This implies the creation of working groups for each 
of the components to prepare recommendations for the conference. 

In fact, this is the most laborious work, where it is necessary to single out the 
general or trade-off points from an array of different approaches and estimates, so 
that the wholeness of the element of the problem was not lost. Apparently, the 
variants of solutions could become a matter of the OSCE and the CoE, thus 
confirming the need and the relevance of these institutions. 

After preparation of such materials a general Declaration of peace and 
security is prepared, which is submitted for consideration of the heads of the states. 
the Convening of the aforementioned meeting is anticipated after this (I think the 
place for it could be the capital of Finland, to demonstrate the importance of the 
conference and consistent approaches to the resolution of the problem to cause an 
additional signal of credibility to this event by small and medium-sized countries). 

The final document of the conference must be signed by the leaders of the 
states - members and representatives of interstate formations. 

The conference should determine the timeframe for ratification of this 
document by the parliaments of all the states - members and set the task to develop 
monitoring mechanisms for each of the direction of challenges (see part II) in all 
countries, as well as ways to respond to the development of situations presenting a 
threat to peace and security at the same time. 

It seems that the principles for the establishment of response mechanisms 
should be: 

- representation of all countries (or delegation of their powers); 
- mostly non-violent regulation of trends; 
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- formation of the forces of rapid reaction with a single coordination center in 
each country; 

- continuous monitoring of processes using the capabilities of public 
organizations and movements etc. 

I am referring to a qualitatively new state of the European community. There 
will not be dividing lines and political speculation of democracy and humanism to 
hide the true intentions for the division of spheres of influence in the world. Under 
this development of processes, it is possible to come to a state where every person, 
regardless of their place of birth and influence of their country, can feel free and 
protected from encroachment on their rights, primarily the right to live. 

(It is possible to speak of the political advantages for the initiators of such a 
process, the change in the nature of some institutions of the international 
community, as well as of the benefits for each country. But the main thing is 
interest of a person, a citizen. With that accent it is necessary to handle this critical 
issue that defines life on the continent (and in the world) in the foreseeable and 
distant future.) 

 
19.10.06 
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To the President Of Ukraine V.Yushchenko 
CC: The Prime Minister of Ukraine V.Yanukovych 

 
Nowadays, after the introduction of the parliamentary-presidential form of 

government, Ukrainian society is gradually becoming democratic. The process of 
democratization largely depends on the ability of politicians to explain to citizens 
their positions, intentions and decisions. And this has a decisive influence on the 
level of trust in the authorities. 

A positive example in this regard was the holding on Your initiative of the 
round table for a discussion of the Universal of National Unity. It allowed the 
citizens to find out live more about the position of the leading political forces on 
key issues of the development of the country, to compare the arguments of the 
parties and draw their own conclusions. An objective view at what was happening 
was set in the society, infighting was less, the politicians managed to find common 
ground as well as all Ukrainian citizens who were not indifferent to the political 
future of our country. 

I am convinced that the society requires the establishment of a permanent 
channel of information for the analysis of critical problems of the state. A 
democratic government should be as transparent and understandable for all citizens 
as possible. 

On behalf of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) I appeal to You and 
the Prime Minister of Ukraine, to the leaders of all the political forces, which were 
presented at the previous round table, with a proposal to hold similar forums on the 
most acute and resonance problems. Round tables of political leaders should be 
held regularly, perhaps monthly, and influential public figures should be brought to 
these discussions. Consistency in this case is very important. 

Constructive discussion of representatives of the leading political forces of 
Ukraine, which will be held live, will allow to find the optimal solution of the most 
acute problems. The joint search for such solutions will increase the level of 
contacts between Ukrainian politicians and will force sometimes to ignore verbal 
husk, mutual accusations and insults. In full view of the people it is difficult to 
evade the facts and arguments. 

The order of holding round tables and their subject matter could be agreed 
by the working groups consisting of the representatives of political forces. I 
propose to dedicate the first round table to the most discussing problem these days 
– the completion of the second stage of political reform and amending of the 
Constitution of Ukraine. 

I believe that finding a correct answer to this problem will allow to build a 
truly democratic European model of power in Ukraine. 
 
 

O.Moroz 
Chairman Of The Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) Of Ukraine 

13.11.06 
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What lies behind the disputes ... 
 

When there is a political discussion in the society, when government 
officials, journalists andpolitical analyst repeatedly comment on it, when it 
becomes a constant story in the TV news, radio or newspapers, there is an illusion 
of inevitability, the naturalness of such a discussion. There appear separate 
branches, they sometimes get important no less, than the main theme, further and 
further diverting the public opinion from the cause and the source of the debate. 
And then, to assess who is right and who is not, you need to trace carefully and 
step by step the essence of the dispute, the positions of the parties, their overt and 
hidden interests. It often turns out that the whole discussion is the usual 
camouflage, it is organized to hide the true intentions of the initiators: that citizens 
are set against each other, not to see by whom and for what purpose those 
barricades were erected. 

Turn on your TV or radio for any newscast and you will see that the first 
value reports are on the development of the infighting between the Secretariat of 
the President and the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine. Of course, the infighting 
occurs on the grounds of "care of people" and effectiveness of the government in 
this regard. Few people worry that finding out the procedure of preliminary 
approval of the contents of the decree (so-called "countersigning"), determination 
of the sequence of dismissal-appointment of heads of administrations and ministers 
and other topics of public discussion are very distant from the benefit for the 
people and not worth the publicity in the society. 

What lies behind the loud arguments? If it is just circuses, where is the 
bread? – let us paraphrase the dictum of the ancient Romans. The answer to this 
question and many other related questions is the only one – political reform, an 
attempt to abolish it. 

The history of this issue began long before the presidential election. The 
previous system of government has discredited itself so much that even the then-
President realized that to hold on to that system meant to lose everything, 
moreover to be dependent on the mood of one person that having replaced him at 
the post, who knows how would use received power tools in the relation to his/her 
predecessor. In 2000, after "pseudo-referendum"* (which, by the way, explained 
what kind of government system Leonid Kuchma sought), I had to say that soon 
the President would have to support the democratic amendments to the 
Constitution. Not because he suddenly becomes a democrat, but because there will 
be no other way out. 

It happened like that. But before that there was the 2002 election, where 
actually all influential political forces expressed the need to change the system of 
government so that there could not be a return to administrative resources in 
elections, assassinations of journalists and politicians, general climate of fear and  
_______________________ 

* Fake referendum organized by L. Kuchma and his administration with all the 
technology of falsification. Under the Constitution, the Parliament considered the results of the 
referendum and did not support the desire of the President to legalize the dictatorship. 
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impunity of the government. There was the awakening from the Honhadze tragedy, 
the impact on the mood of the people of the Maidan with the walkout "Ukraine 
without Kuchma" and walkouts "Rise up, Ukraine!", which finally culminated in 
the Maidan-2004. 

And there was an intense five-year work on the draft amendments to the 
Constitution. Changes that coincided with the statements of the members of the 
parties Our Ukraine, BYuT, communists and socialists, with the content of the 
Memorandum signed in 2003 by V.Yushchenko, Yu.Tymoshenko, P.Symonenko, 
and O.Moroz. I remind of it to ignore the chatter about the "specific conditions" of 
the vote for the amendments to the Constitution, without which, supposedly, there 
was a threat of civil strife and bloodshed. No, the content of the amendments to the 
Constitution was agreed in advance and consciously, and an agreement to support 
V.Yushchenko in the presidential elections was signed by two of us on 6th 
November 2004, when there was not even a hint of the possibility of conflict. The 
most important condition of that agreement was the commitment of the the 
members of the parties Our Ukraine together with BYuT to vote for changes to the 
Constitution*. Therefore, the current talk about changes, "written on the knee", 
need "to prevent the bloodshed," "violation of procedure" and the like is the 
ordinary lies that are referenced not by chance by those who hope for short 
memory of the people and who are looking for plausible arguments in favor of 
their unjust position. 

Of course, stating the need for a new, democratic system of government, the 
participants of the presidential race had doubts as well, because they were attracted 
by the prospect of existing at the time presidential power. It can explain some of 
the discrepancy in the amendments. Because of the insistence of the members of 
the parties Our Ukraine, the President's right to nominate the Minister for Foreign 
Affairs and defence, to appoint the heads of state administrations was still in the 
Constitution and it was agreed to postpone to a later period the amendments on 
local authorities. Nowadays these inconsistencies are used (by their initiators!) as 
the examples of the imperfections of the reform. Almost a year and a half the 
introduction of the constitutional amendments were delayed so that the newly 
elected President, having appointed his people, was able to demonstrate his power 
potential. Members of the Party of Regions which had a chance to win in the 
presidential campaign agreed on that, simultaneously strengthening the functions 
of the Prosecutor General's office in the Constitution, the Communists agreed as 
well, approaching the party benefits of imperative mandate of the deputy. 

In the end it always happens, when we are talking about political 
compromise. And any Constitution is such a compromise. 

Only Yu.Tymoshenko remained uncompromising. In the presidential 
election the prize personally for her was not provided, at best, it could only be the 
outcome of the upcoming presidential campaigns. (Planned or early – is another 
matter.) Therefore, her benchmark for absolute power remained, though distant, 
but constant. When the chance to take power as the Prime Minister appeared from  
_____________________ 

* P. 4 of the Agreement 
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the plurality of billboards illegal call to "Choose the Prime Minister" sounded, the 
consent "… to be Prime Minister with the powers of the President." However 
commitment in the coalition of democratic forces was proclaimed to seek 
completion of the second phase of the political reform. As soon as the chance did 
not turn up, Yu.Tymoshenko turned her uncompromising stand again in the 
opposite direction because her position, like a compass needle, was oriented 
"uncompromisingly" to the magnet of power. It is not necessary to condemn. You 
just need to understand. 

Meanwhile, the reached compromises allowed V.Yushchenko to become the 
President of Ukraine. And today I can say that this is the best option for the current 
state. More than a year enormous powers passed into his hands. Who have used 
them the most? The new President? No, his inner circle of the party Our Ukraine. 
The representatives of the political association, for which a little more than one 
fifth of citizens voted in the parliamentary elections, received all completeness of 
state power. How they used the authority is the subject of separate analysis. The 
evaluations may diverge, but some of them are absolute, because they have already 
become historical facts. One of them is last September corruption scandal, the 
resignation of the Cabinet of Ministers, which, incidentally, is another argument in 
favor of political reform*. 

The elections of 2006 for the party " Our Ukraine " gave a result far worse 
than four years earlier. It became clear that the members of the party Our Ukraine 
will have to share the power received from the President. But they did not want. 
Taking this into consideration, the Council of the Anti-Crisis Coalition met the 
members of the party Our Ukraine halfway, giving them almost a third of the seats 
in the government. They were guided, however, by the necessity to consolidate the 
society, to share the power as well as the responsibility for its implementation, to 
remove the artificially created tension along the line East-West. 

Mentioned needs will be met now with less support of the party Our Ukraine 
than it is desirable. But they will be! Despite the fact that all of the claims in our 
pending partnerships flimsy ("not support" of the Universal, "persecution" of the 
Ministers, conflicts over the heads of regional state administrations) and that the 
Ministers submitting their resignation, did not want to do it. They were forced to 
become a bargaining chip in someone else's game. 

However, the game can be different. You can play chess, where every move 
is recorded, and the rules do not change for thousands of years. And you can play 
snap, where a lot of things are allowed. The thing is, whether it will be possible to 
play like that? No, it will not be possible. This is the mistake of some ideologists of 
revenge.  

I have to say so, because the sequence of actions of the circle of the 
President (and it represents the elite of the party Our Ukraine) proves only one 
thing: they selected the path of war to achieve the abolition of the political reform  
____________________ 

* In a corruption scandal between the Presidential Administration and the Cabinet of 
Ministers the key reason was the clash of interests of P.Poroshenko and Yu.Tymoshenko. 
V.Yushchenko listened to P.Poroshenko. Yu.Tymoshenko was fired from the post of the Prime 
Minister. 
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and to return the given authority to themself but not to the voters. Meanwhile 
talking about the improvement of the Constitution, the vertical of power and its 
balances, directions of the foreign policy and the imperfection of the budget, 
"delays" with the adoption of laws concerning the WTO is a cover for real 
intentions to revoke the political reform. 

But it is needed to go in the opposite direction, that is, to Europe, and to 
introduce the European model of organization of power. The basis of this model is 
real, not just declared local self-government. Such local government where the 
Council (of village, town, city, district or region) has all the capabilities to provide 
services to their voters. We are talking about the budget, material and personnel 
capabilities. Of course, this presupposes the reform of the tax system, budget 
system, the introduction of the law on municipal property and housing and public 
utilities reforms, and many other legal changes. And a new law on local self-
government should be their basis. Its novelty, in addition to the reflection in the 
law of the aforementioned changes, will be that at local level, all power goes to the 
elected councils, to the executive committees established by the councils and their 
heads. Councils will have the opportunity to affect positively economic activities 
of enterprises and organizations, thus stimulating an increase in tax revenues to 
local budgets and to fully dispose of funds in the public interest. The disposal of 
land and maintenance of order in the settlements, improvement of streets, schools, 
hospitals, bus stops, transparent to people formation of prices and tariffs on utility 
services and clear rent, simplified registration of new enterprises of small and 
medium-sized businesses, letting of property and land... and many other things 
become an immediate matter of local self-government. 

Such status and role of local self-government have a considerable impact on 
voters. They are able to find out what are their chosen head, deputy or a political 
party worth. The voters learn to be responsible for their political decision. To be 
responsible to themselves and to society and not to the "boss" - his orders, and they 
learn to vote not to get " ten gryvnias" or a kilogram of buckwheat. It is qualitative 
and the most important change – change of a man, which, perhaps, the current 
Ukrainian society needs the most. 

All these features are provided by a short law on amendments to the 
Constitution, the consideration of which the Parliament can not even begin due to 
the lack of the required number of votes. And not because some deputies question 
the advantages of the completion of the political reforms. There are, however, 
some but the vast majority understand the appropriateness of continuing the 
reform. The leaders in the parties BYuT and Our Ukraine, whom the benefits were 
promised in case of the return to the old model of power, hinder them. Personal 
interests weigh much more to them than the interests of society and the state. I 
assume that they genuinely believe in their effectiveness in power. Although I 
doubt with the equal reason, after all, they already had the opportunity. An 
opportunity is lost, but interest … has remained. It is like an awl comes out of the 
bag via their loud statements and claims concerning the imperfection of the 
political reform. 



 55 

There are at least a few benefits from enhancing of the role of local self-
government. One of them is the creation of conditions for elimination of 
corruption. The current centralization of power concentrates the economic as well 
as business flows, simplifies the connection of business and government, makes 
such a connection practically inevitable, hence makes impossible the 
implementation of the principles of democracy, rights and freedoms of the people – 
that is at the heart of European democracy. 

Developed local self-government is a good motivation for activity of 
political parties. The European experience shows that parties which did not get into 
the parliament, but are represented in local councils, get the opportunity with the 
help of specific actions to increase their influence and credibility among the voters 
and to increase their presence in the councils at all levels, as well as in the 
Parliament. 

Discussion of the prospects of local self-government in the meetings with a 
wide asset of councils in Luhansk, Vinnytsia, Lviv, Kotovsk (Odesa region) and in 
several meetings of the Coordinating Council of heads of regional councils and 
mayors with the Chairman of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine, 
has not given any signal on the return to the old authoritarian model of 
government. On the contrary, those who understand the specific problems of local 
self-government, insist on the acceleration of the second stage of the political 
reform. For me it is the most convincing proof of correctness of the chosen course. 

We could continue: "the course for decentralization of power." And it would 
be right. After all, without participation and involvement of the most people we 
will not be able to harness the tremendous potential of people, will fail to arouse 
the initiative of people.  

Recently, in Warsaw, I have exchanged views with representatives of the 
Polish political elite. In various meetings, they said that of all the reforms during 
the recent history of the Party of Regions  the most successful one was the reform 
of local self-government. I remember, when in 1994 it started, there were many 
doubts, discussions, and rejection of innovations. I saw it then in Gdansk, Krakow 
and other cities. The Polish were not scared, and got through the chosen path. The 
success became their award. The representatives of ruling parties and the 
opposition, and most importantly, ordinary citizens agree with it. 

In the political and governmental structure the analogies don't work, there 
are no identical cases. But the implementation of the principles is possible and 
necessary. So, the proposed second phase of the political reform in Ukraine 
implements European principles for the Ukrainian reality. Not to use them is a sin 
to abandon them under the guise of far-fetched arguments is the usual hypocrisy. 

The position of our "pseudo European integration supporters" regarding the 
content of the political reform seems strange. After all, her rejection is completely 
contrary to the conditions of entry into the EU. Among these conditions, along 
with living standards, employment, defence of the civil rights and freedoms one of 
the first is the requirement of democratic organization of social life and the 
exercise of power. It would be possible to mention European Charter of Local Self-
Government , ratified by the Ukrainian Parliament, after that it became the norm of 
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the national legislation. Did anybody see the insistence on the vertical of executive 
power and other fashion arguments in the mouths of supporters of revision of the 
political reform? 

The decentralization of power makes it easier to achieve harmony of power 
at the highest as well as local levels. The essence of harmony generally consist in 
the conditions under which each institution of government has a balance of 
authority and responsibility, while not infringing on the rights of the other branch 
of power. It is also important however not to leave the gaps in the provision of 
power relations in society, for temptation not to appear to decide to the discretion 
of the officials. Examples of such attempts are common, in particular in the 
judiciary where an ordinary theft of state property or raider assaults one of the 
feudal lords on the other accompanied by the paid courts in various territories. The 
same applies to the constituent functions of bodies of government, as we see it, for 
example, with a delay relative to the dismissal of the Minister for Foreign Affairs. 
Dismissal on the basis of the Constitution, as it turns out, is not enough. It seems 
that in some cases it is necessary to prescribe by the law not only what one branch 
of government can do, and what another branch has no right to do. Perhaps there 
would not be so many contradictions if in the Constitution it were stated that a 
citizen may do whatever is not prohibited by law, and the government can only do 
what is provided by law. 

There are enough such nuances in the diversity of legislation, and in 
particular in the Constitution. It is necessary to improve the Constitution with this 
aim. This practice is common to all countries, including countries with a long 
tradition of democracy. The parliament is intended to meet this requirement and no 
one else. It is clear that meanwhile it can include all those whom the news in the 
legislation will affect and will analyze the proposals of the subjects of the 
legislative initiative (the President, the Cabinet Ministers, deputies), and all 
concerned citizens. However, this does not mean that, for example, the President 
can take any institution of power. For the preparation of their proposals, he has the 
right to create different groups of specialists, but they may not have either the 
name or the status of the Constitutional Commission. These are the basics of law. 
It could be not remind of, if it was not about the obvious attempt to make a 
semblance of legality where it does not exist, let pseudo-legal fog to return to 
authoritarianism in his screen by the unconstitutional referendum. 

If we're honest in our assessments (and we have no right to be not like that), 
then this is the case, despite the most democratic representations and warranties by 
the form. It is clear that society during the years of independence has passed legal 
liquidation of ignorance, political parties developed, and there were sprouts of civil 
society. Therefore intention to circumvent the Constitution is doomed to failure. I 
think it is not redundant to remind of it. 

The same will happen to the intent of dissolution of the Parliament, early 
elections and the blocking of the budget process, to create artificially grounds for 
discontent of the population, impeding the adoption of laws on the Cabinet of 
Ministers of Ukraine, Provisional investigatory commissions etc. Despite the 
adventurousness of certain plans, some of them are not so much intentionally 
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destructive, as they are a reflection of the complex process of redistribution of 
power in the legal field. The natural process, and which therefore requires 
tolerance from everyone who is in the political elite. 

Concerning the ventures, it is not enough just to be careful. It is necessary to 
fight against them, at least objectively inform the public, using in particular the 
capabilities and needs of the parties. Mentioned ventures regarding review of the 
political reform and early elections today, in fact, are supported by the leaders of 
the party "Our Ukraine". From the outside it looks strange, because there are 
enough really smart, experienced and promising politicians there. I hope that they 
see the danger from the realisation of such ventures. They would erase the prospect 
of their political power, authority and prospect of their leader – the President 
V.Yushchenko. I do not consider it necessary to detail my arguments – we do not 
talk to the political suicide. Today we need to help the President to get rid of the 
hypocritical advisers who say one thing, and do the other, and keep their intentions 
in reserve. It is necessary to help the head of the state to become the guarantor of 
stability and consistency of the development of democracy in the country. It should 
be taken into consideration that such is his historical mission, in any case, not to 
make grave mistakes. 

In recent months, over and over again topic of the possibility of usurpation 
of power by one political force is brought to the surface. It refers, of course, to the 
Party of Regions. Is there such a danger? This topic has been recently discussed on 
one of the TV channels. What has the debate boiled down to? One side argued that 
there was no danger. The other – that there was a danger and that is why it was 
necessary to cancel the political reform. The arguments did not overlap, the 
discussion proved to be empty, because its members had no intention to get closer 
to the truth and to a compromise. 

But the danger exists, what is the reason of hiding it? And why not to pay 
attention to the fact that the leaders of the Party of Regionsthemselves tried to 
neutralize it? Is it not clear that the expansion of the coalition, the best 
accommodating government and the common responsibility for the formulation 
and implementation of the domestic and foreign policy led to political balances, 
checks and balances and suited the best interests of the state and nation. At least, it 
would be optimal for the current situation arising from the March elections. 

This prospect is being destroyed by those who claim the danger most of all. 
It is being destroyed in the hope that it will be possible to usurp power by 
themselves. They will not succeed, that is the matter. The level of political culture 
differs in the methods of asserting the desires in the countries of stable democracy 
and in Ukraine. We still continue trying to fight against each other instead of 
seeking mutually acceptable solutions, to respect partners as well as opponents. 

Our tradition is unhealthy. It brings nothing good to the country. It should be 
abandoned. Let us listen to such a proposal without bias. 

There's still the time. 
 
 

  14.12.2006 
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For everyone who wants to know the truth 
about the political situation. 

 
On Easter days I do not want to take the time and bother about not festive 

things. Who is not interested, it is better to postpone the written or give it to a 
neighbor or anyone. 

Because I want to communicate with people who are not indifferent to the 
fate of the country, prospects of their loved ones and personally to their future. 

You can see how the situation in the country became aggravated in recent 
weeks. What is the reason for such relations in the government? What lies behind 
this? 

For more than ten years there is a struggle for a form of public 
administration that often means a struggle for power in Ukraine. It began even 
before the adoption of the Constitution, but continued even later. The Fundamental 
law has failed to reflect everything that people need, because that time the seizure 
of power by one person – the President had already been carried out. Over the 
years, the government was increasingly distorted, distanced inself from the people 
and became unpunished. But like that it could not drag on without an end. The 
people ousted the regime of L. Kuchma, because they wanted... to be humans. 
They did not want to be "disposable people" or "biomass". 

 At the same time, the Constitution was amended, which we struggled for for 
many years. On the upper levels of the government it was redistributed between 
the President, the Parliament and the Government. Such reallocation requires 
amendments to the laws. Therefore, after the elections in 2006 the Parliament is 
obliged to adopt necessary laws. This is the usual compliance of legislation with 
the provisions of the Constitution. Otherwise it cannot be, because the 
competition between law and Constitution is inadmissible. However, this work in 
discussions is often served as a seizure of power of the President. Why? Because 
really being surrounded by the head of state, his officials get less power. And that's 
fine and naturally, because this is required by the Constitution – the Fundamental 
Law of the state. 

Obviously, the President does not like the reduction of power as well. He 
previously appointed Ministers and many officials – now it's none of his business. 
He appointed and dismissed prosecutors and judges and interfered in the 
privatization. Now he can't. And here in the Parliament and the government the 
party, on which he leaned, lost its influence after the elections in 2006. (It lost 
it because of the corruption scandal involving the party Our Ukraine and the party 
BYuT, when they ruled the country for almost a year and a half. It lost it because 
of quarrels and mutual accusations during the election campaign. Because of 
mismanagement, the growth of prices for meat, sugar and petrol, a revaluation of 
the hryvnia, the loss of lucrative positions in the gas market with Russia etc, which 
inevitably led to the present growth of prices and tariffs in the utilities sector.) 

Thus, the presidential team wanted to return again essentially unlimited 
power, because at local level those who call themselves the opposition have power. 
24 regional state administratios and almost all the district state administrations are 
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now under their leadership. They want to get the power in the Center as well: 
legislative as well as executive and again to give guidance to the courts on the 
phone, use shadow economic schemes, "cancel" SAI (the State Automobile 
Inspectorate), appoint relatives, godparents etc to the high positions. And in order 
you must first wrest power from the Supreme Council Verkhovna Rada and the 
Cabinet of Ministers. To make it look justifiable it is necessary to come up with 
grounds for early termination of powers of the Parliament and to issue the 
corresponding decree. 
 

The newspaper "Tovarysh" (Comrade)  No.36 7-11 April 2007 
 

Appeal 
to voters, the leaders of the conflicting parties 

about the Decree of the President concerning the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada)* 

 
I will not go into legal details. I will just say that the decree** issued with 

the flagrant violations of the Constitution, and this is the action, which is qualified 
as a crime in the Criminal Code. The right to influence the Parliament, which is not 
able to act (and there are no other reasons provided for the President), is provided 
only in article 90 of the Constitution. The Decree, however, does not even mention 
this article, as well as the legal grounds that would give the right to such a Decree. 
There is none, because reasons do not exist, and therefore, the Decree is 
unconstitutional and false. The decree is not just within the legal field, it is, by 
and large, malfeasance in office against the state, its people. The President 
cannot be the initiator of civil infighting. He must not! 

Despite the obvious facts, the Secretariat of the President blackmails the 
judges of the Constitutional Court not to give a legal assessment of the Decree, 
puts pressure on the Central Election Commission so that it organized the unjust 
election. That cannot be let happen. 

Not because someone is afraid of elections. No, everyone understands that 
the configuration of parties in the Parliament would remain the same as today, with 
even greater preponderance of the coalition, but continue their political games. We 
need to stop it, otherwise there will be a precedent for the disregard of the 
__________________ 

* Whether there is a place for dictatorship or democracy in Ukraine, – the main 
content of the conflicts between the branches of government, their separate representatives 
from the first days of the independence to the present time. The motivation of the parties of the 
conflict is always "democratic" - taking care of the people. But always those who sought 
authoritarianism, sought benefits, which give them an uncontrolled by people absolute power: 
enrichment, irresponsibility and impunity. Under this system of government, loss of the 
statehood is just a matter of time. Therefore, government accountability to the people, its real 
decentralization is the goal of the struggle for democracy, for the rights of the people and for 
the preservation of the state. 
** The decree of the President dated 02.04.2007 "On early termination of the powers of the 
Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine". 
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Constitution and after the election again those unhappy with the results will begin 
seeking verification and new elections. A permanent election campaign could turn 
Ukraine into a banana republic, or into the recent Yugoslavia. Can we, together, 
realize it or not? It is not about the election, in fact we are talking about the 
preservation of the constitutional order, and the preservation of the country with it. 
Criminal, harmful to people and the state reshuffle should be stopped in a germ. 
The majority of people's deputies demonstrates such understanding, which was 
reflected in the resolutions of the Parliament which are binding. 

You will say, that the Decree is binding as well. Yes, but it is 
unconstitutional, and therefore by the Resolution of the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada) is invalidated. 
 

This is the essence of the conflict in general. You can blame both: the 
government as well as the coalition are not saints. You are right. Though it is true 
that... who you have chosen, are in power. Elections besides are recognized by 
Europe as the most democratic ones. 

And the biggest truth is that nobody has the right to trample on the 
Constitution, because only by following its laws, you can count on positive 
changes that are so necessary to the state and people to unify the society and to rely 
on the stability and the prospect. 

The truth will prevail. We will see whether this will take place after the 
decision of the Constitutional Court or through negotiations of the opposite sides. 
But it will happen, for sure! 

I appeal to You with faith in it and respect. 
 

Chairman Of The Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) Of Ukraine 
Oleksandr Moroz 
      05.04.2007 
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The General plan 
of the resolution of the conflict* 

 
1. The simultaneous taking of a decision to cancel (stop for a month or until 

the decision of the Constitutional Court) the Decree of the President dated 
02.04.07. and the relevant resolutions of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) 
and the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine. 

2. In the event that the Constitutional Court draws the conclusion on the 
compliance of the Decree of the President with the Constitution of Ukraine the 
election campaign will be deaclared postponing its beginning to prepare the 
correspondent legislative framework. Roughly: the summer-autumn of this year. 

3. In the case of a negative conclusion of the Constitutional Court 
concerning the Decree, the Parliament prepares a series of projects that need to be 
considered and adopted during May: 

- the law on elections in the new edition (open party lists); 
- clarification to the Regulations (making the Regulations the law – if 

necessary);**  
- preparation of amendments to the Constitution (following separate 

procedure); 
- the adoption of amendments to the Law on the Cabinet of Ministers in the 

second reading; 
- the adoption of laws on: the referendum, the President, special 

investigative committees, the opposition, the judicial system and status of judges; 
- giving of the normative status of the Universal (option: putting of the 

document in chapters of the domestic and foreign policy). 
4. Parties of the conflict sign Memorandum of reconciliation and 

cooperation. 
24.04.07 

 
 
 
__________________ 

 * The initiator of the conflict was Viktor Yushchenko, which, on the one hand, was 
"warmed up" by Yu.Tymoshenko with the main argument "... until, there are O. Moroz and the 
socialists in the Parliament, to return to power of the President under the Constitution – 96 will 
be impossible", on the other hand, businessmen and so the Party of Regions that already agreed 
on spheres of influence, where, incidentally, for Yu.Tymoshenko there was no place. The last 
suited V.Yushchenko the most. 
 

** Bearing in mind that the expansion of the coalition at the expense of individual 
membership is already impossible. 
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Draft of O.Moroz 
 

Memorandum 
of reconciliation and cooperation* 

 
On 2nd April of this [2007] year, the President of Ukraine Viktor 

Yushchenko signed the Decree on early termination of powers of the Supreme 
Council (Verkhovna Rada)** of Ukraine and holding early parliamentary 
elections. The main reason for the appearance of the Decree is set out in the 
document: an unconstitutional order of formation and activities of the 
parliamentary coalition that threatens the state sovereignty of Ukraine. The signing 
of the Decree was a reaction of the President to the conflict in Parliament between 
the opposition and the coalition, leaving of the session hall by a large number of 
deputies from the opposition, which discredited the whole work of the Supreme 
legislature in the eyes of voters. 

Having reasons to believe that the President's decree is inconsistent with the 
Constitution of Ukraine, to prevent negative impact on the implementation of legal 
relations within the government, the Parliament (before the entry into force of the 
Decree of the President) adopted appropriate Resolutions. 

There was a conflict of the powers of government institutions with bad 
consequences for the society and the state. This conflict has escalated 
contradictions, has had a negative impact on socioeconomic indicators of the 
development of the country, has sown anxiety among the population and has 
worried the international community. 

The Constitutional Court of Ukraine began the proceedings in this case on 
the basis of the appeal of people's deputies. No matter what will be the conclusions 
of the Constitutional Court, the parties of political and legal conflict are obliged to 
accept this conclusion to be implemented. However, in the higher interests of the 
state, taking care of stability in the society, taking into consideration also the 
recommendations of the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe, we, the 
signatories of this document declare the termination of escalation of the conflict 
and undertake the obligation of its settlement through the compromise, democracy 
and the protection of the interests of the people. 

We appeal to the participants of street rallies that support their political 
adherents, and ask to go home with the appreciation for caring, entrusting the 
politicians to handle the conflict that they created themselves. 

We commit to continue to build relationships through consultations and 
other democratic processes, respecting the will of voters and the interests of the 
Ukrainian state. 
__________            __________            ___________            __________ 
(signature)                (signature)                (signature)               (signature) 
 
__________________ 

 * the draft was not supported by the parties of the conflict, first of all, by V. Yushchenko; 
** Powers of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) (under the Constitution) shall 

terminate upon the swearing in of the newly elected people's deputies. 
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Appeal 
to the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) Of Ukraine 

to the President of the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe 
Mr René van der Linden , 

the presidents and the heads of governments and parliaments of the European 
States 

 
Ignoring fundamental principles of democracy and contrary to the 

Constitution of Ukraine, the President of Ukraine Victor Yushchenko carried out a 
number of steps for the dissolution of the Ukrainian Parliament, formed after the 
2006 elections. The international community recognized these elections as 
legitimate and the most democratic in the recent history of Ukraine. 

To achieve his purpose, the President of Ukraine issued two decrees, the 
legal basis for which is not provided by the Fundamental Law of Ukraine. 

The deputies of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine 
appealed for the decision regarding the constitutionality of the aforementioned 
decrees to the Constitutional Court of Ukraine. The court considered this matter in 
the open meeting and moved on to the final step – deciding. However, at this stage, 
it suffered an unprecedented interference in its activity by the President of Ukraine: 
within a few days the President of Ukraine in an illegal way dismissed three 
judges of the Constitutional Court of Ukraine making it impossible to take a 
decision which could be the starting point in resolving of the artificially 
created political crisis. This is stated in the official statement of the Constitutional 
Court of Ukraine. 

With such actions (and some, especially in relation to dismissals and 
appointments of the chairmen of the courts of general jurisdiction), the President of 
Ukraine demonstrates an attempt to usurp power. 

We express our concern about the fact that the President of Ukraine 
pointedly ignores the recommendations of the PACE in the Resolution of which 
dated April 19, 2007 № 1549 it was offered while handling the conflict to be based 
on the decision of the Constitutional Court of Ukraine and provisions of the 
Constitution of Ukraine. After the adoption of the aforementioned Resolution 
several decrees of dubious legitimacy are published, even more deepening the 
political conflict, the responsibility for which lies entirely with the President of 
Ukraine Viktor Yushchenko.  

The parliamentary coalition and the Government of Ukraine, strictly in 
accordance with constitutional law, will continue to take steps to resolve the 
situation in the legal way. We hope this position you will be perceived with 
understanding. 
 
         11.05.07 

The Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine 
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MANIFESTO 
of political reconciliation* 

 
Based on the risk of aggravation of the political confrontation between the 

people and the state, 
taking into consideration the dominant public sentiments regarding the 

failure of radical ways to resolve the conflict between the institutions of 
government, 

mindful of the need to consolidate the society and preserve the unity of the 
state, 

worrying for the preservation of the positive dynamics of socioeconomic 
development of the country, 

taking into account the recommendations and requests of international 
institutions concerning the need to resolve the current crisis in the legal and 
political basis, 

taking into account the steps carried out to counter the threat of political 
corruption in the Parliament and other governmental structures, 

demonstrating unconditional acceptance of the rule of law and strict 
observance of the Constitution of Ukraine, 

being aware of its responsibility for the fate of Ukraine, 
we, the PRESIDENT OF UKRAINE, CHAIRMAN OF THE SUPREME 
COUNCIL (VERKHOVNA RADA) OF UKRAINE and THE PRIME MINISTER 
OF UKRAINE D E C L A R E the following. 

1. We cease the mutual antagonism of power institutions. With this aim, in 
the next two days we are taking steps to termination of: 

- the Decrees of the President of Ukraine dated 2 and 26 April 2007 “On 
early termination of powers of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of 
Ukraine”, 

- the Decrees of the President of Ukraine “On dismissal of judges of the 
Constitutional Court of Ukraine”, 

- Resolutions of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine, due to 
the issuing of the abovementioned Decrees of the President, 

- Resolutions of the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine adopted in accordance 
with the relevant decisions of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine. 

2. We committo accelerate the legal settlement of existing problems in the 
relationships between the institutions of power. With this aim, during this third 
session of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine the draft laws will 
be considered and adopted: 

- “On amendments to the Constitution of Ukraine” (creating a joint working 
group to prepare the draft law); 

- “On amendments to the law on the Cabinet of Ministers” (taking into 
account the proposals of the President of Ukraine); 
__________________ 

* The President refused to sign the document.  
 



 65 

- the law “On the protection of the institution of the President of Ukraine and 
strengthening of its authority”;  

- to provide the basic provisions of the Universal of National Unity with the 
normative status. 

Addressing the people of Ukraine, we ask to be sensitive to the necessity of 
such a compromise, in which there are no losers and winners and from which every 
citizen and generally Ukraine will benefit. 
 

_______________   _______________  _____________ 
The President Of Ukraine  Chairman Of The  Prime Minister 

Supreme Council  of Ukraine 
(Verkhovna Rada) 
of Ukraine 

V. Yushchenko   O. Moroz    V. Yanukovych 
 
 
          18.05.07 
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Dear Mr Chairman! Dear colleagues!* 
 

It's nice that today’s conference is being held in Bratislava, the capital of our 
good neighbour the Slovak Republic, which until recently paved a difficult path to 
the European Union, and is now trying to share its experience of joining the EU 
with Ukraine. 

I am grateful to Mr speaker of the National Council and all the organizers of 
the conference for having invited the Ukrainian side to participate in this very 
important event and provided an opportunity to speak. 

I have listened attentively to the report of the Special working group, chaired 
by my colleague Mr Pashka. This is a serious, informative and analytical document 
that conforms to the spirit of the Roman 2000 and the Hague 2004 conferences. I 
quite deliberately use the term "our Conference", because I am sure that the time 
will come when Ukraine will be not a guest but a full member of it. 

By this once again I confirm on behalf of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna 
Rada), that the people of Ukraine, defining the strategic course towards the 
European integration and its membership in the European Union, staedily, in spite 
of some internal and external obstacles, follow this way. Because in relation to 
Ukraine's accession to the EU the position of the overwhelming majority of our 
people is almost unanimous – Yes, to join. 

Therefore, the state structures of Ukraine, most of the political forces, nearly 
the entire Ukrainian Parliament hold high hopes for a successful conclusion of the 
negotiation process concerning concluding a new basic agreement which should 
replace the current Partnership and Cooperation Agreement between the European 
Union and Ukraine. 

How do we see this document? 
The new treaty should become an instrument of realization of new prospects 

and practical measures on the further development of our state on the basis of its 
European choice. It would be nice if the leaders of the countries of the European 
Union confirmed officially their repeatedly made statements about recognizing the 
reality of European aspirations of Ukraine. It is neither a guarantee, nor an 
obligation. It is just a good signal. Moreover, the existing framework of the 
relationships of the EU and Ukraine on the principles of "partnership" does not 
meet either the interests of the Ukrainian side, or the actual state of our bilateral 
cooperation. 

Regarding the content of the new document, in our opinion, it should be 
based on the principles of economic integration and political association of 
Ukraine with the EU with the aim of deepening of the dialogue in all spheres of 
interaction: the creation of a free trade area, free movement of goods, people, 
services and capital, which will lead to deeper and more productive integration of 
the Ukrainian economy into the market of the European Union, developments of an 
appropriate institutional framework for the future associate Ukraine's membership 
in the EU. 
__________________ 

* Speech at the conference "Europe-Ukraine" 
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The European Union has an experience of concluding Association 
agreements with countries of Central and Eastern Europe and with Turkey. We 
propose to build on this experience having prepared dynamic bilateral document 
that would allow by its implementation not to be limited to achievement of the 
written in it objectives, but to go further, if both parties are prepared for such a 
step. 

I would like to take this opportunity to appeal to the leadership of the EU 
and its member countries: it is time to decide finally what are the prospects for 
Ukraine. The embedding of the relationships with Ukraine into the narrow 
framework of the European neighbourhood policy without the prospect of the EU 
integration, it seems, gives nothing for both sides, does not correspond to the 
ambitions of the Union or the interests of our country. It will not contribute to the 
deepening of cooperation both the EU and Ukraine with other countries and 
regions that want to strengthen relations with the European Union. I mean, first of 
all, the Russian Federation, Belarus, Moldova, the states of the Caucasus and 
Central Asia. 

It is clear that developed in the European Union neighborhood policy (as its 
responses to the challenges to the Organization after its expansion) was a necessary 
step. A positive side that emerged after proper implementation of a key element of 
this policy – the Plan of action is an indication that it is time to develop the next 
stage in the EU's relations with its neighbours. And there are three of them in the 
East: Ukraine, Belarus and Russia. 

We hope that the current EU proposals, which should be released in June 
this year, will provide a differentiated approach to the neighboring states, which 
declare European integration intentions. We are talking about features of 
development of the candidate countries, the duration, the dynamics of its 
relationship with the Organization, the degree of approximation of the national 
legislation to European values, counter-terrorism, illegal migration, human 
trafficking, participation in ensuring stability in the region of the candidate country 
by means of distribution to it area of freedom, security and rule of law. 

It is clear that the approximation to the European standards of public life is 
our matter, it is internal. Figuratively speaking, we must build Europe by us 
ourselves. So we understand our task. But the support from the EU is needed, and 
the relevant statements from your side are not at all redundant. 

It is important to remind that today, according to the evaluation of the 
European Commission and the European Parliament, cooperation with Ukraine in 
the framework of the neighbourhood policy is one of the most effective. 
Consequently, the positive implementation of the Plan of action Ukraine - EU 
gives good prospects of bringing Ukraine to the functioning of the EU internal 
market, institutional cooperation and its active participation in the formation of a 
common European policy. 

However, on this positive background the proposals put forward in recent 
months by the European Commission concerning further cooperation with Ukraine 
(as a new initiative within the ENP), is not very attractive for Ukraine because 
most of them are only parts of already existing cooperation. 
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I am convinced that even the enhanced neighbourhood policy does not 
replace the objective requirement to join the EU, albeit in the longer term. We have 
to think about more definite form of preparation of Ukraine for the membership in 
the Union. We are ready to offer appropriate options, including the development of 
all the parties of already existing cooperation. 

In our opinion, a new integration mechanism concerning Ukraine should 
provide its gradual approximation to the EU as effectively as possible. We agree 
that the transition from one stage to another should be carried out after meticulous 
monitoring of the implementation of the reached agreements. 

In the implementation of its European integration course Ukraine proceeds 
from article 49 of the Treaty on European Union, according to which any European 
state which respects the principles set forth in the first paragraph of article 6 of the 
Treaty, may apply to the European Commission with the application for a 
membership in the European Union. It would be wise to refer to new document on 
this provision in respect of the state, which recognizes, respects and implements 
the principles of fundamental freedoms, democracy, human rights and the rule of 
law. 

Joining the EU is a long and complicated process. And necessary, because it 
is referred to potentially powerful in the economic meaning candidate for the EU 
membership, which will occupy an important place in the European unification 
processes. I hope for the revival of these processes, taking into account the impact 
of the new leadership in Germany and France. 

The recognition of the European integration prospects of Ukraine is 
important to us, from a moral point of view, and as a stimulus for the activation of 
actions of the Ukrainian authorities concerning the implementation of internal 
reforms, especially, to unite the Ukrainian society around the European integration 
idea. 

Of course, we are not standing idly by. Once again, we are aware that such a 
decision will depend primarily on ourselves. Work in this direction is underway. 
We will intensify it for Ukraine to become a powerful European democratic state. I 
guess the question of the legal registration of Ukraine as a full member of the 
European Union will go into a technical plane then. 

Thank you for your attention. 
 
 
           Bratislava 23.05.07  
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Adopted by the Resolution of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine On the 
Statement of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine 

"Of the danger of usurpation of power by the President of Ukraine V. A. Yushchenko." 
dated 24.05.07 No. 1068-V 

 
STATEMENT 

on the danger of usurpation of power 
by the President Of Ukraine V. A. Yushchenko 

 
On 23rd May, 2007, in his appeal to the nation the President of Ukraine 

V.A.Yushchenko called the decisions of the Constitutional Court of Ukraine dated 
16.05.07 concerning the recognition as unconstitutional of the article of the Law 
"On judicial power" regarding the procedure of appointment of judges to 
administrative positions as unconstitutional. Thus, the President not only 
undertook the functions of the Constitutional Court of Ukraine, but also set 
himselves above it. In addition, exceeding his constitutional powers, the President 
instructed publicly the Prosecutor General's office of Ukraine to assess the 
situation that takes place in the Constitutional Court of Ukraine legally, when such 
a function of the Prosecutor's office is not provided by article 121 of the 
Constitution of Ukraine. 

On 24th May this year the Department of the State Guard of Ukraine , 
subordinated to the President of Ukraine, blocked the building of the Constitutional 
Court, preventing the activities of the sole body of constitutional jurisdiction. Such 
actions are qualified by the Criminal code of Ukraine as a crime. 

The Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine considers actions 
committed by the President of Ukraine V.A.Yushchenko as specific attempt of 
usurpation of power and warns him of personal responsibility for further course of 
events. 

The Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine appealed to the 
Prosecutor General's office with a request to immediately give a legal assessment 
of the facts of obstructing the work of the Constitutional Court of Ukraine by the 
Department of the State Guard (DSG) of Ukraine . 

In such a situation, the Parliament expresses doubts whether to continue any 
negotiations and consultations between the Prime Minister of Ukraine 
V.F.Yanukovych and the President of Ukraine V.A.Yushchenko to termination of 
the President's actions that go beyond the Constitution and laws of Ukraine, as the 
steps of the President deem to interfere in the activity of the judiciary and the 
Prosecutor's office to prevent taking of the decision concerning constitutionality of 
his Decree dated 26 April 2007. 

The Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine appeals to all officials, 
and public authorities with the requirement to strictly adhere to the provisions of 
article 60 of the Constitution of Ukraine, according to which nobody is obliged to 
perform manifestly criminal directives or orders and reminds you of legal 
responsibility for issuing and implementation of such directives or orders. 

 
         24.05.07 
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At the request of reporters to comment on the President's speech of 
V.Yushchenko about the deprivation of people's deputies of immunity, the 
Chairman of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine O. Moroz 
said: 
 

- Take, please, my comments made eight and ten years ago on the repeated 
statements of Leonid Kuchma. Those as well as current statements of the 
presidents are equally banal and have the same goal. However, now there are a few 
specific features. 

Firstly, it is a propaganda game under the scheme "a Strong President". Of 
course he "cares" about the equality of rights of citizens, forgetting that it should 
apply to him as well and the thousands of officials, in particular judges who have 
the immunity status. 

Secondly, it is a bad hidden start of campaigning for a referendum for the 
adoption of the revised text of the Constitution and its dictatorial variant. Quite a 
cheap trick, designed for the layman who is raised in hatred of the Parliament (and 
government in general). It will be necessary to explain to him that status things for 
deputies is the provision of the Constitution and if he wants justice and equality 
(and who doesn't want that?), he should support the idea of a referendum and vote 
for the presidential draft, where in a beautiful wrapper, "No to immunity!" the 
injustice to the human at the same time with impunity of uncontrolled power will 
be hidden. 

Thirdly, not the President is the initiator of this idea. Besides its predecessor, 
in this sense the current opposition leaders namely Yu.Tymoshenko spoke out 
about it many times. Also to increase the number of supporters. 

Fourthly, on 16th May this year at the enlarged meeting of the Consultative-
Advisory Council with the Chairman of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) 
about 300 of its participants received the draft amendments to the Constitution, one 
of the authors of which is the Chairman of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna 
Rada), where the status of immunity of the deputies is reduced only to the 
exceptional circumstances associated with the arrest. 

Fifthly, it happened accidentally so that in the morning, ten hours before the 
appeal and the "initiatives" of the President, in Korosten the Chairman of the 
Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) O. Moroz gave the participants of the 
Consultative-Advisory Council and other participants of the meeting the finalized 
draft amendments to the Constitution with the said provisions. 

In other words, who wants changes, makes them without noise. Who 
disguises real intentions by them, resorts to propaganda statements. 
 
 
         21.06.07 
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THE PATH TO DICTATORSHIP 
 

Woe betide the state, which is ruled by someone 
who does not respect the Constitution.  

 
At the meeting with a group of famous people and Heroes of Ukraine, 

organized by V.Yushchenko, D. Pavlychko passionately defended: 
− It is necessary, of course, to introduce a presidential governance model, to 

change and to change the Constitution. 
− Dmitrii Vasilievich, - I asked, - and if Viktor Yanukovych had been the 

President, would you have defended such a model? 
− Don't say that?! Of course not. 
− So does it mean that we're writing the Constitution "to fit a human" and not 

"the state"? 
The last question is rhetorical. It does not need any response because it is 

clear. 
I think it is clear to you as well. 
I appeal primarily to teachers, doctors and specialists in different fields. In 

fact, to anyone who is able to soberly analyze the situation and to explain to others 
the essence of what is happening now in Ukraine. 

I want to draw your attention to the debate about the Fundamental law of the 
state - the Constitution. It is strange, but this discussion is imposed on by a 
person who in fact, is the greatest violator of the Constitution, but is supposed 
to be the guarantor of its compliance.  

More often today we hear claims from the President that the amendments to 
the Constitution destroyed the "balance of power". Remember why the previous 
President said the same trying to increase its authority? What has the government 
of a new President done useful for people, using a year and a half the previous 
unlimited powers? What does the head of state suggest instead of the existing 
provisions of the Constitution? 

There are no bad constitutions. Those who have power made them bad. 
It is not necessary to criticize the Constitution, it should be obeyed. But it is 
criticized in order to circumvent its requirements to justify the violation of the law, 
more specifically, to mask the crime and the violation of its provisions. 

Let me remind you, if the state is democratic and it respects human rights, 
the principle of separation of powers into legislative, executive and judicial is 
obligatory for it. The peculiarity of the application of this principle is to ensure a 
balance of power, when each of them has enough authority and responsibility, but 
one branch does not undertake the functions of another, does not "replace" it. 

Was there a need to improve the text of the Constitution–96? There was. At 
that time we did not manage to avoid the imbalance towards huge powers of the 
President. The reasons are well known. The influence of the President on 
privatization, the personnel policy, the work of the courts and Prosecutor's offices, 
political structures and the media was such that in 2000 it led to the walkouts 
"Ukraine without Kuchma", and ended with the events of 2004-2005. Let us note 
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that at the end of his presidency Leonid Kuchma himself realized that the power 
should not be absolute. 

It is important that on the eve of the last presidential campaign, all political 
parties (except the BYuT, whose leader was not averse to taking to herself the 
authority of Leonid Kuchma) proposed amendments to the Constitution, 
guaranteeing the balance of powers. V.Yushchenko defended this very same need, 
concerning which we with him as well as other leaders of the parties signed not 
only one joint document, including the Memorandum of 2003 well before the 
election. 

The draft amendments to the Constitution was thoroughly discussed in the 
Parliament as well as in the society and the specialized European institutions gave 
the assessment of it. I remind of it, not to repeat the fables of the adopted 
amendments at the "emergency time", "under pressure of circumstances" etc. 
Perhaps V.Yushchenko himself considered the "circumstances", because otherwise 
he would not be the President. The socialists gave him their support. I am 
convinced that it was necessary to do, to move the previous regime and change the 
system of government. Perhaps it was a mistake. It was necessary in November 
2004 to seek re-election, or to demand additional guarantees from V.Yushchenko 
that he will not abandon his words, his vote, signature and oath. 

In 2004 at the insistence of the members of the party Our Ukraine, we 
postponed the consideration of the second stage of political reform for the time 
after the parliamentary elections. We trusted their leaders, Victor Yushchenko. 
Now we see: this could not have been allowed! Because the second stage of the 
political reform provides useful for the citizens movement of the authorities at the 
local level, enhancing the role and capacity of councils and their executive 
committees, the elimination of district state administrations. It is, ultimately, the 
subordination of local authorities to the voter, to all citizens. This is the real tool 
against corruption, the overcoming of the crisis phenomena in education, health, 
culture. Only under these conditions the local authorities will be able to take care 
of your problems and respond promptly to your needs, to the needs of local 
production and local residents in general. Never assigned from the "top" official 
will not put in the first place the interests of citizens because he is appreciated not 
for it. That is why we demand the completion of the political reform. 

Stipulated by it model of power is typical of almost all European countries. 
But it does not suit Yushchenko and his entourage. Why? Because vertical of the 
direct subordination, when the local "boss" is not elected by the people, but is 
appointed, in fact, by an official in Kyiv. 

At first hints, and then claim about the imperfection of the amendments to 
the Constitution, then direct ignoring of the Fundamental law by the President that 
does not need examples. You watched this. Complaints that "powers has been 
taken from the President " are worth nothing. No one takes anything. Just all legal 
relations in the state are in compliance with the Constitution. Otherwise it can not 
be. 

The idea of the President for the early parliamentary elections has nothing to 
do with "political corruption" and "revision of the people's choice." These are 
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made-up "arguments" in order to hold an illegal referendum and adopt a new 
Constitution under the guise of elections. One that V. Yushchenko and his loyalists 
would be happy with. 

What can the President offer? At first that what people like in the "shiny 
wrapper": cancellation of the immunity of deputies (the issue can be resolved 
sooner and in a legal way), reducing their number, holding elections in the 
districts, reduction of term of deputy’s powers etc. Direct interest of the President 
will be hidden in this "wrapper": appointment of the Prime Minister and all the 
Ministers solely by him and, the appointment and dismissal of the Prosecutor 
General and the chairmen of the courts, the management of the State Property 
Fund and the National Bank etc. And for the Parliament not to "hinder" them to 
rule, we need to introduce a bicameral parliament, which will be controlled by the 
upper house consisted from the governors appointed by the President. Such wishes 
of the President can be written separately in the Bulletin, and he subsequently will 
put them into effect (also contrary to the Constitution). 

This is the path to dictatorship, disenfranchisement of people with the full 
irresponsibility of the authorities. 

Who wants such a perspective? 
You have seen that ventures from Bankova Street in April-May this year 

almost led to civil conflict, to bloodshed. Ukraine has already had the experience 
of living simultaneously by three Prosecutor Generals. What should we expect when 
such kind of ventures will be legalized? 

Everyone understands that with a stated appetite for power, Viktor 
Yushchenko will not be elected the President for a second term. But it is proposed 
to create a system that will be headed by someone *. 

One must not under the guise of seemingly attractive slogans and sweet 
promises in favor of the opportunists to cripple the constitutional system of the 
state, which should become democratic and to enter subsequently into the 
European family of nations. You cannot be indifferent to the attempts to 
concentrate the power in the same hands, to continue to plunder the state, to violate 
rights of people and to consider them for nothing, rewrite and twist history for their 
own people, to mock his memory and future of Ukraine. 
 
Chairman Of The Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine 
Chairman Of The Socialist 

 party of Ukraine      Oleksandr MOROZ 
__________________ 

* Not once I had to remind V.Yushchenko in the conversations with him that he was 
trying to get the exceptional powers for the President, but he would not use them, it would end 
badly for the country. 
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P.S. I understand that not everything of the written staff the reader shares. 
It's natural. But I wish that each of you thought, what in fact is proposed to him by 
the "initiatives" of the President? 

I thought about it and explained to the others. 
 

02.07.07  
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ELECTIONS IS A POLITICAL GAMBLE 
 

Letter from the Chairman of the Socialist party of Ukraine 
O.Moroz to the citizens of Ukraine 

 
Dear compatriots! I appeal to you at a difficult time. I see the danger, the 

causes of which need to be explained and to keep off bad luck. I am convinced of 
it. So my fellow party members think. 

The socialist party was born along with the state of Ukraine. It was the 
impulse of the soul of the people who advocated for social justice, for human life 
for all. They could not accept the fact, what was happening in the former USSR 
and the young Ukrainian state. Could not tolerate a wholesale plundering of the 
national wealth, destruction of culture, education, science and the distortion of our 
difficult history. That is why, since the beginning of the fall of 1991, the Socialist 
party of Ukraine began its political struggle. Against whom and against what 
were we? Primarily against the ruling regime, because it was a cause of 
corruption, unjust enrichment, the so – called "grabbing". The socialists headed the 
movement "Ukraine without Kuchma" and led people to the walkout "Rise up, 
Ukraine!". We were trying to destroy, but we did not give up, have always been 
consistent, in the Parliament and everywhere we always defended the truth. 

Falsification was a tool that was mostly used by the previous regime of fight 
against the socialists. Today it is again in the arms of our opponents. 

In 2004 the Socialist party of Ukraine determined the strategic purpose of 
the change of the system of government and the removal from it of the 
Kuchma regime. Both tasks could be implemented through the support of the 
candidate for the President V.Yushchenko. There was a lot of things that we did 
not support in his actions, and even more in politics of the forces that called 
themselves "orange", which even today are trying to misappropriate the creation 
of the people – Maidan. 

We have not forgotten, how V.Yushchenko with Leonid Kuchma and 
I.Pliushch still recently called us fascists for protests. But it was necessary to break 
the backbone of Kuchma regime.  

We did it. The agreement on cooperation between the Socialist party of 
Ukraine and the future President was signed. In the agreement it was written 
about the obligations of V.Yushchenko to support the carrying out of the political 
reform, to facilitate investigation of the Honhadze case, it was about the 
extension of the moratorium on land sales, the implementation of strong social 
policy etc. The guarantor of the Constitution did not keep his word concerning all 
points of the agreement. Its internal policy did not become truly social. And 
corruption scandals among the "dear friends" led to the resignation of the 
government of Yu.Tymoshenko, the government known not only by named things, 
but by machinations in the form of petrol, meat, sugar and other crises, expensive 
provocation of depreciation of the hryvnia, laying artificial gas crisis, which 
subsequently led to growth of tariffs and gas prices. 
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Despite the agreements reached the socialists were deliberately prevented 
from work in the executive authorities in many regions *. In the Western and 
Eastern regions the socialists were not in power at all. Our requirements to socially 
orient the economy caused the greatest disapproval. The President, making the first 
steps on the proposals of the Socialist party of Ukraine, abandoned later ones. His 
oligarchic circle did everything possible to neutralize the influence of the 
Socialist party of Ukraine and to eliminate her from the political arena. It was 
especially noticeable during last year's campaign. Against us the party Our Ukraine 
and BYUT did not act as competitors, but as enemies. (Though, among themselves 
it was the same.) We do not care, how they treated the party. But our policy, 
declared on oath on the Maidan together was ignored: socialization of the 
economy, creating 5 million jobs, democratization of public life, all that is acquired 
by the European social democracy, which has made the Old world wealthy. 

However, after the parliamentary elections in 2006 we have kept our word. 
We were the first (before the publication of the results of a vote) to sign the 
agreement on creation of coalition of democratic forces, which was planned that 
the Yulia Tymoshenko Bloc and "Our Ukraine" enter. For us it was not easy. After 
all, the elections were won by almost three same party of big capital – members 
of the Party of Regions, BYuT and our Ukraine. The people pushing to power 
the left demands voted for them, the right. It's a paradox that still exists in 
Ukraine. 

For us not positions, but a tool that would facilitate the implementation of 
our election program that would affect domestic and foreign policy was important. 
For three months we were "led by the nose" for all real power was taken by 
representatives of the party "Our Ukraine". Yushchenko did not want Yulia 
Tymoshenko to be the Prime Minister and O. Moroz to become the Chairman of 
the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine. He sought a coalition of the 
party Our Ukraine with the Party of Regions, on which a preliminary 
agreement has already been signed. For this it was necessary to make the 
socialists guilty of the collapse of the coalition (BYuT+ Our Ukraine + the 
Socialist party of Ukraine). 
The constant lies, the endless three months of negotiations, intrigues, invention of 
new conditions by the party Our Ukraine, which was impossible to fulfill, has led 
to the fact that the whole state has turned into the club of intrigue. You all saw 
it. The ungovernability of the state led to a sharp deterioration of the 
socioeconomic situation and the crisis phenomena began to escalate in the 
economy. We could not continue this wrong game and stopped it. In the interests 
of Ukraine, the consolidation of healthy forces and for the sake of social protection 
of people we went to cooperate with the Party of Regions and the Communists. 
 ___________________ 

* 09.02.2005 V.Yushchenko, Yu.Tymoshenko and O.Moroz by joint letter to the heads of 
local administrations and local asset of parties (Our Ukraine, BYuT, the Socialist party of 
Ukraine) recommended to establish a political council and to agree on candidates for posts in 
the prescribed proportion. 

At the same time with a letter an instruction from the Presidential Administration was 
sent to the heads of the state administrations with recommendation to ignore. 



 77 

We went with the voters who voted for them and for us. It was a good option, as it 
was indicated by the positive shifts in the economy and the social sphere.  

The economic decline has stopped. For the first quarter of 2007, GDP grew 
by more than 8%. Before the New year the Social policy program was approved. In 
accordance with it this year wages and pensions have already increased twice in 
Ukraine. Though it is not the level that is needed, but it is a start of the 
movement in the right direction. 

It is recognized by all that the socialists, who were and are in power 
(V.Tsushko, O.Baranivskyi, S.Nikolaienko, V.Semeniuk, S.Bulba, and others) 
worked conscientiously and professionally, so that Ukraine becomes a powerful, 
rich and democratic country. Time has shown that our presence in the Coalition of 
national unity was justified. 

However, the growth rate of the economy and stability in Ukraine did not 
give rest to the presidential team and the concerned forces from abroad. The 
situation was out of their control. One move was selected - in the opposition. 
Together with the President. The party Our Ukraine refused solid representation 
in the government, demonstrating the opposition. The strange role if we remember 
that all heads of state administrations are appointees of the President. The 
"opposition" understood that it, in fact, on the crest of a wave with the first 
successes of the new government, it will be forgotten in case of a positive 
development of the country. 

The President and his team, supported in the West and overseas, has set a 
goal to destabilize the situation in Ukraine, at the same time to destroy the ties 
between Ukraine and the CIS countries, primarily with Russia. A game started in 
which the interests of Ukraine were not visible, but the interests of the powerful 
ones of the world dominated, which was evident from the intent to place the 
"MISSILE DEFENCE" program in Poland and the Czech Republic, to draw 
Ukraine into NATO. The statements of the President and his supporters were quite 
in line with these intentions.  

V. Yushchenko, having felt that his statements on foreign policy and his 
policy did not find support among the people, began to carry out prepared in 
advance plan of escalation of the situation. In such a way the idea of early 
absolutely illegal parliamentary elections came to him. How? Through gross 
violation of the Constitution and anti-state steps: blocking the work of the 
Constitutional Court, the unlawful reassignment of all of the chairmen of the 
courts, the attempts of destruction of parliamentarism, in general suppression of 
local councils by state administrations. The preparation goes not for the elections 
but their falsification. 

Finally, illegal interference into the work of the Prosecutor General's office, 
as well the illegal control by the President of the internal forces and involvement of 
the NSDC, the SSU and the Department of the State Guard of Ukraine  in political 
provocations, (remember the unpunished provocation with "attacks" on politicians) 
put Ukraine on the brink of civil conflict. 

Responsible, decisive and legitimate steps of the Minister of Internal 
Affairs V. Tsushko actually prevented bloodshed. And thanks to his effort the 
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transformation of the Prosecutor General's office into an instrument of repression 
was not allowed. The socialists, together with political allies stopped the 
slipping of the situation to a civil war. 

Everything possible was done to maintain the constitutional order and 
legitimacy in the state, to preserve the Parliament, the institutions of government 
and to prevent chaos.  

We agreed to sign "statements of three parties", because we believe that 
better a bad peace than a "good" war. And that it is necessary to force the President 
to return to the legislative field. We were not against early elections, but were and 
still are those who are against the illegal elections. But they were supposed to be 
such after the first, the second and the third decrees. We must force the President 
to abide by the Constitution and laws. He is obliged to stop blocking the work of 
the CEC and the Constitutional Court, to stop intrigues, which giving rise to an 
illegal election, which nobody needs, will split and destroy Ukraine. 

And the consequences of the election is known in advance. The same parties, 
the same people. And falsification of the election will change little, but will trigger 
protests and clashes. This is the reason for the state of emergency, and then 
invitation of the "peacekeepers." And then NATO, and "MISSILE DEFENCE" 
program in Ukraine will not seem like fiction, because who will ask the people 
then?  

You need to keep in mind another threat. Under the brand name of election, 
the President can impose a referendum for the adoption of a new Constitution 
on the society, where the proposal to abolish the immunity of deputies will be a 
bait. The proposal that even without participation of V.Yushchenko has already 
been included in the agenda of the Parliament! The new Constitution will 
legally establish dictatorial model of government in Ukraine. You know, V. 
Yushchenko (and later anybody) himself is the only lord in Ukraine! Leonid 
Kuchma has not thought it up. His “son” went further, but it's a road to nowhere. 
He separates Ukraine from the European choice, from the real local self-
government and the guarantees of the rights of the people. We will never agree on 
such a prospect and hope for your support, despite various provocations, 
accusations against the socialists by the political Pharisees and opponents. 

I claim once again: the election does not solve any of our problems. It's a 
venture that can cost the state and the people dearly. It is not a struggle against 
political corruption, it is precisely political corruption in a very candid way, this is 
the fight of the institution of the President against the Constitution, the 
guarantor of which V.Yushchenko must have been.  

The socialists will do everything possible so that illegal elections did not 
take place. If our efforts are not enough, we will take part in elections 
independently and, I am sure, we will win them.  

Our party is consistent in its actions. Our goal is justice, equality, and 
fraternity. We want every man to have the right to decent work, high pension, 
wage, social protection, free education, including higher one, and the right to 
healthcare. We want all people, our youth to have their own dwelling place, 
Ukrainian industry to work, so that our countrymen return from abroad. We are 
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struggling for Ukraine to flourish, Ukrainian science to develop, for Ukrainian 
economy to be based not on raw material industries to serve world monopolies, but 
on the achievements of scientific and technical progress. We are the authors of the 
program of development of the industry of Ukraine. The socialists introduced a bill 
on hourly wage and an increase in the price of goods of the share of payment 
for human labor to the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada). We, the socialists, 
are the proponents of biofuel production that will fill the village with finances, 
reduce energy dependence of the country and improve the environment. Thanks to 
our efforts benefits for children of the time of war were introduced. We are 
concerned about intelligentsia and cultural workers. The salary of teachers and 
scientists, workers of culture and healthcare, budget expenditures in these 
areas over the past three years have nearly tripled, the number of students who 
study publicly-funded essentially increased. Only this year, 150 thousand 
children will enter universities for free, which is 50 thousand people more 
than the year before. We will continue to do so, that doctor, teacher and scientist 
could take a worthy place in the society. We have achieved the preservation of the 
system of vocational training, supported medicine and village. We believe that 
millionaires and billionaires should share the excess profit with the community as 
in Europe that guarantees high wages of hired workers, as well as social peace in 
the state. Voluntarily such a desire will not appear. The law and the will of the 
state are needed. 

We did everything possible so that the Ukrainian land for agricultural 
production has not been given to the Western and homegrown rich ones. We 
will take the village out of its current humiliating state. We extend a hand to small 
and medium businesses and support the Ukrainian production. 

Some hotheads predict that there will not be any socialists in the new 
Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada). Only narrow-minded people can be happy 
about it. But I will remind them. We always hear such forecasts on the eve of the 
election campaigns since 1994. And they always appear to be “inflated”. This time 
it will be the same, because the socialists is the party of the people and for the 
people. 

All over Europe there are socialists. They made Sweden, Norway, Denmark, 
the UK and Austria wealthy. The socialists - our partners in the Socialist 
international are in power in Spain, Hungary, Finland and Bulgaria. 

There is another detail I would like to pay attention to. Illegal and 
provocative elections can lead to a rise in price of the Russian gas and, 
consequently, to a jump of communal housing tariffs. It's not intimidation, but a 
reality of global competition. The coalition of national unity warned of the 
mentioned leap with great efforts. I know about it not from other people's stories. 
We have managed this year, as well as in 2008, not to expect surprises. But if 
V.Yushchenko and his supporters will manage to befuddle the people and will 
have success in elections? Then the world, twice higher than now, price of gas for 
Ukraine is guaranteed. Neither the economy nor the people will be able to stand it. 
Therefore, there is a reason to think well what will happen if the adventurers get to 
the steering wheel – in fact anti-Ukrainian forces. Distant America or Europe will 
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not help, and why would they like to deal with those who are not able to live 
with the neighbors? Each voter needs to ponder what awaits him/her, and not let 
to come to power those subservient to foreign capital. 

I emphasize once again – it is not “horror stories”, it is a reality we may 
soon face. And I say this so that everybody understands that politics is one thing, 
but petty politicking is completely different one. We need to build the 
independence not on the basis of someone else's primitive ideas, but on the basis of 
political realism.  

Although everyone should understand that these elections should generally 
be avoided, to enable the economy to operate at full capacity, to create a soil 
for the growth of wages and pensions and to ensure constitutional guarantees to 
free education and medicine. 

One can only imagine how many sweet speeches you would have heard, if 
the election had been held. How much sub-truths like the truth, how much guile 
and verbiage! How much speculation will appear on the topic of faith, 
language, unity, NATO… We have never speculated on these matters, because it 
is necessary to unite the society. In the united state there should not be winners 
and losers. Should the election once again check the unity of Ukraine and play on 
the feelings of the people? 

Therefore with concern and hope for understanding I appeal to you, dear 
fellow – citizens of Ukraine. 
 
 

Respectfully Yours 
Oleksandr MOROZ 

 
05.07.07 
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President of the International 
Charitable Foundation of O.S. Sturdza, 
Executive Director  
of the International public organization 
“Odesa community” (Odeske Zemliachestvo) 
ROMANIUK V. P. 

 
Dear Volodymyr Petrovych! 

 
In an open letter to me (published in the newspaper of Odesa regional 

council "Odessa Izvestiia" on 4th September this year) You, on behalf of the 
faculty, various public organizations ask for help in resolving the issue of 
reopening the Odesa Institute of Land Forces. 

Since the adoption of the resolution of the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine 
№ 381 dated May 26, 2005, by which it was supposed to eliminate Odesa Institute 
of Land Forces and to create a similar Lviv Institute of Land Forces in the Lviv 
Polytechnic National University, the deputies of the faction of the Socialist party 
of Ukraine persistently fought for the restoration of the oldest military institution 
of our state. We have persistently and consistently tried by all means to defend 
national pride of the national military education. 

In particular, at the session of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of 
Ukraine deputies-socialists staged a strong protest against the destruction of the 
Odesa Institute of Land Forces. It was suggested that the President of Ukraine as 
Commander-in-chief, immediately stopped the destruction of the defense industry, 
took under his personal control the establishment and activities of the independent 
commission on the feasibility of the elimination of the Odesa Institute of Land 
Forces; the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine and the Prosecutor General's office 
suspended resolution No. 381 dated 26 May 2005; law enforcement agencies 
investigated the activities of the Ministry of Defence and the army command 
concerning corrupt practices that threatened the national security of the state; the 
National Security and Defense Council of Ukraine ensured the functioning of the 
Odesa Institute of Land Forces as a basic strategic place for the defense of Ukraine. 

People's deputies of Ukraine of the faction of the Socialist party of Ukraine 
initiated parliamentary inquiries with a demand to cancel the notorious 
Governmental resolution and to establish an independent commission to 
investigate the actions of the leadership of the Ministry of Defence and the army 
command. The same was the position of socialist-deputies in the Odesa regional 
and city councils. 

However, the top leadership of the Ministry of Defence, the army command 
went on destroying a huge scientific potential and educational base of the Institute, 
while simultaneously misinforming the public about the alleged very positive 
consequences of the termination of the existence of this institution in the 
framework of the reform of the Armed Forces of Ukraine and optimization of the 
cost of the defense budget. Perhaps someone "laid eyes" on a plot of land in the 
heart of Odesa*. 



 82 

Being on business trips in Odesa, I was convinced that the redeployment of 
the military Institution from Odesa to Lviv was due to causes directed not to 
strengthen the defence capacity of our state. As the Chairman of the Supreme 
Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine, I demanded personally and officially to 
protect the interests of the state in deciding the fate of the Odesa Institute of Land 
Forces. Remember what reaction of Minister of Defence A. Hrytsenko my position 
regarding the maintenance of the Institute caused.  

Finally, on 5th September this year the Cabinet of Ministers by its resolution 
No. 1104 ("Some problems of Odesa Lenin order of Institute of Land Forces") 
adopted the decision on resumption of work and the educational process at the 
Odesa Institute of Land Forces and requested the Ministry of Defence to carry out 
activities for the resumption of the educational process at the Institute, the 
departments and the faculties that functioned until a decision on its liquidation.  

However, the conflict around the Institute cannot be considered as 
completely exhausted. The Minister of Defence A. Hrytsenko said that he would 
not implement the Government's decision and would try with the help of the 
President of Ukraine and the National Security and Defense Council of Ukraine to 
stop the reopening of this institution. 

Indeed, with the recent transformation of the Institute of the President into 
an instrument of struggle for the restoration of authoritarianism, unfortunately, a 
large number of important for socioeconomic development of the state normative 
legal acts of the Cabinet of Ministers are unfoundedly blocked by Viktor 
Yushchenko by suspension and referral to the Constitutional Court of Ukraine, 
which is already overloaded with constitutional appeals. The people of Ukraine 
have to give a proper assessment to all of these destructive and illegal actions in 
parliamentary elections on 30th September 2007. 

I assure residents of the city-hero of Odesa, officers, veterans, all patriots of 
our Fatherland, that the Socialist party of Ukraine will do everything possible so 
that military institution with a glorious history and traditions is left in its historic 
homeland – in Odesa!**  
 

Respectfully Yours 
O.MOROZ 

Odesa Institute of Land Forces 26.09.07 
 
 
 
 
 
 
__________________ 

* 17 hectares of land; 
 ** Thanks to our efforts, the Institute is resumed by the Resolution of the Cabinet of 

Ministers. When now a tiny level of defense of Ukraine became the fact, the situation around the 
Odesa Institute says: there are specific originators of “disarmament” of the state. 
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Gaining experience* 
 

Preliminary results of the 2007 elections suggest some reflections. Now once 
again, you can convincingly argue that they are unconstitutional, done by the hands 
of the President under the subjective interests of individual politicians. I say so, not 
having final results, in particular, regarding the Socialist party. One thing is clear: 
whether it passes or not 3% barrier, it is defeat for it. The internal causes of this 
defeat will be analysed and conclusions will be made. However, the question here 
is not about the party. We are talking about society.  

Society, like a person, learns mostly not on someome else’s, but on their 
own experience. It should be quicker gained. Therefore, I would like that the 
government of Yu.Tymoshenko was created and that it worked at least two years. 
One year, when for the failures the previous government will be blamed. The other 
year when there will be nobody to blame. Maybe then people will feel the essence 
of the “Ukrainian breakthrough”, the content of compassionate attitude of the 
Prime Minister to needy people. “Let her be the Prime Minister, - women in 
Pryluky said, - maybe she will give something”. 

This “will give something” is the main drawback of our society and a sign of 
its immaturity. Instead of understanding the necessity of creating the environment 
for the use of the capabilities of each person, groups, villages, towns and cities by 
the government, instead of supporting those political forces, which are oriented on 
such environment, many people (but to be honest - the majority) are waiting for 
manna from heaven, from the hands of the next Messiahs. In Khmelnytskyi region 
in the villages the “campaign” came to each household where a voter took a few 
hryvnias before the vote and a little more after it. In the Golosiivskyi district of 
Kyiv the queue for the sop did not discuss the criminal essence of the action, but 
was concerned about the secrecy of the "event". That is, one can be sold, for 
nobody to know, especially for the ones who buy not to know how the person 
votes. Here is all the morality.  

I don't remind under whose patronage the crime was commited that 
corrupts people. Under the protection of those who have huge money, stolen 
money collected in a different way from those who now stretch out behind them a 
hand. To take a coin but to give millions for being sold, and instead to sell the 
society. 

This is a treason. Realizing this, the rich manipulators have been trumpeting 
for a year about the “treason” of the socialists. Because lies are easy to be laid on 
the soul of a layman, accustomed to untruth, ready to be on its endless shore. 

What will he, a layman, speak soon about, when last year intrigue of the 
relationship between Yu.Tymoshenko and V.Yushchenko (year and the year 
before) will be restored? After all, for everyone who is not lazy to think, it was 
evident that last year's "coalition formation" was conducted according to the plot 
__________________ 

* In the illegal parliamentary elections, the Socialist party of Ukraine with a large 
margin overcame the threshold, but on the direct orders of Viktor Yushchenko, our result was 
"corrected". It was hopeless to apply to the courts. 
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thread of pushing Yu.Tymoshenko from an imaginary throne.To push in such a 
way so that from outside to remain with “clean hands” without reproach "do not 
betray Maidan". After all, from the throne one can see better horizons, it is better to 
make a start to reach them. 

Thank God, now it is not necessary to make up how to accuse the socialists. 
They do not interfere. But to get out from the competition from Yu.Tymoshenko 
nevertheless no one will manage. She covered with the skirt (in a folk sense) all 
adventurers. Those at first counted on the image of a "decisive President", and that 
is why – to his advantage. But the team of Yu.Tymoshenko appeared to be more 
creative, beat the competitors with propaganda. 

She beat opponents from among businessmen under the current regime. 
(Businessmen of the Party of Regions) They had hoped to negotiate with the 
business circle of V.Yushchenko, focusing on their own rating which was higher 
than the total of Yu.Tymoshenko and V.Yushchenko. It turned out that they 
miscalculated. This happens with merchants as well. Because commerce and 
politics in Ukraine are closely related, but this relationship is not linear. 

However, they did not miscalculate the opportunities of the Our Ukraine–
People's Self-Defense Bloc. The bloc, led by party-switchers, which led bright, 
demagogic and cheap content campaign with astronomical costs that could not win 
the sympathy of the voter. The acting here went on the outside, it was impossible 
to hide in loud concerts, the embroidered shirt, the oaths, bringing of "extras", 
demagogic prettiness and the President's speeches. Instead of planned submission 
of the members of the party BYuT, they made the President their hostage and 
moreover also without an alternative. Therefore, "megabloc"* failed. For what 
they fight   , as the proverb says. 

Now, V.Yushchenko will have to talk about the victory of democracy. His 
"dear young friends" will encourage him to do so, covering with the general idea of 
democracy the blame for the failure of their calculations, involving of the head of 
the state in, known in advance, undesirable game. It is, however, good for a 
situation - finally someone should promote activities of The Cabinet of Ministers 
of Ukraine and the Prime Minister, especially on the eve of the presidential 
campaign. The Secretariat will finally take its due place in the structures of state 
power as well as the illusive NSDC, which functions and staff will be put in 
compliance with the law. Because really, you cannot have two governments and 
moreover when there are "associates" in the branches of government, and finally 
the long-desired Pro-presidential majority in the Parliament. 

Other troublesome issues will be resolved as well, in particular, of the gas 
pipe, the "lobbying" of the VAT refund, the procurement for the budget funds. If 
procurement is simple and it is easy to regulate – all the key players of the tender 
chamber are in the BYuT list now, then with other areas there will be some 
trouble. "Their politicians" should be appointed to deal with the VAT refund  
____________________ 

 * The Presidential Administration focused on the bloc of the party Our Ukraine + 
the Party of Regions, not gaining the votes for the bloc of the party Our Ukraine and BYuT. But 
there was enough of them with the margin of... 2 votes. 
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and "others" should be impressively put in prisons, but with gas pipe one must act 
with caution – there is the interest of very close to people to the President. 

And it is not worth hurrying with the Constitution as well. For whom should 
it be “improved”? Referendum (as a consultation) on the principles can be held, its 
implementation requires two years time. And there will be the presidential election. 
Then they will be able to sort out.  

The adoption of the Constitution by referendum is contrary to the 
Fundamental Law. There is a reason. And the likely Constitution is even more 
against the Law on the Cabinet of Ministers. It is necessary to think. The latter is 
needed to ensure promised to voters "breakthrough". Well, who will mind it except 
V.Yushchenko? And he won't mind, because he said, "...and point." He said it in 
time, the moment was also considered. 

I want to repeat the words of the classic. With delight: "what a knave!.." 
And how the people matter, the voters – how? How does it refer to them? 

They have voted – and that is enough. The fact that the peasants will resent the sale 
of land, no subvention of the industry... They will get by - the market is important. 
It will be difficult to blame the socialists. No wonder they claimed: "While the 
socialists are in the Parliament, the Ukrainian land will not be sold". Though 
something will be left for blame. After all, the main peasant newspaper was not 
so long ago with them, demonstrated its position. And then for free. So, there is 
a sin. Now it will have to regroup, but... there is the motivation there: friend 
David does not ask about the reports on money, though the person is not very 
rich, he was placed next to the I. Spodarenko and I. Bokyi in the magazine list of 
rich people, forgetting however more than a hundred of real millionaires. 

Let people get used to the "enrichment" by shares (as once by vouchers) and 
to trade land - we go to Europe! 

The arguments will be found for teachers, professors and students. Well, 
salary, fellowship, the size of public demand for students have been raised by the 
"anti-crisis" laws. Well, they settled the provision of computers, buses, started to 
deal with hostels, retaining the teachers in rural areas. What has the Minister-
socialist to do with it? He just went with the flow, with the reforms that “it was 
done itself”, as termination of payments under article 57 in previous years, before 
him. It was done and perhaps it will continue to be done. Intelligentsia does not 
have time to think about it, it cares about... eternal. 

The explanations will be found for the children of the time of war as well. 
What's the point with the fact that the socialists have prepared a law and have 
achieved its funding? But... not completely. But it was promised here! By whom? 
By hope of the veterans! 

And the residents of hostels (and there are more than a million of them) 
whom the right to a roof over their head V.Semeniuk returned with her struggle in 
the courts, also should not worry. She is innocent too. All this is from God, and 
he is the one. And we all know his (her) surname. 

Thinking like that, I do not complain about the voters. It is useless. In the 
end they gain experience too. 
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"Practice is the criterion of truth", one of the classics said it about a hundred 
years ago. Rightly said.         02.10.2007 
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And the people see that 
 

"For the first time during 16 years, Ukraine was able for the second time to 
hold democratic elections, which proves that Ukraine is a democratic country…" 
So it was said by V.Yushchenko in Paris. 

It is said in an interesting way. Everyone can draw their conclusions. And 
when was it for the "first time", and what are "democratic elections", and whether 
we are the democratic country at all. 

In a democratic country no one would argue about the recount of votes under 
the protocols with the wet seals, or even about a total recount. No one would have 
doubted the expediency of elaboration of lists of voters, especially when the 
error (let's call it delicately "error") is more than 10% of the total electorate. 
This "error" allowed to manipulate the figures on a large scale, to achieve masking 
of the loss of the electorate of the presidential party, to reduce the rate of voter 
support of three parties (the Communists, the Lytvyn Bloc, and the socialists) and 
to change respectively the disposition of likely variants of the the coalition and the 
opposition. And, of course, in a democratic country no one would have discussed 
the topic of buying votes, changes of numbers when the data are being 
transferred from the precinct to the county commission, bribery of the 
commission members and other "democratic" features. 

To talk about it all is a thankless job. That is the consequence of the history 
of our people, stateless for centuries, and which is not ready now to consciously 
dispose of status which has come to him without much struggle. Those who like 
speaking about the struggle, "liberation competitions", do not demonstrate the 
inheritance of chivalry features. They, the same as others (and maybe more), are 
ready to be sold, serve and applause new official with obviously fake virtues. 

We have not yet become a democratic country. It's a shame, but the 
country in general. We are still on the way (I would like to believe) to it. In this 
way we lose the signs of the nation, not of the population (responsibility for a 
political choice for the order in the state, the struggle for the rule of law, 
constitutional order) and the people in their physical dimension. 

When in political discussions the important point is used - the modern 
Ukrainian Ostarbeiters, it is perceived more often in the abstract. More 
specifically, when we are talking about millions of potential voters, votes of whom 
competitors in the electoral race want to dispose of. But quite different is the case 
when you are holding the lists of those who went abroad to work or talk to them 
abroad.  

I take a small part of such lists from Ternopil. There line by line the fates of 
Ukrainians are printed, many of whom, unfortunately, will not return to their 
Homeland. More than a hundred residents of the villages Strusiv, Darakhiv and 
others, about the same number of labour migrants from the villages Druzhba, 
Varvaryntsi, Budaniv, Mykulyntsi, Crovinka, Mshanets', Gumnysko, Ladychyn, 
Ilavche, Zolotnyky... They leave with their entire families. They go to Italy, 
Greece, Portugal, Spain, the Czech Republic... Women go mainly to Italy to work 
as maids, men go to Portugal to build roads and housing, to Russia – to develop 
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mineral deposits and exploit them. Families are being ruined, traditions are being 
lost, further and further the distance between the person and the government, the 
citizen and the state is increasing. Disappointment in all around – this is the 
environment in which sold voice means nothing, even in a moral sense. Double, 
triple standards in the actions of the authorities finish off the remnants of morality, 
customs and respect to each other. Not only those who go abroad, but also those 
who found job here, are being deformed with the soul under the influence of 
distorted standards. Will to respect or pride for a state appear among the builders, 
who arrived from Volyn or Rivne region in Kyiv to build skyscrapers, and there, 
on the 25th...the 30th floor, there is no opportunity to warm up, to drink water, to 
properly eat, nothing to say – to use the toilet? And at such a height they can 
clearly see the cottage areas around the capital (and around other cities), 
motorway, packed with expensive cars. They do not need to read treatises on the 
history and glory of Ukraine, do not need to be campaigned for patriotism. 
They almost see their price, and therefore, when their voices are sold for a penny, 
this is not due to the fact that they just need the penny, and above all, because in 
terms of lies and injustice they do not value their voice, do not believe that it 
means something. 

This depression, however, backfires... the desperate. It is used by crooks, 
who in the wake of the lies, bribery and blackmail sneaks to the power levers, in 
order to take care of their personal, those who "pack" their wealth on the poverty 
of many. 

In this way the gap between the cold people and a mischievous power 
deepens, and in the meantime it strengthens its outposts to fight back then deceived 
folk. Ranting about the new Constitution, the political support of the President's 
actions, the European choice, guarantees of the opposition of privileges and 
immunities serve as a material for outposts. 

More than a year ago this government was aimed at the same things, only 
the results of election 2006 did not allow to begin its usurpation. Months of 
squabbling over the formation of the coalition only masked the true intentions of 
the screenwriters. Before Maidan we wanted to remain with “clean hands” and 
thoughts, and to demonstrate fake brotherhood of two orange forces and to put the 
lady in her place who was aiming for sole leadership, and to take to "heel" too 
independent "politicians from Donetsk". And when the socialists stopped the 
comedy, they were labeled traitors, corrupt ones, because, you see, they did not 
allow to finish the job. 

When after the court verdict on the slander against the party and me, I was 
forced to do something that I was not supposed to do - to swear in front of 
television viewers and radio listeners with everything dearest for me that none of 
the socialists took a dime for the establishment of the Anti-Crisis Coalition, it 
helped for a week. Then again, because satanic breed can act only in the ways of 
lies and pretense. I applied subsequently to its conductors, and I am appealing 
now: do the same thing, swear to the purity of your actions and intentions. God, 
that you talk of so much where you should and where you should not is one. He 
will repay everyone. And they don't dare because they know that they are lying. 
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And they know that people will believe the lies. Because it's easier for them. Easier 
to believe that the whole world is wicked, and in such wickedness it is easier to 
justify their sins. 

My good friend and wonderful poet Volodymyr Cherepkov said about it 
well in his poem "Treason". 
 

A half-truth is a lie (From the poem "Treason") 
 

All (not only stupid ones) are advised 
By advisers "from abroad"- 
And technology show "Treason" 
With enthusiasm is perceived! 
The people praise a windbag, 
When innocent is robbed, 
They shout, and vote, 
betray themselves with joy. 
And then, it is quiet as the grave. 
From promises – not a gram. 
Famine, 

The UPA 
Mazepa –  

All that remains of the programs. 
The time of money and delusion: 
And Sosiura was definitely right, 
"The people can be mistaken". 
When the memory and mind are bought, 
Not Law, but  

dollar rules 
Because even a rogue knows: 

without O.Moroz 
The land will go on sale, 
And Ukraine will get into NATO 
plunge headlong into. 
If the people is the faceless crowd, 
The shopkeeper will get the crown. 
...Now silent about the treason, 
And with quietly sobbing soul 
You’ll find out: 
There are no half-truths, 
Because a half-truth is a lie. 

 
One of my former party members called my arguments regarding the 

unconstitutional intentions of Viktor Yushchenko absurd. Now let him answer at 
least himself– what has the President been doing during a year, if not trying to 
cancel (supported by him!) the political reform?  
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And what are the statements of V. Yushchenko concerning cancellation of 
the law on the Cabinet of Ministers, adopted in absolute accordance with the 
Constitution worth? What does the fad in respect of subordination of "security 
forces" mean? Does one of those who applause such intentions, does not see the 
consequences of this, real usurpation of power? 

And people see it. Not coincidentally, the political bloc headed by Viktor 
Yushchenko, with an unprecedented use of administrative resources, bringing to 
the criminal actions of the state administrations and the SSU, troubadour activity 
of the members of Our Ukraine–People's Self-Defense Bloc has not even reached 
last year's result. Now they pretend that it was planned that they have recently been 
the worst "friends" with the members of the party BYuT that their coalition will 
finally provide a "breakthrough". 

It is a sin to wish, because I know that it is a grief. But I would like that the 
coalition of BYuT and Our Ukraine–People's Self-Defense Bloc had been 
created. And so that it had worked at least for two years, or the time the 
people could stand. Perhaps during this time, all social laws (according to the 
decision of the Constitutional Court at the initiative of BYuT) will be funded. 
Maybe in two years savings will be returned to citizens. Maybe the utilities will 
not grow in price, and guys will not go to military service. Maybe the promised to 
voters miracle will happen. 

And maybe people will understand and remember the proposals of the 
socialists – the power should be transferred to where the people live: to towns 
and villages. To give it to those, who were elected by the people, but not 
appointed from above. To give it in such a way so that the councils have the 
opportunity (material, financial, personnel...) to meet the needs of the person. 

And till it has not happened, changes for the better will not happen. 
But it will happen! People can be led through a maze for a long time, but 

they will finally figure everything out. 
And they will clamp down on the leaders. 

 
       "Voice Of Ukraine"(Holos Ukrainy)   
         12.10.07 
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Review 
 

Some reproach us and me personally for our campaign message "Rights and 
powers to local communities!". I agree that it is the democratic slogan, although it 
contains a huge social meaning. As a matter of fact the transfer of power to local 
communities is primarily the key to solving of all local problems through 
financial filling of regional, city, district and rural budgets. It is, after all, the 
victory of democracy at the level of the city, village and region. Perhaps we are 
guilty that we did not explain the essence of the reform of local governme to all 
voters. But I can’t help worrying about the fact that, according to sociology, only 
10% of people demand the democracy, freedom of speech and other values 
inherent in a democratic society. Because of this mentality we will remain slaves 
for a long time in political and moral sense, but in the economic one too. Socialists 
as democrats, by definition, in all integrity, putting the problem of changing social 
benchmarks in the state, will not stop to instill the belief into the public that only 
democracy can lead to prosperity, democratic values – to high social 
standards. Without understanding of the significance of the ideas of democratic 
socialism we can hardly hope to change the situation in a poor, hungry and cold 
Ukraine. The elections showed that there is not enough of such understanding in 
Ukraine. In elections outright lies and cynical populism have won. People are 
unaccustomed to thinking and valuing not words, but deeds. 
 

Newspaper in Ukrainian (Po-Ukrainsky)  
24.10.07 
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The speech of O.O.Moroz at the opening of the first 
session of the Supreme Council of VI convocation 

 
The results of the early parliamentary elections confirm that this illegal 

venture that will cost a lot for the people, was intended only to meet the 
politicized interests of a few people. 

Thanks to the efforts of Viktor Yushchenko, Ukrainian politics for the first 
time in history happened to be outside the legal framework. Because of this, no 
stability in the life of our country occurs. On the contrary, as warned, the 
government is in a state of legal chaos. 

The organizers of the venture, especially Viktor Yushchenko, convinced 
voters that early elections is the key to solving of all problems in Ukraine. They 
promised that the coalition will be formed in "two hours". Meanwhile, since 
the election almost two months have passed. 

Very soon, every Ukrainian will feel even more the results of illegal 
experiments in government. This will affect the timeliness of adoption and the 
quality of the budget, unfortunately, rising prices and inflation. Voters will find 
out the delusiveness of all the high-profile campaign promises which were so 
generously made. 

Already now, after a month the known authors of the campaign slogans 
have reneged on their promise – the creation of a professional army and the 
abolition of conscription from 1 January next year. 

The promise to repay all debts of the USSR Savings Bank before investors 
within two years disappeared from the agenda. In the current state of the crisis, all 
other populist statements will appear to be the same "bubble"*. 

It will be incredibly difficult for the government created as a result of the 
adventurous election, to ensure the normal development of Ukraine. It's a pity that 
the newly elected Parliament has the prospect to become not the center of the state 
initiatives but a medium of political conflicts and scandals to make efforts to 
overcome another intrigue. 

Now, on the eve of the 2010 presidential election, there is a danger or the 
next dissolution of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) or of its work obeying 
the rules, which do not meet the Regulations. 

Some politicians have the responsibility for this chaos, which will inevitably 
lead to lowering of the living standards of our fellow citizens and even greater loss 
of the international authority of Ukraine. 

This is a real betrayal of the interests of the people. 
I am convinced that the Ukrainian government will be able to hold a 

legitimate democratic development only after Viktor Yushchenko will be 
removed from power by the people of Ukraine, and unconstitutional 
authoritarian model of power will be replaced by a Parliamentary Republic of a 
European type, as well as reform of the system of government will be continued 
and completed. 
__________________ 
   * BYUT faction demonstratively left the session hall. 
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Adhering to the requirements of the Regulations of the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine and respecting the newly-elected deputies, I provide 
written information on the status of legislative work in Ukraine. 

I wish you success.  
 
 
          23.11.07 
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From an interview to "Deutsche Welle" 
 

- Oleksandr Oleksandrovych, for 16 years Oleksandr Moroz has been 
leading the Socialist party with a firm hand. And what is important – there is 
nobody to replace him. Please tell me why is it so? 

- Why then, speaking at the last Congress, I named six candidates for the 
position of the leader, whose election I would support. They are willing to perform 
this role. Just the circumstances of today's situation, it would be (from my side) as 
a departure from the party leadership in a difficult time, and thus the demonstration 
of a bad signal. So I thought it was possible for me to stay. I recommended to the 
political council and then to the congress to merge the posts of the leader of the 
party and the first secretary, initiating a secret ballot, and again pledged to support 
whoever will be elected to this position. For the party and the unity of party actions 
such a merging is needed today. The congress endorsed my proposal. 
 

- In fact, the merging of the posts of the leader and the first secretary just 
gives reason to say that thus the ground for potential competitor of O.Moroz 
has been removed... 

- Everyone evaluates based on their vision. The first secretary has a specific 
function inherent to this position. But he/she should fulfil their duties and not to 
create a platform that may harm the unity of the party. It has already been so. It 
should not be like that. In other parties management in the face of the leader and 
the head of the executive structure are combined. By us another order was 
established when I became the Chairman of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna 
Rada). Today there's no such a reason. 
 

- Participation of the Socialist party in the last elections anyway cannot 
be called in other way than a failure because the party received twice less 
votes than six years ago. You heard the reproaches, the accusations against 
the voters who sold voices and grassroots organizations. Do you see the guilt 
of the party leadership, those who developed the campaign strategy? 

- Many times I have already asked the interested ones: tell me where do I 
blame the primary organizations, where I blamed the local committees?  
 

- You said that the party organizations worked bad at local level...  
- I said it correct. They worked bad, but that were the Central office, 

secretaries, headquarters, that I spoke first of all about. I spoke about the local 
organizations, since it was based on the specific facts, including the venality of 
members of election commissions. A lot of people sold out to political opponents. 
Who can deny it? Who would deny that millions were spent by Yulia 
Tymoshenko on direct bribery of the voters? Or the fact that the newspaper 
"Rural news" (Silski Visti), which together with its editor went to a different 
organisation, had circulation of millions of copies, though all perfectly 
understood that it did not have such a subscription, and I know the nature of 
such costs. These are facts, not my speculation or claims.  
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- So, again, you're talking about your opponents as a reason, but you 
did not answer whether there were some miscalculations in the strategy. For 
example, the slogan "Rights and power to local communities"... 

- What do you mean by "again"? The actions of opponents is one of the 
objective reasons. They need to be known. 

- Concerning the slogan... It's right. Unfortunately, we did not have enough 
time to bring this slogan to each person. After all, without the transfer of power 
to local communities there will not be any positive changes in Ukraine, we will 
continue to stagnate under authoritarian model of management and the 
powerlessness of the people. When someone says: here is one positive slogan and 
the other negative, it is necessary to compare them. Is that one completely false for 
the present time thesis of our competitors from Our Ukraine–People's Self-Defense 
Bloc "Law is the same for all" positive? Take away their three million votes 
attributed to people who weren't in Ukraine at the time of the election, and it 
will turn out that for them less than for the Communists voted. 

- Take the slogans that Yulia Tymoshenko used. Who did not understand the 
lie that that year the draft would be eliminated? Who did not know that in two 
years the savings would not be returned? Were these slogans more persuasive than 
ours, or maybe there was some other factor that influenced the behavior of voters?  

Not the slogan itself is necessary, but the slogan as a tool to promote their 
vision, communicating their position to the people. But in this case there was one 
more thing: someone took the slogan about power to local communities as “All 
power to the Soviets (councils)!". But councils - today, which in their majority 
are from BYuT - are engaged in carve-up of the land, perform the order of 
central and local oligarchs. Some believed that we wanted to give the power to the 
present councils, despite the fact that people know what they are and what they do. 
In fact, the sense that our slogan is devolution of power to councils and 
communities. So they have the opportunity under the Constitution to form such 
councils, which will defend the interests of the community. At least in 17 regions 
where I managed to go during a month, nowhere there was a rejection of this 
slogan – people are all well aware. It is absolutely a living slogan, I reject the 
accusations about its content. 
 

- But particular person, the voter is unlikely to feel a part of the abstract 
community... 

- We are not talking about "abstract community", but about the population of 
the village, town, district. People understand everything.  
 

- Acting as the speaker of the Parliament of the previous convocation at 
the opening session of the newly elected Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada), 
you said that "Ukraine can return to the mainstream of legal democratic 
development only after Viktor Yushchenko will be removed from power, and 
unconstitutional authoritarian model will be replaced by a really 
parliamentary republic of a European type, and the reform of the system of 
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power will be completed." Is it just a wish, or do the socialists plan to take any 
specific measures, specific actions?  

- It is our line. We are not talking about the fact that it is obligatory to 
remove Yushchenko namely. Even though he deserves it. It is necessary that the 
President abides by the Constitution, have not resorted to all kinds of 
adventurous activities, which in the end turn against him. But what is more 
important, it's about the fact that as long as in the state there is not the 
constitutional order, no respect for the Constitution, especially on the part of the 
guarantor, until putting pressure on the courts does not stop, until we get rid of the 
interference of one branch into another – any positive changes will not happen. 
Today Ukraine is treated as an experimental country, the leaders of other states 
avoid coming to us, look at us as freaks. After all, you may declare everything you 
want, you cannot hide a pig in a poke: all four presidential decrees (about 
dissolution of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada)) are unconstitutional, the 
subordination of the security forces to them is an unconstitutional, interference in 
the work of judges (including the Constitutional Court) is absolutely 
unconstitutional. And so on. 

Sometimes we hear all sorts of arguments regarding that fact that 
amendments to the Constitution were adopted and prepared not as they should 
have been. I read the document, signed by Yushchenko (and me too) dated 2002, 
which suggests precisely what amendments to the Constitution should be, and they 
are exactly the same as we have adopted. There are transcripts of the meetings of 
the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) regarding this, there is a discussion, which 
was carried out all over Ukraine, in the district councils. And now to hear hints 
that, so to speak, the O.Moroz has striven for changes together with Kuchma and 
Kuchma strove for the opposite thing. In 1999 already I claimed that we were 
writing the draft amendments to the Constitution, and the time would come, and 
Kuchma would be forced to support them - it just happened after 5 years. But it is 
not true to say that these amendments were incorrect or unweighted. On the 
contrary it is necessary to expedite the completion of political reform, the change 
of the system of government in the direction of decentralization, to transfer the 
authority to the local level. The socialists have never abandoned and will never 
abandon this, because only that can lead to the better future of Ukraine. 

 
- Three years ago you supported Yushchenko in the second round of 

presidential elections. Are you disappointed with him now? 
- He is not a girl of marriageable age: first he liked it but then not. We 

solved a particular task at that time: we had to eliminate the previous 
authoritarian regime and to amend the Constitution. The latter could be done 
only by the voices of the so-called members of the party Our Ukraine, and they 
depended on Yushchenko. That is why we supported Yushchenko personally 
under such political conditions, signing them November 6, 2004. We have not 
given up our commitments (unlike him). I suggest, for example, taking a letter of 
Viktor Yushchenko dated 2004 to the peasants, where he said he would never 
allow the sale of land. Now we see the opposite position. Now the theme of 



 97 

morality and of faithfulness to the word often sounds. When someone is trying to 
pester me concerning this, I would like to ask: who are the judges? We have never 
changed our line. We have said that Ukraine should not join NATO, that the land 
should not be sold – we act according to this. We said that it was necessary to 
change the system of government and to democratize public life and hand over 
power to the local level – we adhere to this line. Victor Yushchenko claimed all of 
these things at the time as well, and now he refused them. Yosyp Vinskyi, 
Lutsenko and others claim opposite things with him. Then the question is: who is 
the traitor in the end? If you have the program tasks that are communicated to 
people, if you defend them consistently, invariably, it means that your behavior is 
true, and if you choose a warm place in a particular list under market conditions, 
then that means that you abandon your obligations, your colleagues in the political 
struggle, and betray people. So concerning a treason and traitors we will have time 
to talk. There will be time for people to figure it out.  
 

- In Russia, there are a lot of people who still believe that Maidan was 
only the technology for American money. And I remember back in 2004 you 
read your poem on the Maidan. There were, in particular, the words that "the 
Maidan lives, it is the heart of Ukraine, it is my disturbed heart." What 
attitude do you have to those events now? 

- Those poems were written sincerely. I am even today convinced that 
people defended freedom as they understood it. In those days, I wrote a little essay, 
it was printed here, and abroad – "Foretaste of freedom". People were really 
determined to change, another thing is that those who stood on the podium of the 
Maidan, were far from those who stood on the Maidan. I know how my daughter 
together with her team were preparing pies for the Maidan, brought water, were 
looking for drugs and so on. They did it not because I was there, but because they, 
like many other people, wanted freedom, to be free from fear and from lies. At the 
same time I saw and said that on the podium of the Maidan, there were many 
of those who did not belong there. As often happens in shifts of the social 
content, the crooks benefit from results. Unfortunately, it happened with Maidan 
as well. 
 

- You have been an ardent and consistent opponent of President 
Kuchma, now you confront Yushchenko. What is similar and different 
between them? How is one better than another, because, whatever, they are 
not a complete identity? 

- To talk about difference and identity is not quite appropriate, they can say 
here better themselves. Yushchenko, for example, said that he is "the son of 
Kuchma." Accurately and prudently. Differences can also be named. They 
consist in that Kuchma had management experience, he knew the economy from 
the standpoint of the manufacturer. Yushchenko has not have it, he can speak 
primarily about the distant things and abstraction. 

Kuchma fought with the Parliament. However he actually had a majority in 
the Parliament, the work of the Parliament caused him constant irritation. In this 



 98 

respect, Yushchenko is no any way different, he hates Parliament, and the fact that 
today he simulates its perception, - it is temporary. Parliament by its nature cannot 
be authoritarian, all the accusations of its usurpation of power is nonsense. The 
usurpation actually involves the concentration of power in the hands of one person. 
The attitude to the Parliament of the two leaders is similar, however Kuchma did 
not dare to violate the Constitution. For Yushchenko, as we can see, there is 
nothing sacred: neither the Constitution nor the principle of distribution of powers 
between the branches of government, nor law, nor court. In this respect, he went 
further - in a negative sense - incomparably further than Kuchma. 
 

- You said that the Honhadze case wass impeded at the highest level. As 
I understand they were addressed directly to Yushchenko. Why, in this case, 
is it impeded? 

- I think there is a fairly complex system of relations. The American side 
was interested in the fact that Yushchenko became the President. And it could be 
done only after a third round of elections in 2004. For this reason a specific law 
was needed, and the law shall enter into force upon signature of the President, that 
is Kuchma. Obviously, at that time there were agreements which are still not 
known. I don't know what terms are provided, but practical actions for the 
investigation and actual blocking of the investigation of the Honhadze case 
indicate that from the highest circles, from the Institute of the President certain 
signals are given, so that this case was not investigated till the end.  
 

- From the perspective of today, do you consider the coalition of 
socialists with the Party of regions and Communists as a mistake? Because 
participation in this coalition has taken away a significant portion of your 
voters.  

- Maybe, it has taken away. But it has brought the part of them as well. Not 
this circumstance had the impact on the results of the vote, but a label "treason" 
that was stuck in the media. But noone still has not explained to the people what 
is this treason? A year ago, I did not consider it necessary to undertake the 
neutralization of this lie, because I was convinced that we have time to prove to 
people through our action that our course was correct. On the other hand, I couldn't 
do it, because I would have had to discredit the President to some extent, 
explaining the essence of things. Moreover people wanted so that at least 
outwardly the unity in the actions of the President, government and the 
Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) was observed. I could not explain that the 
nature of our protest was that Yushchenko wanted the coalition between the Party 
of regions and "Our Ukraine". Meanwhile Yulia Tymoshenko was an eyesore as a 
candidate for the post of Prime Minister. And that is why he sought a way how to 
gain what he wanted, remaining beautiful in front of people, especially to those 
who stood on the Maidan. He had at least ostensibly to find the reason why was 
not it possible to create a coalition of democratic forces: as if O.Moroz claims the 
position of the Chairman of the Parliament (though the guarantees of both his and 
others were forgotten), then the nomination of Poroshenko (for the speaker), 
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because they knew that we wouldn't have supported it. All to say: you see, the 
socialists destroyed the coalition. And even electing Poroshenko, the coalition 
would collapse in three months anyway. It was necessary to stop three months of 
red tape, my only regret is that we didn't do it sooner – then we would have had 
more time to explain the essence of things to people.  

But after it happened, remember, work on the Universal and other 
documents, attempts to hold round-table discussions, to cooperate, to make a broad 
coalition – I did all that sincerely and frankly. And, incidentally, it coincided with 
the intentions of Yushchenko of that time. But then, let’s say, tactical purposes, 
intents of the circle with projections for the next presidential election dominated 
his intentions. He made his choice. But he made it wrong again. The struggle was 
waged not so much on the socialists as on the prospects of Yulia Tymoshenko 
as a rival of Yushchenko in the next elections. But here, again, there was a 
miscalculation, because squeezing the socialists out of the Parliament (with the 
agreement with the business people from the members of the Party of Regions and 
"Our Ukraine"), they let Yulia Tymoshenko come to the Parliament. And now, 
they have their chores, let them do it. I am convinced that Yushchenko himself is 
satisfied with the result the least. 
 

- So you think that the socialists have been ousted from the Parliament 
because of the collusion of "Our Ukraine" and Party of regions? 

- It is obvious. Behind them there is the business community of "Our 
Ukraine" and Party of regions. Mercantile reason is the division of spheres of 
business. However they wanted to“squeeze out” Yu. Tymoshenko. They hardly 
managed to do it, so we expect constant quarrels. Political reason is to return to 
the Constitution-96. In whose favor it will be, the time will tell. 
 

- The newly formed coalition has 227 members. What are its prospects, 
how durable is it, in your opinion? 

- I'm not a political analyst. In normal countries the majority ensures stable 
operation. And sometimes it happens that there is no margin there, and the 
Parliament works and adopts the necessary laws. But this is not the Ukrainian 
version. I remember, last year the President himself repeatedly said that the 
coalition with a margin of 12 votes is not a coalition. A lot can be said about 
technologies, about the experience gained in recent years, but again, this is a 
prerequisite to predict – I don't want to do it. I want to talk about something else. 
The President cares about it with an eye on the next election. 

- Presidential... 
  - Yes. And, based on the conditions of the election, he is now trying to act 
accordingly. But what is it for the country? We do not carry the policy for one or 
the other person to become the head of some structure. There must be changes that 
are useful for the society, for the people, especially for the working people, those 
who provide all the material wealth. Now, the coalition is formed in the known 
method - due to the unconstitutional elections, with the blockage of the courts, 
with blockage of the Central Election Commission. Will it perform the high 
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mission of bringing useful change to the society? No, I have a suspicion that 
everything will be done for PR instead of meeting the specific needs of people.  

Remember: "we will cancel deputies immunity". The law was passed - the 
President has to sign it, not to hype himself. He does not sign. As you know, all 
privileges for deputies were eliminated in June, amendments  to legislation were 
made. We must not engage in chatter, but the specific duties which relate to the 
President as well. 

There were a number of circumstances which should be analysed from a 
legal point of view. Why all of a sudden has the President arrogated to himself the 
right to recognize or not to recognize the Parliament? These circumstances anyway 
will be raised in due time and they will be assessed. On this basis and 
understanding the specific role of the coalition in the Parliament, I think it will not 
be easy to work there. You have noticed, for example, that there is already the idea 
to vote only on one day. It has already happened when the Parliament was 
distorted with the efforts of Kuchma, Medvedchuk and those who supported 
Yushchenko for him to become the Prime Minister in 2000. It did not bring any 
use. 
 

- Imperative mandate can serve as a disciplining factor, the provision of 
which is recorded in the coalition agreement of BYUT and Our Ukraine–
People's Self-Defense Bloc.  

- Under no circumstances! I emphasize it once again, under no 
circumstances, the Parliament can introduce an imperative mandate! This is 
not just anachronism, it's absurdity. Unless this is done, then consider that 
Parliament does not exist. What for do we need to elect the Parliament, if it is 
possible to select five leaders of political forces, and they will agree on everything? 
A deputy is a representative of the people anyway, and he should have the freedom 
to choose, to vote, to debate and to defend their position.  
 

- You spoke positively about the candidacy of Arsenii Yatseniuk before 
appointment to the post of speaker. But do not you find it wrong or at least 
strange that the person who has not even been yet a deputy was elected as a 
speaker? Does not this job require the necessary experience? 

- Experience is needed, no doubt. After the election I called Arsenii 
Petrovych and advised him to gently go with the operation of the apparatus. There 
were many experienced professionals who would keep the line of the 
parliamentary system there, you needed to trust them.  

Practices in the management structures will allow Arsenii Yatseniuk to lead 
a meeting – it is a good school there. At least one of the conditions, which must be 
borne in mind is the need just to know personally many deputies, to communicate 
with them, know their beliefs and preferences. And to work seriously on the draft 
documents, which are submitted for consideration to the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada).  
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- Last year, in contrast to their coalition partners (the Party of Regions 
and the Communist Party of Ukraine), the socialists supported the law “On 
recognizing the Holodomor (Famine) of 1932-33 as a genocide of the 
Ukrainian people, having voted so in solidarity with "orange". However, the 
debate whether the Holodomor (Famine) was a genocide has not stopped until 
now.  

- There is no definition to convey accurately the essence of what happened 
in 1932-33. However it is not about the definition. And I was not interested how 
"orange" would vote. It was necessary to put an end to that discussion. Though it 
will last still long, because it is too painful and complex topic. Communists and 
members of the  Party of Regions did not oppose sharp and precise definitions. 
They objected to the speculative use of the definition of "genocide" against the 
Russians, Russia. Actually a generic totalitarian regime, which commited the crime 
and the crime was recognized first of all by the communists in the Soviet times. 
And communists of our time, as I understand it, didn't want for the history and the 
tragedy to influence the relations between states, between people and between 
ethnic groups. The socialists believed that it was necessary to call things by their 
names. And it is more important, undoubtedly, to prevent today the course of 
events, that would have ended with hunger, or other privation of people.  
 

- Why then do you not consider it necessary to put an end to the 
question of recognition of the Ukrainian insurgent army to be the belligerent 
side? Taking into consideration the fact that there is a conclusion of scientific 
and expert Committee under the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine that the 
UPA (The Ukrainian Insurgent Army) was not a criminal formation, but the 
national liberation movement.  

- The Commission on this issue was created on my initiative in 1992 or 
1993. It imitated its work for many years until, convenient for the President 
conclusion could be drawn as it was seen in his circle. Therefore, it is obligatory 
that these findings should be considered at the meeting of the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada) for the people to understand the essence of the problem. But I 
have not yet seen such initiative from the side of the Cabinet of Ministers. We will 
have to wait. 

In 1992 the socialists put it that way: you can understand, you can forgive, 
you can enter the position of those people who appropriately fought as they 
understood it, but you cannot justify terrorist actions and justify the crime. It is 
necessary to know the history as it was. And all the parallels with other countries 
are relative to the history, each country has its own. It is necessary to know this 
story, understand that there are tragic pages, which cannot be justified under any 
circumstances. It is true that 35 or 40 thousand people were killed in 1943 in Volyn 
and Lviv region by bandеrivtsi (supporters of the Revolutionary Organization of 
Ukrainian Nationalists). It does not matter whoever would say that it was the 
answer to the well-known action by the Poles – it does not justify neither ones nor 
the others. We make another mistake, we do not unite people by this. I repeat 
once again that the formula that we used since 1992, is absolutely acceptable to the 
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present time. In the history there are episodes that will never have a unanimous 
evaluation. So, is it necessary today to split the society? I am against it. 
 

- Can this same formula be applied to the Bolshevik party? To the 
Bolsheviks, who destroyed the Ukrainian People's Republic? 

- And why not? But it is needed to understand the causes of the then ruin. 
And now it is impossible to take sides. Or to read, let’s say, Makhno in a new way. 
Nestor Makhno was a peculiar charismatic figure. During the revolutionary 
changes, he behaved differently and the circumstances were different. It is 
necessary simply to understand, to see, that our history was manifold, but not to 
make apostles of some, and criminals of the others. We'll go far, the quarrel will 
break out among people. It should be borne in mind that there are descendants of 
all of them But they find their advice and insight. Let us not "help" them with too 
much and stupid mandatory nature. 
 

- But still there is a question, which is splitting and separating people 
from election to election and it is the question of the status of the Russian 
language. Is there, in your opinion, the language problem in Ukraine? 

- This problem is far-fetched by those who do not want to do what is 
provided by law in respect of language. Here it is easier to explain that there is the 
dominance of the Russian language, instead of arranging cinematography, printing 
in the Ukrainian language, under appropriate conditions, so that in journalism the 
Ukrainian language dominated, if it is perceived by the reader. When I'm not doing 
this, then I will look for a reason – they do not let me. Who does not allow you to 
speak the Ukrainian language or any other their native language? 
 

- No, the complaints usually are from the opposite side - about the 
alleged oppression of the Russian language... 

- Many have an objective basis for such statements. Why? Yesterday he 
went to school, and he had Russian literature as a subject, he became familiar with 
the world culture through Russian culture. Russian literature, and it is not a secret, 
is the strongest and the most powerful in world literature, and luminaries in this 
literature are well-known everywhere in the world, and through Russian literature 
we had an access to the world culture. Now, it appears to be elective, world 
literature - and whole series of great masters of Russian literature were put on the 
list of foreign. Neither language nor literature are being studied, and those citizens 
of Ukraine, for which, by the way, the Russian language is native, consider it to be 
an oppression. How can we argue? 
 

- Well, and what could be the solution? To leave lessons of Russian 
language and literature as separate subjects in schools? To introduce the 
second state language? 

- Why do you think so? 
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- I do not think so. But I ask you, because this question comes up from 
election to election... 

- Now, please note that this topic is especially acute during presidential 
campaigns, although it is not for the presidents, it is the theme of the Parliament. 
We have expressed our position regarding the use of languages in Ukraine - 
Russian, and other non-Ukrainian languages: there is the European Charter, ratified 
by Ukraine, and it must be respected. And if we moved in this direction, this topic 
would not be relevant at all. But it is clear that there is speculation regarding the 
status of languages. I offered the draft law On use of languages in Ukraine 7 years 
ago, it didn't pass. Later the discussion started again. Last year, seeing that such 
questions were artificially aggravated, we did not initiate the consideration of this 
question, bearing in mind that we would consider many other problems that 
concerned people, and then it would be possible to go back to the language. But it 
was never about changing the status of the language. Certain political forces 
defend it, but I don't think that prospect for Ukraine is in this direction. It is then 
the prospect when everyone will be free to use their native language, having 
knowledge of the state one. In Kazakhstan it was made sensible. There Kazakh, 
Russian and English are obligatory for studying. 
 

- We already know the price of gas for the next year - 179.5 dollars for 1 
thousand cubic meters, while the state budget-2008 was calculated based on 
the maximum price of 160 dollars. In BYuT such an agreement has already 
been called a failure. How catastrophic is it, and is there the political 
component related to the results of early parliamentary elections at this price? 

- You see, politics and economics are always closely connected, their 
distinction will be always artificial... Yes, there's obviously a political component, 
but there is a world market, and many other circumstances. Also, there is a lag in 
the development of the Ukrainian economy from global trends, the backpedalling 
of the necessity of revising the general system of prices, wages and many other 
things. If we don't move on to a new scale of prices and wages, we can really get 
disastrous results – primarily in the social sphere. And a rise in the price for the 
major component of the economy - energy – of course, may have dire 
consequences. The situation, for example, in the chemical industry is on the verge 
of critical. The state has withdrawn from the role of the subject and coordinator of 
inter-state relations. As a matter of fact the higher the price of gas is, the better it 
will be for those Ukrainian politicians who have their fingers on the pipe. 

- Are you referring to "RosUkrEnergo"? 
- "RosUkrEnergo" too.  

 
- Yulia Tymoshenko has promised to eliminate intermediaries in the 

provision of Ukraine with gas, namely "RosUkrEnergo". 
- As it was before, there is not dispute about the public interest but 

private interest. I don't think she will manage to replace the Ukrainian part in the 
company. It failed in 2005, when she wanted "Itera" there. And friends of Viktor 
Yushchenko will not remain indifferent to these attempts. Because the prices are 
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prices, and they "... war is when one figths to the last ditch and another gets 
rich ". But let her try. No one will punish her, moreover she is the Prime Minister.  
 

- What do you think how will end the premiership of Tymoshenko, how 
long and how successful will it be? 

- Again, I am not a political commentator. Frankly speaking: I wanted Yulia 
Volodymyrivna to be a Prime Minister, so that people could understand what there 
is in words, but what there is in deed. Otherwise, obviously, the lessons are not 
absorbed, only in practice.  
 

- In fact, in a year the presidential campaign will begin. Is there an 
intention of the Socialist party of Ukraine to take part in it and in what 
capacity? Do you see the candidates, which could be supported by the party? 

- The Socialist party, undoubtedly, will be the participant of the presidential 
campaign. What role there will be for the representatives of our party and the party 
itself – time will tell.  
 

- Do you think it is possible for them to run for?  
- I do not think to do so, because, to be honest, I'm not interested in the 

presidency as such. I'm interested in the completion of the political reform. The 
party will make all efforts (today, they are more modest, but significant at the same 
time). If the reform is complete, then there is the prospect for Ukraine, positive 
changes will occur. If not – there will not be changes. And personalities do not 
change anything. At least for the better. 
 
 

         20.12.07 
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From the responses to the newspaper "Capital news" (Stolichnyie novosti) 
 

1. How could this happen that Tymoshenko and Yushchenko of your 
former friends have become bitter enemies for you and the socialist party? 

- What would you like to say about this political couple? 
There are no friends in politics. It is an axiom. Both of these politicians 

compete with each which creates political intrigue for the past several years. 
One of them claims to be the moral arbitrator of the nation. The other to be 

on the left-of-center (social democratic) niche. In both cases socialists, including 
me hinder them. 

Both politicians are authoritarian in understanding the nature of state power, 
under the guise of a democratic, European rhetoric. They associate the possibilities 
of authoritarianism with state functions of the authorities, which they represent 
themselves. They will not rest until, until one sits on the head of another. It 
looks like Yu.Tymoshenko has the better prospect here, because she relies on her 
political power, which has all the hallmarks of a cult. V.Yushchenko does not 
have such a power. 
 

2. Do you support the idea that the country needs a new Constitution, 
which must be adopted not in the Parliament, but by a referendum? 

I strongly oppose any illegal ways to amend the Fundamental Law. There is 
not a law on referendum. This is a poorly disguised way of the constitutional 
revolution and a return to authoritarianism. 

In the current Constitution with the amendments all those things that 
people fought on Maidan, during and after, are reflected. The approaches of V. 
Yushchenko, phrased by us together (and signed) in 2002 and several times later 
are reflected. The fact that he refuses its obligations, does not surprise me. But it 
would be more important that the citizens gave proper assessment to this turn in 
strategic issues for the country. 
 

3. In last year's interview to the "Capital news" you said that Ukraine 
was defending the interests of others. And are you ready to confirm it now? 

Of course. The imposition of authoritarianism (and especially its 
introduction in practice of public administration) facilitates the task of Western, 
mostly, puppeteers. Through one man with unlimited powers it is easier for a 
world government to govern Ukraine. 

The involvement of Ukraine in NATO does not give anything to our 
country. But it is beneficial to countries who are building the geopolitics on the 
confrontation of the superpowers. Yushchenko gives ammunition to such needs. 

The sale of agricultural land will lead to landlessness of the peasants, will 
completely destroy the rural lifestyle and agricultural production. Mostly 
foreigners will become land owners. It is not worth to explain it. The President 
proposes to stop the well-known moratorium. So whose interests does he defend? 

Similar examples can be continued.  
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4. Having devoted your life to politics, you were able to dodge expertly 
the journalistic questions. And today can you pour out your soul? Well, tell 
us, for example, why politicians so much strive for power. 

Concerning the "journalistic questions". I have not ever dodge them. But, as 
a rule, I tried not to say too much. I will not do it now as well. In addition, I have 
ample opportunity to "pour out my soul", for example, in the works. It is 
appropriate there. In the newspaper publications only naive people pour out their 
souls. But newspapers do not give the go to such "outpouring". The reader is not 
interested in it. 

Concerning the question of "for example" I answer. Politicians and politics 
are implemented through the government or fighting against it. This explains 
a lot. But not everything.  

The specific character of Ukraine consist in the direct merger of business 
and government. This is a critical problem. It should be solved, creating legal and 
other conditions for free development of business, not in need of "protection". 
Because the absence of these conditions, pushes many businessmen into politics, 
although there is no use from them. 

Another circumstance is the use of power for personal gain plundering the 
nationwide (mainly budget) funds. For example, "protection" schemes of VAT 
refund, procurement and services for budgetary funds etc. Unfortunately, this is the 
Ukrainian reality. But if the person in power thus enriched, he is not a 
politician but a criminal. People have not differentiate these two definitions yet. 
Apparently, they have a reason to. 

5. Which of the rumors about yourself do you think is the most 
ridiculous and which is the meanest? 

Absurd rumour, or rather slander on the bribe in the amount of 300-350 
million. It is absurd because its author is the current Prime Minister, who does not 
know the value of money. 

I think the meanest one is the rumour about the betrayal. I have never 
betrayed. Namely the traitors spread that. I hope people have already sorted it 
out largely. Time will help them. And if it will not it is worse for them, because for 
the quality of life in the country to be changed for the better, you need to do what 
we offer (including me). There is no other option in nature! 

6. In the parliamentary years you often loved to "ride Pegasus". 
Describe in poetic form the state of our politics. 

Of course, politics is not a matter of poetic inspiration, but as the proposal 
came, I will say simply: 

There are so much evil and lies in politics  
From those who with snow of words sins concealed. 
But we need actions, not mirages. 
And as one man said right: 
"Spring will show who and where screwed us". 

The slang here is justified. Those who know the political circles of Ukraine 
will confirm this". 

  20.12.07 
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From an interview to the newspaper "Kyiv Telegraph" 
 

— With what mood will you celebrate the year of the Rat? What 
(whom) is it associated for you with? Maybe with Yulia Tymoshenko? 

Rat is not associated with people. Though, because it is smart, cautious and 
prudent. 

Mood... I don't know why but it is like before the competition (fight, game). 
When you're sure you will win. Without this, neither on the pitch nor on the carpet 
you can't come. 
 

— The President announced the following year to be the year of the 
constitutional reform. How do you assess this initiative? Do you plan to enter 
the constitutional commission, which he wants to form? 

The problem of Ukraine is that everyone who had tasted power, wants to 
stake out its position by the Fundamental law. 

You can not destroy the Constitution! Only dilettantes or charlatans can 
encroach on it. This is my position. Of course, it is at odds with the position of 
those who want with the help of constitutional amendments to aggravate the 
situation of the state and the people. That is why, I do not see a place for me in 
some (especially established with the help of unconstitutional means) Commission. 

However, the past year seemed to have been a year of village because of the 
supreme order? How did peasants feel it? 
 

— Are you planning to run for the post of the President of Ukraine? 
No. It is necessary to strive for complete political reform. It opens up the 

prospect for Ukraine. Personalities and posts are of secondary importance. System 
of government is of primary importance. 

It is also one of the topics for discussion in the context of the previous 
question. 
 

— What mistakes, in your opinion, did the Party of regions make, which 
lost the struggle for power and happened to be in opposition? Can they be 
corrected or are they fatal? 

Power should be used in the interests of the people and the state, and not to 
sell it (or trade for it, or with it), being guided by individual interests. These 
interests are episodic. State interests are permanent. 

V. Yanukovych trust "his", and did so, as those with whom his 
representatives were bidding. 

Goals should be high and universal, then they are not affected by vanity. If 
this lesson is learned by the leadership of the Party of Regions, mistakes can be 
corrected. But will it be learnt? 

 
         24.12.07 
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From an interview to the newspaper "DELO" 
 

- How, in your opinion, will the discussion of the law on the Cabinet of 
Ministers be held, will it be approved? And in which version: presidential or 
governmental? 

Discussion, I hope, will be held in accordance with the Regulations. This 
question is nonroutine because its content involves the correction of relations in the 
triangle of the upper echelon of power: the Parliament – the President – the 
government. 

The problem consists in this correction. 
Last year, as readers remember, V.Yushchenko hindered the enactment of 

the law on the Cabinet of Ministers as he only could. After the publication of the 
law, he finally began to implement the unconstitutional plan, using as a pretext the 
enactment of the law. The motivation was false: the law does not restrict the 
powers of the President. In fact, the law brought into conformity the powers of the 
institutions of power with the Constitution. 

Meanwhile, it did have a few controversial provisions, which were 
compelled because they supposed blocking unconstitutional intentions of the 
President, which had been submitted to the Parliament. In particular, it was about 
the right of the President to make the candidacy of Prime Minister proposed by the 
coalition. I will remind, in the Constitution this right of the head of state is not 
stated, it requires the enforcement of his authority according to the content, scope 
and way defined by the Constitution.  

On one Monday of January after the publication of the law we 
(V.Yushchenko, V.Yanukovych and I) agreed that all incorrect places in the law 
will be removed with the help of amendments next Thursday. The issue has been 
resolved. But half an hour later after the meeting, the head of the Presidential 
Administration informed the journalists that "... the parties have not agreed 
on anything". It became clear that the President was looking for any reasons 
for the deterioration of relations, to justify a planned venture with the early 
termination of powers of the Parliament. 

In the project, which has come now to the consideration of the Parliament, 
there are really necessary specifications, against which, I think, there will be no 
objection. At the same time, one can see with the naked eye the intention to limit 
the power of the government and the Parliament, to grant unconstitutional powers 
to the Secretariat of the President and the the National Security and Defense 
Council, i.e. to strengthen the role of the President and his entire vertical of power. 

Of course, Ukraine in nation-building should move in the opposite direction. 
Not to increase, for example, the role of local administrations but to eliminate the 
district ones, to change the functions of regional ones, to strengthen the role of 
the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine as an institution of the highest executive 
authority, handling of the economic, in particular, processes by the government. In 
the branches of power there should not be a duplication - a source of 
irresponsibility and intrigue. 
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This is elementary stuff. What the Parliament will do, we will look. If the 
version of the President will be adopted without changes, then it means the 
coalition is run by his Secretariat. If a different approach prevails, the assessment 
should be given on the results of voting. Here it is necessary to take into account 
upcoming political campaigns, especially presidential one. 
 

- What is the main thing happening now in the Ukrainian politics, in 
your opinion?  

How durable will happen to be the ruling coalition, will the opposition 
manage to unite? 

The vitality of the coalition can be verified by the sentiments of its members 
before the presidential elections and personal disposition of the campaign. 
Therefore, the current predictions mean little. As, however, the statements of 
various politicians on this issue. 

Unity of the coalition is an artificial question generally speaking. The 
Regulations should clarify the right of factions outside the coalition, and confine to 
it. At least to escape the temptation to "chase" all under the norm of a law that no 
one needs. 

At the same time, a law on opposition activity, which concerns not only 
the Parliament, but the functioning of different parties in the country, public 
and other organizations who do not share the policy of the government is 
needed. 

And what happens in the Ukrainian politics? It is a general question, so is 
the answer: something occurs that should occur because  of disrespect to the 
Constitution of those (or that), who primarily should be responsible for the equality 
of all before the Law. Without this it is useless to speak about the future of the 
country. 
 

- Why did not the socialists get into the Parliament? Who and how 
prevented it? When will it be possible that in Ukraine a just and fair election 
without bribery of members of election commissions will be held? 

This issue was thoroughly and openly analyzed by the Congress of the party 
and the local party conferences. The assessment is published, access to them is 
opened. 

In particular, I plead guilty to that: 
a) for several months I did not stop tinkering with the creation of the so-

called coalition of democratic forces. The tinkering, which was based (and is 
based) on the subjective interests of Viktor Yushchenko and Yulia Tymoshenko; 
and their uncompromising enmity; 

b) immediately after the formation of the anti-crisis coalition, I paid little 
attention to explaining the necessity (and inevitability) of such a step to 
people. The creation of a coalition of the Party of Regions + the party Our Ukraine 
was an alternative to ot what V.Yushchenko sought, looking for an excuse before 
people from Maidan; 
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c) I was hoping that with the time people will understand the conflict, 
moreover clear criticism of the President concerning that question from the 
Chairman of the Parliament would be unprofitable to the society, I avoided these 
topics. But others thought and acted otherwise and put their personal interest above 
the public. 

There were other reasons (the collapse of the judicial system, blocking of the 
Constitutional Court of Ukraine, the CEC, outright bribery of voters and 
Commission members, manipulation of voter lists ...), the whole set of techniques 
for "democratic" countries. 

The people saw all that, and know. Making sure that the power thus formed, 
is going farther and farther away from them, they will start thinking. We will help 
them, it is our political task. 
 

- What is the prospect of decisions on land issues? 
This is a key issue for the Ukrainian state. I agree to give separate interviews 

on this occasion. I would like to return to the appeal of Viktor Yushchenko to 
the Ukrainian peasants under the title "I will save the Ukrainian village". Here 
are some quotes: 

"... Today, they are trying to take the land from the Ukrainian peasants. 
They want to make a powerless peon of a peasant, a serf on his/her own land. We 
come to the final point where there is a loss of the sacred thing, namely loss of 
their homeland. 

...The state does not have any guarantees, no laws that would protect farmers 
from abuse, fraud and banditry. And the land is the last thing they have! 

...I will win the election and in the early days... I will sign the law on 
prolongation of moratorium on purchase and sale of land.  

...I will not let the peasants be deceived again!" 
It is a good call. It was one of the arguments for the socialists when 

explaining the need to support V. Yushchenko in the presidential election. 
Let readers themselves compare statements before the elections and deeds 

after them. Indeed, "word and deed!".  
 

- How do you assess the activity of Valentyna Semeniuk on a post of the 
head of the SPFU? What do you think charges of the too cheap sale 
"Luhanskteplovoz" are associated with? 

The undeniable fact is quality updates of the system of the SPFU. In fact, a 
transparent and open system was created by V. Semeniuk. It gave noticeable 
improvements. During the three years of work of V. Semeniuk being the head of 
the Fund budget revenues from this sector of economic activity and management 
grew in half to two times as compared with the (total of) thirteen-years (!) period. 
Period, where almost all state property was passed into private hands. 

I wonder when one of the companions of the current Prime Minister took 
possession of the "Luhanskteplovoz" to cut it into scrap metal, no one paid 
attention. When announced last year's competition fell down by the courts and 
authoritative decisions, striking price conditions, it did not interest anybody as 
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well. Now that all procedures are conducted in accordance with the laws, the 
conditions of production are dramatically changed (the number of jobs, wages, 
social conditions, orders etc), his prospect opened, insinuations started. 

Who cares? The answer to this question is the common answer concerning 
V. Semeniuk. She calls the actions of the authorities in relation to the plant a 
crime. 

It is hard to disagree. 
 

- If you failed to offer Iosif Vinskii the post of Deputy Prime Minister or 
the Minister of Transport, do you think he would have remained among the 
socialists? 

In 2005, staffing issues of such content depended on V. Yushchenko. I 
offered them, referring to the general training of a person and his/her desire to 
work in the Executive branch. The nomination was not approved. 

In 2006, it was not about the exchange of "post for the loyalty." I was 
never guided by such an approach. 

Whether there were such proposals now, from the others, Yu.Tymoshenko in 
particular, You probably know. I do not consider it appropriate to discuss them. 

 
 
        21.01.08 
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From the interview to the newspaper "Khreshchatyk" 
 
- You opposed the early elections to the Supreme Council (Verkhovna 

Rada). And you had enough powerful legal arguments against the dissolution 
of the Parliament. However, you unexpectedly agreed, having signed the 
famous "agreement of three". Do not you regret now that step?  

The fact that the early election was a venture of V. Yushchenko, 
Yu.Tymoshenko and their ilk, does not need any explanations for anyone who is 
interested in politics, and at least somewhat familiar with the constitutional law. 
"Venture" is an unlawful action. So I understand namely the definition. 
A venture, which is, undoubtedly, unconstitutional. Not by chance the 
Constitutional Court was gagged by the officials of the presidential entourage, 
because the court could only confirm the illegal nature of the actions of the 
President. 

As the Chairman of the Parliament and also according to my beliefs, I could 
not accept that important social processes, in that case associated with the political 
and personal change of power would occur in an unconstitutional way. After all, 
early elections is an ordinary phenomenon, peculiar to the various, existing 
nowadays state systems. They are provided by our Fundamental law as well. 
Therefore, my position was explained by the simple condition that elections could 
be carried out, but only in a way and with reasons defined by the Constitution 
(I do not refer readers to its text, who have doubts can check themselves). 

When the intentions of the President were evident in discussions with him 
and others, I defended namely this order to hold early elections on legal 
grounds. V. Yushchenko claimed the same, but instead of fulfilling his promises 
he ignored even the PACE resolution, adopted on 17 April 2007. The Assembly 
specifically considered the Ukrainian issue, took into account the guarantees of the 
President regarding the implementation of judicial decisions, and recorded this 
requirement in its resolution. To avoid compliance with his own words, 
V.Yushchenko cancelled the first anti-constitutional decree and issued a new in a 
few days. Also unconstitutional. Subsequently, twice more. 

After provocations on the part of the Secretariat of the head of the state (and 
him personally) reached a climax when the danger of civil conflict and the 
bloodshed became apparent, the legal way out of this situation was still needed. 
It was found in the form of an agreement. 

I remind that the negotiations on the elections were conducted under the 
authority of the President between business groups the Party of Regions and the 
party Our Ukraine. I did not participate in those auctions. The deadlock to which 
negotiations led could be unleashed by the savage method with the use of force. 
Corresponding orders were already made by V. Yushchenko. Incidentally, it is one 
of the objects of the legal inquiry, which subsequently has to be made. I had 
enough testimonoes on this occasion. 

About 10 o'clock in the evening I was invited to the President to find a way 
out. Debate over the content of the agreement was carried out until the morning. 
The agreement became legal form, therefore, the signing of it by me I do not 
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consider to be a mistake, especially since it involved a number of actions by the 
Parliament. 

The agreement had seven points. One of them determined the date of the 
elections, all the rest – providing of the constitutional grounds for their holding. 
Grounds, that I can confirm as much as you like, which in the legal field of 
Ukraine and the democratic enforcement cannot be achieved. But it gave an 
opportunity for all, and the President in the first place, to demonstrate respect 
for the Constitution and get out of the created deadlock. The hand was 
stretched to V.Yushchenko to pull him out of the mess in which he was put by 
different "dear friends". 

He chose a different path. Conventions, statements by deputies about the 
resignation, organized inactivity of the CEC and courts etc – it's all from the 
arsenal of the adventurers in power. The content of the agreement and my 
signature have nothing to do with it. It is not the fault of the document but its 
non-implementation. 

Was it possible for me to act differently? Of course. As I did not participate 
in previous negotiations, it was possible to find a formal reason: do as the law 
provides, I will act also according to the law and regulations. Abstractly, this is the 
right position. But politics can not use abstractions, the result could be different, 
including the bloody one. Would it be useful for the society and the country? 

 
 
          21.01.08 
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FROM THE INTERVIEW TO THE "NEWSPAPER IN UKRAINIAN (Po-
Ukrainsky)" 

 
- What do you think about the statement of Yulia Tymoshenko 

concerning the abolition of the office of the President and amending the 
Constitution so that Ukraine has become a parliamentary Republic? 

This is a continuation of the tacit debate between two politicians, the 
continuation of the struggle for the absolute power. This struggle led to the 
collapse of the so-called democratic coalition at the finish of several months of 
negotiations in 2006. This struggle continues today as well in the form of a 
blocked Parliament, in the form of gas clashes, where behind the nice words about 
direct communication and elimination of criminal schemes an attempt to 
control these schemes lies. 

The difference in the circumstances of the fight in the range of 1,5-2 years 
concists in the fact that now you can't use the excuse – "treason" of the socialists. 
The farther it goes, the more citizens get sufficient evidence that the socialists 
were right. 

We were absolutely right insisting on the completion of the political reform, 
the implementation of intentions, recorded by several documents together with the 
mentioned ones signed by politicians before and after the presidential campaign. 
The completion of the reform would remove the artificial tension between the 
governmental institutions. As a matter of fact they arise not because of the 
imperfection of the Fundamental Law, but because of the reluctance to follow 
it. Everyone has to do the management of their part provided by the Law. Attempts 
to subjugate the other branch ends with a fight, which the population has already 
been tired of, which becomes an object of ridicule among the neighbors. This will 
not be hidden with different decorations, like new Pro-government party or 
ceremonial farewell meetings of the head of state. 

All this happens however there is enough space in power for all smart. You 
just have to comply with the law, and not to adjust it "to you". 

In Europe, which we supposedly seek to enter, in most countries there are 
presidents, and prime Ministers, but there is no infighting between them after the 
election (unfortunately, the usual thing for Ukraine). Why would not we use their 
experience? 
 

- What is your attitude to the President's desire to amend the 
Constitution bypassing the Parliament? Is it possible to do with the help of the 
Constitutional Court? Is it beneficial for Tymoshenko? 

Amending of the Constitution bypassing the Parliament can legally be 
classified as a state crime, whoever would do this, including the head of the state 
or the Constitutional Court. 

Reaching this conclusion on the basis of the provisions of the Fundamental 
Law, it is needless to comment on the calculations, whether it is beneficial to 
someone or not. After all, to use criminal consequences to own advantage is as 
criminal, as to do evil. 
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One thing that refers to the current political situation, the initiators of the 
venture with the Constitution have no chance to use it for their benefit. These are 
"roasted chestnuts" in the wrong hands. Of course, we are not talking about the 
benefits for the people. Who remembers about them in such a personal battle? 

 
 
         12.03.08 
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Comment for the press 
(On the tender purchase) 

 
Information from the local level indicates the growing discontent of business 

executives and managers with the procurement mechanism for the budget funds. 
Let me remind you that the current law was adopted to replace the previous 

one, which did not become a hindrance for large-scale corruption. In the text of the 
document the proposals of the nearly forty projects, prepared by the deputies of 
all factions were included. 

By signing the law, the President expressed wishes for its improvement, to 
remove some of the preconditions for abuse on the part of the tender chamber and 
other participants in the procurement. V. Yushchenko proposed to amend till 
August 2007. The Parliament adopted the necessary changes in June last year, 
taking into account the practice of many months of application of the law, 
simplifying procurement technology, especially for small enterprises and public 
sector institutions (hospitals, schools etc). 

The President did not sign the law, continuing to lament the deficiencies 
in the procurement. 

The Prime Minister also does not forget to mention about them as the 
environment of corruption. Meanwhile, the leaders of the tender chamber are 
now the deputies of the party BYuT. 

I do not give any hints concerning this. But I will notice that the problem in 
a legislative sense, was solved long ago. It is necessary to encat a law, not to shout 
about its necessity. 

Of course, if you really care about economical use of budget funds and want 
to fight corruption. 

 
 
         17.03.08 
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Press release 
 

Regarding the Resolution of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) Of 
Ukraine on early elections in Kyiv 

 
Adopted by the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine the decision 

on early elections in Kyiv does not even cause a surprise, because once again 
testifies to the arbitrariness as the norm in the Ukrainian power relations. 
Arbitrariness, on top of which there is V. Yushchenko, who began the 
destruction of the Constitution and the rule of law in the state. This is the 
arbitrariness that may tomorrow lead to the early elections of the President of 
Ukraine. 

The decision of the Parliament is questionable regarding the compliance 
with the requirements of the Law on local self-government. If the vote for it was 
stipulated by the dependent status of the deputies from the coalition, then voting of 
other deputies – not members of the coalition can be explained only by the political 
environment (or maybe other temptations). They play up to the lawlessness, 
supporting the power chaos in the state. 

Conflict regarding power in the capital is irrelevant to the interests of 
Kyiv citizens. Its reason is simple to primitive: there is a struggle of construction 
and other corporations, which are under the control of certain political 
parties, particularly the party Our Ukraine and BYuT and want to obtain the 
monopoly right to plunder Kyiv lands and other resources. The leading role is 
played by the bodies of BYuT, which are envious because of the examples from 
the Kyiv region, where they have sat down on the head of the authorities and local 
communities, taking the prestigious land. They still had to consolidate its position 
by the will of the head of the state on the immediate transformation of earth into a 
commodity. 

It is worth to remind people of Kyiv (and not only them) that the current 
arbitrariness in the state is done by their will as well, expressed during the voting 
in elections. 

      Leader of 
the Socialist party of Ukraine                                          Oleksandr MOROZ 

 
 
      19.03.08 
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Comment for the press 
 
Reporters appealed to the Chairman of the Socialist party of Ukraine O. Moroz 

concerning some recent publications. Here's what he said. 
 

On the relations between the President and the Prime Minister 
 

The farther, the more obvious is the competition of two leaders with an eye 
on the next political campaign. Just that, not a care about the constitutional order, 
public administration efficiency, economic achievements or personnel changes are 
the reason for mutual attacks. In this context, one should read the arguments of the 
parties, because its content fully depends on the expected place of every contender 
in the fight for the Mace. So their reasoning can dramatically change even in one 
authorship (for example, to be Ukraine parliamentary state or presidential one). 

However, it does not mean anything. The closer the election campaigns are 
and in connection with the apparent deterioration of the level of welfare of the 
population, the intensity of competition will increase, harming the country and the 
people, showing the true cause of the various political combinations in power for 
the past four years of "troublesome" time in Ukraine. 

I see only one positive thing of this power debate – it repeatedly 
demonstrates to the wide circle the legality of the position of the socialists, 
which have tried to distance themselves from this permanent fight since 2005. 
 

Concerning the V. Yushchenko’s statements about the Constitution  
 

The statements of V. Yushchenko on constitutional affairs circulated in the 
online editions dated 15 April of this year. 

I would like to hope that the President will refute the nonsense presented in 
the materials of his alleged direct speech. For example, he says that in 2004, no 
amendments to the Constitution were discussed, but votes just were counted and 
amendments were adopted.... It is an invention. The amendments were discussed 
for a long time, several years, with participation of V.Yushchenko as well, and he 
participated in a vote on 8 December 2004 using an electronic system, there is his 
official statement about it. 

"The scenario of 2004 led to the constitutional revolution..." – 
V.Yushchenko thinks. What does he have in mind - the presidential election? 

V.Yushchenko goes even further, believing that the amendments to the 
Constitution on the "no public basis," brought people to Maidan(?). It's just a lie. 
Maidan began with the walkouts "Ukraine without Kuchma", " Rise up, 
Ukraine!", with the indignation regarding the use of administrative resources 
during the voting in the first and second round of the 2004 elections. The 
amendments to the Constitution and implementation of specific law on presidential 
elections had completed Maidan, but not started it. 

Especially V. Yushchenko should not forget about this.                16.04.08 
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Answers of O.Moroz to the newspaper "AiF in Ukraine" (Arguments 
and Facts in Ukraine) 

 
Council of the Crimea asks Yushchenko to cancel the decree on the 

celebration of the 350th anniversary of the victory in Konotop battle. So after 
all is it worth celebrating this event at such a high level? And generally is it 
worth celebrating such controversial events at the state level? 
 

Controversial events do not happen to be in the history. Konotop battle 
happened in the summer of 1659. Hetman Ivan Vyhovskyi (who was not 
recognized by the Russian Tsar in such a status), together with the Tatars defeated 
the Moscow army. Then, as it often happened, the Tatars were engaged in the usual 
for them robbery. Poltava region suffered the most. This aroused anger of the 
population, including (and especially) against I.Vygovskyi.  

In the middle ages there were a lot of such clashes. But to do from each of 
them exception, especially selectively, on the basis of the modern individual vision 
of politicians about the correctness – incorrectness of this or that event means to 
engage in the speculations.  
 Soon after the Konotop battle Ukraine (by the way, with the participation of 
the same I. Vygovskyi) lost a number of advantages stipulated in the Pereiaslav 
Rada (Council), and civil war broke out with new force. Is it necessary to celebrate 
this occasion? 

History should be known and remembered. But you have to remember 
that every event or action at the state level, after a short time also becomes 
history. Here the officials should not make mistakes. 

                                
  21.04.08 
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Comment for the press 
 

The war of words between top officials demeans citizens and the state 
 

"What the citizens of Ukraine observed today in the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada) – the war of words between high-ranking officials 
humiliates the citizens as well as the state". This was stated by the leader of the 
Socialist party of Ukraine, first Secretary of political Council of the Socialist party 
of Ukraine Oleksandr Moroz.  

"The question arises: to whom and for what reason the heads of the state 
institutions are turning to when all officials are appointed by them and subordinate 
to them. It turns out, the Constitution interferes, because, according to 
Tymoshenko, it creates a "dual power in the country." The problem is not in the 
Constitution, but in them themselves, in the competition for the right to 
neglect the Fundamental law in the struggle for absolute power. In fact it is a 
big danger for the country. Today you can see the consequence of the 
unconstitutional coup, mounted by Yushchenko and Tymoshenko. Yushchenko 
destroyed the legal system, destroyed the judicial branch of government, he openly 
despises the Constitution and the laws. And this is an example for his Secretariat, 
the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine, for the authorities at local level," – O.Moroz 
explained.  

"I could contentedly say: "the Socialists in 2006, were a thousand times 
right when they warned of the possibility of such a course of events. Today it 
is evident to anyone". But the public interest requires the other thing. Let the 
leaders have a fight in the political kitchen, where together they began their 
adventurous, unconstitutional projects, but not to show their mud to general public: 
people should not be hurt by such show", - the leader of the Socialist party of 
Ukraine emphasized.  

 
 
13.05.08 
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Press release 
 

The Secretariat of the Socialist party of Ukraine expressed its ideas 
on individual initiatives of the government 

 
Blocking the work of the Parliament by the leadership of the 

government is a strange and bizarre event itself. It is not worth commenting it. 
Claims of Yulia Tymoshenko on the need for immediate adoption of three 

"anti-inflation" laws attract attention. This requirement is referred, in fact, to the 
majority coalition, which at any time is capable of (and without PR effects) taking 
the necessary decision. 

But what is proposed in these projects?  
One of the laws provides for full exemption from import duty on imported 

basic foodstuffs. 
From an economic and social point of view, it is: 
- the destruction of the Ukrainian production; 
- leaving without a change the trend to higher prices; 
- job cuts in Ukraine; 
- the establishment of food dependence of Ukraine from abroad, price 

regulation by importers, the market is saturated with food of poor quality; 
- further deterioration of human well-being.  

From a legal point of view, it is: 
- crime, directed on satisfaction of interests of those close to the government 

intermediaries at the expense of Ukrainian citizens and the state. 
From a political point of view it is: 

- a betrayal of Ukraine's interests. 
 
 

     14.05.08 
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From the interview to UNIAN 
 

- On Thursday, in the Parliament the parliamentary Commission on 
amendments to the Constitution should be created. This Commission is 
believed to have to agree on a joint bill of amendments to the Constitution, 
with the help of which a transition to a parliamentary model actually will take 
place. Parliamentary Ukraine was Your personal dream. Therefore, will you 
probably welcome the implementation of these intentions? 

The Parliament can establish such a Commission. It is its right. What will be 
the subject of its attention – I don't know. If it is the project, which has already had 
the conclusion of the Constitutional Court of Ukraine, then the work of the 
Provisional Special Commission is logical. 

There may be other projects, but they provide a longer period of their 
implementation. It is defined with the XIII-th chapter of the Constitution. In the 
last convocation of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) there was an 
opportunity to complete (at the time agreed with V.Yushchenko and others) 
political reform, adopting amendments to the Constitution in September-October 
2007. This is what was discussed in my conversation with journalists, that very 
spring in Vinnytsia. Negotiations with deputies of different factions allowed to 
hope that at the end of May 300 voices would be enough for effective solutions 
(otherwise time of the whole cadence was lost). Opponents of the amendments to 
the Constitution, in favor of V.Yushchenko, gave this fact as a confirmation of the 
expansion of the coalition in the illegal way. The lie was started as a tool to prevent 
democratic changes*. 

All that was then, and what we have as a result, you know. 
I have never promoted the idea of a parliamentary republic. Ukraine has not 

yet matured to such a level of democracy. First you need to develop the model of a 
parliamentary-presidential Republic, to acquire experience in the implementation 
of such a model, the balance of power, separation of business and government, and 
then (if necessary) to think about a different model. 
 

- Have You seen the developments of the constitutional amendments by 
the Secretariat of the President. How do you assess them? 

I saw them on the Internet (if that they are). This legal authoritarianism, is 
what neatly in 2000 Leonid Kuchma offered. 
 
 
 
 
__________________ 

 * Deputies from different factions (the party Our Ukraine too) inclined to the need to 
implement the second phase of political reform: to decentralize the power, to liquidate the state 
administrations, to transfer local authority to the elected bodies. To include a question into the 
agenda, without being sure of three hundred votes, it was impossible, there was a risk of losing 
several years in vain. The consultations with deputies and local councils continued. It irritated 
V.Yushchenko and Yu.Tymoshenko, they started the defamation of me, the socialists and fought 
for authoritarianism. 
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- Tell me, we ask about the mistakes people who were at the helm. 
Analyzing the political way, You don't regret your personnel decisions. For 
instance, that you relied on Rudkovskyi, that put Vasyl Volha on a list? That 
you failed to motivate and make Yurii Lutsenko stay in the party? 

In the political processes and party work the intentions or personnel 
decisions do not always coincide with the desired effects. So it is. It should be 
borne in mind that the party by its definition (not business-projects) is formed 
based on people's beliefs. They come to the party, rather than are "selected." That 
is why I have a rule to rely on the organization, but not on its individual members. 
It happens that some of them can not withstand the burden of responsibility. Some 
enter the party, masking their intentions, some opportunistic goals, as it 
happened, let’s say, with the mentioned characters. 
 

- Don't you regret your political choices? First, that you supported the 
Orange revolution? Then, you became a speaker, became part of the majority 
of the Party of Regions?  

The strategic goal of the party (and need of the society) was a change of 
the governmental system and a change in its personal staff. In 2004, it could only 
be achieved by bringing to the vote on the amendments to the Constitution of 
the faction Our Ukraine guided by V. Yushchenko. He was told to – vote for 
the amendments to the Constitution, after that he can count on the support of the 
socialists as a presidential candidate. 

There were other conditions. Viktor Yushchenko "forgot" about them, but 
voted for the reform. Now he is struggling with it. 

So the position of the socialists was not opportunistic but driven by the 
needs of Ukraine and its prospect. Similar thing was observed when creating the 
Anti-Crisis Coalition. 

The footdragging with the coalition of democratic forces had to be stopped. 
Analyzing the current relationship between V.Yushchenko and 
Yu.Tymoshenko you can see a reason for not creation of the coalition. After 
all, the motives of their behavior have not changed. I can see them from the inside. 
And there were not " treasons". The Socialists were right. From a political point 
of view, the Party of Regions, Our Ukraine and BYuT are the same for the 
socialists. They are corporate business parties, the liberal politicians, lackeys of 
capital. We talked about it in 2006 elections, not about the creation of a coalition in 
some particular format. 

This is, by the way, the answer to the phrase that allegedly we were "part of 
the majority of the Party of Regions". No, we were just the subject of the coalition. 
 

- You know this is gaining popularity or, let's say, is the rehabilitation of 
ex-President Kuchma? He is becoming popular among journalists. In Your 
opinion, why is it so? 

I did not notice that trend. Just in the background of the current President 
Leonid Kuchma seems to be a law-abiding Democrat. But that's a different edge of 
the characteristics. 
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- Oleksandr Oleksandrovych, you have always been a supporter of 
order in the party life and in the state. The situation with the management of 
the SPFU is probably profitable to the Socialist party of Ukraine. After all, 
Valentyna Semeniuk remains in the center of events. But the President is 
hundred percent wrong, because the work of the SPFU is the competence of 
the government. What do you think? 

I think we need to abide the Constitution and to protect the interests of the 
state. V. Semeniuk does it. 

The leadership of the government opposite has the opposite position. This 
creates a conflict situation. The SPFU is not the structure of government. It is 
necessary to know. For the Prime Minister too. 
 

- Did you see the President after the election?  
On TV. 

 
- The murderers of Honhadze have been recently sentenced. How do 

You assess this case with the time passed by? However this case seems to be 
more complicated than the statement “Kuchma ordered murder of Heorhii”. 
The version about involvement in the case of special services, including 
foreign, with the aim of changing of the foreign course of Ukraine looks more 
truthful. Or have you changed your opinion on this matter? 

You would have noticed that I have never said "Kuchma ordered the murder 
of Heorhii. He and dependent on him people, under the guise of his influence, 
foolishly took care of "esprit de corps". Thus from the criminal case we made a 
political issue of the international level. 

And the source of the case is trivial and primitive. It could use some 
character traits of L. Kuchma, a system of irresponsible and the unpunished 
government created by him, against which the truth, the law and morality were 
unable to withstand. Price for it is all much hard – life of a decent, interesting, 
talented, young man, the grief of her mother and family. And the death of several 
officials, who one way or another were involved in the case, or in connection with 
its runaway details were in the public eye. 

The problem is that manipulation of high matters is still goingon, a variety 
of speculation is used, imitation of the investigation, to continue this practice of 
cherishing "the uniform". Thus the state is discredited. In the poem of my friend 
Volodymyr Cherepkov "Married widow" it is mentioned like that: 
 

...The whole world 
is staring at us, 
When 
among the noble snouts 
O.Moroz * 

________________ 
* O.Moroz – the people's deputy of Ukraine, Chairman of the Supreme Council 

(Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine from 1994 to 1998 and from 2006 to 2007. 
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Hidalgo of Tarashcha,* 
The veil of truth has lifted. 
When the people learnt 
about the films** 
Not only chaos, 
And stripped background 
And essence 
Of all the state affairs 
Were opened. 
When referees 
From near and far countries,  
Will fly to us 
For us 
not to break 
from orbit 
Losing our shame 
and disgrace. 
And most importantly 
On sale 
With the only dream  
Of profit –  
Not feel the loss 
In a discouraged soul... 

 
So it will continue as long as power is unnecessarily personified when the 

right is violated, and the law is not the same for everyone. 
Only little is necessary: to adduce (based on expertise) records of M. 

Melnychenko and dot the i's and cross the t's. Not about how he managed to hold 
the records, but what exactly is recorded. Without an answer to the question of 
legal liability of customers, organizers and executors of the crime the case will 
continue to be a shameful contrast to the present regime in Ukraine, the shame of 
the state. 
 

- You know, I often find myself asking, did our moral President seem to 
be moral, or he ceased to be moral under the load of power? Is Yulia 
Volodymyrivna able to be a politician as a creator, or is it just her ability to 
look like a creator? What do you think of them?  

I don't like moralizing, because it is always insincere. I do not resort to its 
use. 
_______________________ 

* The regional center of the Kyiv region, near which on 5 November 2000, the 
decapitated body of journalist Heorhii Honhadze was discovered. 

 ** Records of conversations of the President of Ukraine Leonid Kuchma in his study, 
made by the major of the SSU N. Melnychenko. 
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Morality cannot be lost under the influence of power. If this happens, it 
means that the lack of morality and conscience was just hidden. 

The same can be said about the creative signs. The immoral person may be 
only the creator of evil. 

Finally, for this reason. You have to be very careful when using such thin 
categories, remembering the Griboiedov "And who are the judges?". There are too 
many of those who are willing to try on a judicial robe. 
 

- In Your opinion is the Party of Regions able, if it were in power, to 
protect the sovereignty of Ukraine, and not to give it in various more or less 
sophisticated economic ways to Russia? 

There were and are various political forces in power. But the sovereignty is 
decreasing. Why? Sovereignty is a specific thing. And it necessary to be associated 
with the feeling of freedom by a specific person, the feeling of his/her own, 
guaranteed by the state, dignity. 
 

- Are there people in politics, to whom would you like to apologize? To 
thank?  

I do not have sins before politicians. I can thank different people, even 
enemies. Every relationship in this, not quite respectable field is a lesson, school, 
enrichment with practical experience that cannot be replaced by anything. 
 

- Now individual sociologists, as well as journalists say that Ukraine is 
facing the threat of “enlightened” dictatorship. Do you share such fears? 

Each country (and Ukraine too) needs to feel the danger of this threat. 
Especially not very "enlightened". Dictatorship always degenerates into evil, 
repression and ordeal. 

Therefore, we, the socialists fight for democracy, for the right of a person to 
create the power, to control it, thereby protecting their right to remain a human. 

 
         16.05.08 
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From the interview to the newspaper "Capital news" (Stolichnyie novosti) 
 

- Which draft of constitutional amendments you, as the "father" of the 
Constitution, would support: one that is provided by the the Party of Regions, 
the version of BYuT or the draft of the Secretariat of the President? 

I support the implementation of the agreed by these political forces (except 
BYuT) draft of the political reform, the start of which was made by the 
amendments to the Constitution dated 8 December 2004. It is a real draft and a 
clear path to the European model of management. It is a way of curbing the 
authoritarian pretensions of the President and the Prime Minister, as of any other 
"candidates for an important position". This is a chance to fight corruption. 

Closer or further to this model mentioned by You projects (like the draft by 
the Communist Party) are the question for discussion. I'm afraid that they will be 
used only for the political struggle without any use for the people and the state. 
 

- What depresses you, as a former speaker and deputy, the most today?  
Cynical disregard for the Constitution and laws by all governmental 

institutions, but especially by the President. 
People have to realize: not the Constitution is the cause of the disorder 

and deterioration of life of the population, but the mess that thousands of the 
bureaucratic apparatus headed by V. Yushchenko demonstrate due to 
criminal neglect of laws. 

I am depressed with the ease with which citizens trust false assurances. 
About a sea of petrol from algae, the rejection of conscription (and now 60 
thousand defrauded boys are criminally prosecuted). They will say: you need to be 
responsible for violation of the law. Yes. But it is also needed to be responsible 
for a lie. 
 

-Who, in your opinion, "helped" Ukraine to stoop so low in the face of 
Europe the most: Leonid Kuchma or Viktor Yushchenko? 

Both "helped". The first helped with directed by him practice which was 
largely not relevant to the declared intentions. The second helped with the 
Declaration of intentions, not in any way associated with what is happening in the 
country and what is perceived by the people. The first - by a demonstration of 
intentions, the second – by a simulation of deed. 

Europe "reads" it good. 
 

- Would not the situation with the struggle for the Crimea lead to the 
federalization of Ukraine? How do you assess the statement of the authorities 
concerning prospects of stay of the Black Sea Fleet  in Ukraine? What are 
these scandals connected with? Who is behind them? 

When there is nothing to respond to specific and critical needs of the people, 
posters of the future problems are raised. It's a diversion of forces, which do not 
have to participate in the substantive decision of problems of the stay of the Black 
Sea Fleet. 
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In the Crimea the situation is difficult, but it needs not to be advocated 
but tackled. So as the Parliament did in 1994 with the institution of the President 
in the Crimea. Immodestly I recall that it was done on my initiative. 

Federalization of Ukraine is unacceptable.  
 
 
          08.07.08 
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From the interview to the magazine "PROFILE" 
 

- July 16 is an anniversary of the adoption of the Declaration of State 
Sovereignty of Ukraine. You led the team of "239", largely due to your 
position this document was adopted. What is the role of the Declaration in the 
history of independent Ukraine, in the history of the state? Why does the 
Declaration only become a subject of political speculations, and everyone uses 
it in their interests? For example, Yushchenko will celebrate this day on 
Hoverla, and the Party of Regions began to insist on the non-aligned status of 
Ukraine, designated in this document?  

- July 16 is the beginning of the movement and statehood of Ukraine. This is 
an actual circumstance but not a propaganda fabrication. To this day the debate on 
the Declaration was perceived as the theoretical seminar, and unknown, who will 
have to implement the topic. But the discussion was honest, open, I would say, 
democratic (at that time this word still had the ground for the application). 

As a real document, the Declaration appeared not because of "liberation 
competitions", as someone started later to explain, but after the adoption of the 
correspondent document in Russia. So those "patriots" that praised B.Yeltsin 
were right. Indeed, abusing personal power, he demolished all that prevented 
achievement of his purpose, fought with the "Center," as he often said himself. Not 
by chance senior Bush, then speaking in our Parliament, explained to the deputies 
that he treated Ukraine's status similar as Quebec in Canada. 

A parliamentary majority secured voting for the Declaration, which 
concisted from 308 deputies ("group 239" - the label invented by the opponents). 
The majority was formed after the creation of the so-called People's Counsel, 
which deputies refused to take responsibility for the work of the Parliament. 
But should someone have taken that responsibility? 

Forming of the majority was my initiative. I did not get any orders on 
this occasion. Among the achievements of the majority, in addition to the 
Declaration, I will name as well the Act of independence, the Land Code (in a 
normal, undistorted version), the first law of direct action on support of social 
development of the rural areas and agricultural complex. 

Of course, until 24 August 1991, the date of the declaration of the 
independence, the Declaration has played a role of the Protocol of intentions: as 
legal, especially international legal instrument, it has been never perceived. But at 
the same time it gave a guideline for the development of the state, removed some 
controversial topics, especially the final record of it that it is the basis for the 
adoption of the Constitution and the Union Treaty. 

Of course, both the first and the second specification has undergone changes 
due to subjective and objective reasons, though, for example, due to the destruction 
of the Soviet Union, but important milestones from the Declaration have become 
the text of the Constitution. In particular, during the development of the 2nd 
section of the Constitution "Rights, freedoms and duties of a person and a citizen" 
it was easier to defend the edition of many articles, citing their statement in the 
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Declaration. And there were about seventy such references during the voting for 
provisions of the Constitution. 

Why does the Declaration now become a subject of political speculations? 
The reason is simple: all that is of historical importance, attracts attention of 
those who does not have enough arguments to assert their importance. 
Although the requirement of non-alignment is not a speculation – this direction in 
the political struggle associated with the status of the state (this line, incidentally, 
is always supported by the socialists) is necessary to achieve gradually, in working 
order. 

As for climbing Hoverla, everyone should mind their own business, and 
what it is connected with whether it is the question of the initiator or (in this case) 
of image-makers. Therefore, in the current situation words of a great poet 
Mykhailo Shevchenko are very appropriate: 
 

Listen, lad, our people climb Hoverla  
Again with all the crowd  
Turning the path into the dirt. 
People laugh at it and say: 
What a fool is climbing up, 
When at the foot there is the mess? 

 
 
   15.07.08 
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From the interview to the Internet- edition "MORNING" 
 

- What are the chances of holding early presidential and parliamentary 
elections? Does the country need them? 

Early presidential elections will not be held. The procedure for early 
elections is too complicated and not legally issued. And the initiative of Viktor 
Yushchenko for this reason is not expected. 

Early elections of deputies may be the only chance to get rid of the 
paralysis in the Parliament and the government in general, which happened 
after unconstitutional last year's election, organized by Viktor Yushchenko, 
Yu.Tymoshenko and their ilk. Because the legislature is completely 
dysfunctional, it is understood by all. An artificially created situation, the logic of 
which cannot be explained, it (in normal perception) does not exist. If someone 
objects, let them explain the plot: there is a majority that formed the government, it 
blocks the work of the Parliament as requested by the Prime Minister, then the 
Prime Minister on the podium of the Parliament paints the dubious charms of the 
budget, but... the majority does not support it... Now the Parliament is on vacation, 
the Prime Minister knows who knows whom makes the claim, admonishes 
(abstractly) deputies, in order fro them to interrupt their vacation in order to work 
together to bring happiness to the people about budget pleasures. The President 
echoes her, and each of them, forgetting about the joint oaths, cares not about the 
future of the state, but about their personal future. And a philistine is watching 
this whom seemed to be fooled easily. The real fairy-tale. 

So I don't want to guess the probability. We are talking about the need. But 
as Saakhov said (in the film "Kidnapping, Caucasian Style"): "There is no need to 
hurry". 
  

- How will the election affect the economic situation in Ukraine and how 
will it affect the balance of power in the political arena? 

By and large, until now the authorities in Ukraine have not been 
consciously engaged in the economics, any programmes of its reform have not 
beem developed and implemented. M. Azarov and Yurii Yekhanurov tried to 
provide some sense, but those were episodes in a chaotic motion. 

Therefore, to connect the results of the election with the economic situation,  
and its changes is difficult, this is a long process. Moreover, the alignment of 
political forces in the Parliament would change little. The role of the BYuT would 
reduce substantially, the place of the Our Ukraine–People's Self-Defense Bloc 
would be taken by the same practical people under the flag of the party United 
Centre (administrative resources of the authorities are always enough for the tenth 
of the population). The Communists and the Lytvyn Bloc would retain their 
position. I believe that sober people would support socialists as well. 

The dominance of the liberals (the Party of regions, BYuT, United Centre) 
would remain anyway. They will agree so that Yu.Tymoshenko will not be at the 
helm of the government, in this sense, they will have Viktor Yushchenko as an 
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ally. Consequently, the economy will be oriented towards liberal values, the 
interests of big capital and raw materials export industry. 

The forecast is not optimistic, but it reflects the reality. It is sad, but the fact 
remains: people would like to live in justice, but they vote for those who buy 
them. I hope that before the elections for the eighth term of the Supreme Council 
structural changes in the economy will finally begin to manifest. 
 

- The flow of black PR, which was directed against You during the early 
elections, had the destructive impact on their results. How do you cope with 
its consequences? Will they be visible during the next elections? 

Stereotypes in politics are living, they have their own inertia. But it is fading 
away. It is fading away not so much under our influence, as because of the 
arguments from real life. After all, what is happening today between 
government institutions and within them, happened two years ago as well. 
This was the reason for the protest of the socialists who were tried to be used for 
the temporary guise of discord.  

When people ask me if the party or I made the mistake then I incline to 
conclude that we did. We should have stopped the comedy with the coalition-2006 
from the very beginning, seeing "high relations" between V.Yushchenko and Yu. 
Tymoshenko and knowing directly their intentions. Moreover, that they were our 
zealous opponents in those (2006) elections. I have not done it, I am guilty. I was 
hoping that the President really wanted what he was talking about. 

There is no need to justify ourselves. More and more thinking people 
ascertain that the socialists were right. We're busy upgrading the work of the 
party and its orientation on the specifics in the protection of the interests of the 
people (people's business, analysis of quality of life, mapping the problems in 
Ukraine, the functioning of public organizations defending the rights of residents 
of hostels, the owners of apartments in high-rise buildings, of owners of land 
shares, children of the time of war, women, youth, students etc). We set the vision 
of the prospect for the party and the country out in the program "Just Ukraine". It 
was approved by the extraordinary Congress. 

Personnel changes are made, 5 new heads of the regional committees are 
elected. 

This does not guarantee instant and massive results, but there will be 
positive changes in the attitudes of voters. They are enough for a good foothold in 
the legislature. Significant expansion of the socialists will happen in the 
subsequent elections. 
 

- What, in Your opinion, will be Ukraine like in two years? 
Grown-up. It will be 19 years old. 
- Who of the current Ukrainian politicians, in Your opinion, is worthy 

to be the President? 
It is important to know what kind of President, and with what kind of 

functions. If you follow the Constitution but not just painful grab its sections on 
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the powers of the President, then there is not a problem with the candidate, you can 
name at least ten names. 

 
 
 
       17.07.08 
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From the interview to the newspaper "DELO" 
 

- How do you think, will there be early parliamentary elections? When 
and why they can they be held? Who will initiate them? Will these elections 
change the balance of power in the Parliament? 

And who does not now suggest early elections? Their reason is quite 
understandable: the absence of a coalition, paralyzed Parliament, respectively – the 
dubious legitimacy of the government. The President shall be the initiator of such 
elections under the Constitution. 

By the logic of events, elections should be held by the end of this or at the 
beginning of the next year, although options of trading about reformatting the 
coalition are not eliminated. This can significantly impact the calendar of changes. 

It is clear that in the discussion of different variants the main factor will be 
taken into account – the upcoming presidential campaign, the starting positions of 
candidates. This reminds me of the training of sprinters at the base of the "hundred 
metre race" before the command "On your marks". Often used image of "spiders in 
a jar" I do not perceive, we are talking about people and power intrigue, which 
becomes traits of something in the middle between mysticism and joke in 
Ukraine. Unfortunately, it is this: the procedure of government formation and its 
implementation is reduced to an absurdity, when legal provisions are used as the 
screen in the formation of power structures and a doormat in the exercise of power. 
There is an acute shortage of traditions of respect for the law and for the 
Constitution. There is no corresponding example, the contenders for power in this 
sense are far from ideal as their slogans from the practice. 

Early elections, naturally, would change the political configuration of the 
Parliament a bit. The advantage of the Party of Regions would be the same but the 
position of BYuT would be edged out, the same people but in a slightly smaller 
number would have remained in the party Our Ukraine, but under the banner of the 
party United Centre. The Communists and the Lytvyn Bloc would have retained 
their presence (if the reputation of the last mentioned will not be tarnished during 
the campaign). The socialists will return to the Parliament, and will gradually 
become an influential authority. 
 

- What are your relationship with the former socialist Yurii Lutsenko? 
How do you assess his activity on the post of the Minister of Internal Affairs 
of Ukraine? Do not you regret that you "led" him into big politics? 

I don't know this man. Before his name was called in a pair with Vinskyi. So 
the latter one can be counted as he had (probably has) those qualities, which are 
effective in different types of activities, even with adjustments to negative 
characteristics. 

And here... 
 

- Why has not been " Honhadze case" still solved? Who hinders its 
completion? How do you feel about the current actions of major 
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Melnychenko? Why doesn't he just give the film for the investigation? Can 
you assume his participation in elections? 

The Honhadze case (not in quotes) is blocked in the higher echelons of 
power. I guess esprit de corps, guarantees and commitments among 
representatives of the former and the current regime affect it in sponsorship 
from abroad. I can guess only the motives, but it's still reasoning. You cannot 
attach them to the case. 

But what you need to use and, I think, will be used – the facts recorded on 
the films of N. Melnychenko. The theme of the films, as well as the case itself need 
to be completet by the investigation and court. It is a requirement of the PACE, it 
is the duty of the Ukrainian authorities, it is the promise of V. Yushchenko. It is, 
after all, a matter of honor of the state. 

The shift in emphasis has always worried me in this obscenely protracted 
story. Will or will not a former major give the films? And will or will not they be 
used as evidence? If not, then why does the investigation need them? If so, he will 
give them according to the known, promulgated by him, procedure, which 
guarantees the use of the records for the purpose intended. So, in my opinion, the 
question is. 

N. Melnychenko is a citizen with all rights in Ukraine, and as any citizen he 
can participate in elections. In any capacity. 
 

- How do You assess the actions of presidents Kuchma and Yushchenko 
– in comparison? Who harmed Ukraine the most? And how? 

I have recently answered this question to reporters, I would not like to 
repeat. 

Both Presidents did quite a lot of harm to the image of Ukraine, and most 
importantly, its citizens. To compare who was worse is ungrateful and useless 
business: the partition of state property between "his people" by L. Kuchma, 
venture with land reform, the destruction of the national economy. If it hadn't 
lasted by V.Yushchenko, then the historical escapades would just be remembered, 
vaguely resembling the truth, hopes for the Church reformations, which together 
with other initiatives were aimed at the deterioration of Ukrainian-Russian 
relations. Like here the guarantee of the sovereignty of Ukraine lies. No! The 
sovereignty of the state is ensured by the development of its economy, social 
guarantees for the population, combining spiritual principles and good 
traditions and, of course, exemplary behavior in many respects of the head of 
the state. 

Whether we have all it - judge yourself. 
 

- L. Kuchma said that his job was to "fight with Moroz". And is Your 
job to fight with presidents? 

An impartial analyst could understand that I have never fought with 
presidents. I struggled with their line, which harmed people and the state. 
With the decisive influence on the politics from the Institute of the President in 
Ukraine, I have absolutely convincing evidence of my rightness. This is 
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confirmed by the quality of people's lives. If it is like it is, then my struggle was 
justified. 
 

- Are you ready today to shake hands with Kuchma? Will you 
congratulate him on the anniversary? Have You ever congratulated each 
other on birthdays? 

There is Kuchma the President, and just Kuchma as a person. The person 
should be respected at least because he's one of us. 

Congratulation to the official on the day of birth is one of the ceremonial 
moments. So there were congratulations at the time. 

This struggle is not "work." It is the circumstance of work, imposed by the 
presidents, their entourage, and it took a lot of time and effort. The same analyst 
would confirm that the struggle itself was not my aim. I understood that people 
were annoyed by the quarrels in the government. Therefore, even in the recent 
intrigue - in the unconstitutional dissolution of the Parliament - I tried to maintain 
at least some semblance of the unity of the government, hoping that 
V.Yushchenko himself, for example, wants the unity of Ukraine, a broad coalition 
and political consensus. 

Maybe I was wrong. Maybe he's too dependent, to a greater extent than I 
know. 
 

- Do You regret that in 2005 you entered the coalition of the Party of 
Regions - the Socialist party of Ukraine - The Communist Party of Ukraine? 
What were the motives and causes of this transition to a different political 
side? Have You already found an "antidote" against treason in which You are 
accused by the "orange" forces? How will you explain it to the voters? 

The creation of the anti-crisis coalition was justified. It stopped the intrigue, 
the nature of which is demonstrated even today in relations between 
V.Yushchenko and Yu.Tymoshenko. Perhaps we (I in particular) did not take into 
account some of the nuances of ensuring efficiency of powers in the formation of 
the coalition. Perhaps. In any case, I acknowledge two mistakes. The first one 
consists in that fact that it was necessary to stop the tinkering with the so-called 
democratic coalition immediately after the election. I saw everything from the 
inside, understood that there were no prospects, their behavior was based on – 
personal interests, not the needs of the state. 

The second mistake: it was necessary without regard to public reaction, 
immediately and in detail to tell about the events that had preceded our protest. 
Others used the lack of information, far-fetched label "treason", with which he 
armed real traitors. I did not think (it was also a mistake) that the lie would find 
life-giving environment in the community. It turns out that Goebbels was right. 

I am not looking for additional explanations for the voter. My opponents do 
it instead of me. We are not in the Parliament and the government. So why is 
nothing changing? After all, socialists do not interfere. Apparently, the reason 
was not in them. It turns out that the socialists were right! And that we ceased 
to negotiate with V.Yushchenko and Yu.Tymoshenko, and that initiated the 
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creation of the anti-crisis coalition. But even more we are right that we need to 
change the system of government, to make it European. And the leaders of  the 
party Our Ukraine, the BYuT and the Party of Regions do not like it. Because of 
this reason we have been blocked in the media, and criminal activities of the 
aithorities are aimed against us. 

          
 
 
        30.07.08 
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Letter to those who are concerned 
 

I greet you! 
It is necessary to figure it out at the time of slandering and bad-mouthing the 

socialists: what, have they done in the Parliament and everywhere in Ukraine and 
what are doing now? What do they strive for? Why are the authorities of the 
previous and current presidents so against them? 

A bit of history. 
Our party was founded in October 1991 on a wave of protest against the 

falsification of many phenomena of social life, the slander of tens and hundreds 
thousand of people who were in the Communist Party. It was done not only by the 
members of the party Rukh (Movement), but many former functionaries of the 
party, who repeated demagoguery of M. Gorbachev, the man who dissolved by his 
decree the Communist Party of the Soviet Union. 

In Ukraine the Communist Party was illegally prohibited by the Resolution 
of the Presidium of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada). Since our first 
Congress, we have advocated the abolition of this resolution, resorted to many 
steps to allow people with convictions to engage in political activity. 

At the same time, the program statement we have declared the creation of 
the party of a new type that has renounced the administration in the party life, 
critically analyzed the previous history of the state, recognized freedom, justice, 
democracy to be the priorities of the party, supported the independence of 
Ukraine. The struggle for social justice, for the rights of the working man has 
become the main task of the party. We have never given up this line. 

Since 1993, we joined the opposition, the embodiment of which was the 
Prime Minister Leonid Kuchma at that time, when fraud with the world's largest 
Black Sea Shipping Company, trust scams and other shenanigans became known. 

The center of political life in Ukraine has been concentrated in the Supreme 
Council (Verkhovna Rada). We always had not so numerous, but influential 
faction there. By recognition of all political forces it worked the most efficiently 
in the field of legislation. Moreover, all bills from the socialists served one 
purpose – to protect the interests of the citizen and the state, to uphold justice and 
human rights. 

Let’s remember only the most important examples of law-making by the 
socialists. The first directly applicable law, which was adopted in 1990, referred to 
social support of the village. It was prepared by me and my supporters. The law 
allowed to conduct the gasification of villages with the help of the state, to build 
roads, schools and to protect small villages. So it was at least before the ventures in 
the agriculture happened, imposed by the authorities of Leonid Kuchma. 

Our deputies developed the first Land Code, which did not allow to 
speculate in land, but claimed individual rights of land users. Belarusians and 
Russians took this code as an example. 

We supported the Independence Act of Ukraine and prevented 
meanwhile the destruction of the former bodies of the Communist Party. 
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When the leader of the Socialist party was the Chairman of the Parliament a 
number of important for the state and citizens laws were adopted. The main of  
them is the Constitution of Ukraine. For the first time in the world history it was 
adopted against the will of the President. The document is recognized as one of the 
best in Europe, although it failed to defend the democratic principles of state 
administration offered by the socialists. Subsequently, they had to be initiated as 
amendments to the Constitution. During the voting for the Constitution, we 
introduced more than 80 amendments, including the preservation of the 
mandatory secondary education, which has protected the prospect of the 
Ukrainian schools and guaranteed jobs for thousands of teachers. 

The entire package of regulations relating to the protection of the interests 
of the state in case of legal (!) privatization and the creation of social conditions 
for employees of the enterprises was developed by the socialists, in particular by 
V.Semeniuk. 

All laws guaranteeing the rights of educators and scientists (and workers 
in other industries noted their advantage in their implementation) were developed 
under the leadership of S. Nikolaienko, then – the Minister of education and 
science in several governments. 

More than a hundred laws related to taxes, excise taxes and protection 
of agricultural sector, were prepared on the initiative and with the leading 
participation of the socialists. These laws helped to keep gardening, viticulture, 
hop cultivation, to support (in certain periods, when the government followed the 
laws, and the socialists were in power), grain farming and livestock. These 
industries could be profitable. 

Due to the position of the faction we managed to prevent the raise of 
retirement age for 5 years. 

Several times we managed to stall the growth of fuel prices, prices and 
tariffs for utilities. 

We initiated, developed, conducted and forced the government to finance the 
Law on the children of the time of war, and provided through the government 
the decision on its part funding and from 2009 – full funding. Unfortunately, 
unconstitutional actions of V.Yushchenko with the election in 2007, has not yet 
allowed to implement the law fully. When we are in the Parliament – the law will 
be enforced without exceptions. 

The socialists were the initiators and developers of the law on the return of 
savings to citizens, according to which the state acknowledged its debt to the 
people. We have repeatedly made proposals on the indexation of savings and 
additional mechanisms for their return, but our influence on the deputies was not 
sufficient. 

The members of the faction of the Socialist party of Ukraine participated in 
the drafting of all laws relating to the protection of invalids, veterans and 
participants of the Great Patriotic war. 

We have kept the system of technical and vocational education, the value 
of which is well felt by the parents in this difficult for their families time. 
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Taking into consideration the necessity of applying the European model of 
governance - a prerequisite of socialization of public life – we have introduced the 
draft amendments to the Constitution of Ukraine and organized the adoption of the 
first stage of the reform. Fiction regarding unsuccessful amendments we hear from 
those who want absolute power, and this is "the way to Europe via Asia". 

Our deputies took the initiative on convocation of the European 
conference on cooperation and provided its first stage – the conference of 
chairmen of parliaments in Kyiv in 1998. With the efforts of the then leadership of 
the state, the conference was disrupted. 

And today we adhere to the principle of "Do not look for enemies! It is 
necessary to establish mutually beneficial relationships". The non-aligned 
status would be the best for Ukraine today. 

The socialists have consistently defended the constitutional rule of law and 
protected (and will protect under any conditions!) the rights of people. Exposing 
of the crimes of the ruling regime (the cases of Honhadze, Aleksandrov and many 
others) was provided with the help of the responsible actions of the socialists. The 
previous and current regimes, being in cahoots, do not lead important criminal 
cases to completion. We need your votes as a support to get law enforcement 
agencies to put an end to these cases, to tell finally the truth to people. Without this 
there will never be respect for the Ukarainian state either in the world, or from its 
citizens. 

In 2004, when the presidential campaign was coming to a standstill and the 
prospect for the third term of Leonid Kuchma has become real (you remember the 
ridiculous conclusion of the Constitutional Court about this opportunity), we have 
personally supported V.Yushchenko under the conditions that have emerged from 
the program of our party. He has signed them. 

The most important of the conditions is the reform of the system of 
government. V.Yushchenko refused his obligations. A years-long competition for 
absolute power between him and Yu.Tymoshenko started. Wanting to seem loyal 
to "the values of Maidan" (which are left in Maidan), they did in 2006 the same 
things, which you see again now. There is one difference – they have no one to 
put the guilt on – there are no socialists in the parliament. There is no one to accuse 
of treason, because as it turned out the traitors now are the same which were in 
2006. 

The feud came to to the max. It is not enough to say that it is shameful 
concerning the state. In our history it happened many times when the struggle for 
the Mace turned Ukraine into ruin. Today the same thing happens. Swearing 
where it is necessary and where to Ukraine, high-ranking officials are destroying 
the integrity of the country, tear people apart. Mace is clouding their mind. This is 
very dangerous, especially during the unprecedented global crisis. 

Today there are massive dismissals and layoffs of people and forced leave. 
The proposals of the authorities concerning the prevention of serious consequences 
of the crisis are ineffective and unconvincing. They hope again that "the people 
will bear", trying to protect the interest of owners of industrial and financial 
capital. But it is all focused on export, because the domestic market is depressed. 
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And while the government is not able to deal with the needs of Ukraine in the 
construction of roads, railway networks, development of engineering (again, for 
own needs), we again will run into more crises. It will be like that until the 
liberal market policy has not been changed to the social one, until the role of 
the state and citizens has grown in the regulation of public life, especially the 
economy. 

High leaders are ready to throw all that remained of the state property into 
the hotbed of turmoil, including the biggest wealth in the world – the Ukrainian 
land for the sake of their ambitions. We are unable to put up with it. And when 
you make a choice during voting, consider this fact as well. 

The only way to end a quarrel is to make "mace" less. We need the power 
of the European type, to achieve it the countries of Old World went through the 
similar conflicts. Why should we repeat the tragic and strange way, as well as our 
way? 

Just due to the fact that the socialists strive for the balance of power, the 
impossibility of the concentration of excessive power in the same hands, the entire 
pressure by the government bodies is used against us, all the power of the 
dependent on capital (and therefore on authorities) newspapers, radio and 
television. We continue to insist: the government should be transferred to 
where people live, under their control. Then it will be easier to deal with 
embezzlement, bribery, corruption, other criminal ulcers, which are the 
consequence of and the essence of the authorities as we have in Ukraine. The 
examples of Sweden, Finland, Austria, and almost all European countries 
show that in the management it is needed to go their way. 

Today we are not in the Parliament. It is more difficult to defend the truth 
and justice. But we have guided the party into the organization of citizens to 
protect their interests. We help to create communities of tenants of hostels with 
the rights of legal entities to stop arbitrariness concerning them, organized them 
into republic association. We have positive results in the Kherson, Kyiv, the 
Crimea and in other centers. 

We continue to unite the efforts of owners of land shares so that to them 
what happened with the owners of the vouchers did not do. 

We support a broad social movement of the children of the time of war, 
more than hundred thousand of lawsuits in Kyiv, Poltava, Chernihiv regions 
(actually, in all regions) relative to funding of the law are considered with our legal 
support. A lot of cases have been won, but we understand that we will be able to 
force the government to fully fund the law being in the Parliament. 

Implementation of the strategy the "People's business" has begun. Forms 
of support for people in villages, towns, cities, those who want to start their own 
project for life, having received from the credit unions financial, methodological 
and consultative assistance, have been found. 

We are completing mapping of the problems of Ukraine, which will 
become the basis for programs of the development of territories, starting from a 
particular village going to the entire state. 
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We organize protests in defense of the rights of deliverers of milk (Sumy 
and other regions), against illegal buildings and "additional storeys" (Kyiv city, 
Kirovohrad and other regions). 

We continue a long-term campaign "End the war", bringing back the 
memory of the dead, burying the found remains of the soldiers. The campaign is 
headed by Yu. Zubko, courageous warrior and Afghan War veteran, the first 
Secretary of the Kyiv City Committee of the Socialist party of Ukraine. 

We have prepared our election program "Just Ukraine". It will be 
published in the official publications. Read it carefully. It may seem to you like 
you've read something like that in other programs. It is possible. But what we 
offer is the essence of our work and political actions now. What our opponents 
offer is just a "decoy". Remember last year slogans of our opponents, which are 
now in power: "Law is the same for all", "There is justice, you should fight for it", 
"Eliminate the deputies privileges", "The country needs...", "Boys will not be 
drafted into the army since 2008", "Refund of savings during two years"... Have 
you believed this lie? Now we have the result. 

We do not promise you manna from heaven. A very difficult period of 
recovery and the formation of the state lies ahead. There have to be 
experienced and responsible people in the government. We have them. 
Support them with your votes! 

It is not the party that needs it. It is you. 
Together we will overcome the ruin! 

 
Oleksandr MOROZ 

Leader of the Socialist party of Ukraine 
          

         24.10.08 
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Hands off the Ukrainian land! 
 

The decision of the NSDC and the initiative of the Cabinet of Ministers* 
on the urgent termination of the moratorium on sale of agricultural land is prepared 
nail in the coffin of the Ukrainian statehood. This is the end of hopes for the 
welfare of the citizens of Ukraine. 

Only charlatans or traitors could not understand the significance of this step 
can. Though the powers that be realize what they are doing. 

The socialists of Ukraine urge all citizens to protest against such 
arbitrariness. Without many arguments concerning the crime of selling the land, we 
draw attention to the fact that the NSDC and the Cabinet of Ministers in this case 
act by order of the global financial community. They use the fact of a complete 
lack of laws that could regulate the most complex process in legal relation. A 
similar fraud as taking away of people rights on state property through vouchers 
takes place. We are talking about cheating even this small part of farmers who 
would like to sell their land. 

Not coincidentally the current time of the world crisis, complete political, 
economic and social crisis in our state is chosen. It's not even selling, it is the gift 
of the world's largest wealth for the Western financial bigwigs. From a political 
point of view, it is a treason of the Ukrainian people and the Ukrainian state. 

For many years, the socialists have claimed: "While we are in the Parliament 
– the Ukrainian land will not be sold!". It is now clear that together with the 
reform of the system of government the land issue was the reason to oust 
socialists from the legislature. A thief does not want to be caught red-handed. 

But the entire Ukrainian people can make it! 
 
 

On behalf of the Socialist party of Ukraine  
           07.11.08 
 
 
____________________ 

* Such was the position of the Prime Minister (Yu. Tymoshenko). The current (April 
2016) statements of the party "Fatherland" (Batkivshchyna) about inadmissibility of sale of land 
is the usual election propaganda. 
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Dear corn growers! 
 

I congratulate You on your professional holiday! 
At the present time it can be said about you that: you are the hope of 

Ukraine. Possible as well that: you are the last hope of Ukraine. 
I am sorry to say it like that on a holiday. But circumstances require. 
A disaster awaits Ukraine. At the request of foreign financial circles the 

President and the government want to sell your land. Thereby neither hryvnia 
nor Ukrainian production is being saved. It is for the good of dollar. 

The government does not fight unemployment. The government is 
struggling for business and power. 

But the result from the intentions of government can be a huge eviction of 
peasants from the land. Ukraine will lose its largest and, perhaps, the only 
wealth. The price of food products will raise in 2-3 times. 

Don't let this happen. 
So in the festive time, I appeal to you with anxiety. 
We should be together! Together we will overcome the ruin! 
                                            

 
 
      O.Moroz 
 
 
      11.11.08 
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From the interview to the information Agency "Voice of UA"(Holos UA) 
 

-We are really interested in Your assessment of the results of "orange 
revolution" on the occasion of tomorrow's anniversary of the revolution. 
What has turned out as you wanted, what has not? 

The people have already made the assessment of this phenomenon. 
Maidan went down in Ukrainian history forever as a symbol of unification 

of the Ukrainian society in the struggle for freedom and the rights of the people, as 
a symbol of hope that we, Ukrainians, can be a proud nation. 

Thousands and thousands of people in those days had a sense of belonging 
to the long-awaited change. Not the persons on the throne, not the people on stage 
inspired Maidan. He held aloft the true human values and it was becoming the 
value of that kind. I am proud that those days I was with people, as well as when 
the Maidan was arising in the walkouts "Ukraine without Kuchma" and 
"Rise up, Ukraine!". And although the values of the Maidan remained there, as a 
nationwide movement (as happened many times in history) was used by people 
who were not able to grow to his high ideals, the influence of the Maidan on the 
society will remain. It will not allow the people to become slaves. 

I really hope so. 
Today, the President and the Prime Minister, who came to power thanks 

to Maidan, are trying to forget it. They promised to go to the people on the 
Maidan and to report on their work every year. However... It's time to pay the bills 
of the trust. But there is nothing to pay with.. 

They are afraid of Maidan. The memory of it by people becomes a political 
sentence for them. Having called the Maidan, they would have seen that people 
have figured it all out and will not allow them to privatize the symbol and spirit of 
the Maidan and to convert its high ideals. 
 

- Does Ukraine go in the right direction? What mistakes from previous 
years can be identified? 

Ukraine is guided in the opposite direction to the vector of the Maidan. 
Remember its slogans and calls: "Bandits to prison!", "Separate business and 
power!" "Do not allow the usurpation of power," "Law is the same for all", "There 
is justice...". 

All, what the authors of these appeals do, is the opposite to their content. In 
addition, they disregard the Constitution, laws and rights of the people. They are 
for the European choice via Asia of the earlier times. 

Are they mistakes? As a matter of fact, it is the essence of the current 
government. 

 
           

 
       21.11.08 
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Do not hold the feast at the funeral! 
 

My grandfather in his time was almost the only literate person in the village. 
He had an unusually beautiful handwriting, apparently, thanks to it during the 
Russo-Japanese war (over a hundred years ago) he served as a military copyist. 

My grandfather loved calligraphy. He kept small diary in which he recorded 
weather data, economic affairs and agriculture news.  

The grandfather did some of the records on the last pages of the "Psalter", 
read in the old Slavonic language and explained the letters, the role of other signs 
to the grandchildren. There I found the phrases having a horrifying meaning: "... 
1932. There was a terrible famine. People ate people". 

Parents spoke carefully about that period like secretly. And when relatives, 
neighbors gathered, when the conversation made alive the rural pedigree: who and 
when somebody was born, to the boy of what village the girl got married (or who 
of the boys got married), many of these stories ended with "starvation" dated 1932-
1933 years or a similar famine in 1947. From the stories one could follow the life 
of tough times, the bitter search for something to eat (weeds, bark, frozen 
potatoes), horrible stories of cannibalism. Traces of that sorrow could be seen from 
the erased from the face of the earth settlement around the village, nameless graves 
without crosses in the old cemetery. 

Of course, one of the reasons for the famine was severe crop failure in 1932, 
but the actions of the government, its complaisant representatives in the villages 
added to the trouble. Not by chance the party leadership of the Soviet state, long 
before the years of independence, was forced to admit guilt of the Stalinist regime, 
cautiously assessing his crimes.  

Two years ago when the Parliament considered the draft law on the 
Holodomor (Famine) of the 30's, neither I, nor the members of the faction of the 
socialists, did not have any doubt regarding the support of the bill. One thing that 
was not taken into account in the first place, by me was the essence of the 
definitions as the basis for subsequent political speculations and debates. The 
definition of "genocide" appeared to be the stumbling block. Scientific arguments 
of S. Holovatyi during the debate, must have been convincing. But I still regret that 
before the vote, I did not insist on the support of my formula: "It was worse than 
genocide". Such a definition would have removed the grounds for the formal 
dispute, and would have reflected the essence of the tragedy of our people. The 
tragedy which was foreseen by the authorities and increased by its conscious 
actions. How could we then otherwise call a deliberate policy against the life of its 
own people? 

It is important to emphasize that we have edited the draft law before 
consideration in the session hall, especially it referred to the provisions that 
emphasized that: there was no ethnic cleansing with the help of artificial famine. 
All people suffered: Ukrainians, Russians, Poles, Jews. Of course, village lost 
more, and there mostly Ukrainians lived. However, I see no reason to conclude the 
fact that the then regime was against Ukrainian people.  
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The famine of the 30's is like a godsend for the current government in 
Ukraine. Political PR, international networking, cares of the SSU, information 
support, exhibitions and conferences... To cherish the memory of the tragedy is a 
holy cause. But to speculate in the cemetery on the memory for the sake of dubious 
political dividends, moreover in the context of growing unemployment, devastated 
budgets of families, thousands of flood victims and abandoned to their fate people 
from the Subcarpathia, under the drastic cuts in children and reducing number of 
the population of Ukraine is similar to sacrilege. 

The old sins as well as new sins should not be forgotten. 
 21.11.08 
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WE WILL NOT ALLOW TO KILL THE MEMORY OF HEORHII 
HONHADZE 

The statement of the Chairman of the Socialist party of Ukraine Oleksandr 
MOROZ 

 
On 28th November 2000 I declared from the podium of the Supreme 

Council (Verkhovna Rada) involvement in the kidnapping of journalist Heorhii 
Honhadze of the highest state officials – the President Kuchma, the head of his 
administration Volodymyr Lytvyn and the Minister of Internal Affairs 
Kravchenko. 

This speech in defense of the innocent person killed by the authorities, led to 
crowded civil protests "Ukraine without Kuchma", "Rise up, Ukraine!", initiated 
by the Socialist party of Ukraine for the first time in the history of Ukraine. When 
the now famous Ministers and politicians joined us – it was the beginning of their 
political careers. Namely these protests created the conditions because of which 
Viktor Yushchenko in 2004 was able to become the President of Ukraine. 

In eight years many things have changed. Several subjects of the case passed 
away for uninvestigated reasons. A lot is deliberately forgotten. Vows and 
promises to solve a murder and punish the guilty, proclaimed on the Maidan, 
are forgotten. 

On another anniversary of the disappearance of Heorhii Honhadze, on 16th 
September this year, only the Socialist party demanded of the authorities to explain 
why the investigation concerning the instigators and organizers of the crime was 
dragged on. 

The same as eight years ago, from all parties, only the socialists advocate the 
observance of basic human rights. We do not follow fashion and lie to our fellow 
citizens – we do not allow and will not allow (!) to forget about the authorities' 
responsibility before each citizen for his/her life and well-being. 

Today, unfortunately, those politicians who for many years, being in 
opposition, created their image based on the death of Heorhii, including the 
President Yushchenko, the Prime Minister Tymoshenko, the Minister of Internal 
Affairs Lutsenko, can be accused of involvement in the attempted political 
assassination. These politicians have all the power in the country, complete 
control over all power structures, but do actually nothing to investigate the most 
resonant and tragic crime in the history of Ukraine. They kill the memory of 
Heorhii Honhadze. There are not even any statements of intent to bring the case 
to the end. Silence. They forget that only on the crest of a wave of public protests, 
they have become who they are today. They forgot that on the Maidan of 2004 
there was one relic – the tent of Heorhii Honhadze. They consigned to oblivion 
the Maidan, and they now betray their conscience. It's not a murder, but it is not 
less serious sin. 

In that short period of time, when in 2006 I headed the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada), I insisted that the Parliament heard reports of all law 
enforcement agencies on the investigation. Today, authorities do not even show 
any initiatives for this matter. 
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We, the socialists, will not allow to forget about the case of Heorhii 
Honhadze. It is told to us: it is not necessary to dwell on the past. But that past 
doesn't consign into oblivion. Can we consider ourselves people, if an obvious 
crime against the human right to life we will mask with some "higher" 
interests? There is no other interest higher than this one! Until the momemt, the 
court has put an end to the successful, honest investigation of this crime until the 
perpetrators have not been punished, it cannot be stored in the archive! 

This is the only guarantee that there will be no repetition of such atrocities! 
 
 
 
          28.11.08 
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Comment  
on the draft budget for 2009 

 
The governmental draft budget for 2009 raises many questions to the 

Cabinet of Ministers. They can hardly give a clear answer. The only answer that 
cannot be questioned is the following: the draft budget of the state is 
adventurous in content, which is a natural result of adventurous management 
of the economy during the current year. 

The calculation of the basic indicators of the budget has no real basis in 
income and, consequently, in the expenditure part. However it largely comes from 
those legislative provisions the drafts of which have not yet been considered 
by the Parliament and based on which, in accordance with the Budget code, it is 
prohibited to draw up the budget.  

Expenditure budget is almost entirely focused on the consumption and not 
on the development which does not take into account the prospects of the 
Ukrainian economy, the need to create jobs and, moreover, does not take into 
account the needs of the expanding the domestic market which is the most 
important condition of the struggle with the crisis. 

One can only imagine the consequences of overstating real GDP dynamics, 
and the artificial reduction of inflation for the citizens and legal entities. Moreover, 
the actual family budgets will be formed on the minimum wages that are less 
than current and less than minimum wage (calculated 8 years ago on other 
prices and rates). Every citizen will feel such social policy of the government in 
the near future, especially public sector workers, pensioners, children of the 
time of war, all those who need social support. 

A sharp reduction in the costs to support the coal industry, agricultural sector 
(in fact, refusal of its support), education, healthcare (sharp reduction of programs 
to prevent epidemics of tuberculosis and AIDS, care for patients with diabetes 
mellitus) reveals the essence of antisocial government policies. 

The draft does not provide a dime to the program of transition to the 
contract military service, which only further confirms the falsity of all the 
election commitments of the political forces that promised to bring prosperity and 
"breakthrough" of the Ukrainian state. 

The project provides an unjustified concentration in the hands of the 
government of the right of disposal of the budget expenditures that has not been 
practiced in Ukraine for a long time and confirms the desire to control the budget 
“in manual mode”, non-transparent, illegal and only on the basis of corporate 
interests. 

The rights of local councils in the formation and use of budgets are 
completely diminished, which once again proves the need to expedite the 
completion of the reform of the government. 

It seems that the government deliberately spins the crisis and plans to 
create a huge "financial pyramid" with no secure government securities, which 
will force the National Bank to produce issuing money for covering the budget 
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deficit. How this will affect prices and inflation, there is no need to explain, as how 
and who of current and future generations will pay for such ventures. 

We just have to hope that the Parliament (despite its composition) and the 
President will put obstacles in the way of legalizing the adventurist policy of the 
government. 

 
 
 
    24.12.08 
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The President Of The Socialist International 
Giorgos Papandreou 
The Secretary General of the Socialist International 
Luis Ayala 
The leaders of the member parties of the Socialist International 

 
Dear comrades! 

 
The international community cannot remain indifferent to the fact that, 

despite drastic changes in the political map of the world and in politics of different 
countries over the past decade the world has not become safer. On the contrary 
there appeared new dividing lines, new sources of tension, the removal of which is 
impossible using traditional, ineffective methods. It is time to deeply analyze the 
modern causes of tension and adequate workarounds for these reasons, the role of 
governments and political parties to ensure peace and security in the world. In 
Europe in the first place, taking into account its leading role in this matter and its 
historical experience. United Europe should take responsibility for the 
development of the situation in the world. 

We believe that the time has come to convene a European (or world) 
conference on security and cooperation as Helsinki-75 with the difference that 
the outcome document (Declaration) of such a conference must be ratified by the 
parliaments of all countries of European (at least) community and become the 
norm in national legislations. 

In other words, rules of neighbourliness (the level of democracy, a means of 
neutralizing the destructive phenomena: racial, ethnic and religious intolerance, 
terrorism and the like) formulated at the conference would become universal, 
mandatory for each country and could be controlled by existing or newly 
established intergovernmental institutions (the general content of the proposals is 
attached). 

As peace and security in the world is one of the main objects of attention of 
the Socialist International and of the parties which it consists of, it would be 
appropriate if the parties and their factions in the national parliaments or 
representatives in the government took the initiative of convocation of such a 
conference. 

The consideration of this problem cannot be deferred. This is at first the 
matter of socialist and social democratic parties, governing structures of the 
Socialist International, which correlates with the nature of our parties and our 
strategic goals – peace and prosperity of nations, states and the whole world. 

I ask for consideration. 
 

Leader 
of the Socialist Party Of Ukraine      O. Moroz 

           08.01.09 
 

P. S. the letter is accompanied by a rationale (see page 44-48).  
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To the Chairman of the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine 
V. Lytvyn  
People's deputies of Ukraine 

 
Dear Mr. Lytvyn! 

Dear people's deputies! 
 

The discussion of the law on elections based on proportional system with 
open lists shows that representatives of all factions seem willing to change the 
electoral law. Draft laws on the subject also confirm these intentions. 

However, the analysis of draft laws and their conceptual distinction, 
obviously, make it difficult to find a compromise solution, and as a result, to adopt 
a new law. In particular, projects that involve the division of Ukraine into 22 (36) 
districts, looking appealing, give little hope that they open the possibility for a 
voter to decide on a particular candidate. Just imagine the difficulties the voter will 
meet if in the voting booth he/she reviews the voting paper with more than a 
hundred names (5 candidates from 20 parties and blocs). Then the whole algorithm 
for allocation of mandates will be reduced to the  play of chance, and not to the 
election of specific candidates. 

In this regard, I propose the concept of the law in which the party 
affiliation of candidates and mechanisms of the majoritarian systems are combined, 
simplifying the election procedure. 

1. Each subject of the election (the party or bloc) submits to the CEC a list of 
candidates in alphabetical order and in the number on which the party (bloc) 
decides independently. 

The CEC distributes this list in accordance with established procedure to all 
election commissions and polling stations. 

2. At the same time the subject of the election provides the CEC with a list 
of these very names, where each candidate is assigned to a certain district. 

3. It provides for the creation of 450 electoral districts. 
4. On the voting paper in each district there will be 20-30 names (depending 

on the number of subjects of the election - political parties or blocks) with data on 
party affiliation of the candidate. 

5. According to the results of the vote the number of votes cast for the party 
(block) is counted as the sum of votes for specific candidates in all districts. 

6. If the party (bloc) gains the percentage of votes that is equal to or more 
than the threshold, it is involved in the distribution of mandates according to the 
rules that were used under the law in force. 

7. The CEC within the number of mandates for a party (bloc) recognizes 
those candidates as deputies who secured the most votes for a party. Thus, the 
candidates supported by the most of voters in a particular electoral district get 
advantage in elections and represent their party (bloc). 
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8. In some cases, it may happen that in some districts there will be two 
deputies, and in some there will be none. In general it's unlikely, but if such a 
disadvantage had the place, it's less important compared to what we have now. 

9. You can consider various options to identify lists where there will be first 
five candidates anyway. I think that all the candidates are better to be put in the 
same conditions so that deputies have the same level of legitimacy. 

10. The proposed concept allows to simplify the task of choice for citizens 
as blocs (e.g., "national democratic forces", "supporters of market reforms", the 
"left bloc", "centrists"...) could include the representatives of various political 
parties, the total success of which would depend solely on the capacity of their 
candidates. Everyone understands that any party will not get 450 mandates, this 
amount will be enough for authoritative people from different ideologically not 
hostile parties in one list. 

11. Such a mechanism of elections would encourage the political parties 
in the consolidation and unification, from which the state and society would 
benefit. 

Each party would benefit, because the elections in this way would certainly 
engage new and really influential people in political life and in leadership roles in 
the party. 

                             *                       *                        * 
To adopt the law on this basis is not a challenge, since the election procedure 

in the present embodiment largely corresponds to the majority system. 
 
 
 
Respectfully Yours        O.Moroz 
          31.03.09 
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From the interview to the online edition of the "Controversy" (Polemika). 
 

- Mr Moroz, should the President, the Prime Minister or the world 
conjuncture be blamed for that Ukraine suffered from the economic crisis 
much more than other countries? 

The actions of the authorities during the last years have led to the crisis. 
Deformation of the economy due to the fraudulent privatisation and preserving of 
those industries by the new owners, which gave competitive products (metal, 
chemical minerals, grain, wood) to the world market, the elimination of those 
productions which do not give a sharp rise in profits (which is almost all the 
machinery, light industry, electronics etc), the destruction of the agro-industrial 
complex led to the threatening collapse of the internal market, full dependence 
of the Ukrainian economy on the export and import. Over 60% of GDP in 
Ukraine until recently was formed by exports of raw materials and more complex 
production of approximately 70% was import-dependent. 

Such an economy is extremely vulnerable. About ten years ago, we, the 
socialists were raising the alarm at this. Our proposals, in particular draft 
legislation, was not only a concern for the preservation of jobs, they came from the 
need to make domestic production susceptible of production of the Ukrainian 
enterprises to make the economy balanced. But the state is under the control of 
the liberal oligarchs, and the authorities formed by them, for which profit is 
in the first place, not the stability of society, human welfare, social security and 
other features of a normal country. I do not mention the dominance of the issuing 
dollar in our territory. 

That is, we had our own preconditions of the crisis. A push was just 
needed for them to be revealed. The push happened, the remission of the world 
economy led to the collapse of the Ukrainian one. 

Is the current government to be blamed? Undoubtedly. It wasn't doing 
anything for the development of its own production, the increase of the role of the 
state in the elimination of export-import imbalances. Moreover, when the wave of 
the crisis began to sweep through Ukraine, the government (I do not divide its 
institutions, moreover, it is "monopoly, solid", "guaranteeing stability and 
prosperity" - do you remember the pre-election rants during unconstitutional 
elections in 2007?) did nothing to soften the blow of the crisis. 

I say it like that because the current government are the people who have 
committed anti-constitutional coup, broke the balance of the institutions of 
government, destroyed, in fact, the judicial branch, having made law 
enforcement agencies personal punishing bodies, and from different 
departments – "protection rackets" for the carve-up of the budget. It turns out 
that chaos must be overcome by those, who gave birth to him. Without overcoming 
the power chaos it is imposiible to cope with the recession. 
 

- The deep economic recession in Ukraine is the result of ignorant 
management of the country or is it a planned action with the aim of 
redistribution of the power? 
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Incompetent management of the country is the true cause of the deep 
recession. Its impact on the situation only exacerbated the contradictions in the 
government, brought them to the max. These contradictions became an 
additional factor in the crisis. Their nature is subjective, and the goal is the 
absolute power. 

It is a pity that the subjects of the current quarrels in the government in the 
context of the crisis cannot answer a simple question: why do they need the 
power? 

I'm afraid that many have an impression about the inadequacy of the 
authorities. The last TV show under the brand of "Freedom"(Svoboda) proves it.  

Their members seemed not to be mature enough even to understand and 
assess the essence of what is happening. They are far from the needs of the 
people, they do not care about the fate of fellow citizens. Acting as puppets in an 
absurd play, they discuss the "second chamber," lifetime status of the President, the 
second tranche of the IMF (and where is, incidentally, the first one?) and graphics 
of the production growth in February compared to January (half of January were 
days off). 

In the country there is a trouble and they play their games, gaining profit. I 
feel sorry for the people who are watching this performance (though it was not 
done without their participation). 
 

- What is Your recommendation for overcoming the crisis? 
We published our proposals on behalf of the party in October last year, 

which for obvious reasons were ignored by the government. The authorities had 
other interests, they fought... for power. Remember an advertising campaign 
against "Ukrprominvestbank" done by other banks? They walked with torches 
around the tanks with petrol. And who did? The government. It supposedly 
protected in the hands of the state "Dniproenergo", and other objects. Where are 
they now? Who in the collapse of the stock market is trying to sell 
"Turboatom", "Ukrtelecom" and Ukrainian black soil? It is not businesslike 
and smart. Moreover it is a crime! 

Our proposals largely resonate with the mayors who have proven their 
efficiency in Europe on the initiative of European socialists. These are 
strengthening of the role of the state in regulating economic life, the 
nationalization of several system banks, building of roads, bridges, locomotives (it 
is good that "Luhanskteplovoz" has restored production). These are tax cuts for 
small businesses, the restoration of normal relations with Russia and other 
neighbours... 

I am talking only about the directions. Their development and 
implementation is a business of the authorities. 

         06.04.09 
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THE ROLE AND PLACE OF THE PARLIAMENT 
IN THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE POLITICAL SYSTEM 

(the abstracts for the round table) 
 

What does the political system mean? It's basically a form of social system 
in which there are systems of economics, public administration, social sphere, 
system of political parties and public associations, particular sectors of public life 
(education, healthcare, culture etc). 

Components of political system should conform to development stage of the 
society. 

It is also clear that the process of formation of the system is continuous, the 
most noticeable trends, directions, by which we assess the system, give the name 
can give overall characteristic. 

(For countries in the transition state the development of the components of 
the system occurs actively and contradictory, because each of the components 
carries the signs of the previous period and not always the changes are 
progressive.) 

The system of ownership relations, production and commodity 
relations, the economy and public administration are defining in the political 
system (in the form of social system). If we consider them together, we can come 
to the conclusion that Ukraine is moving towards the capitalist system, however 
at the stage of primitive accumulation of capital. 

It is the regressive way, it has no prospects for society and the state. 
Moreover, external factors in a globalizing world will lay down conditions for 
Ukraine, originating from the global economic system. Under the conditions of the 
global division of labor and resources it will continue to transform Ukraine into a 
raw material appendage of the world economy, into a source of cheap labor and 
territory of sales of goods (primarily consumer). We can see it today. 

Briefly about the reasons for such a situation. In Soviet times, in Ukraine 
there was the order of state capitalism in the economy with a large number of 
socialized spheres of public life (guarantee of labor, state job safety system, 
education, culture, social protection etc). The economy was a basis of such a 
system, where the means of production belonged to the society through the rights 
of the state. The right to distribution of work results, profits, in particular, belonged 
to the state. Meanwhile economic freedom of the person was not ensured, which 
should be based on the labor character of the property and commodity (all 
economic) relations. 

On a sequence of ensuring the progressive stage of development is a separate 
issue. It is the essence of the program of the Socialist party of Ukraine. And what 
conditions should be created and what are the reasons for the current state? 

1. Privatisation is carried out by criminal means in the interests of a limited 
number of people. 

2. Changes were made spontaneously, without a plan, goals were set by 
foreign advisers based on the needs of destruction of the old socioeconomic 
system. 



 158 

3. The combination of business and government (as a consequence) 
became absolute. 

In the processes of social transformation the critical role is played by the 
Parliament, respectively – its members, who set out the rules and conditions of 
behavior of subjects of social life, makes first of all the laws, the Constitution, 
basic principles of domestic and foreign policy. 

Today the Parliament, mostly consists of representatives of the parties, who 
politically stand for the interests of big capital, that is why they can't implement 
policy other than liberal, that is, they adopt the laws in the interests of big 
business. 

Political debates that occur in the Parliament, is, in fact, an argument for 
more advantageous positions of power to satisfy the corporate (business) interests. 

Impact on the domestic and foreign policy of the state under such conditions 
is only possible if there are representatives of influential parties, defending the 
interests of the working man in the Parliament (and Executive bodies). 

A key issue for the society is the separation of business and government, 
thereby ensuring the turn from liberal to social policy. 

The ways to partially solve this problem:  
a) the law on elections with open party lists; 
b) the completion of the political reform, strengthening of the role and 

functions of local self-government. (On the experience of European countries, the 
tradition of democracy.) 

One of the main objectives – to enhance the role of the voter and his 
responsibility as a citizen, to awaken the initiative of the communities. Under the 
conditions of crisis those are the most obvious needs. 

Imposed on today's society discussions about the imperfections of the 
Constitution, the need for authoritarianism, the abolition of immunity of 
deputies and so on are minor things that mask the intentions of those who would 
like to continue to use power as a cover for abuse (use of the advantages of 
ownership and ability to dispose of the profits) and impunity. 

It is necessary to ensure a balance of powers and responsibility for the 
assigned work area. General scheme: a strong government formed by the 
Supreme Council; stable Parliament and created opportunities for local 
government; intelligent President with clear responsibilities. 

However the following principle must work: citizens have the right to do 
anything that is not against the law, the authorities and officials – only in a 
way prescribed by law. 

On the technology and the organization of parliamentary work: 
- deputies and staff; 
- faction, coalition; 
- committees; 
- provisional commissions; 
- planning of the legislative work; 
- preparation of laws, the initiators; 
- Accounting chamber, the control functions; 
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- impact on personnel policy; 
- interaction between the Parliament and government, the Parliament and the 

President; 
- the Supreme Council and the local councils: in the same direction by 

different methods and with different competence levels; 
- the Parliament and political parties. 
Ukraine - before the social transformations that will pave the way for its 

citizens and ensure the well-being of families and the prosperity of the state. 
Labor of free people is the basis of the transformation.  

 
 
         15.05.09 
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To stop the violation of the Constitution! 
 

Today not meetings of the Parliament or the government give an idea on the 
directions of development of Ukrainian politics. Television talk show took their 
role. And although there is no one responsible for anything, yet many of the 
statements, having eliminated the gibberish, you can guess about the intentions of 
the participants: overt or covert. Particularly interesting they seem to be in the 
mouths of characters who would have to express their proposals not only there, 
because the state has specially designated places for that, a certain procedure, and 
the power positions of the participants are not for the show: the President, the 
Prime Minister, ministers, deputies, bankers... But so it happened to be: designated 
places are either empty or there the language of Aesop is heard, and the inquisitive 
layman also has to strain his/her imagination to understand who wants what. 

But they want power. Only in such a way it is possible to generalize most 
of the disputes because very rarely there is something specific about the human 
trouble, burdened by the crisis, hopelessness and different instability. Power! - this 
tension pervades the atmosphere of the discussions. And this is not a show, this is 
real, so not indifferent to all. 

Every normal person would like the authorities to deal with the problems 
that became apparent: unemployment, poverty, exorbitant prices, degradation of 
industry and morality, expensive education and medicine... and not to put up with 
the corruption, bribery and inability to protect the constitutional rights of citizens. 
"Surrounded by lies and slavery..." – like about the present time, T. Shevchenko 
wrote. And why would it? After all, we are finally "in our house".  

Obviously, something is wrong in our house. However, instead of 
imposing order, "senior" in it are drowned in a fight. Because of this endless noise, 
the house, that is, the state may collapse. "Seniors" must be changed – everybody 
have already understood it. The replacement will be, but what and how the "new" 
ones should do, it is worth thinking over. 

What prevents the Ukrainian government to be effective? From many 
shows it can be understood: the Constitution and the system of public 
administration prevent. According to the statements of the President, 
amendments to the Constitution, introduced in 2004, are the cause of all troubles. 
So, was everything fine before the amendments? Why then did people go to the 
Maidan and other maidans, if desired now by V.Yushchenko and highly 
appreciated by international experts Fundamental law of Ukraine existed? 
Yes, and the new President himself used it more than half a year, just the same as 
before, it was no good, and the promised peace was destroyed by the corruption 
scandal and the resignation of the government. It happened just eight months after 
"the victory of the orange revolution". 

The Constitution hinders the Prime Minister and her "team". It does not 
seem right to the opposition or those who are called like that. Maybe they should 
all listen to the previous President (it seems that for the first time I quote him 
positively): "...it is not the fault of the Constitution or the laws, but of those who do 
not abide them...", "...Ukraine needs a parliamentary-presidential form of 
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government." Leonid Kuchma is right, if it had been so like he says now, perhaps, 
robbery instead of privatization would not have happened under his reign, there 
would not have been the destruction of the village, the chasm between the incomes 
of the few and poverty of the majority. And that the Constitution today is violated 
boldly, there are many examples, some of them can be read in the submission of 
the Communists for the impeachment of V. Yushchenko. There will not be 
impeachment, we have not grown up to the democracy, but there is the 
documentation of the grounds for the impeachment, some day we will need it. 

Again they said in the news that amendments to the Constitution were made 
quickly and poorly. All these arguments are not true. The amendments were 
prepared over four years by the representatives of all factions, I testify to this as 
co-chair of the Provisional Commission. There are some inconsistencies in the 
amendments. For example, the provision on the dual order of formation of the 
Executive power in which the two Ministers to the Parliament are nominated by 
the President, and he appoints the heads of administrations who are proposed by 
the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine as well. The amendments were adopted before 
the final vote, by the supporters of Viktor Yushchenko at his insistence. They, 
starting since 2002 together with other then-opposition leaders signed several 
documents on the reform of the system of government, which in its essence is what 
now is criticized. It was voted as provided by the Regulations (chair Lytvyn can 
confirm), however in a package with a dubious law that allowed Viktor 
Yushchenko to become the President. He now says that he did not vote, but he 
earlier officially confirmed that he voted. However, like "the button failed to 
work", but then it testifies that V. Yushchenko himself, and the faction thus 
consciously defined their support for the reform. When he tells a lie, he only 
knows it, though the President is banned from doing so. Yu. Tymoshenko with her 
faction did not vote for and did not support the amendments. She had hoped to 
become the President with unlimited and uncontrollable powers, the powers which 
L. Kuchma had, as well against the Constitution. And regarding the hints of the 
blood shed, they are all nonsense: Viktor Yushchenko signed the obligation to vote 
for amendments in our joint agreement on 6th November 2004, when there was no 
tension. The correctness of this step was confirmed by foreign experts A. 
Kwaśniewski , Javier Solana and others, having set out their vision of the way out 
of the crisis in the agreement, which was also supported by V. Yushchenko. 

Thus, amendments to the Constitution were made deliberately and 
thoughtfully, with the consent of the majority of deputies in the procedure 
stipulated in the Fundamental law. Speculation about this necessary should have 
been stopped long time ago. And the President is bound to serve as an example in 
this respect, but he repeatedly returns to this theme, if looking for an excuse or an 
inability or unwillingness to perform the duties of the higher official of the state. 

Does the sais mean that everything is all right in the system of government? 
No, of course not. The reform should be completed, but no one does. We are 
talking primarily about the second stage of the reform - of local government. This 
step is critical and complex. Its logic is outlined in the draft law on the 
amendments to the Constitution, positive conclusions concerning which were made 
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long ago by the Constitutional Court. The law was scheduled for adoption in 
autumn 2007. I suspect that the venture with the early parliamentary elections 
has been started in order to keep the reform halfway, holding hundreds of 
thousands of deputies of local councils without real power, replacing the local 
government with not answerable to anyone, except V.Yushchenko, bodies of state 
administration. Their draft amendments are provided to substantially reorganize, in 
particular to eliminate the state administrations. 

Annoying conversations of powers that be about the European choice 
remained conversations. In Europe, just consider, from the middle ages 
administration is minimized. There is a local government where the local 
communities determine how to live, to dispose of public property and resources, to 
take care of public order and improvements, the development of schools, hospitals 
and other institutions based on the needs of the people living in the correspondent 
territory. Without the reform of government system we should not go to Europe, 
we like that are not needed there. 

I have recently visited several regions of Western Ukraine. I was presented 
with a photo album of Vasyl Pylypiuk in Sniatyn. Wonderful work of the master 
prepared for the 850th anniversary of the city. The album starts with a panorama of 
Sniatyn. It is not inferior to similar towns in Poland, Czech Republic and Spain. 
From a birds eye view. But going down, you can see the crisis of the modern 
Ukrainian province. There are roads and sidewalks full of holes, facades, asking 
the hands of the plasterer, the unique town hall, which celebrates its hundredth 
year, being not repaired because of zero subsidies from Kyiv. We see something 
similar in Kosovo, Dubno, Lityn, Korosten, Fastiv, Nizhyn, Chudniv, Myrhorod, 
Izium, Kaniv... I do not incidentally name the beautiful cities, with an interesting 
history and attractive to tourists. There are a lot of them in Ukraine. 

Could not Vitalii Betza, the Sniatyn head, organize the transformation of his 
city into the Precarpathian Karlovy Vary, if he and the City Council had 
opportunities? These opportunities consist in powers and resources, in course of 
forming and spending of the budget, the impact on production and other business 
sphere and on personnel. Fifteen years already, there has been talk in the 
government about the reform of budget and tax legislation, new laws regarding the 
local government, disposal of communal property and land, simplification of 
procedures for starting a business, the development of cooperatives and lease. 
And... a dead end. Why? Because needed reforms are blocked by bureaucrats 
and archaic system of government. It kills the initiative of communities trying to 
fulfil just one function - providing the "right" result in the presidential elections. 
Because he's their only "boss". The "boss", who cannot know either any 
professional qualities of heads of administrations, or important problem areas and 
their solutions, because it is impossible for one person to know, so huge power is 
in the hands of his Majesty the Official. 

Even worse is the situation in the district and regional levels of government. 
Territorial units where the head of administration and chairman of regional 
councils working together, not figuring out who is senior in office can be counted 
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on the fingers. And the answer is simple: the superior one is elected by the 
people, but not the one who is appointed "from above". 

I deliberately do not mention rural councils, thousands of heroes – the heads 
of villages. For them, besides their authority, there are almost no opportunities to 
meet the needs of their voters, especially because the jurisdiction of a village 
council is limited only to the territory of their villages. In vain the Prime Minister 
urged the heads of villages "slam their fist on the table of the official"... From that 
gesture alone only the sound will remain and the next visit of the Supervisory 
authority or the Prosecutor's messenger. 

Excessive centralization of power and administrative system is an 
environment and one of the reasons of corruption, bribery and extortion. 
These ulcers erode the public system and destroy the remnants of faith in justice. In 
their essence they are an evil that should be punished by law. But a hundred times 
more evil is to adapt this system to the embezzlement of budget funds. Whether 
it is about tax collection, VAT refunds, the purchase of medicines or other goods 
for public needs, budget construction investment, the use of funds for elimination 
of consequences of natural disasters (like last year in the Subcarpathia), there 
everywhere there is a criminal extortionist, whose system of government at 
the beck and call and with whom it steals half of the budget, using prices and 
tariffs "robs" the pockets of the citizens. 

Some often argue: is it possible to convey the power to the current local 
councils? There is no experience, and so many known facts of collusion, of 
bribery, especially in the allocation of land! So it is. But it will be as long as 
society do not control elected bodies and their nominees. But if it controls, 
therefore, it will elect then decent ones, who can actually do something for their 
communities. Today the voters are not responsible for their votes, because they 
were indifferent to the outcome of the election. Whoever would come to the 
council or the executive committee, they will little affect changes: there are no 
rights and no opportunities. And when those rights and opportunities appear, then 
the voter will think, who should be supported by their vote. And they will ask the 
elected one if he/she does not cope with their responsibilities.  

The change of psychology of the voter, to transformation of him the 
citizen is one of the major consequences of the decentralization of power and 
strengthening of the role and status of local self-government. "Power to local 
communities" is not just a campaign slogan of socialists, but the content of the 
reform of the system of government, necessary step toward a European model of 
governance. 

Taking power under the control of citizens contributes to the solution of 
another problem whose importance is now felt by all. We are talking about the 
separation of business and government. The more concentration of power and 
the larger resources and budget flows are concentrated in the structures of 
governance, the more attractive these structures are for businessmen, the 
more liberal and anti-social, therefore unconstitutional, will be the economic 
policy of the state. Primitive arguments about the desire of business people to 
protect with the immunity status their business are demagoguery before the 
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trusting layman. We have, let’s say, four hundred businessmen who enjoy 
immunity. And how many are there of them in Ukraine? Why does not the lack of 
immunity of others bring them to justice? Is it possible that they are not criminals? 
Perhaps they do not need the immunity? Perhaps the regulatory, fiscal and other 
public authorities, including local do not work as they should? Who studied these 
and many other circumstances, not to substitute the necessary analytical and 
management activities with speculation about the evil of immunity? And the one 
whose hands are unclean or layman deceived by him/her shout about it the most. 
Business person is seeking power, because it is in terms of centralization and, 
accordingly, the administering tool for their own or corporate interests. 
His/her desire for power is explained by this and dispersal, and accountability of 
government makes it not attractive for business. But then it better serves the people 
and the state. 

Another way of differentiating between business and government is 
elections with open party lists. The content of the required law, the socialists 
proposed to the Parliament seven years ago. We had no support. Now each faction 
in their own way hand in hand is campaigning for such a law. It seems that many 
start to oppose open lists. In this case, maybe the President ought to submit his 
project and let the Parliament demonstrate fidelity to the principles of democracy. I 
can offer simple and reliable concept of such a law, it was sent to deputies a few 
months ago. It is like this: the party (block) nominates 450 candidates. They are 
divided by congresses for specific districts, and they campaign there. Those 
(within the total won quota by the party) become deputies who brought to the 
party the highest number of votes, regardless of the number in the list of 
candidates. This changes the mechanism of elections, makes the voting paper with 
20 to 25 names transparent for the voter, leads to the Parliament the people who 
really have the trust of people and they will be accountable. On the other hand, it is 
an objective and natural way of change of political elites. 

All that is proposed here does not require radical changes in the Constitution 
but requires completion of the long-initiated procedure. Why, then, is it so often 
heard another proposal for the constitutional reform from the screen? One needs a 
bicameral Parliament. The second needs the real power for the President so that he 
does "not only hand out awards, but sometimes uses the right of veto". The third 
ones are itching for presidential elections to be held in the Parliament and to limit 
his/her powers or of the Prime Minister (depending on what is beneficial for 
whom). The fourth ones see the Constitution with excessively detailed order of the 
exercise of power. The fifth ones want the Hetmanate, and so that the nation makes 
amendments to the Constitution itself, by referendum, by order of appointed 
leaders. Eyes are close to the articles of the Constitution, where it says when and 
on what grounds a referendum is held and the absence of a law on referendum. 

And what will the people and the state have of those options? Or nation, as 
Viktor Yushchenko loves it to be expressed, in his own way formulating long-
known definition? Because different drafts show the individual interest of the 
developer. However, the Constitution achieves its role when there the interest 
of the citizen, society and the state is involved, that is, common interest, and 



 165 

not the need of separate institution of power or a separate official. Maybe 
should games be stopped with the accompanying scandals around the Fundamental 
Law? After all, it is in force. First of all it is necessary to know it and, of course, 
abide it . 

In the end, I would like to note that instead of excessive discussion, do the 
following: 

- to make amendments to the Constitution concerning local self-government 
and the judicial system; 

- to adopt about thirty laws detailing the nature of changes; 
- to urgently adopt a law on parliamentary elections with open lists; 
- to revise the law on local elections, focusing primarily on majority 

principle; 
- to regulate the need of hourly wages, to return the constitutional status of 

public ownership to the land, strengthen the role of the state in improving the 
welfare of compatriots; 

- to approve the principles of domestic and foreign policy, so that the 
country develops in the chosen direction and a quarrel about subjective 
perspectives is stopped (NATO, EU, common economic space, language, history, 
church, the Black Sea Fleet...). 

This program is of action for all institutions, real and essential actions. 
They will provide clarity in the politics. And clarity is a guarantee of stability, 
trust of people to power, to enforcement of the constitutional rights and freedoms 
of citizens and, of course, an obligatory condition of overcoming the current crisis. 

Those who make such steps, enter into the history of the state. They are not 
pretentious words, it is a crying need which politicians and all citizens must 
understand. 

The time is almost gone. We need to move from the show to the actions. Not 
to be late forever.  
 
 

Leader of the Socialist party of Ukraine 
 
 

        11.06.09 
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From an interview to Newspaper in Ukrainian (Po-Ukrainsky) 
 

Secret negotiations between BYuT and the Party of Regions 
The fact that negotiations started long ago and, in fact, were conducted 

continuously, is beyond doubt. Their secrecy is artificial. 
The need of the negotiating is objective, since we are talking about business 

interests, which in Ukraine are provided by the government (and the government 
mostly, unfortunately, is provided by the business). One and the other force such as 
Our Ukraine–People's Self-Defense Bloc (in the varieties) and the Lytvyn Bloc is a 
party of business. Our lagged business uses a small arsenal of options: either to 
fight or to negotiate. Therefore, negotiation is a natural process and is less risky for 
the parties, though equally removed from the interests of the society. 

Negotiations, moreover, is the way of competition, where the power is a 
prize, more and even more power, thus more reliable business (in volumes, sectors, 
preferences – in yield). This motivation stimulates the negotiation process, 
explains why after disgruntled statements from a well-known woman her speaker 
from the parliamentary podium responds positively to the claim of V. 
Yanukovych, because he understands that they will need to look for arrangements 
anyway.  

Let them look for. Although it would be better if it was done outside the 
institutions of government. 

To hear comments like, V. Yanukovych has now deceived Yu. Tymoshenko 
for the fact that she deceived him six months earlier. These are all relative things: 
they deceived, and will deceive again. Without separation of business and 
government it is impossible to achieve the political stability. Such is the nature 
of capital, especially of speculative trading one (not to say: criminal). And it is like 
that mostly represented in the current government, where the "gas pipe" issue 
can be put like the state policy and concern for the people. From this "care" 
people live worse and worse, and they don't know the true state of the 
socioeconomic situation in the country and, therefore, there own prospects. 

The situation is classified. But analysts of the Party of Regions read it easy. 
Therefore, the decision of V. Yanukovych is pragmatic* – why should he get 
powers from other people's hands if he can have them on his own? I am talking on 
the arrangements before the amendments to the Constitution regarding the election 
of the President and other things. 

I have already had to say, that a broad coalition of BYuT and the Party of 
Regions could be. It would be a normal reaction of the Parliament for not quite 
normal voter's vote for the completely insane (unconstitutional) elections in 2007, 
which the current head of state wanted to hold. Now he is reaping the 
consequences of his own ventures. Implemented with stubborn provoking 
from the side of Yu. Tymoshenko and others who now accuse the President of 
__________________ 

 * Yanukovych and Tymoshenko negotiated the implementation of plan – election of the 
President in the Parliament. This innovation was not supported by the population. Therefore, 
Yanukovych realized: why to take the risk if because fatal policy of the government and the 
President he has a clear chance to win the next presidential election. 
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treason. Treason – against whom and what? If against each other, that is their 
normal behavior, if the treason against people – it is not a treason, it is their 
inherent fooling of  people. Treason is an action against conscience, and they 
don't know what this word means, because they never acted according to the 
morality principles. 

A broad coalition is one of the possible constitutional options. Natural 
options. But the real motives of creating such a coalition, if you believe many 
publications and statements of the representatives of the two camps, it is a 
dangerous game, it's a threat to the state and it is abolition of democracy. The fact 
that V. Yanukovych (even if for pragmatic reasons) stopped in this process, it is his 
positive thing. The question here is not so much about the election of the President 
by the Parliament, by this Parliament (!), more about elections in two stages, the 
imperative mandate and other situative-opportunistic, deeply reactionary things. 

I found the answer to the question long ago, which every time appears 
before the next political campaigns: why does the Constitution always become 
the subject for the discussion, why do they try to make the issue of citizenship in 
disputes? The answer is simple – the powers that be cannot explain their 
inability to govern. What claim to the Constitution can they present if they did 
not act according to the Fundamental law?! Don't blame the Constitution in 
the government mess, in intrigue, terrible corruption, bribery, extortion and 
injustice against people in comparison with powers that be. Should the 
Constitution be blamed for that the wealth of Ukraine is looted, that its biggest 
wealth – the land is looted, the people of the productive age go to look for the job 
to other countries around the world, become servants in other countries? 

No, not the Constitution should be blamed. (Position of L. Kravchuk 
surprises me in this relation.) Those who violate it should be blamed. We 
cannont help worrying that almost everyone who sees himself as the next President 
(namely the President, not the candidate), put the need of amendments to the 
Constitution in the foreground. "For themselves", of course. So the voters would 
do the right thing if they voted against all, whom the current Constitution 
hindered. After all, we only need to take a little step, to complete the reform 
launched in 2004, to transfer the powers to the local level under the control of the 
citizens, eliminating the Institute of current administrations. This is the European 
model of government. And still the current Parliament could implement it as there 
are the conclusions of the Constitutional Court on the relevant law on amendments 
to the Constitution. Thinking that amendments need to be made only by a stable 
Parliament is wickedness. Stable Parliament, subordinate to some political-
business power will write the provisions of the Constitution "for this power", 
against the interests of the people. I hope it is not needed to explain. 

But the current Parliament because of the doubt and uncertainty of its 
subjects, would be able to vote for amendments to the Constitution that will not 
allow someone to stand out with special powers, at the same time reinforcing the 
rights of the people, the rights of the citizen. In such a way the Parliament acted in 
1996, adopting the Constitution against the will of the President. In the same way it 
worked in 2004, fearing (not without reason) the threat of dictatorship. 
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It seems this attitude to the constitutionality of government would not be a 
subject of "secret" negotiations. And it is a pity. 
 

The presidential election campaign.  
The possibility of holding early parliamentary elections . 
The presidential election campaign will be held on time. Obviously that it 

will be in January next year. Persons involved in the negotiations have been 
already mentioned, favorites have been defined by sociologists and "sociologists". 
What is there to comment? Just some of the contenders should walk with caution 
now – the campaign will be too dirty. I say so, because I know, who we will have 
to deal with. 

It would be better if parliamentary elections were held at the same time. 
According to the law on open party lists. You have noticed: as soon as the 
prospect just to divide the power had appeared, removing from it its source – 
the people and talks about open lists disappeared. 

Let's wait a few weeks. If the Supreme Council does not adopt at least one 
law on open lists, it means that there is still no Parliament. 
 

The economic situation in the country. 
The economy is in decline. And what it could be, if economic policy is 

formed by people who didn't know (and don't want to know!) the production? 
Those who understand crooked gambling of the first period of capital 
accumulation, theft, kickbacks, and "milking" of the budget. 

We have so many talented people, so many ready for implementation of 
developments! But who need them, if the power is carried out by usual frauds, who 
live good without innovation? And if it turns bad – they will find a place abroad. 
Thank God, many have family ties, and they have prepared "savings for a rainy 
day". 

Not to analyze the economy, look at the manipulation of the exchange rate 
policy and "protection" of the monetary unit. The government joined the world 
scam, started in financial circles of the West, as a result of which huge foreign 
currency consumer loans came to Ukraine. The commercial banks took out them. 
Now the government is seeking tranches of the IMF to recapitalize 
commercial banks. I will put it in simple words: for commercial banks to return 
these dollar injections overseas (the same was done with billions of dollars 
injections from the budget, however, not in the system but in individual banks, 
which gives grounds to speak about the astronomical "kickbacks" to those who 
took the decision, such practice is in Ukraine), As a result the debt of commercial 
banks and other institutions will become a public debt, that is the debt of every 
citizen. For today and for the future. 

And there was no investment in the real economy, in production, to really 
protect the country. 

Such authorities we have. Such a government. Actually, that which was 
brought to power... by the people. 
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Do these people, who voted in 2007 for sweet false promises, understand 
it? I'm not sure. But before the next election there is what to think about. For 
everyone.           12.06.09 
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Comment for the media 
 

Most politicians complain that the amendments to to the Fundamental 
law in 2004 led to the problem of balance between the branches of 
government 

And what Constitution did prevent Kuchma to build normal relations with 
the Parliament? Then all the time there was a scandal after scandal with the 
government and with the Council. Almost every year, governments changed. And 
the Constitution was like, V.Yushchenko wants. If a person "seeks" the 
presidential position because of the ideology, with vision of the prospect, has a 
responsibility to the society, he/she must abide the Constitution. But the President 
is not guided by the Constitution. How can anything hinder which is not used? 
V.Yushchenko stamped on it so many times. He still continues to appoint acting 
heads of regional state administrations. But he does not have such authority. Or he 
interferes with the work of the courts. Any Constitution will hinder such people. 

 
Why did BYuT and the Party of Regions write the Constitution, if the 

officials are not guided by it? 
It was necessary to bring the intrigue, because there is nothing to talk about. 

At the same time they agreed, that the power, which is now in their hands, is better 
to be divided. And at least for two years to exclude people from their constitutional 
rights. In fact, the business agreed with the business, agreed who will own what. 
 

What prevented Madam Prime Minister and the leader of the Party of 
Regions from creating a union?  

Such power would not have been recognized in Europe and in the world. 
And the power should be with a decent face. In addition, I think the Party of 
Regions figured: why to get the presidency with someone’s help, if it can be 
obtained with the support of the people? Why should they decide between the 
spheres of influence when they can dispose of everything without partners? So it 
was claimed: that was a fraud, that should not be allowed. 
 

Can actually Yanukovych and Tymoshenko unite? Just "for the sake of 
rescuing Ukraine"? 

They can. If you drop the words "for the sake of the country." They are 
redundant here. 

I am surprised at the position of Kravchuk, who several years ago said: 
"Give the powers of Kuchma to an angel and tomorrow the horns will grow." And 
today he is for the amendments to the Constitution. And we, in 2004, made only a 
half-step towards a European model of governance. Step is unfinished, because 
Yushchenko all the while was looking back at the previous powers of the President 
and did not want to vote in the Parliament. Although he said that line of his 
political force was to vote "for". Then Yu.Lutsenko from the faction of the 
Socialist party of Ukraine helped V.Yushchenko too, for the first time not 
having voted for the amendments. He had to tell a few delicate words... 
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Kravchuk supported my line and the Constitution must be abode and not 
amended. And if to amend, then according to the provisions of the same 
Constitution. People in future elections should vote against those who call to 
amend the Constitution, against the continuation of the current show.  
 

But with today's political leaders, the situation will not change. And the 
infighting between the Prime Minister and President will continue... 

May it be necessary to change these people and not the Fundamental law? 
Otherwise it turns out that we do as it is beneficial for them. But the Constitution is 
written for the state. 

Here on different talk shows it is said: can this Parliament change the 
Constitution? No. We need to have a stable Parliament. Oh no! On the contrary 
during the instability of the Parliament necessary for people amendments to the 
Constitution are adopted. We adopted the Constitution in 1996, for example, 
against the will of the President when the situation was extremely unstable.  

2004. Again the brawl. But with an eye on future presidential elections, each 
faction has its own interest. Everyone is not sure finally about their prospects, 
everyone is cautious. So it was decided that no one was afraid of anyone, it was 
useful for the country. Voted. Today it is possible to amend a bit. These are 
amendments  which refer to the local self-government, to give more power at the 
local level.  
 

Is it beneficial for the political leaders? 
No. The centralization of power is corruption. Is today's motivation of 

behavior of Yulia Tymoshenko or others connected with the interests of the state? 
What does it mean, for example, to keep in one hand the procurement system or 
the VAT refund? This is carve-up, kickbacks and huge bribes! 

Abroad pieces of paper have been printed and through the International 
Monetary Fund have been given to us. Under the guarantee of the government. 
And from government through the state Bank money is given to separate 
commercial banks. For recapitalization. Banks will pay off with foreign creditors. 
And commercial debt will become public. If this goes on, by the end of the year, 
the state will get the external debt of 100 billion dollars. What is this policy about? 
Yu.Tymoshenko says that the government's decision was taken "with a clear 
conscience". They found three banks and allocate money to them. Firstly, the 
Treasury has no money. It is issuing money. Secondly, if the system is not funded, 
but individual members, it means that everyone made arrangements. Now someone 
has got the money for the elections. Because of 40 billion to make a "rollback" 
of two to four billion is not difficult. There are masters. 
 

There is money. But how to return the people's confidence after all? 
But who cares about the people? A woman talks so beautiful, she is totally 

innocent. And the hair is in a plait. Moreover "on the verge of tears". The ratings 
do not matter. There are the electoral commissions, the protocols, and the 
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agreements. There are voters, who received 500 hryvnias each for voting in Kyiv. 
All depends on the extent of money.  
 

Does Tymoshenko have a chance to become the President? 
Everyone has a chance. But the head of the state can not be the person 

who lies and deceives. 
How to divide the powers of the President, the Prime Minister and the 

Parliament for them to work hand in hand? 
Let’s take the text, for example, of the French Constitution and write that it 

is the Constitution of Ukraine. We will have the same thing that is happening 
today.  

Everyone sees the Constitution for themselves, and goes to "save the people" 
through the amendments to the Fundamental law. People can be deceived, 
because it is possible to be at a loss having so many leaders. I participated in the 
presidential campaign three times and never said that it is necessary to amend the 
Constitution. It's not the President’s job. The law should work, and it is necessary 
to provide. Importantly, that you were not interested in dollar, but the prospect of 
the people and the state..  
 

Now Tymoshenko proposes to make Ukraine a parliamentary Republic 
In 2006 - 2007, her position was changed three times. It all depended on 

where she saw herself. If she had a chance to be the President, she was for 
strengthening of the powers of the President if there was a chance to become the 
Prime Minister, then all powers to him. Incidentally, Kuchma was like that. 
Yu.Tymoshenko claimed: "I want to be the Prime Minister with the powers of the 
President." Sometimes openness gives the opportunity to understand the thoughts 
or intentions.  
 

Why has Tymoshenko recently agreed with Yanukovych to be the 
Prime Minister, and after a few days announced that she went for the 
presidential election? 

Tymoshenko understands that she will not remain the Prime Minister. I hope 
that she will not become the President.  
 

The presidential election will be in 2010 and parliamentary in 2012. 
Therefore, Tymoshenko will be able to remain the Prime Minister. If only the 
next President announces early parliamentary elections... 

And why does not Yushchenko announce them now? After all, today there 
are all legal grounds. In 2007, he issued four unconstitutional decrees and the 
elections were held. 
 

Then the main players made arrangements... 
It is not about the arrangements. The law must act. Then, in the agreement, 

I wrote the protection formula for Yushchenko from accusations of violating the 
Constitution. I protected not his authority, but of the Institute of the President. 
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Who knew that of seven paragraphs of the agreement, only one will be fulfilled – 
the date of parliamentary elections. Until you learn to abide the Constitution, until 
then it will be a mess, there will be no order in the state and respect for the law.  
 

On what grounds can the President announce early parliamentary 
elections? 

In the Parliament there is no constitutional majority – coalition of factions. I 
wrote these provisions in the Constitution myself, what can the Constitutional 
Court explain to me? It says that three factions united and formally made up of 226 
votes. But 115 of them are against the union. So there is no coalition. This means 
that the government is illegitimate, and either a new coalition should be formed or 
early elections should be announced. We have an interesting government. There 
only the Minister of utilities Kucherenko and Minister of transport Vinskyi worked 
in manufacturing. And almost all others are not experts. They have never worked 
in the production industry and have no idea what is it, how to survive at the 
expense of the salary, how to keep a family. Indeed, not the government, "team". 
Perhaps it is familiar situation to Yu. Tymoshenko, taking into account her 
"working career", which is better to be told in Dnipropetrovsk, by friends 
(with the help of Yu. Tymoshenko with unlicensed video products), by her 
partners of gas business. However, some are in prisons in Russia, and her 
"chef" is still in the United States. But Tymoshenko is still the Prime Minister. 

 
         June 2009 
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From an interview to the newspaper "VOICE OF UKRAINE" (Holos 
Ukrainy) 

 
Why was the Constitution 1996 adopted in a rather extreme situation? 
In the years of independence the situation was always extreme in Ukraine. It 

was created by those who aspired to absolute uncontrollable power (in this case, it 
was the President L. Kuchma), and those who were ready to serve those in power 
(at that time this role was especially characteristic for "national-patriotic forces", in 
particular for the party Rukh (Movement)). 

After the adoption of imposed by L. Kuchma Constitutional Treaty 
(approximately 240 deputies had signed it and the Treaty was forced to become a 
legal document) the year passed. The deadline for the preparation of the 
Constitution loomed. The President tried to carry out his own version of the 
Fundamental law, which, in fact, would legally consecrate the dictatorship. In 
March 1996 the Parliament rejected the draft. For the approval of the other 
version, developed in the Parliament, it was necessary to involve the Communist 
faction in the vote, which had then about 120 votes. Those national anxious and 
just dependent on Kuchma tried not to allow the Communists to participate in 
the constitutional process so that having agreeing an acceptable option by 226 
votes to bring it to a referendum. (It was envisaged in the Constitutional Treaty 
like that, if 300 votes were not enough.) We managed to avoid this prospect at the 
beginning of May, and work on the Constitution went further through according to 
regulations procedure. 

At the end of June already 47 articles of the Fundamental law were voted 
on by the constitutional majority. My hope was that by the middle of July, the 
Constitution will be adopted. Realizing that dictatorial powers get out of hand of L. 
Kuchma, he and his entourage violated the Treaty, the referendum was 
announced for the beginning of September, previously rejected reactionary option 
was suggested to people. (About the nuances of this scam and its counteraction it 
can be read in the book by O. Moroz "On the land, the Constitution, and more"*.) 

Counter to the scam was put by deputies, during a day, having agreed on not 
previously clarified positions in the Fundamental law. The Constitution received 
the highest rating of experts in Ukraine and abroad. I think this day was the rise 
of parliamentarism and democracy in Ukraine. I am proud that I participated in 
it. 
 

What, in Your opinion, was worth amending in the Constitution of 
1996? 

At Constitutional night about eighty amendments concerning mainly the 
rights and freedoms of citizens were made to the Fundamental law, in particular 
the preservation of the norm on mandatory secondary education. 
We failed to convince deputies of the need to strengthen the rights and 
__________________ 

* O.Moroz. "On the land, the Constitution, and more" … Kyiv. The newspaper office of 
the newspaper "Tovarysh" (Comrade) 2000. 
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status of bodies of local self-government, to better balance the functions of the 
Supreme institutions of governance, to prevent the usurpation of power. There is a 
need to better write the place of the judiciary, some other moments. The Parliament 
began to correct these shortcomings in 1999, when the threat of usurpation has 
become quite real. Amendments adopted in December 2004, began the first phase 
of the necessary reforms of the system of government. This process is blocked by 
the adventurers holding high positions, they organized the early parliamentary 
elections in unconstitutional way in 2007. The introduction of the European model 
of governance is stopped. I hope this is temporary. 

 
Why do the main political players want to rewrite the Constitution 

now? 
Because they have nothing to say about those problems that really bother 

people, especially in a crisis. It turns out that for the citizens not to ask 
uncomfortable questions (about the job, salary, pension, health care, continuous 
theft, corruption and arbitrariness of officials), let them speak about the 
Constitution. When people have no bread, the circuses are imposed. Cheap trick. 

But the essence is simple – the reason for the mess in the state is not in 
the Constitution, it is because of its violation by powers that be, first of all by 
the President. It's his fault, he's not fulfilling his primary function. 

Now let's see who and what offers. The authors write drafts "for 
themselves", not for Ukraine. Failed draft of BYuT is extremely eloquent for this 
example. One thing pleases, various varianrs will not "pass", and their authors 
won't make their way to a higher power. 

Actually, I think it would be wise if people voted against everyone who 
offers a new text of the Constitution. Ventures and intrigues must end! 

 
         26.06.09 
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From an interview to the Arabic website 
 

- Good afternoon, Mr Moroz! 
- Good afternoon.  

 
- First and foremost, we want to talk to You about the internal situation 

in Ukraine. We know that Ukraine has passed several stages in its 
development: the Constitution of Ukraine was adopted, You were personally 
involved. The "orange revolution" also took place. Now we see that all the 
institutions of government are paralyzed, Executive, legislative and judicial 
powers are working bad. What recommendations would You give to save 
Ukraine? 

- Firstly, for the state to function as it should, it is necessary that the 
foundations of relations between institutions and the citizens of the state have been 
clearly defined, but most importantly – they must be strictly abode. All what we 
are seeing today is a consequence of the unconstitutional actions of the 
President and other officials, who, looking at him, allow themselves the same. 
There cannot be the order in the state, until the laws and the Constitution will be 
strictly abode – it is the first main reason. The second reason is that in accordance 
with the Constitution, the Parliament should develop the domestic and foreign 
policy, that is, the program of development of the state, which will define the main 
objectives, terms and methods of achieving them, responsibilities of parties, 
institutions of government, the role of political parties, public movements and so 
on. There is not such a thing. Why not? Because all decisions were taken at the 
highest level. The previous and current presidents believe that such policy will 
start to hedge in their initiative, but they cannot show their initiative, thoroughly 
thought and beneficial to the country and the people, due to various reasons. I don't 
analyze these reasons now, I am just stating the fact of lack of a development 
program in the state. What the President says, so to say, we will get into NATO 
and the European Union, even the terms are defined, immediately after the election 
going to Brussels (by which surprised local politicians), does not do him honor, 
and is not conducive to the development of the country. The lack of plan and 
thoroughness of program provision of the development is the second reason. 
Next, privatization was conducted incorrectly in Ukraine: not in favor of the 
state and not encouraging more efficient production processes. It was conducted in 
favor of close to power, that is, those who are the power themselves and use its 
possibilities for their personal gain. Instead of privatization, the looting of the fixed 
assets and wealth of Ukraine took place. Business, the government and, in fact, 
crime merged. People happened to be outside the process, they are bypassed and 
robbed. This causes distrust of the government, and hostility that is independent 
and very serious factor influencing the state of affairs in Ukraine. 
 

- Now people are preparing for elections. It is only unclear to what: 
early presidential or parliamentary? What sequence in Your opinion would 
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be more logical and rational for the society and the restart of the control 
system? 

- We presume according to what we have. Within the government there is 
the President who must be elected at the beginning of next year. Here everything is 
clear. There is also the Parliament, but there is no majority, formed in accordance 
with the Constitution. And the Parliament, which is not formed by the majority, 
should go to the early elections – this is the provision of the Constitution. As there 
is no one to make decisions about the government, it is illegitimate. A huge 
shortage of normal relations is felt in the government and the Parliament. In fact 
there is no Parliament. It is necessary to hold elections to the Parliament early 
and quickly within two months, as it is defined by the Constitution. Why does 
not the President implement his constitutional right to announce early elections in 
this case? This is a question to him. Everything should be done according to the 
Constitution. It directly determines the provisions and the order according to which 
the President reacts to the situation. The President issued a decree on early 
elections on 2nd September last year, having the grounds for it, and then, either not 
having the political will to implement it, or referring to some formal reasons, did 
not hold the elections, and the problem is in limbo*. That is, under the 
Constitution, early parliamentary elections should be held, and then timely 
Presidential ones. Or at least they should be held at the same time. 
 

- How do You assess the foreign policy being carried out by the 
Ukrainian authorities? Especially against the Arab countries? 

- Internal and external policy are interconnected things, but if there is no 
certainty in the content of policy, then it is clear that domestic policy shortcomings 
continue in the external and vice versa. The reorientation of the economy in the 
interests of big oligarchs and in this regard, the import and export dependence of 
our economy has put Ukraine into a difficult position. In this regard, even a small 
recession of the economy in the West during the crisis caused the economic 
disaster in Ukraine, mass unemployment, the decline in gross production and the 
elimination of entire sectors of the economy. In addition, in Ukraine's foreign 
policy the meridional direction is not being used. In ancient times we had a 
relationship on the line "from the Vikings to the Greeks", i.e. from the North to the 
South. This is logical, because many of the interests of the countries of the South, 
the middle East and the Arab world coincide with the interests of Ukraine, and can 
stimulate the development of our States.  

There is another circumstance, our leadership is fond of the themes of the 
factors in the foreign policy that seem attractive to them, but they are unacceptable 
to the people and harmful from a geopolitical point of view. I mean, first of all, the 
desire to join NATO. Thus the government resorts to manipulation, putting an 
equal sign between the European Union and NATO. But these are completely 
different and independent entities. It is clear to all that if we defend the idea of 
 
__________________ 

 * Tymoshenko – the Prime Minister said that the Cabinet of Ministers have no money on 
such elections. And that's it! 
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joining (and a quick entry) of Ukraine to NATO, here we are not talking about 
creating a system of security for Ukraine, but, most likely, of satisfying the interest 
of the superpower seeking to move the Eastern border of NATO to Russia. Thus, 
Ukraine is becoming a hostage of someone else's global policy, which is 
extremely disadvantageous for it. And since such a prospect is not supported by the 
Ukrainian people, that is to say: there was a separation of the intentions of the 
authorities from the interests of the society. It cannot be allowed. 
 

- What do you wish our Arabic-speaking readers who want to know 
more about Ukraine, as well as investors and politicians from Qatar? 

- Your readers need to accept Ukraine as it is, but despite the disadvantages, 
which I frankly named, to see the prospect of Ukraine. She has a huge potential. 
This potential (under the influence of the socialists as well) will be developed, and 
it is very interesting for Arab countries. I am convinced that cooperation between 
Arab countries and Ukraine will be of great benefit both Ukraine and Arab 
countries.  
 
 
 
          06.08.09 
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People have a right to know the truth 
 

WE DO NOT PARTICIPATE IN SOMEONE ELSE’S GAME  
 
Oleksandr MOROZ, 
Leader of the Socialist party of Ukraine 
 

Almost ten years have passed since it was decided at the meeting of the 
Political Council of the Socialist party of Ukraine, in discussions and in the media 
not to criticize the Communists. Not because there is no reason to criticize them, 
but because people don't like such disputes, they don't add influence to parties that 
are not so different, that people could clearly define what separates the communists 
from the socialists or from other left parties. We strictly followed that instruction, 
despite the cases that still required some comments.  

But as it turned out that position had its drawbacks. Especially when the 
other side thinks it is our weakness. So we need to correct our mistake. This must 
be done because the incorrect statements do not come from journalists’ material in 
the contract of the Communist Party of Ukraine, but directly from the leader of the 
party. I condescendingly treat P. Symonenko regarding his statements to my 
address. Whether we like it or not, the history will give assessment of party 
leaders, and people have already given it now. The evaluations are different, 
sometimes unfair, and therefore it is bitter to hear them. But it is, at least, strange 
to hear from the leader of the party, which by definition should be close to ours, 
that "comrades in the party and voters failed to recognize me on time " (see "Kyiv 
Bulletin" (Kyiv visnyk) dated 19.09.2009). And that requires a principled 
explanation.  

The current dissatisfaction with the leadership of the Communist Party is 
partly caused by preparations for the upcoming elections. This is a planned 
resentment, and the reason was the refusal of the socialists to sign the documents 
on formation of a lefy bloc. I say "planned" because the head of the Central 
Committee of the Communist Party of Ukraine, who participates in the 
presidential election, has no argument against the government, because he is a 
part of it, and therefore supports it by all the forces. How else can it be 
understood that today in the upper echelons of power, among the Ministers and 
their deputies there are a dozen representatives of the Communist Party? I don't 
want to condemn them - let them work, but then we cannot say that the Communist 
Party is "the only true opposition force". How could they be the opposition when 
they are in power? And people don't like the government. So, under these 
conditions, for election propaganda the only way remains– to blame others, 
preferably those who are known, therefore, to accuse socialists. Of what? But 
precisely of that they did not join the left block, which part of the electorate waits, 
but which is discredited with the futile idea of support in a presidential campaign 
namely of P. Symonenko.  

"Is it possible to consider as a candidate from the left bloc not the leader of 
any party included in the bloc, but just a decent person?" I asked P. Symonenko 
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during our meeting on this occasion. "It's excluded," the reply came. Therefore, 
only Symonenko! 

But any reasonable person knows that in the presidential elections, if not to 
rely on the administrative resources (and none of the left can focus on it), the 
leader of the Communist Party will receive the support of voters at the level of 
his deserved rating. Only his personally! The existence of the bloc will add 
almost nothing to this result. Bloc is needed in the local and parliamentary 
elections, what we stated in the resolution of the Political Council of the Socialist 
party of Ukraine, leaving open the question of our joining the bloc. The leadership 
of the Communist Party of Ukraine and P. Symonenko himself knew it without us. 
Therefore, they did not expect that we the entered the bloc. Not accidentally, one 
of the mouthpieces of the Communist Party of Ukraine - newspaper "2000" on the 
eve of the possible signing of documents "pointed" to the leadership of the 
Communist Party of Ukraine the danger of entry into the unit with us, 
because then the opportunity to criticize the socialists and with the help of this 
criticism to get the votes of the people would be lost.  

Someone will say: this is fiction. No, that's the whole idea. Not to cite the 
well-known facts, I will put to me and those who doubt, a question: why did the 
leadership of the Communist Party refuse entry into the unit three times 
during eleven years? Last year, when the President announced provided by the 
Constitution early parliamentary elections, it criticised the proposal of the 
socialists to unite, claiming: "the Communist Party of Ukraine will not unite with 
other parties". What has changed now – They are afraid to lose the votes in the 
Central and Western parts of Ukraine, where the Communists cannot count on 
support without our help?  

Why should we be the figurehead, and moreover for "technical" candidate? 
It was in 1999 and earlier. This game is not of the left bloc, not even the 
Communists – let honest Communists understand me correctly. It's just someone 
else's game.  

I emphasise again that the formation of a left bloc is an urgent need for 
society. A need that would ensure a victory for pragmatic parties. Therefore, in 
spite of the imposed discussion, we will look for any opportunity to consolidate the 
parties intended to fight for social justice and human rights.  

In these and other publications that are controlled by the leadership of the 
Communist Party of Ukraine and which are not a subscription edition, and are 
given to people (especially on the eve of the expected election), the slander on the 
socialists and, of course, on me is often heard. Some of them I am obliged to 
comment. 
 
BANNING OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY OF UKRAINE "AT FAULT OF 

O. MOROZ" 
Let me remind you, in 1990 in the Parliament there were more than 20 

secretaries of the Central Committee, heads of departments of the Central 
Committee and first secretaries of regional committees. None of them responded to 
the need to create majority (the majority, without its current status), nobody 
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wanted to lead it (308 Communists signed an appeal prepared by me). The 
majority existed less than a year and was disbanded at my insistence. The reason: 
nearly none of the party functionaries appealed the illegal decision of the 
Presidium of the Supreme Council Verkhovna Rada to ban the Communist 
Party. When I after more than four hours near the "first microphone", achieved 
from the second Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party 
of Ukraine Leonid Kravchuk, who held a meeting of the Parliament so that the 
question of the adoption of the illegal decision was put to a vote in the session hall 
(otherwise the decision of the Presidium would be considered as unconstitutional), 
for the inclusion of this issue on the agenda voted ... about 90 of the Communists. 
(I do not remind of the official dissolution of the Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union by M. Gorbachev).  

Prohibited, with the participation of Leonid Kravchuk, the party 
focused on electing the President of Ukraine. "Leonid is a good guy," said one 
of the then leaders of the Communist Party of Ukraine. Some functionaries of the 
current Communist Party of Ukraine can confirm that the whole storm of 
indignation, organized by right-wing (incidentally, almost all of them were recent 
Communists), was aimed at socialists, which created their party in October 
1991. And not at the direction or with the help of L. Kravchuk, according to 
another liar in the newspaper "2000", and contrary to the position of power. 
Thanks to the heroism of many people, not indifferent to destiny of the Fatherland, 
mostly former real Communists. I will name at least Adam Martyniuk, Vil 
Romashchenko, Nataliia Kostenko and others. They organized columns on the 
revolutionary holidays, they demanded the resumption of illegally banned party. In 
their ranks for some reason there were not noticed those who after 20 years 
decided to "join" the socialists.  

I will skip the recovery phase of the Communist Party of Ukraine in the 
summer of 1993. About 70 thousand of those, who two years were in the socialist 
party became its skeleton. We did not interfere with their choice, though each time, 
analyzing the situation, I asked our activists at local level:  

- How many socialists were there in your area?  
- 150, - answered the Secretary of the district (number is approximate).  
- Havs the regional organization of the Communist Party been restored?  
Yes.  
- How many of the left are now in the area?  
- 150 ...  
- So how, then, the growing influence of the left is manifested? 

 
ABOUT THE ELECTION OF O.MOROZ THE CHAIRMAN OF THE 

SUPREME COUNCIL WITH THE HELP OF... L. KUCHMA. 
With L. Kuchma we were unfamiliar because he was seldom present at the 

meetings of the Parliament of the first convocation, but having managed the 
government, has gained the corresponding reputation. To the Parliament in 1994, 
he was part of the Inter-Regional Deputies' Group. The group expressed support 
for my candidacy for the chairman of the Parliament but not the whole 
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group... voted. This is the answer. But I was supported by the Communists. I am 
grateful to those people.  

But this is where it should be reminded that the election of L. Kuchma as 
the President of Ukraine in 1994 was provided by the position of the 
Communists, who forgot about his leadership of the Cabinet of Ministers and 
wanted to see the "red director" at the highest position. Consequently, L. Kuchma 
was brought to power by Communists along with the others. It is a fact. 

 
ABOUT THE "INCONSISTENCY" OF O.MOROZ IN THE 

CONSTITUTIONAL PROCESS 
I am tired, frankly speaking, of fiction concerning this. After all, you can 

analyze everything with the meeting transcripts.  
1995 I signed the Constitutional Treaty, against which I was, but for which 

240 deputies voted with their signatures. The socialist faction did not vote for the 
Treaty, but I have to sign the document, performing the function of the Chairman 
of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada).  

The Treaty, meanwhile, gave the way to a new Constitution. I did everything 
possible for this historic step. It was important to include the Communists in the 
preparation of the Fundamental Law and vote for him. The right who helped 
Kuchma to get rid of the left, to collect 226 votes and to hold he the referendum 
under the draft he needed were against. At the beginning of May 1996, the 
inclusion of Communist deputies in the constitutional process was managed to 
provide, although some of them still did not vote for the Constitution. Why? To 
this question the answer can be found, but that is already history. 
 

ABOUT THE PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION OF 1999 
Everybody is already fed up with the talk about "Association of four people 

in Kaniv". I will say: foursome was created not on my initiative, but I agreed to the 
proposal, having received confirmation that the only candidate from the group (the 
list was open to all) would be the one who according to the opinion polls a month 
before the election would receive the greatest support of respondents.  

P. Symonenko refused to enter the bloc. The reasons became clear later.  
A month before the election Ye. Marchuk unexpectedly easily agreed to 

withdraw his candidacy. He was ready to settle with the role of Secretary of the 
NSDC (which happened, but in a different way). In a day or two after the consent 
authority has carried out a provocation of the "assassination" in Kryvyi Rih and 
attributed the assassination to "terrorist" O.Moroz. Somehow suddenly O. 
Tkachenko shifted into reverse, saying that "the people called him out". As a 
result, the "foursome" broke up – everybody got what he/she could expect (taking 
into account the work of administrative resources against the socialist). "We 
worked against O.Moroz, but not against Marchuk etc..." - Kuchma said so almost 
literally in his office.  

But information about the role of P. Symonenko somehow did not 
spread. It is clear why. There was a conspiracy. The presence of the 
Communist in the campaign ensured the victory of L. Kuchma. Even despite 
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the fact that in the second round, the socialists added P. Symonenko votes in the 
Central and even Western districts, the overall result was programmed.  

- Leonid Danylovych, we did everything as agreed, - the voice of P. 
Symonenko sounds on the tape in conversation with L. Kuchma immediately after 
the elections. What they agreed on and what they did, it is not hard to guess. 
 

ON THE CASE OF HONHADZE AND THE PROTEST ACTIONS 
Could the Communist leader disclose information about the crime of 

power, whom M. Melnychenko proposed? No. The answer follows from the 
previous paragraph. The facts, about which all newspapers of the Communist party 
are writing now is a clumsy cover-up of questionable behavior of a particular 
person. That’s it!  

Could P. Symonenko participate in the walkouts "Ukraine without 
Kuchma!" after that? He could, but only under pressure of the party grassroots who 
demanded the actions. Almost every time with the arrival of Communist Party 
leadership to rallies I had to listen to complaints about the fact that the protesters 
are not very friendly to him. But could I get them to love a man who always made 
compromises?  

Protest "Rise up, Ukraine!" was held with the active participation of the 
Communists. It seemed to me that the "ice is broken": under the pressure of the 
people unification of those who oppose authoritarianism, will take place.  

P. Symonenko once even stood with Yushchenko in the European square in 
front of hundred thousand audience. And it didn't bother him. At least not as much 
as my appearance with the same V. Yushchenko on the Maidan worried.  

After the rally in the European square we (and P. Symonenko with us) 
stayed the night in the Presidential Administration. The meeting with L. Kuchma 
took place only in the morning. It was important at least because of one phrase of 
the President:  

- I understand why he is here, pointing at me, Leonid Kuchma started, I 
understand why she is here, pointing at Yu. Tymoshenko. - But why are you 
here? - he asked P. Symonenko.  

It was a historic phrase. 
 

ON THE MAIDAN  
Like no other, P. Symonenko knows that the democratic amendments to the 

Constitution, the declaration of necessity of which we signed earlier with him and 
V. Yushchenko, could be made only with the help of the votes of the faction of 
Our Ukraine. And the votes of those could be gained, having supported the 
nomination of V. Yushchenko in the presidential elections. There was no other 
option! After all, it was about strategy of development of the state, its 
structure, and not on episodic presidency of V. Yushchenko.  

For that purpose only it was necessary to go to the Maidan. Not to 
Yushchenko but to the people who genuinely wanted change, wanted freedom, 
wanted finally to live like human beings. Where else can you turn to? To support 
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V. Yanukovych, who at the time was considered a creature of L. Kuchma? L. 
Kuchma focused on the failure of elections, on his third coming, it was known too.  

And the socialists, note please, never suggested (at least out loud, although 
this opinion has already been formed), that P. Symonenko counted on that 
"coming". That is why he did not participate in nationwide  rallies. 
 

ABOUT "BEING IN POWER" 
Having the opportunity to at least symbolically approach the formation of 

the government, the leadership of the socialists and Communists acted differently. 
We sent our party members into the power who worked, some better and some 
worse, taking responsibility for themselves and for the party. The Communists 
recommended not their own, but other, more profitable for them people, then 
like not being in power, to be able to criticize it for its "anti-people policy". The 
policy, however, was anti-people before. But such policy was created with the 
efforts of the Ministers of industry, healthcare, agriculture and forestry, and the 
management of the State customs committee, where appointees at different times, 
sometimes under different governments, were the ones who were recommended by 
the Central Committee of the Communist Party of Ukraine. I see, they were 
recommended, on the basis of altruistic motives. 
 

ON PARTICIPATION IN ANTI-CRISIS COALITION AND IN 
ELECTIONS 2007 

The fallacy of the accusations against the socialists of the "treason" was well 
understood by the partners in the parliamentary majority - the Communists.  

Even the author of the article in the newspaper "2000" dated 21-29 August 
of this year, looking for "dirt" in my political biography, was forced to admit: "Of 
course, needless to say that the Anti-Crisis Coalition formed thanks to Moroz in 
the summer of 2006 became a boon for Ukraine." Perhaps this idea had to be 
developed during elections by our partners? Because they had the involvement of 
"good" as well. During unconstitutional elections in 2007 we had reason to count 
on the objectivity of their campaign. They will agitate for themselves, of course, 
but not at the expense of the accusations of the socialists – we're partners! 
We've seen that at that time the teams of Yu. Tymoshenko and V. Yushchenko 
hyped the whole propaganda machine, radio, television and the press for 
defamation of socialists, and in particular, O.Moroz. It turned out, our recent 
partners (and the Communists in particular) have forgotten that the creation 
of the Anti-Crisis Coalition was the salvation of Ukraine, otherwise three years 
ago what is now destroying our state, driving the people into poverty and 
powerlessness would have begun. P. M. Symonenko waited for that as well. 
Otherwise, how the responses of the leaders of the Communist Party to the 
prepared in various audiences questions should have been understood:  

- How will now the Parliament operate, without the socialists faction?  
- We, Communists, will represent the left movement decently. We have 

never betrayed anyone...  
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The applause after this answer is so natural (according to the method of 
propaganda) as well as inappropriate (according to the content of the dialogue). 
 

ABOUT "SPLITS" IN THE SOCIALIST PARTY OF UKRAINE 
There have never been splits by the socialists for no reason. "Splits" to form 

a new party brands were organized and provided by the power, to which the 
socialists were not in imaginary, but in open opposition. And some people 
could not stand this infighting– they gave up having bought either dubious glory, 
or something else, let’s say, some kind of mace. It happens in different parties. 

The Communists did not split because power was (as well as now) 
interested in them – and in the Orthodox policy that the leaders of the Communist 
Party are trying to show, and that rhetoric behind which the government can hide 
before the West (and the East). And, probably, free, I hope, support. If you don't 
believe me, analyze voting on the preservation of the coalition, government's 
budget for 2009, the resignation of The Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine, the 
dismissal of the Director of the State Property Fund and other issues, 
including those relating to the privatization of strategic objects, in particular, 
"Turboatom" for the benefit of very specific Russian "investor".  

I can provide a lot of arguments and look for logic in them. But I don't want 
to do that. For many years I have kept my colleagues, comrades in the party from 
doing this - the party of a new type, which professes socialist values without 
dogmatism, based on the experience of our colleagues in the Socialist 
International. The party, which is twice the size of the Communist Party of 
Ukraine and is represented by almost 20 thousands of deputies in local councils. In 
our party, incidentally, there is 10 percent of the former Communists (10 percent, 
but not all, as P. Symonenko thinks). With respect to them, I say: real Communists, 
which, by the way, included Borys Oliinyk, as he considered himself - "the 
Orthodox Communist", according to his definition.  

This material is a necessary response to the lies and innuendo. It contains 
only a few fragments of the real political life of Ukraine. And I say this without 
warning, so to speak, you can't object, otherwise... No, say what you want. And let 
people vote as they please. But the situation will change, undoubtedly. However, 
with the time. When people finally learn not only to listen and watch but also to 
hear and see. When they realize that they are tried to be fooled. As it always was. 
And only when we learn not to call people but reach their hearts for them to 
understand that if they do not hear - we will be all together in trouble. And the fault 
is not only ours, but common. But there is certain fault of the leaders of the 
Communist Party of Ukraine, too. Because their fault is in "flexible" actions, in the 
conscious call for people there, whence there is no escape.  

It is unpleasant to write about it. But it is the truth.  

 

          09.10.09 
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STATEMENT 
of the Leader of the Socialist party of Ukraine, 
of the candidate for the President of Ukraine* 

Oleksandr MOROZ 
For the anniversary of the Maidan (Freedom Day, 22.11.2009) 

 
Today, many people say that Maidan appeared "suddenly" – as the instant 

civil consolidation. No. The prerequisite of the Maidan was the opposition rallies 
in 2000-2001 – "Ukraine without Kuchma" and "Rise up, Ukraine!", having 
awaken public consciousness. The socialists were at the head of these rallies, 
therefore, to go to the Maidan in 2004 was totally natural and honest for us. 

We stood on the Maidan not for Yushchenko, but for the right of 
Ukrainians to freedom, for the right to live in a European country. Our 
common goal was to break the system under the name of "Kuchmism". And to 
build a free democratic and legal state. Without corruption. With honest courts. 
With the separation of powers of branches of government. With strong local self-
government. 

For the Socialist party of Ukraine, the Maidan is the opportunity to 
implement the political reform, "to build Europe in Ukraine". Under these 
conditions, we signed an agreement with the presidential candidate Viktor 
Yushchenko. He abandoned his promises as easily as then abandoned the ideas and 
goals of the Maidan. Betrayal has been committed already then a few months after 
the "orange revolution". Or rather, before it was completed. Yushchenko did not 
overcome Kuchma, he became Kuchma-2, the worst option of his.  

His entourage was not fighting for Ukraine's prospects, but for the right to 
get "warm" place. For the right to use the same corruption schemes, illegal 
privatization mechanisms, for the opportunity to "sit" on budget flows. The fight 
for the ideals of democracy turned into a fight of millionaires against billionaires, 
in which people from all parts of Ukraine were "burnt"  – the real heroes of the 
Maidan. "The winning team" happened to be a team of looters who looted the 
national wealth of Ukraine, took the right to sell gas, land, energy. In this business 
they were the same, and bickering for power became the essence of domestic 
politics. We see its culmination in the relationship between "orange" – V. 
Yushchenko and Yu. Tymoshenko. They were the same after the Maidan, in the 
scandals of 2005, while forming the government in 2006, in adventurous action in 
2007. They remain as such now. 

A violation of the Constitution, complete disregard for the laws, political 
adventurism of those in power became normal things. Public policy became 
synonymous to the notion of "plunder" and raiding, a lie became its tool.  

This could have been avoided, and the political reform was supposed to 
__________________ 

 * The alignment of forces before elections was clear: Yanukovych or Tymoshenko. The 
socialists could not support any candidate. Therefore, the Congress agreed with my reasons: we 
should use the opportunity of the campaign to explain to people the position of the socialists, to 
neutralize the lies and innuendo. "Under the current conditions, even 2% of support would be a 
great success for us", I said at the Congress of the Socialist party of Ukraine. 
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become a guarantee, on the completion of which the Socialist Party and personally 
I insisted. The reform made a war between the Prime Minister and the President 
impossible, strengthened the Parliament, strengthened the power at local level. But, 
most importantly, political reform put a barrier to politicking, opportunism and 
chaos in power and using of it for personal gain. 

That is why the leaders of the Maidan happened to be such fierce 
opponents of the management change. And ruthless stranglers of those who 
actually were willing and able to bring change in the public consciousness, in the 
development of the state and in foreign policy. Everything from the labeling of 
traitors to the attempts to use law enforcement agencies was used. Two years after 
the "orange revolution" the President Yushchenko tried to stop the people 
"democratically" with the help of the internal troops.  

Defaming others, it is easier to hide own crimes, apathy and incompetence. 
Search and exposure of enemies became the main way to preserve the absolute 
power of those who told about prospects of development of Ukraine, the rule of 
law, effective economic policy on the Maidan. However, life has put everything in 
its place. Public disappointment reached a culminating point: today's distrust of 
government is not much less than yesterday's faith in the ideals of the Maidan.  

I have never regretted and do not regret that I was on the Maidan: that was 
the movement of people, we were with them. We need to regret that the ideals of 
the Maidan are betrayed and sold and happened to be forgotten. 

It is even worse and more dangerous that five years later, the "orange idols" 
are again speculating on the beliefs and feelings of those who sincerely believes in 
the changes that can occur in Ukraine. 

I am convinced that people will not believe false idols. People will remain 
loyal to the ideals of the Maidan, because it is the ideal of freedom. Today the 
feeling is subdued by disappointments. But it will erupt again, when people realize 
– there is nowhere to retreat, the only hope is for the people, that is for each of us. 

 
 

          22.11.09 
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Excerpts from answers 
to the questions of the weekly "2000" 

 
How do You see Ukraine – presidential or parliamentary Republic? 
Ukraine should be a parliamentary-presidential Republic with the European 

model of public administration and developed local government. 
 

Will a real constitutional reform start during Your presidency? 
The reform will be completed as it intended by the Memorandum signed in 

2003 by V. Yushchenko, P. Symonenko and me. We are talking about amending of 
some articles of the Fundamental law relating to local authority (functions of 
councils, the abolition of state administrations and the like). A positive conclusion 
of the Constitutional Court regarding the law on mentioned amendments has been 
in the Parliament for a long time. We would have voted for them in 2007, but 
ventures of V. Yushchenko and Yu. Tymoshenko ended as you know as a mess in 
the government. 
 

Does Ukraine have to be neutral, non-aligned state? 
Undoubtedly, it is our program position. 

 
What is Your attitude to the idea of returning nuclear status to 

Ukraine? 
We should not engage in fantastic projects. Economically it is very 

expensive. Politically – it will not be supported by anyone in the world. The world 
must evolve in the opposite direction – toward a nuclear-free status of all States 
and the establishment of a fundamentally different security system. 
 

Does Ukraine have to return to the "multi-vector" foreign policy or 
should we give preference to any particular "vector"? 

No need to return. We called the behavior of the previous President "multi-
vector", he said one thing in Moscow, other in Brussels or Washington. 

The policy should be rational, taking into account that the interests of 
Ukraine are everywhere. They have to be defended, bringing the state to the 
desired level of population. 
 

Will an application for accession to action Plan on membership in 
NATO withdrawn during Your presidency? Will a decree be signed setting 
the date of a referendum on Ukraine's accession to NATO? 

Withdrawal of applications does not change anything.  
However, the referendum is the principal thing. For this reason I am ready to 

support the initiative of the people. 
 

Do you consider it possible to switch from "commercially reasonable" 
gas prices to more acceptable for Ukraine? If Yes, how can this be achieved? 
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Other than reasonable, price cannot be. Otherwise you'll have to pay with 
something else. In the phrase "commercially reasonable" emphasis should be 
placed on the word "reasonable," and from this point the negotiations should start. 

One thing is undoubted, it is necessary to exclude the private interest in 
the solution of this question. Then the price will fall. All consumers need just this, 
because they are not interested in the mechanisms of achieving such a result. 
 

How do You feel about the idea of return to state ownership of strategic 
enterprises by the law on nationalization? 

This can be achieved in different ways, even under law in force. In cases 
when a new law is needed, it should be adopted. 

Facilities and industries of transport, communication, energy, objects of 
strategic importance must be public. This is the provision of the program of the 
Socialist party of Ukraine. 
 

Do you support the possibility of free sale of agricultural land, or should 
the land remain in public (state) property? 

Venture of L. Kuchma and those who supported him in 2000, (now the party 
Our Ukraine, the Lytvyn Bloc and BYuT, then the party For United Ukraine!) is 
necessary to be stopped, at the same time not to continue to deceive people. The 
consequences of the gambles are already visible. Village is dying. I wrote about 
this a few years ago. 
 

HOPE 
Landscape. 
It touches the soul 
There are the houses  
Far one from another 
Near the pond... 
It has been raining 
for days 
On the gardens, 
trails 
and rafts. 
A village is dying. 
It is dying, 
There are weeds in neglected yards. 
As in the Chornobyl zone up to the roof... 
The "reformer", for God's sake, 
Because your sin 
Is not redemptive 
The prayers will not help you. 
And instead of St. Peter 
An unshaven man will meet you. 
He'll remind you, 
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what a Paradise is 
It is not in your gilded mansions 
With the hundreds of thieves  
It is in the field 
Where even now have-nots 
Are picking grains of corns. 
Where abandoned by God and by state 
The poor is holding the ground  
As well as hateful and deceitful power, 
that sits on his hump. 
And he does not complain, he endures. 
And only occasionally his deaperate destiny curses, 
When anger is provoked... 
You will feel it, believe. 
On your knees! 
Pray and pray! 
Because if he leaves the field  
There will be horror far 
and near, 
And you will be punished. 
And the poor... 
Treat with "love" him 
Don't shed the crocodile tears, 
For he himself, as a way to God. 
With hypocrisy do not go to the truth! 
All he can see. 
A village is dying. 
 
...After the showers the land is not yet dry, 
Water still shines in the pools, 
And smiling 
solar sunflower 
Looks through the fence 
at the people. 

Since citizens received State acts on the ground, the state must (at the 
request of the owners) to buy them for real value. 

The formula is simple: the owner (primarily the government) transfers 
the land to the user on lease. A secondary land market will not be! We need to 
trade corn, but not the land – it is a standing position of the socialists of Ukraine. 

In addition, it is necessary to create a State Rental Fund with crediting the 
land and other resource rents and opening of accounts for all citizens. 
 

Which decrees of previous presidents, in Your opinion, should be 
abolished? For example, will You cancel the decrees of the President 
Yushchenko on conferring the title of Hero of Ukraine to Roman Shukhevych 
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and others, aimed at the rehabilitation of the OUN-UPA (Organization of 
Ukrainian Nationalists - The Ukrainian Insurgent Army) ? 

In the election campaign the abolition of certain decrees, in particular on the 
conferring the title of Hero of Ukraine to R.Shukhevych is provided. 

I am convinced that the President should not revise history to hand out 
rewards someone for the deeds of the "bygone years". Otherwise you'll have to 
erect new monuments to Prince Volodymyr, or B. Khmelnytskyi to attach them the 
stars of a Hero. 

Awarding cannot be reduced to absurdity, especially regarding questionable 
personalities. 

Generally, I intend to initiate the creation of the public Committee for 
awarding and conferring of ranks to avoid, for example, titles of people's artists for 
beautiful legs or obsequious word to the President, and to appreciate the real merits 
of the people and real talents. 
 

Do You think that the most important factor in maintaining the 
integrity of the state is to increase the autonomy of regions? Do You deem it 
necessary to introduce the Federal structure in Ukraine? 

I do not deem it necessary to introduce the Federal structure in Ukraine. The 
independence of the regions should be strengthened through clarification of the 
Constitution and several legislative acts. 
 

Should the state contribute to the achievement of the Ukrainian 
Autocephalous Orthodox Church? 

The state should not engage in the Affairs of the Church. To assist believers 
as citizens – it is another matter. But faith, religious rights etc is the business of 
believers and the clergy. 
 

Will You conduct a judicial reform, which will include the election of 
judges for a fixed term (maximum 5 years) and removing them from office 
without the consent of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) for 
committing a crime? 

This question requires a comprehensive approach so that corrupt officials 
were not fired by the alike corrupt officials. 

Simplification of the structure, limiting the period of election and the other, 
should be done obligatory. 
 

What the key problems of the Ukrainian army should be addressed 
first? How? Will the army be entirely composed of contractors or will it be 
based on universal conscription? 

The main problem of the army is its funding, equipment and staffing. 
We need a new defense doctrine, in accordance with the programs of 

socioeconomic development and budgets, in particular structural reform of the 
defense sector industry. 
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Based on the consequences of such steps, it is possible to consider the 
questions of professionalization of the army. But without ventures. 
 

Perpetuating of the memory of what statesman, or cultural figure do 
You consider your duty? 

It seems all who are worthy are perpetuated. If there is a need, previously 
mentioned Committee will make suggestions. 

In General, Ukraine needs a monument to a Woman – Mother, Worker 
and Martyr.  

Given that she suffers not least from the stupid power politics. Especially in 
the years of independence.  
 

Will the scheme for enrolment of students to universities be revised? 
If the Ministry and the public deem it appropriate it should not be protested. 
This is not the President’s job. At my subjective discretion, before any 

reformation I would go back to a 10-year secondary education and 5-point grading 
system. 
 

What issues in healthcare do You deem the most pressing and urgent? 
There are no mild problems. All surgical interventions, childhood, cancer, 

cardiovascular diseases, treatment of tuberculosis should be immediately 
transferred into budgetary basis. Gradually, over several years – the entire 
health care system.  

No matter how the funds  for the healthcare of people will be formed. It is 
important that they felt that in trouble they are protected. 

First of all you must destroy the mafia around the medicine. 
Although, it should be done everywhere. And it's not the most difficult task 

for the President.  
 
          23.11.09 
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From the press service of the Socialist party of Ukraine 
 

Our correspondent appealed to Oleksandr Moroz concerning statements of 
V. Yushchenko in Ternopil and other cities in early January, this year. 

Oleksandr Moroz: Lie has no boundaries. It's a shame when officials of the 
highest rank resort to it. It is obvious that to defend a bankrupt policy of 
V.Yushchenko resorts to arguments aimed for the ignorant. No one has the right to 
insult the citizens so much, including the incumbent (yet) President. 

In his address to citizens of Ternopil V. Yushchenko has accused me of all 
the troubles that had settled in the country after he came to high office. I confess, I 
acknowledge one trouble: V. Yushchenko was elected as the President with 
my support. All the other troubles is the result of his notorious activities. 

V. Yushchenko once again complains of a lack of powers, because of 
which it is allegedly impossible to reach agreement and harmony in the actions of 
the authorities. What other powers did he need when he had the same ones like his 
predecessor for year and a half, he appointed his ally Yu. Tymoshenko as the 
Prime Minister, like all other Ministers, and others, almost 20 thousand of officials 
in the centre and at local level? 

And the voters remember "harmony" after that as a corruption scandal in 
September 2005, the resignation of the government, massive violations of the 
Constitution and other examples of activities of the head of state and his "dear 
friends". The latter continue to have still full power at local level, because 
Yushchenko has blocked the completion of the reform of government, which he 
was obliged to conduct in writing in 2003 and 2004. 

Lies of V. Yushchenko concerning collusion between me (at that time the 
leader of the small faction in the Parliament) and the President L. Kuchma 
regarding the content of the Constitution is not even worth being commented. They 
are rejected with the contents of the Memorandum signed in 2003 by V. 
Yushchenko and agreements signed by him and me in early November 2004 (when 
there was not even a hint about Maidan and public tension). That's one of the 
clauses of the agreement: "The parties agreed to conduct a political reform 
under the draft law No. 4180 till January 1, 2005, which would make the 
government transparent and accountable to the people. The leader of the 
coalition "Power of people", Viktor Yushchenko and the leader of the 
parliamentary faction of the Yulia Tymoshenko Bloc undertake to ensure the 
constructive participation of the parliamentary faction "Our Ukraine" and 
the Yulia Tymoshenko Bloc in the constitutional process, including to enhance 
the role and functions of regions and local self-government system. The 
deadline for the introduction of constitutional amendments: no later than 1 January 
2006". 

And it is his statement to the press in December 2004: "I give you my word 
that I voted for political reform... This decision is in complete harmony with the 
position of the factions... it is clear that the majority in the Parliament should form 
the government...". 
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Or in April 2005: "I give you my word: I will not initiate the revision of 
political reform, a referendum, or whatever...". 

What else to add to these statements? To guess when V. Yushchenko is 
sincere, and when he is disingenuous? This is not a task for politicians, but for the 
representatives of other professions. 

My proposals for constitutional amendments which became law provisions, 
dated 1999, contrary to the intentions of Leonid Kuchma, who on 16th April 2000 
held, in the words of Cherkasy citizens, "pseudo-referendum" on amendments to 
the Constitution. They are identical to those that now are imposed on the society 
by V. Yushchenko. Who is in collusion, is not even a rhetorical question. 
Involuntarily the assurances of V. Yushchenko during the rallies "Ukraine without 
Kuchma" are recalled that he perceives the then President, to be his father, and 
participants of the rally, which by the way was a prelude to the Maidan, called 
fascists. 

In the end, once again: it is impossible to support those who want to play 
with the Constitution in elections. With this irresponsible, criminal "game", 
initiated by V. Yushchenko, all the trouble for Ukraine started. 
 
 
 
         January 2010 
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On the strategy of success 
(Reply to the letter of I. Borisov) 

 
At many meetings, especially with young people, the stereotype is repeated, 

imposed, most likely, by the content of superficial discussions. "Power should be 
represented by young people, new..." – that was the content of the statements, 
causing the applause of approval, allowing many to see themselves as public 
officials. 

There is nothing bad in it, especially unusual. It has always been like that, 
since the time of Gogol's Manilov before. Idealism does not interfere with social 
development. Though, it is not helpful either. 

Success (in this case we are talking about public state) is often a coincidence 
of many circumstances. But in each of these circumstances there needs to be some 
part of the effort, labor, if you want – talent of the particular person. Professional 
skills, experience and achievements, personal qualities and concessions, the level 
of activity, diversity of knowledge and abilities, communication practice... All is 
part of the mosaic that forms the portrait of a man, allowing them to climb (or fall) 
in the environment of their own kind. If a person consistently forms these parts 
with a purpose, it can get corresponding position, but still, it gets a shade of 
careerism and, in the end, will adversely affect their position. But success 
happens more often when the components of the personality due to his desire 
to improve himself, but not adjusting to market circumstances. Then if you 
change the social status of the individual (in any direction) he retains a reputation 
of an honest and reputable person. This is, perhaps, more important than status 
differences, although is recognized, over time. Not by all, by the way. 

Thus, not indifferent to his fate man is obliged not to surrender to the flow of 
circumstances, not to go after them, but change them, perfecting itself. "Soul must 
work day and night and night and day" - these lines of Nikolai Zabolotskii apply 
not only to the creativity lessons, but to all spheres of human activity. And, most 
importantly, to the affairs of the society, if to talk about public recognition. I had to 
meet many knowledgeable people, capable of analysis, but those qualities were 
used by them mainly to criticise the state of affairs. Those who criticise present 
themselves in the field of communication, it builds their reputation and creates an 
element of public opinion, but no more. Their position is passive, that is why it is 
unproductive. It develops in man a sense of dissatisfaction (which ultimately is 
dangerous even for health) and often affects the mood in the society. 

It is different thing, if those who criticise personally intervene, bring into 
the process their vision of change and directly get involved in the 
transformation. Such people become visible. They are not "heroes of the kitchens 
or smoking rooms" but members of society. Caring and responsible 
representatives. Those need support, "push". Those have more chances, though, 
they still may make mistakes. 

Of course, this is a small snippet to the theme "Strategy of success". But this 
snippet is important, I consider it defining. Because without the social usefulness 
of your work in the current scale of social status you have nothing to expect 
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(and you do not have this right!) a larger scale. So those trying on themselves 
the attributes of high official I can advise only one thing: start!  

Start with yourself. 
 
 
          12.03.2010  
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 Our correspondent has addressed for the comment to O. Moroz on 
some of the statements of L. Kuchma in an interview to K. Stohnii published 
in "OBOZ" 12.03.10. 
 

I fully agree with the assessments of Yu. Kravchenko as a professional and a 
decent Minister. Even in his pamphlet 10 years ago "the Story of a murder," I drew 
attention to the fact that Yu. Kravchenko with little desire took on the prosecution 
of H. Honhadze, was trying to avoid it. But there was the pressure, and no traces 
of the CIA or the FSB existed. L. Kuchma knows about it. It is the time to stop 
lying... 

It is a banal, primitive story with a tragic ending, the essence of which L. 
Kuchma knows better than others. Therefore, it is not necessary for him to speak 
what Moroz was guided with in his actions, but give testimony to the 
Prosecutor in the case, which is still not completed. It's a shame, I am ashamed 
to say this, but more than 10 years we hear the rhetoric of the representatives of the 
ruling regime, where everything is reduced to disguise of the crime. 

I didn't think that L. Kuchma was not tired to try "noble" mask in this case. 
Maybe he forgot about the direct order to services in it, the provocation, the so-
called "assassination in Kryvyi Rih? Perhaps we should publish it once again for 
the sake of objectivity? 

I don't want to argue with L. Kuchma and others implicated in the Honhadze 
case. But we all must understand that neither Ukraine nor the world will consider 
this case closed as long as before the court all who are somehow responsible 
for the death of a journalist appear: the organizers and perpetrators of the crime. 

And "noble" Kuchma too.  
 
          12.03.10 
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 Correspondent: How can You comment on the conclusions of the 
Constitutional Court concerning the order of creation of the coalition?* 
 

I participated in the formation of article 83 of the Constitution of Ukraine. 
So did not have any doubts about the legality of a coalition of factions (and 
deputies who belong to these fractions). Quote: "... based on reconciliation of 
political positions a coalition of deputy factions is formed which includes the 
majority of people's deputies of the constitutional composition of the Supreme 
Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine". And more: "... faction..., which includes 
most of the people's deputies of the constitutional composition of the Supreme 
Council (Verkhovna Rada), has the right of coalition." Is it really not clear that 
we are talking about membership of a deputy, a member of the coalition, to a 
particular one or more of the factions that want to form a coalition? 

Reference of the Constitutional Court to the Regulations does not change 
anything in fact. "The principles of formation, organisation of activities and 
termination of activities of a coalition of deputy factions ... are established by the 
Constitution of Ukraine and the Regulations...". This provision cannot be 
interpreted broadly because it is "on organization of activity" (which is the subject 
of the Regulations) and not only on the formation. And if in some part Regulations 
are not consistent with the Constitution, it was necessary for the Constitutional 
Court to draw conclusions regarding the Regulations and not hide behind 
ambiguous interpretations.  

Thus, the previous coalition was also illegal. The previous President had 
reason to early terminate the powers of the Parliament. He didn't use his right. He 
couldn't do it. 

The current President has also the right to call early elections. But he is not 
obliged to do it (under the Constitution). This is enough that in the event of his 
trust to the Government it could continue to work. After all, the Cabinet of 
Ministers was formed on legitimate grounds, before the conclusions of the 
Constitutional Court. 

It makes no sense to comment on the motives of the decision of the 
Constitutional Court. Also I don't want to make predictions about the development 
of the situation in the Parliament and politics in general. Let me just say that 
adventurers who desecrated the constitutional law in 2007, will feel even more 
on themselves the consequences of unconstitutional and opportunistic actions. 

However, the whole society will not benefit from it.  
      08.04.10 

 
 
___________________________ 

* On 6th April 2010, the Constitutional Court made a conclusion of the interpretation of 
article 83 of the Constitution of Ukraine regarding the procedure of creation of the coalition. 
This conclusion is unconstitutional, made in favor of the Presidential Administration, however 
the Constitutional Court ignored its own correct conclusion on this matter made on 17th 
September 2008. 
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Comment of O.Moroz 
On statements by V.Yushchenko on the conclusions of the Constitutional Court 

regarding the creation of the coalition 
 

I would not consider it necessary to comment on V. Yushchenko, but the 
topic is important. It's nice that he began to read the Constitution at least now. It 
would be better if he was on its guard occupying the post of the President. 

The fact that the Constitutional Court made the wrong decision* is 
obvious. Here, I agree with Yushchenko. And the fact that he tried "to finish" the 
necessary constitutional provisions himself – the provisions for himself – is also 
true. And that is why the venture regarding the Parliament started in 2007. And 
that he violated the Constitution repeatedly, including committing unconstitutional 
actions with the dissolution of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) – is also 
true. Those actions of V. Yushchenko helped at first Yu. Tymoshenko to gain 
power and then voters realized the danger from her and it led to the victory of 
V. Yanukovych. 

Using the terminology of V. Yushchenko, now he can applaud himself. 
 
 
           09.04.10 
 
 
 
 
____________________________ 
   * See page 196. 
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Comments for the media 
 

What will be the results of the visit of the President Yanukovych to the 
USA? His meetings with Obama? Will Washington change its attitude to 
Ukraine? To the Ukrainian-Russian relations? 

It appeals to Washington that in Ukraine there is someone who they can 
make arrangements with. Recently there has not been this subject. 

The theme for the summit refers to Ukraine, therefore, the invitation of 
Viktor Yanukovych to Washington is natural. Whether he will manage in the 
discussion to go beyond the subjects that interest the US, and to touch, in addition 
to general safety issues, the obligations of the States under the Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, will be known in the coming days. 

Recently, the United States and Russia in Prague agreed on a very important 
document. It will appear in the discussions and, in any case, it will give Russia a 
special place in the negotiations. And not only then. Russia strengthens its 
position as a subject of world politics. There remains less space for Ukraine. 
Implementation of the project "Northern stream" is its proof. However, the 
Ukrainian leadership is involved in this. So there is no one to blame. 

In general, the situation is such that the USA and Europe will be interested 
in closer Russian-Ukrainian relations. We need make the right conclusions so 
that the world did not look  at Ukraine through Russian goggles. 
 

How do You predict: will there be the expansion of the coalition in the 
Parliament? 

After the earlier alleged decision of the Constitutional Court factions of the 
opposition will gradually "crumble" because they were formed completely not on 
beliefs. More precisely, there was one belief: to be a member of the BYuT was 
beneficial. Here the status is important. And it can be in any faction (or outside it). 

We suppressed such an opportunity with the amendments to the 
Constitution. Now the Constitutional Court has buried this tool of order and 
responsibility. 

I think for the President and his political supporters the right decision of the 
Constitutional Court would be just more convenient, that is, not recognizing the 
constitutionality of the current coalition. Then the President would remain the right 
to declare early elections (the right but not the obligation), and the government 
would continue to work in a consistent lineup since it was formed legally. Thus, 
the President would have more significant influence on the Parliament, and its 
declared commitment to democracy would have received practical confirmation. 

As you can see, other line won (I do not estimate the Constitutional Court). 
Tactics have overcome the strategy. I think so. One can make the wrong 
assessment only in case the strategy is different. 
 

Is a constitutional majority possible in the current Parliament? 
Amendments to the Constitution to strengthen the role of the President? 
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V. Yanukovych did not declare about the lack of power. Anyway, I have not 
heard those statements. 

Theoretically a constitutional majority in the current composition of the 
Supreme Council is possible. Although it would be necessary to pre-clarify: why?  
 

Will Yu. Tymoshenko suffer the punishment for slander on bribery of the 
Constitutional Court judges and deputies?  

To comment on the situation around Yu. Tymoshenko is like to throw 
garbage against the wind – you’ll get dirty. Yu. Tymoshenko lied so many times 
and on different occasions, so if she says the truth, few will believe. 

Therefore, I have little interest in her measure of responsibility for the 
statements about the Constitutional Court. But for fraud with budget, exchange rate 
policy, procurement, borrowing and another she should be held responsible. 

This is of principal importance!  
 

Do You presume early parliamentary elections? If yes, what is the reason? 
Will the President and his party agree on them? 

In principle, everything is possible, although it is harder to do procedural, 
following the conclusion of the the Constitutional Court. 
 

Tymoshenko has already criticized the new government for the budget 
shortcomings. Can the Cabinet of Ministers submit to the Parliament a realistic 
budget project? 

The Cabinet of Ministers is obliged to submit a real budget. But the fact 
that Yulia Tymoshenko will resort to criticism, " who doubted it? 

And it does not seem to bother her that these are her sins, because the draft 
budget, should have been sent to Parliament on 15th September last year by her. 
She did not send. Why? There was nothing to form it of. Ventures in economics 
have their limits. And evaluation. But it would be good, when there is 
responsibility as well. 
 

How do You assess the personnel appointments of the new government? 
Do you consider them to be professional, efficient? 

Appointments are different. Time will tell their effectiveness. 
I doubt, however, the expediency of the appointments of representatives of 

only one party in the local authorities. This is narrowing of redeployment, without 
special benefits for governing. And without the benefit of the population. 

 
        12.04.2010  
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The formula for the sovereignty 
 

Not all deputies everyday life I remember for sure. But there are events 
memory of which is not erased for a long time. Such an event was the adoption of 
the Declaration on state sovereignty of Ukraine, which occurred on 16th July 1990. 

I deliberately do not use the transcripts, do not take into account the various 
documents, not to delve into the procedural nuances and apply only impressions 
that remained until today. 

To better represent the actual progress of events, it is necessary to recall 
what was the Ukrainian Parliament in 1990. It was the result of the first democratic 
elections held against the backdrop of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, where for 
the first time the debate was conducted openly, and the speeches of many Union 
deputies did not fit into the usual stereotypes, "wound up" society. Sobchak, 
Popov, Travkin, Landsberhis, the Hdlian Commission, the hype surrounding the 
debunking of self-interest in the state (mostly in the party) apparatus. This 
propaganda husk will eventually be eliminated and it will become clear that there 
is a deliberate attack on the party which is the core of the Union statehood. 
This was done with the tacit consent of the General Secretary M.Gorbachev, who 
wanted democratic change, but more and more showed loss of control over the 
situation, flirting with some, not listening to sober estimates of others. 

Separate intrigue attracted the attention of the layman - the conflict between 
M. Gorbachev and B. Yeltsin. The conflict had nothing to do with state or 
public interests. It was the usual competition for personal influence, for personal 
power. Pretty cheap tricks were used in it. M. Gorbachev, being in Kyiv, spoke to 
passers-by, so to speak, you "press down" on them from below, and we will push 
from the top. That is, the pressure was assumed on the link of party-state asset that 
was directly involved in the business: construction, development of industry and 
agriculture and other vital issues. The defamation of personnel took place, who had 
nothing to do with corruption, abuse. At this time, "Moskow Truth" (Moskovskaia 
Pravda) and other publications, some TV programs applauded B. Yeltsin for the 
debunking of the party leadership, because he "democratically" got the city bus, 
came to the store, was outraged by queus, prices and assortment. Cheap, I must 
say, tricks but they were impressive. The country slowly sank into a quagmire of 
chaos, lack of control and depression.  

First of all party asset was demoralized. The people did not understand what 
the Centre strove, what goals were set. The sudden salary increase of the apparatus 
with the rejection of traditional sources of replenishment of the party's budget and 
administrative functions gave grounds for charges, and on the other hand, all the 
possibilities of the party were taken to "zero". 

A few months before I remember the conversation with the first Secretary of 
regional committees of the party, when I was offered the position of head of the 
Department of the regional Committee. 

- Tell me, what will I do? Questions of economic activity were not relevant, 
to influence the personnel policy is prohibited. What will depend on me? 

- I don't know that is why I'm asking you. 
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Used to focus on the Center line, the leaders in Ukraine looked confused. 
Power in the Republic was actually lost. It was about who would take it. The 
government was terrorized by organized (and paid) rallies, and it could influence 
15 – 20 % of the economy: the rest belonged to the jurisdiction of Moscow. The 
bodies of the Communist party were suspended from governing in all spheres 
of public life by the decisions of the Central Committee and Secretary-
General. The party Rukh (Movement) was able to fight "against", but 
demonstrated complete helplessness and incompetence in state and economic 
affairs. The astonished citizens watched the collapsing of great state, including 
its best-organized part – Ukraine. 

Seeking a way out of the created situation, Gorbachev started a campaign 
with the conclusion of a new Union Treaty instead of the Treaty of 1922. In this 
campaign the "parade of sovereignties" took place for each subject of the USSR 
tried to demonstrate their privileges and defend their priorities. An example of such 
treatment of social problems in Ukraine was the adoption of a number of the " 
Chornobyl" laws. The Chairman of the relevant Committee* together with other 
deputies looked for new guarantees and protections of people affected (and 
territories), forming laws, which, of course, provided centralized, that is, the 
Union funding from the budget. At the same time when considering the materials 
that were relevant to the Treaty and the Declaration, the Chairman of the 
Commission himself acted with the radical positions of isolation of Ukraine. Such 
was the case of the laws of the economic bloc. Accumulating a number of bills that 
were obviously dead (and they are still), the contradictions between the intentions 
of the initiators of the laws and the content of these laws was obvious, they 
demanded attention from the state leadership. 

And there was not leadership, as such, there was not, because there was 
no state. It was necessary to remove this uncertainty. Form of partial resolution of 
the situation was the preparation and adoption of the Declaration of sovereignty. 

I think other members of memories told in detail about the discussion around 
this document. I hope readers will be able to use this information to separate the 
important from the secondary, the subjective from the present, to overestimate the 
personal contribution of real merit. 
I had to work on different chapters of the Declaration, some of the definition 
included in the document were in my edition. It doesn't matter. It is important that 
the improvement of the draft was nearing completion, and confidence did not arise 
that it would be adopted. Already voted with the filing of members of the party 
Rukh (Movement) ** Ukraine's intention to become nuclear-free state, the 
provision on the taking of the Declaration as the basis for the preparation of the 
new edition of the Constitution of Ukraine, but to a large extent for many deputies, 
obviously, for most (and it has agreed to be more than 300 deputies) the draft was 
perceived to a certain extent abstractly. 

The critical point was solved during the final vote with the addition of L.  
__________________ 

* V. Yavorivskyi 
** Offer of I. Drach. 
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Kravchuk, the then Secretary of the the Central Committee of the Communist 
Party of Ukraine, that Declaration is the basis of the position of Ukraine during the 
adoption of a new Union Treaty. And, saying the truth, the Rubicon was crossed 
two weeks earlier, when Moscow adopted a Declaration on state sovereignty of 
Russia. Some Russian commentators forget sometimes about it, surprisingly 
looking at Ukraine as at "geographic news". 

The vote took place at ovation of the session hall. In principle, there a legal 
formula of the sovereignty of Ukraine was obtained. In fact, I think, it is one of 
the main values of the Declaration. 

We, a large group of people's deputies (mainly from the party Rukh 
(Movement)) with this document, looking as a present, visited the United States in 
April 1991. Rarity was seen well, especially by the Diaspora. We however 
remembered that recently in the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada), the 
American President compared Ukraine with... the province of Quebec in Canada, 
giving with it the assessment of the Declaration as well. 

However, the process has evolved. To the adoption of the Act of 
independence not much time remained. 
  
          15.04.10 
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Comments for the media 
 

What will be the outcome of gas negotiations for Ukraine? Will the price 
of gas be cut? How will this affect consumers? Industry? 

The fact that prices will be reduced, there is no more doubt. For the sake of 
objectivity, to increase them to its current level there was not ground. That was one 
reason – the personal interest of the negotiators, because a larger amount of 
capital (even at a stable percent of "rollback") personal income exceeds the 
limit. Common sense "exceeds the limit". The interests of the state, consumer of 
gas, and of all the citizens do not mean anything then. 

The situation with gas in Ukraine is the mirror of its power, the proof of 
its criminalization. And hence the need to separate business and government. 

But it is the political task. Economic task is to provide the opportunity for 
production and the ability to return the value of the gas utility to the consumer. On 
these two conditions the motivation of the position of the Ukrainian side in the 
negotiations will be probably built. 

If you can provide the pricing position of imported gas to meet the needs of 
industry and individual consumers, then the government will have an additional 
maneuver associated with the conditions of production and sale of natural gas on 
the territory of Ukraine. This maneuver can be effective. 
 

Tymoshenko has claimed that she is ready to start a lawsuit against the 
Constitutional Court of Ukraine. Will she be able to implement this plan? What 
will it lead to? 

Yu. Tymoshenko claims so much that not everyone can follow all her 
claims. I don't want to bother me with doing that, especially as the efficiency of her 
intentions is mostly zero. 
 

Could there be a strong country with a weak opposition? How do You 
assess the prospects of the Ukrainian opposition? 

Yes, the country can be strong. Another question, how is it for a man, how 
about his rights in such a country? Therefore, a country with a democratically 
organized system of government can be strong and stable. Such a system 
presupposes the existence of a normal opposition. 

In today's Ukraine there is a struggle for the status of opposition member (of 
person or organization), that is fighting for a form, not a content. It looks not 
very well. But the opposition (strong or not) is not determined by the status but by 
the level of credibility of population, the ability to defend the interests of citizens, 
scale and efficiency of rallies. 

When the protests "Ukraine without Kuchma", "Rise up, Ukraine!" or 
against the raise of utility tariffs were organized, the socialists did not have the 
official status of the opposition, but everyone knew that we and our activists are 
behind these protests. 

19.04.2010 
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 Signed Ukrainian-Russian documents in Kharkiv* can be commented 
as follows. 

1. Legal moment. The Constitution and transitional provisions in it contain 
conflicting provisions. Article 17 of the Constitution does not allow foreign 
military bases to be located in the territory of Ukraine. And paragraph 14 of the 
transitional provisions allows the use of existing military bases (read: the Black 
Sea Fleet) for a temporary stay on the lease terms in accordance with international 
treaties ratified by Ukraine. 

Note that the legal settlement of this question took place in 1997, i.e. a year 
after the adoption of the Constitution. So, obviously, there is a need to appeal to 
the Constitutional Court to clarify the legal conflicts that existed before and do 
now. 

Holding of the referendum, involving people to the solving of this question 
is doubtful, at least, because the order of the solving of problems is defined by the 
Constitution and, in fact, is not a question of changing the territory of Ukraine (see 
articles 73, 92 (p. 22.2) of the Constitution and others). 

2. From a political point of view, we have more reason to demonstrate 
patriotism, especially by those who caused great harm to the sovereignty of 
Ukraine in its economic, defence and political aspects. 

Only Pharisees can bring the state to system bankruptcy, and then 
express their patriotism. It is not worth calling their names. 

3. The economic component of the agreement I would not consider 
complete. There was a decrease of price parameters of imported gas to an amount 
equal to no sound (except the private interests of the negotiators) raising rates in 
January 2009. 

If we go towards the Russian Federation in the issues of the fleet, the 
Russian Federation would have to accommodate us in the gas business, starting 
with the optimal market prices, and not taken on female logic. 

Since the contract is long, environment and other conditions will still be 
subject to change. I think the Parliament's consideration of the question should 
pose the task for the government of the correction of conditions or to revise them 
later if the overall situation changes on the world market and taking into account 
other (till now unknown) circumstances.       22.04.10 
__________________ 

 * In Kharkiv 21.04.10 V. Yanukovych and D. Medvedev signed the Agreement between 
Ukraine and the Russian Federation on stay of the Black Sea Fleet of the Russian Federation in 
the territory of Ukraine - the agreement between Ukraine and the Russian Federation, according 
to which the period of stay of the Black Sea Fleet of the Russian Federation in Sevastopol is 
extended from 2017 to 2042 with automatic renewal for 5 years, if either party does not express 
any objections, and the rent is set. As stated in the agreement, the term of stay of the fleet is 
increased in exchange for a reduction in price of Russian gas for Ukraine by applying the 
discounts in the form of cancellation of customs fees. It was ratified by the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine and the State Duma of the Russian Federation on 27th April 2010. 

In Ukraine, the agreement has caused outrage of opposition, environmentalists, local 
councils and the society in general. Most analysts interpreted it as such that contradicted the 
Constitution of Ukraine. It was denounced unilaterally by the State Duma of the Russian 
Federation on 31st March 2014. 
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Comments for the media 
 

May Day for the Socialist party of Ukraine passed under the badge of 
struggle for the blocking of the new Labour Code, which infringes the rights of 
hired workers. Are there any results of this protest? What is the reaction of 
people?  

The situation with the Labour Code is in harmony with the traditions of May 
Day. If not for it – we would have to come up with something to demonstrate care 
about working people. 

I say this with some irony, because the political parties and especially the 
trade unions must not forget that the subject of labor, its conditions, protection, 
payment (and on the topic of the day, the duration of the working day and week) 
should be a constant concern of public organizations. 

Absorbed by an infinite number of problems, rooted in the social relations of 
unemployment and lawlessness, people are losing the value of key positions: the 
right to work, its protection and its reward. In addition, for many decades, they 
moved away from tradition to defend their rights, because it was the issue of a 
former social, in general, state. Therefore, the revival of May Day slogans, which 
was observed in many protests, just turning of the holiday into a political rally was 
important and promising, at least based on the needs of the people. Yes, in many 
regions, the authorities and the parties in power took part in the celebrations. Yes, 
sometimes it seemed not quite sincere. In many cases it was not perceived by the 
narrow-minded environment. But... "constant dropping wears away a stone". In 
General, the tradition is being laid, which will need to be developed, adjusted and 
popularized, forming in this way respect of the working people to themselves.  

More than twenty public organizations, united by the initiative of the Union 
of women for the future of children (the head V. Semeniuk -Samsonenko), have 
long sounded the alarm regarding the intentions of the capitalists to impose 
their Labour Code on the people. To impose through the deputies dependent on 
the capital (there is the overwhelming majority of those now in the Parliament). 
Supporting the initiative of public organisations, the socialist party appealed to the 
new President, government and Parliament regarding the Labour Code. The 
withdrawal of the draft from consideration is albeit small, but still a success. 
Public attention is now attracted to the problem of workers' rights, and there will 
be no opportunity either for employers or their representatives from some parties to 
vote "secretly" on reactionary draft. 

I think it's important. Later, the appropriate focus of May Day activities was 
appropriate. 
 

What do the members of the Socialist party of Ukraine think of the idea of 
holding a referendum on the issue of the establishment of monuments to Stalin 
in Ukraine? Does the local organization of the Socialist party of Ukraine in 
Zaporizhia intend to express their position - in case of discussing of this issue in 
the region? What is your personal point of view? 
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I don't see the need for a referendum. I think some of the Communists in 
Zaporizhia, forgot about the resolutions of the ХХ Congress of the Communist 
Party of the Soviet Union. For the successors of the Communist Party of the 
Soviet Union it is unbecoming. We need to remind them of the history instead of 
changing its interpretation for the particular political situation. 

It is necessary to respect the opinion of people. In their overwhelming 
majority, I'm sure they give the right assessment of the merits and sins of Stalin. 
The ratio of these assessments is not mathematically defined. But we must bear in 
mind that there are sins, which cannot be forgiven. Therefore, use of the 
sentiments of many people on the eve of the anniversary of the Great Victory 
looks opportunistic, as well as sentiments caused by the muddle of the Ukrainian 
authorities. Politicians have no right to speculate on these sentiments. 

This is my personal point of view. It is fully consistent with the program of 
the Socialist party of Ukraine. 
 

Do You think that Tymoshenko could achieve the holding of the early 
parliamentary elections through her opposition activity and through the 
Committees of public safety, through the blocking of the Parliament? 

I have recently answered this question with a question. And what prevented 
from holding of early elections in 2008 on the basis of constitutional (!) decree of 
V. Yushchenko? Were there other members of the Parliament? Was that coalition 
legitimate (non-existent)? Who disrupted those elections*? 

I have always supported the idea of various public structures through which 
it is possible to defend the truth. But if people for whom lying is a characteristic 
way of life are engaged in creating of them, they are stillborn formations. The lies 
cannot become the truth. 

 
 
 

  
06.05.2010  
 
 
 
 
 

__________________ 
* V. Yushchenko signed a reasonable decree, took a back seat to the Prime Minister Yu. 

Tymoshenko, who said that the money for early elections is not provided in the budget. And it is 
never deposited for these things. 
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Comments for the media 
 

How do you feel about the proposal of O. Lavrynovych to "cancel" the 
constitutional reform? How possible is it? 

The Minister of justice knows the Constitution well and the procedure of 
amending it. 

No matter what anyone said, but the law adopted on 8 December 2004 was 
both necessary and useful. All complaints about the procedure of its adoption 
("voting at night", "adoption under the influence of the political situation" etc) are 
untenable. 

Firstly, the law on amendments to the Constitution was being prepared in 
advance, about 4 years were spent on it. As co-chair of the Special Commission I 
can testify to taking into account of the proposals from all political parties 
represented in the Parliament, and other subjects of legislative initiative. The law, 
in particular, is in harmony with the agreements signed two years earlier by V. 
Yushchenko, Yu. Tymoshenko, P. Symonenko and me. 

Secondly, this draft in full accordance with the regulations procedure was 
discussed and voted on 8th April 2004, eight months before the adoption of the law. 
For 300 it needed 4 or 6 votes of deputies from the party Our Ukraine. V. 
Yushchenko, at that time, probably, has forgotten about his signatures on the 
Memorandum and other documents. 

I will note that if on April 8 the vote was successful, there would be no 
protests, as well as the Maidan. The President would be elected without 
scandal and infighting. And the country would have developed without 
convulsions. 

Thirdly, after a successful vote on 8 December 2004 there was a meeting in 
the office of Chairman of the Parliament, which was attended by L. Kuchma, V. 
Yushchenko, V. Lytvyn and others. As a participant in this meeting, I confirm that 
all attendees considered adoption of the law on amendments to the Constitution to 
be reasonable and successful. And all, by the way, agreed on the need for the 
urgent adoption of the second part of the political reform - on strengthening of 
local government functions. Amendments to the Constitution on the subject were 
prepared, but at the request of V. Yushchenko they were postponed for the period 
after the completion of the presidential campaign (2004 campaign, of course, the 
issue has been delayed for six (!) years). The rejection of these amendments 
"hinders" the Constitution, which the Minister mentions in the famous interview. 

Fourthly, the perennial complaints of V. Yushchenko about the amended 
Constitution which allegedly does not allow to form an effective government 
proved unfounded. This is confirmed by current practice. 

The Constitution just must be abode. The failure of authorities to 
comply with it within fifteen years is the main reason for the poor state of 
Ukraine. Let's hope that the new government will consider these flaws. 
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What, in your opinion, is happening today in the sphere of 
privatization? How do you assess the sale of "Luhanskteplovoz", the prospect 
of the sale of "Ukrtelecom" and energy facilities? 

As far as I know, "Luhanskteplovoz" was sold according to the 
conditions developed by the previous government, accusing the previous 
leadership of the SPFU (V. Semeniuk-Samsonenko) of the "nontransparent" 
privatization. 

Now – "transparently", but without competition. One hundred million 
hryvnias more expensive, but hryvnia is now correspondingly devalued. 
Promptly, but the investment obligations of the buyer was forgotten as an 
important clause of the agreement that guarantee (it was as such under previous 
privatization) modernization and development of the enterprise. What will it be 
now? Where is the guarantee that the plant will not be sold for the price of the 
scrap? 

Before conducting a privatization, its program must be approved by the 
Parliament, where the main conditions, which relate to individual objects, will be 
specified. 

And these facilities have their own history. Remember how the SPFU 
announced a competition for the acquisition of a tiny fraction of the shares of 
"Ukrtelecom" several times under the former government, setting the real prices. 
Price became much higher after competition. And instantly, there were court 
judgements preventing the price increase made under pressure from the 
government. The only aim was pursued: cheaper "for theirs". 

Remember that the privatization of five regional power distribution 
companies in 2000 (initiative of the then Deputy Prime Minister Yu. 
Tymoshenko) immediately led to a twofold increase in electricity tariffs. What 
is expected now? How to avoid "repetition"? 

An approved program of privatization is needed. 
 

Will the government carry out unpopular reforms, in particular, raise 
the retirement age? What is your attitude to the reforms of the pension 
system? 

The pension reform is extremely necessary. It ended in talk. If a system of 
individual savings accounts was timely adopted, perhaps, the age limit would not 
be so acute. 

Now this is a risky option. All needs to be very carefully considered and 
explained to people. But meanwhile the retirement age must not be increased. 
 

 16.06.2010 
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From the interview to "Komsomol Truth" (Komsomolskaia Pravda) 
 

One of the authors of the current Fundamental law, told about the 
constitutional night, and also about the likelihood of a new reform. 14 years ago, 
on 28th June 1996, Ukraine got its own Constitution. Till that date the obsolete 
Fundamental Law of the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic dated 1978 had acted. 
The first attempts at least to discuss the draft of the new Constitution were made in 
1992 and 1993. They came to nothing: the vision of the Fundamental Law by 
different political forces was too different. Finally, in 1995, the Constitutional 
Treaty was adopted, and a year later - in May - June 1996 the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada) under the leadership of Oleksandr Moroz began to consider a 
new draft of the Constitution. It was considered during a month, and then 
another whole day that entered the history of the country as "the constitutional 
night".  
 

Mr Moroz, was there much coffee drunk?  
Probably a lot, I don't know. The deputies are always ready for this thing... 

And after adoption - a small buffet. 
 

Your fatigue must have been huge. 
In the morning there was the graduation of officers from military academies. 

Kuchma invited me to the Mariyinsky Palace, where he gave a reception. I 
remember, I was dazzled if I had seen the welding: all night there was a huge 
tension! Some rules had had to be voted on 27 times. There were 3 or 4 provisions 
that scored a total of 60 times of voting. Only 6 hours were taken for them. I was 
asked: why? - but otherwise the Constitution would not have been adopted. 
 

Is it possible to amend it under difficult conditions, unstable as in recent 
years? 

Of course. And the arguments about the fact that it is impossible, because 
we do not have a stable Parliament, are not true. Please note: Constitutions, as a 
rule, were adopted in all countries, when there is no unity in Parliament. What is a 
benefit of this situation? In Fundamental law there is always a compromise, a 
balance between the rights and duties of institutions and citizens. And just at the 
moment when a key political force has no certainty that it is a winner, you need to 
amend the Constitution. 
 

Was it like that in 1996? 
Then we adopted it contrary to the intentions of the President and his vision 

of the content of the Constitution. After all, he wrote it for himself, for a 
dictatorship. Realizing the danger of that prospect, we have adopted our document. 
I would not say that we were defending ourselves from the President. We 
implemented a draft that has been already prepared by the deputies, representatives 
of different forces. This is the value of our Constitution. 
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Then there were a lot of "conflicting lines": with regards to the status of the 
Russian language, symbolism and the Black Sea Fleet. Ukraine has all the same 
concerns today... 

Meanwhile, the provisions that relate to the Russian language, are written 
correctly in the Constitution. And – you wouldn't believe it! - in the hall this 
particular item did not cause any conflict. Conflicts arose on other occasions. I 
had to fight for 3 months for the Communists to be included into the Commission 
for the drafting of the Constitution. 
 

Did not they want? 
They were not allowed by Kuchma and his supporters. And when in early 

May they were able to enter the Commission (and, hence, include in the vote, 
which were more than 120 votes), I said: "the Constitution will be adopted". 
Even before the "constitutional night" on June 28 we adopted 47 articles of the 
Fundamental law. Then, Kuchma realized himself we would do what was needed. 
So he put his draft on a referendum, which was rejected earlier, in March - it was 
quite an adventurous draft, and its submission to a referendum violated the 
Constitutional Treaty. After all, Kuchma signed it where it was written that only 
the draft which did not get 300 votes in the Parliament, but got the majority could 
be submitted to a referendum. Many were angered just by it. Including those 
deputies who were constantly running to him for the meeting.  
 

It is well-known that both the meeting of the Parliament and 
"constitutional night" became possible only due to the fact that on 27th of 
June several "deputies supporting Kuchma" made the mistake of accidentally 
registering in the hall. 

This was not the case. The factions close to Kuchma - including the party 
Rukh (Movement), who feared that "leftism" would be protected by the 
Constitution and that is why "supporting" the President - got his directive. They 
had to sabotage evening registration (the deputies then registered twice at morning 
and evening meetings). And if after lunch there were not enough deputies to have 
quorum, the Parliament was no longer going to meet until September: then the 
President without any problems would have adopted "his" Constitution with the 
help of a referendum. 
 

What were your actions? 
Suspecting such course of events, I put to the vote the proposal to work 

without interruption. To do this, I gathered the council in my office before the 
vote. I appealed to those who always went to Kuchma: "what have you achieved? 
Don’t you see what draft Kuchma proposes to put to a referendum!" And deputies 
voted for the decision to work in the way of one meeting. Including due to the 
fact that the late Viacheslav Chornovil was late for the meeting. He approached 
me, asked, saying, "Will not the registration in the afternoon happen?" I said no, it 
would not. He got upset and ran to consult. But the Commissions had already been 
created, they went to work. And the voting began only at 8 p.m.: we couldn't agree 
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on some points for long, including on symbolism, languages, system of 
government and ownership. 
 

If you had to adopt the Constitution once again already in 2010, what 
new provisions would you have included in it? 

The same ones as in 1996. We did not manage to adopt them then: I would 
record the strengthening of local self-government. Then Ukraine would be, in 
my opinion, another country. But I would not like to adopt the Constitution again... 
And I would not like someone else to do it. This can't be done. If we had not 
adopted the Constitution in 1996, I doubt we'd have had it now! Because it is 
unlikely to be able to associate different movements, moods and understanding of 
the situation by people. We are the only country in the former Soviet Union that 
adopted the Constitution as it should be – in the Parliament. 

 
 
           24.06.10 
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Interview to the media 
 

How do You assess the prospect of raising the retirement age? What social 
and economic consequences will this lead to? 

Two circumstances explain the government's attitude to this issue. Firstly, 
the demographic situation develops in such a way that there are more pensioners 
than employed people in the country, and the ratio deteriorates rapidly. Similar 
thing happens in other European countries, although for a different reason and 
slower. There the problem is being solved by increase in retirement age and, as a 
rule, not without consequences for those who dared to take that step. The fate of 
Gerhard Schröder and his party in Germany serves as an example. 

It is clear that the government is trying to take advantage of the proven 
experience of other countries and its intentions have their own logic. However, the 
retirement age should be considered not only based on the capabilities of the 
state, but primarily taking into account the position of our fellow citizens, 
taking into consideration average life expectancy, the level of social security, 
pensions, the ratio between pension and salary, between the pension and social 
standards (there is the information on it in the newspaper "Tovarysh" (Comrade)  
dated 7 – 8 July No. 52). Taken together, this means (the calculations I do not cite) 
that the proposed measure - increasing the retirement age – is premature. 

One of the reasons for this situation in Ukraine is a serious dependence of 
the Pension Fund on the budget. The Fund is subsidized by the budget, which 
under normal conditions should not happen, and that is why the pension reform is 
long overdue. 

In any case, the problem is reduced to the amount of money you need to 
save in the Pension Fund to give it to retirees, and to the purchasing power of the 
money. And here we will face the problem running for a long time - the reform of 
the remuneration system as a source of accumulation of the Fund. In 1992 I 
submitted the reform project on this issue (the then Prime Minister V. Fokin 
commented positively on it), but no one dared begin reform. And it concerned 
other - European – scale of labor costs and other goods, the harmonisation of 
incomes and expenses of citizens using objective proportion, taking as a point of 
reference the real cost of essential goods (bread, for example). We will have to go 
this path anyway, especially in terms of our openness and dependence on the world 
market. But you can go in different ways. Today we are "lead" by: petrol, gas, 
consumer goods (refrigerators, washing machines, furniture and even key food 
products) prices which are either equal or higher than European, but the income of 
the vast number of people are ten times lower than European. The government 
must guarantee and provide justice. 

Now, secondly. The situation worsened because of the need of the budget to 
cover the increased costs of the Pension Fund. And there is an excessive budget 
deficit, left by inheritance from Yu. Tymoshenko’s government. The Cabinet of 
Ministers is looking for opportunities to increase revenues. Its intentions however 
do not go generally beyond fiscal policy. Hence the tension with the Tax and Labor 
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codes, in the interpretation of many analysts means improved performance at the 
expense of citizens. The situation is also risky. 

I think a more effective (and gentle towards the citizens, and even causing 
their approval) would be to protect the budget against embezzlement. 
Knowledgeable people think that 30 – 40% of the budget is stolen by "pure" crime 
and criminals-officials. I do not think it is the inflated figure. And if so, then the 
problem primarily comes down to the war against corruption. Namely the war. 
How capable is the power to start a war, so its stability is dependent on. So there 
will be an opportunity to solve human problems. 
 

How do You feel about the initiative of the Communist Party of Ukraine to 
hold a nationwide referendum on the issue of Ukraine's cooperation with the 
IMF? Do the socialists intend to support this event? Or will the socialist party 
make their own suggestions on this issue? 

I somehow did not hear about this initiative. In our party, this topic was not 
discussed. But if there was a discussion, I would be against participation in 
populist actions. Because in the referendum people have to give an answer to the 
perfectly understandable questions. Moreover simple argument against the 
proponents for people will be convincing loan with the best interest rates and 
repayment conditions. "Connectedness" of credit with its domestic economic and 
social policy is not the argument for the citizens but for the government to evaluate 
its actions. Does not the power do so? Let's change it! Why to mask the goal of 
the propaganda campaign of questionable content? And as the first step the 
Communists could withdraw their representatives from the government and other 
governance structures, to withdraw from the coalition, to apologize for the 
support of the government of Tymoshenko, whose actions on foreign loans led to 
the collapse of the economy and the financial system. It would be honest. So it 
seems to me. 

A referendum on the IMF is something useless, a loan is taken and it is 
obligatory to pay it back anyway. 

We have still to have in mind that relations with the IMF refer to the budget, 
and the Constitution requires not holding any referendums on taxes and budget. 

          12.08.10 
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Commentary 
 

16 September marks the 10th anniversary of the murder of Heorhii 
Honhadze. Ten years Ukraine as a state, shows the world the rule of collective 
responsibility over the law. The authorities try to hide the facts that the President 
and the head of his administration are guilty of the crime.  

Taking into consideration the onset of the statute of limitations, the 
investigation of the Prosecutor's office concludes that General O. Pukach received 
the order to kill Heorhii Honhadze from the then Minister of internal affairs Yu. 
Kravchenko. Against other officials criminal cases are not initiated because of 
alleged lack of grounds. It is clear that the deceased is accused and the case is 
being closed. 

The obvious custom of this option does not require proof. Why was the 
former Minister interested in the journalist? Why did he give (whether did he 
give?) criminal order? What is the reason for the persecution of a journalist and 
spying on him? Who and for what purpose tried from the first weeks of the 
investigation to make it misleading, providing flimsy evidence? Who blocked 
unbiased forensic examination? Why was not a large number of conclusive 
evidence - records of conversations in the office of the President L. Kuchma taken 
into account, though the investigation actually confirmed all the episodes, written 
by major M. Melnychenko? Why did not the Parliament control the investigation 
as necessary, fulfilling the requirements of PACE (just once, under my 
chairmanship, the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) heard the relevant reports 
of the heads of the departments)? 

A lot of such questions have been arisen for ten years of "investigation". 
Protesting against political cynicism and powerlessness of a person, the Socialist 
party organized mass protests, forcing the authorities to resort at least to the 
minimum required steps to establish the truth and punish the clients, the organizers 
and perpetrators of the serious crime. Some politicians 
(Yushchenko,Tymoshenko, Lutsenko) made a political career for themselves 
on these protests, but did not contribute to the completion of the investigation 
of the obvious case, even with high powers, and giving promises to the people. 

10-year term of the most famous criminal episode in the modern history of 
Ukraine is expiring. The duty of the current government is to unveil the whole 
truth about it. 

There is no truth in the lies. 
Honhadze woke Ukraine up, but the state has not been mature enough 

for it. 
I'm Sorry, Heorhii! 
 

   15.09.10 
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Commentary 
on the decision of the Constitutional Court* 

 
Comments of the Constitutional Court relate to the editorial stuff. Is it 

possible to consider as a disadvantage the fact that in the law No. 2222 is not 
written "the Prosecutor" but "the Prosecutor of Ukraine", or in paragraph 22 
of article 85 "approval of the size... of the Armed forces, the SSU ..." was swapped  
for "the SSU, the Armed Forces...". The gist is exactly the same. 

Amendments made to the text of the law, which became a part of the 
Constitution, are mainly derived from the conclusions of the Constitutional Court 
dated October 12, 2004. We consulted however with the Constitutional Court, 
it was consenting to that. The comments of the Constitutional Court were 
taken into account in the amendments, in particular on the formation of the 
Constitutional Court, the content of the final provisions, shortened by several 
times. The comments of the Venice Commission were taken into account, because 
of which the provision on the imperative mandate was withdrawn. That was the 
main objection of the Commission. 

Not everything could be taken into account under the objective 
circumstances. For example, how could we repeat in the text the provision on 
December 8, 2004 that presidential elections will be held in October, that is 
hindsight? 

There are enough things like that in the conclusions of the Constitutional 
Court. It puts the emphasis on the basis of the nuances of the procedures prescribed 
by the Constitutional Court itself on the basis of its previous own decisions. Note: 
not on the basis of the Constitution and Laws. But we remember the conclusions 
of the Court on the third term of the presidency, on the coalition formation. For 
example, the Constitution states: "in the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) a 
coalition of deputy factions is formed which includes the majority of people's 
deputies..." and then "... faction..., which includes most of the people's deputies has 
the rights of the coalition." Faction, but not the deputies. What was the court 
decision? 

The Constitutional Court refers to article 157 and 158 of the Constitution 
and its powers several times in its conclusion. Each paragraph of its previous 
decision dated October 12, 2004 does the same thing and everytime it says that 
"the draft does not violate the rights and freedoms of citizens, aimed at 
liquidation of independence...". And the law No. 2222 even more so does not 
break anything, because is identical with text No. 4180! 

And the role of the Constitutional Court, which follows from articles 
150, 157, 158, 159 of the Constitution, comes down exactly to establish, whether  
__________________ 

 * September 30, 2010, the Constitutional Court under the pressure of the Presidential 
Administration concluded the unconstitutionality of the amendments made on 08.12.2004 by the 
Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine to the Constitution of Ukraine and exceeded its 
powers having amended the Constitution. This was done in favor of V. Yanukovych, who 
replaced 5 judges of the Constitutional Court before that. 
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the amendment to the Constitution poses any threats to a human and the state. No, 
it does not pose, the court concludes. 

But all this refers to the laws. And it does not refer to the Constitution! 
There is no law №2222! It disappeared 08.12.2004, having becoming a part of 
the Constitution. Based on it the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) and the 
President, the Constitutional Court itself were twice elected. Now it – the 
Constitutional Court – gives new powers to the institutions of government, though 
it is not entitled to it. 

If to interpret the laws in such a way, it is possible to cancel the Constitution 
at all. It was also adopted with deviation from the procedure. For example, article 
20 was voted on 27 times. Without it, it would be impossible to adopt the 
Constitution as a whole, article 10 – 17 times, articles 13, 14 etc - more than 10 
times. Several times – on the Constitutional Court. You will say it was impossible 
to cancel, there was not the Constitutional Court. But the decision on the 
unconstitutionality of the ban on the Communist Party was taken (and the right 
decision), although a violation of the Constitution occurred in 1991. I cite these 
arguments because our state was created (and is being created) in a complex 
political struggle at the absolute lack of traditions of democracy, with the increase 
of subjective and consumer start in the policy decisions. The Constitutional Court 
as an institution of the state should not stand aloof from those circumstances and 
therefore should not hide behind the form, but delve into the contents. It is its 
duty, as defined by the Constitution!  

What's next? 
The other day I received a letter about the current political situation, the 

epigraph to which my words can serve: 
 

"Shame!" and "Glory!" - zero in the sum. 
No matter who cries what 
But the soul that hurts: 
Those enough that are not able to think 
Even more there are lazy ones to do this! 

 
There are a lot of those lazy to think in Ukraine. But this is not a reproach 

to the people. After all, people start thinking under the conditions of 
democracy. Where was it possible to learn: under the occupation by Austria, 
Poland, Russia, Germany or in the Soviet Union where the state was a fetish? 

When is there a democracy? Not when the power "hears everyone" but when 
it listens to everyone and does how everyone, that is, the people need. 

A person will think and participate in government decisions only then, when 
he/she will see that he/she means something. This occurs when the government is 
controlled by the people. Just so it - the power – should be moved to people 
where they live. The logic of the reform of the government, which began in 
2004, consists in it but not in its concentration in the same hands, in the center. 

It should be done so, as in modern Europe, if we want to be a European 
state. It is impossible to make people happy and happiness cannot be given by 
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authorities.  It is possible to achieve some positive changes, especially going from 
"zero", as it is now. But it is temporary. Serious changes in welfare, guarantees of 
the rights and freedoms of everyone you can only have in a country with a 
democratic system. Form of government and state of development of the state 
and society are entirely compatible things. 

Today, the Constitutional Court took a step in the backward direction to 
the progress. I think that it took rather political than constitutional and legal step. 
A history and the people will give him an evaluation. 

Now much depends on the President. If he feels the need to involve all 
citizens in the necessary transformations, he will initiate the laws and practical 
steps in the direction of the increasing of the role of local self-government, fighting 
corruption, and accountability of the bureaucracy. He will avoid gambles with the 
transformation of land into a commodity. 

I repeat once again: the happiness will not be given to people. They can 
make themselves happy. It is necessary to create conditions. This is the main 
task of the authorities. 

 
 
 
         01.10.2010 
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From the Interview to "Glavred" 
 

Who took the decision about amending the text of law No. 2222 after 
receiving the verdict of the Constitutional Court, which has now become a 
basis for its cancellation? 

The amendments are adopted by the Parliament. It was done legitimately 
and useful for the business, because we are talking about the legal wording 
that is required when promulgating legislative acts. For example, the text of the 
Constitution of Ukraine, adopted in 1996, appeared in newspapers after more than 
a week of legal editing. And this has not raised any complaints. 

In the regulations of the Constitutional Court relating to the discussed topic, 
the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) was accused, in particular, that in article 
90 the word "and" was replaced by the word "or". Let's read the phrase concerning 
that when the President has no right to terminate early the powers of the 
Parliament: "the last six months of the term of office of the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine [and] or the President of Ukraine." (Highlighted 
words are taken from the text adopted in 1996). If you use the word "and", then the 
legal sages can comment on the provision that a six-month term to finish the 
cadences of the Parliament and the President come at the same time. And this is 
excluded! Not accidentally "and" is replaced with "or," since such situations are 
possible, but they never coincide in time. By the way, concerning article 90 I will 
quote again the document of the Constitutional Court: "...new wording of article 
90 is supplemented with a new fourth section as follows: "The Powers of the 
Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine, which is elected in the early 
elections held after early termination of powers of the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine of the previous convocation by the President of 
Ukraine may not be terminated within one year from the day of its election". 

The Constitutional Court does not tell the truth. The given definition 
word for word in the 1996 Constitution in force, considered to be only the third 
but not the fourth section of the article. An additional presidential power became 
the third section that no one, including the Constitutional Court raised objections. 

So what is the violation? 
The court complains that in the voted on 8 December 2004 text the words 

"except as provided by this Constitution" (article 78) were dropped, in article 81 
the word "exception" was deleted and in paragraph 26 of article 85, the word "half" 
was replaced with "the third".  

For a viewer, or even a reader of the conclusion to the Constitutional Court it 
may indeed seem almost criminal. But the comparison of the reviewed by the court 
texts demonstrates that there are no violations: in article 81 and article 85 the 
wording of the Constitution in force was left, i.e. they do not change! And the 
word "exception" is excluded at the insistence of the Constitutional Court of 
Ukraine which referred to the comments of the Venice Commission. (The 
expulsion of a deputy from the faction meant that he/she lost his/her mandate, that 
is, in Ukraine an imperative mandate was provided. The deputies listened to that 
remark. And the mentioned phrase "except ..." referred to the fact that the members 
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of the Cabinet of Ministers could, according to the preliminary proposal – be 
deputies. We refused this innovation, in order not to violate the principle of 
separation of powers, again retaining unchanged the text of the Constitution in 
force.) 

I repeat once again: what is the violation? 
It is a "violation" that we have not preserved the text word for word which 

has been criticized, but which has got positive findings in the Constitutional Court 
of Ukraine. This procedure of passing the law on amendments to the Constitution 
was set by the Constitutional Court, though there is not a word in the 
Fundamental Law and the law on the Constitutional Court. 

Chapter XIII of the Constitution relates the assessment of draft laws on their 
not violation of the rights and freedoms of a person and the independence of the 
state to the powers of the Constitutional Court. Each phrase of the amendments 
to the Constitution was confirmed by the conclusion of the Constitutional 
Court in October 2004 that these amendments did not contradict the 
requirements of article 157 and article 158 of the Constitution. Each phrase! 
Please note, the Constitutional Court should do legal, but not linguistic analysis. 
Moreover, it has hardly ever been all right with grammar (regarding the 
interpretation, especially). Remember the third term of L. Kuchma and the order of 
coalition formation. 

In other words, the Constitutional Court came up with the formal grounds to 
make conclusion on the order of the authorities. It came up, abandoning its own 
conclusion of the opposite (but correct) content made in 2008. 
 

Did you foresee the possibility of recognition of the law No.2222 invalid 
in the future in 2004? Why was there a "mine" deliberately laid under the 
Constitution? How accurate, in Your opinion, was the decision of the 
Constitutional Court regarding the cancellation of law No. 2222 and the 
automatic entry into effect of the old wording of the Constitution? 

There was not any "mine" provided. The Constitutional Court has no 
right to revise the Constitution. He has no such powers. There is not law No. 
2222. It was the registration number of the draft, the text of which became the 
body of the Constitution. No one can interfere with it, the President of Ukraine is 
defined as a guarantor of it. 

The Constitution can be amended, but only in the order set forth therein. 
And not otherwise! 

Thus, the decision of the Constitutional Court is incorrect (I use the 
tolerant definition). Yes, we will have to abide, but it is wrong. Time will pass and 
those who resorted to the manipulation of the Fundamental Law, will say that 
"Moroz was right." They will acknowledge the essence of what they’ve done. 
Please note, today's insights, like mine, have already those who yesterday wanted 
the preservation of the authoritarian model of government (Yushchenko, 
Tymoshenko etc). 
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How objective do You consider the preliminary findings of the 
investigation in the Honhadze case that just Pukach and Kravchenko were 
involved in his murder? Is there a chance that once the true perpetrators of 
the murder will be found in this case? 

On this occasion I made statements twice within a month. Attempt to 
consider the case to be finished is contrived and fake. The perpetrators of the 
murder – not only those who took the life of Heorhii literally. It is part of the 
crime, the content of which is unclear. But there are still instigators and organizers 
of the crime. They are known however foreign intelligence agencies have no 
relation to this case. Information about them is spread primarily by those who are 
involved in a crime, L. Kuchma, in particular. 

The investigation deliberately shifts emphasis, talking about HOW it had 
been recorded in the office of the President. And people (and foreign countries too) 
require: punish the guilty! 

The record also contains the essence of the matter. Which is known, 
among other things, to thousands and thousands of people. Under such 
circumstances, to play in the investigation is impossible, because thereby the 
authority of the government and of the state in general is undermined. 

I would like to be understood correctly. I do not strive for, let’s say, putting 
L. Kuchma to prison, though he did his best to achieve it for me in this sense. The 
God will judge us. But the assassination of H. Honhadze moreover is a challenge 
to society. The challenge, which failed to be disguised. The answer should be 
adequate. The case will not be deemed to be solved until all the guilty ones will 
be punished. 
 
 
           04.10.10 
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The Constitution passion  
 

Such rapid constitutional amendments could hardly be expected. But the 
quick response of the Parliament to the conclusions of the Constitutional 
Court raises doubts that somebody has planned it. Last week in conversation 
with the President V.Yanukovych it was revealed that the Constitutional Court 
decided on the existence of violations while amending the Constitution, but 
regarding the second paragraph there is no unity. 

- What is there in the second paragraph? 
- Conclusion concerning the unconstitutionality of the law 2222. Here, I 

have no choice: whatever decision the court accepted, I am obliged to abide it. 
- Of course... 
Of course, it is necessary to abide. But we must each figure out what it is 

about. I, also, wanted to find out substantiation of the regulations of the court, 
because I know how every word in the amendment was born. 

...There is a direct TV broadcast of the session of the Constitutional Court. 
The chair is reading for a long time, being excited about the importance of the 
historical moment. Thousands and thousands of intrigued citizens are listening to 
him. I am listening as well, and I'm concerned about dozens of violations recorded 
within a few days of consideration of the submission of 252 deputies. Half of 
them are the initiators of amendments, voted on in 2004. Is it possible, I think 
that we disfigured the Fundamental Law and the draft previously considered by the 
court? Still, six years have passed, apparently, a lot have been forgotten. Guided 
not only by curiosity, I analyzed all official documents relating to this topic, 
including the Constitution in edition of 1996 and 2004. This was not very hard to 
do, because when these texts were being prepared, both times I was the co-chair of 
the Constitutional commissions. 

What did the analysis show? 
In the draft 2222 there are really two innovations that were not in the 

reviewed draft 4180, earlier the Constitutional Court made a conclusion that 
draft 4180 was in compliance with article 157 and other articles of the 
Constitution. (At least, the Constitutional court of Ukraine, not of any other state). 
What innovations is it about? In article 106 of the Fundamental Law the words 
"and exemption" were added, that is, in the powers of the President it is assumed 
that he makes a submission to the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) on the 
appointment and dismissal of the Head of the SSU. Recorded in the same way as 
for other posts, where the order of appointment and dismissal must be the same 
and clearly spelled out. A mistake was fixed during text editing, because the same 
procedure is provided in respect of all personnel matters, enshrined in the 
Constitution (paragraphs 12, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 25, 26, 35 of article 85; 
paragraphs 11, 12, 13, 14, 22 of article 106, paragraph 9-d of article 116, paragraph 
10 of article 122 of the Constitution). The Сourt would have had to note that in 
draft 4180 (and in the Constitution) the aforementioned provision is repeated twice 
– as powers of the President and the Parliament. So, in paragraph 12 of article 85 
(powers of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada)) it is written: "the appointment 
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and dismissal by the President of Ukraine of the Head of the Security Service of 
Ukraine". In other words, this function of the President should be repeated in 
article 106, otherwise, it cannot be recorded. And this is not a deviation from the 
procedure for making amendments to the Constitution, and the compliance, 
coherence of its provisions. Moreover, it is literal taking into account of the 
proposals of the Constitutional Court, made according to its conclusion No. 3-
в/2003. 

The second innovation refers to article 94 on the procedure for the 
enforcement of any law. Paragraph 4 of this article clarified on the procedure for 
promulgation of the law, so that no one being the President (or whoever replaces 
him/her) avoids any temptation not to fulfill their constitutional duty regarding the 
publication of the law. But this was done both by L. Kuchma, and V. Yushchenko. 
And therefore it was added "and is published with his signature". However, this 
condition was previously provided in the draft 4105 and received a positive 
conclusion of the Constitutional Court on 16th March 2004. 

Strictly speaking, it is the only innovation because the previous innovation 
is a technical fix to an oversight. 

That's the reasons that at least somehow explain the diligence of the 
Constitutional Court to the following of the order of making amendments to the 
Constitution. Prolonged reading of the act of the Constitutional Court by its 
chairman referred to minor editorial clarifications required in adopting any law or 
exemptions from the draft law (4180) of phrases so that the text of the Constitution 
in force was better preserved. Indeed, if imposed then by the officials (for draft 
4180) the idea of the possibility of combining the posts of deputies and Ministers 
was contrary to the constitutional principle of separation of powers in draft 2222 
was rejected, then it referred to many provisions (articles 78, 81, 85, 90 etc), 
because the content of them concerns the status of deputies and officials. Why was 
it necessary to take the time of the viewers with the list of "deviations" when it 
should have been said honestly that after the analysis made by the Parliament 
such articles of the Constitution were preserved in the current edition? 

Even more regrettable is the "criticism" concerning the removal of the word 
"expulsion" from the text of article 81. The expulsion of a deputy from the faction 
deprived him/her of his/her mandate. The leaders of some factions insisted on that. 
But this would mean the introduction of imperative mandate in Ukraine. The 
inadmissibility of such a step, when a deputy can become a puppet in the hands of 
the party leadership, has drawn attention of not only members of the 
Constitutional Court, but also foreign experts, including officially – PACE and 
its Venice Commission. Therefore, the deletion of this word and the preservation 
of the text, relative to which the Constitutional Court approvingly spoke in March 
2004 (No. 1-в/2004)became completely understandable was. 

Taking care of "clean procedure", the Constitutional Court threw out 
from the system of legal relations, which is based on the Constitution, a number 
of important provisions the necessity of which was proved by practice in the 
state. From the Fundamental Law the notion of the coalition was gone, the right of 
the President on early termination of powers of the Parliament and of the 
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government on the appointment of officials according to the need (on Vice-
premiers), and the right of the Parliament to hear the reports of the Cabinet of 
Ministers, (the Parliament is the representative of the people, source of power). 
The Court took away the right of a constitutional body – the Accounting 
Chamber - to monitor the flow of funds to the State budget of Ukraine. The 
right, which there is in all European countries. It was blocked by L. Kuchma, so 
that no one controlled the budget (but it must be absolutely transparent). In 1997 
with the "help" of the Constitutional Court, the Accounting Chamber was deprived 
of the right to exercise control over the execution of budget revenues, use of state 
property objects which are not subject to privatization, the issue of money, use of 
the gold reserves or other assets, provision of loans under submission and receipt 
of government loans. 

Now the Accounting Chamber is again thrown into the position of the 
sets for power, however having the deserved authority in the world, as evidenced 
by the leadership of our Chamber of special international group EUROSAI, the 
appointment by the OSCE of our Accounting Chamber to be the external auditor of 
the main international European organizations. It turns out that for the 
Constitutional Court independent control over the finances of the state or a sign of 
confidence in the Ukrainian Accounting Chamber are less important than the 
replacement of the word "and" with "or" in the draft law. Absolutely, by the way, 
there is a need for replacement. Now, at the behest of the Constitutional Court, 
though it has no powers, the Accounting Chamber should dismantle its structures 
in the regions, downsize its personnel which, by the way, is the smallest in 
comparison with all other state authorities.  

The Constitutional Court, in its conclusion, focuses on the method of voting 
and other procedural aspects. But the Constitution does not provide such 
functions for it. Its job is to monitor the conformity of laws and other acts with the 
provisions of the Constitution, to watch, whether they pose a threat to the 
sovereignty of the state, rights and freedoms of citizens. No, they do not, many 
times the Constitutional Court has said during the consideration of the draft 
amendments, therefore, it recognized that they were necessary. How to understand 
the latest legal "manoeuvre"? 

The Constitutional Court decision provides an unacceptable precedent 
for the constitutional system - interference in the content of the Constitution 
of anyone. Namely anyone. Because nobody in the government has the right to act 
in a manner not provided for by the Constitution (see article 19), and amendments 
to it can be only made by the Parliament in the manner provided in section 
XIII or by the whole people through a referendum on certain provisions of the 
Fundamental Law. Neither the Constitutional Court nor the "constitutional 
assembly", nor any authority – nobody has the right to infringe the 
Fundamental Law! 

In 2010, to consider the law №2222 is an absurd. Such a law does not exist. 
A draft law was registered under this number which became a part of the 
Constitution on December 8, 2004. Oh, by the way, in 2008 the Constitutional 
Court decided so (almost all the current judges). Maybe, has it already canceled 
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that decision? No. So does it mean that it is in force and "is not the subject to 
appeal"? 

I have over and over again to make a claim to the Constitutional Court, 
because in this situation, it remains guilty. The time will pass and it will get 
questions that have only one answer: the court had exceeded its authority. It is 
what has happened. It is useless to talk about morality, because no one could be 
presented with evidence that six years ago the content of deviations of the draft 
2222 from the draft 4180 was agreed by the leadership of the Constitutional 
Court. The motivation was compelling: if the deviation reduces the interference in 
the text of the Constitution in force, especially leave it unchanged, it is not a 
violation of procedure, it can only be welcomed. Some days ago the Chairman of 
Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) V. Lytvyn talked about it in the TV interview. 
He led such dialogues with the Constitutional Court himself, leading the 
Parliament in 2004. 

However, V. Lytvyn also refers to the tense political situation at that time. 
Yes, it was, but it had nothing to do with the quality of amendments. The 
necessary evidence is listed above. I will comple them with a reminder that after 4 
years of work on amendments to the Fundamental Law the Parliament was 
considering them according to a specific procedure before the civil exacerbations, 
on 8 April 2004. Those amendments differed little from drafts 4180 and 2222, and 
the emergence of these drafts was triggered by the need to consider formally other 
draft amendments, since a year did not pass after the non-productive vote. 

Why, then, were there not 300 votes? Because the entourage of Viktor 
Yushchenko assured him that he had a hundred percent chance to become the 
President. So to speak, why would he in this case reduce the amount of expected 
powers? About 5 votes of the members of the party "our Ukraine" lacked. V. 
Yushchenko refused thus from the signed by him in 2003 and 2004 commitments 
regarding democratic change in the government. Not solving of an urgent 
problem provoked the Maidan and the Maidans. Just imagine, if the 
amendments were adopted in April, the presidential election would be held in 
one round without any complications and social stresses. 

In other words, the tension at the end of 2004, just confirmed: 
relationship in the state, in the higher echelons of power have exhausted 
themselves, they carried a threat to society, they need to be changed. The 
politicians in Ukraine together with foreign experts and consultants (Solana, 
Kwasniewski, Adamkus, Hryzlov...) agreed on that. 

I am tired to give these arguments, because those who do not want to hear 
them, keep saying, "aggravation", "irresponsibly", "hastily", "harmfully"... This is 
all lie! Stupid, annoying, unfounded. 

The talking about "instability", which the amendments to the Constitution of 
2004 brought into the government and the society refers to it as well. Chaos, 
organized by V. Yushchenko and Yu. Tymoshenko is considered to be the proof. 
But this is not a proof! Even individual Constitution for each for these people 
would not help to maintain order. The whole reason is in that. It is necessary not 
to make mistakes during the election, for everyone to think before ballot stuffing, 
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to not believe sweet fable with pseudopatriotism content. (And what does the 
Constitution have to do with it?! They didn't pay attention to it as well as to the 
law, and that is what they need to be prosecuted.) 

And stability... Look, how often the governments were changed. 14 
governments over 18 years! I will recall the names of Prime Ministers: Fokin, 
Kuchma, Zviagilskyi, Masol, Marchuk, Lazarenko, Pustovoitenko, Yushchenko, 
Kinakh, and Yanukovych, Tymoshenko, Yekhanurov, Yanukovych, Tymoshenko. 

It was possible to plunder the country, its wealth under such conditions, they 
succeeded. To build, strengthen – no. We all have seen it. 

I was hoping that at least now the speculation about the lack of 
controllability, lack of "vertical" of power would stop. They will stop not 
because of the will of the Constitutional Court, but the reality, when for ten months 
with the Constitution, amended in 2004, the country has stability, controllability, 
"vertical"... 

- What can you answer with? – I ask the opponents. 
And I answer myself: 
- Nothing. 
In this case (and in general) I am not a lawyer of the current government 

team. There is what to criticize it for. But it stopped the instability because of the 
Constitution. Let's forget this subject, it is false in fact. It was and is. But the theme 
of the Constitution remains. 

The other day a journalist from "the Glavred " asked me: 
- Will You join the opposition, which was for the Constitution? 
- Whom to join?, - I answer. – Among them there are almost all those who 

sought the abolition of the political reform, sought to ensure what happened 
now. The decision of the Constitutional Court is only a political pretext, a 
propaganda setup for those who believe that a proper Constitution is the 
Constitution in which he/she (namely he/she!) becomes a king. They would 
rather not hype now, but to find the possibilities of influence on the 
Constitutional Court so that it has corrected its mistake. So let's consider it to 
be just a mistake. 

Meanwhile, the authorities, the President in the first place, should expedite 
the adoption of laws, amendments to the Constitution including those that enhance 
the status and role of councils of all levels. Only after that administrative reform 
can be carried out consciously and to give effect. Only then you can count on the 
EU assistance in implementation of intentions regarding the European choice 
proclaimed by V.Yanukovych. Ukraine with the authoritarian system of 
government (and such it is now) and Europe are incompatible things. 

In fact, not the compatibility is a problem. It is that system of government 
and the welfare of citizens and their level of civil consciousness and 
responsibility for what is happening in the state - are mutually conditioned 
categories. The experience of European countries confirms it. The other day the 
Prime Minister M. Azarov returned from Scandinavia. He will confirm that there is 
still a long way for us to the level of those countries. But, going there, one should 
not forget that their level is achieved, primarily, thanks to the participation in the 



 228 

development of the state of every citizen. And that participation is the consequence 
of existent democratic system of government. 

This system must be enshrined in our Constitution. 
 
    
         08.10.10 
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Many experts, politicians and journalists in Ukraine and abroad believe that 
the cancellation of the 2004 Constitution in our country destroyed the 
parliamentary system. The magazine "People's Deputy" applied to the former and 
current leaders of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine with a 
request to share their vision of Ukrainian parliamentarism and the future role of the 
Supreme legislature in life of the society. 
 

It can't be so and will not be so 
 
Oleksandr MOROZ 
 

I know exactly that like today, It can't be and will not be. The 
Constitutional Court made an unconstitutional decision that contradicts the law 
on the Constitutional Court, and the Constitution. It would be logical that the 
decision was reconsidered. Can it be done by the Constitutional Court in the 
current composition? No, because it happened to be dependent and the 
decisions are made on the authorities’ order, politically biased. Therefore, if the 
court does not reverse that decision and reinstates the provisions of the 
Constitution applied over the past 6 years, the Parliament of the next 
convocation will face this task. And will it be able to make decisions that meet 
the logic of the development of the society, the democratic status of Ukraine and 
other things that are written in the Fundamental Law? The issue is quite debatable. 
Obviously, much will depend on the socioeconomic policy, its consequences and 
the impact of these consequences on people's minds respectively - on the 
composition of the Parliament of the seventh convocation and the formulation of 
its politics. 

I hope that, from the point of view of the influence of socioeconomic policy, 
it will not be the negative, which fits into the formula "the worse, the better". I 
believe that today the local authorities are formed accordingly, and ripening of the 
consciousness of society should happen to understanding that everyone should be 
responsible for what part they take in the formation of power and what policies are 
then carried out. For example, I worry about what will happen when they lift the 
moratorium on land sales. This will be a continuous looting of the population 
of Ukraine, such a "pure" steal, which many do not even perceive as a 
robbery: when something is taken away from the poor, he/she doesn't even notice, 
because they have never had anything. However, when the Ukrainian land as 
such will be lost, obviously, mass public consciousness comes down to it, what 
happened in reality. And it will be clear that indifference of many people to 
changes that occur in the state led to it. 

One political and legal nuance should be borne in mind. We are talking 
about the improvement of the election law. If we change at least the order of 
formation of election commissions (it is specific today and oriented to the party 
in power), it will be possible to achieve at least some changes towards democracy 
in general and democracy of the electoral process in particular, that will affect the 
race results. 
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After the last elections in all the regions there were many emissaries of the 
new government, i.e. representatives of the Party of Regions. But for now, these 
emissaries are actually outside parties in general, in the sense that this "local elite" 
is ready to be in any ruling party to have power, not always with good reason and 
experience. I have already said that it is "reliable replenishment of the power by 
unreliable personnel", which is absolutely indifferent to the ideology and logic of 
the policy of any party. But if you changed the principle of formation of electoral 
commissions on which all the constituent entities of power will have the same 
conditions, there will be much less "winners". 

The current government has a number of objectives, which it has to solve. In 
particular, regarding the integration processes. The government is interested in the 
development in the field of European integration, because it is the access to the 
relationship that bring benefit, including market access, investment and more. 
Therefore, it will have to strengthen the functions of local self-government, 
because authoritarian system which is built today, from the legal point of view, 
will not give Ukraine a real European perspective. So, anyway, it is necessary 
to strengthen the functions of local self-government, to reflect all this in the 
relevant laws so that the status of local authorities, even today formed in such a 
ridiculous way, will increase and so the responsibility of those who this power is 
vested to, and – automatically – those who voted for those will grow. The situation 
will change in the direction of consolidation of democratic principles at local level, 
and in the future a conflict between an authoritarian system of general public 
administration and the state at local level will arise. And this will anyway lead 
to the necessary changes that were implemented in 2004. Because the system of 
government of the countries in the EU should be about the same. That's why we t 
will have to move to the European standards in this respect as well. 

How do I see the future? There is no need to invent anything. To take the 
model of Poland, Austria, Scandinavian countries and other states. There is a 
pattern which has proven its effectiveness. There is a balance of opportunities and 
rights of authority of the highest level – the institution of the presidency, the 
institution of the of Parliament and the Cabinet of Ministers. This principle needs 
to be borrowed, moreover the Parliament which has no influence on the 
formation of the government is not worth anything. Then it turns out that the 
Parliament is subordinate to the Cabinet of Ministers, and through it indirectly to 
the President. It is abnormal, wrong and unconstitutional even under present 
conditions, because the Parliament according to its status is independent, 
because it represents the people, and the President represents the state. 

The Ukrainian Parliament after the unconstitutional decision of the 
Constitutional Court lost its primary function: formation of the government on 
behalf of its only source – the people. With all the consequences that follow from 
this. Functions of control of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) over the 
activity of power structures are weakened, and it largely becomes dependent on the 
executive branch in the formation of state policy in the preparation of the relevant 
laws. After all, there is no guarantee that draft laws that are offered, will not be 
lobbying to such an extent that the Parliament will be forced to work contrary to 
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the logic of parliamentarism and the state. This is very dangerous, especially 
considering the fact that business and government in Ukraine are not 
separated from each other, and therefore, the Supreme Council (Verkhovna 
Rada) becomes a tool to meet the interests of big business. 

Today everyone understands that the economy is in the shadow that big 
business keeps its assets in the offshore areas, that's there it pays taxes ten times 
less than would be paid here, creates foreign pseudofirms that ostensibly invest in 
the Ukrainian economy in those areas which are profitable to them, and it goes on 
and on and on. The external feature of this condition is at least in the fact that in 
the streets of the capital of the poorest country the most expensive among the 
European capitals cars travel. This means that our economy is in the shadows. 
Does the state with such level of shadowing of the economy have the 
prospects? Are the business leaders who are the officials today interested in the 
modernization of our economy, the transition to high technology? It is not 
profitable. Therefore, objectively there is a contradiction and a hindrance to 
social development. But, if the business will be separated from power, the laws 
will be adopted which develop the initiative. 

I think that it is necessary to adopt a law on elections with open party lists 
for the political force to be responsible for its representatives, and for the 
representative of this force to be responsible to the voters. I reported on this draft 
in 2002. And then all Communists, nationalists, the members of the party "For 
United Ukraine" were opposed because the act provided for the rotation of party 
elites. Deputies should not be appointed by the party leader but elected by the 
people. Today few people want "open lists". But anyway we have to adopt such a 
law in one form or another. 

So, there are two ways to solve the problem: the transfer of power from 
the centre to local level, under control of the community and the law with 
open party lists. Under these conditions, the problem cannot be solved 
immediately, but the relevant trend will be incorporated that will bring a result. 
And then in the end it will be as all over the civilized world. When, recently being 
in Lodz at the Congress of the left, I asked how many business people are there in 
the Parliament, they, being surprised, answered a question with a question: "What 
should they do there?" Imagine what would be the answer by us. 

A long and complex work is ahead. Undoubtedly, this whole situation will 
somehow put pressure on the President, realizing the complexity and scale of the 
challenges which Ukraine is facing, and he personally (including the fact that today 
Viktor Yanukovych himself makes the main decisions), the President must find 
a way out. He will be forced to work on a positive, but if somebody hinders - 
dismiss them. 

We are going through difficult times, but I believe that in the end everything 
will be fine. There is only one question: when? 
          10.11.10 
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From an interview to the newspaper "Segodnya" 
 

Ex-speaker of the Supreme Council Oleksandr Moroz: "There was no 
cassette scandal! There were recordings, which contained the truth about the 
murder of Heorhii Honhadze. That's it." 

Please tell us when, where and how You got the recordings and for the 
first time met Mykola Melnychenko. 

In my office there was a government phone, which provides a direct 
connection of the first persons of the state and one day (after the disappearance of 
Honhadze) a stranger called me. He said that wanted to meet me and to talk about 
violations in the Presidential Administration. I refused because we had heard about 
the provocations of this kind. But the next day the man called again and said that 
he has information about the disappearance of Heorhii Honhadze. Of course, the 
fate of the journalist was not indifferent to me. I was on familiar terms with 
Heorhii. In addition, he turned to me for advice when he began to be followed by 
the police (I advised him to write to the Prosecutor’s office). So I decided to meet a 
stranger.  
 

Was it Mykola Melnychenko? 
Yes. At his request, I arrived in the evening to the Pechersk. He sat in the car 

with me and gave me to listen to some parts of the recordings. By the way, all 
these events I described in 2001 in my booklet "The chronicle of one crime 
(versions and facts)". And now, I can miss some points. 
 

Has the fact alerted You that, according to Melnychenko, all the 
recordings in the office of the former President Leonid Kuchma were made 
with a regular tape recorder? Perhaps, did not you know about the origin of 
the tapes? 

Technology of making recordings did not interest me. For me another thing 
was important: were these recordings made in the office of the head of state? So I 
asked Mykola Melnychenko to bring the recordings on any day. And not parts of 
them but the full version. And having listened to it I had no doubts about the 
authenticity of the tapes. Firstly, because I personally knew the characters who led 
the conversation in the office. I knew the circle of their interests and manner of 
speaking. Secondly, the content of the conversations, their sequence, links between 
the circumstances that took place, as they say, in real time, left no doubts. For 
example, such a fact. I live in Koncha Zaspa and in the morning I always run. Ex-
Minister of Internal Affairs Yurii Fedorovych Kravchenko ran track and lived 
there. And once we met with him on the run. We said Hello and ran on. And then, 
listening to the tapes, I heard Mr. Kravchenko saying to Leonid Kuchma, that he 
met Oleksandr Moroz in the morning... So the tapes are authentic. Let me remind 
you that their authenticity is fully confirmed by technical expertise. Both domestic 
and foreign. 

But still it was about the office of the guarantor! Logically, his room 
should be well protected from spying and wiretapping ... 
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It is in theory. And I knew how things worked in practice. Since the office of 
the Chairman of the Parliament (my office) was also wiretapped. And during my 
second election as the speaker talks were not only wiretapped, but also 
published in the media! On the technological side of these steps, I was told by 
someone who was assigned to do the listening.  
 

Did these same people probably help to decipher the recordings of 
Mykola Melnychenko? There were rumors that your party fellow Mykola 
Rudkovskyi was involved in "decoding"... 

We had not asked intelligence agencies. Mykola, indeed, helped a little. The 
recording was of poor quality, and he knew some specialists who helped to "clean" 
it. But Yurii Lutsenko was involved in the immediate deciphering. He was then the 
Secretary of the Socialist party (in particular, he was responsible for information 
policy) and chief editor of the newspaper "Hrani". Some decoding was 
immediately published in the newspaper. 
 

Was it accidentally, in your opinion, that after the murder the remains 
of the journalist were transported from Rokytne district (where the crime 
happened) to Tarashcha district? Simply put, in your constituency... 

Of course, no accidentally! In November 2000, one of the true servants of 
Leonid Kuchma, the TV presenter asked on television: "Was the body of the 
journalist found in your area, Mr Moroz?". That's right, in my county! Moreover, 
not far from the place where I was regularly at the meetings with local activists of 
the Socialist party. So, as you can see, it was well thought out and tracked. It was 
an element of the technology of preparation for the planned early elections to the 
Parliament in spring 2001. Who developed this technology? I think that the former 
head of the Department of directed surveillance of the Ministry of Internal Affairs 
Oleksiy Pukach must answer truthfully to the question: who and why ordered to 
transport the remains? And then all will become clear. 
 

Now again, rumors were spread that the murder of Heorhii Honhadze 
with the subsequent cassette scandal was organized by the socialists ... 

I'm not surprised: the more absurd, the more believable. These rumors are 
spread by those who seek to evade responsibility for the crime. Only they can 
come up with an idea to tell such nonsense! Well, you must understand that there 
was no cassette scandal! There were recordings, where there was the truth about 
the crime. And there was power, which was afraid to admit the truth and did 
everything possible to not allow the dissemination of this information. 
 

There was speculation that the murder of Heorhii Honhadze and 
cassette scandal were organized by the foreign intelligence services. 
Supposedly, it was a well-organized provocation against the ex-President 
Leonid Kuchma... 

This is complete nonsense! I am sure that neither the FSB nor the CIA were 
involved. A common household story rather caused the tragedy. Such a version 
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exists. But instead to investigate it, all of a sudden averyone started to study a tale 
of provocation of intelligence services against the country and the President. 
Simply put, the government, using law enforcement officers, tried to deceive 
everyone. Here's just one example. Shortly after I made the recordings of 
Melnychenko public, the Prosecutor's office came to the home of Mykola 
Rudkovskyi and started to cut the door lock to his apartment. I got there, I asked 
them: why are you doing this? You're violating human rights! Tell me what you're 
looking for? If recordings, for example, with the Prosecutor General, so we will 
give them to you! But they did not listen. They broke into the apartment, looked 
and, of course, found nothing.  
 

And what were they looking for? 
As it turned out, the means for editing of the tapes. To confirm the false 

version of the editing, that is, to justify the lie. But this is only one example.  
In General, there were constantly some circumstances arising, which led the 

investigation in the opposite direction. Because the then Prosecutor General, the 
Minister of Internal Affairs and other officials weren't able just to lie to the public 
and deputies of the Parliament! Why, for example, the investigator of the 
Prosecutor's office of Lviv in the interrogation of Lesia Honhadze recorded lie 
of the "debt" of Heorhii, despite the fact that during the interrogation he did 
not even hint at it? On whose order on the New year's eve, did the leadership of 
the Minsk Department of Internal Affairs of Kyiv break into the apartment of the 
medical examiner to pick up her passport, so she in front of foreign colleagues did 
not refer to her own conclusions about the identification of the remains found near 
Tarashcha? Why at the Boryspil airport the SSU searched people's deputies – 
members of the Commission of inquiry on the case of Heorhii Honhadze? Why 
all of a sudden and for no apparent reason in 2000, has been the Ambassador to 
Georgia in Ukraine withdrawn? And there are dozens of "why"! Everybody 
(including journalists) mixed two separate cases. The case of the origin of the 
recordings and the murder of Heorhii Honhadze. Why? And the first question was 
given high priority. And the second was not given anything. Only the appearance 
of an investigation was created. 
 

Still, let's go back to the motives of the murder of Heorhii Honhadze. 
You say: it was a usual, everyday story… 

I admit this version, moreover that other motives of a crime are absent. H. 
Honhadze was not a problem either for the government, the President, or even for 
the state. 

However, not everything adds up here. Usually normal men sort out 
relations on fists and disperse. But this situation was different. Remember the 
movie "Office romance"? Hero Miahkova, protecting the good name of her 
colleague and friend, hit her offender - Samokhvalov. And he was holding a 
grudge and at an opportune moment, "struck" from the corner. 
 

Who do You have in mind? 
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Basilashvili, of course. 
 

But then it turns out that Heorhii Honhadze was "ordered" because of a 
woman?  

For such reasoning it is necessary to have information. I don't have such, I 
was not interested. Besides, talking about the version, not invented by me. 
Moreover, my opinion here means nothing. It is necessary that the investigation 
and the court gave answers to all the questions. That's it. 
 

 A few months ago, the General Prosecutor's office called the only 
customer of murder of the journalist, Ex Ministry of Internal Affairs Yurii 
Kravchenko. What will You say about that? 

This is a formal reason to dismiss the case. Well, why did Yurii Kravchenko 
need to "order" Heorhii Honhadze? Why to order the transfer of the body of a 
journalist to Tarashcha? He had no motive! Moreover. Those who listened to 
the recordings, know that the ex-Minister first heard of Heorhii Honhadze in the 
President's office and did not want to do it. He left that task, thought it would all go 
away. But Leonid Kuchma again and again underlay materials from the newspaper 
"Ukrainian truth"(Ukrainska Pravda), set him up against Heorhii.  
 

Many of those who knew the former chief militiaman of the country, say 
that it was obvious: he was cornered.... 

Probably so. When he reported in the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) 
on the disappearance of Heorhii Honhadze, I reminded him from the seat of our 
meeting during the run and that later, he told Leonid Kuchma and that it was 
recorded on tape. Then I asked him, whether these tapes were authentic or not. He 
said the examination would show. He couldn't tell the truth. But he did not 
want to lie as well. By the way, according to some information the day before the 
death of Yurii Fedorovych sought a meeting with the people who are involved in 
the case of the journalist. But he was not accepted.  
 

Do You believe that Yurii Kravchenko could commit suicide? 
No. I think he was "helped". The government by any means tried to hide 

their crimes. That is why people related to that case died. Including a former police 
officer, Ihor Goncharov, the leader of a gang of "Werewolves", who claimed that 
he had documents that revealed the secret of the death of the journalist, and Valerii 
Malev (the General Director of "UkrSpetsExport), which in the recordings in 2000, 
discussed with Leonid Kuchma the opportunity of sell the system "Kolchuga" to 
Iraq... 
 

In recent years, Mykola Melnychenko lives in Ukraine. What do You 
think, does he have some kind of a "game"?  

I am sure that Mykola is interested in a fair investigation. And other issues 
do not worry me. They are of secondary importance. 
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There were many rumors that the real organizer of the recordings in 
the office of the President was Borys Berezovskyi. And Mykola Melnychenko 
is just his pawn. What do You say? 

It is nonsense. I heard that they met. But after I disclosed the recordings in 
the Parliament. I was never interested in the details of these meetings. 
 

Do you believe that the Honhadze case will be fully investigated? 
Yes. Because there was already an attempt to close this case. It failed: no 

one believed. And if now the government tries to announce about the release of the 
false version as the official, the level of people's confidence in this government 
will fall sharply. And this, I think, it does not want. So I believe that sooner or later 
all of the subjects in the case will testify against the customers of the murder of 
Heorhii Honhadze, after which the court will establish the extent of their liability 
for the incident.  
 
 
 
          25.11.10 
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From an interview to UNIAN 
 

Mr Moroz, during six months in Ukraine, the constitutional reality is 
changing. The coalition is open not for factions, but for everyone who wishes, 
by the decision of the Constitutional Court the Constitution is changed to 
another. How was it for You to watch, being the author of the Constitution - 
96, and later an apologist for the constitutional changes and the advocate of 
parliamentarism? Give your opinion. 

Do you believe in the Constitutional Assembly, which was declared by 
Yanukovych? Yesterday, Yanukovych said that the previous political system 
could not stand the test of the crisis... 

I will give a little bit broader assessment of these processes. The publication 
of the Presidential Decree on supporting the development of so-called 
Constitutional Assembly completes the design of intentions that are declared by 
some politicians for a long time. It is typical that most often such ideas were 
proclaimed, by those who held high public posts. It is also significant that they 
supposedly cared about the need to enforce the right of the people as the source of 
power. 

No one doubts that nobody cared about the right of people and no one was 
interested in their opinion. This is not surprising, because the citizens are 
unhappy not with the content of the provisions of the Constitution, in 
particular their rights and freedoms but that these rights are not provided by 
the state. Hence the logical conclusion – it is not necessary to engage in 
manipulation around the Constitution. We need to focus on the problems that 
really bother people. After all, the Fundamental Law does not create any obstacles 
to ensuring employment, but rather requires for the government to guarantee 
people's social protection, pensions, scholarships, medical services and security... 
So let us engage in it, not to come up with some reason because of which the 
constitutional provisions in many cases become a formality, and the Constitution is 
not respected by the citizens. 

It is clear that the Fundamental Law should be improved constantly on the 
basis of the circumstances that develop as a result of the development of the state 
and society. The Constitution just lays down the procedure for making 
amendments (updates, corrections). Its separate chapter XIII is dedicated to it. It is 
written in such a way to restrict the temptation of unstable initiators. Provided, for 
example, the use of the referendum regarding the most important issues of the state 
and social system, rights and freedoms of citizens. And (!) the contents of chapter 
XIII. 

It seems that this is just the most unnerving for those who want to play with 
the Constitution. Why is there such a conclusion? 

The Constitution does not provide for any of the assemblies. Incidentally, 
in the Ukrainian lexicon, the word "Assembly" applies only as the definition of the 
General meetings of some international organizations (the UN General Assembly, 
parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe and the like). Inaccurate 
definition focuses on the deceptive logic of action. Indeed, the comments of the 
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initiators of the "Assembly" (a discussion about this in the various "centers", 
"laboratories" are conducted already not the first year, not L. Kravchuk is the 
initiator of the idea) provide for various options how to replace the Parliament with 
the "Assembly". There is a referendum on the need for a new Constitution and a 
referendum on amendments to its contents of Chapter XIII, and on the possibility 
of the "Assembly" to adopt a new Fundamental Law and even that its initiatives 
should not be analyzed in the Constitutional Court. Why? Because everything is 
politicized: the Parliament, the Constitutional Court, government... And 
"Assembly" will consist of the "saints" who do not engage in politics, did not 
engage and will commit (!) later not to engage and will not apply for the job of 
civil service and the like. The latter - a violation of the constitutional rights of the 
citizen - is not taken into account. 

Analysts of "centers" and "laboratories", not having, it seems, their own 
arguments, refer to the experience of the former countries of Eastern Europe, Italy, 
Portugal, Venezuela, India... They talk about the implementation of the constituent 
rights of the people by conducting the Constituent Assembly which establish the 
Fundamental Law. They write correctly. So it was. But in all instances, during the 
formation of new States or new social system. In India after its colonial status, in 
Italy and Portugal – during the transition from fascist dictatorship to democracy, in 
Romania, Bulgaria when you change socialist to capitalist system, in Belgium, the 
USA, Norway and other countries – when in general the first law was adopted 
which founded the statehood. 

What do we found? We, after 20 years of existence of the state, are 
beginning to show doubt in the fact that it "has not yet perished"? No, it is alive 
and would be healthier if in its body various formations with questionable 
functions were not founded. 

Once again, it is symptomatic that the speculation around the Fundamental 
Law was always carried out in Ukraine by officials. Firstly, L. Kuchma, 
supported by L. Kravchuk and I. Pliushch, achieved for the Parliament to give 
the Cabinet of Ministers the right (think about it!) to write laws in the form of 
decrees. Only 12 deputies together with me were against this venture. The 
collapse of the economy and the looting of the country's wealth are not the 
only consequences of that venture. Subsequently, L. Kuchma, as the President, 
complained all over the world that he had no right to dissolve the Parliament, that 
it should be bicameral and there are still plenty of empty innovations. The baton 
of discontent was taken by V. Yushchenko, who to become the President, 
supported the first step towards a European model of governance, and once elected 
immediately joined the struggle for the abolition of these amendments. That is why 
there was an unconstitutional attempt about the whole election - 2007, the fraud 
with votes regarding the opponents of the constitutional revenge – the socialists. 
Subsequently, the personal quarrel between the President and the Prime Minister 
brought the constitutional provisions to a fig leaf. However, they have now the 
pleasure: there is the Constitution – 1996. Although it is with the illegal decision of 
the Constitutional Court and inactive in this respect Parliament, but... it is. V. 
Yushchenko and Yu. Tymoshenko should be happy. 
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It seemed that V. Yanukovych should have been satisfied as well. No one 
would even think that he did not have enough powers to power or no ability to hold 
it in his arms. "Skill" has been already shown. 

What's the matter? Why such a rapid surge in the constitutional initiatives, 
and even in unsuitable time? It is not necessary to refer to platitudes about the 
attempt to hide the socioeconomic problems with political show around the 
Fundamental Law. For that, if necessary, there would be enough tools. I don't want 
to do speculation, but I hope that V. Yanukovych will carefully analyze WHO and 
WHY is seeking for a constitutional scandal. And what kind of consequences, 
including for the President, can be expected. 

Perhaps the "walkers to the President" threw him of the evidence regarding 
the need for amendments. It is possible, moreover on the way of Ukraine to Europe 
it is necessary to create "Europe" in Ukraine. And for this the legal system should 
be adapted to the European. This work started in late 2004, by the way, with the 
support of V. Yanukovych. And if not regressive decision of the Constitutional 
Court, there would be need only to amend some articles regarding local self-
government, judicial system and the Prosecutor's office. 

In any case, something should be amended in the Constitution. What's the 
problem? The President is the subject of legislative initiative. He has the 
constitutional right to establish working groups, commissions and the like. His 
disposal is enough to determine the status of the so-called excess of authority, 
without politicization, professionally and efficiently, though under the safe 
supervision of L. Kravchuk, the group has prepared the necessary proposals. And 
then – as defined in the Constitution. If necessary through a referendum. And to 
provide discussion, evaluation, publicity... is a job of technology. 

By doing this, care should be taken according the conformity of "spirit and 
letter" to the Constitution. For this reason some lawyers can go far being excited 
with "spirit", accusing others of legal ignorance. There are different opinions. The 
Constitution, with its important and universal role and a generalized statement on 
the legal state remains, moreover, to be a very specific thing. Only in this form it is 
suitable for its exceptional function. 

It is necessary to have in mind that the use of the instrument of "Assembly" 
requires first, amendments to chapter XIII of the Constitution, and they can be 
made only by referendum. A referendum on... "the Assembly". Is it right? And 
what for is it necessary, in particular, for L. Kravchuk and V. Yanukovych? To 
solve their personal problems under the guise of the Assembly, embroil people in 
an argument and to lose the state? 

I propose the shortest, most effective and, most importantly, constitutional 
way. 

Once again I will repeat, the troubles of Ukraine are not in the Constitution, 
but in violating its provisions. 

 
And if You went with the tapes [about Honhadze] to Kuchma, if you 

opened the card? Could be that the government would have the impulse to 
cleanse itself, and Ukraine, the evolutionary path of democratization? 
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Interesting. Tell me how it would look. Politics is not a game of cards. 
Especially to cheat... It's not mine. Even in the card game. And then to carry in the 
soul the whole life: "I'm Sorry, Givi, you were killed so that... democracy has 
collapsed"? The offence is balanced by punishment. So social relations are built. 
It cannot be traded. Especially when the price is human life. 

Another example. I met with Kuchma. And so, there is information that in 
America, a scandal will break out regarding the "Kolchuga" passive sensors. It is 
necessary to prevent it. There is a possibility. 

- Ah, this is what to wear? my companion played smart. 
- I'm sorry, then there is nothing to talk about. 
"Kolchugas" are found in Iraq. At the meeting, I asked Albright* about it. 

She delicately kept silent. It was clear, there was higher interest in something at 
that time than the case of the illegal arms trade. 

 
Sorry, all these questions are dictated by a bitter recognition that the 

authoritarianism of Yanukovych's first year is much worse than the 
authoritarianism of Kuchma’s tenth year. 

We (society in general) are often smart in hindsight. It was necessary to 
support the socialists. There were many possibilities during 20 years. It did not 
happen. And journalists often kept silent where it was impossible to be silent or 
have chosen a comfortable position. Isn't that right? Is it not evident that the 
removal of the socialists during at least the last two years from the 
information space, is instruction. And we're all supposedly for freedom of 
speech and democracy. 

 
The family of Kuchma thinks that the cassette scandal was ordered by 

another state. Some journalists think that the cassette scandal was ordered by 
another state. However, Kuchma and journalists accuse not the same but 
different states. Are you suggesting that Heorhii might have been killed with 
the aim of launching the cassette scandal? 

There is no need to presume anything, as the investigation is allegedly 
conducted and "traces" of foreign states are not detected. Generally, such a 
shame to tell it because people are not primates. They should not be hurt by the 
propaganda of idiotic versions. 

Can we get on topic? And what state "ordered" Kryvyi Rih provocation, 
and why a man – Serhii Ivanchenko - being innocent, spent 5 years behind bars? 
Why did the President almost every day control the investigation?  

And why are not the investigations of the murders of Maliev, Hetman, 
Chornovil... the poisoning of Yushchenko and "exploits" of Lozynskyi completed 
till the end? Are these also "traces" of foreign countries, or ours?  
 

23.02.2011 
 
__________________________ 

* Former U.S. Secretary of State, later Director of the Institute of democracy. 
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Answers to journalists of the newspaper "Observer" (Obozrevatel) 
  

Mr Moroz, You are called the "godfather" of political reform. How do 
You feel about the return, given the decision of the Constitutional Court, to 
the Fundamental law of 1996?  

Legal system in the state is regulated by the Constitution. However the 
Fundamental law may be subject to updates, additions, amendments, if public 
practice confirms the need for such correction. It confirms by the objective need. I 
emphasize objective requirements, because the provisions of the Constitution 
should be in force automatically, regardless of whether someone likes it or not. 
And when these provisions are harmful, hamper some necessary social process, 
then a law on amendments is being prepared on initiative and under the procedure 
defined in the Constitution itself, amendments are made. 

In 1996, when we prepared the text of the law, the procedure of amendments 
has been highlighted, the legislator insured the Fundamental act of subjective 
intervention. It was also felt in various power combinations, but until that time, the 
limits of constitutional provisions in general were not violated. The first principle 
violation was everything concerning the decrees of Victor Yushchenko 
concerning early termination of powers of the Parliament. There were enough 
publications it is not necessary to repeat the arguments. I'll just mention that there 
was signing (by me as well) of some documents, including on the possibility of the 
2007 elections, an additional opportunity to return their actions in the 
constitutional field was created for Yushchenko. Or on the advice of Yulia 
Tymoshenko, or others, or according to his own calculations, he did not take 
advantage of the created opportunity. Now he evaluates the consequences, 
apparently, nobody cares. But the fact that brawl 2006 – 2007 launched a campaign 
of humiliation of the Constitution, there is no doubt. 

From 1996 to 2004, relations between government institutions showed that 
excessive concentration of power in the hands of the President is detrimental 
to the interests of the state, the local government reduced to a screen for 
administration, and the role of people as a source of power is generally destroyed 
because of the possibility of administrative resources. In any case, the relationship 
was artificially close more to autocracy of the times of Ivan the Terrible than to the 
European standards of democracy. 

Anticipating such distortions, before the adoption of the Constitution we 
even proposed in our variant the content of the provisions which later in 2004 
became the adopted amendments. 

Talk about "conspiracy" of Moroz and Kuchma (Medvedchuk) – is known 
whose fiction is. What Leonid Kuchma wanted, a referendum organized by him in 
2000 showed. He wanted "his" dictatorship. It failed. 

The amendments in 2004 is the first stage of reform. So, Viktor 
Yushchenko and his supporters chose: either amendments to the Constitution and 
the European model of governance, or he is not the President. The first argument, 
proposed by me (and signed by him in the agreement) outweighed. He did not 
want this option and after the election everything was done to return to the 
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previous contents of the Fundamental law. Yulia Tymoshenko sought the same, 
but because of other but also personal reasons. Today they have a coveted option. 

The conclusions of the Constitutional Court a year ago and their 
implementation is an example of gross violation of the Constitution. As the 
high authority of constitutional proceedings, the Constitutional Court disgraced 
itself. I have repeatedly warned not to cross the line of acceptable. I appealed with 
an open letter to the President concerning it. But he (and the Parliament) have 
implemented the unconstitutional decision of the Constitutional Court. The reality 
is as such. 
 
           24.02.11 
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 From an interview to the newspaper "VOICE OF UKRAINE" (Holos Ukrainy) 
 

Mr Moroz, the Independence Act of Ukraine and the Declaration had a 
single logic of development. Who was the initiator of the Act? 

Before the consideration of procedural matters and other details, it is 
necessary to say about fundamental things. They may seem dubious to some 
patriots, but objectivity is more important than personal desires. 

We pay tribute to those Ukrainians who have long advocated for the 
independence of the state. With respect let’s mention those deputies, whose 
position in this respect was consistent (L. Skoryk, L. Lukianenko, S. Khmara, V. 
Chornovil, M. Goryn and others). They restored the word "sovereignty" in the 
public mind and lifted it from oblivion. 

But the independence of Ukraine, as well as all other subjects of the 
Union, was achieved because of the actions of the amateurishSoviet leadership 
and the Communist Party, or which has not grown to the leadership of the state, 
tasks to reform it, or worked according to the instructions from abroad. Rather, one 
and the other at a time. 

This material is not a historical study on the causes of the destruction of the 
Soviet Union. Suffice is it to say that in the end the fact of independence was 
happened, and this fact should be considered as objectivity, or objective law. 
Today there has not already been a fundamental difference. 

The text of the Independence Act, as far as I know, was prepared by M. 
Horyn, L. Lukianenko and D. Pavlychko. They agreed on it with L. Kravchuk in 
advance. There was no need to show a special initiative. Such documents were 
previously adopted in the Baltic States. And on August 24, almost all deputies 
came to the meeting with the conviction that it was necessary to immediately move 
away from the king's games in Moscow, from the bickering between B.Yeltsin and 
N. Gorbachev. All of this was boring and could end tragically for the people. 
 

Were You a part of the group which prepared the document, what were 
the main differences between participants? 

With the main contents of the document there were no differences. When we 
left the office of the Chairman of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada), I 
proposed to colleagues to exclude from the preamble the words of special 
gratitude to B. Yeltsin. My motivation was to ensure that we were talking about 
the fundamental state document and it was not worth splitting it up this way. The 
proposal was accepted without objection. 
 

At that time, when in Russia on 19 August 1991 there was a coup, in 
Ukraine, fortunately, the blood was not shed, but it hung by a thread. The 
deputiesof different political views united. How did the seeking of the 
compromise happen? How did you feel at that moment? In particular, and 
after the Declaration was adopted? 

It was the events in Moscow that have contributed to the consolidation of the 
Ukrainian Parliament. The so-called coup was a farce, it was felt by all deputies. 
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It was impossible to take information seriously that at the Centre there was a 
coup, because of which policymakers... took their bossy seats. "Isolated" (by 
whom? where? why?) in Foros, the President of the USSR was not able to return to 
Moscow. 

For this reason on 20.08.91 in the morning, having prepared a draft 
statement of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of Ukraine on the 
rejection of comedy and distancing from intrigue in Moscow, I went to the 
leadership of the Central Committee. I added my views about participation of M. 
Gorbachev in the conspiracy to the statement. There was a hope to withdraw 
from the blow and defamation of innocent three million Communists. 
Unfortunately, the leadership of the Central Committee did not work. And in 
Kazakhstan the right thing was done. Perhaps, therefore, now they have other 
results. 

The Declaration was adopted a year earlier. The work was done on it for 
many weeks, as the basis for a future Constitution. Firstly deputies despised it. 
Later, when a confused policy of Moscow and the idea of a new Union Treaty was 
the subject of discussion in the society and when provoked clashes in Tbilisi, 
Nagorno-Karabakh, Riga became a reality when as a result of intrigues and full of 
anarchy began to shed blood, the work on the content of the Declaration began 
carefully. However, the initiative of the Russian colleagues also promoted the easy 
adoption of the Declaration. A month before us the Declaration of sovereignty 
of the Russian Federation was adopted. Intentionally I remind of it, because 
among the Russian nationalists, sometimes there is a surprise at the appearance of 
the sovereignty of Ukraine. Don't be surprised you tried to separate Russia as well. 
This coincided with our intentions. 
 

The Independence Act of Ukraine first of all proclaims: "...considering 
the mortal danger hanging over Ukraine in connection with coup in the USSR 
on 19 August 1991," and then "continuing the millennial tradition".... Was 
the state of rebellion the reason for the proclamation of the Act? If it was not, 
who knows for how long would that fateful day be postponed? 

It must be clearly understood that the Declaration and the Act was the last 
step to the creation of the state and control inherent in the state. We had by that 
time the Union state, the mechanism of functioning of which was the Communist 
Party. By the decisions of the party leadership, it was suspended from office 
(subsequently disbanded by M. Gorbachev), from the main function. It was 
necessary to find other forms of functioning of the state, based on the experience of 
democracies, in particular the separation of powers. It would have happened any 
way. The quantitative change is accumulated so that the new as they would have 
become new inevitably, moreover a society cannot exist in a situation of 
continuous anarchy. August 19 is just a catalyst of transformation of quantity 
into quality. 
 

Would it be possible to defend independence without injury to economic 
relations with the former republics of the Soviet Union? 
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Of course, it can be and should be. We had to start working on a new Union 
Treaty, as the formula of independence. The situation allowed to fully defend the 
sovereign rights without destroying what all need together without losing what was 
ours: assets, deposits, property, property of diplomatic missions, energy complex, 
transport and transit networks... 

No, we "had our disagreements", and then got depressed. But the state is not 
a playground. 
 

Do You consider the refusal of Ukraine of nuclear weapons to be a 
mistake? 

In those circumstances, Ukraine could not keep nuclear weapons. Another 
matter that we could not have given it so incompetent (and even illegally).  
 

At the solemn meeting dedicated to the third anniversary of the 
proclamation of independence of Ukraine, You said: "Both the President and 
the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada), as well as the government will not 
retreat from the promised: the state must find a way to return to the people 
everything that was taken away during recent years"... Why do you think the 
government never compensated the citizens of Ukraine, the devaluation of 
money savings in the institutions of the Savings Bank? 

Because the savings are devalued. They do not add up into the chest, but are 
kept in circulation. When the economy functions, the part of money that provides 
the economy, is possible to divert to the return of savings. And when the economy 
is destroyed, there is not money available. If there are, then they are "drawn", the 
issued, supported by nothing, and therefore nothing can be bought for it. And to 
return the savings of value, it was necessary to act as provided in the adopted 
on my initiative law. As I suggested on behalf of the socialists to carry out 
privatization. I was kind of hoping for it, making the mentioned report, believing in 
the same intentions of the President. It turned out he was focused differently. 
 

Strategic targets, which from year to year appear in political programs 
and declarations: reforms, the formation of an effective national economy, the 
development and introduction of modern technologies, approximation of 
living standards of citizens of Ukraine to the standards of economically 
developed countries... mostly remained on paper. Why is it so, how do you 
think?  

It happened because under the influence of the Executive power, 
subordinated to the President, deputies serving him from the pseudo-patriotic 
political forces, with indifference, gullibility and, sorry, the venality of voters, 
under the influence of the dependent media, in Ukraine there is criminal-
oligarchic state, in which business, government and (in fact) criminality act at 
the same time. Of course – not in the interests of the people. 

In fact that is the whole reason. I have not once offered a different path of 
development of the state. I must have been unconvincing. Unfortunately. People 
chose what we have now. 
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You chaired the Parliament in 1996, when on 28 June the Constitution 
was adopted. Then you even personally tried to persuade the members of the 
Parliament to accede to the adoption of the Fundamental Law. "We have only 
two ways - You joked. Either to the Registrar, or to the Prosecutor's office". 
Why did you work so long to gain the document? What form of government 
are You more inclined to parliamentary-presidential or presidential-
parliamentary? 

A serious document was adopted. It took a lot of work. The Constitution is a 
public compromise with the future directions. A compromise must be achieved. It 
took a while. The President has sought the dictatorship. We had to adopt the 
Fundamental Law against the wishes and efforts of the President. But, as stipulated 
by the law, it was without deception. Incidentally, only in Ukraine, except for the 
Baltic States, the Constitution was developed and adopted according to legal 
procedure. 

I am deeply convinced that Ukraine needs today a parliamentary-
presidential form of government with a strong local government. A turn to 
authoritarianism that occurred in recent years is a strategic mistake, made not 
without the will of the current President. I think he has realized it himself. If not, 
he will realize it soon. 

 
In 1995, you talked about the weakening of the authority of all branches 

of government, the imperfection of the legislation and legal nihilism.... All that 
has remained. What should happen to break the ice? 

To break the ice, you need to change the system of government and its 
personnel. We must start with changing of the electoral system by introducing 
proportional with open party lists, linking with mutual accountability the people 
and the government. 

I offered it nine (!) years ago. Except the socialists, no one agreed – from 
nationalists to communists. We have what we have, so to speak. 
 

What is an acceptable vector of foreign policy today? Has not Ukraine 
lost time to become a powerful regional leader? 

It is not necessary to amuse ourselves with illusions about regional 
leadership. We are the country dependent on all, which is losing rapidly its 
economic, human and intellectual potential. The situation can change only through 
the exercise of an absolutely pragmatic policy, in the center of which people are: 
their job, income, health, opportunity to learn and housing. And, of course, if the 
land remains the property of the Ukrainian people. 

Only then people will have a prospect, they will not be afraid of tomorrow, 
will not run abroad for the humiliating work. 

Today many repeat the slogan of the socialists "Let's Build Europe in 
Ukraine!" proclaimed in 1999. I don't know what meaning others invest in it. We 
then and now call not to engage in mantras like "go to the EU" or other Union. 
We should not go anywhere, no one is waiting for us. It is necessary for us in our 
foreign policy priorities to proceed from the interests of Ukraine and our citizens. 
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If there is a favorable prospect for the employment of people, the deployment of 
modern industries, foreign trade balance, it is necessary to conclude relevant 
agreements and to implement them. The world is being rebuilt, there are new 
centers of development, the contradictions on the basis of the financial system, 
sources of energy, migration policy and demographic situation and food security 
are intensifying. Not to see this, to continue to engage in political shamanism and 
at the same time build an economic policy for super profits of ten or twenty 
families... is a road to nowhere, not to leadership. And those who profit from such 
a policy today, destroying the basis - the production potential of the country, will 
also lose everything during the next cataclysm. Do not we, for example, see that in 
the global restructuring we are just not there: Russia and China and India are 
shunning us and Europe only needs our cheap labor force. They would long have 
done a visa-free regime for Ukraine (it is their interest!), if they were not afraid 
of the influx of migrants in transit, the flow of drugs, terrorism and the like. We 
just have to turn the land into a commodity and put an end to the history of 
Ukraine. I remind of it to those "patriots" from the party Rukh (Movement), the 
People's party, the National Democratic Party etc, which in 2001 fraudulently tried 
to adopt the Land Code. Those who today imposes the commodity status of the 
land. 

Make normal Ukraine, then Europe and the whole world will come to us. 
 

Mr Moroz, You are in the maelstrom of political events from the early 
days of creating a new Ukraine, when was it the most interesting and when 
was it to work the hardest? 

It was always interesting. Always difficult, because I did not prevaricate and 
hide behind others. 
 

What would You have identified as the mistakes and greatest 
achievements of Ukraine? What can we be proud of? 

The biggest mistake is a combination of business and government, and 
not the finding of a general political line which would unite all concerned, not 
tearing Ukraine artificially, contrived, unnecessarily on the East-West vectors. 
Especially as it is now, Ukraine is not needed as a partner. 

You can be proud of the fact that Ukraine is still there. Our deceived by 
politicians and pseudo politicians people still retain the dignity, want a better life 
and still a little hopeful for a better future. 

We will build it. I believe. 
 
         01.04.11 
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        *         *         * 
We always need a prophet or a king, 
Waiting for Moses for centuries and years, 
Because it is destined for us to complain  
And suffer the destiny which God has not given  
To look for good abroad 
Blame neighbors for the bad 
But who sold the truth? 
Who prevented from uniting 
With the will, the land and faith?  
Instead of building fences? 
And who became a slave, 
And shunned their people 
When the last was taken away? 
We are all saints, miserable and blameless, 
But we cannot realize that 
If we want a better fate, 
It is time to face the truth 
The holiness should be forgotten. 
And all the presidents, and poets  
and workers should unite  
the city and the village  
for the hard work. 
Because it can’t be any longer, 
There is no Moscow behind us. 
Let's make Ukraine in every heart, 
Discard the lies, 
And only blame ourselves. 
For Ukraine to become European 
It must become Ukrainian at first. 
 
 

Oleksandr MOROZ 
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From an interview to "Interfax" 
 

Evaluation of the speech of Yanukovych in the Parliament, development 
strategies? 

I understand that to speak to the people (albeit through the Parliament) for 
the head of the state is never easy. Even more difficult to address in not the best of 
times. 

I understand that few people analyze different texts of such content. I 
include myself to the smaller part of the people, which is not indifferent to the 
analysis. So, the message is surprising. Surprise that, having in the apparatus 
hundreds of specialists, there was no one to at least ask: what did the President 
say a year ago in a similar message? To be interested and to "link" two 
documents. It is not enough for people to know what again the head of state plans 
for the future. It is interesting to know what has been done of what was planned a 
year earlier? To at least not repeat the prospect uncertain in time concerning the 
fight against corruption, the vision of humanistic development society (it is useful 
for listeners, perhaps, to know exactly what this entails), economic 
competitiveness, investment climate and innovation policy, reform of the Armed 
Forces, housing and communal services, relations with Russia, the EU and the 
United States, small salary of teachers etc. It was said in the previous year as 
well. The topics are important, concerning some of them the instructions were 
given as well as promises. In the message it is useful to refer to the results, to 
confirm the certainty and consistency of the selected development line. 

Last year, the President not only was concerned, but also gave guarantees 
to strengthen self-government (laws promised to be adopted before the end of 
2010). He was going to reform for the benefit of the people the system of 
education and healthcare, pension and tax systems and – less specifically – to 
provide a standard of living as of "middle class society", the implementation of the 
European choice. He promised to take care of a new infrastructure of production, 
jobs, of exhaustion of the export-raw material model of economy and its change in 
order to get competitive advantages (?) of our economy... Many more others 
interesting and obviously useful things. What has changed? How to enter the 
best "twenty" in the world, we do not remember. Today this is just a good 
wish, an illusion. But what has been done for the development of energy, for 
change of borrowing policy, the eradication of the problem of untimely VAT 
refunds, reduction of the number of those below the poverty line, the order of 
regulation of tariffs in housing and communal services (what people just feel)? 
What has been done to improve the markets of coal and gas, thermal rehabilitation 
of schools, hospitals, kindergartens, modernization of vocational education?.. 

Did those who prepared the message, forget what they said a year earlier? 
Maybe not everything worked? Then why? Who is to blame, what steps have been 
taken and how will the situation be improved? After all, the President's position is 
"consistent", and people hope, it is consistent not only in words. 

In Ukraine there is not the best tradition with the messages of the presidents. 
So deneral prerequisites are proclaimed (for example, about the potential of 
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Ukraine - it has been being repeated for 20 years), referring to them, you can 
make any turns, and then prove that they correspond to the content of the message. 
This document should be specific so as not to mislead anyone with the definitions 
for example of "competitive (?) government", "balanced representative 
democracy" (apparently, such "balancing" the voters saw during the last local 
elections), "effective public management", "the renewal of the political system" 
(what is it about?), "the interest of people to invest in the future" (of which citizen 
and what future - in new "Elite-Centres", in pension funds, insurers or is it about 
something else?)... 

How can such definitions be analyzed in a year or two, from the point of 
view of performance? 

In general, in my opinion, the language of the message should be very 
simple, understandable to all, without specific scientific terms. After all the 
President is heard and evaluated by everyone not on the basis of refinement of 
phrase, but how this phrase will be or is expected to be in everyone's life. 

The authorities are consistent in reforms that threaten with the destruction of 
Ukraine and the rule of law. The head of the state once again insists on the 
commodity status of the land, although the current Ukrainian practice and world 
experience persuade that it should not be done! Who imposes this venture on the 
President, although recently, he (and correctly!) called this thing a scam? 
What has the illegal change of the Constitution by the Constitutional Court 
given to the state? What has this shift given to the citizens, institutions of 
government, particularly the President, achievement of the goals that proclaims 
Viktor Yanukovych? 

In my opinion – nothing useful. I may be wrong, but there were not 
arguments about this in the message. Unfortunately. 
 

The land question: why does the President propose to remove the 
moratorium, what are the risks of the land market, why do we need to reform 
the land market so quickly?  

1. In the Parliament 23.03.11 the hearings were held "Land in the 
Ukrainian fate: situation in the land sector, legislative support for land relations 
and practice of its implementation". 

Despite the broad topic, the discussion centred on the key issue – whether or 
not the land can be sold. Answering this key question, the panelists were almost 
unanimous – the agricultural land cannot be a commodity. From 25 speakers 21 
speakers have clearly stated this. Two speakers explained their position by various 
additions, two scientists (as always) spoke like "something should be done". 

The report of the Ministry of Agriculture in this sense was oriented to the 
position of the President: "...if the land does not have price and is not sold, then the 
meaning of the land reform is lost. What will not have price, is not possible to be 
bought or sold"*. However, the report of the Deputy Minister M. Bezuhlyi (as 

 
________________________ 

*Interfax, 10.02.11, information about the trip in the Kherson region. 
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well as of the Chairman of the Parliament Committee), consisted mainly in the 
presentation of information and analytical materials, which were difficult to 
consider the evidence base for the approval of the commodity status of the land. 
Therefore, the speaker focused on the draft law on the land market, the content of 
which is yet unknown either to participants of the hearings, or deputies. The main 
objective of the project is understood to define legal and economic bases of the 
market turnover of agricultural land, as a step toward lifting the moratorium on 
the sale. 

Remembering the hearings in any audience, one can convincingly argue that 
both farmers and heads of successful farms, as well as representatives from various 
agricultural associations, unions... almost unanimously declare the 
inadmissibility of turning the land into a commodity. 

The contents of the information and analytical material sent to the 
participants of the hearings with a cover letter of M. Azarov, lead to certain 
thoughts and generally confirm the correctness of the position of socialists 
during all the years of criminal reforms in the agricultural sector. In the 
reports the level of decline of agricultural production is mentioned, and it is 
impressive. During 20 years of reforms meat production decreased by 5.5 
times, milk by 8 times, bread and bakery products by 3.6% times and sugar 
by 5 times. The number of cattle decreased by 5.1 times, pigs by 2.6. 
Consumption of meat per capita has decreased by 2,5 times, milk – twice, fish 
- three times. Consumption of potatoes has inly ncreased, which describes the 
structure of nutrition – in 1.3 times (from 322 to 427 kg when scientifically based 
norm is 123) and the consumption of vodka has increased by 1.5 times and beer by 
2.5%. 

The degradation of the industry is visible with the naked eye. The fields are 
overgrown with shrubs, work on the land conservation is not carried out, drainage 
systems are destroyed, in most of the former farms animal breeding is destroyed. 
People lost their jobs. From four and a half million people employed in 
agriculture twenty years ago, now about 600 thousand people are employed. 

And about 6.3 million have state acts in the hands, confirming their right 
of private ownership of land. More than half of such owners either are not able to 
cultivate the land themselves, or they received it in inheritance and will not come 
back to the village. This potential of those wishing to sell their property because in 
the overwhelming number of cases, these people have no benefits from their 
ownership of land and do not see any positive prospect. 

From here you can do quite a reasonable conclusion: the collapse of the 
agricultural sector is a planned step for the gratuitous assignment of fixed 
assets, in this case of land. This practice was established in Ukraine during 
voucher privatization, when enterprises were artificially brought to bankruptcy and 
received for peanuts by those who have brought them to such a state, or to those 
who were chosen by the authorities. 

There are also reasons to say that the current situation with the land is a 
pre – thought-out fraud, in which the power was involved. A guide to this 
criminal line was the second President of Ukraine L. Kuchma, issuing 
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unconstitutional decrees regarding land relations, especially at the beginning of its 
first and second cadences. 

Adopted in 1992 the Land Code did not allow arbitrary manipulation of the 
land, so it was attacked by the President and those who taught him or served him. 
Since the law did not provide rights of full private ownership of land (and at the 
time of its inforcement only 3 amendments  to the document were made) the 
venture with the adoption of the new law was used. In October 2001, seducing 
his supporters in the Parliament (including the "nationally oriented" deputies), with 
the possibility of change in the leadership of the Parliament, the coup was carried 
out. Deputies-opportunists actually betrayed the Ukrainian land for the opportunity 
to have "theirs" in the leadership. The new law provides for the right of sale of 
land. This document was not voted on in the session hall, signatures to the draft 
the deputies put in the office of Deputy Chairman of the Parliament S. Havrysh. 
On the same day, L. Kuchma signed a fake, although the decision was illegal and 
the signatures of the deputies have not been seen. 

This implies several important points. 
There is a need to explain who exactly signed the ill-fated draft, moreover 

these same people (and political parties they represent), seemed to be against the 
sale of land nowadays. Such information is important as an argument during the 
next election campaign. 

The imperfection of the law 2001 is evident from the fact that during its 
application there were more than 50 amendments, clarifications and additions 
made. 

Knowing the defectiveness of the law and having fear of consequences of 
questionable land turnover, L. Kuchma easily agreed with necessity of the 
moratorium. Later V. Yushchenko was forced to continue this line, even though he 
was and is an apologist for the right to sell the land. 

There are all reasons for appealing to the Constitutional Court regarding 
the legitimacy of the law. If the Constitutional Court changed illegally the text of 
the Constitution, although while amending in December 2004 there were no actual 
violations, in respect of the law it has an undeniable basis to recognize the code 
as illegitimate, as it was adopted in a manner not provided for by the Regulations 
of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada). 

At the same time, the Constitutional Court is to make the interpretation of 
articles 13 and 14 of the Constitution, according to which the land is public 
property. How can this provision be provided by, if the ownership will be private? 
(Do not recall even the property of legal or physical person – non-resident. Then 
the right of the people is fiction, generally speaking). 

2. During the hearings common opinion on necessity of holding of a 
referendum concerning the possibility or impossibility of selling the land was 
repeatedly expressed. 

Under normal conditions, with the free conduct of public debate, a 
referendum would be useful to obtain legal base for formation of all land relations, 
and for awareness. The latter is particularly important, because in the minds of 
people imposed cliches are easily deposited. Namely: throughout the world the 
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land is sold; if the land has a market value, then it will no doubt be invested in; 
land as a commodity may be security for the bank loan; if the land owners cannot 
work on the land, they can sell it to gain profit... that in the end this way it will be 
possible to find an effective host for land. 

Such cliches, in principle, are not false. But firstly, the goals expressed by 
them, could be achieved without turning the land into a commodity. Secondly, 
when there is the commodity status of the land it is separated as a category 
from the person, from the farmer in particular. Simply put, the product has its 
nature, its purpose, they in no way interfere with the interests of a man, society, 
social group, in particular the peasantry. The product is operated for more value, 
for the enrichment of the owner. For example, if it is profitable for the owner to 
grow grain with a high rate of return which depends on market conditions, he will 
not deepen the production technology, involve in animal husbandry, processing 
and soil remediation. He will not, because these all are additional costs that worsen 
(from the point of view of return) the cost structure of the final product. Additional 
costs are excessive to the capitalist. But jobs of stockbreeders, irrigators and others 
consist in these cost and these are the conditions of people's lives, provision for 
their families and their future. After all, we now see many villages where the fields 
are occupied by crops that give good yields, but local residents hereby have no 
jobs, income and hope for change in the interests of the family, the village and 
their children. Family age, to meet their own needs they focus on home production 
in the best of their ability, engage in subsistence farming. It turns out that the 
owners of large arrays are cost-effective, productivity is high there, but the 
great mass of self-employed in a primitive way, with the enormous costs of 
manual, hard work are trying to compensate for public (and private) needs of 
certain groups of goods, in food products in the first place. Meanwhile social 
labour productivity and economic efficiency are reduced, society is degraded. 
Negative processes are rapidly developing in it: differentiation of interests of social 
groups, their financial status, antagonisms are intensified, the opportunity of 
consolidating citizens is being lost. 

These thoughts, based on local arguments, could be carried to people in 
preparation for a normal referendum. But our experience (and not only ours) shows 
that in the absence of democracy because of the referendum the purposes with 
which the authorities are concerned, not society, are achieved. Because it is, 
relatively speaking, "counts the votes". Counts as it is beneficial for it. 

Therefore, considering the holding of a referendum to be possible and 
useful, we will not insist on this action, taking into account the lack of democratic 
guarantees, to convey to people the essence of the issue and guarantees to account 
for their votes. 

3. Imagine what will happen if the land officially becomes a commodity. 
None of the farmers will buy it. It is so clear that there is no need for 

reassurance. Then the logical is the conclusion that in search of "effective" owner, 
the state takes away land from a farmer, from the subject, who can ensure 
efficiency. 
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Examples of the West are not applicable here. The land market in the 
European countries evolved over the centuries, and today it covers a tiny part of 
the tracts of land (up to 1% of them "moves" in the course of the year). But there 
the sale is made between those who are working on the land. Our "initiators" 
propose the opposite: not to find a better host among land users, but to take 
their land. 

Once again, remember that a significant portion of people from the 
mentioned 6.3 million are willing to sell their state acts on land plots because 
either they are no longer able to engage in farming because of their age or they 
have never planned to, because they are urban dwellers who received acts in the 
inheritance. 

We must bear two points in mind. Even with the current population of 
Ukraine only the seventh part of it received land by right of ownership. This 
proportion will continue in the future, and the process of inheritance will distract 
the owner (subject) of land from the object of property (object) from the land 
itself more and more. Now and in the future even more, the contradictions 
between people living in the village will intensify. Those that will be born (and 
especially those that do not have land of inheritance, because for a given locality 
they are visiting) will not have the land by right of ownership. Subsequently, 
being the similar with their countrymen as fellow villagers and as those who do 
not work on land, they will differ in the rights: some will have great value – 
land in their property, for others it will never happen.  

It is appropriate in this case to invoke the provision of the Constitution, 
which says land is public property. How this relates to the fact that for 6/7 of the 
population this right is an empty definition? And one more important detail. 
Public right to land and other natural resources, is implemented through the 
assignment of rents - basically the part of income that is not provided by human 
labor but nature. The mechanisms for this are different, they can be considered 
separately. But the generated income of the land in private ownership all goes 
to the owner, including a portion of the income created by nature. This is a 
clear injustice. 

The second point was very popularized by the previous power* as the proof 
of care of the peasants. We are talking about simplified and mass publication of 
state acts on the land. Outwardly everything is as it seems. But it was done with 
other purpose, because the previous government was also for the land market. The 
fact that the act is a document, transfer of it into other hands is a legal fact of 
transfer of ownership from the current holder of the act to a new purchaser 
(the"bona fide purchaser") of right. Who is he – now we will consider. 

In Ukraine there are hundred or two of other people who will be able to buy 
land. No, it will not be those who are currently renting and effectively using large 
tracts of land. To pay for the land now – the basic stock that is in their use, is not 
profitable, because it's a distraction, preservation of capital. These people  
 
 
_________________________ 

* By the Government of Yu. Tymoshenko.  
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understand well the slogan of the socialists, used back in 1998 – "To sell bread, not 
land". 

Those will buy land who want to earn on this product. They will buy for 
sale. Situation of the land market will be attractive: offer will enormously exceed 
demand, the commodity (land) is devaluated, because it is the main fund, which is 
used badly. Under such circumstances, the costs are low. But on the secondary 
market price will be determined by the global environment of the land market. 
The price will be high, the difference between the sale proceeds and purchase costs 
will be enormous amount. The thing that under the Constitution belongs to all, 
will be sold as their own – by the very few. Calculations show that the revenues 
will reach about 400 billion $. Up to half of this amount will end up in the pockets 
of financial intermediaries and officials, primarily from local authorities (this is, 
incidentally, one of the reasons of the unprecedented severity of the struggle and 
use of administrative resources in the last local elections). This is the financial 
corruptible price of the issue. 

Tales that the land will not be sold to not Ukrainians, we do not consider. 
Our neighbors of the Baltic States have even a law, but all agricultural land is 
owned by foreign banks. 

Why banks? Because they are the intermediaries between the investor and 
the client, and is actually the property of the capitalist. The tool of a bank is a loan. 
In Ukraine the banking system is uncertain, the risks are huge. They are insured by 
high credit rate, which is focused on fast operation of the type "buy - sell". The 
production cannot use these loans because it is necessary to have extremely high 
profitability in order to repay the loan and to return it (to pay the interest and the 
loan itself). This is why successfully operating economies (this was discussed at 
the parliamentary hearings) do not use credits, though it is normal practice for the 
normal economy. It is the practice not of present-day Ukraine. You can consider a 
whole bunch of banking transactions when lending to the agricultural sector under 
the pledge of land, but the result is the same: the money will not go to the land, 
the land will go to the money, in the hands of new owners. 

4. Therefore, the owner of the land will be new. In the vast majority – 
foreign. Then we have to tell the people honestly: Ukraine will be the 51st state of 
the United States, autonomy of Russia, protectorate of Israel, Saudi Arabia... New 
owners of the land will determine the fate of Ukraine. And when they will argue 
with each other, people in the territory will be forced to take a definite position. 
There is no other way. Ultimately, it is the division of the country. This is 
political price of the issue. 

5. Why are the authorities so fired up with the desire to sell the land? It 
is well aware of the consequences referred to in this material. There are at least 
two reasons, and both are associated with a strained budget. 

The first concerns direct payments to the budget under operations of sale 
and purchase. We are talking about the sum about 15 billion $ (it seems that this 
figure was sounded from the Presidential Administration in one of the TV show). 
This is really a temporary patch to the budget. But not more. Compare this amount 
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with the income of the owner. The money will quickly disappear, but the land as 
the property of the people, indirectly of the state will disappear as well. 

The second reason is pressure from the IMF and the World Bank, one of the 
loan conditions and the new tranches. 

World government (and the IMF and the WB are its tools) suffers from 
another financial crisis. It would come again, and the interval between crises 
depends on how the world economy is approaching to the balance between goods 
and money. The main cause of the crisis is the dominance of the issued and 
unsecured dollar in most regions of the world. In the world there is no more or 
less valuable commodity for a partial "binding" of empty dollar. Only the 
Ukrainian topsoil is this commodity. This explains the interest of world 
government in the land market and the pressure on Ukraine. 

Given the incredible structural deformation of the economy of Ukraine (a 
consequence of reforms by Kuchma, I remind those who glorify him), its export-
import dependence, fully consistent with the colonial status of the country as a raw 
material appendage and a source of cheap labor, it – Ukraine – today is the 
auxiliary material in the mechanism of the world market. Sale of the land will 
for ever give such a humiliating role for it and for its citizens. 

On the other tools of influence of the world market on Ukraine and other 
former Soviet countries a separate discussion can be led, starting with foreign-trade 
relations, the role of offshore companies, WTO mechanisms... They all also focus 
on the land market, because this tool also will secure advantages over the Ukraine 
of the existing mechanism of the world market. 

6. With the loss of control over its main wealth – land – Ukraine (as a state) 
will not be able to join one of the major global issues - food. To join on favorable 
terms (not of the WTO!) for our country, and for those regions of the world where 
people suffer from malnutrition. The earth's population is growing quantitatively, 
the problem escalates. Who will solve it – that would be the decisive factor in 
world politics. How can such a perspective be given into the wrong hands?! 

7. We oppose the sale of land not only for the sake of criticism of the 
initiative of the power. The arguments in favor of the sale of land that the initiators 
from the government present as benefits, we propose to provide otherwise. 
Because the influx of investments, and guarantees to banks in case of crediting and 
accounting for the value of the land as the main means of production in the price of 
the products, we can provide introduction of the law on the use of land lease 
rights as collateral. We sent the draft law to the President, the Cabinet of 
Ministers, the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) several months ago and placed 
the draft on the Internet. However, either notice, or answer we have not yet 
received, except for the formal replies from the Ministry of agrarian policy, where 
it mentions that our suggestions coincide with the provisions of the draft law on the 
land market. Suppose that this is so (very few people have seen the Ministerial 
draft, at least it was not sent to the Parliament). But the compatibility of such 
legislation is very doubtful. A deposit may be either the land or right to rent. If 
the bank has the choice, it will give credit only on the security of land, and 
subsequently a kind of overflow from the status of the land as object of rent to the 
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land as ownership with all its consequences, which we have already told. 
Comparison not quite correct for our case can be made. When regulatory the 
payment for part of the medical services started to be introduced, for the user, i.e. 
the citizen, all the medicine has actually become paid. I do not make a discovery, 
but I have a reason to claim: if in public process alternatively there are two or 
more options, the process develops according to the worst of them. At least for 
the citizen. One should not play with options. 

Almost all participants of hearings in the Parliament spoke for the act in 
respect of the pledge of lease rights. It is clear that the mechanism of rent should be 
improved. Obviously, the lease should be for a longer period (at least minimum 
of 10 years) so that tenant does not risk with their funds and had a return from 
investment. The state should be the guarantor in this process, for which the State 
Land Bank should be established. It is possible namely through the State Bank to 
provide state support to those who are engaged in agricultural production. This 
support should be started with motivated much lower than in commercial banks, 
price of the loan and its interest rate. 

The influence of the bank, consequently, the influence of the state on the 
improvement of land use will be significant, and the conclusion of lease contracts 
provides for certain mutual obligations under government control. One of the 
mandatory conditions should be control over keeping and increasing of soil 
fertility. With the deterioration of controllable parameters (as with the transactions 
relating to the economic and financial components), the bank may impose 
sanctions on the tenant or to deprive him of the right to rent the land and to transfer 
this right to another tenant. This practice exists in many countries, it leads to 
concentration of land and the creation of large-scale production. This is just to 
ensure that we finally were not pushed to the margins of the technical and 
technological progress. So the agricultural sector in the advanced countries of the 
world is developing. Not casually there powerful wide span machines (tractors, 
seeders, harvesters etc) are manufactured and exploited. In today's Ukraine, this 
equipment is used only on lands where some investors work "in Ukrainian" way. I 
deliberately take this word in quotation marks because at many examples of their 
effective work, a significant portion of investors form latifundia, concentrating 
in their hands hundreds of thousands of hectares of land, arrange narrow 
production, depriving the farmers, from whom they lease land, of work and any 
prospects. Latifundia is the threat when the land is either sold, or leased. 
However, the mechanism of the lease reduces this threat significantly, and with the 
assistance of the state completely removes it. 

8. The law should find the conditions impeding the creation of latifundia. 
It is extremely crucial for Ukraine to provide the use of the land so that the 
production structure in its scope coincides mainly with the territory under the 
jurisdiction of a specific community. It concerns a number of issues that must be 
addressed, starting with the changing of the role of local self-government. Because 
latifundia make people, especially of the productive age, to leave the village. 

The whole agrarian policy of the state, including the concept of land 
relations, in its center shall contain not as much important economic 
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categories, but a person, the conditions to ensure the rights and interests and 
their prospect. If this is the government policy, then there will be no need to 
"optimize" the school and the medical networks, social development in villages, 
and then demographic and other problems. It should be a strategy of the state. It 
will stimulate the revival and modern development of entire sectors of the 
economy, giving the prospect to the residents of the cities as well. For reference: 
for 20 years in Ukraine more than 1500 villages have gone, the number of 
pupils has decreased by 40 %, mainly at the expense of the village. 

9. The proposed changes provide for a really transformative steps to change 
the policy of prices, wages and pensions. The rent (though to a much lesser extent 
than the purchase of land) stipulates that transfer of its part on the cost of products 
and on its selling price. Therefore consumer prices will increase. This is true, but 
there will be social justice when the consumer has a salary or pension (scholarship, 
social benefits) that will withstand the price barrier. With integration into the world 
market going on exploitation of peasant and urban worker cannot continue. What 
is most essential for humans, namely, food products should have the real 
price. So it is in Europe and in other countries. And when this principle fails to be 
provided fully, then the state provides subsidies through the balance of prices and 
incomes. In the cost of food in 24 developed countries, budgetary subsidies are 
to 50%, in Japan and Finland – up to 80%. And we all look back to the WTO 
conditions, however the price of food over the last five years grew on average in 
Ukraine four times and a bit. Income of families grew at a much slower pace. 

We emphasize that this happened under the conditions when the land has not 
yet become a commodity. When it is sold, then its value will be immediately 
transferred to the agricultural products, because of which food prices will double 
simultaneously. It's not intimidation, it's just economic objectivity. This is a 
social price of the commodity status of the land. Neither rural nor urban 
residents can be indifferent to it. 

10. Finally, on the cardinal question of the strategy of development of 
land relations and the development of agribusiness. 

The world is going to concentration of agricultural production and the 
strengthening of state control over the use of land. It is clear that the success of this 
natural tendency crucially depends on who holds the land. So, you can confidently 
talk about the choices made by leading countries of the world – the land should 
be the property of the state.  

When discussions about the commodity status of the land were just 
beginning (and it was the beginning of the 90s), taking part in them, I used data on 
the volume of buying of agricultural lands in the United States by the government. 
Then the figure of "about 50%" was cited. It took 15-17 years. The figure is 
different: 63%. In France and Germany it is even higher – 67%. In Britain, almost 
all the land belongs to the state, it is provided to users on loan. This is a logical 
and objectively necessary process. About twenty economists – Nobel prize 
winners - talked about it in a letter to General Secretary M. Gorbachev, warning 
him of his intentions to destroy existing at the time economic system on the land 
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because, they believed, fully private property on the land is a brake in the 
efficiency of its use, moreover it is a threat to the entire population. 

In the mid-90s I met in Washington with the leadership of the Association of 
farmers in the U.S. state Iowa. In conversation it turned out that one of the guests 
bought the land from more than twenty farmers. (The farming in Ukraine was then 
in its infancy, and the state leadership saw it as a medium of the effective owners, 
who will make a revolution in the industry, will raise to an unprecedented level of 
efficiency). 

- And how much land does each farmer have? - I asked. 
- 150 - 200 ha. 
- So, now You're conducting business in the area of 3 - 4 thousand ha? 
- Yes. 
- So, do You have the optimal structure of a diversified, efficient economy. 

And do farmers continue to work on their plots? 
- Yes, of course. 
- What is their status? 
The interlocutor did not quite understand the question. And the answer was 

obvious: a farmer became either a hired worker, or the landlord that leases 
the land. At that time - from the new owner, today – from the state. 

Therefore, the land owner is the state. It would seem that such a formula is 
easier to implement: adopt the law, recognize invalid (indeed illegitimate) 
regulations, decrees, the Land Code itself, for example - and effective option is 
provided. However, it is not that simple. People have acts issued by the state. 
Whatever these acts are, and whatever the state is, but it is our. You can not 
fool people. 

Therefore the option of purchase of land by the state at a price that is 
emerging in the sale is proposed. It is a gradual process. If the owner of the act is 
not satisfied with the price, he may not sell, but he/she will lease, knowing that the 
land he owns, is being used, but he/she will never dispose it. It is possible to 
envisage a number of incentives to accelerate the process. Apparently all this can 
look as grounds for criticism, but from the standpoint of society it is fair, 
promising and effective. A clear and understandable concept is being provided: 
the state is an owner, and it buys land and gives it for rent through a state 
land Bank. On a competitive basis, with safeguards for investors, monitoring 
the maintenance of soil fertility and controlling an efficient use of land. Then 
the land is not only a property of individual citizens, but the property of the people. 

It is the main way that the world moves relative to the land. The 
government proposes Ukraine to move in the opposite direction. We are unable to 
agree with this, especially because the land market does not solve any issues 
raised as the cause of turning land into a commodity. 

Participants received the draft recommendations which would clearly have 
an impact on decision-making relative to the land of government institutions, 
primarily of the Parliament. In the proposals for the content of recommendations 
from the representatives of the Socialist party of Ukraine and the Union of owners 
of land shares it is provided: 
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- to exclude from the text campaign for "civilized market turnover of 
agricultural land..." and what is associated with such a market; 

- to include the insistence on the consideration and adoption of the law on 
the use of land lease as collateral; 

- to provide legislatively for the settlement of delimitation of jurisdiction of 
local self-government throughout the land; 

- to create a unified state service for control over the restoration and 
preservation of soil fertility; 

- to ensure transparency in discussing and adopting of the land laws, 
involvement in the preparation of profile public organisations, associations, 
farmers, owners of land shares - those who have direct relevance to land relations. 

Our proposals warn against rash and hasty decisions. Land law is especially 
in need of clarity, stability and ease of use. After all, it concerns the main wealth of 
Ukraine, the fate of the state, the people and each person.     
                                                                               

P.S. Land relations is not narrowly party or purely political issue. We can 
lead any discussion, argue, seek compromises, become friends or foes. But... if 
there is something to stand on. The transformation of land into a commodity 
takes away all RESISTANCE. Support for life. Therefore, relative to the earth: "... 
obnimala, brothers...". 

 
        08.04.2011 
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"And what has he done?" 
(concerning the thoughts of a layman) 

 
The work of a people's deputy voters appreciate with a response to the 

words: "And what has he done?". Done specifically for the person who estimates. 
To disagree with such an approach is difficult because everyone is trying on 

all that there is in the country. 
Of course, if a deputy was engaged in business, and even in that form which 

prevails in the Ukraine, then (if desired) there would be a lot of people whom he 
has helped. But would thousands of others have noticed that? I don't think so. 

Sometimes I blame the fact that I have talked a lot, but have not provided 
necessary shifts. It's true. Why and what about were there the discussions? I have 
consistently opposed voucher privatization, persuaded that it would be robbery of 
the people and the state. I held a lot of debates against the destruction of farms, 
against the transformation of agricultural land into a commodity, for Ukrainian 
land and minerals not to be "floated" to outsiders or fellow countrymen of that 
kind. Hundreds of disputes were conducted against the state, against the 
concentration of power in the same hands, for the transfer of powers at the local 
level, under the control of people. Authorities with economic, budget and staffing 
capabilities. The attack of the "reformers" on the education system and health care 
was insane. I cannot count how many times I had to speak out against the 
elimination of compulsory secondary education, vocational education and 
reduction of health network (now called "optimization"). For six years there has 
been a struggle at first for adoption, and subsequently for the implementation of 
the law on the protection of children of the time of war. This fight continues now 
in the courts. The list of topics can be continued. We haven't succeed in 
everything. We have failed more. 

Being a deputy, and the Chairman of the Parliament, concerning the 
mentioned topics (and even more - not mentioned topics) I had to enter into 
disputes with all the presidents. Because the position of L. Kravchuk, L. Kuchma 
and V. Yushchenko was the same. It took not much time to get people convinced 
that this was so. Who will argue? 

It turns out that I was right. Including the time, when it was necessary to stop 
the brawl between V. Yushchenko and Yu. Tymoshenko – opposites of the same 
content. People believe lies, have been blackmailed, now they see: in the 
Parliament there is no one to come to defend a veteran, a teacher, a doctor, 
the preservation of the land, to come out against the destruction of the 
business activity or the dominance of corruption. Because the new government 
does not differ from the previous one. 

What do I have from the truth? – someone will say. So, nothing. Though I 
would also like to ask the question towards. How are you going to change public 
policy in the direction of a person if your views in the Parliament only a few dozen 
share? Is it possible to slow down any trouble, to convince others of something, 
dependent on, let us say, the President, but to return the state to the fair way for 
people, - that is not enough. Can anyone of the authors of uncomfortable questions 



 262 

rebuke oneself? Because many of them voted for beautiful eyes, for advertising 
figure, on the instruction of "authorities" for ... money. Or just did not vote, but 
their right has been used as the power wanted. 

Isn't that right? 
If it can be reduced to parts, I have enough arguments in their favor. 

Moreover, it is confirmed. For example, significant progress in gasification, the 
completion of the construction of many schools, hospitals, roads, water supply 
impact of the law on priority of the development of the village. The first law which 
was adopted in the independent Ukraine. I have written and defended. Status of 
radiation zones, implementation of the legislation on secondary and higher 
education, simplification of taxation for small businesses are the consequences of 
my position and of my associates. And what about more than two million children 
of the time of war that we helped to win the lawsuits and to return the debts of the 
state to almost half of them. However to do it for free, without parliamentary 
faction. 

You can continue about utilities, tariffs and rates. Line of socialists, 
therefore, and mine, was here quite certain and consistent. As in hundreds of cases 
that relate to individual human problems. All this is a complex business, we had 
and have to deal with. 

But I would venture to say non-winning and unpopular thing. All of what 
was discussed is important. But the most important for the deputy is to develop 
a system of laws (and separate laws) under which a person in the state would 
feel secure, seeing a good prospect for themselves, their families, and for the 
whole society. 

For that we need to know what to do. That is. And more importantly, to have 
the support of the people to do it all. And this fact depends not only on the ones 
that appeal to voters, but on the will of each citizen. 

On everyone.  
          28.04.11 
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From an interview to the newspaper "Segodnya" 
 

What was the main reason for the defeat of the opposition in 1999 in the 
fight against Kuchma? Were there the winning chances of the opposition and, 
if so, under what conditions? 

The defeat of the opposition in 1999 is a consequence of its fragmentation. It 
is objectivity. But every objective condition often depends on the subjective 
manifestation and on the will and actions of specific individuals. 

I think no one doubts the fact that in 1999 the Socialist party was the 
opposition to the ruling regime, and I, as its Leader, was actually the only 
alternative to Kuchma. Probably, this circumstance determined the positions of 
the authorities and other subjects of political life. After all, if all those who wanted 
the regime change, the results of policies of which were visible even then, and 
today – even more so, acted on the basis of the above mentioned objectivity, the 
regime would have failed to stay under any conditions, even at mass (which there 
was) the use of administrative resources. And the country today would be very 
different: with the European system of governance, without corruption, with a 
clear separation of business and government. I remind of this not by chance that 
not only politicians, but also in the mass, the voters never asked rhetorical 
questions: "Why are we poor?..". We offered them (and not once) different path of 
development. But... in some cases, they were too lazy to think, in other - subjective 
things that we will talk about. 

The national-democratic wing (V. Chornovil and others) were not able to get 
rid of the stereotypes about socialists - "commie". Flirting with the government 
(recall the election of the Chairman of the Supreme Council in 1998 or servility of 
the wishes of L. Kuchma in the preparation and adoption of the Constitution, 
before that the Constitutional Treaty), they deliberately went to lose, taking with 
them about a fifth or fourth part of the electorate. The appearance of Yu. Kostenko, 
Yu. Karmazin and others in the role of presidential candidates pre-formed 
understanding of the futility of the struggle of this political wing for power. It was 
well understood by the team of L. Kuchma, on the right flank, it had no reason 
to worry, especially because it seriously put its hand to the split of the party 
Rukh (Movement). (More about it could be told by L. Kuchma and H. Udovenko, 
though it is a small part of the topic.). V. Chornovil did not hinder L. Kuchma. 

The left political flank hindered him. At the beginning of the year a 
reputable consultant came from the United States, who led repeatedly the 
successful election campaigns. I was introduced to him. He wanted to meet again 
after a two-week interval to assess pre-disposition. His conclusion was more than 
optimistic: rating of over 35 %, it was necessary to go and win. 

How much is he asking for services in the organization of campaign? - I 
asked intermediaries. 

- $1.5 million. 
- Explain to him delicately that if I had the money, we would have won the 

campaign without the help of others. 
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On the left flank the subjects of the campaign were associated with the 
names: P. Symonenko, O. Moroz, N. Vitrenko. In total they could collect more 
than half of the votes. Therefore, there was one challenge for the authorities –not 
to allow unification of these votes. And sociology confirmed that when removing, 
for example, of my candidacy in favor of P. Symonenko or N.Vitrenko it would 
add a few percent of support. When removed in my favour my possible result 
doubled.  

This could not be unknown to referred defendants, or even the power. 
Therefore its task was to prevent any consolidation. About consultations of the 
socialists with N.Vitrenko it was not discussed. The purpose and reasons for the 
creation of her party is the subject of a separate analysis. About the role of 
N.Vitrenko in the campaign of 1999 it would have been better to ask her, or at least 
to read her conversation with L. Kuchma, organized by Volkov. But this is to 
some extent the beginning of a detective. It's not my genre. I will touch just a few 
of the final parts of the detective story. But P. Symonenko had a direct 
agreement with L. Kuchma, one of the conditions of which was that the 
obligation of the first was not to withdraw his candidacy under any circumstances. 
This obligation was respected strictly. 

With such disposition I agreed to the proposal of O. Tkachenko to take part 
in the attempt to combine the votes using the agreement, later called "Association 
of four people in Kaniv". Who was its initiator, I do not know even now. But, 
when because of the invitation of O. Tkachenko, the then Chairman of the 
Parliament, I came in his office (having met in the doorway P. Symonenko), 
having learned that the last refused signing, and the document will be signed 
together with O. Tkachenko E. Marchuk and that the signing is desirable to be held 
in Kaniv (it was Independence Day – August 24). Having read the draft, I said it 
was not good. Pretty straightforward content of it was the need to unite around O. 
Tkachenko. I suggested this option: candidates agree to support someone who 
during a month before the election according to opinion polls will have the 
highest rate. As the proposal was logical, the draft has been altered, it remained 
open for signature by all candidates who wanted the regime change and was 
not entitled to rely on personal success. In Kaniv V. Oliinyk, at that time mayor of 
Cherkasy did it.  

A month before the election the forecast was as followed: O. Moroz – more 
than 12%, Ye. Marchuk – 8%, O. Tkachenko – 4%, V. Oleinyk did not pretend for 
the support. With the then head of the campaign headquarters of the socialists I. 
Vinskyi I went to Ye. Marchuk. The conversation took about five minutes. The 
owner of the office offered himself to withdraw his candidacy, claiming the 
post of the NSDC Secretary. Consent of O. Tkachenko was also automatic. 

- Something strange... Mr. Marchuk agreed too quickly, - I said to I. Vinskyi 
having come out of his headquarters. 

- Yes, - I. Vinskyi confirmed - although, who knows, the projections are 
clear to all. 

Two days later, the cause of the ease of compromise became clear. There 
was a terrorist attack in Kryvyi Rih*. Alleged against Vitrenko and on the 



 265 

alleged "initiative" of O. Moroz. The "initiative" of intelligence services, under the 
supervision of L. Kuchma unsuccessfully to obtain confession from S. Ivanchenko 
for many months, he spent 5 years in prison being innocent. Nevertheless, 
immediately after the provocation in Kryvyi Rih Ye. Marchuk refused his consent, 
and O. Tkachenko, "the people called him to the presidency." 17 hours of 
consultation over two weeks before the election yielded nothing. The message was 
clear: anyone but not O. Moroz. In principle, the position coincided with the 
order from Bankova Street. It sounded on the tapes of M. Melnychenko, where the 
President confirmed that they (i.e. he) didn't do anything against Marchuk, 
Symonenko and others, they acted only against Moroz. 

The last attempt of the displacement of the regime was taken at a meeting of 
the Political Council of the Socialist party of Ukraine after the first round of 
elections. Invited P. Symonenko was reminded that winning was possible only in 
case of withdrawal of his candidacy, then it became a real victory of the third 
candidate – O.Moroz. 

- The people have decided, ' said the visitor. 
The socialists decided to agitate for P. Symonenko, did it honestly, having 

achieved significant progress in the regions where we had the advantage, but knew 
that there would not be a victory. 
 
 

18.05.2011  
 
 

__________________________ 
* About the preparation of this provocation, Ye. Marchuk seemed to know. 
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From an interview to the newspaper "Left bank" 
 

Mr Moroz, we meet on August days, when a recollection of the events 
which happened twenty years ago are particularly bright, and at the same 
time – on the eve of the Congress of the Socialist party of Ukraine, which will 
elect the leader of the party and determine the vector of its further 
development... Each of the politicians had then, 20 years ago, to make a 
choice... The party, created by you, is faced with a choice today... 

- I remember clearly that time. Ukraine, its people, politicians, deputies, first 
of all, made a choice in favor of independence. And the main reason for choosing 
(many people keep silent now, calling themselves heroes of struggle for 
independence) was the desire to distance themselves from the king's games in 
Moscow. Then the quarrel over the leadership between B. Yeltsin and M. 
Gorbachev could end with the bloodshed for Ukraine. The second motive for 
voting in the referendum was the desire to live in a country with the unique 
potential: human, production, resource, scientific etc. 

This potential was subsequently destroyed and stolen by some "families". 
Opposing this Sabbath, the socialists proposed a program of action. But the 

greed of those who received the power, snake oil operation with the population by 
the new ideologist of "developed capitalism" and the indifference of the masses 
with raw political structure led to the situation that we have now. 

All this should be analyzed and the way out to the different quality of 
social and individual life should be offered. This is a task for our party. The 
country's future and destiny of the party itself depend on it. 
 

In 1991, the deputies - Communist Party members made their choice in 
favor of independent Ukraine, and just in a day, at a meeting of the Presidium 
of the Supreme Council the party itself was dissolved… Many of its former 
members together with You appeared as the creators of the Socialist party of 
Ukraine, others insisted and demanded cancellation of the decision on 
prohibition of the Communist Party of Ukraine and only after it declared 
itself as an organized political force... What was the difference in approaches 
among the left forces, how did it evolve, what are the prospects of unification 
of the left forces in present-day Ukraine? 

- The Communist Party was banned illegally… by its leaders, starting 
with the famous decree of the President M. Gorbachev, with the illegitimate 
resolution of the Presidium of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine, 
in which the majority were members of the Communist Party. 

Having got no support from former members to include the question on the 
resolution of the Presidium in the agenda of the session, I announced the creation 
of a new party. A month later its Founding Congress was held. On it (and several 
times subsequently) the socialists namely insisted on the abolition of the 
unconstitutional decision of the Presidium on the prohibition of the 
Communist Party of Ukraine. It was done by people who were creating a party 
of a new type, but who cared about the rights of former Communists. Some of the 
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Communists forget about it today. That is one of the manifestation of mentioned 
by You differences. 

The differences of the socialists from the Communists are clearly 
defined in the programs of the parties. They relate, in particular, to property 
relations, the essence of democracy, rights and freedoms of the individual, the role 
of the state and assessments of history. But there are many similarities in the vision 
and the assessment of the situation, its elements and the possibilities of social 
justice. Based on this, we offered the Communists coordination of actions, 
blocking and even the possibility to unite (subsequently after refinement of the 
program provisions) several times since 1997-1998. Nothing happened and not by 
the fault of the socialists. 

Today it is hardly possible to talk abour such a Union. Competition between 
parties in the struggle for the levers of power affects it. The situation has changed. 
There are a lot of parties. Money has come to the politics, often criminal. 
Immediate benefits often close the prospect. These are all new circumstances that 
in combination tear the political life from the people, turning the politics into 
a party, a show, cause the unbelief of the people in the sincerity of political 
intent. 

But the Union of the left is the issue that needs to be solved. The role of 
socialists is paramount. At least because the socialists were the source of all parties 
of this spectrum. 
 

On Sunday, the 14th, You will once again rise to the podium - not as 
Honorary Leader and founder of the party, but as a candidate for today's 
leadership in it...Whether You like it or not it is an evidence of the crisis in the 
party... Probably it is inappropriate for our interview to turn into a summary 
of Your programme of action of the party, but distance of twenty years offers 
a retrospective look at what we went through, the principal events in the life 
of the country in which the Socialist party of Ukraine and You personally 
took actively and directly part... Perhaps a lot of things could be seen 
differently today... Let's try to outline the most important points. If I make a 
mistake, correct me please... so, in thesis – 

-the relationship between the socialists and communists after the 
reconstitution of the Communist Party of Ukraine; 

-election of You as the Chairman of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna 
Rada); 

-the adoption of the Constitution; 
-The law on local self-government and fundamental disagreement on 

this issue with the then President Kuchma; 
-split with Nataliia Vitrenko; 
-"Association of four people in Kaniv"– the idea and the result; 
-the Honhadze case and Melnychenko’s tapes; 
-the walkout "Ukraine without Kuchma"; 
-elections and political accord with Yushchenko; 
-Maidan; 
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-political reform; 
-You are the Chairman of the Parliament again; 
-elections, post-election crisis; 
-Your absence in a new orange coalition and leaving of Vinskyi;  
-anti-crisis coalition; 
-the dissolution of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada), ousting of 

the socialists from the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada);  
the last presidential election and the subsequent local, in which the 

process of ousting of the socialists out of power was continued by the new 
government.  

...And ahead stated by the authorities opening of a land market, which 
You were consistently against... 

And now – the crisis in the party on the eve of the parliamentary 
elections... The crisis that demanded for You to return to an active party life... 
That's the canvas on which there are 20 years of active political activity – of 
You and Your party. Or would You describe the main events of the expiring 
twenty years differently? Let's try also to formulate the value and meaning of 
each of these pages the history of the party and of our society… 

 Formally evaluating the procedure for the election of the leader, it is easier 
to say about the health of the party in the presence of competition in the elections. 
But in this case such a definition is not suitable. We are talking about the essence 
of the party, about its existence. 

Now, in retrospect. 
I have already told about the relationship between the socialists and the 

communists. For a long time, hoping for the cooperation, necessary for the 
society, I kept silent (and activists of the party were constrained to the same thing) 
on some fundamental points. Someone from the leadership of the Communist Party 
considered it to be a weakness, a moment for the ousting of the socialists from the 
political community, expanding its social base. Publishing of the far-fetched 
analyses, claims to the Socialist party of Ukraine etc began. We have not chosen 
this path. Therefore, we are forced to respond. 

Although I confirm that my election as the Chairman of the Supreme 
Council (Verkhovna Rada) in 1994 was due, primarily, to deputies-communists. 
They had the largest faction (about 120 people), but the party had only just 
regained its status, it could not count on its nominee. And most of the Communists 
(of her leadership as well) took into account the role of the Socialist party of 
Ukraine in the reinstatement of the Communist Party. 

The adoption of the Constitution was an important stage in the assertion of 
Ukrainian statehood. The votes of the Communists were important here. But for 
several months we had to undertake difficult work to ensure their participation in 
the constitutional process. Because "national-conscious" and others, trying to toady 
to then power regime (L. Kuchma) were against it. As a result, the Constitution 
was adopted against the will of the President. And although it could not fully 
display the European model of governance, the basic positions of the model were 
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reflected that later allowed to fight for the improvement of the Fundamental Law, 
for the elimination of the conditions of the dictatorship. 

The fact of the adoption of the Constitution in the environment of the 
communists and some "new left" was perceived as a wrong move. Officially (and 
many years) the Constitution was called the "anti-people", the "bourgeois" by 
them. The exit from fraction of the communists (and expulsion of some people) 
was also due to this fact. 

During the whole period of the existence of sovereign Ukraine, we are 
fighting against the ruling regimes for the different role of local government. In 
Generally speaking, this is the most crucial point of state-building. Well-known 
theses about the "handling of the power", about its "vertical", "responsibility" and 
other are just camouflage of authoritarianism. It is a threat to the statehood, 
because it does not allow for the people to be attached to the management, makes it 
passive, indifferent to the common problems. It, the authoritarianism is a 
breeding ground of corruption, overbearing bureaucracy, and the 
subordination of the different branches of power either executive power or (even 
worse) personal power. All the presidents strove for it, especially L. Kuchma, to a 
lesser extent – L. Kravchuk. 

The socialists insist on the European model of governance, the core of 
which is the local government. The importance of the new status of select organs 
(in liquidation of the administrations) is that effective self-government changes a 
person makes a citizen out of the layman, (the people out of the population). It is 
necessary to create conditions under which everyone will feel personally 
responsible for the choice, for a political solution, ultimately, for the quality of 
their life. It's a pretty ambitious topic, but, generalizing, I would say that without a 
solution to this drastic problem – change of a person – it is difficult for Ukraine to 
count on the successful future. And strengthening of the role and status of self-
government is one of the important conditions for solution of this problem. That is 
why the socialists sought for a political reform. Defending the opposite position, 
V. Yushchenko slowed the adoption of the prepared amendments to the 
Constitution and V. Yanukovych continued his line. 

There was no split with N. Vitrenko (if we talk about the party). Several 
dozens of people went with her from the party, some of them returned later. There 
is a lot of subjectivity in her actions, so I always considered talking about her 
excessiveThere are known leftist postulates in political positions, the 
implementation of which is unrealistic. Assessment of the role of the IMF by her is 
correct, but to do a weapon against all of this correctness... is hardly useful. The 
power used charisma of N.Vitrenko well and not once, but it's also a separate 
issue. 

"Association of four people in Kaniv" is not my intent. I agreed with its 
logic (having readjusted the draft agreement proposed by O. Tkachenko), having in 
mind the accession to the document of all the candidates who want the 
displacement of the regime of L. Kuchma, and the resignation of their candidacy in 
favor of someone who a month before the vote would have a better rating. Except 
for Ye. Marchuk and V. Oliinyk, no one has joined the agreement. P. Symonenko 
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was first to decline, he was bound by the agreement on compulsory 
participation in elections with L. Kuchma. Others (Yu. Karmazin, Yu. Kostenko 
and others) were fighting for the victory themselves...? A month before the election 
Ye. Marchuk and O. Tkachenko supported my candidacy, V. Oliinyk as well. But a 
few days after that, the first two refused their words. Ye. Marchuk, referring to the 
circumstances of the terrorist attack in Kryvyi Rih (he knew about the planned 
provocation). Desirable place of Secretary of the Security Council, he said, 
agreeing to resign his candidacy in my favor, he got it but from the hands of L. 
Kuchma. However, temporarily. Bankova Street deliberately led the line with a 
sense of: "Anyone, but not O. Moroz". It turned out that at the meeting with 
representatives of the "Association" two weeks before the vote, I (indirectly) 
negotiated with the Bankova Street. It is clear, with what result. It completely 
confirmed my predictions, given the role of P. Symonenko, N. Vitrenko and 
participants of the "Association of four people in Kaniv". 

About the Honhadze case, it seems to me, everything has long been known 
to everyone. November 28, 2000, I spoke at the podium of the Parliament. I did 
what I had to do, what later became understood, what others were unable or 
unwilling to do. 

The current rhetoric of some political scientists (at the time toadying to L. 
Kuchma) about undermining of my reputation with a speech about the H. 
Honhadze case, I consider as the continuing of servility. I rejecting rhetoric about 
the alleged undermining of the authority of the "prosperous" with L. Kuchma 
Ukraine. It is not necessary to talk about the "prosperity". And the authority is 
indeed undermined. It is undermined with the government attempts to whitewash 
itself in a completely clear criminal case, the bloody trail of which continues with 
already several victims. As You see, the "authority" of the government is 
expensive. 

Starting with the Honhadze case the walkout "Ukraine without 
Kuchma" began. The socialists were the initiators. About two dozen parties and 
public organizations joined us. I emphacise of different political orientation. The 
people, thinking citizens were with us. The Communists were on the sidelines 
for a long time, V. Yushchenko "son" of L. Kuchma called us fascists. 

The murder of Honhadze and our protests woke Ukraine. People felt the 
opportunity and need to fight for their rights and for their dignity. Maidan begins 
with the walkout "Ukraine without Kuchma". It is important for everyone to 
understand it. 

All attempts of L. Kuchma to run for the third term crashed into the 
circumstances of the Honhadze case. We, the socialists, saw the root cause of the 
tension in the society - the imbalance between the branches of government and 
the usurpation of power by the President. Therefore we sought for adopting of the 
prepared (4 years of discussion!) amendments to the Constitution. Without the 
votes of the party Our Ukraine it was impossible to solve this problem. Therefore, 
there was an agreement with Viktor Yushchenko on his support, where the main 
condition was the vote of his supporters for the amendments to the Constitution. 
This condition (as well as others – on the land, in particular), was soon abandoned 
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by him. (Note, neither before nor then, nor later, no one accused him of 
"betrayal"). Without being in the "orange" camp and the Association "Power of 
people", the socialists personally supported V. Yushchenko. We made the 
President of him. Mistake? I presume. But the third term of L. Kuchma would 
have been even greater mistake. And it was going there. 

We all know about Maidan, though, everyone interprets it differently. My 
opinion: Maidan is a creativity of the people, their first independent creation. 
This is its importance. And it is not the fault of the people that their aspirations 
were trampled by the new government in the first days after its formation. 

The political reform has shown its positive sides (in particular, giving the 
responsibility to the Parliament and the government) as well as disadvantages. The 
flaws of the reform manifested in its incompleteness, which began to strip the 
reefs of dual power. In terms of personal intolerance between V. Yushchenko and 
Yu. Tymoshenko it created absurd situations in the management. The conclusion 
is: intended was to be implemented immediately, in full, overcoming any 
resistance, including of the President. Figuratively speaking, it is easier to 
correct mistakes in the finished product than using a surrogate product. 

My reference to subjective thing in the management – the relations between 
Yu.Tymoshenko and V.Yushchenko is not accidental. It explains many of the 
scenes in the five-year history of the reign of V. Yushchenko. He became the 
President after Maidan. People remembered those who had been on the podium 
(they remembered less who was talking about). 1.5 years passed. The "orange" 
unity has already collapsed. Yu.Tymoshenko is removed from the power, 
V.Yushchenko lost trust. In the elections of 2006 they took part being enemies. 
The socialists were strangers and rivals in the battle for the electorate for them 
both. "The state of being offended" of Yu.Tymoshenko played its role. Suprisingly 
for V.Yushchenko she got significant advantage over the party Our Ukraine in the 
new Parliament. The theme of the Maidan came up again, its values, and with it the 
idea of the coalition of the party Our Ukraine + BYuT + the Socialist party of 
Ukraine. But the enmity between Yu.Tymoshenko and V.Yushchenko was 
preserved. Everyone wanted to get rid of a competitor. But the first is a leader of a 
major faction, the second is the current President. He got the measure of the Party 
of Regions, seeing it as a pillar of stability and a peculiar form of political Union 
of Ukraine. A coalition agreement of the Party of Regions and the party Our 
Ukraine was initialed. But what about the "democratic coalition" and the ideas of 
the Maidan? It is necessary to prove the impossibility of creating such a coalition. 
At whose fault? BYuT is not good for it: a big faction of Yu.Tymoshenko agrees to 
anything she wants the Premiership. The party Our Ukraine doesn't fit by 
definition. The socialists are left. You need to offer them options from which they 
will not refuse. And then – they are "traitors", that's why it was necessary to 
merge with the Party of Regions. 

I do not go into details. More than three months of the fuss had to be ended, 
the Anti-Crisis coalition was my idea. I took responsibility. During a few days 
the issues were resolved which "were hung" for more than a quarter. V. 
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Yushchenko however was preserving the possibility to implement previously 
provided: a third of the Cabinet of Ministers remained for the party Our Ukraine. 

My mistake was that I did not explain to people what was happening, 
considering that to be unnecessary, that the explanation would arouse passions of 
the confrontation, compromising the power. Others, Yu.Tymoshenko in particular, 
did not stand on ceremony. And then the idea about the possibility of returning 
to the old text of the Constitution after the elimination of the socialists from 
Parliament was given to V. Yushchenko and business circles of the Party of 
Regions and the party Our Ukraine agreed to share power capacities... V. 
Yushchenko went straight, violating the Constitution, despite his assurances to 
PACE, contrary to its resolution of 17 April 2007*. 

The elections of 2007. There was defamation of the socialists in the first 
place, of O.Moroz. The administrative resource. We lacked 22 thousand votes. In 
one of the Odesa region  about 30 thousand "were taken" away, on purpose on the 
day after the vote there was a Charter flight the plane with the passengers from the 
Presidential Administration. 

V. Yushchenko had the blunder with the coalition. They wanted the party 
Our Ukraine + the Party of Regions, and were forced to unite with BYuT. What it 
resulted in, it is the sad to mention. It did not work then with the Constitution, 
other reforms solemnly promised to the President by Yu. Tymoshenko. He says it 
now himself. 

I participated in the presidential campaign of 2009, to take the 
opportunity to tell people the truth what happened in 2006-07. I said it in the 
Congress that we make no claims, except this possibility. Someone (and in the 
party!) did not perceive it. Yes, I planned a failure. But successful ones mostly, as 
You know, are supported and loved. But it was necessary to go through it. I don't 
regret it. Mistake: I did not withdraw my candidacy at the end of the campaign, 
because I was in surgery. Practice of present period convinces that public opinion 
is beginning to turn toward the truth. It is slower unfortunately than it would be 
desired. 

Local elections in 2010 are fresh in the memory of all. We felt the full force 
of the administrative resource, which is limited by nothing. And yet, in spite of it, 
we won about 6 thousand deputies seats, created factions in many local councils, 
for a total weight of voters participating in the campaign, more than 3% was given 
to the socialists. And moreover, on repeated elections, as a rule, our representatives 
win. It is not a superfluous, as You know, signal. 

The current government is trying to conduct the announced reforms. We 
do not agree on most of the things. But our opposition is not the cheap PR. We 
propose our project of transformations in every direction which are useful to the 
state and to each citizen. It is the particular feature of our opposition. It is specific, 
constructive, civilized, although the content is most radically different from 
the intentions of government. 
______________________ 

* The PACE resolution condemned unconstitutional decree of V. Yushchenko, 
recommended that all political entities followed the Fundamental Law. 



 273 

In this sense, the land reform is particularly showcase. We consider the 
initiative of the authorities concerning the sale of land to be reactionary, but we 
propose the draft law (on the use of the lease as subject of the pledge), which 
preserves land in the ownership of the Ukrainian people and the state, which 
simultaneously responds to all calls, which allegedly forced the government to 
resort to turning the land into a commodity. This should not be allowed! 

In such a situation the future of our party will be decided, because the 
management and content of policy are related things. 
 

Mr Moroz, if the Congress elects Rudkovskyi as a Leader of the party, 
will You be its Honorary Leader? 

- I already said at the Congress that there will not be the status of Honorary 
Leader of the party at all. It's a contrived and artificial status. 
  

Obviously, the current government does not need the socialists to be in 
power. In the same way as Yulia Tymoshenko, it is easier to negotiate with the 
Communists or with the Hero of Ukraine Lytvyn... What do You think – why? 
After all, the mass consciousness firmly associated You personally and the 
party with the Party of Regions, after Your did not join the new "orange" 
coalition, rumors circulated about crazy financial motivations of this step... 
Why is there such a cooling now?  

- A layman loves fairy tales, even fake. Moreover, in an accusatory 
manner. Then it is easier to live, justifying their "business". Because... 
"they're all like that!" No, not all. I am tired of refuting the lies of swindlers. 
Although I often should.  

Concerning the conditions for agreements. You mentioned – all apologists 
for the liberal development of the state. In the Ukrainian version liberalism is 
the service of power to the interests of big capital. How could it be otherwise, if 
the government is this capital? Therefore, they readily agree. Therefore, the 
socialists (!) are not in the Parliament. A voter should understand it! 
 

Mr Moroz, and do You personally need the Socialist party of Ukraine in 
its present form – dependency of the asset, looking into the mouth of the 
sponsors, members of the party, not paying even symbolic contributions, the 
Secretaries of regional committees, ready to go under the banner of the ruling 
forces in order to preserve the business and the position? In the European 
tradition left-wing parties today is rather a bundle of intellectual and moral 
elites, rather than the organizational structure of the avant-garde type... And 
the Socialist party of Ukraine in its present form sometimes can be perceived 
as the party of "spontaneous" and "inertia" socialists, uniting people mainly 
of the older generation, representing predominantly rural population, 
regional based in the Central Ukraine, with its mental characteristics, rather 
based on emotional and domestic, rather than conceptual system and 
perception of historical processes...No one will say that these people lack 
sobriety and the knowledge of life, but life itself has changed so much and 
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their expectations willingly or unwillingly find themselves outside the main 
movement of contemporary socioeconomic and political processes... How can 
the current party influence events in the country? And how is it for You, let's 
say, being an experienced chess player, to return to start teaching someone to 
play draughts? And this is despite the fact that many would prefer playing a 
game "Chapayev" instead of draughts? 

- In an interview there is little space for political debate. In some way You 
are right, in something wrong. Whatever people You are talking about what 
preferences these people have – they are our fellow citizens. They have the right 
to live better. 

Our task is to explain their interest in the support of the socialists so lucidly, 
that each of the partial ones could say in elections: "I vote for myself – for the 
program of the Socialist party of Ukraine, the socialists, their candidates...". 
 

So, Sunday will be another meaningful moment in Your life and in life 
of the Socialist party -- If the Congress elects You, a huge chunk of the 
complex issues of organizational and daily political work will be back on Your 
shoulders– what will You start with? 

- Let's start with our programme, attracting all asset to its preparation and 
discussion, ranging from "primaries". Let's start with the renewal and rejuvenation 
of the leadership at all levels (preparing soon a replacement to the Leader as well). 
Let's start with the solution of unification problems in the left movement. 
 

And if the Congress elects Mykola Rudkovskyi, what will you do on 
Monday? Will that mean Your final leaving from politics? 

- Everything will be fine*. 
 
 
 
          10.08.11 
 
 
_____________________  

* The Congress of the Socialist party of Ukraine by secret ballot elected O. Moroz as a 
Leader of the party. 
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I ask for the floor... 
 

At the beginning of September the new political season starts. The opening 
session of Parliament will give it a beginning. As always, it starts with the speech 
of the speaker. In it, he would probably say about the semi-year logic of the 
legislative work. And who can doubt that it is closely combined with the plans of 
the government: the law on election, pension legislation, the land market... Again 
the theme of European choice, good-neighbourly relations with the West and the 
East, needs for anti-corruption measures and social protection of people will be 
mentioned. 

In this speech, as in the actions of the authorities there will generally be 
more reflexive response to not very distant echoes of the global systemic crisis 
and, of course, of specific interest in terms of the next election campaign. So, we 
will focus on the questions of tactics, because the strategy is outlined either in the 
President's message, or review of the Prime Minister or the explanation of Deputy 
Prime Minister in overly general forms. Such general forms can be deployed, and 
then it turns out that some of them are contradictory, some suggest the "movement 
in a circle", and in the end, they actually do not change anything: the production 
will stagnate, GDP will grow at the expense of increasing prices and wages will 
not keep pace with it. That is, the conditions of people's lives will deteriorate 
and the quality of life will decline. Again the need to accelerate the started 
reforms will be proclaimed, but in the minds of a layman, therefore, in the public 
mind (and in the minds of those who are in power) it will increase doubts about the 
correctness of the chosen steps, doubt about the existence of the development 
strategy of the country. 

Not being able to speak out about principle matters in the parliamentary 
debate and feeling anxiety for the results of the important intentions of the 
authorities, I want to share some thoughts that were born after a preliminary 
discussion of the project of reforms for the country, which has recently been 
submitted to the Congress and the meeting of the Political Council of the Socialist 
party. 

The global crisis increasingly requires us to make the internal choice, in 
the modern historical-political and socioeconomic coordinates. The consequences 
of a new round of inevitable crisis can be so severe for Ukraine that the state and 
society can not delay even for a minute. You can not continue to float by inertia 
of narrow-minded views on the world political and economic system, to dream of 
joining the wealthy European family (or the neighbors). Continuation of the 
eclectic policy focused on the interests of the business community who are totally 
dependent on changeable external conditions, is turning our country into an object 
of influence and manipulation on the world stage. The lack of clear principle 
positions on the pillars of our foreign and domestic policies, twenty years of 
juggling with categories, far from reality, and the attempt to mask these realities 
make the power not just strange but comical to those who understand the essence 
of things, and at least inconclusive, not able to inspire confidence among the 
population. Because people see the disparity between the actual actions of the 
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government and its statements. The reality is that a capitalist, even imperialist 
regime has been established in the country, and not by self-development, but by 
assigning the entire national economy of the former Soviet country to the 
"new elite". Merged with power, monopoly and financial elite is looking for a 
place in the world of Imperial elites, of imperialist scale. And the government 
meanwhile is trying to hide, to balance the process with social, paternalistic 
rhetoric, cynically invoking responsibility, state consciousness of the people, to 
those values that have been destroyed over the years of independence. This 
discrepancy between real life and its verbal (from the authorities) expression 
threatens the existence of Ukraine as a sovereign state,  the state, which has its own 
history, and must have the future as well. 

The challenges are so serious and dramatic that for the internally unstable 
society, which sees only shown discrepancy and which is experiencing only the 
beginning of self-realization and self-determination, they can be disastrous. Let's 
start with the debatable and, probably, unpleasant. Time for reform in the 
government version has expired. We are late. 

This time began with Gorbachev's goodnatured but silly reforms that reflect 
kitchen logic quirks of social consciousness (on the effectiveness of the election 
of leaders, the cooperatives at state-owned enterprises, the benefits of the officials, 
the fight against alcoholism...). That is why cheap platitudes at first were supported 
by the masses. But they did not have the basic, fundamental values that would 
define and specify the process a conscious, deliberate reconstruction of society and 
the state. 

Civilizational dialogue with the West began under Brezhnev, and the last 
Secretary General turned into unilateral surrender of our country in this difficult 
dialogue, the chaotic and haphazard surrender, which led to the disintegration of 
Soviet civilization. It occurred if after the explosion of a neutron bomb – 
factories are undamaged, the infrastructure is saved, but it seized the human 
principle and a social purpose, its essence and aim are embodied in such complex 
cultural components, as tradition, morality, lifestyle and management. 

The lives of the peoples of the former Soviet Union after the August 
1991 began to resemble a city given to the enemy. In this life there was not the 
delicate matter: of meaning, of purpose, of destination anymore. The society 
has experienced all the stages that befell the people - from scaremongering and 
cowardice of those who were covering the tracks, to the despair of those who saw 
the life's meaning in the service to the state. From crazed from inactivity social 
institutions, moral and powerful vacuum to looting, to open taking of the thrown 
from the stalls to the state as a whole. A chance to establish themselves was 
exploited by those who were capable of the most primitive and unceremonious 
ways - force, fraud, manipulation. They relied almost on instinct, and it happens on 
the brink of survival, while the need of self-preservation and salvation. 

A new reality has created new people with behavior characteristic for 
survival in extreme conditions. In the conditions of complete anarchy and 
destruction of earlier traditions "laws" of the criminal world became popular: the 
cult of strength – physical, material, as the only effective and efficient law. We 
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didn't even notice when "prison culture" entered daily routine, movies, 
television, crowding out other plots  - a reflection of reality. 

In this direction our society has been developing for 20 years, and, from this 
point of view, for the socialists there is virtually no difference between all the 
liberal parties that were in this period in power, one after another. 

Socialists use as a basis the Marxist understanding of the decisive role of 
the development of productive forces for the formation of the socioeconomic 
system and the political machinery of the society. When taking this into 
consideration, the rapid formation of the Ukrainian capitalism, as financial and 
monopoly capitalism and such that fused with the power, clearly illustrates the 
definition of Lenin's imperialism as the highest stage of capitalism. It, imperialism, 
inevitably, objectively pushes society to the socialization of the basic means of 
production, strengthening of the democratic and labour nature of the formation of 
social wealth. Supermonopolies of domestic oligarchs in the sphere of material 
production essentially are the same economic complexes of core sectors. For their 
submission to public interests it is only necessary to cut the parasitic elements, 
exercising control over the means of production and the labour of tens and 
hundreds of thousands of workers. It is historically logical. 

It would seem... 
But the thoughts of Marx referred to the development of productive 

forces and social relations under different circumstances, when, first, all that 
concerned the progressive, self-sufficient development from the lower to the upper 
class. Second, the entire world civilization developed in a similar way and with 
the similar pace. 

In contrast to those times in present Ukraine monopolistic capitalism is 
built on the basis of previously created productive forces. The classics of the 
school of scientific political economy could not even dream about it at night. 
Besides, world imperialism has become globalized, it has developed new 
integration systems, which, except the division of the "Golden billion" (where 
production cost includes the real payment for labor) and raw materials, exploited 
rest of the world took into account recent socialist system. Now "our" 
imperialists are trying to settle at the club, where the seats are occupied, and 
the roles have been distributed and they have been distributed for the other 
scenario.  Our "new riches " are suitable for the roles of a period of primitive 
accumulation of capital. And their capital can join an existing world order that is in 
raw materials, ancillary part, repeating the political and economic practices not of 
the leaders but outsiders of the capitalist world. 

About thirty years ago, we were at the level of other developed countries and 
today we are just watching them. Therefore, reforms that are now proposed, 
would have been of better use much earlier. It is too late for us to go the way 
of the developed countries. We need to find other ways and other reforms for 
them. (About that - later.) 

Let’s take into account another circumstance. After the dissolution of the 
USSR, the global processes have acquired a qualitatively different nature. Let’s 
mention only the most significant. Firstly, the processes have accelerated, because 
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the destructed Soviet system supplemented the rest of the world by effective 
resource. Remember, what we sell and what we buy. In the end, for us, we can 
draw such conclusions: deindustrialization, dequalification of labor forces and 
the degradation of the society... Secondly (nobody mentions it), accelerating 
global processes, we have deprived the international community of a state of 
dynamic equilibrium, thereby brought closer the financial crisis and political 
arrangement. This crisis may soon transform into the systematic economic 
and social crisis on a global scale. (A lot was told about its true nature, in 
particular about the role of issued dollar.) Under such circumstances, to resort to 
belated reforms is stupid. It is the same as to do renovation in the house, which 
is to be demolished. 

Under the conditions of the global crisis it is necessary to do everything 
possible and even impossible to protect millions of our citizens and the real 
independence of our state. The features of a new crisis are obvious. Doubling of 
the price of gold in dollar terms, the war on "lowering" of the rates for their 
national currencies in the interests of national producers, a huge increase in foreign 
debt. Only for the period of Barack Obama's presidency it has grown more than 40 
% and is more than 14 trillion. $. This is above the world GDP (!). Such are the 
realities. 

But there are other realities. Before our eyes China is being transformed into 
a huge industrial state - a world leader in the real sector of the economy, as well as 
the leader in investments in the US economy. There is an obvious conclusion that 
the Chinese elite managed to learn fundamental lessons from the fate of the USSR 
and the functioning of the world capitalist system under new circumstances. They 
managed to harmonize these conditions with the traditional values of their 
centuries old civilization based on the culture of work and mutual social 
responsibility of state and worker. Not trying to copy the features of the modern 
capitalist world, not caring about illusions of the possibility without effort, with a 
profitable marriage – the joining of another's wealth, China has not only ensured a 
stable position of its economy in the world with real labor, production, goods in 
terms of self-destructive risky U.S. policy in international financial and political 
spheres, but also ensured the steady growth of welfare of its own people, 
increasing the level of domestic consumption in recent years, 50% per a year (!). In 
this background, the Ukrainian policy seems to be inadequate to the challenges 
of time. I must admit that our society instead of moving a certain way, had spent 
an incredible amount of energy and time to overcome the most reactionary 
and criminal actions. 

The Honhadze case and other cases, the walkout "Ukraine without Kuchma", 
the Maidan… helped the society to mature mentally, to realize a lot, to partially 
awaken sense of civic responsibility of the people. But these events did not lead 
to positive changes. I say this as the person involved in these actions. They were 
directed only against illegal actions of the authorities – and this was their need, and 
objective limitation. The people in the streets forced the government to adapt, 
to keep themselves within certain limits, but they have not changed the nature 
and aspirations of power. The forms of direct democracy has not found its 
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organic development and consolidation in local government, worker control, 
independence of the press and in the public consciousness. Sometimes a 
spontaneous protest could not rise above the protest itself to become the basis for a 
sustainable and conscious self-development of the Ukrainian society. The 
mandate of people’s trust was in the hands of its holders as a mere bargaining 
chip in trade for the right to conclude an agreement with the most cohesive 
and consistent clan of industrial and financial capital, concentrated now 
around the Party of regions, the agreement with the most organized force, which 
in their propaganda focuses on the traditional values and priorities of the people 
and takes into consideration the social and international aspirations, but firmly 
pursues a policy of promoting the interests of big capital. 

The understanding of the absolute futility and demagogy of the ideology and 
practice of Yushchenko and Tymoshenko, a comic sense of having been chosen 
of one and the populist adventurism of another, their general, undisguised and 
mutually exclusive striving for the impossible things in the principle of absolutism 
forced the socialists in 2006 to seek a compromise in the Anti-Crisis Coalition. At 
that time it was the only body, able to work, where the left part of the 
coalition could significantly influence political processes in the country. Then, 
even if temporarily, for the first time in the Ukrainian history there was more or 
less correct cooperation in the power of heterogeneous political forces – not on the 
level of strategic partnership, but at least based on the reflection of real support of 
voters and the use of mechanisms of checks and balances. This power structure 
was destroyed by political adventurism and Bonapartism, the final destruction of 
the seemingly democratic nature of the Ukrainian statehood. After the elimination 
from Parliament the only representatives of the left - the Communists engaged in 
self-preservation of their structure by situation bidding with Tymoshenko 
against Yushchenko, and later – with the members of the Party of Regions 
against Tymoshenko. 

Today, after the victory of V. Yanukovych in the presidential election, 
varied (but homogeneous with respect to the desire to be somewhere in power) 
political parties rushed into the arms of the Party of Regions, involving in the 
creation of a single party government. And though, from the point of view of 
streamlining of a political structure, that is positive, from the perspective of 
domestic and foreign policies, such unity does not change anything, even taking 
into account upscale politicians – S. Tihipko and V. Lytvyn. In fact, the current 
government consolidates stratum of capitalists of Ukraine and local 
bureaucracy that serves the interests of capital, strengthening the state control 
mechanism, but actually disassembling democratic principles of governance. This 
reformation resembles preparation for a major change. There is a suspicion 
that it is for a global division of the Ukrainian land. 

There were preparations for the attack on the land in advance. Those who are 
now in power as well as those who were there yesterday. V. Yushchenko, for 
example, stated it not once, abandoning campaign promises. But Yu. Tymoshenko 
acted pragmatically. Free and immediate distribution of acts on the land – was not 
just an election demarche, and preparing for what is now being promoted by the 
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government – "restoring order in the land sector", introduction of "single window" 
etc. And the reasons for this "care" were obvious – till the farmers do not have the 
State act on the land, therefore it can neither be bought, nor pledged, nor... taken 
away. Together with the land. 

So when the world froze in anticipation of how the world financial system 
changed (a meeting of the Group of Twenty repeatedly confirmed that the changes 
are unlikely to occur) when the economies of leading countries are extremely 
cautious of the structural changes when they even get into some self-isolation 
and the depreciation of their own currencies to maintain exports and jobs 
when they resort to other protective steps, the Ukrainian government focuses on 
the redistribution of land resources, which is extremely risky for the state. 

At the time when, for example, China, defending itself from global disasters, 
increases the part of domestic consumption, because during a crisis it can save the 
production and the domestic market, that is, to protect the population, Ukraine 
throws enormous resources for Euro-2012 and the organization of the Olympic 
games. Of course, there is a compulsion to continue. But it is as well the 
opportunity to build several gigantic objects. It is good, that roads, interchanges, 
bridges, stadiums, hotels, airports are being built (indeed are under construction!)... 
And social housing or housing for young people, for example, are not being built 
(the state namely is obliged to create conditions for the youth). And it is profitable 
to invest (even issuing!) funds here. This suggests that the first direction is of 
benefit to private capital, and so it is promoted by the authorities. And the 
direction that protects the interests of people is being slowed down, because 
affordable housing allows people to feel free, raises their demands to the level 
and quality of work and level of its payment, to the level of quality of life. And 
when the housing is unattainable, the person becomes more dependent on the 
employer. 

The authorities, the President who want to demonstrate change as evidence 
of the effectiveness of their power could be understood. But there are urgent 
interests of millions of compatriots! Today the administration of VAT the most 
corrupt tax is preserved and enhanced, which allows discreetly to remove the 
money from the poor pensions in the form of VAT on bread, milk, cereals, but 
provides 20% bonus to exporters of metal and chemical materials... Automatic 
VAT refund refers to a narrow circle of economic entities, but for many, especially 
newly established enterprises an unpleasant surprise is provided. They are forced 
to write statements renouncing the VAT refund, "giving" the government a good 
portion of their working capital, displacing the production, refusing upgrades and 
increasing jobs. Perhaps the government doesn't know about it? But today we have 
the power, which is solid and monolithic as ever. And we are talking about 
protection from possible crisis! And not only. We are talking about unequal 
conditions for business entities and the economy, ultimately about the 
redistribution of ownership in favor of a narrow circle of oligarchs. 

For Ukraine, this circumstance is particularly disturbing. It is not about the 
interests of the oligarchs, who could remember the Jewish wisdom – "... Shrouds 
have no pockets". It is about the population of the state vulnerable to the 
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consequences of the crisis. The government must intervene in the processes of 
structural development of the economy, especially as all its members had 
graduated from the Soviet Universities and passed examinations in political 
economy. But there are undeniable conclusions that capitalism in its imperialist, 
financial stage of development never in the world history developed as a classic 
expanded production. At this stage the development of small and medium business 
(and here there is the environment, which eliminates the problem of employment, 
creation of middle class etc) into monopolistic business is a tale and a myth. 

Modern capitalism is implemented only (and exclusively) subject to the 
appropriation of non-renewable resources – at the expense of the colonies, the 
unequal division of labor, stealing of other resources, in particular due to 
imbalances in the development of industrial production and agriculture. Who needs 
to be persuaded that the formation of the modern Ukrainian monopolies was 
not due to the labour production process. Property complexes, that is the basis 
of their wealth, let us consider, were acquired formally legally, although were not 
earned with calluses or head. It's not about that. But now that the separation and 
appropriation of the Soviet industrial legacy are completed, and even in the 
privatization proportions, the highest of the European countries, the stage of the 
same seizure of the productive land comes. The only problem is that this 
process, already very controversial and reactionary relative to the interests of a 
peasant, each citizen and the society as a whole, under the conditions of modern 
global crisis becomes deadly for the society. I have not just once had to appeal 
reasoned about this to a variety of government institutions and openly - to each 
fellow to invite anyone of the initiators of the commodity status of the land to a 
public discussion. No one agreed on it, because it is clear that personal wealth is 
produced in Ukraine, mostly in secret, and who serves the wealth is not capable of 
outright controversy. I will use another argument. Let's put all the figures 
published in the "Forbes" with the estimates of the capital of our oligarchs 
and imagine that they all at the same time sell everything, and get real money 
for it (it looks fantastic under our conditions) and with this revenue they will act 
as the buyers of land. These amounts will be enough to buy ... 10% of 
Ukrainian arable land. 

Then who is the process for the sale designed for, so strongly advocated 
by one pretty woman - Doctor of Science? The answer is obvious – for the 
interest of the world's financial capital at least a little bit, at least to provide 
hundreds of billions and trillions of dollars with something, which in principle can 
not be covered by all the wealth of the United States, which of all the functions of 
world money (read "Capital" by Marx) carry out only (and exclusively!) the 
payment functions. Everyone understands that redistribution of our land is only 
possible with unity of actions of the Ukrainian authorities and the 
international financial community. They understand that this redistribution 
deadly threatens social peace and overall development of the society and the very 
existence of a sovereign state. And those who see benefits for themselves from 
the expected operations, should not forget: mentioned dollar bubble is issuing. It, 
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like snow, will melt under the warming. Only the land under it will already be 
owned by a stranger. 

And who do we have lurking in ambush, hoping to benefit? The one who 
will lose nothing – not even the owner and not the people. He is a mediator and 
official, that provides all the services for legalization of new acquisitions for the 
investor with a bag of issuing dollars. What will happen then, he is little worried 
about. "Don't yawn, Tommy..." is the logic of their actions. And how long will the 
redistribution last, how much time do people need to see and... to regain theirs, 
enshrined in the Constitution?.. This is a question for historians that will tell about 
it some day. Because they may not have to explore such a process. It may not be. 
Much depends on the President, the government and deputies. The speaker ought 
to tell about it opening the session of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada). 

The socialists did multivariate analysis of the prospects of turning the 
land into a commodity. The analysis boils down to one thing – it's a disaster, 
the intention, which involves the movement of Ukraine in the direction opposite to 
that which the world moves. We have proposed credible option of avoiding such a 
threat, have prepared a draft law on the right of the use of land lease as 
collateral. The contents of the argument regarding land relations has long been 
placed on the website of the Socialist party and in the archives of other online 
publications. It is impossible that the state once again cheated the people. Who 
wants to sell his allotment, let him sell. But buy only the Ukrainian state can buy it 
through the State land Bank. 

Another popular topic in recent years, introduced by V. Yushchenko, and is 
not forgotten today, refers to the associate membership of Ukraine in the EU. At 
that time it was delicately explained to V. Yushchenko that the EU Charter does 
not provide such a membership. Who knows, maybe now the EU agrees on any 
external attributes to extend its influence in another market, but the European 
Union will not spend the money on the development of the economy of Ukraine 
(he needs us just as we are), but even on the admission into the European market 
under the conditions of its Union. Who doubts, let them carefully study the 
requirements of the WTO, where the requirements for Ukraine are 
fundamentally different than for "theirs". They are discriminating against our 
subjects, therefore, against the state. 

Energetic and tough reforms to modernize the state and public life could 
give effect in the context of growing markets (domestic and global) and global 
economic growth. Then some unpopular measures could be compensated by 
increased wages and an increase of their share in the cost of goods, labor 
productivity growth. The latter is a key task. It is to some extent correlated with 
the increased exploitation of workers, but this negativity would be neutralized by a 
simultaneous renewal of assets, technologies, growth of production efficiency. 
However, all of this is if. Today it is obvious that the time of drastic liberal reforms 
has been lost, and under crisis conditions it is a tribute to liberal indoctrination, or 
the need of those who enriched because of previous reforms, found a safe place for 
their capital abroad and are going to live there. Or have already lived. 

It is not about Ukraine. 
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Therefore, we must focus on anti-crisis measures to cushion the impact of 
the consequences of global crisis, and to prevent social disaster. The Political 
Council of the party has prepared a project of necessary measures, but they, of 
course, refer not so much to the party as to the state. We offer solutions primarily 
to the following issues: 

- the elimination of dollarization of the economy and diversification of 
currency risks. A ban of any use of currency as a means of payment, storage and 
accumulation in Ukraine. The state is not responsible for the maintenance of 
internal rate of foreign currencies and gold. Citizens can freely buy it in the state 
banks to the extent that commensurates with their legitimate income, when they 
travel abroad on vacation, training or treatment. The rate is established freely, 
according to the results of daily trading on the exchange. The law establishes 
obligatory 100% sale of foreign currency from export revenue in the same free 
exchange rate. The free purchase of foreign currency by importers at the same rate 
for operations with a critical imports under the foreign trade balance and over-
balance – clearing only of the intergovernmental agreements with the free 
implementation of a clearing currency on the stock exchange within the relevant 
bilateral or multilateral intergovernmental agreements. The first step is to enter into 
agreements with countries that are major partners. In fact, it is the regime of a 
freely convertible hryvnia, but with the special clearing modes for major trading 
partners, who will provide calculations and trade even under the conditions of 
general collapse. Ensuring a positive balance of foreign trade and refusal to support 
both the internal rate of foreign currencies and any obligations on the structure of 
gold and foreign currency reserves of the NBU; 

- creation of the specialized agency for the implementation of settlement 
operations solely without the active and any risky operations, without the right to 
free placement of clients' funds on their behalf, with the state guaranteeing of the 
safety of the funds and use them exclusively for the execution of customer orders 
on the basis of one of the state banks. This will allow to ensure full functioning of 
the system of internal payments and saving of means of payment under 
different content of global processes. The use of this bank for the payments should 
be purely voluntary, such specialization is a public function and does not provide 
profit; 

- the creation of the State land bank - the only operator with the land of 
commercial purpose. The bank is the only buyer and lessor of land, it buys it from 
the owners of the land acts at the cadastral price, has the right to adjust the prices 
depending on a situation in a particular area and the condition of the rental market 
(but not less than the cadastral value). If there are no bids the bank may set rates 
not based on internal trades, but at the cadastral price, or by agreement of the 
parties; 

- creation of foreign exchange for sales and purchases of all groups of 
standard goods under the stated conditions. Submission of applications for 
acquisition of the resource groups of goods under specified conditions at 
prices higher than stated in the contracts will be the basis for the revision of 
signed, but unfulfilled contracts and declaration of them as invalid; 
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- a complete ban on paid public and community services; 
- legal prohibition of any use of the state and municipal funds for 

subventions, subsidies to enterprises of all forms of ownership and transfer of land 
and property other than on the basis of open competition; 

- full monetization of benefits, a personal subsidy of Social Security 
beneficiaries, complete freedom of the beneficiaries to use them, the 
inadmissibility of granting privileges in other than monetary form; 

- reduction and simplification of the state apparatus, clear allocation of 
responsibilities and resources between different levels of self-government and the 
state. The state is not liable for the debts of local government as it is not for the 
debts of the state; 

- full monetization, and personal financing from the funds of social 
consumption, unified national standards for financing of health services and 
education of each citizen, the rejection of any direct financing of social services 
and institutions by the state, the right of citizens freely to combine their social 
benefits with the objective of their optimum utilization; 

- a fundamental and urgent reform of the tax system – common standards 
for physical and legal entities, uniform standards of taxes on land, property and 
assets, turnover and profits and the luxury tax. A complete rejection of the VAT. 
Establishment of a maximum amount of the total tax burden on all types of 
payments at not more than 20% of profit or 5% of the turnover, the 
establishment of a progressive scale of taxation for passive income from deposits, 
rent, inheritance and gift. The prohibition of advance payments during the tax 
collection, the single classification of periods, kinds of fundraising – turnover or 
sales – always, profit – every year. The real implementation of the partnership 
between tax service and entrepreneurs, conciliatory resolution of conflicts, an 
independent audit of tax liabilities (in case of disagreement with it – court 
procedure, the costs incurred by the guilty party - not the state, but a particular 
officer or auditor, who took an illegal decision); 

- simultaneous registration of all immovable property, vehicles and other 
fixed assets through submission of declarations by all legal and natural persons on 
January 1. Property, which is not stated in the declarations, is considered to be 
abandoned and is subject to transfer to the income of the state. The declaration of 
assets and property is annual and is carried out simultaneously with the ready tax 
payments, providing the basis for the registration system of the state. Foreign 
property and values are subject to declaration as well, submission of false 
information related to this is a criminal offence; 

- activities of legal entities with non-transparent information about their 
ultimate owners and (or) beneficiaries are limited, a total ban on their activities in 
the field of finance, state and municipal orders, asset and holding companies 
management; 

- an immediate revision of the pension system on the principles of unified 
approach for all categories of pensioners, the abolition of special pensions, direct 
and sole dependence of new pensions on receipt of payment. The establishment of 
the pension funds in the industries. The right of people to keep their savings – in 
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any fund or financial institution in the larger amounts than required in the payment 
of social pensions. The recalculation of all pensions in strict accordance with the 
laws rather than regulations or various explanations; 

- the electoral law on the basis of open lists. Transparent public funding of 
parties in proportion to the number of received mandates. Strengthening of the 
status of local self-government and consolidate of the sources of funding and 
development for them; 

- in the housing sector – a deep reform of the operational services by means 
of free privatization by tenants of houses from the relevant service area. Free 
transfer of the land under the houses and the surrounding infrastructure, the 
transfer to them of depreciation on all objects. Strict control over state and 
municipal monopolies. A clear distinction between imperious and economic 
functions at local level; 

- in the field of power industry and fuel supply – division of the NJSC 
"Naftogaz of Ukraine" into independent mining, processing, transport and 
maintenance companies (with transfer of the pipeline transport subordinate to the 
Ministry of infrastructure). Stop of the cross-subsidizing in power industry, debt 
relief and real resource savings. The use of gas of domestic extraction only on 
municipal needs; 

- ensuring genuine self-government in maintaining the rule of law, efficient 
administrative power at local level, responsible for upholding law and order. The 
introduction of the institution of justices of the peace at local level, the election 
of heads of bodies of public order protection, the delimitation of their functions of 
criminal police and Prosecutor's office. The introduction of jury trials in cases 
where the penalty is deprivation of liberty. Independent funding of the courts and 
local law enforcement. 
 

Such, in our view, are the first and most necessary changes to stabilize the 
society and the economy, to significantly decriminalize life, to call for governance 
and participation in the affairs of the state of people regardless of their financial 
situation. If at least these necessary changes were implemented, Ukraine could 
reduce risks from the global crisis, stabilize the domestic situation, economic 
and political. 

It would be nice if these topics disturbed deputies on the doorstep and during 
the next session. 

We will wait. 
 
 
 
         02.09.11 
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Comment for the media on the voting 
for the law "On land market" 

The adoption of the law "On land market" in the first reading and 
commenting on this event by officials demonstrate consistency of the government 
policy towards national disaster. 

The main argument used by supporters of the land market is the attraction of 
investments secured by the land and the emergence of an efficient owner. These 
arguments are formal, false in fact, they have been being used by liberals for 20 
years. 

In fact, if the funds all of the Ukrainian oligarchs were simultaneously (in 
absolute agreement) invested in land, they would suffice only for 10 % of the total 
cost of topsoil. This is a real evidence that if you start trading the land, the supply 
will greatly exceed the demand and the land for a pittance will pass into the 
hands of one or two dozens of oligarchs, and on the secondary market they will 
go for the real price of it. But the foreigners will be only customers here, in spite of 
any obstacles, invented by legislators, because the process of the capital flow is 
objective. Most importantly it is to create the prerequisites fo it. The land market is 
such a prerequisite. 

The destruction of the village, relocation of Ukrainians from the land, 
simultaneous double jump of the prices for food products, unemployment 
problems under the circumstances of the global crisis, the dominance of the 
interests of foreigners in the territory of the state, the loss of rights to the subsoil 
resources  and land rent are only part of the dangers that come true with the efforts 
of the initiators of the market and dependent on them people's deputies. In the end 
it is about the complete loss of state sovereignty. It is necessary to speak frankly 
with the people, not under the guise of talking about "the effective owner". 

For nearly 20 years, the socialists offer an open discussion regarding land 
relations. And all these years the liberal government is avoiding such a debate, is 
afraid of it. Not accidentally, the introduction of provocative law is postponed to 
2013. The reason is clear – elections of 2012, when general words will not be able 
to hide the purpose of the initiators of "hitting the jackpot" by ten – twenty 
oligarchs at the expense of the people, to please foreign "coaches" to support the 
dollar.  

The socialists once again declare that all the needs (investments, liability of 
owner, interest of state etc), which are proclaimed by the initiators, can be 
satisfied in another way, moving the world route: the state buys the land from 
the owners of acts and gives it for rent to users through the State land bank (or 
transfers it to the management of the Pension Fund, which guarantees the 
preservation of the land and the Pension Fund). Details are described by us in the 
draft laws that the Parliament, the government and the President have. 

This is an effective way to solve the problems. The government, the 
Parliament, in particular, prepare a trap for the state and the people. Either 
very indifferent or desperate people or those who have personal benefit from the  
market ventures cannot see that. 

        12.12.11 
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Again about the Law of Ukraine 
"On principles of state language policy" 

 
Street protests and disputes in the Parliament over the law obscure the 

question: "What is this dispute over?". 
On one of the shows (TVI, 05.07.2012.) a good journalist from the faction 

Party of Regions said like that the law is a political decision, and the content can 
be improved over time. Dubious logic. The Parliament does not take political 
decisions, but adopts laws and resolutions (even though they affect the policy). 
And when to make a "raw" law from a discussion question and then to correct it, 
then this is equivalent to the conscious provoking of continuous conflict. 

It is easy to make sure that the law is bad. Let us make only a few remarks.  
In the preamble of the law the principles of language policy allegedly 

contribute to "strengthening of the status of the state - Ukrainian language". How 
can the status be "strengthen" that is defined by the Constitution? If we are talking 
about the protection and development, then it should be written in such a way. 

In article 1 "Definition of terms" there are attempts to define the essence of 
the various definitions with respect to the language (state, native, minority 
language etc), but one of these suddenly has a reference to the official language "... 
and or differs from the official language (languages) of this state". What does the 
term "official" mean is unknown, in the document it is no longer used. But it is 
easy to assume what later conflicts might flare up in the practical application of 
this term. 

The law is directly applicable formula. There may not be any hint of 
something undefined. In the same article, one of the provisions is as follows: 
"...the territory on which regional language circulates... that justifies... protection 
measures". How to use this legal creation? 

Or in article 5 "Objectives and principles of state language policy" clause 
3 – "promotion of use of regional languages... verbally and in writing... given the 
state of each language". What is that about? How to implement this provision, 
how to analyze the level of compliance with the law? 

Clause 9 – "the application of the principle of multilingualism, in which 
everyone in society is fluent in several languages, in contrast to the situation when 
different language groups speak only their own languages". 

Article 10. The language of the acts of bodies of state power and bodies 
of local self-government  

"The acts of the Supreme bodies of state power are accepted in state 
language and officially published... and in minority languages". That is, 19 
languages, because the law is specific. 

Article 11. Language of work (?) of record keeping and documentation 
of public authorities and bodies of local self-government 

1. "...in the correspondence of these bodies (local authorities) with public 
authorities of the highest level it is allowed to use this (?) regional language 
(languages)". 



 288 

Imagine, a letter in the Karaim language was sent to the Presidential 
Administration or to any other state institution. That is, everywhere it is necessary 
to have at least two dozens of translators and, obviously, the same number of 
interpreters. At least in order to explain the content of documents as well as the 
content of the law. 

In the text of the law there are enough absurdities, declarations and 
demagoguery for many projects. But a whole chapter of law obligates the 
Cabinet of Ministers and other agencies to amend dozens of laws and other 
regulations with the caveat regarding administrative or criminal liability for 
violation of the proposed law.  

In fact, the law, which seems to have not even been read by authors, is a 
convenient excuse for those supposedly fulfilling their campaign commitments 
regarding the status of the Russian language and for those who supposedly 
protect the Ukrainian language. 

People are "brought" to the hostility concerning the language. But we need 
the other thing: to create conditions so that everyone knew the official language, 
used it as well as native and l o v e d the language. 
 
          09.07.12 
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A few answers to journalists 
 

- If You were the speaker, how would You resolve the issue of 
Kolesnichenko - Kivalov bill? 

At first, I would insist on the fact that this bill was not considered at all. I 
think I would find enough arguments to avoid this. 
 

- What, for example? 
There is the election campaign now. Society has been artificially split into 

conditionally defenders of the Ukrainian language and conditionally defenders of 
Russian. Documents of this nature need to be adopted at the beginning of the term 
to give people the opportunity to speak, to hold a debate and adopt a law so that it 
did not cause the confrontation. Practice tells how to do it. 

I suggested at the time, the law on use of languages in Ukraine, where it was 
not about the status of the language, because it is defined by the Constitution. It 
was about how to protect languages of groups, ethnic groups. But then it was 
refused to consider the bill, as each assumed their own... 
 

- Who refused? 
It was 10 years ago. All refused, except the socialists. Now I do not even 

delve into the essence of the adopted bill, it is frankly crude. And the time was 
chosen - intentionally or not - bad. I say "intentionally" because this confrontation 
is beneficial for those in power who are fighting for votes in the East and their 
opponents, who defend the interests of the voters from the West. It turns out 
that all of them solve their electoral tasks. The law is only a tool. 
 

- I don't know whether You were near the Ukrainian house, there are 
now constantly 200-300 people on duty. Basically, representatives of the 
radical parties, youth. The flag of Bandera is raised. Do you think everything 
goes to the infighting? 

You ask people who were there, did they read the law? They are used by 
those who make political baggage of dubious quality. How many times I have been 
accused to be a ukrainophobe. How many accusations I heard passing by the 
protesters. But who remembers that article 10 of the Constitution defining the 
status of languages, I put to the vote 17 times before it was adopted. Those blame 
me who do not know who are affected by slander. 

Ask people what is their true position? Do we provide a respectful attitude, 
first of all, to the Ukrainian language? Let's stroll along Kyiv, take a look at its 
display cases, big boards, city lights, signs... What country is it the capital of? 
Let’s watch TV with its poor translation and subtitles, with the primitive 
advertisements, in which there are gross mistakes... 

We have sufficient legal basis. One should not divide society on an 
artificially created contradiction. One should not look for reasons for enmity. 
           13.07.2012 
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The land – whose wealth? 
 

I came across a new newspaper "Native village. Ukraine". I thought, from 
some cultural organizations – such a melodious name. However, what cultural 
institution could immediately be published in 200-thousand copies, especially 
without subscription, at publisher’s expense? And the content of the newspaper 
is different. 

As it is stated in the editorial column, the newspaper will carry information 
to the farmers about their "heroic work, about their victories and challenges". And 
it is shown in the main image of the first issue of the newspaper how horses are 
pulling the plow which a peasant is working with strenuously. The man is 
victorious, who would doubt it? And there are problems here - for many years in 
the village there have not been a horse plough as well as horses and a blacksmith to 
shoe those horses, and any plowmen. 

Do the publisher and editorial staff see an ideal village as such? On horses 
to... Europe? And "stupid" Germans, the French, the Dutch..., not knowing such 
bright prospects, produce large tractors, wide-planters, cultivators, harvesters and 
other equipment and introduce modern technology.  

False content of the main article of the newspaper outrages. It is wrong to 
distort so openly the essence of things. It is a sin. See how the author is flirting 
with the reader: 

1. Today the shadow privatization of land is implemented, it is written in the 
article. And with the introduction of the market, this will not happen because the 
state will provide "strict government control...". And now cannot it provide it? 

2. The parcelling was conducted unfairly, the succession of units is not 
solved, many heirs live in cities. Will not we have this with the market? People 
will sell acts. Offer will be hundreds of times more than demand, the owners of the 
acts on the land will receive a penny. The land will be bought on the cheap for 
resale by those who are initiating the idea of a land market through the 
Parliament. 

3. Rents are small, the land is actually in the hands of magnates who want to 
"get it in their full property", millions of hectares of farmland lie idle, which could 
"generate a decent income for the farmers, and the state would receive billions". 
It's almost true. The masterminds of the criminal reforms knew about it, they had 
been warned. It is a debatable issue that the current land magnates want to buy the 
land in full ownership. Why to conserve the capital in the land, which makes a 
profit any way? Except to buy it on the cheap. The power lays down the new 
law for such a perspective... 

Concerning the fact that "the state would have billions...". From those lands, 
which are processed, does it have a profit? But what will change with the land 
market? The state (the farmers as well as the rural community) will be pushed 
further from the possible benefits. An owner, an oligarch, also a foreigner, will 
benefit. Stories about the rural owner of the land and their wealth have already 
been tested with land shares and vouchers. How long can they "pull the wool over 
eyes" of the people? 
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4. "It is not possible to take the credit on the security of land," - an official of 
the State Agency of land resources complains. With the introduction of the law on 
land market this will be possible. It will become "the impetus for the development 
of the village," he announces contentedly. And he does not go red. At least 
newspaper does not show it. Well, compare the loan rate with the level of 
profitability of agricultural production. Not the level of profitability, which is 
gained by our magnates as a consequence of monocultural farming, but which 
provides jobs for rural residents that will restore livestock, support for soil 
fertility and optimal amelioration. Such revenue is not enough to pay per cent 
from a loan. If the official needs the aforementioned law so desperately, then we 
must speak honestly: the mechanism of land as a security for a bank loan will give 
the opportunity to legally take the land from the peasant and rural communities. 
And it is unnecessary to rant about the benefits for farmers.  

5. "When the peasants will own the land, there kindergartens, schools, roads, 
hospitals...will appear". But the law is imposed not so that the land was owned 
by peasants, but to take it away from them! What do the kindergartens and 
schools have to do with it? And then it will accelerate the already familiar 
"optimization" of the social sphere in rural areas. It's obvious! 

6. "We need the land market so that the local community really could 
dispose of the land – its biggest resource." So supposedly the Director of the 
Department of rural territories of the Ministry of agriculture Irina Syniavska 
thinks. I can't believe she thinks so. She, who knows the problems of self-
government and local authorities so well, understands that without the production 
and ownership within the community, the society does not have prospects there. 
But without the land market, the community can not dispose of the land. The land 
will not belong to it! This is the essence of the problem. 

7. "Land – to peasants", subtitle of the article sounds almost originally, 
though, this slogan is nearly 100 years old. "The owners of the shares will have 
opportunities... to put it in the bank to obtain loans... "  

"The land should not be bought by someone who can buy it but by those 
who will work on it". It is written like that! And the limits on the volume of 
purchase is provided and the argument on sizes - from 500 to 2100 ha for one 
person is nearly settled. And what is the difference to the owner of the share whom 
to sell it: those who are behind the plow, or those who organize production on 500, 
2000 or 100000 ha? He is the owner and his right is guaranteed by the law. For 
example, hundreds of owners, buying (let's say, even though it is fiction) 1000 
hectares of land each, took a loan in a bank on terms slightly better than in yet non-
existent State land bank. And... went bankrupt. Who, by law, will get the property 
of the collateral, that is, the land? In what area? 100000 ha. What limitations could 
there be? What is the structure of assets of Ukrainian banks, and is not it a 
way to transfer the land into the ownership of foreigners? Now, rather than 
later, as advised by M. Kaliuzhnyi from the State Committee on Land 
Resources. And in vain he refers to the experience of the Baltic States. There is a 
law to prevent the rights of foreigners to the land. There is the law, and the land 
is mainly in the hands of foreigners. 
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8. The role of the state in the article is reduced to a monetary issue. All is 
promised there: installments, benefits, financial support, regulation of prices, 
support of measures to ensure the fertility of the soil… All, they say, will be. 
Perhaps should this be start with? And maybe because nothing like that has been 
for 20 years when the village and peasants squeezed the last juices, and "we have 
what we have"? And it is not about the land market, its absence as the cause of 
peasant life and almost all of the people below the poverty line. 

All the publications in the newspaper are devoted to the same topic. There 
are also some positive things regarding the wholesale markets and experience of 
the owner of Ivan Mykhailiv. But mostly everything was devoted to the topic of 
land market. Even academician P. Sabluk could not resist, repeating for twenty 
years the thesis of fair regulation of the pricing formula. Maybe it is worth 
writing the formula? Moreover he was a Deputy Prime Minister, and had "like-
minded people" in the Ministry of Agriculture and Food and the State Committee 
on Land Resources, and do all the presidents and heads of the Cabinet of Ministers 
(in general government and declared now opposition – they are the same) like his 
position? Why has not he adjusted the formula, starting the venture with 
parcelling "on the ground", rejecting however precautions of two dozens of 
Nobel laureates from the United States on the inadmissibility of land trade? 
Because do we care about the opinion of Nobel laureates? We have our 
"geniuses" that make reforms according to cribs written in Washington. But 
they are written not by laureates, but by those who have money, draw them and 
care for them, including at the expense of the Ukrainian land.  

Such are the impressions formed from reading the newspaper "Native 
village". And not to rename it "Poor village", it is necessary to do what the 
socialists offer. Namely. People sell the land, their shares exclusively to the 
Ukrainian state (who does not want – for rent). The state through its land bank 
leases the land and controls its use, in addition it protects the rights of rural 
communities under the law. Then the rights of people will be worth something, 
and the state will have the authority. 

And then we will not have to idealize ploughing with a horse plough. Let 
the ideologues of the land market and the owners of the newspaper "Native 
village" go with such a plough at least 15 "ares" of vegetable garden. And there 
would be less lie.  

          12.03.12 
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"DECOY" FOR PEOPLE 
 

Reading an interview with the Head of the State Agency of Land Resources 
Serhii Tymchenko Weekli.ua I felt satisfaction. I say this without a trace of irony. 
Let the most arguments of the official are controversial, cause the objection from 
my side, but they are honest, without propaganda and political gimmicks. So we 
should talk about indigenous stuff. And such a thing, no doubt, is the land.  

The head of the State Agency is incited to transform land into a 
commodity. For that he changes the team in the Agency and its local branches, 
selects specialists devoted to the idea of a land market. He refers however to the 
consecration of this line by the President*. 

The latter is especially important because I had at the time (when it was still 
possible to communicate the President) the impression that he is in doubt about the 
content of the idea of a land market and the pace of its implementation. I don't 
know, maybe, the young head of the Agency dispelled such doubts of the head of 
the state. I am sorry if it is. However, this are subjective moments, the matter itself 
is important. 

The head of the Agency was a supporter of the introduction of agricultural 
land into "economic circulation" earlier as well, he says like that, but "turnover" 
may be different, in this case we understand that we are talking about the land 
market and that the law should have been adopted in 2011 – before the start of the 
election process. Thank God, I cannot identify myself as a speculator, I'm a 
consistent and absolute enemy of the idea of a land market in modern Ukraine 
and moreover in the option set out in the draft law. Moreover, the failure of the law 
is clarified even by many experts from the camps of supporters of the sale of land. 
So in vain the head feels the bitterness of backpedalling. In Ukraine in haste a lot 
of stupid things were made by those who, being in power, was not able to 
watch at least a half-step forward. Or worked under order. Everything that 
happened with the privatization, natural resources, energy, Black Sea Shipping 
Company, the military industrial complex... and, no doubt, the land are all the 
consequences of nonsense or calculation based on their own benefit of those who 
quickly resorted to the "reforms." 

That is the basis for realization of the consequences of the introduction of a 
land market has already been formed. Even if the law was perfect, people would 
not believe in the good intentions of government. What can we say about the 
prospects for the use of the law with obvious defects? 

And the fact that the head of the Agency associates the situation with the 
elections is not accidental. Sensing the attitude of the voter to the reformation in 
the Ukrainian way, it is difficult to count on the support of those who resort to such 
reformation. Here S. Tymchenko is right, to deceive the voters before the election 
is possible when they even slightly believe in promises. Moreover, we are not 
talking about amendments which, if necessary, we will be able to fix (tax system,  
 
_______________________ 

* V. Yanukovych. 
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pension, labor and other legislation), but concerning the land, changes could be 
corrected only... with blood. 

Now about the arguments by the responsible for the land reform. 
S. Tymchenko is wrong (let’s think so) in the main message – the law 

establishes the right to possession of the land for the Ukrainian people. No! Firstly, 
this right is enshrined in the Constitution, it is more important than law. Secondly, 
the law provides for the procedure for the taking away the land from the 
people. Forever! It is naive to hope that the reader of the interview will take the 
statement as a proof: "... only those will buy the farmland who truly intend to work 
on it". It is naive, because it can be just the opposite, the farmer is not able to buy 
such a commodity, even the "ares", not to mention the indicative threshold of 100 
hectares. And the one who is able to buy and 1 hectare as well as 100,000 ha what 
for do they need 100 hectares? For the estate? But they had already bought it in 
Cyprus, Monaco, close to the Thames or the Seine... 

Concerning the land Bank his remarks are clever. If of course we are talking 
about the state bank. And so far, it looks as utopia. It would be logical first to 
create such a bank, to carry out alleged in an interview preferential operations for 
the current farmers and for various agricultural enterprises. What is the obstacle? 
Clearly, this is not a question for S. Tymchenko, but he should have referred 
only to real arguments but not on phantom projects. 

It is a pity that the vast majority of owners of land shares will not read the 
interview of the head of the State Agency. There they would have found explicit 
recognition of the likely value of land in the primary auction. In the best case it 
can be 300 euros per hectare, an average of approximately 1000 Euro (11 
thousand hrn) per share. It is obvious that such sum of money does not create 
any start-up capital for the owner and does not solve virtually any problems 
for him. It is important that these sums are hugely less than the cost of land in 
Europe. It pleases the reformers as proof of the real appreciation of the land 
subsequently, rent increases etc. But what have the peasants to do with it – the 
current owners of the shares? Those prospects in any way do not refer to them. 
Those are the options of the resale market where the farmer will not be present, 
and on the mass primary - the starting price will be significantly less than 300 
euros. The supporters of the land market are interested in this difference, because 
that is their specific private interest, their profit. 

In conversation with the correspondent head of the Agency the sharp theme 
of consolidation of land holdings appeared. The civil servant comments on the 
importance of it. But remember the recent time. How much we had to convince the 
pioneers of reform in the company of Kuchma that parcelling "on the ground" is 
absurd that a fair division in nature does not exist, that the idea of another 
"decoy" for peasants, imposed by the crooks from the power. It is possible to solve 
this problem only through redemption of shares by the state with subsequent 
transfer of the land to rent. This is exactly the prospect that has been for many 
years advocated by the socialist party. The prospect that removing a lot of the 
problems of land use provides land consolidation, observance of crop rotation, the 
depth of the technologies in the agricultural sector, the development of related 
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industries and the social sphere, employment of rural and small-town population, 
the preservation of the settlement network and strengthening of the statehood. Only 
enemies of the state cannot see this. 

Such a prospect has diminished another threat that the head of the 
department draws the attention to. We are talking about the inconsistency of the 
cartographic basis of land cadastre, made using aerial photographs and maps 
obtained by using topographic and other traditional methods. Discrepancy that 
occurs is supposed to be fixed until 2020. It is easy to imagine how many conflicts 
there will be after the beginning of market movement of land and what an infinite 
space will be created for bribery in the relevant authorities. 

Thesis about the essence of crisis management in land utilization sounds 
unconvincing. Its essence is the division of land in which land outside settlements 
will belong to the state. But they, judging by the imposed ideas of the market, 
rapidly and almost completely will become private. How are we going to move 
"to Europe", ignoring the development of local self-government? Because the 
land should be a fiscal basis. And not just in settlements, but where the 
jurisdiction of one community (its council) ends and jurisdiction a neighboring one 
begins. Not a single meter of land should be outside the control of local 
communities. Then the role of local government will truly manifest, and while 
monitoring the use and conservation of land quality, economic role of the owner, 
that lives on this land. 

The hurry, the cheek, the crudity of land reforms in the modern history of 
Ukraine have already brought irreparable harm. It will be even worse, if this trend 
continues. It can be masked with the melodious provisions of laws, slogans about 
the intentions and the like however you like to. We must look at the root of the 
problem. And it is known to be in the land. In whose hands it is in whose 
property, those the state will belong, and obviously the person in it. 

Don't forget that truth! 
 
 
        15.05.12 
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Concerning the ideological principles of the party* 
 

Features of ideological work must take account of two circumstances: 
- the Socialist party of Ukraine is non-parliamentary party now; 
- there is a factor of involvement in the politics of the Party of Regions, the 

factor of responsibility for this policy imposed on the society. 
The status of a non-parliamentary party complicates the possibility of the 

presence of the party in the media, but gives an opportunity to criticise all 
parliamentary parties on the basis of continuous analysis of their activities in the 
Supreme Council in the context of implementing their electoral programmes. In 
this respect, the competent and restrained criticism of the Communists for their 
"Bringing the country to the people" on the background of the respective ballots 
(the election of the Chairman of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada), the 
adoption of the budget, the repeal of the resolution of the Supreme Council of the 
permission for the government not to implement social laws...) can be particularly 
effective. For the Socialist party of Ukraine this is important because the result of 
the Communist Party of Ukraine in the elections consists of half of the votes of 
our electorate. 

In the formation of public opinion it should not be forgotten that 
socioeconomic factors play the primary role for it. If in this direction the 
development of the state is successful, people care less about other issues. Under 
the stagnation purely ideological factors come to the fore, and they are used 
speculatively (history, language, national priorities etc). Not coincidentally, all 
modern television shows focus on these issues, which, by the way, do not give 
anything useful to the society. 

Under such conditions it would be useful to return to the topic of the 
development of the cooperative movement as an important element of the 
program of the socialists ("Socialism is the system of civilized cooperators". V. I. 
Lenin). The thing is that in the context of globalization and the inevitable 
expansion of the "Golden billion" countries, only the development of its own 
production and a reduction of export and import in GDP can save Ukraine, 
thus from the impact of the issuing dollar and the crisis. It envisages the 
development of cooperation, microcredit, creation of manufacturing plants, which 
will allow you to solve a number of problems: 

- self-employment; 
- "binding" of the people to the place of residence, improving their well-

being; 
- creation of the middle class - environment of stability. 
It is not necessary that the participants of the cooperative movement were 

members of the party. But, if the Socialist party of Ukraine will advocate this 
direction, if the activists at local level will join themselves the organization of 
cooperative relations, the influence of the party will grow automatically, removing 
many problems of the party itself, funding in particular. 
___________________ 

* Material for the socialist newspaper " Tovarysh " (Comrade) 
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We have some relevant developments, they need to be adapted to recent 
changes in the society. 

Serious direction of the ideological work is associated with the risk of 
turning land into a commodity. This theme has been worked out much better 
than in other parties. But the explanation, propaganda, analysis of public 
sentiments were carried out by the party only occasionally (in Khmelnytskyi and 
Kyiv regions with the participation of V. Semeniuk, O.Moroz and local activists). 

Here the gaps of party activity manifest themselves particularly. The 
ideological work should be done, because it is useless just to talk about its 
value. 

In areas and districts where there are the socialists in the councils, it is 
necessary to involve the deputies to express their position regarding statewide 
(therefore, local as well) interests, the preparation and adoption of appeals to the 
Parliament and other central authorities. Such actions do not oblige opponents, 
making it easier to organize, but the initiative of the socialists on this issue can 
be conclusively covered in the local media. The subject of interests of deputies 
(and the population) may be the land, development of the local government, 
pension legislation, reforms of the budget system, the problems of public 
services to the population, especially in relation to inheritance. 

Soon the campaign for the reform of the administration system will start. 
Here is endless scope for advocacy. 

The last election campaign has demonstrated that the power and the Party of 
Regions have become some kind of the Centre of Evil for the people. The shadow 
of it falls on us, it is always directed at the socialists by the various "members of 
opposition", "patriots" and "democrats". This "black mark" should be directed at 
others, which will be, in fact, fair, from the point of view of historical truth. 

What annoys most people? Unemployment, poverty, the need to pay for 
everything, the material stratification of the population. And where did it start? 

Here we cannot even blame the oligarchs, because they are a consequence 
of what the nationalists strove for. The socialists in the early 90s' insisted to 
consider the Union Treaty as a formula for independence, to know what belongs 
to us from assets, resources, military and power industry. But under the influence 
of "democrats" the country was simply collapsed, destroying three-quarters of the 
industries, especially connected with technological cooperation. 

The socialists proposed the implementation of small privatization, 
especially in the service sector and local industry. But the idea of "all get rich in 
one day" worked as a result of the voucher giving. And the "democrats" are behind 
this. 

Today, wherever we are in the villages, the authorities are blamed for the 
collapse of the collective farms. But the socialists initiated an adopted law "On 
collective agricultural enterprise" and the "democrats" sought to eliminate 
them. The elimination of one of the foundations of the socialist system. They 
fought not for Ukraine, but against the social system.  

Today, many of the other parties protest against the sale of land, but the 
Land code was namely adopted with the votes of "patriots" and the current 
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"opposition" which provides the commodity status of the land. V. Kostytskyi, L. 
Kravchuk, V. Zhuravskyi, the members of the party Rukh (Movement) O. 
Hudyma, V. Kyrylenko, Yu. Kostenko, A. Kulyk, H. Manchulenko, P. Movchan, 
M. Ratushnyi, M. Kulchynskyi, O. Chornovolenko, T. Chornovil, O. Tiahnybok, 
trade union boss O. Stoian, "green" V. Kononov, a democrat O. Zarubinskyi 
famous V. Pynzenyk, K. Vashchuk, E. Hurwits, in particular, voted for it together 
with B. Hubskyi, D. Tabachnyk, S. Tihipko, S. Kivalov and other friends of 
Kuchma. 

We mention a lot of surnames because they are from different places and 
different parties now, and the socialists said: "While the socialists are in the 
Parliament, the land will not be sold!". 

The collapse of the economy, the emergence of millions of the poor and 
dozens of the super-rich, the development of corruption is a continuation of 
Kuchma's policies. Incidentally, this is the result of the position of the 
Communists, who supported it in 1994, conspired in 1999, did not participate 
in the walkout "Ukraine without Kuchma", supported the government of Yu. 
Tymoshenko, supported the Party of Regions, and now they're playing the 
opposition. 

The popularization of these facts will lead people to the conclusion who 
they can blame for their current woes. And, of course, it will distance socialists 
from the guilty, because our policy has always been consistent and socially 
oriented. It is necessary to say the truth to people.  
 

The spread of the ideology of the socialists and 
the development of regional structures 

 
Today's schoolchildren and young people in general should come to the 

party tomorrow. They as a rule do not read newspapers, perceice TV programs 
critically. Their information space is INTERNET. Therefore, it is one of the 
main directions of the ideological (and not only) work. 

To make the website of the party interesting to the young people, to 
create externally a non-party website, to organize Facebook pages for all the 
leaders of the party and local leaders, to create a structure of hundreds of bloggers 
who unobtrusively and widely promote the idea of social justice, human 
rights, the position of the Socialist party of Ukraine in comparison with others is 
one of our goals. 

The first, obviously, from the following political campaigns will be elections 
of Kyiv mayor. To achieve victory of our candidate is unrealistic. It is clear. But to 
take 5% in our support is possible. The same way it is possible for our faction to 
enter the City Council. This implies a major reorganization of the city party 
organization, orientation of activists and recruitment of young and ambitious 
people. It's basically the main task for the Party City Committee. 

It is not worth mentioning the presence of representatives of the Socialist 
party of Ukraine on the popular TV show. It goes without saying. Such a presence 
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most assured the success of the party "Svoboda". We see this task, we will be 
addressing it.          16.11.12 



 300 

To the law on referendum 
(brief review) 

 
The exercise of direct power by the people through a referendum is a true 

sign of democracy. Not by chance this right is provided in the Constitution. 
However, for seventeen years the adoption of the necessary law has been back-
pedalled. And finally it appeared. To rejoice or worry? We are inclined to the 
latter, having many reasons for it. 

On a recent show at the Shuster it failed to discuss this issue substantially. 
The presence of the populists on the show prevented it (the names are not worth 
mentioning) who use every opportunity to demonstrate their "care" about the 
people forgetting the topic of the program. And it just is the way take care of the 
people. Or not of the people. 

In the report of the Minister of Justice O. Lavrynovych, in his comments an 
argument like: "... it's good that we give people a tool for the implementation of 
their powers" was repeatedly used. The same idea was expressed by a young 
Communist, obviously, because he could not say otherwise, because all the 
Communist deputies unanimously voted for the law. And in vain, because in the 
context of the slogan "Return the country to the people" law on the referendum is 
not needed, but on the basis of this law it is possible to express the opposite 
intention – to take the country away. 

Earlier with a group of people's deputies of the first convocation, we became 
acquainted with the experience of development of democracy in Switzerland. 
There is a lot to learn because this experience was acquired during seven centuries. 
It is not a coincidence that Savik Shuster invited a member of this truly democratic 
country for the television program. Sitting beside, we exchanged remarks and in 
his speech, too, it was suggested: it is necessary to use the referendum 
beginning from the local level. For this purpose, first of all, it is needed to adopt a 
law on local referendums and to implement them consistently, because the 
subject of such referendums must be very specific things that bother people, and 
their opinion must be taken into account and embodied by the authorities. The 
issues of improvement, development, use of natural resources and the like. Even 
spending of budget funds can (and should) be solved directly by the people. There 
is not such a law. Why? Because in many cases it will put the power, especially 
the executive one, under the control of the communities, so with this law it 
seems the power will not rush. 

But to put people under the control of the authorities, fully and completely, 
is an obsession of many regimes. The Ukrainian people are not an exception. 
Accordingly prepared law on national referendum is the best tool for that. We will 
demonstrate it with several arguments, without even mentioning about exclusively 
non-regulatory, therefore, unconstitutional procedure for the adoption of the 
law, ignoring all (more than a thousand, deputies say) amendments to the law. 
By the way, this one obliges the Constitutional Court to declare the law 
unconstitutional. However, I doubt very much that the special authority will 
remember that it has to protect the Constitution. And the developers of the kaw 
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have just forgot that there is the Constitutional Court and its powers regarding 
some of the "referendum" issues stipulated in the Fundamental Law. The 
"professionals", so to speak, worked on the text. The same ones voted. 

So. The first, in fact, clause (art. 3.3.) of the law is the provision on 
Constitutional referendum: the adoption of a new edition of the Fundamental Law, 
amendments, cancellation, loss of validity or the invalidation of the law on 
amendments... Only an inadequate person or saboteur can make it up. It is 
clear that this is done intentionally, because this norm is infinite, it is possible to 
bring anything under it, and garnishing a question, with "candy" like the abolition 
of deputies immunity or reduction of the Parliament in the size, to get more than 
one hundred percent support of the population. It was in 2000. 

The ordinary laws are provided to be the same subject of the referendum. It 
angers. The legislator could not help knowing, had to know that between direct 
and representative form of power competition can not be created! They can 
only complement each other. Why is, then, representative from the people body - 
the Parliament created in the state? Maybe the initiators count on the bad attitude 
of the people to the current Parliament? But it will not be forever so. But the law 
will be in effect, and any unacceptable innovation for the regime, even held 
through the sharp discussion in the Parliament, will not be implemented. It 
will be "submitted" and canceled. 

We cannot write a law or to accept it by a referendum. It is absurd that 
comes from the conclusions which were imposed on the dependent Constitutional 
Court. The subject of the referendum is a problem and the attitude to this 
specific one is reduced to "yes" or "no". Having ascertained, therefore, the will of 
the people, deputies must reflect it in law. This is a professional (or at least should 
be) work, otherwise "pig in a poke" will always be imposed on people, when often 
insidious interest of some representatives of the government will be hidden by the 
propaganda from the government. 

Those who voted for the law, as if did not notice another irrelevance. 
Citizens of 18 years or more have a right to participate in the referendum. That's 
right. But the law could be written (what is otherwise the legislative initiative?) 
only by citizens who have reached the age of 21. The Constitution defines like that. 
What is more important – the law or the Constitution? It is a rhetorical 
question. 

We leave many nuances of the document without attention in a comment 
even though they are controversial. But we will mention indisputable things.  

In article 28.1 at the initiation of a referendum by the people the issuance of 
the required presidential Decree is provided. Is it a right or a duty? There should 
be no place for subjectivity, and this should be reflected in the law. 

The quality and depth of the decision in the referendum depends on the 
conditions created for it. One of them is the term of the decree before the voting 
day. It is mockery to give 50 days for it, especially for questions that are of 
national importance.  

Who will count the votes? Commissions formed by the government will. 
It is not worth continuing: in Ukraine there is the unique experience of fraud. 
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Another option is not better. The procedure here simply duplicates the 
notorious electoral law. And a period of 50 days finds its explanation. For 
example, there are elections to the Parliament, a three-month campaign. At this 
time, the power organizes the required initiative and then elections and referendum 
(article 44) are combined. The election commissions become the referendum 
commissions as well. How they are formed, there is no need to explain. 

How to introduce, let’s say, the decision of the referendum on the abolition 
of some law? It was used, for example, for a long time. During this period, legal 
relationships have been formed, dozens or hundreds of by-laws have been issued. 
Article 95 defines: the law will comes in effect on the first day of announcing the 
results of referendum. What to do with all that was in the scope of the law? 
Clearly, the law on referendum should envisage the adoption at a certain time of 
the law on the procedure for introduction of the decision of the referendum. 
We had the vicious practice of government issuing the decrees on the initiative of 
L. Kuchma. Still some decrees are not replaced with normal laws. 

I want to tell about another trap, which means: in Ukraine any referendum 
is not provided on the people's initiative, if the content at least slightly affects 
the interests of the government, particularly the President. However, the 
efficiency of such a trap is already confirmed by previous practice. We are talking 
about the funding of referendum. We will say nothing about incomprehensible 
"fund of the initiators". "Where's the money from?" We are talking about the 
budget financing. For this the document, already signed by the President, provides 
for the adoption of the law on amendments to the budget law. Who decides this 
question? The majority in the Parliament. Whom is it actually subordinated to? We 
know. Will it vote for the allocation of funds if the initiative is "not that"? Never. 

That's the whole point of tool for "the will of the people".  
The adopted law is another way of usurping power in the process of 

adoption as well as in its content. The suspicions expressed by experts regarding 
the adoption of such a document, have every reason. The law focuses on important 
amendments to the constitutional provisions and benefits to the executive power 
and the President. 

This is the path to dictatorship.  
        01.12.12 



 303 

Concerning the Concept 
of amendments regarding local self-government* 

(comments and suggestions) 
 

1. It is good that there is such a draft. It is a good base for producing the 
final document. The concept, however, is broader in content than tasks – 
suggestions to the relevant constitutional provisions. Probably, the authors were 
guided by the need to justify their proposals. 

2. I believe that when you make amendments to the Constitution it is 
necessary to find a balance between the provisions of laws and the 
Fundamental Law, not to unnecessarily elaborate on the last and to provide the 
possibility for future enhancements on the basis of practice, without amending the 
Constitution. In particular, it concerns the last lines of article 3. 

3. Part I can be reduced by editing in order not to repeat the obvious things. 
For example, why to remind of (article 1) the immutability of the critical attitude of 
the population towards local government. What bodies, what powers and their 
ability are – so is the attitude. It could not change during 20 years. 

The same applies to the conclusion (article 3) about the inability (at the time 
of analysis) of territorial communities to perform tasks of an efficient and 
responsible management of local issues. That is nothing new. But, let's say the 
volume of some of the tasks had been performed under the existing conditions 
(grinding of communities, lack of funds etc). Who was it performed by? 
Administrations. Where are employees there from? From local communities. These 
workers are accustomed to and will look "up" instead of lowering their eyes to the 
problems of the community. It is necessary that they were subordinated to the 
local councils, and if necessary inert ones were replaced. And then existing 
deficiencies will refer to the responsibility of the representative bodies, which will 
gradually gain weight, and voters will think, who to vote for, and will take 
responsibility. 

Let’s not be afraid to be insensitive. Local state administrations (except 
regional) should be eliminated. Then it will be easier to solve the problem of 
interaction between state authorities and self-government, optimization of the 
relations (article 4). Then there will be an acceptable level of municipal legal 
culture. And there will be the formation of an effective system of local 
government, separated from the state system of government. This development 
could not happen under direct administration. 

4. It is necessary to completely agree with the conclusions of the economic 
basis of municipal authorities (article 4). But the problem is not in the 
shortcomings of municipal management of financial and material resources 
but in their scarcity. Perhaps the mention of needs for necessary safeguards in 
this regard is of little use because guarantees can be written, but there will not be 
resources. However, we can hope that in the absence of the vertical of power  
 
________________________ 
* It was sent to the management of the Supreme Council during consideration of the concept. 
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they will plunder the resources less and subsequently will not be at all. 
To accelerate ideal (relatively) result, transparency of movement of funds 

(and not only) with the help of the Internet and providing information about 
their use in real-time for each should be provided in the concept (in laws and in 
practice). There is such a methodology. 

In the Constitution on this issue it can be just written (approximately): 
"...providing complete public control over the use of budgetary and other funds for 
local needs." 

5. In determining of the purpose (article 5), the task of accountability of 
local governments to communities is set absolutely correctly. 

But in the "ways and means" several times the issue of control of the 
executive power over local governments is mentioned. Firstly, this contradicts the 
goal. Secondly, it is necessary to replace the expression "of the executive power" 
for "of the state". As the executive power has different units and separate 
"verticals", and the state can either establish an appropriate body, or (better) entrust 
this matter to the regional administrations, depriving them of many other current 
powers. 

6. In several places of the text accents are neatly put on the subject of 
ability. There is a suspicion that the authors have already decided on ways to 
ensure this need through the enlargement of communities and neighborhoods. 
Without denying, in principle, of such a perspective, I do not make a discovery 
that, from the point of view of granting power (state) services to a particular 
individual, they will remain the same while the enlargement of the communities. 
Apparently, this problem should be approached from two sides: carefully with the 
administrative reform and strongly with the powers of the councils. Then 
objectively the essence and scope of reform will be seen, there will be less 
mistakes. 

7. For article 7 (second paragraph) it is necessary to provide for the 
inadmissibility of the power competition. As a principle. The laws will be 
improved, removing the existing fault. 

8. Ibid, in the fifth paragraph – in the text of the Constitution risky (or 
temporary) provisions about basic list of the forms of direct democracy should 
not be introduced. The Constitution needs to have a mention of them and a 
reference to the law, because who knows what will be the basic form in 5-10 years. 

9. In my opinion, the head needs to be still a representative of the local 
government body rather than a body of self-organization. Perhaps even appointed 
by the council... It is needed to think it over. 

10. The proposal for the right of city councils to determine the fate of district 
councils is still questionable. Today, you can find a lot of examples that this 
innovation in Kyiv and in other cities just simplified the conditions for the 
lobbying of expenditures of the budget according to the principle of "kickbacks" 
and the plunder of the budget, alienated communities from control over the 
activities of the councils. 

11. The elimination of the accountability of administrations to the councils is 
the right decision, but subject to the liquidation of the district state 
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administrations and the change of functions of the regional state 
administrations. 

12. In the last paragraph of clause 3 it is necessary to provide for a 
legitimate mechanism for determining of the views of the community. 

13. It would be useful to provide in the concept (perhaps only in the Law) 
the right of veto for the community over the decisions of the local authorities of 
the relevant level, if this decision concerns the deterioration of life of the territory 
concerned. And provide the basis for such a veto – about 30% of the signatures of 
the members of the community (yard, neighborhood, district, city etc). 

Sorry for the imperfect wording of the proposals - there was not enough 
time.  

          20.02.13 
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From an interview to "News of Ukraine" 
 

- Mr Moroz, are You proud of the Ukrainian parliamentarianism 
today? Why has it turned into what we see today? 

In 1997 or 1998, President Kuchma issued a decree on awarding me the 
order, I refused and explained that at the present time, when people lived badly, 
and what was necessary for the country, was not done, to award any of the 
authorities was immoral it caused understandable condemnation among people. 
Since that time, life hasn't changed for the better. There is nothing to be proud of. 
You can only be proud when there is a conscious goal, and going to this goal, 
there are certain shifts and there are certain people on whom it depends. This 
is the type of policy that can command respect. As today we have not even 
formulated the purpose of the construction of the Ukrainian state, in the sense 
that would best serve the public interest, the interests of the individual, then we can 
speak about politics as an element of the state, and not more. There is the 
President, the government, the Parliament, there are agencies, ministries, the 
Prosecutor's office... there are external signs of statehood, but, from the point of 
view of the interests of the individual and from the point of view of assessment of 
the situation in Ukraine from the international community, unfortunately, we do 
not have to talk about some of the developments that can be regarded as the basis 
of approval for activities of politicians. A vivid example of the current situation is 
the Parliament and what is happening there. Here's the first demonstration what is 
Ukrainian politics today. I don't blame those who call themselves opposition. 
Firstly, they are the same as pro-government, and secondly, they now need more 
process than the result, because they don't know what result is needed at all. If 
the desire of one or the second to become President in two years is considered as 
the result, then it is, from the point of view of society, illogical, unpromising 
and unfair. The situation in Parliament is entourage of political actions of 
structures of power and their representatives, but, in fact, there is not the policy - 
public policy that defends the interests of Ukraine. It is very unfortunate that this is 
so, and I answer your question saying that, unfortunately, there is nothing to be 
proud of. 
 

- Tell me, please, what has the Ukrainian Parliament turned to today 
and will it continue to work? 

Since the last convocation (and now it continues) the Parliament has 
become like unnecessary. Its purpose is, on the one hand, to legally formalize 
what is proposed by the executive power, and on the other hand, to oppose, when it 
is necessary, its position to the position of the executive power. Parliamentary 
debates do not contribute to the solution of a key question for Ukraine – building 
here the economy sufficient to be protected from external influence and the impact 
of the global crisis. The absolute orientation of the economy towards export 
opportunities in some sectors and those who represent them, also the absolute 
orientation of the external economic policy on the import of those goods which 
should have been produced in Ukraine. Another feature is that the power today 
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is implemented by those who are just interested in maintaining of such a 
situation. This means that any fluctuation on the world market (and the reason for 
such fluctuations is the use of issuing and completely empty dollar for economic 
calculations) puts the Ukrainian economy - Ukrainian producers, and especially 
consumers in a very threatening situation. Today there is no meaningful line of 
state power on the way out of the situation, and it should definitely be in the 
development of the national economy, which should take into account the 
challenges of the world market through export-import policy and be able to protect 
the interests of workers in Ukraine. And additionally this complex should be able 
and need to purchase products of metallurgy, energy, chemistry, and then to 
develop on this basis engineering – what is necessary for the economy of a great 
state. And now it turns out that those who have adapted to the world market, the 
interests of developed countries because of the means of appropriated companies, 
and they carry out the power as well. So here, unfortunately, I do not see any 
prospects. 

As for how Ukraine looks in the global process. In the early 90’s, especially 
the national-patriots claimed: we'll be transfer to the market approach of 
development of the economy (they were afraid to use the word to capitalist 
approach) – and immediately there will be a good life: salaries and everything else. 
Today it brightly sounds in the words of Yatseniuk: we stand for the European 
choice, we are for signing the agreement, because we also want for our people to 
live better etc. And who told him that it would be so? Today the economy of the 
"Golden billion" exists, it is the center of the world capitalist system. At the time 
they created favorable conditions for economic cooperation and regulated these 
conditions. They need us as we are today – a raw materials appendage. This is 
a new form of colonial relationship, and if we want to get out of these relationships 
and have some prospect, so that people get a decent salary, we have to build a 
foundation. 15 years ago the party that I led, went under the slogan "To Build 
Europe in Ukraine". This is not a purely geographical definition. It is a socio-
political definition here, in Ukraine: democratic governance as well as consistency 
in conversions, and many others. Otherwise, we become a colonial appendage of 
the developed countries, and it is called – capitalism of the periphery which does 
not give any prospects for the country itself. Look in the 60’s and a bit later 
colonial system collapsed which is directly used within the famous countries. 
Relations in production, forms of ownership, and trade began to be built in a new 
way. That is according to the model of the capitalist countries. Have they become 
like the metropolises? Not at all, the form of exploitation of the possibilities of 
these countries just changed. The form of colonialism has changed, but its 
essence has remained the same. 
 

- Mr Moroz, looking at the current situation in the Parliament and in 
the Ukrainian politics, in general, the people of Ukraine happened to be in 
such a situation, in which, I think, earlier, they were not, first of all, most 
people are dissatisfied with the government and similarly most people are not 
satisfied with the opposition, they don't trust it. Tell me is there a possibility, 
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in Your opinion, of the new Maidan in this regard, and how can You predict 
the situation? 

Many people ask this question without thinking about what Maidan was. 
Yushchenko was quick to call it a revolution, and even awarded the titles of heroes 
of the revolution. I have even received an e-mail with a document that claimed me 
in such a status. The Maidan is a civil movement, a movement of the people to 
freedom, and the reason for this motion was all that prevented such a wish. The 
movement began with the walkout "Ukraine without Kuchma". It was not a 
movement for Yushchenko. For example, I never had to chant "Yushchenko!" in 
his support on the Maidan, because in the personal context, the idea was not to 
allow Kuchma for the third term. 

The current situation reflects the trends that are a consequence of the 
influence of oligarchic forces on the policy, it protects their interests, instruments 
of the state are used only to protect the interests of big capital. That's what is 
happening. So it was before, causing the indignation of the citizens. But are there 
now less reasons for the indignation? 
 

- Despite some political overtones of the current government, in general, 
we can say that she it has already inherited the tactics of multi-vector foreign 
policy. What do You think, is not this some kind of historical karma for our 
country? 

It is a good question. We have had for centuries to defend the statehood and 
independence of Ukraine, but we always want to be subordinated to someone. 
Remember Mazepa with Charles, the relationship with Moscow, Warsaw, with the 
Sultan, and then following Hitler– saying that then we would be independent. And 
today it continues again - to the West or to the East. 18 years ago I repeated not 
once that we did not need neither to the West nor to the East, we needed to 
move forward, and that was where our interests were, they needed to be 
protected. Today there is a discussion regarding the gas pipe. I heard how one of 
the national-anxious people at the Shuster have agreed to the fact that the pipe is a 
sign of our independence. Well, if the pipe is a sign of independence, then there 
is no independence. 10 years ago, being in the Parliament, I submitted the offer – 
consortium on equal terms. Country - gas producer, transit country and consumers 
should create consortium. And that's it. In the end, the pipe is an engineering 
facility. And as to what tariff is for pumping, what other conditions are – it's 
already policy, it is economic cooperation. What has the independence to do with 
it? 

Are we militarily independent today? How can we ensure human 
security? Our planes are old, outdated and without fuel. Do we not know about it? 
We are able to produce the most advanced missiles, I was at the factory in 
Dnipropetrovsk, but we have not bought still any missile for us. We produce the 
best tanks in the world but we have not bought a single tank for more than 20 
years. Then the question arises: do we have any guarantees from the point of view 
of military security? We will not even talk about other things. In the power 
economy it is the same. Even in politics today we see that all this is just a 
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reflection of the mentioned situation. Who wants what independence? The 
oligarch, who sits on the gas pipe, and argues with the other oligarch, being 
burdened with power, through the TV screen, beats his chest, saying he or she 
is a patriot. In the end, we understand that this is a personal access to the pipe 
through rollback and other criminal methods to enrich themselves. So people 
do not trust such politicians, and therefore hope that they will rise and someone 
else will come and will act differently... I greatly doubt this. Still. 
 

- We can see now that Ukrainian politicians are actively preparing for 
2015. Who would You call the main players in the presidential election and, if 
you can describe, what are their chances? 

I think that among the players the current President has the advantage today 
because he has real power in his hands. Well-known figures oppose him who, I 
have a suspicion, will not agree on anything. A fat lot of good it will be! Even if 
they unite, still there is no guarantee. In such a situation someone else should 
appear who will say the usual, simple things that can be available to people 
which relate to the interests of each and the development of the economy in 
particular. Whether it will happen or not, it's hard to say. I'm not ready to make 
predictions. I have recently been interviewed and asked who is more afraid of the 
release of Yulia Tymoshenko from prison. I don't believe that she could greatly 
affect the configuration of the campaign, because people saw how she alone 
"works". But I think that ones and the others don't want her out of prison, 
because in this case there will be several changes. Please note: Vlasenko was 
deprived of the Deputy mandate. Right, wrong – it is a separate issue. But why the 
day before the deprivation of his Deputy powers Turchynov has already made a 
nomination, a day after the oath was taken? Whom is this question to the 
government, or to Turchynov, or those who call themselves the opposition? And 
all together forgot the name of Yulia Tymoshenko, being calm, because she 
was in jail and would not participate in the election campaign. It is sad talking 
about this, but it is like that, there is nothing new. 
 

- For a long time You have been watching the Ukrainian elite, its 
development and renewal. Lately, one gets the feeling that, as the famous 
satirist Mikhail Zadornov, one is smart, and all together they are a crowd of 
fools. Do not you get such an impression? 

Well, I will not comment on the satirist, here without Zadornov there is a lot 
to ask. In Ukrainian politics there are enough intelligent people, really. There is no 
sense in the policy itself. I had constant conflicts with Kuchma, and only under 
my pressure the foundations of domestic and foreign policy were adopted, so that 
the line of the state was understandable - where we are going, what we want. It is 
the duty of the Parliament. And it turns out that during the election campaign they 
beat breast and say that "we are against the sale of land". Yatseniuk said this in 
Lviv, but he then continued: "Until we adopt a law that regulates all this". Well, 
we have already had privatization laws, and we see how they work. 
Tiahnybok, word for word repeating the program of the Socialist party and 
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those theses that were written over 20 years ago, today, defends his policy. 
Wait, Oleh, who voted for the code, which provided for the sale of land? So 
you voted. So tell me, that you have made a mistake voting for that you can sell the 
land, and now is convinced even more that this is unacceptable. So I would not 
give today a rating to individual politicians or representatives of, relatively 
speaking, the political elite, because if there was a meaningful line that would 
unite the society and make the power even with different beliefs to act 
accordingly in the interests of Ukraine, then we could have talked about who is 
better in this respect and who is worse. 
 

- What would You advise this Parliament, so that we could be proud of 
our people's deputies? 

You just need to make it a Parliament, and that’s it. The legislative 
body cannot act for the sake of someone. It is clear that it is not 1 or 2 
convocation, every day I came home earlier than at midnight. But I knew all the 
documents that were for consideration, I read all the options, knew what that was 
going to say who raised their hand in the hall, in a particular context on a particular 
issue. It was possible to convince people, gather in factions, meet with individuals, 
say: "So you suggest such a thing. What will happen as a result?" It was possible to 
change their view. If in a deputies’ corps there are those who really think about the 
country who have their beliefs, you have to use it but having studied it before. If a 
deputy knows that his opinion is worth nothing and the decision has already 
been taken how to vote, it is humiliating for the Parliament and for the 
country.  

        27.03.13 
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- Mr Moroz, can you say that a plenary session of the Parliament held 
on April 4 in Bankova Street was legitimate*? How does the current situation 
differ from the situation in the Parliament in January-February of 2000, the 
so-called "velvet revolution"? 

When at that time dependent on President L. Kuchma deputies went to a 
meeting in the "Ukrainian house" to provide a coup in the leadership of the 
Supreme Council (by the way, the "patriots" were the driving force there, 
whose representatives today are protesting in the opposition), the Supreme 
Council (Verkhovna Rada) adopted amendments to the regulations. The 
regulations, moreover, are now being accepted by law. The amendments envisage 
that meeting of the Parliament is held in the hall of the Supreme Council. This 
norm should be followed. 

A reference in the regulations to the possibility of meeting in other places 
(while taking of such a decision by the majority) provided the need for the 
presence of the Supreme legislature, as an institution of power in the national 
events, such as the inauguration of the President, say, in the Palace of culture 
"Ukraine". 

However, the decision of such content, is necessary first to be taken not just 
anywhere, but in the session hall, so that it was legitimate. 

The difference of the similar situation of 2000 from the present is that then 
President L. Kuchma was trying to strengthen his influence on the Supreme 
Council with illegitimate actions. For this he created the obedient majority. It did 
not give him dividends, and the referendum organized two months after, in the 
Parliament was not "passed". 

Today the presidential majority, having enough influence wants to neutralize 
the actions of their competitors from the opposition. 

I do not think that this method can be effective. 
It is clear that the current leadership of the Parliament acts according to 

circumstances that were not on its initiative. But it is not possible to go to a 
separate meeting. The legislature is the only one, despite its internal 
contradictions, and it is formed on the basis of joint collusion between those 
who consider themselves to be from different camps, that is, on the basis of the 
electoral law. We see an attempt to "remove" adscititious circumstances, taking 
into account the tactical "failures" at the beginning of this session. 

This can be done by submitting, for example, the principles of internal and 
foreign policy of Ukraine for the consideration. It's not the right, but the 
constitutional duty of the Parliament. While considering this question (and it 
applies to the economy and the social sphere and the system of government, and 
the East-West selection...) let the representatives of different factions defend their  
______________________ 

 * Meeting in the composition of 244 deputies - members of factions of the Party of 
Regions and the Communist Party of Ukraine held in the building of committees in Bankova 
Street, 6-8, as the opposition disrupted the work in the session hall. The Supreme administrative 
court on the submission of M. Katerynchuk declared this meeting legal. In principle it is a 
violation of the Law on regulations, so the submission of the deputy should have been considered 
by the Constitutional Court. 
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position. So the voters can see whom they voted for (I do not exclude that the 
position of those that refer themsekves to the power and the opposition come 
together, because they are the same. At least a real policy for the past 6 years 
confirms that). It turns out that all that is happening today are forms of the 
struggle for power. Only. 

It would not be superfluous at this time for the President to address to the 
people of Ukraine with his message through a session hall. I think that is a chance 
for him, and a way to calm down those who in their seemingly frantic activity do 
not see the indifference of the people to political struggle. 

People are little interested in that struggle, and it does not refer to their 
interests. 
 

- Why do You think the Communist Party is behaving so servile? 
Because the positions that it controls in the government are still pretty minor, 
no Ministers, and the Party of Regions is not going to perform programme 
promises... 

The Communist Party is dependent on the government, that the whole 
peculiarity of its behavior. Programme promises of the Communists were 
creative, loud, reflected the mood of the population. But they were impossible. It 
was well known, first of all to the Communists. 
 

- What is the prospect of the current crisis, and who, in your opinion, 
backpedals it? Does the President understand the consequences of a break 
with the policy pursued on the basis of legitimacy? 

Illegitimate roll, made on 4th April probably can be fixed with a rerun of 
the decisions adopted in the session hall. Perhaps the calculation was made for it, 
I don't know. 

We have already had examples of illegitimate use of the adopted laws, the 
Land Code in particular. About it and such things we can say a lot. What is more 
important: in Ukraine the law does mot work, but the orders of the superiors 
and authorities. The law is used selectively as a tool for holding in obedience 
those who don't agree with the authorities. So it was in previous years, with other 
power regimes. 

And so it will be as long as the entire system of government will not be 
changed. For such a change the Socialist party of Ukraine fought all the time, the 
events of 2004, amendments to the Constitution are the external consequences of 
the struggle. Defamation of socialists by former members of the parties Our 
Ukraine and BYuT in collusion with the current governmental political 
parties is not accidental. They are against democracy and the European model 
of governance. Their current struggle is a struggle for power and to keep 
everything as it is now, not for the law to act and not for the rights of people. The 
current system of government, the presence in it is an access to resources, capital, 
budget funds... What the socialists advocate does not satisfy both the 
government and the opposition, and together they are, by and large, in 
collusion. 
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That is why the socialists are not in the Parliament. Yet. 
 

- In Your opinion, did the Constitutional Court have the right to cancel 
the edition of the Constitution, which came into effect on 1 January 2006? 

No, the Constitutional Court did not have such a right. He can draw 
conclusions regarding the laws and interpret the provisions of the Constitution, but 
not change the content of the Constitution. 

A committed crime that was easily "swallowed" by the Parliament. 
 

- The current Constitution can not be called such, which frankly unties 
the President's hands – it rather makes the Cabinet of Ministers inessential. 
What is Your opinion? 

The question is controversial, because there are a lot of reasons for the 
"inessential" Cabinet of Ministers. 

And the President according to the current provisions of the Fundamental 
law has completely free hands. Whether he is glad of that now, we would like to 
ask. 
 

- What, in Your opinion, does the current opposition do incorrectly – 
after all, in its last actions a critical mass of participants that would make the 
government nervous is still not observed? 

The opposition does something that it is capable of. It, with a few 
exceptions, is the same as the power. It is interested in the opportiunities of the 
authorities, but people do not care. Therefore, the actions are of "poor" content. 

And "predecessors" when "She worked", and the current powers that be look 
like twins with policies, actions and consequences. And people live worse, prices 
and rates are rising, there is no work, bribery is flourishing... People do not trust 
the leaders of the opposition and do not trust the authorities. They do not trust 
...themselves. 
 

- In the EU the group remains strong which, in spite of the apparent, 
conspicuous anti-democratic steps of our government intends in advance to 
sign Association with Ukraine. Will not an attempt to discredit the legislature 
bring down the position of this group in European politics? 

There is not a big danger or risk to the EU. By and large, the signing of the 
document on Association does not threaten the EU, but does not give any 
advantages to Ukraine. It's a gesture, a political game. 

Today, the entire Bankova Street rattled in young voices: "We are for 
Europe!.. We want a scholarship of 500 euros! We want to get strong knowledge in 
the European Universities!.." And the like... It sounded like that. No matter who 
invited young people, because under the opposite flags the slogans are the same. 
And at rallies of the opposition as well. 

Only... Who told you guys that after joining the Association your slogans 
will become a reality? 
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Yes, we have to sign, choosing a reference point. But we must build the 
European life ourselves. Here, not in Western Europe.  

- Your prediction - what will the current parliamentary crisis end with? 
Nothing. It is not clear yet.  

 
 
          04.04.13 
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Congratulations to the readers of the newspaper "Tovarysh" (Comrade), users of 
the Internet. 

Dear friends!! 
Greet each other with the greatest holiday – Victory Day! 

 
From the memorable day of the 9th of May 1945 there is a great distance, 

especially if you use a time scale of human life. 
A few years ago, noting the anniversary date of school graduation, I brought 

there a nice apple tree. Thrifty driver Petro Pavlovych got from the trunk a sapper 
shovel. While I was digging a hole, my classmates and a group of current 
schoolchildren approached. 

- Where did you get that shovel? Was not there a bigger one? –one of my 
classmates joked.  

- I got used to this. I have it still from the front, - I responded with a joke for 
a joke. 

My peers laughed. And the schoolchildren... They perceived the said as a 
reality. For them the war is a far distant history, and those who know it closer than 
they do, are beyond their perception too. 

So it is. But it requires even more to treat the history of the war not as the 
previous episode. Levity that is observed in the plots concerning the Victory Day 
on TV bothers. Flimsy operations, the new uniforms of field commanders and 
fighters, light achieving and calm attitude to blood... It is impossible to film the 
tragedy of global dimension in such a way and to devalue the Victory like that in 
the Great Patriotic War – let's not forget this name. Do not forget about the 
unthinkable price of this Victory. Remember the soldier who brought it to us, 
hoping for eternal peace and happiness to live. 

It is necessary to be responsible.  
 

          30.04.13 
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From the forum in Hungary 
 

May 12 – 14 in Budapest 6-th forum "Europe – Ukraine" took place. The 
event is representative: about 200 people from across Europe – from Portugal and 
Sweden to Moldova and Romania the discussions were led on the prospects and 
problems of European integration of Ukraine. Politicians, scientists, experts in 
power economy and other industries, diplomats, members of Parliament expressed 
their views on this topic. A plenary meeting of the forum, three thematic round 
tables and six workshops (panel sessions) under the slogan "Ukraine – EU: new 
approaches to old problems" were held. 

Ukraine was represented at the forum by Pro-government and opposition 
politicians from the Parliament and government, scientific and analytical 
institutions and extra-parliamentary political organizations. This gave the 
opportunity to evaluate problems from different perspectives, by the way, it would 
be useful to practice in Ukraine, so that at home, at the discussions with 
similar content only one – one and a half well-known thoughts did not sound. 

A peculiar feature of the forum lies in the fact that it was the last before the 
November event EU in Vilnius, which will determine the fate of the agreement 
on associated membership of Ukraine in EU. It added the severity to the 
statements, although, frankly, to the well-known "old problems" – Ukraine's 
European integration – new approaches were little revealed. Except that the former 
Deputy Minister for Foreign Affairs of Ukraine Oleksandr Chalyi, now President 
of the company "Crant Thornton" in Ukraine, offered a different look at the issue 
of customs cooperation between Ukraine and Russia in the context of the interests 
of the European Union. This proposal intensified the discussions at one of the 
seminars. And though O. Chalyi did not propose Ukrainian membership in the 
Customs Union with Russia, Belarus and Kazakhstan, in Europe and the world 
turned out to be already established stereotype: either – or . Either a political 
agreement on associated membership in the EU is signed, or economic (for the 
most part) decision on the entry of Ukraine into the Customs Union. 

Such an ultimatum indicates the presence of "the shadow of Hamlet" in the 
forum – the interests of major players in global politics, in particular the USA and 
China. Does Europe need Russia and what kind of? What is the true cause of the 
financial and economic crisis in the world? How do the EU countries relate to the 
functioning of offshore zones – the "black holes" of global and national 
economies? Such questions arose in the conversations of the forum participants, 
but they were not the subject of analysis, although their importance for the main 
theme of the forum is extremely important. 

The fact that Ukraine should conclude an agreement on associated 
membership in the EU raises no doubt. But it is not a panacea for our inner 
problems and not the basis of speculative statements of the competitors of the 
power on the French pension in Ukraine, German salaries and so on. The 
agreement is an action plan for the implementation of European standards of 
public life. Plan, which is controlled by the EU. So you should understand the 
agreement because it doesn't include the membership in the EU at least in "the 
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foreseeable future", at least in the next decade. This was frankly stated by the 
participants of the plenary meeting with the US and Britain. And the 
representatives of other countries did not forget about the contradictions within the 
EU on the lines of "North – South", about the troubled times of the union. 

We wish the EU to overcome their difficulties. For us however, it is 
important to implement the European fundamentals of democracy in Ukraine. 
This what was my speech about.     

 
          15.05.13 
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Concerning the statement of the Chairman of the Committee of Voters 
of Ukraine O. Chernenko* 

 
When such judgments are expressed by a layman processed by dependent 

media, that can be understandable. But when the person repeats the same, 
constantly rotating in the policy, and it's chosen occupation by him, it is at least 
unprofessional. The expert has to give an evaluation of fact or phenomenon 
comprehensively. 

Yes, slander worked. It will take time for people sober to assess an event. 
And I remembered that either I or the party did not change slogans and 
positions, in the election campaign of 2006, and did not promise to be 
"orange" (they were campaigning against the socialists), and broke the 
preliminary agreement after the businessmen of the party Our Ukraine, and the 
Party of Regions had agreed about coalition "of two". Yushchenko was looking for 
a reason to accuse the socialists of the impossibility of a coalition "from the 
Maidan" (the candidacy of Yekhanurov, Poroshenko, more than three months 
of red tape...). 

If someone is accusing me of departing from Yushchenko, why those 
accusing refused it altogether in five years? It is not accidentally that the expert 
mentioned it. I just knew the reasons before the others. I knew that the problem 
was in the relationship (because of the access to the gas pipe) between Yushchenko 
and Tymoshenko. This is confirmed by the squabbles between them for several 
years, at that time the socialists did not interfere with their "unity". 

I was accused by former party members. One recent prisoner, violating 
official duties, served Yushchenko to destroy the Parliament. Later he went to 
Tymoshenko, feeling his prospect there. Somehow it was never called a treason. 
Other, permanent negotiator, the Minister, two years later, said about Yu. 
Tymoshenko, 
________________________ 

 * (From The Internet). For a politician two kinds of responsibility can be provided: 
political - for non-fulfillment of promises, change of position, and legal - if politicians and 
officials committed the offence, criminal or administrative offense. This opinion was expressed 
by Chairman of the Committee of voters of Ukraine Oleksandr Chernenko. "Political 
responsibility in Ukraine - we have for the entire 20-year history seen a few examples when 
politicians that violated, disappointed voters, were afraid of policy - it's 2007, early election, the 
Socialist party, Oleksandr Moroz, who went to the polls under some slogans, and then went into 
the majority with "regions", - he was not elected. And the presidential example is Viktor 
Yushchenko, who after 5 years was the fifth or sixth in the next presidential elections," - the 
expert said. In his opinion, "all other examples of political responsibility in Ukraine do not 
work". In particular, he noted that the Communists are constantly represented in the Parliament, 
although the promises are not fulfilled. 

"Another example is the famous "party-hoppers", who change the political position, 
party, and, nevertheless, they are on and on elected... That is why a political liability in Ukraine 
almost never works. There is nothing to say about the legal one" - said Chernenko. At the same 
time, the Chairman of the Board of the Committee of voters of Ukraine said that the example of 
ex-Prime Minister of Ukraine Yulia Tymoshenko "doesn't stand up to scrutiny". 
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what I was telling her in the face in his presence. He, too, is "consistent", not 
commented person in the media. 

Forget about them. People, ingeneral, are smarter than politicians. In 2007, 
4.5 % of the electorate voted for the socialists. Yushchenko and his team in 
Transcarpathia, especially in Odesa and other regions, "tried", so we didn't get 22 
thousand of votes. To contact someone was useless. "Democracy" was gaining 
momentum. 

This and technology of the 2012 elections, could have been mentioned by 
the Chairman of the Committee of voters – it is his topic. Meanwhile, the "will of 
the people" (here the argument of O. Chernenko is grounded) emerged. It turns out 
that it can be formed on a false basis. This requires money and information 
space, i.e. the same money. 

At the same time, I acknowledge the made mistakes. The attempt to form a 
coalition with the "orange" liberals, as well as creating it with the liberals 'regional' 
for the ideological party is a wrong move. Especially under the conditions of 
domination of business interests. But it's a different story.  

 
                                                                             O.O. MOROZ 

 
 
           25.07.2013 



 320 

Interview to "Tax Truth" 
 

Goals and benchmarks 
Oleksandr MOROZ: "We must abandon the vertical of power, inherited from 

Batu Khan" 
 

The legislature expresses the will of big business, that is acts in the 
interests of four percent of the population. This is the fundamental difference 
of the Ukrainian Parliament from the parliaments of other countries. How to 
separate government from business? Will we manage to solve such problems 
after signing the Ukraine–European Union Association Agreement? To these 
and other questions Oleksandr Moroz answers, who was twice Chairman of 
the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) (1994-1998 and 2006-2007). 

Tax Truth: Mr Moroz, do You agree with the fact that in Ukrainian 
politics there are too many money "bags"?  

Oleksandr MOROZ: I have repeatedly told reporters the story of how 
Poland I asked a colleague (local deputy), how many businessmen are there in the 
Parliament? "Not one, - he answered - and what do they have to do there?". This is 
how our Parliament differs from other parliaments, even from the Parliament, 
which was at the dawn of independence. Business in the power hampers the 
state government. It usually represents industries, which produce goods with little 
expenditures where there are a few jobs. This production is oriented for export and 
their local market, the difference between domestic and world prices. Providing 
profits of a small segment of the population, we eliminate the entire industry, and 
thus, inhibit the development of the economy and the state in general. 
 

Tax Truth: Can you give specific examples? 
O. MOROZ: Take, for example, agricultural sector. Today it is dominated 

by latifundia with huge amounts of several hundred thousand hectares. They are 
used by some individuals, the so-called "investors". They are trying to obtain high 
profits, invest in the organization primarily agriculture, transfer it to the production 
of monocultures, in particular of wheat, corn, sunflower, rape, soybean (for biofuel 
production and sales abroad). Meanwhile they liquidate everything that involves 
the development of technologies which is necesary for livestock as well as the 
population. These, they say, are the additional costs, which is less profitable than 
in crop production. And the power promotes these "investors". 
 

Tax Truth: What authorities do You mean? 
O. MOROZ: Listen, for example, to the comments of the Minister of 

agrarian policy, who beats his chest, saying, the crops grow almost every year. In 
fact, the situation is different: the technology of growing crops is violated. What is 
the use of number indicators? This is only important for a few "families" that are 
engaged in the sale of these products abroad. 

Tax Truth: What is the solution? 
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O. MOROZ: It is necessary to solve a fundamental issue that I raised when 
I was the leader of the Socialist party. We tried to carry out reforms in 2004 to 
reduce the administrative pressure. We must abandon the vertical of power, 
inherited from Batu Khan. 
 

Tax Truth: What do You mean? 
O. MOROZ: In the time of Batu Russian princes received labels for the 

government of their Principality, and had to do a census regularly. It was necessary 
to know who does what and accordingly to levy taxes. By the way, then taxes were 
much less than today, they only paid the "tithe". Of course, the princes had to carry 
out an administrative function – to keep everything under control and report to the 
Golden Horde. Since then, what has changed? Almost nothing. In districts there 
are representatives of the regional administrations (appointed from the above), and 
no one is accountable to the community, and the people themselves can't 
decide on anything. Local councils are inactive and decorative. Taxes go "up" - 
to the center, and then back to the "bottom" in the form of subventions. Meanwhile 
the powerful production (metallurgy, chemistry, power economy etc) is export-
oriented: its income (due to the difference in the prices) gets into the budget and 
into the pockets of a few. And income taxes from the amounts that cannot be 
hidden, are so tiny that it does not "make the difference". Big capitals are 
transferred to their accounts abroad.  
 

Tax Truth: But, agree, it is not so bad in our Ukrainian "hut". For 
example, in July 2013, the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) adopted the 
law on transfer pricing: its implementation will allow for efficient mechanisms 
to prevent uncontrolled withdrawal of capital from our country to offshore 
accounts and jurisdictions with low tax rates. 

O. MOROZ. Offshore is not just a problem in Ukraine. In recent years, 
especially during the financial and economic crisis at international level the issue 
of the so-called "black zones" has been raised. But actually no one dared to close 
them. Why? Probably in those countries there are powerful lobbies that profits 
from this and affects the formation of the government. Although, of course, the 
foreign economic system formed under the transparent control, including, tax laws. 
And we have it on hals-criminal basis. Imagine the following situation: in one 
city, district or region there is no administration, but there are selected really 
councils, which are responsible for the standard of living, schools, lighted streets 
and paved sidewalks. Today it is impossible. Even today the village council has no 
rights and opportunities. The only thing it can is to hang the national flag above the 
porch. Therefore, the community may, at its discretion dispose of natural 
resources: land, ponds, minerals and the like. Who disposes of it? Appointed 
administration! Hence bribery, corruption and speculation. 
 

Tax Truth: When You first headed the Parliament, the State tax 
administration has been created in Ukraine. And then we were "pleased" by 
the Ministry of income and fees. What can You tell about his activities? 



 322 

O. MOROZ: Unfortunately, there is very little enjoyable. We are the 
eyewitnesses of pressure on business, and therefore a person. This raises another 
question: how may the tax authorities advertise themselves? In what state is there 
such a thing that the tax authorities boast that they care about public finance? If 
you want to take care of, so do it without noisy ads, because you get paid for it. 
And where is this cash taken from? In the state budget it is not provided. 
Obviously, there is money that is not taken into account. Here's a paradox: there is 
not enough money for education and medicine, but the streets of the capital are 
filled with the advertising of taxmen. 
 

Tax Truth: What would You do if you became Minister of incomes and 
fees? 

O. MOROZ: First of all, I would initiate a solution to the question of 
waiver of value added tax. Instead, I would introduce a turnover tax. In this 
case, the Ministerial staff will be reduced several times, there will be more order 
and the money will be better gathered to fill the budget.  
 

Tax Truth: Why do You oppose VAT?  
O. MOROZ: Value added tax is acceptable for stable, developed and 

controlled economies. And we know that the functioning of the tax system has a 
certain inertia. Laid parameters, as a rule, acquire relevant content: additional 
functions, staff and the like. Therefore, to cancel it immediately is not easy, 
because a stable connection is guaranteed by a certain income. The tax system 
should work automatically. As far as I know, the former chief tax collector 
Mykola Azarov is good at these matters. When he became the Prime Minister, he 
promised to introduce an automatic system. So is it introduced or not? For some it 
is, for most it is not. Let’s take the problem of VAT refund. We are talking about 
an interesting "savings" of funds, because the money is not returned to all, working 
capital of many is withdrawn. It's not just the administration, but the impact on 
specific entities, so they did as they were ordered. Everything is divided into "ours" 
and "theirs". 
 

Tax Truth: Will we be able to solve these problems after the signing of 
the Ukraine–European Union Association Agreement? 

O. MOROZ Everything depends on us. We can sign dozens of various 
agreements of such content. And what is the result? More than a dozen years ago, 
the Socialist party has issued a slogan: "Let's Build Europe in Ukraine". We 
have compiled a list of program commitments that should have been done 
concerning the local government, the judiciary, the Prosecutor's office etc. Then 
we were ridiculed by all: the government, the left radicals as well as the right. And 
today, our party slogans actually were included in the text of the Ukraine–
European Union Association Agreement. They have made a "discovery"! 
Around this issue almost all political forces have united. And even then I said and 
now I repeat: nobody takes us anywhere. All this must be done by ourselves. 
They will not come from Europe to us to fight corruption or to change the current 



 323 

system, which claims bribery and transfers the functions of public services at the 
mercy of commercial structures. For example, you want to legalize inheritance. 
You go to the appropriate office, and there the official says to whom and where to 
go. It turns out – in a commercial structure! You have to pay for who knows 
what the big money. It turns out to inherit the house, you need to pay as much 
as it costs. Bribes are demanded from you so that officials were able to share with 
their superiors. Another example: the owner built a house on his own land. It is 
necessary to connect it to the grid. It turns out that someone has already bought 
the transformer substation and is now selling kilowatt-hours for 8-10 
thousand dollars per developer. As a rule, in a cooperative there are 30-50 plots. 
So figure out what will be the profit. And what about local authorities? They are 
silent, because it is "approved" with the local administration. As a result, 
people feel that they do not live in their state. The system of government has no 
initiatives at local level. Many of our compatriots are looking for protection from 
such realities. Today 9 out of 10 graduates want to work abroad. One friend, who 
graduated the prestigious school based on the Institute of foreign languages, told 
me: after the graduation only three left of the entire class remained to work in 
Ukraine. And it is necessary that it was the opposite.  

Therefore, we need to restructure the system of governance, and hence 
social policy on the basis of changes of the government system. For this you need 
to amend the Constitution, to increase the role of local councils and to eliminate 
the district administrations. Until in the district the inspector will sit and there 
will not be any initiative from the bottom. If the councils become independent, 
they will work for the benefit of community, develop entrepreneurship and thus 
increase the revenues of local budgets. This is the fundamental difference between 
the European model and the Ukrainian.  

Volodymyr HALEHA interviewed 
 
 
        24.10.13 



 324 

Report of the XIX Congress of the Socialist party of Ukraine 
 

About the necessity of adopting and main provisions 
of the new edition of the Program of the Socialist party of Ukraine 

 
XVIII Congress of the Socialist party of Ukraine and the next meeting of the 

Political Council of the Socialist party of Ukraine have recognized the need to 
formulate the party's position regarding public processes now and in the future, to 
analyze the causes of the loss of the party influence on them, to develop the 
program of reforming the activities of the party to restore its credibility. 
Analysis of the content of these tasks logically reduced to the necessity of 
preparing of a new edition of the party program. 

Not all activists of the party agree with this need, considering that the 
Program in force was adopted in 2000, has not been yet fulfilled so there is no 
need to adopt its new edition. This opinion is justified. But for the sake of 
objectivity it should be recognized that the current minimum program and, of 
course, the maximum program have so long-term prospects that are unlikely to 
serve as a guideline not only for the current party make-up, but for generations of 
our successors. Who doubts that conclusion, read the basic guidelines of the 
maximum-program: national enterprise and national economy, overcoming of 
mercenarism in work, civil society (in which "the state is used as a means of 
ensuring full expression of the individual"), civil consent as the basis for 
sustainable peace... All these are eye-catching landmarks, but they are sharply, 
more sharply than before, discordant with reality. We can't abandon them (that was 
envisaged in the new draft), but shall concentrate on what needs to be changed in 
the society now, what efforts the party should make, how the current situation 
differs from that when we approved the Program in force. 

Such concerns the minimum program as well. Its goals provide for the 
elimination of the clan regime and establishment of democratic system of 
government. For the opposition party, which was and remains the Socialist 
party of Ukraine, such a goal likely means the maximum tasks, and just 
aforementioned objectives of the maximum program should be attributed to the 
theoretical problems that require the development taking into consideration 
materialistic ideas of Marxism-Leninism and world achievements, which in many 
aspects were not predicted not only by classics of theory, but by us as well – 
contemporaries of change. We are talking about global connections of economy 
and policy, new information space as a materialized dynamic resource, 
influencing production, trade and political relations, on the formation of people's 
consciousness and their values. It is also about the common challenges for the 
humanity: ecology, climate change, limited energy resources and food 
products, new diseases with symptoms of the epidemic, terrorism, drug 
trafficking and other things. The classics proved that capitalism is the eve of 
socialist formation, but they did not analyse the circumstances (the practice did not 
offer them), when capitalist relations would hamper the development of society as 
we see under the current specific conditions of Ukraine and many other countries. 
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In 2005, in our assessments of changes under the influence of the Socialist 
party of Ukraine in the context of the minimum program we rushed with a 
conclusion for achieving the objective under the program - the establishment 
of the people's democratic power. The reality tweaked us. Although no one will 
deny that it is thanks to the socialists in 2004 managed to achieve the constitutional 
changes in which the balance of power would be legally established, influence of 
the people on the formation of domestic and foreign policy through its 
representative body – the Parliament would increase. But those were only the 
beginnings of a new system of government. They opened opportunities for 
practical consolidation of the previous legal positions, the conquest which was the 
primary task of the socialists. I remind of them so that party members, and the 
population in general, did not forget that the legal space of the state includes the 
components listed and protected primarily by the socialists: the Constitution 
and democratic amendments to it, the laws on local self-government, the role of 
communities, on the priority of social development of the village, on collective 
agricultural enterprises and farming, on education and preservation of compulsory 
secondary education, on the vocational education system and all laws in the 
social sphere (in relation to the veterans, pensioners, children of the time of war, 
affected by Chornobyl, the disabled...). 

The socialists were among the first who raised voice in defense of freedom 
of speech and human rights. We have organized civil resistance to development 
of criminal dictatorship at the beginning of the new Millennium. This resistance 
gave hope for the achievement of freedoms and subsequently culminated in the 
Maidan (Maidan which was betrayed, but not by us). After the loss of the highest 
podium in the state and with the information blockade, we have not forgotten about 
our programme goals, defending the rights of people in courts, various walkouts, 
supporting the children of the time of war, Chornobyl veterans, Afghan War 
veterans and residents of hostels. We took part in the actions of those who 
disagreed with the draft Labour Code, with the selfish building of cities and with 
many other topics. 

We name struggle directions not to brag, because there is not enough 
success. We say that legal space was formed and defended in practice by the 
efforts of the socialists in the direction of justice, human rights and democracy. But 
social development is not straightforward and unambiguous and it happens not 
only under our influence. More precisely, today it is regressive, leads to the 
degradation of the state, the society, a person. So to speak about the achievement 
of program objectives – the establishment of the people's democratic system 
of government – was impossible. "The government is increasingly alienated from 
a person", it is recorded in current Minimum Program and to overcome this 
alienation, it is necessary "to involve people to actively participate in the affairs of 
the state, production and society...". The program envisaged to solve together with 
other democratic forces the question of power, then to ensure the socialisation of 
production, distribution and consumption. In practice, we moved away from the 
first goal – power, and concerning socialization... we see that it becomes the 
prospect of an extremely large distances in time.  
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Because of it the Theoretical Council and the working group preparing the 
new draft programme, focused on those issues that the party can provide, 
initiate or encourage today or within a few, let’s say, ten years. So we avoided 
theoretical considerations, pragmatically assessing the impact and opportunities of 
the party. However, we could not ignore the insights of contemporary analysis of 
global trends, proof of which we find in Ukraine and not only there. We are talking 
about a term, which caused resentment among part of the party members who took 
part in the discussion of the draft paper - of capitalism of the Center and 
peripheral capitalism. 

But what objections can be, when such a thing exists? One can cite dozens 
of examples in the world, but it is enough to assess the situation in Ukraine itself. 
What's the system? The capitalist, with some non-positive characteristics. It 
differs from the system in Germany, France, Britain, and other developed 
countries, where the economy is powerful, provides the internal balance of supply 
and demand, where there are obvious symptoms of scientific progress? Yes, our 
capitalism is significantly different in this component, even without mentioning 
that it is trying to avoid its social responsibilities. We have no private economic 
sector, resilient against external influences, and the recent wave of the next crisis 
has demonstrated this. Ukraine has firmly attached to the world market with 
exports and imports, and the slightest recession there turns as a catastrophe, 
stagnation and dismissal of workers. Our export is focused solely on goods with 
low added value, actually, the material in which the highest rate of profit is hidden, 
therefore, easy pickings for the owner. But such production causes unemployment 
(a vivid example – agro-industrial complex), the modern Ukrainian capitalists 
are not interested in innovation, they inhibit technological progress. It's not 
even a periphery, a colony of a century ago – a colony where dozens of clans 
privatized the state. 

Under such conditions, we hear from our political opponents talk about the 
capitalist prosperity of Ukraine. We supposedly will do as "civilized" countries 
and... a bright future awaits us. No, in such a way we will always lag behind the 
West, where relations were formed during decades where the interstate balances 
are protected as internal balances. Remember, the President of France at the peak 
of the crisis, forbade employers to close down production in the territory of their 
country, and to do so only in foreign branches of corporations. We, as a colony, 
are such as the Centre needs us, feeding it with raw materials, inexpensive 
human resources and area of sales of goods. Look at the streets, how many jobs 
Ukraine has created during the years of reforms for Germans, the French, the 
Japanese, Koreans in their automotive industries, for the Chinese - in consumer 
goods, for Italians and Turks – in the production of clothes, shoes and the like. It 
created jobs "out there" and destroyed "here", expelling its people into exile. A 
similar situation is in Bulgaria, Romania and Baltic countries. Such an obvious 
prospect for the countries of peripheral capitalism. 

We have to talk about it, and provide in the Program what is the state (not 
just party) problem – creation of our own, resistant to external challenges, 
domestic economic space. To say and to offer means for it: entrepreneurship, co-
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operation, reanimation of about 50 thousand destroyed entities. To offer state 
mechanisms of regulation of the economy through the imposition of maximum 
rates of return, through credit and tax policy. 

In order for this to happen, we need to solve perhaps the most difficult task – 
to include in the conversion process a p e r s o n, citizen, community. That is 
why the Program determines the key objective of the reform of the system of 
government, uphold the principles of self-government and self-organization of 
the population. They are those areas where the party and social organizations can 
really join reforms. Not casually at a recent meeting of the Political executive 
committee a resolution on the promotion of legal registration of community rights 
through their charters provided by the law for was adopted. We are convinced 
that the transition from paternalism to true democracy is possible only 
through social practice. Any monarch, moreover encumbered only by 
experience of the official, administrator or Manilov understanding of yourself and 
the world will not lead to the democracy. Only the creation of conditions under 
which everyone is responsible for themselves, the community, the state, 
transforms democracy from the Declaration into a real factor of life, and a person 
– into a citizen. We are for the creation of such conditions and legal registration of 
community rights is one of necessary in the direction of the steps. 

This work can be carried out for one or two years, and more importantly to 
teach the asset of communities to enjoy their rights, particularly rights to land, 
communal property and natural resources. Then it will be easier to carry out 
reforms relating to the social funds on the basis of rental payments, ownership 
of objects of public property. These are also the points of our program, the 
implementation of which guarantees the reality of social objectives (education, 
healthcare, pensions, support of relevant categories of people). Then the welfare of 
people will grow, their consciousness will be different. Then it is easier to rely on 
the political support of citizens, in particular in elections. 

Creation of our own, relatively speaking, the national economy sector does 
not mean opposition to the civilizational choice of the state and society. But not in 
a speculative way, as it is done in recent years, when the vectors "East-West" are 
manipulate by who wants it. Chapter of the draft Program "Ukraine in a globalized 
world" relates to this topic. Please note that we do not talk about the episode in the 
political process – the signing of the Vilnius agreement. After all, how the power 
and its competitors would not have built their discussions, the question of the 
status of Ukraine as a neighbour and the question of signing of the agreement 
was not resolved in Ukraine or even in Brussels, but it was resolved by the 
World government. In Ukraine today it is just an excuse for political positioning. 
Tomorrow, as it has been not once another reason will appear. And you should 
not rely on manna from heaven from Europe. None will do for us what we have 
to do ourselves. But when 15 years ago we proclaimed the slogan "Let's Build 
Europe in Ukraine", fingers were pointed at us by liberal government and left 
radical forces. But today what we suggested a long time ago, first of all self-
governing principles, the changing roles of prosecutor’s office, court, anti-
corruption action etc have became provisions of the Vilnius agreement - the 
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document regarding which our opponents suddenly "have seen the light". The 
benefits of the transaction will be reduced to a minimum effect from the 
monitoring of Ukraine's fulfilment of its obligations. And it is "plus". 

The government worked poorly on the agreement, rather it is a document 
written from the position of the EU (especially in the chapters of trade and 
economic prospects of power economy, the use of the armed forces). We also have 
to fight for the implementation of truly democratic transformations to include 
the citizens of Ukraine in the construction of their own state and with their 
participation to find the right ways to protect the interests of Ukraine and its people 
in a somewhat new situation. That is an only advantage of a foreign policy 
demarche. 

Having the democratic transformations most of the tensions that are 
artificially inflamed now and refer to our relations with Russia and other CIS 
countries will be easier alleviated. The alternative "either-or" is far-fetched. 
The Eurasian space has common interests, and they will dominate in the world 
politics in the not so distant time.  

In the report there is no need to transfer all the contents of the draft 
programme. There is no really clear classification of the socio-class structure of 
society, that the Kharkiv comrades notice, in particular. In this topic there are 
many controversial provisions and bringing them into the document does little to 
strengthen the position of the party. It is enough that we reaffirm the provision of 
the Program in force on the expression of the interests of employees. It is 
important that we see the essence of the changes that have occurred in Ukraine 
over the past 13 years, we understand the ways of overcoming harmful events and 
trends to people, openly name appropriate ways.  

Our Program is real. But the reality is possible under one strict condition –
the unity of the party, conscious discipline and organization of each member of 
the party. 

 
          12.10.13 
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From the online conference in the Studio of News of Ukraine – From-UA 
 

Viktor Mykolaiovych: - In Your opinion, what political component does 
the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of this convocation lack? What caused 
such a sharp confrontation between the government and the opposition, and how it 
can end? 

Oleksandr Moroz: - In my opinion, the question should be put more 
precisely: why do we have this composition of the Parliament today, but not why 
are there not enough representatives of some political forces, because the structure 
of the Parliament, which is today, involves the conflict of a situation. In fact, 
today, the idea is implemented which was hatched by the current government - a 
system of government similar to the American, where political structures or the 
political system is formed by two parties. But there is another nature of the 
formation of these different parties and other procedure of their coming to power.  

For example, when Obama was elected as a President, few know that there 
was a dozen of candidates, and not two. When it was about representation in the 
Parliament of the United States of the political forces, then there were not two 
political forces, but more than a dozen. But for some reason only two of the 
presidential candidates were shown on TV, only two parties are known. This 
scheme is trying to be introduced for us. But there is a fundamental difference. 
In the United States elections are provided by the Federal reserve system (the most 
influential institution in social life, which, incidentally, makes decision about issue 
of the dollar, it is outside the control of power, government, Parliament, though it 
was contrary to their Constitution), it determines in advance who will be the 
President, what political forces will be presented and other issues of national 
importance. 

But there it is at least clear who is funding the program. And our funding 
comes from one source, it is semi-criminal or criminal, and for this reason it 
would be necessary to estimate the composition of today's Parliament. It is clear 
that the power has the majority, in the Parliament it is represented by the Party of 
Regions, there are Communists who are dependent on them and will support them. 
Those who consider themselves to be independent (although this is contrary to the 
Constitution at the time of appearance of this group) are also on the side of the 
power, no doubt. Well, there is the opposition, which in its political convictions 
does not differ from those in power, it just demonstrates their opposition, aiming 
for full power. So naturally, the conflicts that arise in Parliament, are not principal 
in their essence, because the current opposition led the same political line, which 
the current government leads. There are discussions about minor issues, on the so-
called political persecution, in relation to other things that for an ordinary citizen 
are of little importance and do not provide anyhing useful.  

Heorhii, Vinnytsia: - I consider that the immunity of deputies, ministers, 
the President must be abolished! And I also want to say that we abandoned the 
death penalty too soon! Would You support my idea? 

Oleksandr Moroz: - There is such a view, there are many supporters. 
Firstly, the Ministers do not have the status of the immunity. Secondly, who 



 330 

will exercise the right to imposition of the death penalty and implementation of 
this type of punishment? I believe that this question can be addressed, but it is not 
so important. In many countries of the world where there is no death penalty, laws 
and regulations are working effectively. Obviously, that's not the reason, I mean 
the presence or absence of such a law. An important question that was put already 
by Chatskyi: "But who are judges?"*.  

Ruslan, Poltava: Why are You so strongly against the sale of land? This is a 
normal world experience of the land market… Look, the land in the EU is a 
commodity, and their peasants don't live as poorly as ours. What are You so afraid 
of in this matter, nevertheless You have nothing to lose.... 

Oleksandr Moroz: - I have nothing to lose, that’s right. But people, nation 
and state have something to lose. And a lot has already been lost. Compare the 
village before and after the criminal Kuchma's reforms. 

I remain a staunch supporter of the inadmissibility of turning the land into a 
commodity. The topic is very broad, obviously, the interview is not for it. I would 
have referred for this reason to many publications, including my own, but I will 
refer to one detail. In 1990, two dozens of Nobel laureates in Economics, of 
Americans origin, appealed to Gorbachev, the then-President of the country, with 
insistent recommendation not to allow the turning of land into a commodity, 
because there will be consequences that we see today.  

When we are talking about land as a commodity, it is necessary to know 
where will be people, primarily peasants, villagers, what will they get from it? 
Now it is the end of autumn field works, a corp of corn is being collected... I was 
in the area yesterday and saw some owners of land shares with the bags in the 
field, who were looking for what remained of the harvest. That is their right, and 
about everything else – I ask you just to read on the Internet, in the newspaper 
newspaper "Tovarysh" (Comrade) (I've published several pamphlets), there are 
books under the editorship of Professor V. Maliienko and academician V.Kliui 
wrote about this very convincingly in his works, in the letter to the President. The 
socialists (I was the initiator of the adoption of such recommendations) believe that 
the land shares need to be bought by the state from the citizens and give for the 
rent to the users - that is the solution. It removes all flimsy and acquired problems 
and opens up the prospect, for the peasantry in particular.  

Yeva, Odesa: - Do You take part in the work of the Constitutional 
Assembly? Whether there will be amendments made to the Constitution and when? 
What they have to do with - with the presidential elections in the Parliament? 

Oleksandr Moroz: - Probably there will be amendments to the Constitution. 
Today the Constitutional Assembly (this institution I perceive as the Commission 
on the preparation of legislative initiative of the President, I agreed to enter it, in 
order not to miss any venture with the Constitution) is completing the preparation 
of a total revision of the concept of amendments. In my opinion, this document is 
interesting and could be the basis for the preparation of the draft law. But, in any 
case, in this concept the election of the President in the Parliament is not provided  
____________________ 

* A. Griboyedov "Woe from wit". 
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(and I'm sure that this will not happen). Externally in content the conception, and 
the speech of the President before the beginning of work of the "Assembly" 
reflects the intention to democratize social life, political system and to make a 
democratic state. But the practice suggests otherwise. For example, we have 
prepared a section, which deals with the judicial system, and being drawn out of 
context of general concept, and being interpreted, it has been submitted to the 
Parliament as a draft law on amendments to the Constitution. The Venice 
Commission thus expressed a positive assessment of that document, because it is 
supposed there to depoliticize the judicial system. But it missed the fact that the 
judicial system, in fact, is subordinated to one person – the President, and it is 
irrelevant to democracy. Therefore, will the amendments to the Constitution be 
adopted before the presidential elections? I think no, because the Parliament is not 
willing to make amendments exactly as they are prepared by the Constitutional 
Assembly. 

VVP: - Are You not afraid of the fascist Ukraine? Why do so many people 
vote for supporters of national socialists? What has changed in the consciousness 
of Ukrainians? 

Oleksandr Moroz: - I am concerned with this trend, which has been 
created and is supported by the government. Though the population, especially 
from Western Ukraine (I know what I speak about, because I met many local 
residents), reacts to the actions of the extreme right, keeping somewhere at the 
genetic level the sense of fear that plagued them during the war and after the war 
until 1953.  

It's not about belief, it is really a fear, on the one hand. On the other hand, 
the cover with slogans about the superiority of the Ukrainian nation, a peculiar 
understanding of the principles of sovereignty in the state and so on – sometimes 
only look attractive, but these forces have received the support because the power 
is not acting in the interests of the people. Therefore, speaking against the 
government the nationalist become active. That's what worries me, but I think 
people have enough experience not to allow the development of this trend to 
dangerous levels.  

Who-who?: - Your opinion: Is it necessary to hold a referendum on joining 
the EU, the Customs Union and other structures? What will it give to Ukraine, in 
terms of the positive and the negative? 

Oleksandr Moroz: - Referendum will not give anything, that, by the way, 
the supporters of the referendum know, it can only give us negative, legalizing 
extremely reactionary law on all-Ukrainian referendum, according to which any 
intention of the people will not be established by referendum.  

As for the movement to the West, the East, the signing of the Vilnius 
Agreement... At the party Congress, which took place three weeks ago, we adopted 
a resolution in which, inter alia, is stated that the question of accession and the 
becoming of Ukraine an associate member of the EU is decided not in Kyiv, 
not in Moscow and not even in Brussels. This is an element of the world 
geopolitics and Ukraine is no longer a subject but an object of that policy. 
Therefore, the decision was made, I think that the Agreement will be signed. 
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What is positive here? 15 years ago we proclaimed the slogan "Let’s build 
Europe in Ukraine!". It was met with ridicule as impossible purpose by the current 
authorities and the current self-proclaimed opposition. But the most interesting 
thing is that in the Vilnius Agreement, and I carefully worked it, the political 
part is completely consistent with what we proposed 15 years ago: the 
democratization of public life, the other electoral law, transparency, local self-
government (the true, European, not the parody that we have), other functions of 
the Prosecutor's office and so on. It was all in our election materials. Today all of 
a sudden all "have seen the light" and believe that it should be done. Yes, it 
should be done, but not to hope that someone from Europe will come to us to do it: 
to fight corruption, provide jobs, social security, rights and freedoms of the 
individual. We should do it ourselves! In this sense at least monitoring of the 
situation in Ukraine from the European community would be useful. But I repeat: 
we should not expect manna from heaven. 

Here is a vivid example. I recently met with colleagues from Lithuania: 
every year the population of Lithuania is shrinking by 1.5%, economy, production 
is curtailed, and in vain someone tells us: we will have the average French salary, 
German pensions and so on. This will not be as long as we do not develop our 
economy, so that the earnings of people were provided here and not in 
Europe.  

Is the current government able to do it? Unlikely, because our authorities 
are business, and it is built absolutely not to serve the interests of the 
Ukrainian people. There are many difficulties and challenges. In Lithuania the 
average salary today is $ 200, you should not entertain any illusions about joining 
the EU. By the way, the situation in Bulgaria is even worse, it is not better in 
Romania, there are difficulties in Hungary, where today the political forces claim 
the need to exit the EU. I'm not a supporter or opponent of these claims. One 
useful thing is in the expected signing - the country's commitments regarding 
the democratization of public life.  

As for the Customs Union I think, Russia is waging the wrong policy. I 
have recently exchanged views with representatives of the Russian political forces 
and talked about the fact that customs wars, and the situation concerning gas are all 
the mistakes in the work of Russian authorities and political forces, especially that 
it is possible to find beneficial relations with the countries of the Customs Union as 
for Ukraine as well as for the countries of the Customs Union. 

Oleh: - Your opinion: should Ukraine go to Europe at the cost of 
"liberation" of Tymoshenko? 

Oleksandr Moroz: - It happened so that I was not in Ukraine last week, and 
did not watch Ukrainian TV. I have turned on the TV - one theme. We have been 
talking about Yulia Tymoshenko for 2 years. Do we have no other problems? 
Kwasniewski* asked me about the imprisonment of Yulia, I told him that it was 
bad when a former Prime Minister, and also a woman, was in jail. But let everyone 
forgive me who does not agree with the judgment, she should have been  
_____________________ 

* The former President Of Poland. 



 333 

imprisoned much earlier, there was for what, and she would have been liberated a 
long time, maybe she would be involved in politics.  

It seemed to me that in Europe the theme of Yu. Tymoshenko did not 
sound so personally and acutely. They have enough examples of similar content 
in Italy, France, Britain, and other countries. There they get used to be responsible 
for the violation of the law. In April in Budapest at the Summit Ukraine-Europe 
during two days six people talked about it and that’s it. And when our so-called 
opposition begins to talk about the fact that it is a condition of entry to Europe, 
because Yulia is a symbol of democracy, it is a symbol of commitment to Europe, 
then I ask them about democracy, "why in 2004, when we adopted amendments 
to the Constitution aimed at democratization of public life, only a faction of 
"Fatherland" (Batkivshchyna) led by Yu.Tymoshenko voted against these 
amendments?". And today, the Constitutional Assembly considers it necessary to 
return to decisions taken in 2004.  

And the second, signing of the gas agreement with Russia. Annual vacation 
on a price increase was done before the election in order (I have a right to talk 
about this as a suggestion) to win the presidential election, and then tell people: 
"look, either you will pay, relatively speaking, $ 500 per thousand cubic 
meters of gas, or 250 if we are in the Customs Union" Therefore, the fiction of 
democratic convictions of Yu. Tymoshenko and her commitment to see Ukraine 
in the European house is an illusion, a PR stunt that is used by those who 
belong to the opposition. 

I held a lot of meetings with Tymoshenko at the beginning of year 2000 
during the walkout, "Rise up, Ukraine!". After her speech in Rivne, I said, " Yulia 
Volodymyrivna, the Political Council of the party gave the nod on the cooperation 
with your political force only under the condition that together we will seek the 
dismissal of Kuchma and the democratization of public life. And if in Your 
speech all the time you say you need to choose the right king, or rather queen, 
I will not do it. Either you stop talking about it, or we will act ourselves."  

Oleh: - Does the Socialist party of Ukraine have real theorists, who are able 
to rethink the modern requirements to socialism, so that people felt the living 
power of thoughts? Because the socialists seemed to be more involved with 
possible leaders-sponsors, than think about their mission – to restore social justice 
in the country. 

Oleksandr Moroz: - I would ask Oleh to open the website of the Socialist 
party or the newspaper "Tovarysh" (Comrade) and read the program, adopted by 
the XIX party Congress three weeks ago. If he is interested in this subject at all, he 
will conclude that it refers only to the issues of today. When we refer to the 
classics, let us remember the words of Lenin regarding the party's programs: 
"There should be those things that are really in life". So, in our program today 
there is all that reflects the current situation in Ukraine and how to change it - that 
is a specific task for the political force and the society as a whole, if people want to 
live better. 

And one more thing. The issue we are talking about what we are supposedly 
looking for sponsors and leaders. I made a frank comment on the decision of the 
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Congress concerning Mykola Rudkovskyi, I reminded that the party was blocked 
artificially, had no access to the information space, and it was necessary to be 
done, there was the silence of all steps and actions of the parties. I will give only 
one example: we helped more than three million children of the time of war to 
draw lawsuits, about one million won lawsuits, about 700 thousand people 
received the funds that were illegally withheld by the power and so on. But this 
information you will not hear anywhere else.  

This is the line of authorities, it is clear that the blockade was necessary to 
break through, we made to a certain extent a risky move. Today, Mykola 
Rudkovskyi was elected as one of the leaders of the party under the conditions 
and obligations that he comes from the Party of Regions and performs a 
simple mission: he uses the parliamentary podium to deliver to society the 
position of the party on key issues, including draft laws; he is seeking to unlock 
the information space. He wrote an appeal, but he was not released from the 
faction. Last week, the political executive committee took the decision, which 
obliged him to leave the faction, and if he did not do it, he would lose the status 
which the Congress had given him.  

Serhii, Kyiv: - Who are the politicians You keep in touch? Who are Your 
friends or is there none in politics? 

Oleksandr Moroz: - I am support the relationship with all politicians as 
much as it is possible. Frankly, we are not talking about friendship. That was not 
me who said that in politics there are no friends. 

Businessman: Today there is enormous pressure on all entrepreneurs from 
tax and other services. Today, doing business is almost impossible! There are 
always some assaults and extortion of money by the civil servants. How to deal 
with it? 

Oleksandr Moroz: - Change of system of the power is the only way. The 
elimination of the district, first of all, administrations, the transfer of power to the 
elected structures, at least then the centralized "milking" of all those whom the 
author of the question mentions will stop. Because the fact is that today all this has 
become kind of a common system, it destroys business, entrepreneurship, the 
initiative of people and removes the power from the field of responsibility to the 
people. Administrations at local level do not serve the population, but those 
who appointed them, fit them and are engaged exclusively in the elections. It 
started with Kuchma, it was with Yushchenko, continues today, but only in the 
worse way.  

And there is no one to be responsible for how people live today, how do they 
solve domestic problems, employment issues of people, local budget, wellfare and 
so forth. The real power is not interested in this, and the local governments that 
supposed to deal with them, have no possibilities. Therefore, the first direction of 
activities that need to be addressed in Ukraine – the change of the system of 
government, which is reduced to, including, the elimination of district state 
administrations. This is the first point of our program. Stupid (pardon the accuracy) 
vertical of power, which is in Ukraine, is not needed. Those countries where there 
is no "vertical", have a normal life of people. 
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Rio-Rita: - How do You feel about the fact that the Parliament failed 
pension reform? Why did not the deputies support the law on reduction of pensions 
of high government officials?  

Oleksandr Moroz: - I will say like this: the structure and composition of the 
Parliament today does not allow the adoption of normal social laws. Undoubtedly, 
it is necessary to make the pension reform, pension funds should be individual, 
guaranteed by the state, but not private. Actually, this is a key argument why 
the amendments to the pension legislation did not pass, on the contrary, the 
retirement age, length of service, which hinder the interests of a person were 
adopted. Who adopted these laws? Those who constitute the majority in the 
Parliament. Could they undo what they have adopted or cancel the order of 
formation of the pension fund and so forth? No, they couldn’t. So everything is 
clear here.  

Concerning high pensions of public servants: ministers, deputies and so on. I 
want to remind you that the first basis for the pensions is wages. Why today no one 
remembers that the deputies themselves do not determine the salaries, it is not 
in their competence. This is decided by the Cabinet of Ministers, and the deputies 
regarding the position are equal to the corresponding status of civil servants. So, 
one Prime Minister increased the salaries of civil servants many times 
(automatically of deputies) so that they did not take bribes. So now the officials, as 
you know, do not take bribes and thus receive a higher pension.  

Back then I had proposed to the Chairman of the Supreme Council (V. 
Lytvyn), let's take a separate decision of the Supreme Council, that deputies remain 
at previous levels. This initiative failed. It is necessary to discuss issues of 
pensions in a complex. In principle, it is necessary to move the other way: not to 
cut the pension of someone, but to raise the pensions of all. This can be done, it 
is just necessary not to steal, not to plunder the budget, no rollbacks, no 
raising of prices, which in the end make people's lives impossible, but again, this 
is a separate issue. Once again I refer the author of this question to the party 
program on the website of the Socialist party of Ukraine. 

Optima: - How did You react to the fact that Yurii Lutsenko at the summit 
in Yalta shook hands with Kuchma, that is, in fact, asked him for an apology for 
the walkout "Ukraine without Kuchma"? Have you talked with Yurii Lutsenko 
after his release from prison? Does he have a political future? 

Oleksandr Moroz: - Without seeing, commenting on some of his 
statements. I am very specific about a man who did what he did. Today, few 
remember that Lutsenko was a Minister in the Cabinet of Yanukovych, 
Yushchenko, prayed to Yushchenko, made mischief over Tymoshenko. And then 
he realized that the power was on her side, and went to her... I think, with her he is 
temporarily as well. And all this "consistently", "serving" high ideals.  

I have a collection of poems in Russian, there it is said about elections: 
 

...The stakes are high. The means are questionable, 
long fights are back in the country. 
There are losses, but there are no winners, 
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 enemies wound, then the friends kill. 
I talked about it in an interview with Dmytro Hordon, there are the materials 

in the "Boulevard" (on the Internet). I don't want to talk about Lutsenko. Although 
I appealed to the President, when Yu. Lutsenko was arrested, that he should not be 
kept in jail, as well as I wrote concerning Yulia Tymoshenko, not to make a show 
of these circumstances. 

Oleh Nemedvedev: - Why do people in the Czech Republic and some other 
European countries vote in elections for the leftist forces, and in Ukraine – for 
oligarchs? We go to Europe, does this mean an increase in the rating of the left 
parties in Ukraine? 

Oleksandr Moroz: - Yes. If we sign the Vilnius Agreement, to suppress and 
further to gloss over the activities and prospects, in particular of the Socialist party 
of Ukraine will not be possible, at least, because the socialists of Ukraine paved the 
road to European values, standards of living, to the political system that exists in 
Europe, the most.  

And the question could be put before the voters: why do they vote so? It 
turns out that today they elect those who have paid, or relative who the local 
authorities have ordered, and tomorrow, laugh from their favorites, are surprised 
by the results. If someone from the moon came to us and conducted the vote. I 
have always said: "Before you can understand why you live so poor, do not 
look for perpetrators on "top", look at yourself". 

Maryna, the Crimea: - You support the initiative of All-Ukrainian Union 
"Svoboda" to ban the Communist Party of Ukraine? Will such a law be voted in 
the Parliament or is it just PR? 

Oleksandr Moroz: - It is a cheap PR. I have a lot of claims to the leadership 
of the Communist Party, but the idea itself has a right to life, has its supporters. 
Therefore, the ban on the Communist Party of Ukraine – would be a violation 
of human rights, first and foremost. And then, let the All-Ukrainian Union 
"Svoboda" vote. 

Serhii from Zaporizhia: - I belong to a generation of people raised on the 
Communist ideals. Today communism = utopianism. The socialist party was the 
only political force after the collapse of the Soviet Union, whose ideology was the 
closest to ordinary people, not politicians and not oligarchs. In my opinion, Your 
personal conduct on the top of policy, Your tinkering with the traitor - major, your 
participation in orange orgy brought You and the socialist party to the political 
graveyard. Sorry, I'm not interested in your political future, but is there a person in 
the party who is able to bring the socialist party back, at least in the Parliament? 

Oleksandr Moroz: - The statements of the author are quite disputable. I 
believe that he needs to talk less but to do more, as he said, that he supported the 
ideology of the Socialist party of Ukraine.  

I will leave the moments he's talking about at the beginning, because he was 
interested in, apparently, specific points about the "traitor-major" and the like. Tell 
me, if I haven't mentioned some of the recordings of Melnychenko, would You 
believe till now that we had a Democrat President Kuchma (as in Europe, among 
other things, believed) that we have not committed a crime and the power has 
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nothing to do with them? And what was I to do at that time if I received the 
information? Maybe You can advise..? 

So it's not "fuss" with the major, my relationship with him was concerning 
the real circumstances. I do not, by the way, consider him a traitor. Let's see how 
many people are connected to this case, how many crimes the authorities 
committed in order to conceal the clear crime. This is a big topic for a 
conversation.  

The orange revolution – so conditionally was called a social movement, it 
was a movement of honest people wanting freedom. So the people wanted, and I 
was with people, not with those who shone on the podium, who shouted 
"Yushchenko!", because I knew well the price of Yushchenko, and the others. But 
it was a condition of the end of the ruling regime, to prevent Kuchma from the 
third term (and all was prepared for this).  

Yes, we are addressing this problem (return of the Socialist party of Ukraine 
to the Parliament – Ed.). There are forces in the party. The participants of the 
election campaign in some districts are surprised, for example, to find out that only 
the Socialist party operates in fact at the local level, and those currently referred 
to as new (I won't call them parties), they do not exist. The Party of Regions is 
the party in power, it is the power itself, but not the party. If anyone has at 
least some power, but not within the party, he was forced to or becomes a member 
of the party, is expelled from work. It is the Ukrainian democracy, i.e. dictatorship. 
Headmasters, specialists, employees of enterprises, entrepreneurs – if you want to 
survive, write an appeal to the Party of Regions. It's both funny and sad, and has 
nothing to do with democracy, especially to the European. Sure, the 
implementation of methods that we offer will help to return the society to more or 
less normal condition, the prospect, and then structures and efforts of the Socialist 
party of Ukraine will be required.  

News of Ukraine – From-UA: - Tell us about your future plans. 
Oleksandr Moroz: - Always, when you talk about future plans, then you 

need to decide, what is this future like. I must do what I have outlined. I am ready 
to publish several books of poetry (I’ll boast: I am the winner of several 
international literature prizes).  

I want to prepare the material (possibly a book) about the beginning of the 
transformation of Ukraine in the 90’s, because on this occasion there is enough 
literature, but it has a lot of subjective. I want to write how it really was. I hope the 
book will be in demand because people need to know the truth.  

Most importantly - I will do everything in order for the socialists to return to 
the Parliament. I am not interested in personal claims, powers and status things. I 
need that what many years of my life were given for, came true because this is the 
prospect of Ukraine. I strongly believe in it.  

And the key to changes is the system of power in Ukraine. If we built a 
relationship as we proposed and propose, how they are built, for example, in Japan, 
Switzerland, Austria, Ukraine would have quickly caught up with these countries 
in terms of welfare of the people and overtook them. But the current government 
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could not be different, because it is big business. Today it is the main problem 
for Ukraine and the main obstacle to its development.  

Once again I suggest: read the program of the party. Ukraine today is a 
country of peripheral capitalism, let’s say, a second-rate capitalism and its 
colonial branches. And as long as we're not a democracy, positive changes will not 
happen. It should be understood by everyone that we appeal to something 
transcendental, which does not concern real life. This is the prospect of life of 
each, the prospect of the country.  

        11.11.13 
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How to remove tension in the society? 
 

Abandoning promises to sign the Ukraine–European Union Association 
Agreement in Vilnius, the government has caused outrage among the 
population. Euromaidan appeared in Kyiv. It began through social networks on 
the Internet and was not going to be subordinated to any political parties. 
Subsequently, the latter created their Maidan, and soon both Maidans united, 
subject to parliamentary so-called opposition parties. 

The power, the Party of Regions have tried to use paid Antimaidan 
protesters, which operated the methods similar to the methods of the protesters. On 
the side of the so-called "Antimaidan activists" there were law enforcement 
agencies and the current government. The conflict flared up more and more 
looking as the tragedy. 

I have no specific evidence of involvement in conflict forces from abroad, 
but the efforts of the US in particular (from the Maidan) and Russia (from the 
government) were obvious. As time passes, everything turns out. 

Confrontation escalated. I regularly appealed to opposing sides, trying to 
prevent the tragedy, at the same time satisfying the just demand of the 
Maidan – to return to the Constitution in edition of 2004. 

Civil conflict in Kyiv near the stadium "Dynamo" can be viewed from 
different angles. Then the facts of planned provocation and the playwriters, and the 
naive and sincere righteous people, and the interest of the government and 
contenders for power will appear. 

However, there is a common reason for this incident, and other forms of 
protest. It lies in the fact that people are dissatisfied with their lives and do not see 
any prospects. Moreover, they do not believe either the authorities or the self-
proclaimed opposition, knowing that they are both birds of a feather.  

This will continue, because it always happens in an authoritarian state. There 
is one ruler who is responsible for everything. If there were some success – people 
would not notice, considering that it's the norm. But in the failures – people know 
who to blame. They can't change anything – so the relations in the country are 
organized and they do not want to feel powerless and unfairly deprived. In fact that 
is the source of the protest. 

What should be done? You need to give power to people. Thus - and the 
responsibility for it. This does not mean that the protests will stop immediately. 
But the mood of many people will have a deterrent – the responsibility for how one 
lives, how the people live and the state. The provision of such rotation is in the 
change of power, in the return to the Constitution amended in 2004, its 
improvement in relation to local self-government, courts and the elimination of 
lower levels of state administration. These changes gradually will allow to cope 
with many plagues: corruption, red tape of the bureaucracy, plundering of the 
budget and many other illnesses of Ukrainian society. 

Of course, it can't happen simultaneously. But to express such intent and 
start implementing it the government (primarily the President) is obliged to. 
Consultations on this issue, the fate of the Parliament, the government, the rights of 
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the opposition – are working moments. They are needed so everybody, primarily 
protesters, have seen, that the necessary changes will be, so there is light ahead. 

This is something that can reduce tension of the current (and not only) civil 
conflict. 

 
          21.01.14 
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To the President Of Ukraine* 
V. Yanukovych 
 
The Chairman Of The Supreme 
Council  
(Verkhovna Rada) Of Ukraine 
V. Rybak 
 
acting Prime Minister Of Ukraine 
S. Arbuzov 
 
Heads of parliamentary factions 
O. Yefremov, A. Yatseniuk, V. 
Klychko 
O. Tiahnybok, P. Symonenko, 
non-faction deputies 

 
Analysis of the causes of political tension of recent months and the need to 

resolve the conflict and prevent this in the future question about the system of 
power in Ukraine needs an urgent solution. Expressed in this sense proposals of 
the participants of the talks with the head of state, the reasoning of the previous 
Presidents of Ukraine and the widespread demands of the protesters are reduced to 
the restoration of the Constitution of Ukraine with amendments as adopted in 
2004. We are talking about the return to a parliamentary-presidential form of 
government. 

The situation requires urgent solution of this problem, the return of all 
relations in a single legal field. This can be done in 2-3 days, appealing to the 
Constitutional Court with an urgent demand to repeal its unconstitutional 
conclusion dated October 2010. The logical basis for such a conclusion are 
"newly discovered" circumstances of the conclusion of the Constitutional Court in 
2008 on the same matter, made in accordance with the provisions of the 
Constitution and the law on the Constitutional Court of Ukraine. 

The Parliament can create a new Commission for constitutional initiatives, 
but any innovations to the content of the Fundamental Law in edition of 2004 
would require long-term procedures under chapter XIII of the Constitution. The 
Commission can work on the next amendments, the content of which is reflected in 
the second part of the political reform of 2004 (it passed all the procedural stages), 
the concept of amendments prepared by the Constitutional Assembly on behalf of 
the President of Ukraine, other subjects of legislative initiative. But it is the task  
____________________ 

* All recipients received the document. No reaction, one of the leaders of the opposition 
asked: "And why does he appeal to everyone? He should just appeal to the opposition". 

 The political infighting was supported by the government and the opposition. The first - 
to show the power of the government. The second - to create a point of no return. This is 
evidenced by the following tragic events. 
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of the next period and is not associated with the current situation. 
The Parliament is now working on the bills, particularly the Amnesty for 

certain offenders. This is important as well as decisions which were already taken 
on 28th January this year. However, this involves tactical steps. They affect the 
interests of a limited number of officials, candidates for powers, other players in 
political and civic action. And the content of the Constitution is a strategic issue 
for the nation and the state. Its positive review motivates content and stop of the 
protests, as well as the position of the leaders of the state and political parties. 

The solution of this issue removes the real cause of the protests, however the 
problems of elections, functioning of authorities, other challenges with all their 
importance fade into the background. 

Please listen to the above suggestions. 
 

Co-Chair Of The Constitutional 
Commissions in 1996 and 2004      O. Moroz 

 
 
                             28.01.14  
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Material for the media 
To stop the slide to disaster! 

 
More anxiety has gripped the society. Pro-government and opposition 

structures do not have the right to intervene in the course of events, especially 
to provoke their aggravation. Demonstration of involvement in violent clashes – 
an example of cowardice and helplessness. As a consequence, all the more real 
becomes the threat of losing the statehood and of mass fratricide. No matter 
whether it is externally driven or spontaneous process, but it is, in fact, reactionary 
and has no limit when you slide into chaos. 

The use of methods of terror, particularly during the seizure of the 
administrative offices or the abuse of human dignity – the subject of the reaction 
of the state. Reaction of the power, which is also formed by opposition units. To 
avoid such liability is humiliating. 

During the protests " Rise up, Ukraine!" and "Maidan – 2004", the protesters 
also went to the administrative offices. But this was done in the framework of the 
legislation in the first place the deputies who had the appropriate rights. They 
occupied the rooms, even the administration of the President themselves, not 
hiding behind the activists in the street. The manipulation of the Maidans today 
leads to the use of them by adventurers of various destructive, non-registered 
structures. Unsuccessful, for example, attempts of V. Klychko to affect the robbery 
is vivid evidence. 

To stop the country's slide into total civil conflict is the commitment of 
the government as well as the opposition. 

Prior arrangement of the parties of negotiations needs to be implemented 
clearly and consistently, preserving the constitutional order. This means: 

- recognition of the legitimacy of the Constitution in edition of 2004; 
- call of early parliamentary elections; 
- repeal of laws adopted on January 16 (except budget act); 
- amnesty for certain offenders. 
The Constitution of 2004 stipulates a different procedure for the formation 

of the government and administrations, removes a lot of the current controversies 
and the excitement surrounding the presidential elections. 

Taking into account steps to ensure public safety the government and the 
opposition are obliged to jointly announce settlement of the conflict, to provide 
leaving of Maidans from organized by them masses of the citizens. Only 
provocateurs can refuse this need. 

Given the distrust of citizens to the government and the lack of a recognized 
leader of the opposition, to remove the dangerous tensions in the society foreign 
high-level representatives, as guarantors of compliance with the agreements of the 
parties should be invited, but resolving the conflict, ignoring of the position of 
Ukraine as a sovereign state is not allowed, because our future (yet) achievements 
and critical problems is a self-concern of the Ukrainian people and their authorized 
representatives. There are enough examples of such responsibility in the past and 
contemporary practice of foreign countries. 
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This is the path to reconciliation and saving of the country. This is seen 
as the maturity of the leaders of the government and the opposition. This is the 
thing that the people hope for.  

 
          27.01.14 
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From an interview with the news publishing house "Fase UA" 
 

- Mr Moroz, how do You assess (in form and content) adopted 
scandalous amendments to the Law "On judicial system and status of judges" 
and procedural laws "On additional measures of the protection of the security 
of citizens" by the Supreme Council? 

Each of these laws can be evaluated separately, comparing with European 
regulations with similar content, immediately abandoning the primitive things, 
such as regulating of the movement of the so-called convoys. The adoption of the 
mentioned act, in particular, testifies to the reaction of the authorities "on the topic 
of the day", "on the occasion". The laws can not be adopted in such a way. 

It would be useful to analyze the passage of the laws: initiation, 
examination, discussion in committees, the debate in the session hall... It looks like 
it just wasn't there. It doesn't characterize the Parliament good. 

On the other hand, the lack of understanding causes the way to participate in 
the legislative process of deputies who belong to the opposition. There is almost 
equal amount of of them with pro-government deputies in each Committee. This 
has never happened before. Is it not possible, if not defend, then at least to 
express their position and, if necessary, spreading it through the media (it is 
good, that there are abundant opportunities for them)? It seems that many of the 
deputies, regardless of their political positioning, forget that they were elected 
not for the punches to a single legislative body, and to prepare the necessary 
laws and other documents. 
 

- Today a lot of discussion is going on about the procedure of adopting 
the above amendments. What can You say, as a former speaker, on the 
matter? Did representatives of the ruling parliamentary majority voting with 
their hands act in the regulations field or did they go beyond it, as the 
opposition claims?  

To rely on the observance of the regulations in the Parliament, where the law 
is violated everywhere and constantly, is impossible. They can cover by certain 
standards of this document, but that does not excuse tactical decision. I do not 
talk about details, moreover, the violations are obvious. Again, from both sides. 
Remember, almost a year there was a struggle for the personal vote. Perhaps it was 
a fight simulation? Many "fighters" don't take ANY part in voting. 

In general, the deputies together discredit Parliament in the eyes of the 
people, acting against the interests of the state and its authority. This is 
something that will backfire later. 

I can give you an example. In 2002 some deputies allegedly adopted the 
Land Code with signatures in the office of the Deputy Chairman of the Parliament. 
It is the law with criminal content imposed with the direction of the then-President, 
sealed with the false seal of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada). The 
consequences of this crime are visible in every village. And many of those who 
now advocate for the observance of regulations procedures for the protection 
of the village took part in it. 
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No, the regulations must be followed, and the Parliament should WORK, 
and not to serve interested individuals and clans. 
 

- How do You assess the situation in the only legislative body of the 
country today?  

If I said that the Parliament needs to be re-elected, I would not sinned 
against the truth. It has compromised itself too much. Another thing, based on what 
law could it be elected? After all, the current composition of the deputies came to 
the session hall on the basis of the law, which was the result of collusion of the 
parties (except "UDAR"), represented now in the Parliament. 

But the law on open party lists was needed. The socialists suggested it 
more than 12 years ago. Everyone understands the necessity of such a law, but... 
cheat. Normal state is not built on cunning. 
 

- Some people's deputies and political analysts are convinced that an 
effective "medicine" for avoiding political crises could be a return to the 
Constitution of 2004. What is your opinion on this?  

To come to this conclusion, one does not need too big mental effort. It was 
an emergency. The inevitability, if we focus on Europe, the prospect of Ukraine as 
a European state. Because the current Parliament "swallowed", pardon the 
tautology, an unconstitutional decision of the Constitutional Court in 2010. It has 
not exercised its right, has not fulfilled its RESPONSIBILITY (!) about the 
Fundamental Law. 

What V. Yushchenko strove for himself happened. Although why would 
he need that? – a separate issue. 

It touches, that the representatives of the faction who voted 
UNANIMOUSLY under the leadership of Yu.Tymoshenko against democratic 
change nearly a decade ago are striving fir the return to the Constitution of 2004 
achieve. Have understood, finally. 
 

- Your assessment of the events on the Maidan and reactions to these 
events, by the authorities, in particular by President Yanukovych.  

Here is my review about it, posted today on the website of the Socialist party 
of Ukraine (see the article "How to remove tension in the society"). 
 

- One of the requirements of the Maidan is the holding of early 
presidential and parliamentary elections. It is obvious that there are no legal 
grounds for an unscheduled "reboot" of the government today. Are there 
political?  

This proposal can be seen as a political project, although unlikely 
(concerning presidential elections). In General aggravation of the political situation 
appeared in some way spontaneously, it was triggered by the power maneuvers 
regarding the agreement with the EU. Maidan allegedly was prepared for 2015. 
Most likely, the parliamentary elections will be held within the prescribed period. 
On this basis, we can speak about the chances of certain candidates. Chances are, 
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objectively reduced by the current Maidan. Reduced for everyone, including the 
current President. But relative to its competitors he has an advantage due to the 
fragmentation within the opposition. Statement of Yatseniuk about the "leader – 
the people" was not perceived seriously. It is a clear departure from the 
answer. V. Klychko has the advantage in the opposition. As a person "from 
outside", despite the long experience in government and training of A. Yatseniuk 
or long-term political bash of O. Tiahnybok. It is the fame of the two involved in a 
campaign of this level cripple them, and they don't want to "support" the 
representative of "UDAR", although this would provide a relative strengthening of 
competition in the struggle for power. 

I think, not least because of this, the opposition suddenly became 
adherents of constitutional reform 2004 so that the head of state was not 
absolute. Even for this change of attitude towards the Constitution they can be 
welcome. 
 

- Do the slogans voiced by Oleh Tiahnybok, Arsenii Yatseniuk and 
Vitalii Klychko correspond to the needs and expectations of the society?  

The people like these slogans, but they are perceived with skepticism. 
Skepticism should be shown by the authors of the calls, especially two of the three, 
knowing that there are serious legal and political obstacles to their implementation. 
If the government did not act so clumsy... November 30 – December 1 and in some 
other episodes, the slogans could even not appear. 
 

- It is known that Maidan arose in protest against the non-signing of the 
Ukraine–European Union Association Agreement. Why, in Your opinion, did 
Viktor Yanukovych, who constantly repeated that the European integration 
course is a key foreign policy priority of Ukraine, at the last moment take a 
step back?  

I think, Yanukovych did not take into account many of the circumstances 
related to the agreement, and his consultants overdid with the propaganda. In the 
end he himself has to get out of snares, placed by well-wishers. In his position, it 
would be more efficient to recognize the necessity of implementation of long-
proclaimed by socialists slogan "Let’s build Europe in Ukraine". Although, as 
You know, it's not about the support of the slogan, but real transfer to the 
European standards of life, starting with the reform of the system of 
government. Urgent reform! 

What happened can't be considered either a step forward, or a step 
backwards. Rather, acting according to circumstances. I repeat once again, 
European standards and values are neither far, nor close, neither Western 
nor Eastern neighbors will implement them for us. It can (and should be 
done!) only by us ourselves. 

Is the power ready to move in that direction? I'm not sure. In any case, for 
now. 
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- If to speak about the presidential election-2015 in the context of the 
future development of our country, what is the role and weight of coming 
election campaign?  

By the time of elections fundamentally important political decisions should 
be taken. The most important of them, I repeat once again, there is the political 
reform, changing the system of government. If this does not happen – Ukraine 
will drown in a state of stagnation. And then anything may happen. Sad for the 
country and for the authorities. 

 
 
 
         22.01.14  



 349 

The most important task 
 

Political results of the first decade of February leave little room for 
optimism. The next Assembly of the Maidan, several meetings of the Parliament... 
No progress in resolving the conflict. The parties want to "stand longer" than 
others. They neglect the possibilities of quick solving of the strategic for the 
country question of changing the system of government. Using different 
arguments (the imperfection of the provisions of the Constitution of 2004, 
noncomplete formation of the Commission of the Parliament, preparation of 
proposals the party "Fatherland" (Batkivshchyna) and "Udar", etc.) is masking of 
an unwillingness to address actually the issue.  

It is necessary to solve it for the state and not for individual stakeholders. A 
way is direct: to make the Constitutional Court cancel an ordered illegal 
conclusion dated 2010. And then, there is no limit for improvement. But other 
conditions will be created for it. Then in the Constitution it can be provided 
everything the country needs, not what the competition for the "cap of Monomakh" 
dictates  

All parties to the conflict (and there are more than two competitors for the 
power, and within it) don't pay attention to the fact that the current confrontation 
destroys the statehood as such. Maidan form of protest has the right to life, but 
vandalism, the seizure of administrative buildings, the substitution of government 
institutions in the investigation of crimes (or their concealment (?), as it was the 
case with the victims of the explosion in the House of trade unions, with robbery in 
the "Ukrainian house" and the like) are the things that discredit the principles of 
statehood that will harm the institutions of the state even when they would be 
headed by people from the Maidan. 

One cannot be indifferent to such consequences. The world does not 
consider Ukraine, its government and leaders of public attention already today. 
Last week's telephone conversation of high officials from the United States* does 
not just give an estimate of the true role of individual politicians, it demonstrates 
that the geopolitics of Ukraine has begun increasingly exploring the role of a pawn. 
It's humiliating for the country which potential could be compared with France, 
Germany and Britain. 

A return to the Constitution 2004 is the most important task for today. It is 
only the beginning of those specific changes, which in Ukraine we should make 
ourselves. Ourself, because such as we are today we are needed for global 
players, irrespective of their geographical location. Do not decent people in 
government and their competitors see it? 

We can treat the preparation and organization of the Sochi Olympics that 
have just kicked off differently. But we should with envy see groups of people  
______________________ 

 * Telephone calls (most likely) of the US Deputy Secretary of state Victoria Nuland and 
the US Ambassador to Ukraine Geoffrey Pyatt about the situation in Ukraine, released on 
YouTube. The interlocutors assess V. Klychko, A. Yatseniuk, O. Tiahnybok and V. Yanukovych, 
demonstrating their awareness of the situation and its influence on politicians. proudly 
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shouting "We are the Russians!". Do we have in today's life at least a little chance 
to hear something like that in our country, to hear a sincere and not unreasonable: 
"We are Ukrainians!"? 

 
          10.02.14 
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PAYING DEARLY 
(the assessment of the socio-political situation) 

 
1. The only positive consequence of a three-month standoff in Kyiv and 

generally in Ukraine is a return to the Constitution, adopted in 2004. After the 
motives of European integration, protest against attempts to disperse the Maidan, 
the adoption of Amnesty laws the explanation of protest is not enough. Then the 
topic of the Constitution of 2004 came to the surface. It became a slogan for the 
overwhelming majority of the protesters on Maidan that were not interested in the 
content of constitutional provisions. It became the same slogan for opposition 
politicians that know but never perceived these provisions, have taken them now 
as a weapon for power struggles. 

The slogan is supported by the government, although it also didn't want its 
implementation. Power and its competitors continued to teeter on the brink of 
"who will survive", because they were not interested in democracy, European 
principles of governance and human rights guarantees. They were guided by the 
lust for power, its possibilities, and since the other requirements of Maidan and 
rallies at local level had no such unifying value as a purpose, as a return to the 
Constitution of 2004, were forced to support the proclaimed slogan. The thing 
happened, which responsible politicians, the socialists in the first place, have 
striven for all the years of independence. The edition of "the Constitution of 2004" 
is partially restored, Ukraine legally becomes a parliamentary-presidential 
Republic. 

This is the success of strategic importance. 
2. This success could have been achieved quickly and without any 

casualties. Specific proposals that leaders of opposition forces and leaders of the 
government have received from the socialists in advance. From the previously 
mentioned reasons they did not want to take advantage of this opportunity. 
That is why they are almost equally responsible for the enormous casualties, 
the blood and deprivation of hundreds and thousands of people. "Almost," because 
the government is guilty in the first place. Due to the excessive concentration of 
power in the hands of the President, he is responsible for the tragedy, for admission 
to the bloody conflict.  

It is ridiculous to claim that people were going to die for amendments to the 
Constitution. No! They went against the ruling regime, for the change of life in the 
country, for the most part unaware that these amendments only begin a long and 
difficult path of reforming public life in the interests of every citizen. 

Let's bow our heads before the blessed memory of the dead from both 
sides of the conflict, knowing that their sacrifice is immense and... it is not 
justified. Political players put people under the bullets, gravitating only their own 
interests. They know how to speak beautifully, prepetuate, sympathize, resort to 
the mourning ceremonies because for them it is a PR stunt. Blood for them is a 
point of no return in the struggle. However, heart only of few of them genuinely 
aches for the lost souls, from inconsolable grief of relatives who lost sons, fathers, 
brothers, husbands, hundreds maimed in provoked clashes. 
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3. Ukraine has not only alarmed the world. It is humbled before mankind by 
the power and its competitors. They cynically ignored, the principle developed by 
civilization – during the Olympic games weapons are never raised against 
people. 

4. The Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) has assumed all powers. Some 
of them are doubtful from a legal perspective. Subsequently, to avoid the 
possibility of another "Messiah" to find legal loopholes to get "Royal crown", it is 
necessary to urgently implement a number of legislative and constituent steps: 

- to create conditions and provide for mandatory punishment of guilty 
people: those who gave the order to shoot at people on the Maidan, and those who 
provoked the shooting at police officers. Criminals must be punished! Neither 
the recently adopted laws on the abolition of liability or the principle of the Statute 
of limitations here can be applied; 

- to develop and implement means of protecting the principles of 
statehood. What has happened in recent months, requires more understanding by 
all parties of the Ukrainian tragedy. If, for example, the power with the hands of 
law enforcement officers is shooting at unarmed citizens, this shows that the 
government is hostile to the people, and therefore useless. But if citizens shoot 
at police officers, then this means that a state does not exist. And in one, and in 
another case, the state must fight all and with all responsibility. To fight and not 
to go to war, as it happened in Kyiv and other cities;  

- propose to the Constitutional Court to immediately cancel the ordered 
conclusion of 2010 year regarding the Constitution. The failure to fix a criminal 
mistake, to strive for the replacement of all the judges of the Constitutional 
Court of Ukraine; 

- to prepare draft law on amendments to the Constitution of Ukraine on the 
basis of some of the recommendations of the Constitutional Assembly, the 
proposals of the experts on constitutional law. Prior to the adoption of appropriate 
amendments to propose to the local authorities on the basis of law in force, to 
assume the previously delegated to the administrations rights and obligations 
of local public authorities, concentrating the fullness at the local power in 
councils and their executive committees; 

- to recommend to the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine to reduce the budget 
provision of local administrations according to bounded functions, referring to the 
eventual elimination of the regional state administrations and district state 
administrations; 

- to review the contents of the budget and tax legislation on the basis of 
the priority needs of local authorities. Clearly formulate legislative mechanisms of 
charging for the use of local resources, land rents as sources of filling of local 
budgets and social funds; 

- to establish by law different limits of the yield of production, trade and 
banking structures; 

- to immediately review the electoral legislation, giving preference to the 
principle of open electoral party lists and lists of social structures, minimizing the 
entrance barrier to avoid grounds for collusion between the subjects of elections 



 353 

and the government, as it was during the preparation of the law on elections in 
force; 

- simultaneously with the election of the President of Ukraine to hold 
elections of Kyiv mayor providing for the period of his stay in post until the next 
ordinary elections of the local self-government bodies; 

- to announce early elections to the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) 
of Ukraine and bodies of local self-government in October this year, taking into 
account the change of constitutional powers of representative bodies; 

- to revise the composition of the CEC on the basis of proportional 
representation of subjects of the electoral process; 

- to organize throughout preparation, adoption and registration statutes of 
local communities during a year in accordance with the law putting under control 
of communities all spheres of activity of local authorities. 

5. All the activities of the government must obey the necessity of creating 
the conditions for real decentralization of power, removing any motivation for 
the federalization of the country or of separatism, the creation of conditions for 
filling the rights and duties of every citizen with specific content, their personal 
responsibility for the state of affairs in the family, region and state. This need 
cannot be replaced by a variety of agreements or declarations. To change life in 
Ukraine, for it to become in fact the sovereign state we can only ourselves, not 
relying on the virtue of near or distant neighbors. 

6. We must not forget that civil protest in the form of Maidan and local 
walkouts, despite its sometimes provocative radicalization and illegal character, 
did not provide for replacement by some officials of others (or the return of the 
"former"), but the change in the system of state power, in fact changing way of 
life. Regarding the demands and claims of protesters it refers to the socially 
equitable system, therefore, the modern socialist way of life in Ukraine. 

7. Today, the reputation of Ukraine and its influence on geopolitics is 
reduced to zero. The past socio-political processes evidence external interference 
in their planning and implementation.  

The task of the new government, political and public organizations is to 
build an independent foreign and internal policy of Ukraine as an independent 
non-aligned state. This task cannot be cut by the declarations of various unions or 
blocs.  

The people need to see in practice that the government strengthens all 
components of the sovereignty of the state, especially those that concern the 
rights and freedoms of the individual, their welfare and guarantees for the future. 
People must not again be disappointed in the effects of social shift.    
  

     Oleksandr Moroz 
Co-chair of the Constitutional commissions 1996 and 2004. 

the Chairman of the Theoretical Council of the Socialist party of Ukraine               
 
 
          25.02.14 
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To prevent the bloodshed 
 

In the previous comments* regarding the development of the political 
situation the evidence for external influences on it were mentioned. I did not 
expect that I would have to analyze them so soon. But the change came sooner and 
gave them more acceleration and unweighted actions of the latest leadership of 
Ukraine. 

1. A return to the Constitution of 2004 is a success. Strategic success 
which in the current events played a moderating role. However, it was necessary to 
take advantage because from the East and the West, from opposition and 
government circles, from the Maidan, and local councils the need to return to a 
parliamentary-presidential form of government sounded. 

The return happened "revolutionary" by the votes of all who gathered in the 
hall of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada). The crucial role belongs to the 
deputies who suddenly "saw the light" through the line of the Party of 
Regions. Those voted for the Constitution of 2004 (or representatives of those 
political forces), who in 2008 appealed to the Constitutional Court, to cancel the 
now restored edition. Those voted who in 2010 did not exercise their right (did not 
fulfil their duty) to disagree with the unconstitutional conclusion of the 
Constitutional Court of Ukraine. And now some of the perpetrators of the abuse 
of the Constitution insist on the prosecution of the other perpetrators. This is 
the "Ukrainian" way. 

It is clear that the dismissal of constitutional court judges can (and should) 
be done, but in a lawful manner. Meanwhile, for legal purity it had to be proposed 
to the court to revoke its own absurd conclusion dated 2010. 

Do not return again to the conviction that all this could have been achieved 
long time ago without a single drop of blood. 

2. Another constraining factor was the agreement between the parties to the 
conflict with foreign guarantors. 

Who forced the deputies to publish the document on the restoration of the 
Constitution, when it was to be introduced by V. Yanukovych? What did they 
decide during 10 – 15 saved hours? Even if he himself refused to do so, there 
would be the arguments about the failure of the agreement. 

3. The President has actually passed the power. Those close to him knew it: 
the Prosecutor General, the chief police officer and tax collector. The haste of the 
evacuation of the President from the residence and guerrilla routes of his 
mentioned colleagues demonstrate it. 

However, if the Supreme Council took their staffing decisions a day 
later, it would have been politically justified. Who made the other plan? The 
fact that it was, we could see from the show of S. Shuster. The deputy speaker 
failed to avoid answering a direct question of one of participants of the show, so to 
speak, you haven't fulfill many of the demands of the Maidan protesters... The  
 
_______________________ 

* the newspaper "Observer" (Obozrevatel) 24.02.2014. 
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deputy relented, admitting that he couldn't just say, "tomorrow... you will 
see."  

4. We saw. The rush and the "impure" solutions brought to opposite results. 
The provisional government of S. Arbuzov reaffirms its authority, and give him 
"the commissioner". A few more "commissioners" (with the right to personnel 
decisions!) get law enforcement agencies. Knowing well the contents of the 
Constitution, I do not remember that article 85 had a mention of such powers of 
Parliament. 

In practice it turned out that instead of democracy, separation of powers, all 
the power was concentrated in the hands of one person. Even temporarily, even 
in a person, perhaps with democratic beliefs, but... 

5. The formation of a technical government is unconvincing. "Technical" 
doesn't mean "unqualified". For example, the candidacy of the Prime Minister was 
expected and understandable, it is to some extent non-political (the head of the 
party returned and promised "not to give anyone" Maidan protesters and generally 
"to protect"). But among the ministers there are those who got to their place, and 
the rest got there by political party quota. Among them several officials, the 
appointment of which was caused by obligations of the new government to those 
who were interested in the civil infighting, who spent on the fight. It seems to 
"recapture" the costs. This has already been and has no relation to the slogans 
of the Maidan. 

6. The new government immediately began settling of accounts with 
politics of opponents and with them personally. Was the language issue really so 
sharp for the stabilization of the situation and the way out of the socioeconomic 
crisis? Did the society expect "fall of Lenins" (some of the journalists said it so 
"clever") and what the fault of the man in the current crises, who died 90 years 
ago? So, look, we can get to B. Khmelnytskyi, because he made a deal with the 
Tsar Alexei, and to T. Shevchenko because he wrote in Russian. Whom did the 
star interfere on the spire of the Supreme Council (I first saw it on TV during 
cutting) maybe we will cut it off from the officer’s uniform, replacing it with the 
icons, for example from the organization by the acronym SS? 

Does the one who arranges such things, think about the real life 
problems of people and their unity in all territory of Ukraine? No, he 
deliberately sets people against each other. He deliberately throws the arguments 
to the neighbors in Russia, so that they use them, see: Orgy, vandalism, Bandera... 

7. Ukraine, alas, is a bargaining chip in world politics. Even the provisional 
government is obliged to save it from this state. In the first place. This is not 
observed. On the contrary the action is agreed even in the details. 

In Hrushevskyi Street it has been just shouted to the West about freezing of 
Bank accounts, immediately in Switzerland and Austria it has happened. But it has 
happened selectively. But Ukraine needs to apply it to EVERYONE so that 
created by the labor of millions wealth and its equivalent – the money was in the 
accounts in Ukraine, worked for it. 
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By the way, why didn't they arrest my 300 million account* "donated" more 
than seven years ago by a lady? Why are her accounts not remembered? Is it 
because London is further than Geneva? 

A selective approach from the West confirms that they also have "friends" 
and "foes" in Ukraine. They do not touch "friends", instead, they faithfully serve 
not to their people, of course. For them these and others – are equally alien. 

8. Influential media are dependent. Yesterday they presented as samples of 
achievements in the fight the capture of administrative buildings, the humiliation 
of officials, the subordination of law enforcement officers and the failure of the 
Central government. Today, there is the opposite intonation. You see, in the 
Crimea, it is stated that they will not obey Kyiv, there and in other places 
structure of the unknown status started to dispose of the power. Is it the right 
outrage? Yes. But look closer the methods as well as even the names are 
adopted from Kyiv and other cities - self-defenced. 

Maybe we will remember finally that structures of this nature are not 
provided in Ukraine under the law? 

9. Critically explosive is the situation in the Crimea. The intervention of 
Russian troops is unacceptable. the Federation Council tried to legitimize it on 
Saturday. This decision, however, is outside of international law. 

The current government evaluates the actions of the Russian Federation ina 
hostile way. It was good, though it would be far better that the "metal" was in the 
defence sector, in the army in particular. And it... We know, there are heroic 
soldiers and officers, but this is not enough. Remember, no tank of its own 
production and the government has failed to acquire it over the years of 
independence, the production of Dnipropetrovsk has not been used, there are no 
modern aircrafts, even fuel in them... The Salary of our soldiers can not be 
compared with others, families of officers are without housing... 

Too much is stolen. Under these conditions, "metal" should be replaced by 
diplomatic tone. And not rely on Western backers. Who knows, maybe they are 
interested in escalation of the conflict in the Crimea (and not only)? Interested 
to subsequently "reconcile," as in the former Yugoslavia and other places, thereby 
providing a significant advance to the East to oust the Russian Federation? Is it 
necessary to explain this to the neighbors? Do we agree to play the role of the 
territory of the conflict? 

10. The arguments of the Ukrainian government regarding the Russian side 
are clear: there is not any threat to the citizens of Russian origin and the 
Russian-speaking population in Ukraine. Conclusion on equality can be proved 
by dozens of arguments, they need to be prepared and brought to Moscow. 

No sacrifice can be justified. They should be aware of it in Moscow as 
well. Ukraine is the buffer in the civilizational confrontation. Its non-aligned 
status, approved by its law, is the best guarantee for the protection of the interests  
______________________ 

* 300 million $ is an amount "received" by me for the creation of the anti-crisis coalition 
is a lie, spread in 2006 by Yu.Tymoshenko and Oleh Liashko because of her. The court refuted 
the slander, but it was used by the competitors in elections. 
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of Russia than other circumstances. We are now obliged to confirm our 
neutrality. 

11. It is necessary to explain to our fellow citizens some of the consequences 
of the introduction of dual citizenship. Means to block this unconstitutional process 
not only from the Russian side should be found. The authorities should have done 
it a long time ago. 

It is worth, for example, explaining to mothers of boys who were born in 
Ukraine: their dual citizenship obliges. Russia is a great world state. But there are 
specific trouble for it abroad, and at home. Beware so that your sons with weapons 
in their hands not to have to deal with localization of hot spots. 

12. To permanently remove an empty and threatening idea of 
federalization, one should rapidly implement known direction - empowerment of 
councils and their executive committees, the local government of areas and 
communities. Such a task should be defined by deputies for themselves. This is 
one of the key tasks for modern political thought. It is, incidentally, useful for the 
resolution of the conflict in the Crimea. 

13. In line with the expressed the Parliament is obliged to call early 
elections of deputies on the basis of open lists. Elections should be held, let’s 
say, in October, but no later than December, as the Parliament is not functioning in 
accordance with the provisions of the Constitution. At present, its solutions should 
be considered but there is not the highest legitimate power. 

14. Someone from the government or the oligarchs needs to make contact 
with V. Yanukovych. In fact, in what happened his fault was the greatest. He will 
not be chosen as the President, although it is unlikely the thing he is most worried 
about. 

With the press conference it is clear: his reaction to a situation is subjective, 
dependent and extremely dangerous. It threatens with the bloodshed and loss of 
integrity of Ukraine. It is not beneficial even for Russia. V. Yanukovych should 
withdraw his petition to the leadership of the Russian Federation, to change the 
attitude to the events in the Eastern and Southern regions of Ukraine immediately 
to officially renounce claims to the current presidency, so that no one referred 
to his status. He lost it himself – such is a reality. 

Then he has a chance to go down in history as the man who lost the personal 
for the sake of the people and the state. 

This is a good chance. It should to be used. 
 
 
          03.03.14 



 358 

To a question of correspondents on the resumption of Ukraine's cooperation 
with the IMF, O. Moroz said the following 

 
IMF loans is specific help, because it is a proven tool for policy in line with 

the world government. But first, consider the socioeconomic part of the loan. 
The previous government recognized the critical state of the economy and 

budget. The current is the same. Both have used the same explanation: blame the 
predecessors. It is not easier for people. And how could it be otherwise in a 
country where the population has become steadily poorer, and the group of the 
decent ones is more and more together in the list of the richest people in the world? 
This will continue, if not to change the system of government, and the oligarchs 
will not have the place there. 

But this is another issue. We are talking about the nature of the loan. 
The Government of M. Azarov, rejecting the conditions of the IMF has got 

guarantees by the Russian Federation of 15 billion$ loan from the neighbors. 
Whethere there were other conditions, it is difficult to say. But from the economic 
side it is positive. The foreign debt grew, but its burden for the population had 
received a reprieve. 

The government of A. Yatseniuk is not recognized by the Russian 
leadership. So we did not look long for the way out, agreeing to all the conditions 
of the IMF. 

What does this mean for the population? Raising the retirement age, the 
elimination of various allowances, twice the increase in the price of gas and almost 
so for electricity, about the same – utilities. The noose around the neck of the 
layman will tighten, breathing will be hard. That is, the citizens will pay off the 
loan. Firstly. And secondly – returning public debt directly. 

System of government in the state looks strange for a long time. To manage, 
to cope with the costs of public administration, it is necessary to borrow money. 
And under the managerial umbrella to steal, to develop a corruption of 
dependency, destroy the business, to use the tools of the state (tax, customs) for 
the protection of theft. 

Protests were caused by it. But they just changed the political players. 
The game remains the same. When it is saved, the new Maidan will come sooner 
than it could be expected by those who are ardently spoke from their podium. 

However, there are more dangerous things. Four years ago, Ukraine has 
received the requirements under which IMF loans are possible. Chief among them 
is the lifting of the moratorium on land sales, subordination of tax and customs 
service, State Property Fund of the Ministry of Finance (partly done). 

Land is the main desire of world power. But its commodity turnover is 
the end of Ukraine's sovereignty. 

And does the present government accept these conditions? If that happens, 
the government is redundant, in Ukraine any governor can handle managerial 
responsibilities. The main thing is to know English. At least for now. 
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It is obvious that the current government is not joking. Loans paralyze the 
initiative. Under these circumstances, it is important not to interfere with more 
serious shackles. And they are. 

Who played the scheme of disobedience to the local "people's" 
government Center, scheme, recently popularized on TV, it will be possible to 
declassify later. The fact that this scheme leads to the opposite (for the 
government) results in the Crimea and Eastern regions, it is obvious, too. 
However, the problem is not in the power. This scheme destroys the state! 

It was under the guise of this scheme to hear complaints of neighbors (or 
some hotheads out there) even in the territory of Ukraine. Substantiates the claim 
also risk of the spread of NATO. And just at that moment there is the initiative of 
the deputies, headed by a former employee of the Central Committee of the 
Communist Party on the programme of action concerning the membership – about 
the technology of joining NATO. 

All simultaneously, in unison, "timely"! 
Tell me, should Ukraine have enemies when there are such "winners"? 

 
 
        06.03.14 
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To an interview with O. Moroz to the newspaper "Voice of Ukraine"(Holos 
Ukrainy): 

"The bitter experience is the teacher of unreasonable ones" 
 

Correspondent.: "The bitter experience is the teacher of stupid", the 
Romans wrote, having in mind that those who are not considering in advance the 
consequences of their actions, learn only from mistakes.  

This popular Latin phrase came to my mind when flipping through old 
newspaper files, I came across an article in "Voice of Ukraine"(Holos Ukrainy) 
more than twenty years ago, under the strange name "On the "constitutionality" of 
the draft of new Constitution of Ukraine" "Voice of Ukraine"(Holos Ukrainy), 29 
May 1993, No. 99 (599). And the article struck me. It turns out that three years 
prior to the advent of the Constitution 1996, the authors accurately predicted the 
negative practices that have emerged over almost 18 years of application of the 
Constitution!  

To enable readers to verify we give the text of the article (in the 
presentation).  
 
 
 

About the "constitutionality" of the draft new Constitution of Ukraine 
 
 

At the end of January 1993, to the Commission of the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine on draft a new Constitution of Ukraine a revised 
version of the draft (according to the results of nationwide discussion") was 
submitted. Thus, the authors of the draft Constitution has identified the document, 
which will be the subject of future work of the Commission as well as of the 
Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine... 

The draft of the new Constitution is inadmissible as the basis of democratic 
rule of law. The main drawback of the proposed Constitution is in the 
contradiction and inconsistency of its concepts and its basic principles. Can we 
consider this a real Constitution, where the socio-political and ideological-moral 
basis of society have not been defined? It is impossible, indeed, to consider a 
definition of the formula of article 9 of the draft Constitution to be clear, according 
to which the foundation is called "principles of political, economic and ideological 
diversity"! The diversity in these areas can be anything, including a variety of right 
to evil, greed, hatred, violence, what we encounter in life. So, on these principles 
also a social life will be based, and the authors of the draft are ready to build them 
into a constitutional principle?! 

In article 6 of the draft the principle of "rule of law" is established and the 
Constitution based on it. So, the authors distinguish between the law itself and the 
law, which applies primarily to the Fundamental Law of the state. But then you 
have to answer the question: what rule of law are we talking about? Whose right is 
laid down in the Constitution?.. 
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After all, for turning the will of the majority into reality is not enough to 
proclaim the Ukrainian people the sole source of state power and local 
government; such state legal mechanism is needed that would be in the power of 
the people... 

The authors of the new Constitution appeared not to manage to clearly 
define what "constitutional system" their draft Constitution establishes... 

The authors of the project don't seem to see the difference between 
separation of powers and the relative independence of the legislative, executive 
and judicial functions of state power, which is not the same thing... 

Willingly or unwillingly, but the authors of the draft Constitution embody 
authoritarian tendencies, characteristic especially for the executive functions of 
government, and especially personified in the office of the President, subject to the 
continuation of the crisis, that is focused on the form of the so-called "presidential 
republic". 

What does it mean to claim the powers of the President as the chief 
executive in the role of a counterweight to the powers of the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada) as a legislative power? This means that the law will be opposed 
to his performance, which secured the possibility of the negation of the law, no 
matter how "bad"! or "good" it was. We are talking essentially not about 
contrasting personalities, positions or bodies, but about the juxtaposition of the 
functions of these bodies. 

If the Constitution declares the supremacy of the law, therefore, the 
legislator should be a deterrent in relation to the arbitrariness in the 
implementation of above all the executive but also the judiciary. 

As for the legislature, its containment, control should be carried out from 
the source of state power, i.e. the people, not from the enforcement or application 
of the law by government agencies. 

In our opinion, logically consistent in this direction is the further self-
organization of the Ukrainian people, especially for the organization of mass 
representative bodies - Councils of people's deputies in the form of the Congress of 
councils...  

Such authority, in our opinion, may be provided only for issues: 1) approval 
of the Constitution and amendments to its basic provisions; 2) on elections of the 
President and early termination of his powers; 3) on the election of the 
Constitutional Court; 4) early termination of powers of the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine; 5) approval of long-term programs of 
socioeconomic and political development of Ukraine; 6) the entry into alliances, 
blocs etc; 7) in other exceptional cases... 

We agree with those who believe that in the next one or two decades, 
Ukraine should be formed as the people's democratic Republic, where the rule of 
law in the interests of the majority of the working people is established. For the 
transition period of transforming into a republic, in our opinion, it would be better 
to adopt the Fundamental Law by typing the following chapters: 1) sovereignty of 
the people; 2) declaration on fundamental rights and duties of citizen of Ukraine; 
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3) election system; 4) political system; 5) regulation on the procedure for 
amending the Fundamental (or Constitutional) Law... 

It would be better to form a competent working group for its development, 
which, carefully studying not only world experience, but the practice of 
implementation of certain constitutional rules and principles in Ukraine, prepared 
with the involvement of the wider scientific community a solid project... 
 
       Oleksandr Moroz, 
      people's deputy of Ukraine 
       Ivan Musiienko, 
      people's deputy of Ukraine  
       Oleksii Yushchyk 
        lawyer 
 

We decided to find out opinion on this occasion one of the authors is 
Oleksandr Oleksandrovych Moroz, which had a direct relation to the adoption of 
the Constitution, 1996.  

Correspondent: Mr. Moroz, how has Your understanding of the problems 
of the Constitution changed for two decades? Because so much has happened. As 
for me, today's events in Ukraine to brightly illuminate the problem, which You 
mentioned in the article.... 

O. Moroz: Here I ought to digress from the content of the question. It is 
necessary to have in mind the terms of the adoption of the Constitution, 1996. 
There are several principle terms of them: 

- virtually destroyed Constitution of 1977, many of its fundamental articles 
were stopped; 

- the second President dreams of a dictatorial form of government, some 
lawyers sing along to it, more than half of the deputies, almost all reassigned by 
the President (once elected), heads of local authorities; 

- there is a tradition of many decades, when the real power belonged not 
elected from the people structures but the party apparatus; 

- signed Constitutional Treaty, imposed by the Parliament's Pro-presidential 
majority. I was forced to sign it; 

- limited period of adoption of the Constitution (adoption procedures 
stipulated in the Constitutional Treaty); 

- authoritarian intentions are amplified, the referendum on the adoption of 
undemocratic presidential text, rejected before by the Parliament is declared by the 
decree with the violation of the Constitutional Treaty. 

Under such conditions, to uphold the standards of the Fundamental Law 
intended to balance the branches of government completely failed. Ukraine in fact 
became a presidential republic. Until the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of 
the 2nd convocation existed, it was possible partially to neutralize the attempts of 
concentration of power in the same hands. However, during this time the criminal 
administrative resources have flourished. Its Creator is L. Kuchma. The 
administrative resource has evolved and become the Ukrainian form of 
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government and formation of government. Subsequently, it received strong 
financial feeding of criminal origin. This has completely distorted elections, their 
essence. Government, business and criminal have created a crushing symbiosis, for 
democracy shoots to get through it is difficult, almost impossible. 

Given this situation, we will talk about the constitutional order with the 
scientific, theoretical point of view, knowing that practice makes serious 
amendments to this order. At each stage of the implementation of the provisions of 
the Constitution, in every story of relationships the opportunities to combine theory 
with practice, the convergence of provisions of the Constitution with guarantees of 
their application should be found. There seems the meaning of democratization of 
the exercise of power and democratization of social relations. 

In principle, my understanding of the constitutional challenges has not 
changed. Main idea – the democratization of the constitutional system – is now 
proclaimed by the participants of mass protests. If they had listened to our 
warnings, perhaps we would have been living in a democratic and legal country, it 
would not have come to bloody conflicts. 

Back in 1997 in the Ukrainian scientific literature the main contradiction of 
the Constitution was noted. On the one hand, it establishes a fairly high level of 
constitutional rights and freedoms of the citizen, on the other hand – established 
in it organization of the authority is not able to provide and guarantee most of 
these rights and freedoms. The solution to this contradiction, of course, is not 
in cutting back the rights of citizens but in the change of the organization of 
power, and its gradual democratization.  

However, the transition, not well defined socioeconomic structure of the 
society and its political unstructured content critically affected the determination of 
the main principles of the constitutional system. We will give only two examples. 
Article 15 of the Constitution contains a provision according to which public life in 
Ukraine is based on the principles of political, economic and ideological diversity. 
It is clear that this provision was a kind of objection to “the Communist party 
totalitarianism” of the Soviet times, allegedly dictated by the idea of democracy. 
However, this “pluralist” approach was and is not only pseudodemocratic, but also 
deeply antiscientific, which does not recognize the laws of social development, 
instead of the scientific methodology of sociology focuses on eclecticism. 

In practice, every “diversity” turns into its opposite: the economic diversity - 
the domination of monopolies (oil, grain, transport, utilities etc); political diversity 
- in government-bureaucratic dictates of a single political-oligarchic power; and 
ideological diversity – into dominance of European and overseas life “values” and 
“standards” in education, culture etc. Meanwhile the Constitution makes no 
mention of “the national economy” as a form of realization of economic unity, 
there is no mention in it about “national idea” as a form of realization of 
ideological unity.  

A second example of how a sequel to the first, concerns the provisions of 
article 6 of the Constitution on the separation of state power into legislative, 
executive and judicial. Practice of implementation of this provision shows that 
independent Ukraine is suffering not from usurpation of power by one subject 
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(what determined at the time of the introduction the principle of separation of 
powers in practice of the establishment of the state), but from anarchy, or rather 
from the disruption of power through constant conflicts between the 
“branches” of government, it suffers from lack of unity of the power, 
especially lately. “Unity of power” is provided, by the subordination to some 
“branch” of government. Because of this, we have the destroyed justice. Almost 
according to O. Bender: "Justice is sold!". 

The functions of government should be allocated. And its unity derives 
from the notion of the source of power to the people. If to create in practice real 
mechanisms of not only the formation of government by the people, but its 
accountability to the people, then we can talk about the unity of power with its 
distributed functions.  

Obviously, simple or formal borrowing in the Constitution of Ukraine of 
certain ideas of European or American constitutionalism and their unjustified 
absolutization exclude rule of construction on a scientific basis of the necessary 
principles of the constitutional system, system of state and public institutions. 
Under these circumstances, domestic social science is redundant, objectively 
inhibited the development of political and legal thought in Ukraine, which reduces 
the intellectual level of the political elite of society and, ultimately, determines the 
gap of our state on the path of historical progress. Therefore, the problem of the 
development of social science in Ukraine should be viewed primarily in the context 
of national security, ensuring its development and protecting by all public means.  

But if in the science the extremes are overcome in the discussions, in politics 
they turn to human grief. In the USSR the development of the ownership was 
forgotten, they thought only about the labour and workers but now it is vice 
versa. Because of this, if to think about it carefully, all the problems of civil 
society and state power in Ukraine appear.  

In fact, from a scientific point of view this is antidialectic approach, both in 
theory and in political and ideological practice, when one of the parties to the real 
contradiction between property and labor is ignored, thus absolutizing or 
exaggerating the importance of other party. In practical terms, this absolutization 
leads to the preservation of contradictions instead of its solution to stagnation 
in social development and regression, which has already been confirmed by the 
history of the USSR and now is confirmed by the marking time and even 
degradation of the independent Ukraine. Without realizing it, it is useless to hope 
that our society will soon be on the path of sustainable development.  

What has changed in my understanding compared to the early 90’s? Some 
things have changed. Some things could be presented otherwise. In particular, to 
move away from the names, which were then "in fashion". Instead of "Congress of 
Councils" as the Supreme body with a number of constituent powers it is more 
appropriate to create the all-Ukrainian Constitutional Assembly, which would at 
least at the beginning adopt and revise the Constitution, and subsequently monitor 
its implementation.  

However, it is advisable to discuss this topic separately.  
          06.03.14 
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"At the forefront there is a reformation of the 
institutions of public power" 

(Speech at the scientific-practical conference in June 1997) 
 

28 June 1996 in Ukraine, an event occurred which was immediately 
identified as a milestone in the development of Ukrainian statehood: the Supreme 
Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine adopted the new Constitution of Ukraine. 

The real historical significance of this event will be correctly evaluated only 
with the distance of time, from which it is only possible to comprehend the 
exclusivity of the events of such scale for the life of the state, for the fate of its 
people. Therefore, the current attempts to downplay the significance of the new 
Constitution of Ukraine, to devalue its content and to neglect the fact of 
emergence, guided by diverse interests and political motives cannot be named 
other than short-sighted or opportunistic. 

Another thing is on the eve of the first anniversary of the adoption of the 
Constitution of Ukraine, business-like, calm, unbiased assessment of its practical 
impact on the socio-political situation in Ukraine during the year that has passed, 
navigate the problematic and promising issues of its application. And that form of 
such a gathering, which you do today, from my point of view the most corresponds 
to this. 

Your scientific and practical conference is devoted to theoretical and 
practical issues of implementation of the Constitution of Ukraine, analysis of 
relevant experience and identification of the problems and prospects of 
implementation of the Fundamental Law of Ukraine. Given the urgency of the 
topic of discussion, I want to thank the organizers of the conference: Academy of 
legal Sciences of Ukraine, Institute of state and law of the National Academy of 
Sciences of Ukraine, Institute of legislation of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna 
Rada) of Ukraine for the invitation to participate in its work. 

Welcoming the participants of the scientific-practical conference on behalf 
of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine, I would like to make a few 
remarks about the discussion of methodological and organizational-legal problems 
of implementation of the Constitution of Ukraine with the positions of the 
Parliament. I think they would complement a wide range of the topic of the 
conference, given that the legislature, the deputies in the conference program, 
presented in scientific reports and messages, in contrast to the structures of 
Executive and judicial powers. Perhaps because these structures have more 
problems with the implementation of the Constitution?.. 

Discussion of methodological and organizational-legal problems of 
implementation of the Constitution at this scientific-practical conference gave an 
opportunity to some extent to integrate those aspects, which will be discussed both 
at the plenary as well as other meetings within the conference, to develop a 
systematic approach to the problem of implementation of the Constitution of 
Ukraine in general. Unfortunately, the drawback of this view is still a significant 
obstacle to the implementation of the new Constitution. 
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I guess, we all agree that the Constitution in its content is not simply a 
political-legal act which fixes the system of social relations, the rule of law 
prevailing at the time of its adoption. On the contrary, it contains a considerable 
potential for the development of basic institutions of civil society, democratic 
state and legal institutions. I would even say that the Constitution of Ukraine of 
1996 is a kind of political-legal guide or compass of public transformations in 
Ukraine. Consequently, the implementation of all the provisions of the 
Constitution in force, which regulates the whole spectrum of society, requires, in 
fact, the implementation of the package of reforms: economic, social, political, 
humanitarian and state-legal. 

In this regard, there is a need not only to determine the direction of specific 
reforms, but – more importantly – to understand the sequence of their 
implementation, determining priorities, to put reform on a solid theoretical 
basis. After all, who thinks correctly, operates correctly. I am convinced: of this, 
the success of any reforms, above all, depends on it; and vice versa - a chaotic 
attempts to reform the economy, politics, government, public institutions will not 
give any positive result. 

Impartial analysis of transformation of processes in Ukraine in the last years 
proves that. From my point of view, we have not still clearly identified the 
priorities for carrying out the necessary reforms. What do I mean? Let's put the 
question this way: who is the subject that must directly implement economic, 
social and other reforms? The answer is obvious: the state, the public authority. 
While implementing reforms, it must develop itself. 

The direction of reforms, of course, determine the dominant political forces 
in society,– in particular the policy of reforms; but these forces carry out their 
policy through the state, through public authorities. This elementary political truth 
is well known to you. What does it mean? Obviously, the following. If the idea of 
a particular reform depends on the quality, in other words, on the essence of the 
dominant society's political forces (and their struggle with the opposition political 
forces), the implementation of this idea to a certain extent depends on the 
quality of the state, its apparatus and the nature of the organization of public 
authorities. 

Note: how many recent years has it been said about economic reforms – and 
how much is done, what is the result? National economy, in addition to several 
General postulates, is not even formed in a theoretical imagination. But with 
respect to reforming government institutions – here is another picture: is mostly 
being done, but not said, sometimes even contrary to the Constitution and the 
legislation in force. Why? Because there is the intuitive sense of aforementioned 
political truth, namely, the state power is a crucial tool for the implementation 
of any reforms. 

And not accidentally the most fierce political struggle is unfolding for the 
conquest or retention of the state power, however this is a characteristic 
phenomenon not only for Ukraine or the CIS countries. Suffice it to recall the most 
critical moments in the history of Ukraine in recent years, to be sure. 
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But it is not a manifestation of the reform. Bureaucracy (even in the best 
sense of the word), representing the government, itself, on its own initiative is not 
capable to reform itself. It naturally can only strengthen its position, to fix, to 
strengthen this condition. I repeat, this is the natural process, which without 
political balances, with no legislated policy reforms and democratic control for the 
implementation of such a policy will inevitably degenerate into one of the varieties 
of self-sufficiency. In addition, we are talking about reformation of all 
institutions of government: legislative, executive and judicial functions. It must 
be carried out simultaneously, complementing, and at the right moments, - holding 
each other. 

In this regard, the Constitution goes ahead practice, often encountering 
misunderstanding and resistance. There are known examples of it. 

If we talk about the politics of reforms, their strategy, then, unfortunately, it 
still remains uncertain. We do not only have national answers to the questions: 
where are we going? But not even quite, it seems, imagine, whether we go 
somewhere at all? The reason for this is uncertainty of the dominant political 
forces in Ukraine. And if there is not one political subject of reforms, then, of 
course, it is useless to expect a holistic concept or strategy change. Under these 
conditions, state power is used not to implement a certain policy of certain 
reforms, and the laws of the bureaucratic system, in which the hierarchy of power 
and finance are defining. Meanwhile both components may not coincide, and then 
there are processes that destroy the body of the state – corruption, 
embezzlement, toning of the economy etc. 

From this point of view, the new Constitution of Ukraine is essential as the 
means of public control over the state apparatus, which democratic political forces 
of society, especially political parties, can and should use for direction of the state 
activities into the constitutional mainstream. The Constitution gives legal 
guarantees of freedoms of a person and a citizen and the activities of political 
parties and public organizations in Ukraine. 

Consequently, the formation of the political subject that represents the 
majority of the population, is objectively a necessary precondition for the 
implementation of the Constitution of Ukraine through the development of 
common strategy of reforms and establishing of a functioning state, able to 
implement such reforms and to implement the provisions of the Constitution. 

Reference, meanwhile, to this weakness of parties is only a form of covert 
resistance. The development of society on the constitutional track needs strong, 
organized based on the democratic principles parties. Either the formation on 
internal or external financial injections of the parties, or the design of pseudo-
functioning party bureaucracy have nothing to do with democratic principles, 
therefore, a need for the emergence of the subject of reform. They should appear as 
the result of the efforts primarily of the public asset with the assistance of the 
authorities. That's right: the consolidated efforts (legal, financial, organizational) 
the government should encourage the development of a political entity that 
would eventually change its creators as well. That is – a dialectical peculiarity of 
the moment, which our government and society experience. That is a characteristic 
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feature of the essence of the implementation of the new Constitution, its 
orientation to the future. 

On the other hand, the negative moment of any, including our bureaucratic 
system that has evolved is that it is not interested in public control over it. 
Hence there is the opposition to the establishment of this single political entity. A 
vivid example is the struggle for a new electoral law in the Parliament. 

But the society cannot (and will not!) without end observe, suffering from 
disorder and anarchy, who will win in this fight. In this case we are dealing with a 
situation where, figuratively speaking, the rescue of drowning is the case of 
drowning. Democratic political forces of a society have to combine their efforts in 
order to resolve the blocking of the bureaucratic system of constitutional 
provisions and to give room for the development of democratic institutions. And it 
provides the appropriate reformation of state structures, the subordination of the 
activities of the government requirements to the Constitution. 

Therefore, at the forefront of reforming the institutions of public power, 
there is the implementation of state and legal reform. This direction of reforms 
should be, in my opinion, defined by us as priority. It is clear that without 
proactive reform of state institutions, no effective government body capable of 
implementing policies necessary socioeconomic transformation, there is nothing to 
dream about any reform, but even the suspension of system crisis in Ukraine 
ongoing in Ukraine already for more than one year. 

On this basis, the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine approved 
in the beginning of the seventh session the General plan of legislative work for 
1997, which provided for the development of the concept of state legal reform in 
Ukraine. According to the plan the Institute of legislation of Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine has prepared a draft General concept of state legal 
reform, which will be soon presented for review in parliamentary committees and 
other concerned bodies. 

The need for state legal reform is primarily due to the necessity to 
implement a significant economic transformation in Ukraine, the formation of an 
effective national economy as a basis for improving of the welfare of the 
people; the need for a substantial strengthening of the regime of legality in the 
activities of all authorities and to improve law order in the state, a significant 
increase in the level of provision of constitutional rights of citizens and 
guaranteeing of them by the state, build of a democratic and social legal state on 
this basis. 

The need for government and legal reform is also due to the necessity of 
harmonization of the national legal system with the legal systems of the CIS 
countries and the member states of the Council of Europe. 

The draft General concept determines the purpose, basic tasks and 
principles, basic directions and principles of implementation as well as legislative, 
scientific, informational, organizational, financial, personnel and material-technical 
provision of the state legal reform. 
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In particular, the purpose of the state and legal reform in Ukraine, according 
to the draft concept is the creation of an effective system of state support and 
protection of constitutional rights and freedoms, decent living conditions. 

Given the nature of the need, goal and objectives of the state and legal 
reform, it should be implemented comprehensive, covering all the basic functions 
of the state as well as the system of the local self-government in Ukraine. 

Consequently, the implementation of the unified state legal reform involves 
the simultaneous reform of state-legal institutes in the following areas: 
parliamentary reform; administrative reform or reform of the executive 
power); judicial and legal reform; the reform of local administration 
(municipal reform). 

Specific goals, objectives, direction of implementation of parliamentary, 
administrative, judicial and municipal reforms are determined by the concepts of 
appropriate reforms, which are developed based on the General concept and are 
approved by the Parliament. 

The draft concept envisages that the degree of reforming of state legal 
institutions in the reform is limited to the specification and implementation of 
requirements of the Constitution of Ukraine to the organization of the system of 
state power and local self-government. Such change determines the period of 
implementation of the state legal reforms within five - seven years. At the same 
time, given the need for necessary amendments to to the Constitution of Ukraine, 
or if such amendments are due to the implementation of other reforms (economic 
etc), this reform should be considered as the first stage of long-term state and 
legal reform. 

The consistency of implementation of state and legal reform is determined 
by its complex nature, which requires coordinated development and 
implementation of the concepts of parliamentary, administrative, judicial and 
municipal reforms. 

Such coordination should be ensured especially in the legislation which 
determines the content of each of the directions of the state and legal reform. On 
this basis, the development of the concept and implementation of 
parliamentary reform should be a priority in the implementation of the reform, 
in which it is necessary to establish an effective system of legislative support of 
state-legal reform. Objective of the parliamentary reform should be the 
construction of a rational system of legislative activity, formation of optimum 
structure of a single legislative body – the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of 
Ukraine – as a professional Parliament, essential improvement of the legislative 
process and building on this basis of an effective national legal system. 

I should say that the parliamentary reform in Ukraine is implemented quite 
radical last four to five years, although not so systematically and consistently. With 
the adoption of the new Constitution there is a need to formulate a unified concept 
of the parliamentary reform and the early adoption of the legislative package of so-
called parliamentary law. I have not just once talkied about this package. We are 
talking about the laws on the status of people's deputy, the Regulations, the 
committees of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada), the laws and legislative 
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activities, regulatory acts etc. In the same direction the reorganization of the staff 
of the Parliament, strengthening of its analytical, scientific, expert, methodological 
etc functions, increase of a role as a codification and publishing center of the law 
are provided. 

Fundamental in the project of the General concept of the state legal reform is 
its applied and specific character. In particular, to organize the reform it is 
provided to establish relevant coordination and working bodies. The Supreme 
coordination Council should be involved in the general organization of the 
preparation and carrying out of the reform. It does not substitute other state bodies 
and takes the decisions of the recommending nature. The President of Ukraine 
should be the Chairman of the Supreme coordination Council (which, in fact, 
is agreed with him). The heads of the Parliament, government, Supreme court of 
justice, other law enforcement agencies, the President of the National Academy of 
Sciences of Ukraine are ex officio in the Council. 

Specifically formed by the Parliament of Ukraine the interdepartmental 
scientific-methodological and coordinating unit - the Centre of legislative 
initiatives on the state and legal reform directly prepares analytical and 
legislative drafting materials concerning state and legal reform for consideration at 
the meetings of the Higher coordination Council. The relevant departmental bodies 
of the Ministry of justice, law enforcement and other state bodies as well as 
scientific institutions and organizations must participate in the preparation of these 
analytical and legislative drafting materials. 

Based on the recommendations of the Supreme coordination Council the 
relevant authorities approve the programmes and action plan for the 
implementation of state and legal reforms. 

I will not dwell on other aspects of the concept, I will say only that scientific 
provision of state legal reform is considered as a system, which should include the 
organization of fundamental and applied theoretical research on the state-legal 
reform, rational mechanisms for the implementation of research results in practical 
reforming of the institutions of the state power and local self-government in 
Ukraine, the scientific analysis of implementation and forecast of impacts of state 
legal reform. 

The complex nature of state legal reform means that you need to use, while 
implementing it, administrative, economic, socio-psychological and ideological 
management practices in their organic unity. Flexible combination of regulatory 
control with a material interest of performers, the creation of appropriate socio-
psychological and ideological tasks of reform, involving implementation of a wide 
asset of political and public organizations, using the potential of the media, strict 
adherence to the basic principles of the state legal reform - only under such 
conditions there is a real possibility of carrying out the main tasks of the reform, 
achieving of its objectives defined in this concept. 

The process of reformation of government institutions must also comply 
with the reformation of the economic system and the basic institutions of civil 
society and to take into account the peculiarities of integration of independent 
Ukraine into the world community. 
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Finally, the implementation of state and legal reform requires alignment of 
actions of bodies of government at all levels, unity of power. The solution to this 
problem and elimination of contradictions, especially at the highest level of 
government is a top priority in the implementation of state-legal reforms, without 
which it is impossible to implement successfully political, economic, social and 
other reforms and to build a democratic, social and legal state in Ukraine. 

The reforms in Ukraine must have profound theoretical grounding, 
maximally using the scientific and intellectual potential.  

From this point of view scientific-practical conference, which gathered the 
best scientific forces of the country on the eve of the first anniversary of the 
Constitution of Ukraine in this hall, to comprehend experience, problems and 
prospects of implementation of its provisions, is both relevant and useful. 

Once again greeting the participants on behalf of the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine and me personally I wish you fruitful discussions, 
active creative work in the field of scientific support of the process of the state 
building in the interests of our people. 

 
 
 

           O.Moroz 
          26.06.1997 
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It is time to gather stones together 
 

On the way to my workplace each time I pass some groups of young people. 
They recognize, greet, and sometimes ask: 

- What do You think, how will it all end? 
- And what do You think? 
- Well... 
- Say, boys, had your comrades, who met their death here, hoped for such an 

end? And who needed the victims? 
- That is why we will not leave until it will be how we have wanted it. 
- And what, do you think, needs to be done? 
Both young and older people understand that the government should move 

to where people live. To move and give them an opportunity to control their 
chosen authorities and to be responsible for their choice. When I talk about this, 
they support and agree. 

- And why did not you support with your votes in elections, because all the 
others promised the moon? 

There is no answer. To move power "down" and to return it to the people 
as a source of power (under the Constitution) is the solution to many problems of 
today's Ukraine. The first important step is the "Constitution of 2004", this step 
could have been taken without a drop of blood. They didn't want to. Puppeteers 
needed blood to justify ... even more blood and to get the point of no return to the 
previous situation. 

To develop the theme of development of local self-government here makes 
no sense. It would be better if the government clearly articulated a plan of the 
necessary changes with the same terms, including the signing of the political 
part of the agreement with the EU. The political executive committee of the 
Socialist party of Ukraine proposed to do this in September last year. This plan 
was promoted widely and for a long time. We must not forget that people are not 
interested in the system of government as much as the developers of the system 
hope. People focus on rally slogans, without understanding their content. The 
massive propaganda for change at all levels is necessary in order to make a layman 
understand that the slogans at the rallies on the referendum on the federal 
system is a provocation brought from outside. And that real self-government 
covers almost all spheres of citizens' interests along with federalism. 

It is sad that the next wave of the people shifts is actually used again to 
seize power, to change its corporate and personal composition, but not for free 
people from the oppression of the government.  

I have already had beforehand (a month as well as two earlier) to speak 
about the limits and forms of civil protest, to offer the deputies and the executive 
power steps to prevent the destruction of state institutions. Either that was the 
plan of foreign screenwriters, or the dullness of domestic radicals, or both together 
– it does not matter. But the savage destructions of the state institutions in Kyiv 
and many, mainly Western, regions, savoring caused by the humiliation of the 
heads of administrations and other levels of power, abuse of law enforcement 
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officers, dozens of examples of vandalism and slogans about the nonrecognition of 
the Central government in Kyiv and the like, all of this is the managed anarchy 
aimed at the liquidation of the statehood. Whether the young people who broke 
the monument to V. Lenin in Kyiv thought about it, I am not sure. But they were 
led by the people with deputy badges and claims on intelligence and patriotism. 
Whether they were so stupid or somebody told them to do so, it does not matter 
now.  

Since such "self-defense" became a recognized political science and political 
factor, it can easily be recognized as a legal factor too. And the Russian President, 
does this commenting on the situation in Ukraine and the Crimea. It is a shame to 
see how the Russian President and the Minister, not blinking, tell lies. 
However they know that no one believes in it, but they do not care. It's a shame 
because I had met them before and I don't know whether someone from the 
officials in Moscow dare tell the President that the annexation of the Crimea is 
the beginning of the demise of the Russian Federation. Regardless, whether 
there will be blood or not. And it is too soon for some citizens of the Crimea to 
rejoice who want to become a part of the Russian Federation, because "it was bad 
during 22 years here". The Russian Federation is able to bring material benefits to 
the land of the peninsula. The preparations for the Sochi Olympics is its evidence. 
But will not the newly-made citizens of the Russian Federation look for other 
passports in 3 – 5 years? 

In order to understand what the result of the referendum in the Crimea will 
be, referendum at gunpoint, it is not necessary to be a visionary. It is enough to 
watch the news on Russian channels which incidentally are broadcast in the 
Crimea. They were broadcast there before, but Ukrainian channels were available 
to Crimean viewer as well. Today this is not possible. Is this also a manifestation 
of "self-defense "? Is blocking of the Ukrainian ships "self-defense" as well? 

We are witnessing the disregard for the laws and international rules when to 
one side it seems appropriate. The end justifies the means – it is long ago 
articulated position. This formula can be considered in the opposite way: the 
means disclose the purpose. If the tools are illegal, the purpose is illegal as well. I 
think this could be confirmed by the observers from the OSCE, who were not let in 
to the Crimea by the Russian soldiers.  

Perhaps at least now European leaders will respond to the need for 
convening of the European conference on security and cooperation to work out 
common rules of coexistence and the order of intervention in cases when someone 
dare to break such rules. For 20 years I'm tired to repeat that at all international 
meetings, which I had to participate in. 

In everyday public life a long forgotten large-scale banditry comes back. 
Under the guise of the members of "Our Ukraine–People's Self-Defense Bloc" or 
"AutoMaidan participants" criminality is cynically engaged in robbery and looting. 
Not indifferent residents of Kyiv and other cities unite for self-protection. 
Sometimes successfully, which proves that it is not necessary to ignore the best  
experience of the Soviet times, when in contact with the police self-defence militia 
worked effectively. 
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But for this the police needs to take a necessary place in the state machine. It 
is necessary that the police was not used for the solving of business conflicts. It has 
been involved in this for many years. And when it was necessary to protect the 
state institutions as such, the scheme appeared to be unsuitable. They had smarts 
just to send "Berkut" and other law enforcement bodies against the protesters (far 
from "peaceful ones") to restrain them when the officials packed their suitcases 
and destroyed some evidence. 

But not everyone in the police, for example, was involved in dark deeds. 
They should do what everywhere else in the world the guards of the right do. Who 
however will confuse vested with state, must be replaced by the government. 
That's its job! People have the right to appeal to the state authorities, when there 
is a need but not to risk meeting with figures dressed in camouflage, who who 
knows whom and why (!) represent, dig for personal stuff, and do arbitrariness.  

There is a delicate, as to the current situation, circumstance. "Right Sector", 
"Our Ukraine–People's Self-Defense Bloc" etc. (not arguing about their nature and 
actions) did their job. They destroyed the previous regime, and this is a positive 
thing. Whether they like what is received in return, is a separate issue. However, 
there is a new government, whatever it is. They take all responsibility. This is a 
natural order, understood by the people for thousands of years of civilization. 
Therefore, the unofficial bodies should leave the maidans (squares), the 
intersections, to remove questionable roadblocks, not to engage in ensuring 
"revolutionary justice" to individuals and business in particular. All this is the 
obligation of the authorities, it is called anarchy when it is substituted, and 
always ends with destruction, tragedy and blood.  

But there is the necessity of civil control over the authorities, which is 
constantly proclaimed on the Maidan in Kyiv. Only control should be carried out 
not from the part of the people, whose rights in a certain way Maidan embodies, 
but from all the people. Probably, the legislator is obliged to prepare a procedure 
provided by law for such control, which would ensure public confidence in the 
objectivity and legitimacy of control. 

Perhaps this could be a permanent congress of councils of all levels with 
the rights to interfere in the constitutional provisions, the founding and personnel 
functions at least with respect to confidence-no confidence in the Parliament, the 
President, on the adoption of strategic for the future of Ukraine decisions. It is 
clear that under the current administrative resources elections scheme such 
congress wouldn't be fair, because perceived control system by people should be 
created after the elections at all levels of government on the basis of open lists. 
And such elections should be held sooner! 

This all is a big amount of responsible work and of its good preparing. It is 
clear that it does not exempt the authorities from the obligation to settle all that has 
emerged in recent weeks, what the current government is also involved in.  

It is time to gather...  
          09.03.14  
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Comment for the media 
 

The so-called press-conference of V. Yanukovych is a total 
disappointment. There was a hope for the resignation (legally) as of the President. 
In fact, he did it, leaving the capital, and subsequently Ukraine, having the 
subordinated government, almost all the institutions of government and with 
international guarantees. It is impossible to run the country from Rostov and be the 
commander in chief.  

V. Yanukovych, whether he likes it or not, now plays the role of a policy-
maker of foreign countries towards Ukraine. Speaking (in some parts) objective 
things concerning the political situation, he bypasses the obviously flagrant facts of 
the violations of international law in the Crimea and not only there, that is, by 
accepting the possibility of loss of integrity of Ukraine. 

The real President can not take this position. 
 
  

         11.03.14 
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To live not according someone else's plans 
 

Analysis of events during about half a year convinces that at the expense of 
the interests of Ukraine the plan for the redistribution of influences in the 
world is being carried out in the active phase. The superpowers and their 
communities, former and current representatives of the Ukrainian authorities, the 
leaders of certain political and social bodies are involved in it. One of the 
performers of the planned are the people of Ukraine (or the part of it), even though 
a civil conflict develops the harm them. 

In geostrategic sense, we are talking about the spread of influence of the 
USA and NATO in Eastern Europe, constraints and deterrence of the potential of 
Russia and its influence in the territory of the continent. The Central part of this 
territory is Ukraine. 

Because of the absence of its own domestic and foreign policy, the failure of 
the Supreme rulers to understand their role and responsibility for the state, Ukraine 
takes the role of the outsider in international politics, having lost its economic 
potential and the majority of industries, and became an appendage of the states in 
the export and import of products. The authorities in Ukraine have merged with 
the criminality, corruption paralyzed all spheres of public life, became the de 
facto method of state governance. Because of this the relationship between the 
government and the people are hostile, and the country has become a subject of 
easy prey for everyone who claims to be a player in the international relations. 

Under such conditions there are mass protests periodically in Ukraine. Their 
spirit is used by different groups of oligarchs in the struggle for power as the 
possibility of solving problems of personal or corporate interests to enrich 
themselves at the expense of the people. Shadow character of enrichment 
determines the withdrawal of capital from Ukraine and its concealment abroad. As 
the owners of large accounts simultaneously are representatives of the 
authorities, they are under control of the world government and totally 
dependent upon management decisions. 

The ideologists of such a state call the established system of relations 
liberalism. Although in reality it is a system of criminality under the conditions 
of peripheral capitalism and colonialism. The wealth Taken from the people 
create the available funds of astronomical size for the oligarchs, which explains the 
presence of a big layer of the richest people in the world in a poor country. These 
funds are also used for bribery and theft by all involved in the formation of the 
government. Consequently, the power gets authoritarian forms, which is primarily 
manifested in its centralization. 

Excessive centralization of power under all conditions, and especially in a 
corrupt state body, makes the power unstable, and the country - unprotected from 
external influences, as for the change of the authorities it is enough to remove the 
President. So it was with the change of presidential regimes during the last twenty 
years. And every time under the guise of the allegedly democratic struggle for 
power the hands of foreign puppeteers were visible. Otherwise, it cannot be with 
the created system of power. 
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Events of recent months confirm the above given. The fact that the regime of 
V. Yanukovych needed reformation or replacement, cannot be questioned. 
Reformation under authoritarian regimes is possible only when it protects the 
leader of the Centre from responsibility, and the latter is aware of this. There was 
not such understanding, and in the entourage of the President, no one dared to open 
his eyes to the real situation. In addition, when there is the authoritarian system, 
there is always the struggle for being closer to the President, therefore, for access 
to the levers of power to get new opportunities of enrichment, or to defend 
themselves from those who became very impudent. In the recent situation, the 
circle was named "family", which coincides with world traditions of the 
mafia. In internal litigation any opportunities are involved, and beyond the power 
of the pyramids, the possibility of Maidan in particular. Therefore, when the 
oligarchs (pro-government and near the government) financially, organizationally 
and informatively contribute to public intensity, it's a natural way of struggle for 
power. 

The independent implementation of public policy in a corrupt oligarchic 
country is an illusion of those who, having power, uses the hidden from the 
people wealth. Relations with the Kremlin, maneuver with the agreement of the 
EU and imitation of independence irritated the world's top players. The 
replacement of the regime, obviously, was scheduled for a year of presidential 
election. Replacement with the predecessors even more dependent and 
controlled, even more obliged to their patrons in the East and the West. 

The randomness of information support of the process of preparations for 
signing of the agreement with the EU and the negligence of the officials however 
led to spontaneous protests in the form of Euromaidan. He arose early, and 
caused concern among the leadership of the state. To show their necessity, the 
violent provocations were organized on 30 November and 1 December 2013. 

The motives of the protests changed. The peaceful Maidan became the 
centre of an acute civil confrontation and the struggle against the government. At 
the same time thousands of people who sincerely wanted to help the protesters in 
their struggle against the oppression of power joined the Maidan. Soon the slogans 
of the Maidan, forms and methods of opposition, its leadership structures changed. 
External influence on everything connected with the confrontation has clearly 
manifested. Foreign screenwriters have acted either directly, or through local 
oligarchs and opposition leaders. 

The authors of the script needed the preservation of the tension. That is 
why they were throwing people against law enforcement officers in Hrushevskyi 
and Instytutska streets, although it had no sense, and the victims were not 
justified, did not approach the achievement of any goal. With the help of foreign 
diplomats and analysis of the causes of the conflict the citizens drew a politically 
and legally correct conclusion: the cause of the conflict is the usurpation of 
power by the President and the corrupt system, which lives parasitically on the 
body of the people. Through the slogan of a return to the 2004 Constitution 
appeared and was widely spread. 
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It was really the key and precisely defined purpose of the protests perceived 
by citizenship, local councils, foreign countries, and – involuntarily – presidential 
government. A goal that requires no sacrifices, time and... the Maidan. The 
socialists appealed to all parties to the conflict with a proposal on the procedure of 
quick, peaceful and constitutional solution to the problem. 

This end to civil protest did not suit the screenwriters. Either the opposition 
or the authorities did not even try to peacefully and effectively draw a line 
under the subject of Maidan. But with the inaction of the authorities planned 
destruction of administrative buildings was spread in many regions, forced 
displacement from positions of civil servants, the humiliation of them and law 
enforcement officers, the creation of unconstitutional bodies of power and the non-
recognition of the higher bodies of government and massive acts of vandalism 
were commited. Media that are the property of their respective oligarchs, gave 
information about the destruction of the institutions and principles of statehood, as 
heroic achievements in the struggle against the government. Of course, properly 
chosen materials have become an effective weapon of propaganda for the 
population of Russia, eastern regions of Ukraine and the Crimea. The General 
atmosphere of the Maidan and the desire for freedom were shown as banditry and 
arbitrariness. 

However, this level of tension did not justify actions for achieving of 
geopolitical objectives. Bloodshed was needed. It was shed on both sides of the 
conflict, and both sides it was not justified. For what purpose, and who pushed the 
young people to the bullets, who sent snipers and whose they are, what target were 
chosen, the investigation of V. Yanukovych regime were not hurrying to 
respond these questions as well as the new government does. 

The conclusion of the agreement between the government and the opposition 
under the guarantee of foreign diplomats has caused a sense of relief among 
citizens. But the script did not provide for such a finale. The parties to the 
agreement were not going to implement it literally. The President and his 
entourage simultaneously with the signing of the agreement started organizing the 
escape from Ukraine, and competitors of the government in the Parliament took a 
number of important decisions, some of which did not meet the provisions of the 
Constitution, or did not fully comply with. 

Since we are talking about things which are clear and obvious, there is a 
reasonable suspicion of premeditated situation, provoking of the Russian-
Ukrainian conflict, geostrategic things, in which Ukraine becomes a bargaining 
chip and runs the risk of losing statehood.  

Time will tell, how agreed the efforts to escalate the conflict between the 
world's political players are, whether they agree with the reluctance of Russians 
and Ukrainians to fight each other. But there is no doubt in premeditated effort, as 
well as their goal of the dismemberment of Ukraine, its final liquidation as a 
subject of international politics. The reason for such a prospect we've created 
ourselves, namely: the authoritarian government headed by the President, the 
corrupt system of bureaucracy, the thirst for a return to power of those who 
lost it, planned and well paid-the actions of the radicals from the opposition. 
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This is based on the inertia, the indifference, the incoherence of the majority 
of citizens during political campaigns. 

What steps should be taken urgently to at least partially neutralize the 
threats? The authorities, in the first place, political bodies, civil asset should 
ensure: 

- critical intensification of diplomatic means to prevent the annexation of 
the Crimea and other territories; 

- the preparation of regulations that extend the rights of autonomy within 
Ukraine; 

- the preparation and adoption of laws which maximize the rights and 
provide financially and materially broad powers to local councils and their 
Executive committees; 

- liquidation of local state administrations; 
- the investigation of crimes that led to the victims in Kyiv and the 

punishment of offenders; 
- immediate resignation (legal) by the President V. Yanukovych; 
- reviewing of appointments, bringing of professional and honest people to 

power; 
- elections of the President of Ukraine without delay of the election date 

(25.05.14) to prevent illegal interference in the election process of anybody and 
allowing to build not less hard administrative resources, now under the 
management of the party "Fatherland" (Batkivshchyna); 

- preparation of comprehensive draft amendments to the Constitution of 
Ukraine, submission it for consideration to the Parliament and studying it by the 
citizenship with the new President on the day of his/her inauguration; 

- election of authorities in Kyiv 25.05.2014 and local government in 
September this year on the basis of majoritarian system of elections; 

- early parliamentary elections based on open party lists in September this 
year with significantly reduced entry barrier; 

- taking of effective measures by the power (with the help of foreign 
institutions) for the return to Ukraine of all bank accounts of the oligarchs; 

- the development of the plan of stabilization and development of the 
national economy and social sphere of Ukraine to:  

ü  create jobs; 
ü  protect entrepreneurship and business; 
ü  to preserve social guaranteesand  to prevent the growth of prices and tariffs; 
ü  to get payments for resources and raw materials, to get rents of land to 

provide local budgets and public funds; 
- the leaving of Maidans, bringing order of law and involving of public 

agencies to maintain law and order; 
- the creation of public control system over the activity of authorities and 

individual officials, including constitutional body - the Congress of councils of all 
levels; 

These and other measures should be conveyed to everybody so that people 
trust the new government in its intention to serve the people, not the oligarchs, to 
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neutralize the external threats to the existence of the country, to introduce 
democratic European principles of public life, give the prospect for prosperity, 
stability and unity of the people and the integrity of Ukraine.  

 
 
        12.03.14    
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To draw conclusions 
 

In Moscow the expansion procedure of the Russian Federation at the 
expense of the Crimea and Sevastopol has been completed. 

Is it a loss for Ukraine? Undoubtedly. 
Who to blame? Ourselves. L. Kuchma was right, when at his time of 

Presidency in Siberia he said: "We, Ukrainians, are a bit abnormal". We cannot 
agree with this "wisdom". But... 

We choose the leadership that is not able to to cope with the power, 
which puts its own pocket ahead of the interests of the state, which makes 
corruption a method of control. 

We ourselves do not react to acts of vandalism, violence, disrespect to our 
history and give its best pages to the others. 

We forget in the struggle for power that there is the state, there are state 
institutions, in which you can change personnel, but they themselves cannot be 
destroyed or replaced by unconstitutional entities. 

When the conflicts in business, in politics and among the citizens are created 
we ourselves put up with using of weapons, murders and desecration of human 
dignity. 

We during the last three presidential cycles allowed to manipulate people's 
minds, separating Ukraine into East and West, did not say "no" to the 
screenwriters of such a policy. 

We do not live by our wits, we look into the mouth of foreign consultants, 
who teach us how to deal with the land, energy prices, tariffs, - teach to live. 

We allowed to loot the country, destroy production, to deprive millions of 
citizens, forced them abroad to earn money, stole themselves of the prospect of 
tomorrow. 

How to relate to what happened? The world will condemn the act of the 
occupation of the part of the Ukrainian territory, will call it annexation, violation of 
the international law and a threat to the world. That is a correct assessment. It will 
be confirmed by many examples of military intervention and its preparation, the 
information blockade and disinformation, ignoring of the rights of the indigenous 
people, the violation of the Memorandum on security assurances. Domestic and 
foreign consultants will insist on aggression and the use of the armed forces, will 
play on the strings of patriotism and will offer the protection by NATO forces. It's 
all clear. 

We must learn the lesson. Not rhetoric, not cutting phrases, slogans and flags 
are needed today. The output should be one for all – the government, political 
organizations, and for everyone: a strong state does not lose its territory. 

But for Ukraine to become a strong state, we need the will of everybody to 
quickly and unanimously take the first steps: 

- to immediately elect the President not from among the millionaires, 
deceivers and false patriots, and the person who can be trusted to remove any 
speculation about the legitimacy of power; 
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- to consider amendments to and approve a new wording of the 
Constitution of Ukraine as of a unitary, sovereign, social, democratic and legal 
state; 

- to urgently adopt a law on local self-government, giving all power to the 
people under their responsibility for their own choice; 

- to eliminate the vertical of administration – environment of corruption 
and authoritarianism; 

- to bring closer early parliamentary elections with open lists, low entry 
barrier, to simultaneously hold elections to local councils; 

These and other political decisions will make it possible to do the necessary 
reforms in Ukraine. So that the person was confident, the rich resources of Ukraine 
were not stolen, and worked for everyone. To preserve and properly use the land. 
So that engineering technology and other branches of new technologies developed. 
So that entrepreneurs and businessmen did not suffer from harassment and 
extortion, were not afraid to use capital in Ukraine. So that the law enforcement 
bodies were not a tool of punishment... To make a person feel as a p e r s o n. 

At the same time, together with the representatives of the international 
bodies we do not need to weaken diplomatic and political efforts to prove illegality 
in the nature and form of the actions of the leadership of the Russian Federation on 
the Crimean issue to prevent anything like that happening in the interests of 
Ukraine. 

Then there will be a strong state and in the defense relation as well. Then we 
will be reckoned with as a subject of world politics. 

Then there will be no shame that we did not keep the gift of the fate. And 
then it will turn out that Crimeans did not become foreign to Ukraine. 

As well as Ukraine for them. 
 
 

        19.03.14 
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To protect a genius 
 

I could not imagine that one day it would be necessary to protect the name of 
Aleksandr Pushkin in Ukraine. Serhii Borshchevskyi in No. 10 of the newspaper 
"Literary Ukraine", writes the answer to Ye. Yevtushenko to his poem "The 
government, be a man!" (see newspaper "Boulevard" (No. 8). This verse came to 
me from Dmytro Hordon with a proposal to translate it into Ukrainian. I did it 
immediately, but because, in my opinion, one single personal accent of Yevhen 
Oleksandrovych was not entirely accurate, I sent my translation by e-mail to the 
author. I realised that our estimates were not the same, so I decided not to publish 
anything. 

S. Borshchevskyi also had his accent. However, it was not correct. To blame 
the genius because he described the events of a century (for him) ago, which were 
seen in the interpretation of Imperial historiography, he outlined brilliantly (not for 
me to evaluate the poem "Poltava", apparently, hence the attitude of S. 
Borshchevskyi) is worthless. And it is not about it. Maidan is directed by the 
action of dozens of thousands of caring people to eliminate the dictates of 
power. A. Pushkin who wrote a lot about the harm of the dictatorship strove 
for the same. If the "autocracy" was broken, there would be the different life of 
the Empire and its components, the other fate of Ukraine. Thus, the poet was the 
representative of his time, his social environment with his ideas about the state, its 
history and the dignity of a person. But it is not accidentally that he was his among 
in the circle of the Decembrists, not by chance they also protected him at the right 
moment from reprisals by the regime. 

For Ye. Yevtushenko A. Pushkin is not just an outstanding personality in the 
world literature. They were together on Maidan in the most tragic night. Together 
spiritually as K. Briullov with his feelings, conveyed in his "Last days of Pompeii". 
The poet obviously could have told it himself. And I would not like that the reason 
for this was a little poem in "Literary Ukraine". And not to worry unduly the 
prominent master, let’s ask at least some of the writers that on this same page of 
this newspaper signed an appeal in connection with the aggression of the Russian 
Federation. Let’s ask about Pushkin, and about the attitude to the Empire and its 
recent creators. The former and present attitude. 

It is not so simple. Let's not be too one-sided in the estimates of the tragic 
(especially) events. I am infinitely sorry for the fallen on the Maidan. There is no 
justification for criminals. But... The victims are a result of provocation, the 
purpose of someone’s game. S. Borshchevskyi could tell its contents as a notable 
expert in literature and diplomacy. The victims could have been avoided by the 
leaders of the opposition and the authorities. They didn't want to. Why? 

Now we have another symbolic Askold's grave, another Kruty. The 
repetition in the motives, circumstances and consequences and the ways to avoid 
responsibility hiding behind the victims. 

And remembering the fallen, let us pray.     20.03.14 
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            Prayer*  
 
May those alive pray for those 
Who went that way, 
Where the pain of the innocent wounds did not hurt 
Where is the justice of God. 
 
May those alive pray, 
And think about the days  
When they honestly lived, 
And... where the life was in vain. 
 
We are all not saints  
Through the sacrifice people become such. 
They gave us time 
They are alive, even though they are dead. 
 
In confession we will admit our guilt 
Cold of the soul, 
So that our servility and indifference  
Will not win the war 
. 
 
                                                      Oleksandr Moroz 

26.02.14 
 
_________________ 

 * for the fallen in the Ukrainian tragedy in 2014. 
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About the struggle of Ukraine... 
 

These Taras Shevtschenko’s words are prophetic for many periods of our 
history. Even more so of today. 

It happened so that my like-minded people and I from the leadership of the 
Socialist party had to respond to all the turning points of the Maidan, before its 
occurrence and subsequently. Each of the reviews say about the reasons for turns, 
possible consequences and what should be done by the authorities, the opposition 
so that the situation were not out of control and did not end tragically. 

Unfortunately (though why "unfortunately", it is also not by accident) that 
our proposals were met with a permanent blockade in the information space 
and in the long corridors of the authorities. Suffice to say that three and a half 
years, neither I nor the activists of the Socialist party of Ukraine failed to meet the 
President, the Prime Minister, in rare cases to be shown on TV, did not have to 
discuss fundamental issues with the regulars at various shows. 

Characteristically, all the steps taken by the parties of the infighting to 
resolve the conflict (or at least attenuate partially) are taken from the set of our 
proposals. With one difference: they had been submitted before the conflict, 
and attempts to use them appeared after the bloodshed and victims. The same 
situation was with a fraud concerning the Constitution and the need to return to its 
2004 edition, with the need to sign the political part of the agreement with the EU, 
even unilaterally (our proposal of six months ago), with the necessity of 
negotiations between the parties to the conflict, with the requirement to respond to 
the destruction of the institutions of statehood, to prosecute the perpetrators of the 
vandalism and investigation into the killings and other things. 

Today there are all grounds to speak about the deliberate escalation of 
the conflict. Bringing it to the boiling point to achieve goals that do not relate to 
the positive prospects of Ukraine. Behind the figures separated on different 
sides of the barricades, there are the manipulators of their behavior in the 
East and the West. 

On the Maidan there was the clash between the interests of different scales: 
an attempt by representatives of large and medium-sized businesses to free 
themselves from the criminal pressure of the government (in our case, the pressure 
of the "Family"); the attempts of the opposition members, the competitors of the 
power to break to the levers of control now, not in 2015 as there was the 
opportunity; attempts to defend political footholds by right-wing radicals from the 
All-Ukrainian Union "Svoboda" and similar bodies; ability to demonstrate 
disagreement with the government by various segments of the population – 
democratic component of the conflict. But there were the interests of geopolitical 
issues – the spread of the US influence to the East, the blocking of the 
opportunities to strengthen Russia and to meet the policy of the Russian 
leadership's "gathering of lands", without which - Ukrainian –it is doubtful to say 
about the Russian strength. 

Hostages of these confrontations appeared to be the people of Ukraine 
and Ukraine itself as a state. You can learn all the nuances of confrontations 
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from a variety of materials. There is a lot of judgment on caused and spontaneous, 
logical, and wrong steps of the different sides. Some of them is the continuation of 
upholding of these abovementioned interests. But the conclusion does not require 
any additional confirmations –the people lose, the integrity of Ukraine is being 
undermined as well as its sovereignty. Nothing of human needs, people and the 
state is not yet defended. It was not and is not about them. 

So it can be surely said that another surge of the struggle "for the 
happiness of the Ukrainian people" will culminate in that there will not be 
any place to fight. 

Let us stop, good people! Sit at the table those who has conscience and a bit 
of power, make a plan of action for today and tomorrow (we have suggested it 
several times), explain it to the population and... work. 

Do so, otherwise it will be too late... 
 
  

          21.03.14 



 387 

To the President Of The Russian Federation 
V. Putin 

 
Dear Vladimir Vladimirovich! 

 
I appeal to You to avoid remorse because of non-use at least a minimal 

ability to prevent a disaster. I appeal because the essence of the modern history of 
not only Russian but Ukrainian peoples as well depends on You. 

For many months, getting acquainted with the informational and analytical 
editions of Russian TV channels, I saw them to be deliberately biased, in the 
purposeful formation of the viewer an image of the enemy from the Ukraine, its 
policies, events and facts of public life. 

I spoke about this with the representatives of the Russian political elite, but... 
in vain. Why is it so, apparently, should concern You as one of the founders of the 
Russian power system. 

I represent the generation, the Motherland of which was the Soviet Union. 
Painfully I perceived its destruction, but I was the first of the officials to say that 
its restoration was utopia. "Who does not regret the dissolution of the USSR, has 
no heart. Who wants to restore it to its previous form has no head." I took this 
conclusion back in 1994, and it was perceived by people as the truth. 

Russia wants to regain control of the countries which were in the USSR –
some Russian politicians talk about it. It is a successful PR stunt in political 
campaigns, but meaningless and harmful from the point of view of consequences. 

You can search for a lot of excuses of such policy, but they are all fake. 
Obviously fake, including the initiators of such a policy. Practice gives proof for it 
every day, in the Crimean topic, particularly, the language problem. 

In Ukraine there is not a problem of languages in the acuity demonstrated by 
Your and our radicals. For instance, I am a laureate of the Union of writers of 
Russia "Golden medal of Aleksandr Fadeyev" for participation in the publication 
of the anthology "Ukraine. Russian poetry. The twentieth century". (Publication 
was supported by the government of Ukraine). Works and biographies of almost 
750 poets associated with Ukraine but who wrote in Russian, collected in the 
anthology. I have sent this book to You with a request to facilitate its reprinting in 
Russia. Because these are the creators of Russian culture: S. Nadson, M. Voloshin, 
E. Bagritskii, N. Ushakov, L.Vysheslavskii, B. Chichibabin, V. Kalinichenko, Yu. 
Kaplan, D. Burliuk, V .Narbut, A. Akhmatova, D. Kedrin, A. Galich, S. Gudzenko, 
R. Kazakova, Yu. Moritz, I. Bunin, V. Pasternak, M. Tsvetayeva, I. Yelagin... 
There was no positive reaction to the proposal.  

Intervention in the Crimea, provocations in other places should not be 
analyzed from the perspective of the international law. You know it, I think, better 
and break it deliberately, it seems, in accordance with the idea of "regaining 
control".  

The Maidan events in Kyiv contain different moments, including of right-
wing persuasion. Most of my compatriots will not accept them. However, in the 
Ukrainian history there are sources of this behavior, there are speculations and 



 388 

provocations. But they do not determine the essence of public processes and the 
development of the country. There is something similar in Russia as well, but I 
hope You will cope with it without the Ukrainian intervention. We will cope with 
our problems as well. 

The main result of the Maidan is an attempt to transform population into the 
nation, a man into a citizen. The displacement of the semi-criminal oligarchy led 
by an escaped (and not "suspended") President. The return to the Constitution of 
2004 - the catalyst for democratic transformation took place in full harmony with 
the will of the people and the legitimate Parliament – the highest authority in the 
country. This version of the Constitution involves the decentralization of power, 
development of self-government to the limits higher than federalism because it 
gives power to the people and the citizen. The Russian proposals regarding 
Ukraine's federalization look strange because the system of state-building is a 
matter of the sovereign country because world history does not contain examples 
of the formation of the Federation from the unitary state. 

Today, such forces are in power in Ukraine, a policy of which, in my 
opinion, little differs from their predecessors. But they are the power. Legitimate 
and the only. After a short time the people will change this power legitimately 
completely, partially, or will leave as it is. But this is our concern, the task for the 
Ukrainian people. 

The situation in Ukraine is in the center of attention of the world and 
influential circles of some countries. There are the grounds, apparently, to talk 
about the facts of intervention. Taking this into account, I again want to draw Your 
attention to the necessity of initiating convocation of the European conference on 
security and cooperation. Leaders of the countries must agree on the world order in 
the twenty-first century. The order in which a space of peace and mutually 
beneficial cooperation in Europe will be from ocean to ocean. I believe, having in 
the center the non-aligned, neutral and sovereign state – Ukraine. 

The course of events, conditionally, according to the Crimean scenario will 
forever negate this prospect, it contains insurmountable threats to Ukraine, as well 
as Russia. You can not help knowing it. 

I count on Your experience and understanding, that neither the strength, nor 
the bullet, nor the blood should draw the lines in historical stages, but the word and 
the will of the people. 
 
 
 
Sincerely,        Oleksandr Moroz 

the Chairman of the Parliament of Ukraine 
of II and V convocations 

 
              16.03.14 
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The cruelty of Savik Shuster and our sins... 
 

I didn't know that Savik could be so cruel. Four hours of torture “on camera” 
for a woman, exhausted by the imprisonment and moreover by a disease. 

I can empathize her as not many of others, because I have undergone (in 
Kyiv) the operation which she was threatened, and – in two years – an injection, 
commented on her by Mykola Polishchuk – renowned physician-scientist.  

We are all concerned about the actions of the Kremlin, and other threats. We 
were concerned until the evening on Friday. Now we are calm because there's a 
Protectress, who will solve all the problems. 

The first President of Ukraine, a group of journalists and political analysts 
fascinatingly listened to a lecture about it. Vadym Karasov tried to express his 
vision of the course of events, but somehow it appeared as if he asked the leader 
(Savik Shuster gave this role to a guest) and she explained to him what was 
happening. However she uses the arguments that "no one has ever heard": the 
patriotism of the Ukrainian military, about the need to fight corruption, respect for 
believers, the importance of demarcation of business and government... Well, just 
quoting the program of the Socialist party of Ukraine. 

Not entirely successful, however, the background audience was chosen. 
When she talked about the harm of the monopolies, for example, in the power 
economy, the support of the viewers was insufficient, about 60%. Some infantile 
women and men nodded after every word of the speech, and some seemed to 
remember who started to transfer regional power companies into private hands? 
Not A Mentor? The message about the exit of the energy dependence on Russia 
(gas, in particular) was not so joyful, because it was not clear how stable the gas 
supplies from Europe would be. A closed nuclear cycle has already been a dream 
of two decades, and French Westinghouse here is even more distant prospect. 
Shale gas is a prospect even more distant. In addition, recently the activists of the 
party "Fatherland" (Batkivshchyna) defamed intentions regarding shale gas in 
Ukraine. Meanwhile, the Russians raise the price of gas in a week from “Kharkiv” 
price to the one installed, I can't remember by whom ( I. Bohoslovska would have 
helped) in 2009. 

The arguments about the Constitution, system of government, local self-
government were also interesting. The logic of the conclusions (if it were there) 
could have caught the Chairman of the Constitutional Assembly L. Kravchuk, but 
outside the logic the conclusion was predictable: “I will do... I will not allow...” 
And it eased my mind, why would you care about the system of government, about 
its development in the spirit of the Constitution of 2004 (only the BYuT faction led 
by her was against it), why Maidan sought it. She will think about it all. As before. 

And everything that she has in mind will be carried out by her team.  But 
they do it now as well. The whole administrative hierarchy is built for the party 
"Fatherland" (Batkivshchyna). So there is no time to deal with the fate of the 
military in the Crimea. From there, the officers ask: "Give us at least some 
command!" But at the same time on channel “1+1” the Minister of Defence said: 
“We gave the command long ago: hold the fort!”. The military should not worry. 
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After the show the guest “will beat the pants off ” her acting (i.e. the President) and 
the Prime Minister, and the Minister, and evil Putin. With the latest contacts got 
corrupted though, because otherwise you could not tell, when voters are set 
accordingly. 

In the Holy Scriptures, as a rule, direct answers are not given to direct 
questions. The answers must be sought in themselves. The same it is on the show 
of Savik Shuster. To the point-blank question about the recent behavior of one of 
the members of the All-Ukrainian Union "Svoboda"* she speak about it at great 
length: about the grounds of radicalism, about someone's merits before the Maidan, 
the revolutionary situation, about the coalition of three political forces... Well, how 
could she say otherwise, moreover before the election, hoping for the support of O. 
Tiahnybok? What is it, an example of banditry, illegal actions? That all this was 
thoughtfully accompanied by and recorded on camera, was transmitted to Russia 
and the world? In the current situation it is ordered provocation against Ukraine? 
The guys who did this, “are not such fools as it seems”? 

I was delighted with the television hero. She had a new hairstyle, modest 
clothing, and Botox in moderation... Good job! The essence does not change. But 
what has essence to do with it, form is important! 

In conclusion, I would like to know from the “cruel” Savik: who else from 
the Presidential candidates will get so much time for advertising on the First 
channel on TV? 
 

 

           24.03.14 

 
_______________________ 
   * About the scandal in the Rivne regional Prosecutor's office and the behavior of 
one of the characters. 
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From an interview to the newspaper "Junge Welt" 
 

- In 1991, after the ban of the Communist Party in Ukraine, You created 
the Socialist party, and led the party until 2010. You personally were many 
years in the Parliament, since 2007, however, the Socialist party has not had a 
representation in the legislature. How strong is the Socialist party at the 
moment? How would You describe its political profile as of today?  

From 1994 to 2007 in the Parliament there was the socialist faction. Its 
numbers were small, but the impact on the policy and decisions of the Parliament 
were visible. Today many of the politicians don't want to remember that the 
adoption of the Constitution in 1996, its democratic ammendments in 2004, the 
adoption of the entire package of social laws, the preservation of compulsory 
secondary education, the prevention of the sale of the Ukrainian topsoil, the non-
aligned status of the unitary state etc, in significant, exactly to say, crucially, 
depended on the position of our party and its parliamentary faction. 

The struggle for human rights, European system of governance, against the 
dictatorship, was and remains the hallmark of the Socialist party. The walkout 
"Ukraine without Kuchma" in 2000-2001, after the murder of Heorhii Honhadze, 
having woken Ukraine, was organized and led by the socialists. This walkout was 
the start for the mass democratic movements in Ukraine. Exactly this characteristic 
of the party, rejection of its authoritarianism created from us the image of the 
enemy for all presidential regimes. The system of administrative resources (the 
essence of which is beyond the understanding of normal Europeans) were directed 
primarily against the socialists. So it was under L. Kuchma, V. Yushchenko, 
and V. Yanukovych. We did not serve regimes, did not sell ourselves, had our 
position, so the administrative resources used every opportunity to block the 
socialists, especially during elections. In 2007, we entered the Parliament, but our 
results were "diminished" following the personal instructions of the President. In 
the elections of 2012 the party, having its own committees and organizations in all 
localities and the administrative units were not represented (in "the draw"!) in none 
of the district election Commission, and only in one district where I ran, the 
socialists were included in precinct election commissions. When we presented 
evidence of manipulation of election results (only in the town of Myronivka, where 
there were about 10 million voters, 4 thousand votes were added to the Pro-
government candidate in the protocols), provided examples of direct bribery of 
members of the commissions (heads of local governments personally involved in 
it), we received a "standby" response: "the facts were not confirmed". 

Almost seven years the party does not have access to television – the main 
means of shaping public opinion. Why? Because its political profile and steadiness 
of its position are contrary to the line of power regimes, where government and 
business are one and the same, and the instruments of power are used exclusively 
in the interests of big business, where corruption is a means of control. 

It is not accidentally that the community makes the authorities proclaim the 
slogans put forward by the socialists, and resort sometimes to their partial 
implementation! Fifteen years ago we have identified the idea of " Let’s build 
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Europe in Ukraine!" as the main political slogan. We were ridiculed by the 
supporters of the "vertical" of Executive power, other opponents, and today they 
popularize this idea. Ten years ago, we have made amendments to the 
Constitution, limiting the powers of the President, linking with the mutual 
responsibility the Parliament and the government. For two years the amendments 
have been used in the open resistance of the President and executive levels of 
government, with the defamation of the socialists for initiating the amendments. 
And today all of a sudden they "saw the light", returned to the Constitution of 
2004, and one of the leaders of the now Pro-government party "Fatherland" 
(Batkivshchyna) insists on the development of the reform – the abolition of local 
administrations and the development of local self-government. The paradox is 
that this is the second part of the unfinished ten years ago political reform, 
reform against which the only faction in the Parliament "Fatherland" 
(Batkivshchyna) voted. In September last year, the political executive committee 
of the Socialist party of Ukraine proposed the authorities to sign the political part 
of the agreement "Ukraine – EU". To sign even unilaterally taking on the 
obligations regarding the democratization of public life and management, changes 
to the judicial system, election procedures and elimination of the corruption... 
Nobody listened to us. Today this agreement is signed... 

All this is about the profile of the party. Six months ago we adopted a new 
version of our program. We are the party defending the principles of social 
justice, democracy, human rights, supporting the line of the European center-
left. We are the Socialist party of Ukraine. 

Of course, losing the first podium in the state, being isolated in the 
information space, the party lost a lot, even in numbers. Now it includes only about 
100 thousand members. It is more like a minimal composition of a military base: 
there is a plan of action, trained staff, a well-known enemy. In the mobilization all 
of this will be involved. We have experience, taking into account the experience of 
our mistakes as well. But what we stand for is the demand of the overwhelming 
majority of the population. It is necessary to connect an understanding of this 
need with an image of the Socialist party of Ukraine. This is our practical task.  
 

- Currently You have no political position. Konrad Adenauer was 73 
when he became Chancellor for the first time and he remained in this position 
until the age of 90. Ronald Reagan was the same age as You, when he was 
elected the President of the United States. You were a candidate for the 
presidential elections in Ukraine several times. Was it a challenge for You?  

The examples are good, especially promising even for me. Especially the 
example of Konrad Adenauer. I am joking. 

Indeed, three times I was placed third in the presidential campaigns. In 
1999, actually I came to the second round and won. The collusion of the 
second President and the first Secretary of the Communists, some outright 
criminal provocations against me, organized by the security forces following the 
instructions of the President, and at the same time cynical administrative resources 
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allowed the regime to survive. With the same policy of plundering the state, 
criminalization of power, collusion of it with the business.  

Tellingly, those years I often communicated with European politicians, and 
spoke frankly concerning the necessary changes in the country. But for the regime 
it was beneficial to present me and the socialists abroad as "commies" who want to 
restore the Soviet Union and the Soviet government. They believed in that 
rubbish there.... The President was considered to be a "Democrat", 
"European", a liberal reformer... This went on until the "Honhadze case" rose to 
the surface, when the world has seen the nature of his regime. 

In 2006, my political opponents have spread the slander that I allegedly for a 
lot of money, destroyed so-called "democratic" coalition in the Parliament, entered 
into an agreement with the Party of Regions and Communists. A layman 
remembers, it is easier for him to think, "they are all like that". It does not mean 
anythinh to him that the court refuted the slander that the then President was trying 
to form business coalition "for two" with the mambers of the Party of Regions and 
for this it was necessary to discredit the socialists (more than three months it was 
impossible to create a coalition to form the government), that at the next election, 
the President received a complete fiasco, and the detractors were convicted of 
embezzlement of huge funds?.. A layman remembers, "there was something...". I 
will not waste time again to persuade in the obvious, to prove something. What I 
want is to achieve the consolidation of current first steps to change the system of 
government, to help the socialists to return to the Parliament and... to present the 
truth about Ukraine since independence, the causes of its condition and its 
prospects in the book. The current political situation leaves no time for this work. 
 

- Presidential candidates that we see today, so to speak, are not quite 
democratic. Tymoshenko was convicted, and after its threats against Russia, it 
has lost even the support of her German fans. Federal President Lammert 
considers her to be "inappropriate" and the Federal government called her 
remarks "as not subject to discussion." Another candidate is Klychko, 
knocked out. Poroshenko is a billionaire and oligarch. Obviously, the 
Ukrainian people have no chance to choose the right person. Or how do You 
see it?  

It is difficult to evaluate the behavior of Ukrainian politicians from afar. It is 
necessary to participate in these events. The abovementioned persons (except for 
V. Klychko – he withdrew his candidacy), like most others, have no relation to 
democrats. It is necessary to listen to their rhetoric: "I will provide" "I will 
protect...", "I will solve..." etc, the Constitution does not contain those powers for 
the President, which the candidates manipulate with. Almost all of them. They are 
ready to be kings (or queens for sure), but they are not ready to provide unity 
of action of the authorities in the division of their functions. They are not ready 
to guarantee the equality of all before the law. 

Among them there are professionals, knowledgeable about management, 
business and global issues. This is, in particular, P. Poroshenko. But these people 
as politicians are formed in the authoritarian system where the government 
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determines the possibilities of the advantages of one over the other, first and 
foremost, in order to enrich themselves. It is necessary to create a system that 
limits their claims. Such a system has not yet been created. "Maidan" 
spontaneously came to understanding of such a need, thereby reflecting the 
need of the society. But a way to meet this need is difficult. 

At this time in the role of the President there need to be someone who 
perceives this demand of the society and the need of the country. He/she should 
not be bound by obligations to someone, some structures, he/she should not be 
burdened with internalized concepts of business (in Ukraine it is half criminal, it is 
bitter, but an outright conclusion). 

With regard to Yu. Tymoshenko, Mr Lammert, in my opinion, gave her an 
objective evaluation. Too soft, but he's probably also subjected to the European 
stereotypes. 
 

- How would You describe the political events in Ukraine? Do not You 
think that maximum to elections at the end of May every Ukrainian will 
realize that the country completely fell into the hands of robbers, who are 
closely bound by obligations to their Western patrons? This means the 
reducing of living standards and growing unemployment. Will there be then 
the Maidan again? 

During the development of the situation before and after the emergence of 
the Maidan I had to comment on this phenomenon quite often, to predict 
consequences and to suggest ways of solving the conflict. I could offer all the 
materials to You, but it is hardly appropriate. 

The Maidan is a public phenomenon, the personification of protest of 
the population against the excesses of the authorities. At the same time it is a 
place of conflict of the bodies, struggling for the power and it is a place of the 
struggle of clans within the government itself for its role in it, its proximity to 
the royal body as a guarantee of their political, power, business etc preferences. As 
such, it was expected next year - the year of presidential campaign. But uncertainty 
of the government over the signing of the agreement with the EU provoked the 
outbreak of the protest. Please note, there were two Maidans. The opposition 
(competitors of the government) was late with its formation and several weeks was 
trying to subjugate it. It has not managed to do this completely, though it was 
lucky to take advantage of the impact of the Maidan to replace the authorities. The 
bloodshed in the streets of Kyiv and the victims are the guilt of both parties to 
the conflict. Guilt of the government, first of all of the President, because he is 
the head of it. The victims could have been avoided. The socialists, and I in 
particular, offered a quick and peacefuk option of the removing of confrontation 
while achieving the same results regarding the system of government. Nobody 
wanted to listen to us. The power – to prove their strength. Competitors of it – 
to get to the point of no return with the help of the bloodshed. The outer 
conductors - to defend their interests. The perished are heroes, although there 
was no sense in such victims. The organizers of the murders are criminals. 
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Will all the motives of the crime be objectively revealed, will the organizers and 
perpetrators be found? I doubt it.  

Maidan is a multifactorial phenomenon. The influence from abroad can be 
seen in it. It has parts of radicalism, nationalism in its worst manifestations, 
extremism etc. But they do not determine the essence of the phenomenon. It is 
primarily a movement of the masses to freedom. Negative parts will be 
overcome. 

Has the country fallen into the hands of robbers? How to say it. Current 
power is a mirror reflection of the former one. But (and this is important!) it is 
forced under pressure from the Maidan to take steps to reform government and to 
improve public life. 

This allows us to be optimistic about the future. 
 

- When the German press writes about the demonstrations in Ukraine, 
focuses on the social causes of the protests and it is reported as well that they 
were used by the West. They talk about democracy, freedom and but fair 
words butter no parsnips. How badly does the majority of Ukrainians really 
live?  

Mass unemployment. Oligarchy controls industry and production, as it is a 
reliable source of surplus profit. Robbery of the country happens which is 
beneficial for the Western partners. 

Modern production is destroyed. The country is a raw materials 
appendage of the global economy, a supplier of the inexpensive labour force 
(about a quarter of the workforce are migrant workers), sales territory. 

Agriculture is completely destroyed, the rural way of life is undermined. The 
land is occupied by monocultures, crop farming is oriented to the world market and 
only (grain, raw materials for biofuels). Here the employment is zero. 

How can people live under such conditions? Bad. 
A lot of time is needed to climb to a better life. How to do it – I will not 

quote the Program of the socialists. But democracy and freedom are not empty 
phrases. We are talking about the system of government and the system public 
relations. Their change will make everyone responsible for their well-being and for 
the life of the country. The role of local self-government is paramount here, 
including overcoming of corruption, racketeering and other phenomena, to 
overcome the alienation of the person from the state. These are not common 
phrases. This is the goal which should be achieved. 
 

- Why has the Parliament capitulated, without a fight? How could it 
happen that more than 70 deputies from the Party of Regions, the ruling 
party, happened to be defectors and vote in unison with the opposition? 
Assuming that in October 2012 the Parliament was elected democratically, 
and all observers don't doubt that, then the balance of political forces in the 
Parliament was in line with the will of the people. Defectors have broken this 
proportion. Therefore, we can talk about the coup.  
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The Parliament is elected on the basis of the law, which was the subject of 
the conspiracy of the political parties presented in the Deputy corps. Therefore, we 
should not talk about "the will of the people". It was accordingly organized. 

The election results turned out to be not as how the competitors of the 
authorities expected. And so it began... 

70 "defectors" is the usual phenomenon for the Parliament in the 
authoritarian, half criminal state during the dilution of the regime. Among them 
there are people who advocate for the interests of the state and the people. There 
are some and among those who became current regime. 

Elections should be held on the basis of open election lists of political 
parties. This will allow for a better expression of the will of the voters, to get rid of 
the business people in the legislature, to promote the fight against corruption, make 
government accountable to the people. I do not penetrate into the details, it is 
enough to analyze the best experience of some European countries. 

There was not any coup in Ukraine. The Parliament, with its weakness 
and other flaws, is completely l e g i t i m a t e. It is the highest authority. Some of 
its decisions absolutely meet the standards of the Constitution. But the 
Fundamental law does not provide the situation where the President is hiding. And 
he's not biased, he ran away. His entourage ran away as well. This is the 
essence, but not the fictional coup. 
 

- Each Parliament is responsible for destiny of the country. But every 
Parliament, and the Council (Rada) is no exception, it has also international 
obligations. According to independent observers, the Ukrainian Parliament 
violated its obligations both domestically and internationally. It split the 
society, polarized it, broke the inner world. And in relation to neighbour – 
Russia, acted aggressively. In Germany this state of affairs is considered to be 
incitement of the people. Do agree with that?  

The Parliament did not violate any obligations. The claim of the Russian 
leadership, references to the agreement between the government and the opposition 
dated 21.02.2014, with foreign guarantors, is the excuse to justify the violations of 
rules and regulations by Russia. That’s it. The resolution of return to the 
Constitution of 2004 does not need to be signed by the President. And the laws 
adopted herewith and some other solutions, there was no one to coordinate with. 
The fugitive was far away. 

What kind of "inner world" are we talking about? Did the Parliament 
provoke the bloodshed?  

I, like hardly anybody, is a staunch critic of the current composition of the 
Parliament and its work. But in this case "aggression" against Russia reminds of 
the phrase by the fabulist Krylov: " Your guilt consists in this: I want to eat 
you up...". Of course, Russia is not a wolf, Ukraine is not a lamb. But the claims 
of the Russian leadership are completely phoney. I wrote about this in an open 
letter to V. Putin. I can cite dozens of examples of inaccurate decisions of the 
Parliament, too categorical discussions and silly sayings of deputies. But is there 
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less of something like that by our neighbors, Russia in particular? Why to put the 
smokescreen of demagogy to cover a real annexation? 

With the position of the leadership of the Russian Federation in Germany, I 
think, those agree who regularly watch the Russian TV channels and who are 
afraid for their business, dependent on the big Eastern neighbor. 
 

- How big is the danger that Ukraine will have a Pro-fascist 
dictatorship? In the Right Sector and the All-Ukrainian Union "Svoboda" 
there are such rabid nationalists, neo-Nazis and anti-Semites, which are not 
anywhere else in Europe. Of course, there are nationalist and far-right parties 
almost in all countries. But nowhere they are so armed and aggressive, as in 
Ukraine. And nowhere in the world right-wing extremist party makes its 
protege the Prosecutor General.  

Pro-fascist dictatorship in Ukraine is impossible. There is no social ground 
for it. The threat of such a dictatorship could increase with the extension of 
aggression by, let’s say, the Russian Federation.  

Of course, in the structures You mentioned, there are provocateurs, and, 
excuse me, assholes. Nurtured and supported, incidentally, by the authorities, who 
should have been afraid of anti-Semitism the most. Authorities who don't react 
to "torchlight marches", riots and vandalism. Authorities who reap the fruits 
of their adventurism. 

As a consistent opponent of nationalism in any of its manifestations, I 
nevertheless believe that it is possible to neutralize it in Ukraine to the limits 
nobody and nothing threatening. 

Concerning the Prosecutor. Superficially I know his biography. I think he 
joined the party, which the government created the conditions for promotion to the 
Parliament, to fulfil his potential as a deputy. We had a Communist as a Prosecutor 
and the supporters of the dictatorship at the time of the second and third President. 
And a protege of the Party of Regions. But this one still operates within the 
framework of the Constitution, he was not enriched with a property of dubious 
origin. That in his mind, hardly anyone knows. It is important for him to act in 
strict accordance with the law. Including the withdrawal of weapons from the 
population. This law has been recently adopted. 
 

- Is there resistance to these events in the Ukrainian society? How, for 
example, does the media behave, who previously criticized the government? 
Do they also criticize the new government now? 

The media in Ukraine is actually a property of the specific oligarchs. 
Therefore, the reaction of the media corresponds to the Ukrainian proverb, "He 
who pays the piper calls the tune". I know that criticism in this sense causes 
dissatisfaction of some journalists. It is clear. But I have not once in my 
publications (which rarely hit the pages of popular publications and websites) been 
outraged by media coverage of certain events. When the aggressive crowd 
occupied administrative buildings, humiliated officials, law enforcement officers, 
many media have shown this, as a success in the struggle with the authorities. I 
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called it defamation, destruction of the state institutions, which cannot be 
tolerated under any circumstances. When such phenomena began to spread to 
the South-East of Ukraine, but with the other political sense, the same media began 
talking about the threat to the integrity of the country and violation of the 
Constitution. There are obviously double standards. 

The solution is to create a truly public TV and the press. Then people 
will read what interests them, not what is imposed on them by money bags, 
handing out their free newspapers. 

Change of the position of some media in relation to the change of those in 
power is to a certain extent a relative thing. The specific examples should be 
analyzed. In general, the media are trying not to be distinguished with the blatant 
pro-government content. 
 

- Practical question: how will the weapons stolen during the storming of 
police stations be returned? In the country there are armed gangs.  

Yes. There are laws passed and the orders of the Ministry of Internal Affairs, 
the SSU and the Prosecutor's office. It is an important problem, I hope it will be 
solved. 

"There are armed gangs" is a too wide interpretation. Watch television films. 
The reason for the "action" is real life. We have most of these films from Russia 
and the United States. I think at the same time with these countries we will decide 
the issue of guns and gangs. I would like it to happen sooner. 
 

- What prospects do You see for Ukraine? Will it remain a unified 
state? Will there be the Federation or maybe the split?  

The prospect of Ukraine depends largely on the system of government, its 
personal and political staff. But in any case I am convinced that Ukraine will 
remain a single unitary state. 

The idea of federalization – seems to be the invention of our neighbors. 
This is a dangerous and entirely unnecessary idea for Ukraine. It is surprising that 
officials of neighboring countries are talking about the federalization so much. 
Firstly, it is a matter of a sovereign country. Secondly, the history, I think, does not 
give examples of federalization of the unitary state. 

If talking about the independence of regions, the development of the local 
self-government solves this problem in full. 
 

- What do You think about the army? About the formation of the 
national guard? 

A sore subject and a big problem. I will not talk about it. Holding a closed 
meeting of the Parliament at that time, I summed up the report of the Minister of 
Defence with "secret" conclusion: "We do not have anything. We are not afraid 
of anyone. We will "defeat" all. 

The national guard can be. Although not sonorous names, as it is understood 
by all, determine the combat capability of military units. 
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- Does the political leadership of Ukraine know, what has been known 
since the times of Bismarck: In the end, the geostrategic position is crucial. 
The USA is far away, and the EU and Russia are immediate neighbours of 
Ukraine. It is necessary to build relations with both. What, in Your opinion, is 
Yatseniuk and Co.’s credibility of America based on?  

Our country has an important geostrategic position. Today space of security 
and economic cooperation "from ocean to ocean" seems utopian. But many utopias 
at their time became a reality. Europe condemns aggression of Russia against 
Ukraine but wants to preserve economic relations with it. And we can't ignore the 
overall, especially economic and trade interests with Russia. They are and will be. 
Now it is extremely difficult to take them into account, but necessary. And Russia, 
incidentally, will be forced to return the Crimea. When and why will that happen – 
is another question. 

For Ukraine it would be a good prospect to stay in the aforementioned space 
"from ocean to ocean" as a non-aligned neutral state. It would be beneficial to 
all. Now we can only theorize about this prospect. But practice is blind without 
theory, was reminded by a famous scientist. We need to think, assessing all the 
challenges of geopolitics. 

However, the particular influence on the geopolitics of the USA should 
be borne in mind. Not always, I must say, beneficial for Europe and its countries 
impact. In this vein, it is necessary to consider the attention of the leadership of the 
United States to Ukraine, its politics and politicians. This is, apparently, what the 
current Prime Minister’s credibility of America is based on.  
 

- The coup in Ukraine occurred according to a known sample. Under 
this scenario the governments in Arab countries and in the former countries 
of Eastern bloc were overthrown. Do You have any evidence how active and 
to which extent were foreign agents operating in Ukraine?  

There are many similarities and many differences. I have no doubt that there 
was the influence from outside. An example of it – the freezing of accounts of 
some individuals in the European banks. The promotion of democracy and 
development of Ukraine's economy? Why then not the accounts of all "cool" ones 
and their return to the territory of Ukraine? Why are the offshores not terminated, 
though they are the "black hole" for the economies of many countries? 

A more detailed response on the extent of intervention of the agents of other 
countries can be obtained in twenty years. And not completely. 
 

- You are a Marxist. That is why You know that history is made by the 
individuals, that is, the subjective factor, but in fact history is written by the 
masses. Where is Ukraine heading, what future does it have?  

Marxism doesn't make the role of the individual absolute, believing that the 
development of societies and civilization is defined by the other patterns. Taking 
into account these patterns, Ukraine has two ways: the prospect of state-colony 
with relationship, characteristic of the capitalism of the periphery. Another 
way: reliance on the ability of their own country, creation of national economy 
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adapted to the global economy and well protected from crises, changes of system 
of government according to the European model, the general model covered by the 
concept of social democracy or socialism in the creative use of scientific 
methodology of Marx. 
 

- You attended the higher party school. What, in Your opinion, are the 
reasons that in the public consciousness, after 75 years of Marxism, Leninism, 
so little is left of this doctrine, and has political education in the Soviet Union 
left the impact? Are those right who say that if history teaches something, it 
teaches us that people learn nothing from history.  

I graduated from the higher party school, by the way, with distinction. The 
reasons for the lack of impact of what many learned are in isolation of theory 
from practice, senior party functionaries from life (and from Marx) in the 
dogmatism of many ideologies. 

This is too general, and that is why an approximate estimate. 
 

- If we returned in 1985, what would You change?  
The question, probably, should be put it another way: what should have been 

changed? It did not depend on me. 
It was necessary to get rid of the centralization and administration of all 

things, to move power to the people at local level so that the creativity of the 
masses was the real power. At that time it was justified, possible and effective. 

It was necessary not to try to "protect" the whole world, but try to organize 
in it relationship so that the effect of the development of productive forces was not 
spent on defense, weapons, but so that everyone could feel their involvement in 
everything that was called national property. 

These conclusions, however, are worth nothing. There is a current reality. 
We are in it. We need to change it.  

 
       02.04.14 
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Updated Constitution is a necessary condition for change in public life 
 

Remember the idea of the Constitutional Assembly and the beginning of its 
work. Discussion, criticism, the refusal of the politicians to make amendments to 
the Constitution in such a way. However, the work progressed, a considerable 
number of proposals were beyond doubt, some were seen with suspicion, critically. 
Not because of their content, but given the fact that the head of the state would not 
agree to submit to the Parliament the initiative, where, in particular, liquidation of 
state administrations is provided. My words that without such a step there is 
nothing to say about the development of self-government and ensuring really 
democratic principles of the functioning of the state, were perceived with 
understanding, but sceptically: "Must Carthage be destroyed?". 

The Maidan has helped us all to decide on the system of government, and in 
it, I think its main achievement is. And though its victims cannot be justified, I 
hope the memory of them will not allow anyone to back off from the idea of 
transfer of power to the people, under the constant control of the people. It is 
characteristic that all the presidential candidates in their programmes mention the 
need for decentralization of power. This is a reaction to public demand. And 
different content protests in the Western and South-Eastern Ukraine, unpredictable 
annexation of the Crimea convince: the system must be changed immediately, 
otherwise we will lose the institutions of statehood and the state itself. 

I, as a socialist, easy respond to the call of society, because it reflects exactly 
what we've striven all the years of work on the Constitution, amendments to it in 
2004 and attempts to complete political reform. It is not necessary in connection 
with this gleefully to teach those who were against the reform, it is important that 
even with the delay and enormous losses the society and the politicians come to the 
correct conclusion – the Constitution should be changed, it is necessary to 
change the practice of public life. 

The work on text of the Constitution is complete. The practices of the 
Constitutional Assembly, the Venice Commission recommendations from a decade 
ago and later, the proposals of the experts of the Institute of state and law and 
constitutional scholars from other research institutions, public organizations, and 
practitioners with extensive experience in the field of law, managers of the 
executive authorities and local government structures have been used in it. 

It is important that not the draft of the new Constitution was prepared, 
but namely an improved version of the Constitution in force with the 
preservation of the benefits that received high appreciation since its adoption in 
1996. Of course, in almost all the articles small amendments have been made in the 
first place of techno-legal or structural nature. To dwell on them in this article is 
inappropriate, everyone will be able to satisfy their interest, subsequently reading 
the full text of the draft amended Constitution in the media. But fundamental 
amendments require assimilation right now. I would like to stress that they are not 
the subject of discussion, but the result of a long professional debate, in that 
sense, they have to be considered. 

We will characterize the contents of important innovations. 
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1. Refinements of the Fundamental Law removed the issue of 
federalization in favor of a unitary state through a significant strengthening of 
the democratization of local government, financial independence of local self-
government as well as democratization of state power in general, including 
through the representation of councils of all levels in higher constituent power 
– the all-Ukrainian Constituent Assembly. 

The Assembly is primarily body of the control of the people over the 
activities of government. There are about 3,000 deputies of all levels (including 
450 people's deputies of Ukraine), which are collected as needed to hear reports of 
the President, Parliament, government, for discussion and decision-making 
regarding the trust in bodies of government, clarify the fundamental positions of 
the Constitution and approval of decisions of a strategic nature. 

The constituent Assembly will balance the Central government with local 
authorities and local self-government of the communities, protect the stability of 
the Fundamental Law. They make decisions regarding amendments to the text after 
complying with certain legal procedures, agree on early elections, strategic 
transactions, and the like. That is, it is a body that actually represents the whole 
nation, keeps in view the power mechanism does not allow him speculate with a 
particular way of progressive development of the country. 

Today, the Maidan and bodies spawned by it in different places attempt to 
perform this role. It is clear that in some sense it is a simulation of the control by 
the people. A real opportunity to control by the people and, most importantly, on 
legal, constitutional basis is necessary. The representation of the people through 
the councils satisfies this requirement and makes the control legally secured. 

2. Balanced parliamentary-presidential form of government is 
introduced, which significantly reduces the scope of presidential powers and 
strengthens the role of the representative bodies. The legislative process is being 
democratized.  

In fact, the demand of the people for returning to the principles of the 
system, defined in 2004 is regulatory issued. These principles are always necessary 
for the society but they have been opposed by all presidents, declaring in 
elections one thing and being in power, acted the opposite, concentrating all the 
power, creating conditions for theft, corruption, compromise, nepotism, in the end, 
for the punishment of the people. 

The content of the proposed amendments does not allow you to return to 
voluntarism and dictatorship.  

3. The presidential "vertical" of power is being eliminated. Instead of local 
state administrations exercise of the executive power is vested in the executive 
committees of local councils. The head of state remains, however, to have a control 
and supervision function. 

This will deprive the authorities of the competition at local level. The 
Executive power is handed to elected by the people but not appointed "from 
above". 

The optimal form of combination of general state interests with the 
interests of the territories and communities at the organization of the executive 
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power, that is management has been found. The chairmen of the executive 
committees, for example, of regional councils will be elected by the councils (and 
will be fired by them) from among candidates submitted by the Cabinet of 
Ministers and agreed upon by the President. A final word is for a council, which by 
the directions of the work by its deputies commissions forms the obligations and 
monitors their implementation by the units and departments of the executive 
committees. Chairmen of the executive committees of district councils are 
approved by these councils from among the candidates recommended by the 
regional executive committees, agreed with the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine. 
That is, "vertical", the unity of the actions of the authorities is ensured, but at 
all levels it is controlled by the deputies – representatives of the people, it is 
accountable to and controlled by the society and the citizens. 

4. At the level of the principles of the constitutional order are the provisions 
which prohibit any acts and actions aimed at liquidation of independence of 
Ukraine, violation of the sovereignty and territorial integrity of the state, 
undermining its security, changes of its constitutional order by violent means, 
unlawful seizure of state power, propaganda of war, violence, incitement to ethnic, 
racial and religious hatred, encroachment on human health, violations of the rights 
and freedoms of a person and a citizen guaranteed by the Constitution and laws. 

5. To the people as the only source of power in Ukraine, the right to 
determine and change the constitutional order through the adoption of the 
Constitution is returned. The people's control over the government increases 
through the reduction of terms of office of all elected bodies and individuals, 
including the President of Ukraine, up to 4 years, as well as restrictions of being 
a deputy to two consecutive terms. 

I remind that the restriction of the terms is a tested practice in most 
European countries. It does not allow for the deputies "to overstay", forgetting 
their responsibility to the voters. 

At the same time the majority system of elections of deputies of local 
councils and the right of voters to recall the deputy are being introduced. 

6. At the constitutional level, the language problem is being solved, to stop 
speculation on it, taking into consideration the needs of the citizens of Ukraine, the 
requirements of the relevant European Charter. 

Ukrainian is the state language. The state provides comprehensive 
development and functioning of the Ukrainian language in all spheres of public 
life. In Ukraine, the free development, use and protection of Russian language 
(its official status has the international definition), as well as languages of 
national minorities. 

7. The judiciary is democratized and simplified with the aim of increasing 
the responsibility of judges and ensuring access to justice to citizens and the 
legitimacy of judicial decisions, independence of judges from the executive 
power and the head of the state. Magistrates are introduced, the Constitutional 
Court and High Council of justice are reformed. 

The practice has shown that the indefinite nature of the election of judges led 
to their lack of control from the people. Therefore, judges will be elected for a 
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fixed term, significant enough to ensure their independence, but enough to feel all 
the time a careful look of the citizens, maintaining a professional reputation and 
conscience.  

8. The Institute of protection of the Constitution is being introduced, 
which provides strengthening of the constitutional legality and stability of the 
Fundamental Law. Only the people have the right to a referendum to adopt a new 
Constitution, or to make amendments to the Constitution in force through an all-
Ukrainian Constituent Assembly. 

9. Through the mechanisms of introduction of the amended Constitution not 
only a question of early elections of councils of all levels, including the Supreme 
Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine but the implementation of the political, 
judicial, administrative reform and local self-government reform are solved on 
a constitutional basis. 

Why is it necessary to adopt the updated Constitution by the referendum? 
(Although I always doubted the expediency of this form of adoption of the 
Fundamental Law. But now, having in mind the adoption of the Constitution in 
force, albeit amended I consider it expedient to use this method.) 

We see that the provisional government in Ukraine, as evidenced by the 
practice of recent months, has no signs of full legitimacy. It is not its fault that it 
happened, but under these conditions it will not be able to stop the growth of 
socioeconomic and political crisis in Ukraine and the movement of the country to a 
national catastrophe. Under these circumstances, early elections of the President of 
Ukraine are an absolute necessity and should take place in May, under any 
circumstances, as these will affect the appearance of undoubtedly legitimate 
government of the state. Only such a government will allow to implement the 
necessary reforms and lead full-fledged negotiations in the international arena. 

However, it is obvious that the newly elected head of the state whoever 
would it be, will not be able to quickly organize a government in new ways and to 
radically change the situation for the better, without people’s support and the 
support of the law. 

Today, however, even the legitimacy of the Constitution of Ukraine which in 
the part of the government was changed several times in a lawless way is being 
questioned. Such practices should be stopped. Twenty-year history of 
independence of Ukraine persuades that the adoption and amendments to the 
Fundamental Law by the Parliament is reduced in the end to the correspondence 
of its contents to the corporate-government interests of the ruling at that time elite. 
Meanwhile, no one asks the opinion of the Ukrainian people – source of power. 

Thus, the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) in 1996 on behalf of the 
people adopted the Constitution of Ukraine. But the current level of confidence in 
the Parliament (not least through its attitude to the manipulation of the 
Fundamental Law) requires to remove the Parliament from the adoption of the 
Constitution so that the distrust of the legislature was not transferred to the 
Fundamental Law! People should adopt their – the people's - Constitution in an 
all-Ukrainian referendum, to exercise their right to power in the state. This is not 
a disregard of the parliamentary Constitutional Commission, which employs 
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responsible and trained specialists, who have gained already offers such as these. 
Just the time required to accelerate the process of real transfer of power under the 
control of the people, and it would be better for the people to do it. 

Once again, for many years I was a consistent opponent of simplifying all 
procedures regarding the content of the Constitution. Do not we risk now offering 
a referendum? No, we do not. We will take into account abovementioned 
circumstance, with regard to the Parliament. Its size and political composition, the 
engagement in "hot" problems that have arisen in recent times, do not give grounds 
to hope for a constitutional majority of votes in the adoption of the amendments to 
the Fundamental Law. The legitimacy of the Constitutional Court, engaged in the 
constitutional procedure, also raises questions. Thus, the objective necessity of 
the implementation of the constitutional amendments has been postponed 
indefinitely. To amend the Constitution, we need a full-fledged legitimate 
Parliament and legitimate Constitutional Court. And to ensure the emergence of 
such a Parliament, we need a new text of the Constitution. Unfortunately, the state 
and the people can't wait, practice gives new evidence - the Fundamental Law is 
needed now as the guarantee of legal order in the country! 

This conflict can be resolved only by the people, if to the first question in the 
referendum ballot: "Do you agree that the people adopt the Constitution of 
Ukraine in the new edition?" – they replied: "Yes". The second question will 
refer to the content of the Fundamental Law. Its provisions, the advantages and 
disadvantages have become clear for 18 years to all not indifferent to the rights of 
citizens, and amendments to it is a subject of study now. Well suited for this and 
the presidential campaign is where voters can see the sincerity of the intentions of 
candidates and to understand better and absorb the essence of the amendments. 

There is a text of the updated Constitution of Ukraine. If to define briefly, it 
is the national Constitution of civil reconciliation and unity, significant 
strengthening of democratization and anti-corruption of the state power, a 
substantial expansion of direct democracy, balance and rationalization of the 
public administration system on the basis of law. 

The Constitution in force in article 72 (first directly applicable provision) 
provides for the possibility of proclaiming an all-Ukrainian referendum on the 
people’s initiative. And it is necessary to hold it not later than in September 
this year. Characteristically, while providing all the conditions and procedures 
prescribed by law for holding such a referendum, the newly elected President of 
Ukraine is obliged to proclaim it. This will be his first real step to update the 
entire system of government, from the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of 
Ukraine and the government and the courts to town and village councils on the 
basis of an improved Constitution. 

Though what was controversially said is not perceived, but holding such a 
referendum, perhaps is more important than the presidential election, at least 
because it opens up a legal space to the reforms that are long overdue in our 
country, and to which the Western and Eastern partners are calling, identifying as a 
priority the implementation of the constitutional reform in Ukraine. The 
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referendum give a free hand in this direction to the President as well as every 
citizen who strives for safety, order and law in their own state. 

 
 
         14.04.14 
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From the Interview to 24 Daily 
 

Oleksandr Moroz – the Main ideologist of the political reform of 2004, 
which transformed Ukraine from presidential-parliamentary into parliamentary-
presidential republic. In 2010, the reform was abolished by the unconstitutional 
decision of the Constitutional Court of Ukraine but recovered under the influence 
of the Maidan. 

As the Leader of the Socialist party of Ukraine Oleksandr Moroz put a lot of 
effort in order to create a center-left party of a European type, advocating 
democratic socialism.  

Agreeing to an interview to the correspondent of 24Daily Eduard 
Khmelnytskyi, Oleksandr Moroz talks frankly about everything – he has nothing 
and no one to be afraid of, he has already played more than a dozen times a 
game called "Ukrainian policy" and soberly assesses the current state leaders, 
the situation in the country and the realities that can wait for Ukraine.  

24Daily talked with him about the riots that are taking place in the East, 
Russia's relations to these disorders, failures and successes of the new 
government and the presidential candidates of Ukraine. 

- Mr Moroz, good afternoon! How can You describe the events that 
occur in the country today? I mean the actual loss of the Crimea and the 
seizure of buildings in Eastern Ukraine by armed men. 

We can say that this is the second part of the play. The first part began with 
a similar things in Western Ukraine and in Kyiv, when the power had to keep 
order, because in any political struggles – institutions of government should 
function. But if they, relatively speaking, do nor do this, it means that the 
government does not exist. 

We watch the second part of the play, which, unfortunately, was written for 
Ukraine by some of the authors of the scenario in Ukraine abroad. Nothing new is 
being observed, but recent and current actions threaten the state's existence. 
Again, the power can be changed, political opposition is possible, Maidan can and 
should function when it is required by the people, but there are institutions that 
embody the state. I mean management of militia, the SSU, the Ministries, 
administrations and other institutions – these are the institutions of government, 
they should function under any political changes. 

But why it has happened is a question, probably the most important. Because 
created in Ukraine and the power vertical reductio ad absurdum has led to the 
fact that the instruments of the government - bodies and ministries, especially 
law enforcement agencies, prosecutor’s office and others – were focused on 
criminal functions. For example, the tax service collected tribute from all, from 
whom it was just possible to collect in favor of the criminals, all the power at local 
level was carried out by "enforcers" from criminals, who were the actual 
power. Under such circumstances, law enforcement agencies become punitive 
bodies, and, when the situation changes, they don't know what to do because they 
were focused on other tasks. We are reaping the consequences of such an 
organization of power. A common cause is the administrative hierarchy, the 



 408 

centralization of power in the same hands, ignoring of the provisions of the 
Constitution, amendments to which were adopted in 2004. This is a consequence, 
I would say, of the authoritarianism with criminal content. If there was not for 
it, and the Constitution worked in the version of 2004 (to what the society came 
but a bit late), the current tragedy would not have happened. The second reason – 
the decentralization of power was not carried out, which I, in particular, sought 
for many years. In 2004, after making amendments to the Constitution regarding 
the balance of powers of the Central institutions of government, we (at the 
insistence of V. Yushchenko) have postponed the reform of local government and 
did not eliminate a diarchy. The aforementioned vertical of the executive power 
has remained, which is the concentration of corruption. What do we see now? 
Maidan, local councils, people who understand the role of local authorities, even 
the previous government and the present one understand that it is necessary to do 
what we proposed 15 years ago. We were defamed for that, and all the presidents 
sought to do the opposite. It turned out to be necessary to do what we suggested 
earlier and we were right, and the society requires the same. By the way, 
international observers, as well as in 2004, come to the necessity of the change of 
the government, starting with the Constitution. This is partly done, but what next? 
It is necessary to develop political the reform towards towards the democracy, in 
the direction of decentralization of power, the subordination of power to the 
people, the voter. 
 

- What do You, as a person with great political experience, see a possible 
variants of solution in this situation, and how? 

Firstly, it is impossible to agree with that fact that someone won and has a 
right to humiliate others. And it should not be. There should be a dialogue, a 
discussion and specific response to issues which concern people, especially 
because, for example, the topic of federalization of Ukraine is "planted". 
Instead, we need to develop the local self-government, to give it real functions, 
powers and capabilities and to meet the needs of people who need to know their 
representatives in local councils and see them as their power. Today we lack a 
clear position of the authorities, government and parliament in the implementation 
of this requirement. It is necessary to introduce the European model of 
governance in Ukraine, which the socialists have sought for many years. 

We are convinced that only in this direction there is a way out. The first 
step in this respect was the election of the President with those powers which are 
identified by the restored Constitution of 2004, that is, he should not be king, his 
task is to be the guarantor of the implementation of the Constitution and all laws 
by those, who are in power, as well as all citizens of Ukraine. It is necessary to 
hold presidential elections on 25th May. Meanwhile not to believe the next 
"storyteller", who promises much. We hear: the candidate, the "madam candidate", 
and they will strengthen the army and will provide everybody with everything... 
However, it is unclear for what means? It is not the function of the President, by 
the way. The President is obliged to ensure order in the country in which law 
is the same for all. Again, it is important to hold presidential elections, to stop 
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speculation about the illegitimacy of the government in Ukraine. It would be 
correct for the Constitution of Ukraine to be adopted by referendum, which should 
contain the answers to the problems, which worsened now.  

I will say more. The text of the Constitution is ready. Thus, basically, the 
text of the current Constitution is preserved, it is not "pig in a poke" for all who are 
interested in it. Such a document can be put to a national referendum and adopt it 
finally. In September it is possible to have the improved Fundamental Law, 
without a risk to "sink" it in the parliamentary procedures. The distrust of the 
Parliament and the Constitutional Court is justified. It is necessary not to transfer 
this distrust on the Constitution. The people have the right and can adopt their – 
the people's Constitution. 

And in the same year, it is necessary to hold parliamentary and local 
elections. I understand that not everyone would like to solve the crisis this way. It 
seems that the Northern neighbor, the perpetrator of the occupation of the Crimea, 
playing his game in some of the Eastern areas, does not want stabilization. But we 
will come to stability and unity by the election of the President, the adoption of the 
Constitution, the elections to the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) and local 
councils. It is necessary to restart the entire system of power in Ukraine and 
introduce the European model of governance. (The mobile rings, someone from 
Donetsk is reporting on the latest events that occur in the East, O. Moroz asked to 
keep him informed.) 
 

- You have just said that the Crimea was actually annexed by Russia, 
but from Your point of view, has Ukraine a chance to lose some other area, 
regions? 

Everything depends on how the public administration is fulfilled. The 
current government is working under very difficult conditions. The inheritance is 
very difficult, and some representatives of the previous government and our 
neighbour to the East are not interested in stabilizing the situation. It is noticeable, 
watch Russian TV channels. I wrote about this in an open letter to President Putin 
that it is impossible to build a policy on hypocrisy, including towards Ukraine. I 
understand that today primarily political factors are used, but in a short time 
socioeconomic factors will come to the forefront, associated with an increase 
of tariffs, prices, utility bills, in a word, with a complication of people’s life. But 
if a plan to reform the government in Ukraine will be quickly unveiled, which will 
open the door to every citizen, and they will understand that they are able to 
monitor the government's actions, thus, planning their well-being, I think then 
everything will be in the compliance with the Constitution and Laws. The 
majority of the population is against artificial extremism that we observe 
today in different places. People want to live in the country, in a normal and calm 
atmosphere, without losing the prospects for tomorrow. 

 
- As we know, the situation is unstable not only in the country but also 

in the politics. There are versions that everything that happens today in the 
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East is made not only with the aim to annex these territories, but to disrupt 
the elections in Ukraine, what do You think?  

These are related things. To disrupt the elections today means to give reason 
to those who are speculating on the theme of the illegitimacy of the government, to 
continue this theme, threatening the integrity of Ukraine. In fact, whatever attitude 
to the Parliament ( hardly anyone spoke more critical with regard to the current 
Parliament than I did) it is legitimate. It took the decisions which exactly were 
needed to be taken. The Chairman of the Parliament is elected, after the former 
wrote a letter of resignation, voted for the acting President because the previous 
President fled. These facts cannot be considered to be some violations on the part 
of Parliament. Under such force majeure circumstances, the legitimate authorities 
must perform their functions, and therefore the government was formed, and so on. 
Of course, there were some nuances, not absolute compliance with the provisions 
of the Constitution, but today the power in the center operates under those 
conditions in which it happened to be. On the other hand, bad practices repeat, 
which, by the way, in the amended Constitution are not allowed: in most cases as 
the governors the people of the same party are appointed. Why so? Not quite good 
appointments of heads of the central offices, quota-party principle is used, and in 
the transitional government primarily politically neutral professionals should be 
involved.  
 

- Well, then another question about military policy. What is the current 
government doing wrong in military terms, probably it is about the personnel 
policy as well? 

Today we are reaping the fruits of irresponsible attitude of the authorities 
to the state of the army. The state must have an army, not the comic troops, so 
what we are seeing today is the result of irresponsible attitude to the army, to its 
underfunding, not solving of the social issues for military personnel, particularly 
officers, and much more. Ukraine gets a hard lesson about the fact that the army 
needs to be addressed constantly. It is clear that there is not enough money, but 
it will be never enough in a country where 90% of the population is below the 
poverty line but the country replenishes the ranks of the richest people in the 
world. This is another indication that the government is not organized properly, 
that it is not under the control of the people, but business, criminals and 
government become one and the same. The thief is indifferent to the army, 
especially if everything has already been stolen. It should not be like that. 

- And if to distract ourselves from politics and move on to the economic 
part. Over the last three or four months the dollar has risen more than 1.5 
times and continues to grow. All this horrifies not only people who had 
savings in the national currency, but also business in general, since a large 
percentage of various kinds of products imported to Ukraine from abroad 
and sold for dollars and euros. Do you think that it is a fair rate – about 13 
hryvnias per dollar and was the correct policy chosen by the National Bank? 

The question is precise and specific, I'm afraid I cannot respond to it 
professionally enough. It would be necessary to do preliminary analysis. I will say, 
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however, that if the assets of the state are weakened, if the economy as a whole 
export and import dependent, to manage the exchange rate, in particular, the ratio 
of hryvnia to the dollar is very difficult, almost impossible. Previous years, the 
stabilization of the rate actually depended on the amount of borrowing, which 
provided and maintained the rate. Sure, the rate fever is a consequence of the 
lack of domestic policy in the economic sphere. We do not have a national 
economic complex, which would be protected from the influence of external 
factors, in particular, the global crisis. In addition, we understand that today, a 
fairly unfriendly policy of Russia in the principal components of our relations: in 
economic and energy terms. It all makes monetary unit of Ukraine extremely 
vulnerable. Most people have some modest savings in dollars. Someone buys 
imported stuff, which, as You rightly said, crossing the border, encounter a 
different ratio of prices, and it suggests the terrible rise of prices in the domestic 
market. All this together should be subject to very careful analysis by the 
National Bank and the government in order to give such promises to the 
population that would have calmed the situation and allowed us to systematically 
lower the exchange rate. 
 

- Have I understood correctly that the National Bank did not actually 
have another option than to ;ower the hryvnia, at least for this transition 
period? 

The fact that our entire financial system is not linked to the economy and 
production directly. I remember how 30 years ago, when we analyzed the project 
of development of the national economy for the following year, the draft budget 
and the like... then we saw and understood what volumes of production gave the 
results guaranteeing the stability of the currency. And today we see the budget as 
something abstract, and it does not display the state of the economy, the financial 
system, which affects the stability of the currency. Relatively speaking, how much 
we will produce grain, how it will be realized and who will benefit, we don't know. 
Who owns natural resources, why do people pay 6-7 hryvnias for a bottle of water, 
and what is the profit this cost (and whose) and what is the cost? This applies to 
absolutely all raw materials, and not only raw materials, resources, that is, we must 
take a sober look at what we have in the country, but again, the government needs 
to make is so that in the future a currency exchange rate could be managed. A 
monetary unit which has a commodity and property equivalent can be stable. 
And it is created in the sphere of production. It is the key to the stability of the 
hryvnia. 
 

- What needs to be changed in politics or in the country, so that the 
situation stabilized? 

It is necessary to restart the power, to change the system of government. 
We should have a parliamentary-presidential republic with a developed local 
self-government, government accountability to the people, the voter. We need 
what is called the European model of governance. What is the model of 
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governance – so people live, this prospect shpuld be explained to people on behalf 
of the government, asking them for support in such transformations. 
 

- If to believe the polls, an absolute favorite in the presidential race is 
Petro Poroshenko, and then with a lag of almost three times there are Tihipko 
and Tymoshenko, their ratings sociologists compare as equal in general. So 
what You, as a person who knows every one of these politicians can say about 
each of them? I mean their professional, business and personal qualities? 

Poroshenko is a good professional, moreover he has decent experience of 
state administration, he is a successful businessman. There is no doubt that among 
other professionals, who are presidential candidates, he is stronger. But he grew up 
and worked for many years in an authoritarian system, with different leaders, and 
held certain positions in those days. Under Kuchma, Yushchenko and 
Yanukovych. I have nothing against him personally, but I want to say that it would 
be difficult to adjust under those conditions that we have today. After all, the task 
of the government as a whole, is to organize the power so that a man became a 
citizen and the population became the people. If this happens, then we can act as, 
for example, in Germany, when part of the population doesn't even know who their 
President is. But people live normally. Therefore, we need to focus on such 
prospect, and such a role of the President. 

Concerning Tihipko, he also has a good professional training, but perceived 
by the population as a businessman who supported the previous government and 
took an active part in the election of Yanukovych. About Yulia Tymoshenko, I 
would not like to talk at all. There are a lot of explanations and arguments for that. 
Pharisaism and hypocrisy, the game, unsupported by any useful things for people 
repel. Therefore, she will not become the President. 
 

- And the last question, there are a lot of rumors about possible early 
elections to the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada). Do You think it is 
possible or is it just a rumor? 

It is not only possible, but it is necessary. Because if we are talking about a 
new Constitution, a new functions of the Parliament that are defined in it, you need 
the appropriate composition. But the current Parliament was not elected, it was 
formed under the Law on elections, which has been the subject of collusion 
between those political forces represented in Parliament (except UDAR). Two 
years before that there were empty discussions on television about the need to 
adopt a Law on elections with open party lists. (Forgetting that I defended the law 
in the Parliament twelve years ago and then everybody abandoned it.) The deputies 
spent two years time on empty talk, and then "figured" that if they raise the 
entrance barrier, they will create new rules of formation of election commissions, 
and it is possible to secure a good result. They did so, and each assumed that would 
get a good result thanks to the Law. Over 300 people voted for it. And then there 
poured the statements from the "Party of Regions", "Fatherland" (Batkivshchyna), 
the Communist Party, how fair and good the bill was that was adopted. In fact, it 
turned out that the conspiracy is fake. Think about it, the Socialist party with 
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structures in all administrative units of Ukraine, the most experienced party, which 
participated in all elections, does not receive a seat in district election commissions 
(except the one in my County) that supposedly was determined by drawing lots. 
And it turned out that in the district election commissions the places were taken 
by the representatives of the Party of Regions. It is a mockery of common sense, 
and in practice it is a demonstration of collusion and the use of the administrative 
resources. It is therefore clear that as the Parliament was formed, so it worked, if 
you can call it a work. So now the elections to the Parliament is an absolute 
necessity and must be hold this year*. 

- Thank you so much, it was very interesting!  
And thank You, come again (laughs) 

 
 

       23.04.14 
 
 

_____________________________ 
 * Elections were held under the previous law. 
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Dear participants of the hearings! 
(appeal to the participants of the hearings on constitutional reform) 

 
Anyone no longer needs convincing of the need for the introduction of long-

awaited amendments to the Constitution. At the present time the value of this case 
is special. The proclamation and adoption of the amendments is an important 
signal to the society that the government, politicians, all who influence the future 
of people, society and the state claim: the country is changing. It changes in the 
interests of the person, their rights and freedoms. And for these changes to 
become irreversible, the entire government (from the President to village heads) 
should be put under the control of the people. At the same time, everyone needs to 
be a responsible for how the power works, what is its composition, how fair the 
life in the country is. The amendments to the Constitution are overdue, we 
cannot do without them. It is clear that they must be interdependent and mutually 
related. 

We must not forget that the Constitution is the Fundamental Law. It must 
express the interest of the whole, the fundamental thing, in our case, the interest 
of the people. It can't provide for some concessions for the sake of others, to 
please individual, corporate or regional interests, the East or the West of the 
country, Europe or Russia. The Constitution may not fully satisfy the interest of 
one or other individuals, but needs to satisfy them all together. This is the key 
principle. 

At the same time, the provisions of the Constitution in force, which so far 
have not caused any complaints, should not be touched, so as not to resort to many 
amendments to legislation, not to add instability moreover in law enforcement. 

To approach the problem from dissrent points of view, we obtain the 
generalized essence of the proposed system changes, namely: 

- parliamentary-presidential model of the republic; 
- a unitary state with strong local elected authority; 
- local state administrations are eliminated; 
- any speculation about the language are removed, everyone is free, in all 

their needs to use their native language without encroaching on the state status of 
Ukrainian; 

- judicial system is being regulated, it becomes more simple and transparent 
for citizens;  

- constitutional order is provided by the source of power – the people. 
Such changes arise from the need to overcome the alienation of power and 

the people (the people and the government) as needed to make the power-
controlled at all levels. This is evidenced by the suggestions of practitioners and 
managers from the field, the demands of the Maidans from the Western and 
Eastern Ukraine, groundwork of the Constitutional Assembly, the special 
parliamentary Commissions, leading research institutions from Kyiv, Lviv, 
Kharkiv, Odesa, recommendations of the Venice Commission and international 
observers, the obligations of government to resolve the political conflict. 
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Importantly, we are talking about the system and necessary amendments 
but not a new Constitution. I emphasize it not by accident. And here's why. 

1. Signal for the society should be sent today and the amended version of 
the Constitution should be adopted till the autumn. Can the current Parliament 
provide it, even if it was really unanimous? No, it cannot. Read chapter XIII of the 
Constitution. There is a procedure. It will not allow a timely response to demands, 
which have intensified during the current political crisis. 

2. The Parliament (as well as the whole government) has a negative 
evaluation from the people. It is not the time to discuss why it is. It is not 
necessary to say that the Fundamental Law is guilty. After all, the credibility of the 
Constitution should be higher than the credibility of public institutions, because it 
is the passport of the country, its characteristics. 

3. The abovementioned amendments and clarifications relate only to a few, 
about five fundamental positions of the Constitution. Who wanted to know it, 
could have studied it during 18 years. 

Hence, there are reasons and there are all possibilities that a refined version 
of the Fundamental law could be adopted by the people in an all-Ukrainian 
referendum. The people may knowingly and consciously adopt their 
Constitution. 

The decree on the referendum, the newly elected President could sign at the 
beginning of July. It is important for him. Whoever is elected, he must know that 
the primary duty of the President is not the filfillment of the various (sometimes 
fantastic) campaign promises. His duty is to guarantee that all citizens and all 
government institutions will live in accordance with the Constitution and laws 
of Ukraine. Law will be the same for all. If it is so – the corruption will disappear, 
threats to the integrity of the state will be removed, the economy will rise, the 
welfare of the people will increase... 

The referendum may be held in early September, and after that the entire 
system of power should be renewed, early elections to the Parliament and local 
councils should be hold until the end of this year. 

Parliament needs to focus now on preparation of extremely important laws, 
particularly on the electoral legislation. 

There is extremely a lot of work. How to do it, the deputies will decide for 
themselves. But, no doubt, they will not have time to deal with the Constitution. 

Instead it in fact can be and should become the people's Constitution of 
Ukraine. 
 

And finally. 
With these proposals and the procedure of their implementation I was trying 

to get to the acting President, relevant Vice-Prime Minister, some presidential 
candidates. They did not have, I think, enough time.  

That is why I consider my speech to be the appeal to every citizen. You are 
the source of power. Use your right, help to adopt the Constitution by you - 
from the people and for the people. 

           15.05.14 
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Election of the President – factor of the personality and influence of 
information 

 
Petro Poroshenko is Ukraine's new President. 
The result is expected, although there were doubts about the election in the 

first round. Full participation of Donbas in the voting could have changed the 
proportions, but in the end the result would be the same. 

Components of success of the new head of the state were: 
- professional training as a manager and previous experience; 
- skilled distancing from the authorities and the opposition (official and 

real); 
- the successful combination of sociological forecasts and stated intentions; 
- the fatigue of the people from the confusion and anxiety - the desire for 

peace; 
- the lack of serious competitors. 
The latter can be analyzed separately, because the political weight of the 

candidate for the high office depends on many current circumstances (involvement 
in the party which has lost, voter insight regarding the hypocrisy of some people, 
the need for new faces etc). It is important that almost all the obtained results 
confirm the importance of personalities and not, let us say, parties which are 
behind them. For the present state of politics it is a pattern. For the future it is 
another confirmation of the need to advance party and political basis of 
society. Underdeveloped party structure can be explained by the dependency of 
most of the parties on oligarchy, decorative value of the previous political 
campaigns where against the ideology and policy money and the 
administrative resources of power fought. 

Thus, Poroshenko won the election himself without a party. Yu. 
Tymoshenko lost the election herself as well. Her "political power", as she likes to 
say, was helpless against her bad image. O. Liashko does not have a party, in fact. 
He skillfully used the mood of the electorate, said, not choosing words what people 
wanted to hear (even knowing the unreality of suggested things), and moreover he 
did what others feared. The example is instructive and classic according to the 
technology. 

A. Hrytsenko "attracted" a voter with his non-party and constructivism. With 
knowledge of the matter, he was saying what people were worried about, did not 
resort to populism, that is, created an image that thinking part of the society 
required, the intelligentsia in particular. It opens to him the prospect (and the party 
under his leadership) in the following political campaigns. 

O. Tiahnybok makes an exception of "being non-party". Relying on his 
party, he did not consider the perception of it by people, imposed by his entourage 
the understanding of the essence of the party. People have not forgotten intolerance 
for the opinions of others, and vandalism, and torchlight processions and the like. 
People want calm, clarity, clear prospect and not to revise history, sham 
patriotism through hatred of dissent. The people are wise, it should be 
respected. I think O. Tiahnybok will take into account the lessons of the campaign. 
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Another example of the role of personality in political campaigns is the 
election of V. Klychko as Kyiv mayor, entering the city Council by almost half of 
the deputies from among his supporters. About the party, it's also possible to speak 
conventionally, the new mayor will have to lead his chosen line, watching "other" 
and "his". One thing that should be considered as an advantage is the mutual 
obligations of the President and the mayor. It gives hope for settlement of the 
longstanding issue of dual power in the capital. 

It is worth mentioning separately about the role of TV in the aftermath of the 
elections. S. Shuster can be considered as the godfather of the successful and 
unsuccessful candidates. Although it concerns not only him, it is a subject for 
special studies. 

So, there is the President of Ukraine. People's hopes for domestic peace in 
Ukraine require from him primarily to deal with acute problems. They are also 
common to all of us. That is why we should deal with them together, helping the 
President as well. Without compromise and opportunism, but just because the 
situation is extremely complex and threatening and affects everyone. 

 
    
        26.05.14 



 418 

"Putin, even having occupied Ukraine, will not attach it to Russia" 
(from an interview to the newspaper "Observer" (Obozrevatel)) 

 
- In Your opinion, can the war in the Donbas be completed by 

negotiation or is there currently only one option – "to the bitter end"? 
I think no one could answer this question. Firstly, the fighting or diplomacy 

are not alternative things. It is necessary to use all the opportunities. In addition, 
it is necessary to use every opportunity for propaganda among the militants (where 
it is possible). In fact, "militias" are not homogeneous. Mainly military 
mercenaries from neighbouring states manage them, and among their subordinates 
are those forced to join the groups, there are deceived by Russian propaganda and 
there are just bad people, having taken the weapons, felt like supermen who are 
forgiven of all previous sins and fresh ones. 

They all understand that the war cannot last forever and somehow it is 
necessary to think about their own future. For it the fee for crime (money of it), 
and "exploits" for which there is no excuse, and motivation, each of which guided 
up to that time little will mean. The evil will be punished, but if it is small, it is 
necessary to stop it, asking for forgiveness and throwing weapons. 

The media (where they work), leaflets, explanations in the distribution of 
humanitarian aid (information to the consumer nevertheless will get in different 
ways) should give a clear picture: there will be peace, but who and how will feel 
when it comes? 

American and Russian films routinely demonstrate Vietnamese or Chechen 
syndromes. This condition of man is almost incurable because the sin can not be 
hidden from them. The difference is that the Americans fought thousands of miles 
away from home, and Russians – at home, with their fellow citizens, showing 
them as stupid, brutal, almost savages in films. Apparently, there were such as 
well, they are now sent to Ukraine, before that the neighboring state raised its 
hands, realizing that with the fire it will not achieve anything at home.  

Why does it hope to achieve something in Ukraine? After all actions this 
year, the Kremlin cut off even those relatively small opportunities that allowed the 
strengthening of relations with neighbours in the Customs Union.  

Obviously, V. Putin did more for the consolidation of Ukrainian society 
and the awareness of our statehood than all the Patriotic and national forces 
of Ukraine together. 

By the expensive and unjustified price – it's true. 
 

- On 26th August in Minsk a meeting of leaders of Ukraine the EU and 
the Customs Union will take place, in particular, there will be Petro 
Poroshenko and Volodymyr Putin. What do You expect from this meeting?  

I am almost certain that positive changes will be in a tiny quantity there. It is 
necessary to contact, but the discussion will be unproductive. I wonder how will 
the leaders of the Customs Union greet our President: "Kyiv government", 
referring, as Lavrov and Putin that "their" President of Ukraine is in Rostov? 
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In many examples we have seen that malicious lie about the events in the 
East of Ukraine and the Crimea is the Russian method of diplomacy. Its 
representatives based on blatant lies, know in advance that the other parties to the 
negotiations can see that this lie is deliberate, and therefore any convergence of 
positions cannot be achieved. Then it is possible to play in the information and 
propaganda space endlessly, as long as the same V. Putin with his supporters will 
realize that even having occupied Ukraine, he will not attach it to Russia. The 
purpose of "regaining of the control" will not be achieved, because such an idea 
for the twenty-first century is an anachronism, but its implementation will lead 
to the isolation of the Russian leadership in the world and to the destruction of the 
Russian Federation itself. 
 

- Leonid Kuchma represented Ukraine several times in the negotiations 
with the terrorists. He also repeatedly commented on the movement of 
humanitarian convoy of Russia. What do You think, can he, or, let us say, 
Viktor Medvedchuk, represent Ukraine in such serious events?  

The representatives of the state should not participate in the negotiations, 
where the participants are people with a questionable status. Obviously,therefore, 
P. Poroshenko and resorted to the services of L. Kuchma. The latter at least have 
something to refer to for exaple: "Good people! We have together signed a pledge 
to live as good neighbours!". 

Other persons involved in such events are not superfluous, even if they little 
contribute to the cause, or at least are able to convey to the mind of some officials 
in Moscow that they are doing a disgrace that will lead them to bad consequences. 
 

- Do not You think that one of the reasons for the current war in 
Donbas is the so-called "multi-vector", which Ukraine tried to adhere to since 
the days of Kuchma's presidency? 

The war has many reasons. One of them is that business and 
government is one and the same. The screenwriters of war do not fight, they 
divide the profits of the present time and future. They destroy the competitor – 
industrial potential of Ukraine, undermine its economy. And the nationality of the 
writers meanwhile doesn't matter. 

Another reason is the Imperial ambitions of V. Putin, who somehow thought 
that he was the passionate figure (by L. Gumiliov). That this is not so and that the 
times of Alexander of Macedon or Napoleon are long gone, he probably realizes, 
but to a freaked out layman in Russia, their President is nice, because he carries out 
the usual policy: "we are as we are, it is important that others are afraid of us". 

It is not worth talking about multi-vector policy under Kuchma, moreover 
about its relationship with the current war. Policy at his time reduced to his own 
struggle for power. This gave the nearest to him, or just servnats to become 
richer, laying hands on what should have belonged to the people or the state. 
There was not a public policy. I am far from gloating, but I can name a lot of 
topics (collective security system, development of the power industry, closed 
nuclear cycle, conceptual approach to the development of agriculture and rural 
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settlement network, the development of productive forces of Ukraine...), 
concerning which to L. Kuchma as the head of state, specific suggestions, some 
even in the form of programmes approved by the Parliamen were made, which he 
ignored or simply could not comprehend. It's a shame. 
 

- Recently, the Prosecutor General's office of Ukraine said that it would 
return to the investigation of the " Honhadze case". How do You think will 
the matter be in the end brought to an end, and will not only performers, but 
also the assassin's paymasters stand in the dock?  

I have not changed my mind regarding this crime. The case has long been 
investigated, the perpetrators have been punished, organizers and assassin's 
paymasters are known. 

The Prosecutor General's office needs not to declare the intentions, but 
together with the court dot the i's and cross the t's. Then we can say that in Ukraine 
there is a Prosecutor's office. And there is the state that wants to be legal.  
 

- Some politicians and experts say that now Ukraine is paying such a 
high price for its integrity and independence, because in 1991 the Soviet 
Union collapsed without war and bloodshed. What is Your opinion on this?  

So provocateurs or particularly anxious "patriots" can speak. Look the Czech 
Republic and Slovakia separated without bloodshed and develop well. 

Who speaks of bloodshed as the point of no return and the incentive to 
development, does not mean their own blood. This thesis could be supported by 
many examples of modern history of Ukraine. But these examples can be provided 
by anyone who is able to think. 
 

- Analyzing current events, have not You changed Your assessments of 
the Maidan-2004 and the subsequent actions of Ukrainian elites in 2005-2010? 
After all, if, then, the government has fulfilled at least part of the demands of 
Maidan (for example, "bandits – to prisons"), it is quite possible there would 
not be a revenge of anti-Ukrainian forces, Euromaidan and extremely 
negative events in the Crimea and in the Donbas.  

No, the assessments have not changed. On Maidan-2004 I spoke several 
times, although I knew that the organizers were manipulating the sentiments of the 
people. I was there because V. Yushchenko pledged to change the system of 
government as I suggested, that is to introduce the European model of 
democracy and to make a citizen the subject to the law. 

When it became clear that he was not going to meet his commitments, we 
parted. Already in 2006 elections opponents (not to say "enemies") for the 
socialists became "Our Ukraine" and BYuT. And the people looked at events in 
the light of Maidan. 

Maidan is an episode, civil explosion. It changes the situation, the structure 
of power, but does not change its essence. The change of the SYSTEM of 
GOVERNMENT is needed, something that the current Maidan felt, demanding 
the return to the Constitution of 2004, to my wording of the amendments for 
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which I was defamed by those who during last ten years were in power, and 
those who were in opposition to them, were their competitors. 

In 2005-2010 the so-called political elite under the Patriotic rhetoric and 
violent populism wrestled over the pipe, playing into the hands of neighbors and 
increasing own capitals. They did not care about the future of the country, 
moreover the slogan "bandits – to prisons" was good only for the elections, those 
in power cannot put themselves to jail. 
 

- Are the annexation of the Crimea and war in Donbas the consequences 
of the fact that the Ukrainian authorities from the very beginning of 
Independence did not pay adequate attention to these regions, or has the 
factor of Russia's influence become the main one?  

It is impossible to say that the authorities did not pay attention to these 
regions, in particular, to Donbas. And what attention, when the power all over 
Ukraine were from the Donbas? Simply, the authorities got worse, the 
institutions of statehood have turned into the units of semi – or simply criminal 
system, which were engaged in extortion, kickbacks, racketeering and other unholy 
things. The state functions were forgotten. The tax service advertised itself on 
thousands of billboards and citylights, urged citizens to take care of the revenues of 
the state, and at this time the management of the service with the knowledge of 
senior management formed a network of "common fund", cared of the luxury of 
the main offices and the comfort of aristocracy. There were the greediness and 
pettiness in the Prosecutor's office and other bodies. 

With this degeneration of power its offices could not defend the interests of 
the state, the institutions of statehood "showered" in the Center, in the 
aforementioned regions, everywhere. The neighbors in the Crimea took advantage 
of it, thinking that in the Donbas there will be enough of those who will believe the 
promises of the Kremlin. It has failed. And will not work. And the sobering has 
already come to many. Russia generously opens up the boundless expanses of 
Siberia, where the ethnic Russian for some reason do not want to live. 
 

- The war in Donbas will end sooner or later. What do we need to do 
with problem areas? And how must we continue to act in respect of the 
annexed Crimea?  

And what areas are not troubled? In Western Ukraine, from where about 5 
million citizens, mostly women, went abroad? In the Center, where millions of 
compatriots do not have work and prospects, where the main resources, the land 
first and foremost, enriches a few dozen of those who actually govern, and in the 
villages there is no work, no hope for tomorrow, or... sometimes there are no 
villages? In the destroyed industrial heart of Ukraine – the Donbas?  

All of Ukraine is in need of regeneration. And we can only rely on 
ourselves. And we need to start the reforms with the reform of the system of 
power, giving power to EVERYONE and responsibility for their well-being as 
part of the welfare of the state. How to do it, it is said in the program, which I have 



 422 

recently been engaged in. The changes will be fulifilled, the life of people will 
improve, and the Crimea will be "ours". 

- The Ukrainian people have repeatedly urged the authorities to carry 
out lustration. But are the Ukrainian politicians ready for it?  

It was explained to the people that lustration is a panacea for all their ills. 
What is it "lustration", each understands in their own way. Of course, it would be 
good if the Lord at once and today punished everyone for their deeds. As the 
second coming is not expected at the nearest time, different people, unfortunately, 
sinners as well are trying to perform the role of Supreme Judge. In that there is a 
danger, for there will be those who will be interested in what you were doing until 
1912, those who will bring personal scores, those who will engage in 
denunciations. The people have already had it. 

Let's at last adopt the law, with only a few articles in it: that if you have big 
business –there is no way for you to the government, you have called for 
separatism – to the court, lied about income and expenses in the Declaration – 
you will never have the right to be a deputy of any level... But – the honest and 
transparent law, which provides for the forms of public control as well. This is not 
the lustration, it is the order. 

Will the current deputies adopt such a law? It is unlikely. Therefore, it is 
more important to change the deputies through the law on elections with open 
party lists. I reported on its contents to the Parliament 12 years ago. Everybody 
denied it. Now they support (in words). 

How it will be – it is not a long time to wait. 
 
 
 
          21.08.14 
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In Memory Of Valentyna Semeniuk 
 

"Everything will be fine...". Ringtone on the phone of Valentyna Semeniuk 
ends on this phrase of the band "Elza's Ocean" (Okean Elzy). August 27, evening. 

Newscasts repeated version of police – suicide. I can't believe it. Not only 
because during the years of independence this is the third "suicide" by officials. 
This version is confirmed quickly, when there is no logic (remember the story of 
the former Minister of Internal Affairs). But here it seems to be convincing, 
unambiguously.  

I can't believe it, because Valentyna Petrivna extremely valued her old 
parents, in every conversation she referred to them, their life tips, examples from 
childhood, school years. It is a tragedy for them – a terrible blow. Needless to say 
about her daughters, grandchildren, it was her private world, she gave herself to it 
completely. She was the center of a large family. 

I do not want to believe, because in Ukraine there are not so many people 
rooting for the state as she did. She was rooting for justice, truth. Knowing the 
apparent and hidden processes in the economy, she was the author of important 
laws that protected the interests of the people, especially in the privatization 
process. With her help, we managed to fend off the idea of "global certificates" - 
means of involvement of land in the turnover, managed to convince (I think all) of 
the need for a law on communal property. 

Few people remember, but she personally, as an individual, through the 
court returned "Kryvorizhstal" into state ownership, opposed the privatization 
of the plant, and when the government organized a demonstrative "fair" (half of 
the money has never been found until now), she forced the new owner to sign 
the preliminary conditions of privatization, which protected the employees. The 
head with the state position was not needed by the authorities. The dismissal was 
with the violation of the rules (she was not even allowed to report to the 
Parliament). With hindsight terms of privatization were revised and, the owner, 
according to Valentyna Petrivna, received the "gift" of about 0.5 billion 
dollars. For about ten years the initiatives have been appeared for some facilities 
to be auctioned which thanks to V. P. Semeniuk are related to the inviolable 
property of the state as an asset that guarantees the cumulative part of the pension 
fund for the citizens so that it was not the thing for pensions that happened to the 
savings in the early 90s. 

I remind of it so that the investigation took into account some of the 
circumstances and her recent professional activities. Perhaps there is an 
explanation of the causes of the tragedy. 

Mentally reassembling the parts of meetings with Valentyna Petrivna: at 
the founding Congress of the Socialist party, where she came against the will of 
her husband, who asked to keep herself for the family in hard times; in the session 
hall, where she has contributed her drafts, working out at night dozens of 
regulatory material before it; at the congresses of the party as a long-time 
Secretary of the political Council or as the leader of the public women's 
organizations. During meetings in villages and cities. Considering the projects of 
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her publications concerning the protection of people from fraud during the 
privatization process, protection of the rights of residents of hostels, the 
implementation of the rights of local communities. 

In various capacities she has proved herself as a decent person, consistent, 
professional, responsible and courageous. Such people are alien to the system of 
power and social relations in Ukraine. The system disposes of them in a variety 
of ways. It does not matter though, who pressed the trigger. 

But I can't believe it that it was a suicide.  
 
 
 
          29.08.14 
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There is still an interest of the people 
 

Overwrought voice of the officer spoke about his condition: 
- Do something! There are 30 soldiers left in my command. And those are 

shell-shocked and wounded. My arm's broken by fragments... Give the order, we 
have to backtrack, so that artillery did not reach... Because the next time we will be 
shot by  "grad rockets", we will die. 

The officer did not choose the words. Next to him (it was audible) even 
cooler his fellow soldiers added. I have meanwhile fixed only a few phrases in my 
memory: "I was the last to leave the city...", "Since August 24, no fighting with the 
separatists, that ended. There is a war with Russia, its regular troops...", "We 
have nothing to fight back...", "The brigade's commander, colonel is a hero. If not 
for him, we would be dead...", "Give the order...", "Don't believe the TV, different 
bosses...", "We are ready to go to the bayonet, but ... against tanks...". 

How to tell the boy that I can do little? He has phoned, someone gave my 
number, he has hope. Thank God, General Koval M.V. responded immediately. He 
knows the brigade commander by name and patronymic. "I will immediately 
contact with the General staff...". 

There is a war. For the defenders it is a bloody, deadly battle. For the public 
it is a depressing circumstance that prevents them to see "Make the comedian 
laugh" (Rozsmishy komika), the endless courts proceedings on "Inter" channel, 
soccer, stories of Katia Osadcha of the elite salons... But – the war! It can reach 
everyone, who knows what Putin has in mind. 

And what, indeed? The revival of the Empire (it is not about the Soviet 
Union, in Russia clan oligarchy is even worse than by us)? Without Ukraine, 
the Empire is a fiction. But... Our state can be occupied, but to join it to Russia no 
one will be able to. What over the past six months, V. Putin did with Ukraine, with 
the Russian-Ukrainian relations, all patriots and "patriots" together with Bandera 
including vould not manage to do. Therefore, it will "backfire" on Putin. And it is 
strange, really, whether in Russia, except for Ukrainophobe Dugin and disguised as 
a clown Zhirinovsky, there is no normal analysts to explain to the head of the 
Federation: he is playing someone else's game, spitting against the wind. In Russia 
all the time they hide behind the fiction that on the Maidan, now in the Donbas the 
USA acts with the hands of Ukraine, and therefore overt war against Ukraine is a 
struggle for Russia's future. It is a primitive and cheap version. No, the 
Russian Federation with the efforts of the Kremlin plays the role of puppet, 
carrying out also the visionary concept of transatlantic superpower. 

In the global competition, unfortunately, Ukraine is not a subject of politics. 
Russia, with the voice of its leader, tries to emphasize it primitively. Remember his 
very unfortunate message that Russia, supposedly, would have coped with Nazi 
Germany itself, a recent phrase on the march to Kyiv in two weeks. The USA is, 
on the contrary, with the words all on the side of Ukraine. In fact, the world 
government (and it runs in the USA) would be glad to connect with the 
slaughter the Slavic States to achieve strategic objectives – to protect the 
dollar as the only world currency. 
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Back in the last century. Two world wars had a dollar cause. In the 
beginning of the century it was necessary to remove the German mark and the 
Russian ruble from the arena, and after a couple of decades to achieve the 
international recognition of the dollar as the real world currency. 

It happened. But it was a high price for the economy and financial system of 
the United States. Today the US national debt is close to two dozen trillion (!) 
dollars. Something must be done with it. If you devalue the dollar, the economies 
of many countries will crackle, the crisis will throw in the ranks of the unemployed 
millions and millions of people. What political, social and military consequences 
that would end in - it should be considered separately. In any case, for the USA, it 
will end in a disaster too, for the first time in a hundred (or more) years. The 
economic and financial system of the USA needs a strong momentum, demand for 
its products and resources. Where to wait for it? From the economically developed 
and stable Europe, which still does not need closer cooperation with partner in the 
North Atlantic Alliance. And the USA control the defence over Western Europe, 
they want to tie mutual interests and to indirectly share the costs. Europe is happy 
with the balance, having established economic relations with Russia, the annual 
trade turnover with which is more than half a trillion dollars. The main component 
in these volumes from Russia are energy resources. 

Meanwhile, the new Millennium coincides with a revolution in energy 
supply. One of the directions is shale gas, the USA has the largest  reserves. The 
task is clear – to expand the interest of Europe to this source, abandoning the 
Eastern pipelines. The reason for this is exceptionally usefull –with the aggressor, 
who stupidly injures world order, there cannot be a partnership, or collaboration. 
The war in Ukraine is a unique reason for it. 

So, the Kremlin is likely to bleed Ukraine, choking on it itself. Turning 
down the energy programmes with Europe, the Russian Federation will be 
forced to compensate for their cooperation, let us say, with China and India. 
Russia already supplies gas to China at $ 300 per thousand cubic meters (in 
Ukraine one and a half times more expensive). But if pumping stations on the 
pipeline to the West stop, for Gazprom it will seem as happiness to supply gas for 
China at... $ 50. Meanwhile the appetites of the Russian officials who control the 
gas deliveries will not decrease, how economy, finance and ... people will react – it 
is not hard to guess. 

Perhaps this topic should have been leading in the diplomatic 
negotiations with the Kremlin? Here we do not need intermediaries. Russians 
agree about something with Americans on the Finnish island, they do not call 
Ukrainians. The Russian leaders are so excited about their superiority over the 
Ukrainian state. And it is such arrogance that can backfire them. Therefore, the 
peace, the liberation of our territories from the Russian troops is not only the 
need of Ukraine. It is the objective interest of the Russian state. It needs to 
consider it if it is run by appropriate people. 

We need urgent reforms. We should start with a system of government. 
Statements after the Maidan on democracy, strengthening of the role of self-
governing bodies, the elimination of administrations and others turned out to be 
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propaganda declarations. The draft amendments to the Constitution, signed by 
P. Poroshenko does not provide for the reform of the power. It is unlikely that 
the President has read the draft, and his entourage does not need amendments. I 
can argue about that, because along with the best lawyers developed the necessary 
for Ukraine draft amended Constitution, but it has failed for six months to get 
with it to the high doors. "The Zemstvo at Lunch", the famous painting of one of 
"Association of Travelling Art Exhibitions" (Peredvizhniki) G. Myasoyedov could 
illustrate present governmental routine. 

Not a Declaration, but a complete lie turned out to be the appeals about 
the holding of elections with open lists. Example of treachery in this regard was 
the meeting of Parliament on 2nd September. Passionate speeches about the 
necessity of the new law, the outrage of law "for Yanukovych"... And no, this law 
is the subject of the conspiracy of those who now criticize it. In November 2011 
366 deputies voted for it, before they had agreed on preferences in 
majoritarian districts, on the formation of election commissions, on the 
"clipping" of other subjects of the election by high barrier and criminal 
administrative resources. The electoral law is saved, members of the Party of 
Regions have not voted (not surprisingly), but the party "Fatherland" 
(Batkivshchyna) has not given half of the votes! 

So, the new Parliament will be qualitatively identical to the current one. 
Then why to waste money on elections? It will change only the object 
administration – other according tothe composition oligarchy. Only unable to 
blush will be proud of the membership in this Parliament. 

And still there are complaints regarding the illegitimacy of the legislature. 
Who will represent about 10 million population in the majority districts of the 
Crimea and the Donbas?  

Part of them have found a new "toy" - a referendum on NATO 
membership. Just to the subject, when Putin has exhausted the arguments for the 
lies and war crimes. Is it a coincidence? I do not think so. In the politics 
randomness is rare. There is always someone's interest behind the facts and events. 
Sometimes personal. As in the destruction of the armed forces, introduced by 
incompetent multivectors, in the gas agreements, the annexation of the Crimea, 
the electoral legislation, in the aforementioned referendum... 

But there is still the interest of the people, of an ordinary citizen. They want 
peace, not coffins (for funeral honors and posthumous awards do not reduce the 
mother's grief). They want work and prosperity, and not wandering in the world. 
They want to be the people in their country. The name of which is Ukraine. 

 
 

       09.09.14 
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The system of government is the subject of the Constitution 
 

In the course of difficult challenges for Ukraine it is extremely important for 
the authorities not to make strategic mistakes. This mistake may be the adoption of 
the law on the special status of the regions of the Donbas. 

In a unitary state, the administration system must be the same in all 
regions. Differences may relate only to the territory where such a distinction 
(autonomy, for example) has been historically developed and then, when this 
feature is formulated in the Constitution. 

In fact, inter-state settlement of the conflict by concessions to the content, 
which may be provided by this law, does not give anything useful, it only 
perpetuates the crisis. Besides, it is necessary to take into account the nature of the 
conflict. It had been brought, imposed on by the neighbors as a long-term factor 
that will be used later for provocations such as the Crimean "referendum". The 
Ukrainian government should not play other people's music, thereby 
succumbing to external pressure. 

Change of the system of government is the long-standing problem. It 
was voiced over a decade ago, not accidentally repeated by the claims of Maidan, 
stems from the political part of the agreement between Ukraine and the EU, 
mentioned in the Memorandum of the Tripartite Geneva meeting. But this is not 
the problem of the part of the country, but the whole state. And it should be 
addressed simultaneously throughout the territory of Ukraine. 

The system of government is the subject of the Constitution of Ukraine. 
Therefore, the reform of the system should be carried out by amending the 
Fundamental Law. It should provide for the decentralization of government, 
elimination of administrative hierarchy, giving powers to self-governing bodies, 
peculiar to the territorial and municipal authorities in Europe. All this is to ensure, 
in particular, the unitarity of the country and the effectiveness of management at all 
levels of government. 

It is understood that after the imposed war and because of the false TV 
propaganda in the Eastern parts the local self-governing bodies may not be as the 
Center would like. There is no extreme danger in it, because formed by the citizens 
new local authorities will be obliged to prove their case not by the Russian 
machine guns and tanks, but by care for the countrymen, production and 
transport infrastructure, social protection, education, medicine and the like. 
That is the purpose of the local authorities. Their activities will reflect the true 
plans and capabilities of the elected, will confirm the right or wrong choice of the 
citizens. It will be everywhere in Ukraine, it will be a key argument to overcome 
paternalistic attitudes in the society, for fostering of a sense of responsibility for 
the political choices for their well-being and situation in a family, community, 
region and the state. 

The current Parliament, of course, is not able to adopt the new wording of 
the amended Constitution. Will be the newly elected Parliament able to? It is a 
debatable question, but even with its ability for such a result, it is possible to carry 
out less than in a year. Given the fact that the part of the amended chapters of the 
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Constitution will still have to be approved by the referendum – this is a 
requirement of the Fundamental Law. 

The required amendments to the Constitution in force can be directly 
adopted by referendum. Despite the reactionary content of some articles of the 
law on an all-Ukrainian referendum, on its initiation, the preparation and conduct 
requires not more than three months. Already this year, Ukraine could have had 
an updated Constitution, a demand which the newly elected President of Ukraine 
proclaimed and all who tried to express themselves in politics. 

The text of the updated Constitution is prepared six months ago on the basis 
of the developments of the Constitutional Assembly, the recommendations of the 
Venice Commission, proposals of representatives of Central and local authorities, 
opinions of scientists. It takes into account all the needs in reforming of the 
government, creates a legal basis for positive changes in Ukraine. 

Proposed way of reforming of the system of power is legitimate. It involves 
the points that were discussed during the recent consultations in Minsk, however, 
their implementation requires far less time. This is the answer to many of the 
current challenges for Ukraine. The answer is much more important than the 
declared election campaign, which suffers from the same ills, that all social life in 
our state where the law is replaced by politics, politics – the interests of the clans, 
corporations and individual officials. Because what is the use of the law on 
elections as already announced lists of the members of the elections show that the 
elections will not change anything, and the calculations of their participants can 
be seriously corrected by the voters in spite of all preliminary agreements. The 
current election continues the game in the policy in which the needs of the 
people and the state are secondary things. A policy should be based on a stable 
law, the Foundation of which is the Constitution, encroachment on the contents of 
which (in the guise of, in particular, the appropriateness) is unadmittable and 
impossible. 

For that the text of the updated version of the Constitution in force should 
adopted by the people. 

 
 
 
         15.09.14 
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What are the open party lists? 
 

Many years of debate, waged on this occasion, proved only one thing: its 
participants (who, as a rule, are the representatives of certain parties in the 
Parliament) are afraid of the elections with open lists, because it does not 
guarantee them in the first place the leaders of parties "through passage" places in 
the lists. Before the last year's parliamentary elections and now that fear was 
confirmed again. For a layman, for a voter (after the elections) the hype about the 
rules takes place, equal for everyone, but when it comes down to it, the 
transparency of the elections is forgotten. Because money loves silence, and the 
truth is professed by Pro-government as well as opposition and the "opposition" 
parties, saying a word to each other on districts, quotas, commissions, the 
"help" from administrative resources. Conspiracy but not elections – such a 
conclusion can be drawn concerning assurance system of one of the main rules of 
democracy in Ukraine. 

Meanwhile, the procedure of open lists is simple and clear. There is no need 
to conduct a scientific debate about its difference from majoritarian system of 
election or mixed system. What is openness? That party shows an open list of the 
candidates on any ballots of the district. That is, for a party the goal is clear, for 
a voter the candidate is clear. A candidate becomes a deputy in a particular 
district who got more votes than the other candidates. 

Under this system, the electoral threshold is not set. No one, winning in a 
particular district, can be bypassed due to the greater support of the party-
competitor in another County. The decision of electors is final in the district. 
Thus obtaining clarity concerning the deputies, it becomes clear, and the formation 
of factions, the coalition, opposition and the like. 

Who wants to call this one of the forms of the majority system – let them 
think so. But here there is the responsibility of the party for their candidate. In 
the current system there is no such responsibility, because that is the party 
building in Ukraine, distorted by the influence of corporate business and power 
structures, that is, the influence of the oligarchy. It is not surprising that, for 
example, under L. Kuchma the party SDPU(o) (Social Democratic Party of 
Ukraine (united)) massively developed and was approved for power and just 
leading positions in various structures of society. Subsequently, under V. 
Yushchenko, the social democrats retreated into the shadows, feeling the "impact" 
of the party Our Ukraine, under V. Yanukovych the "responsibility" of the Party of 
Regions grew. It was provided in a simple way: the head of the relevant 
administration summoned, for example, the Director of the school or head of other 
institution and offered: "If you want to keep the post, write a statement to enter the 
Party of Regions". The party grew numerically, its effect was specific, but we can 
talk about the party responsibility by a long stretch of the imagination before 
finding out the content of the category "responsibility". 

So, when we want the responsible party (and Parliament) to the people, 
it should ensure that voters knew for whom and for the representative of what party 
they vote. This forms the basis of the party's accountability and responsibility of 
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everyone for their political choice. If a citizen does not give preference to any 
party, he/she may vote for an independent candidate. With the victory of the latter, 
he/she will be able to join the group of independent faction in the Parliament, thus 
any warning about the limits of citizens' electoral rights or preferences of the 
members is removed. 

This electoral system streamlines all the technology of the formation of the 
legislature, makes responsible each deputy to the voters and relevant party. It 
is clear that responsibility of the parties for their nominees, the exercise of the 
functions of Parliament increases. 

It is a pity that this necessity of amending the election legislation is 
postponed for the future. Who knows, perhaps with such amendments the issue 
will be considered on the reduction of the Parliament. I was always a supporter of 
conservation of the number of depruties. But the population in Ukraine 
decreased by approximately 12 million people. We need to take this into 
account. And the budget needs to be saved. 

 
 
 
      23.09.14 
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About goals and means 
 

I have no proof to speak about paid character of the walkouts in Kyiv on 14th 
October this year. I have also no arguments regarding the refutation of such 
reasoning on the part of many, able to think and analyze events. But there is no 
doubt that there was another provocation in favor of the enemies of Ukraine. 

Events in the street and in the hall of the Parliament were well coordinated. 
Hope that under the influence of the provoked war in the Donbas deputies with 
their votes would make history, did not come true. And although the Chairman of 
the meeting, in violation of the procedure for submitting proposals for a re-vote, 
seven times insisted on the inclusion of question into the agenda (pointedly 
insisted, because, with experience, knew that there would not be a positive result), 
another effort to give the UPA (The Ukrainian Insurgent Army) 
inappropriate to it status appeared to be vain. 

That is not surprising. Not even taking into account real historical facts: so, 
the UPA was founded at Intercession of the Theotokos, but not in Galicia; all the 
founders of the UPA were destroyed by the will of the radical leaders of the 
OUN (Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists), which flag is now repeatedly 
presented when and where it would have been worth strengthening of the position 
of the state symbol, not the symbol of a political organization with a very 
debatable merit; in almost every village of Central Ukraine we find mention of the 
victims –young Ukrainian girls and boys, who after the war lost their lives of the 
hands of those who fought for... Ukraine; the insistence on the army greeting 
"Glory to Ukraine!" as inherited from the UPA, has no reason, in its meaning it is 
not superfluous, but founded much earlier, as a greeting among the patriots of 
Ukraine – Riflemen, though it was the division of the Austro-Hungarian army.... 
This is not what defines the reaction of the modern Ukrainian society. It does not 
perceive provocative radicalism: torchlight marches, already long calls like 
"death to the enemies!", the bellicose rhetoric, smashing of windows, 
"lustration" in dumpsters, capture of administrative buildings, "corridors of 
shame" and the like. All these are the instruments, having no relation to the 
political struggle in a democratic society. They alert the society, people, 
furthermore, feel that walkouts of similar content are "being carried" out and 
nurtured by those who benefits from them. And it is profitable to those who, 
guiding people against people, continue storing their financial and power 
capitals. 

The spirits of mutual hostility are generated and amplified in the political 
environment. And though there are calls for unity, avoiding internal "second 
front", in the campaign slogans of almost all the subjects of the current election 
campaign mutual distrust, mutual rivalry for one thing – power as the source and 
basis of other benefits (unfortunately, in the Ukrainian case – tangible benefits) are 
reflected. Here one of the participants of the race with an innocent voice, almost 
crying, reports that people daily complain to her, "Nothing has changed...". And 
in power, those who yesterday were her "team". It turns out they are "wrong"? 
Here is a young woman declaring that the best Prime Minister ever is the present 
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one. Who knows, maybe because of her age and she does not know that V. Masol, 
was such, with whom the economy stabilized quickly and who was "eaten" as 
well as at first under the Patriotic, and subsequently, the reformist chatter. 
But she, and others, and, of course, experienced A. Yatseniuk know that the Prime 
Minister is not elected in the General election, and to campaign for such a 
thing means to carry the lie to the voters. Today those are seeking cancellation 
of pension and medical reform who introduced them, those criticize the 
socioeconomic sphere who created its background... There are characters who with 
gestures, empty rhetoric and other actions repeat the great "figures" like Napoleon. 
However, the time is now different, though there are now naïve people as well. 

In fact, not the content of the agitation bothers people today. The fact 
bothers that in the struggle for access to power levers it is forgotten that the 
campaign is a result of hypocrisy, the tyranny of the power and the separation 
of the society by oligarchs, that this threat must be fought, including the 
formation of the Parliament that is not capable of such a struggle. 

What is happening these days in the streets, in the hall of the Parliament, on 
television, unfortunately, does not match this need. 

 
 
 

        16.10.14 
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Why are not the usurpers subject to lustration? 
 

Finally we have lived to see the publication of the Law of Ukraine "On 
cleansing of the power". Text, thank God, is considerably different from the draft 
because the latter seemed to be written by people not familiar with the law. 

The necessity of adopting the law is set forth in the second part of the first 
article: cleansing refers to those who contributed to the usurpation of the power by 
V. Yanukovych and violation of the rights and freedoms of a person. However, the 
contents of usurpation is not defined by the law (as well as by all the previous 
regulations), though all felt: there was the usurpation, as incidentally under all 
previous presidents. However, the definition of the charges provides for a 
reference to the constitutional provision (article 5) and obviously requires a 
legislative response on the status of the previous President, because according to 
article 105 of the Constitution this title is retained by him for life, and the flight of 
the President, for obvious reasons, is not called as a reason for dismissal. Not 
everything can be taken into account in the Fundamental Law, but compliance with 
it, as a principle, must have been recorded in the commented act. 

Article 2 of the law defines the positions concerning which lustration is 
carried out, and the following article gives a list of criteria for the implementation 
of cleansing of the power. There are plenty of mistakes. 

Firstly, what was the mechanism of usurpation? Response: conclusion 
(unconstitutional) of the Constitutional Court regarding clause 1 of article 85 
and article 89 (about the questions which are of public interest). Therefore, except 
V. Yanukovych, there are direct perpetrators of the usurping - members of 
the Constitutional Court and the deputies of the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine. So regarding them first of all the demand of a 
ban for 10 years to occupy positions in relevant government institutions, 
therefore, to be elected should have been in force. It just would be consistent 
with the principle of individual responsibility under the basic principles of 
cleansing of the power, it would be a necessary first step to this cleansing. 

Why these officials are ignored in the law, there is no need to explain: the 
legislators presented themselves outside and above the law. However, the 
settling of accounts and "search for witches" have been provided. In clause 10 
article 2 of the law it is said that the measures to clean the power also apply to 
"other officials...". Who specifically, if other articles of this law do not provide for 
these people? But they provide anecdotal (not to say "idiotic") provision 
prohibiting to appoint to positions those who held the positions in the Communist 
Party of the Soviet Union and the Communist Party of Ukraine, in Komsomol. 
Whether the authors of the law had some problems with the arithmetic at school, or 
they have not read the law on civil service, but not to allow to hold positions 
those who are now more than 70 years? It is written only in order to "kick" 
the previous system, where the acquaitances were not appointed for bribes 
and which has no relation to the usurpation of the power by V. Yanukovych. 

How will the lustrators identify secret informants? This is stated in the law. 
To contact the archives of the Committee for State Security in Moscow? This 
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provision would have been (relatively) appropriate to adopt more than 20 years 
ago. It was not initiated because party workers, according to adopted then order 
could not be agents of the Committee for State Security, but there were mostly 
those who wanted then (and maybe now) the lustration campaign. Today to return 
to this subject in the law... it's shameful and primitive. 

Restrictions of the rights of certain categories of employees of law 
enforcement bodies, court, Prosecutor's office who applied the laws no longer in 
force after the events in November and December 2013 are not clear. The names of 
the laws are not mentioned. This is not surprising, because they were adopted by 
the same deputies who now define punishment for adherence to the adopted 
laws. 

The highest body, which will deal with lustration, its validation, is the 
Ministry of justice. And though it does not exactly correspond to the functions of 
the Ministry and the logic of the Constitution, we will have in mind such powers. 
However, the law needs to be abstract, not arbitrary, not given to the subjective 
will of its users. For example, at the Ministry of justice the Advisory public body 
concerning lustration" is created in order to "exercise public control over process 
of cleansing of the power". This will include representatives of the media and the 
public. We have about 200 public organizations, even more bodies of the media. 
How will the Advisory body be created, of whom? All this probably should be 
written in the law. 

No one will argue that one of the most problematic (with respect to justice, 
the rule of law and human rights) branches of power in Ukraine is judicial power. 
It also has certain provisions of the regulation, guarantees of judicial self-
government etc in the Constitution. Why is the judicial system in this area actually 
subordinated to the Ministry of justice, mandatory "suggestions" of which the 
heads of courts are obliged to respond to? This at least contradicts article 6 of the 
Constitution of Ukraine, especially the Constitution itself (article 126) - specifies 
the full list of grounds for dismissal of judges. 

A number of measures by the specially created lustration bodies and anti-
corruption measures that are in newly adopted laws raise many complex, even in a 
technical sense, requirements for those who are on certain positions or claim them. 
The verification of objectivity of the necessary data under the personal 
responsibility is exercised by the head of a particular level of power. Does he have 
possibilities for it: personnel, authority and so on? After all, it must be done 
quickly – within 3 to 10 days. Moreover, the law provides for registration of 
applications for certain positions, not taking into account, that often these 
statements are unnecessary, people are mostly appointed for these positions. 
There is a danger that different departments will have to deal not with direct 
functional responsibilities, but to look for the enemies among them, knowing 
that those who will evaluate do not differ much from those being evaluated. 

Parliamentary control over implementation of this Law is carried out by the 
Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine within the limits defined by the 
Constitution. Somehow like this it is provided in the text. Since the subject of the 
regulation of this law, are mainly the rights and freedoms of a person, then you can 
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guess that it will be the job of the Ombudsman of the Supreme Council. Does he 
have the opportunities? Has someone analyzed them and conditions of their 
provision, given that it will be about hundreds and hundreds of cases? 

The development of social relations in Ukraine has not accidentally come to 
the necessity of the adoption of the lustrating law. It is necessary to impose order, 
of course. However, under certain circumstances, it can acquire the signs of other 
forms of usurpation of power, a settling of accounts, "the lustration" by the 
dumpsters. In any case, there are enough opportunities for the prosperity of 
subjectivism and voluntarism in it too. Practice, I think, will confirm it. 

This and other laws adopted in recent times, again clearly confirm the 
undeniable rule: at first common should be addressed in the system, then the 
corresponding parts of it. We are moving in the opposite direction. In our case, 
the common is the Constitution in the new edition (draft prepared about ten 
months ago, no one from the government wants to consider it, see "Legal 
Herald" No. 42 for 18 – 24 October 2013). If under this project, the sources of 
corruption, authoritarianism and usurpation – administrations - are eliminated and 
the power really comes under the control of communities and citizens, the majority 
of ulcers in social relations the people would negate themselves. They will be, 
moreover, the best lustrators for the authorities. And for themselves. 

 
 
 
                  17.10.14 
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Once again about the government reform 
 

The statement of the President of Ukraine P. Poroshenko on repeal of the 
Law of Ukraine "On temporary order of local self-government in certain districts 
of Donetsk and Luhansk regions" was an expected step for objective reasons. The 
Kremlin leadership did not give any guarantee of the compliance by the Russian 
side (the separatists in this sense, do not play an independent role) of the 
agreements in Minsk or elsewhere concerning the state structure in Ukraine. And it 
was not going to give or somehow associate themselves with the theme of the 
reforms. No accidentally the Russian representative had not sign the relevant 
document in Kyiv under V. Yanukovych. It is not excluded that in Moscow the 
flight of the last was assumed, because of the artificially created territorial 
conflicts. Although this is not essential in fact. 

The essence lies in system planning and carrying out of the reform of 
government. Once again we have to repeat, that all legislative initiatives including 
the aforementioned law, as well as laws – "lustration", electoral, and others suffer 
imperfection, attempts to change parts of the whole - system of government 
with their help are observed. And it is necessary to move in the opposite direction 
– to change the system itself, in this case - the Constitution, otherwise the parts 
will be mutually contradictory. The conclusion of the President concerning the 
local "elections" in the Donbas is one of the obvious evidence of what was said. 

All the proposals that were expressed by various initiators (P. Poroshenko, 
too) to the current political campaigns, demonstrate the seriousness of their 
content, the need to democratize social life, to transfer local authority under the 
control and under the responsibility (!) of communities and citizens. However, 
practical steps have testified the other things. The election law, for example, was 
adopted again as an agreement between the parties. His "mixed" content does 
not allow you to literally fulfill the requirement of the Constitution on the 
formation of the majority in the Parliament and election of the government. 
Characteristically, those who failed a needed Law would raise again a wave of 
chatter in the media about the necessity of the law with open party lists. Why not 
to chat about this, especially that the "money bags" have succeeded in the majority 
districts? Those, in many cases, that were in the Parliament. Threats of combatants 
to conduct a "lustration" in the Parliament are very interesting. The international 
community is just waiting for such actions from us, primarily the Northern 
neighbor. 

I have not once had to speak about the content of the amendments to the 
Constitution, which came from the Presidential Administration to the Supreme 
Council (Verkhovna Rada). The draft does not meet the goal previously 
announced by the current head of the state. But published in the "Legal Herald" 
draft law on the Constitution, which concludes a two-year work of the best 
lawyers, specialized in the Constitutional law of Ukraine, gives an answer to the 
urgent and acute challenges of the current situation in the state. This draft could 
have already been adopted by a referendum, it was possible on its base to hold 
parliamentary and - before the New year – local elections. 
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I wonder why do not those want to listen to these proposals who the solving 
of the current (and not only) problems depends on? For example, the practical 
implementation of poorly formulated ideas of some districts of Donetsk and 
Luhansk regions is carried out. Buffer zones, the specifics of Donbas, the mode 
of frontier etc is one of the forms of prolongation of the conflict with its 
"humanitarian convoys", the battles for the airport... The exit from the conflict was 
not found, if the revised law on local government was adopted for the whole 
country. Then those who seek with guns the freedom from the power in Ukraine, 
had to do real work in the Donbas region (as elsewhere in the country): water, 
bread, heating, sewage... Voters would quickly give them the assessment, and in 
the following campaign they would give a rating to themselves already, would 
think about the viability of their elected representatives about their responsibilities. 
"Croatian" method (it has already several times been advertised on TV) is 
unlikely to suit Ukraine. The method to end the war as in Chechnia would be 
more suitable for Ukraine. There the power belongs to the citizens and the state is 
unitary. We could have had it done much more efficiently for the local population. 

And for the state. 
By the way, those who popularize the President's actions, should monitor the 

statements more carefully. The President, for example, cannot repeal the law, it is a 
function of the Parliament.  

 
 

     04.11.14 
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Why do ordinary Ukrainians suffer? 
(from contemporary political economy) 

 
At the end of the last year, the Prime Minister of Ukraine Arsenii Yatseniuk 

first announced the opinion on the impossibility of indexing the minimum wages, 
pensions and social benefits. A few days after, at the meeting of the Theoretical 
Council (TC) of the Socialist party of Ukraine the issue concerning the 
consequences of such a decision was addressed.  

It is clear that under the conditions of galloping inflation such decisions of 
the authorities will lead to the lowering of the living standards of the most 
vulnerable segments of the population. It is also clear that there is not yet a 
systematic approach to the solution of this problem. The decision of the authorities 
only exacerbates the situation with the budget shortfalls. 

The reality confirms this. Prices on the immediate needs of the population 
increased by 60-100%, medicines – even more. Ukraine has approached a social 
crisis that is the consequence, probably, of the failures of those in power, and the 
growth of prices for Russian gas and the forced diversion of budgetary funds to, in 
fact, a war with Russia, which has not already hidden its support for the separatists 
of Donbas.  

In this situation, the government resorted to certain steps with the purpose of 
replenishment of the budget. The percentage of rent for large businesses, in 
particular, was increased, but it did not help much. Budget problems remained, 
because they require system solutions. Such an experience exists in the world, it 
must be applied. 

The government must act radically. Remember the "great depression" in the 
United States and the actions of President Franklin Roosevelt, which went straight 
to the solving of the problem. Let us use the works of American engineers 
Frederick Taylor and Henry Ford, Soviet scientist Oskar Yermanskyi and other 
specialists.  

The TC members consider the introduction of differential taxes on 
income depending on the amount of the income itself to be a versatile tool for 
the current situation. In broad terms, it is useful not only for Ukraine but for the 
whole world.  

We propose a suggested methodology for such a differentiation. Scientific 
and educational institutions of economic profile need to develop methods more 
detailed. Of course, this is also the theme for the parties of social and democratic 
and socialist orientation, which theoretically for a long time are treading water. 

Meanwhile, to the question posed in the title of the article, the answer is 
quite simple: Ukrainians are suffering from the continuation of liberal (or so-
called "market") rate in the economy, which slows down even the action 
formula of capitalist production the money-commodity-money (M-C-M). In 
this formula, on one side of the product there are funds of buyers of the goods, and 
on the other - of manufacturers. When there is relative equality of money (subject 
to additional cost) the production goes smoothly, and reliably. But since the late 
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80-ies of the last century, the usual course of commodity-money circulation began 
to inhibit rapidly, and the world economy, including of Ukraine, to stop.  

Inhibition was confirmed by the pace of economic development of 
individual countries and the world. This figure was dramatically influenced by 
the total amount of money that cycles in the world, including "empty", not 
provided by the goods, and which is now twice bigger than the real value of all 
goods and services. Such excess was reflected in the galloping inflation, which 
grows rapidly, accelerating material stratification of the population. It is clearly 
demonstrated in the ratio of incomes of 10% of the richest and 10% of the 
poorest citizens. In 1991 this ratio in the world was 8:1, in 2000 - 10:1, in 2011 - 
15:1. (In 2011, the ratio in Ukraine was 40:1.  

Even without delving into the nature of this differentiation (referring to a 
form of exploitation of labour and other modern factors), it is clear when on one 
side of the formula C - M - C money becomes less and the second more then the 
average person buys fewer goods, and therefore they produce less and less. So the 
production, the profit growth, the tax collection are being slowed. Material 
inequality is growing, direct and indirect exploitation of labor increases, the 
economy stagnates, the crises become deeper and more protracted. 

With what ratio of incomes of rich and poor does the threat come? With that 
one, which is contained in the Program of the Socialist party of Ukraine: from the 
natural ratio of incomes of rich and poor 6:1. Why "natural"? Because this 
proportion was supported by schientific researches. And because people and 
economy are a product of nature.  

In 5 social countries (Denmark, Sweden, Switzerland, Norway, the 
Netherlands) this ratio is namrly 6:1. In Germany, it is also equal to 6:1, in Austria 
7:1 in the UK 12:1 in the USA -14,5:1. Meanwhile, in Russia it is 50:1, in 
Argentina – 54:1, in the Republic of South Africa – 127:1. It is not necessary to 
remind, some of these countries are developed and some are underdeveloped.  

It is obvious that the normal (natural) ratio of incomes of rich and poor or 
proportion close to normal is a necessary but insufficient condition for the 
development of economy and social sphere. Is it appropriate to consider this issue 
during the actual war with Russia?  

Of course, it is appropriate! After all, Ukraine does not have enough 
budgetary funds not only for the war but first of all for essential activities for the 
social development, especially for the indexation of pensions, salaries and social 
benefits. This circumstance, along with a significant increase of tariffs for 
communal services even more stratifies the incomes of rich and poor citizens of 
Ukraine, in turn, further hinders the development of the economy (!!!). It creates a 
vicious circle, or rather spiral, the profile of which is necessary to change by the 
government, simultaneously being engaged in a task of fundamental importance – 
the search for an investor. There is not a better investor than the own people – 
it is not invented by us. 

Does the government know about the further stratification of incomes of the 
citizens? No doubt, but, it seems not to know how to help, especially in the form of 
the system. Meanwhile, this topic is more and more regarded in the society, it 
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causes irritation of the majority of the population, logically can lead to the next 
Maidan, that would be a benefit for the enemy at the time of the war.  

With the need to engage in the above-mentioned ratio the other long-
standing need coincides - to take systematic measures for the redistribution of 
the tax burden from small and medium business to big business, however with 
a progressive increase in the rate of income tax according to the principle: the 
bigger balance profit is – the more tax rate is. Thousands of small and medium 
entrepreneurs say louder and louder about it who understand that there is no other 
way, especially in the context of the current Ukraine. Indeed, the current 
situation leads the economy of Ukraine into the abyss.  

The newspaper of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine is not 
a scientific journal where you can give more evidence and calculations.  

Below there is one of the options of the approximate scale of rates of 
taxation of profits, which can be easily transformed into a more stiff or softer under 
the circumstances of the current time (real scale should be developed taking into 
account international best practices and our circumstances). 

For the calculations the formula, derived empirically, is used, their results 
are summarized in the table. 
 

N privileges for 
the capital 

Sum of the 
balance profit 

per month, 
thousand hrn. 

The tax rate on 
profit,% 

1 7,5-30 0,4 
2 30-60 1,6 
3 60-90 3,6 
4 90-120 6,4 
5 120-150 10,0 
6 150-180 14,4 
7 180-240 19,6 
8 240-300 25,6 
9 300-360 32,4 

10 360-420 40,0 
11 420-480 48,4 
12 480-540 57,6 
13 540-660 67,6 
14 660-780 78,4 
15 780 and more 78,4 

The nature of the tax on profit has economic, social and moral sense. It 
corrects the current curved ratio of incomes of rich and poor due to increase of the 
wage of the poor people at small and medium-sized enterprises, which will 
influence the development of the economy through the reduction of its inhibition.  

Under these conditions of taxation paying salaries "in envelopes" will 
have no sense (which is typical for small and medium enterprises). Meanwhile the 
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payroll and, accordingly, the income of the Pension Fund will significantly 
increase. 

For the implementation of real system of taxation of profits it is necessary to 
carry out a systematization of companies in terms of profit. This is the issue of 
the Ministry of Finance and State Committee of Statistics of Ukraine to carry out 
the systematization in the interests of vulnerable layers of the population of 
Ukraine. Specialists of TC are ready to join. 

This work, I think, would be supported by small and medium businesses, 
international financial institutions, including the IMF, the leaders of the developed 
countries, where budget deficits and debt are on the verge or outside of the 
financial default.  

 
 
 
 

     14.11.14 
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Several arguments 
 

1. The coalition agreement, which coalition members agreed to be guided 
by, directed the issues regarding the Constitution to the Commission which have 
yet to be created. These issues have not yet been detailed in the agreement. 

2. The coalition was created. It is the largest for all years of existence of the 
Parliament in the independent Ukraine. The fact that the coalition (and therefore 
the Parliament) focused on the President may not be questionable. 

3. Factions in the coalition simultaneously launched an initiative to repeal 
the law "On the all-Ukrainian referendum". Characteristically, in these 
fractions there are up to half of those deputies who adopted this law. 

4. Asset of the coalition (before and after the election) insists on the need to 
amend the Constitution. 

5. In the Parliament for a long time there was the draft law on amendments 
to the Constitution, signed by the President but no one considered it. The Venice 
Commission responded to its content... neutral. 

6. The decision of the President of Ukraine terminated the functioning of the 
Constitutional Assembly. 

7. A year ago in the newspaper "Legal Herald" the text of a draft new 
wording of the Constitution in force was published. 

8. Using TV in those days a deliberate and valid criticism of the 
Constitutional Court began, demanding lustration of its members. 

Each of these arguments, provided by their actions, have reason. And 
together they recall the anecdote about the locksmith from the factory of strollers 
who brought each time one detail, and having stacked them together, got the 
machine gun. So it is here. 

What are we talking about? Paragraph 7 refers to the draft of the new 
wording of the Constitution. Its content is something which has been sought for 
many years by supporters of democracy, human rights, self-government... It is a 
European model of governance. This is what Maidan wanted, what the current 
President, the Prime Minister and the Chairman of the Supreme Council claimed 
(claimed before the election).  

Why does an initiative on the abolition of the law on the referendum appear? 
Whom the law hindered, does it prevent the reform, end of the war, the fight 
against corruption?... Yes, this is one of the most reactionary laws that could 
substitute the will of the people with the intention of the President (V. 
Yanukovych, in this case). But for the current situation, the law is "dead." The 
intention to repeal is simple to explain: with the help of this Law (in principle) 
it is possible that the people, and quickly adopt a new text of the Constitution. 
New-old legislators want to eliminate this possibility, forgetting that it violats 
several articles of the Fundamental Law. The Law on the referendum needs to 
be amended, not repealed. 

The termination of activity of the Constitutional Assembly is a formal legal 
act. The Assembly does not work more than a year, but its offers are qualified, 
balanced, long-overdue – used in the published text of the draft of the new wording 
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of the Constitution. By the elimination of the Assembly the right of the President is 
implemented, he thus puts the emphasis on a Commission of the Parliament, the 
entire Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada), which must amend the Constitution 
accordingly. For whom "accordingly"? It is not hard to guess. And time appears 
to think about, because in the coalition agreement (p. 1) the content is not 
mentioned, and the Regulations and chapter XIII of the Constitution provides an 
opportunity to think, to estimate, to consider the circumstances and not to rush. 

We can analyze each argument, but the contours of the "machine gun" 
are already visible. The essence of it: the new government doesn't want 
amendments to the Constitution, which Ukraine needs. It strives for 
amendments that it needs... 

This has happened more than once in modern times. A reform that would 
determine the future of the country (European) is possible only if the change of the 
system of government with amendments to the Constitution takes place. 

It is therefore not surprising that for nine months after the Maidan reforms 
were not carried out. Because the government has its own interests that diverge 
from the interests of the society. 

Such a "machine gun" it is. Unfortunately. 
            
 
 
          02.12.14 
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On 11th March, Lithuania celebrated the 25th anniversary of its 
independence. For this reason, in Vilnius special events were held. These include a 
conference of representatives from different countries, who shared their 
experiences of state-building. Here is a speech of O.O. Moroz at the conference. 
 

Experience. Lessons and prospects for statehood 
 

This topic is multifaceted. That is why I will refer to only a few its 
important, in my view, components. 

At the beginning of the independence, Ukraine was the most promising 
subject of the former Soviet Union, given the state of the economy, the 
development of productive forces and the total potential of the Republic. There 
were complexities as the level of its integration into the economic complex of the 
Union was unique. In a normal situation, relatively speaking, it was necessary to 
coordinate all of the steps associated with the reformation of the country, with 
other subjects, primarily Russia. But there, as well as by us, other trends prevailed. 
Thus, the first reason for the regression is the absence of any reform project of 
the country as well as its isolation from other subjects of the former Union. 

The second, perhaps the main cause of serious consequences, was the lack 
of managers of the needed scale and the necessary moral qualities. The 
exception was perhaps the Prime Minister V. Masol, but he was just prevented 
from work. 

As the tragedy of Ukraine can be considered more than a ten years rule of its 
President L. Kuchma, a mediocre man with complexes and autocratic, 
unsubstantiated ambitions. That's when the collapse of the national economy 
happened, the destruction of many industries, especially the agricultural sector, 
giving previously over 40 % of GDP. According to his will privatization was 
carried out in the opposite of normal logic diagram: starting from the most efficient 
enterprises and industries, turning their fixed assets into scrap, depriving the state 
of property rights in an optimal ratio with the private owner, deliberately 
destroying everything that could contribute to the reanimation of agriculture, the 
use by Ukraine of its greatest wealth – the land. 

Here the visitor from Belarus complained on maintaining their farms, that 
farmers have not become owners. I am not entitled to comment on these 
statements, but I will note that the Ukrainian collective farms are liquidated, the 
land is in the possession of the oligarchs, together with the collective farms the 
villages disappeared... (As subjects of the economy, as a source of productive 
forces, as guardians of the Ukrainian culture, language and traditions.) This 
tragedy has still not been realised, but its consequences are heavy. And the 
point here is not in collective farms, but that each transformation must be 
approached wisely. If there is one. 

We have not had privatization. There was the handing for a pittance of 
state property to those close to the regime, transfer to their disposal the stocks of 
raw materials, energy, and chemistry. As proof here is an example: the 17th year of 
independence, when the State Property Fund was led for a short time by the 
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socialist V. Semeniuk, operations with property and usage of state shares provided 
an increase to the budget more than during all the combined previous years. I 
repeat: during 17 years. Besides, at that time there was already practically nothing 
to privatize. 

The third reason for the current state of Ukraine I would call a complete 
fusion of business and government. Under such circumstances, the power is 
being criminalised, mandatory signs of social relations are corruption, bribery and 
other "delights". State institutions, primarily the fiscal and law enforcement 
become punitive bodies. The subject of the theft becomes the budget of the 
state, and the power is formed almost exclusively with the capital. 

The greatest prosperity these qualities achieved during the governance of V. 
Yanukovych, when in the combination with "criminal-oligarchic government" 
special emphasis had to be put on the first part of this definition. 

The topic of my speech does not imply an analysis of one more 
circumstance, but without it we cannot talk about the future of Ukraine. I mean the 
war, aggression on the part of Russia, inspired by its leadership. It is a crime, no 
matter whoever and how it is explained and masked. 

I believe we will emerge from the war victors, because the fight is on our 
land and for our land. Yes, we have a lot what we would like to get through 
quickly. We acknowledge this and do not resort to lies. 

Another circumstance is connected with the actions of the authorities 
exclusively under the dictation of the IMF. The world experience gives examples 
of the revival of economies of the countries on the basis of the "help" of the IMF. 
This year in connection with the observance of the terms of the Fund utility bills 
and fees will not be covered by income of the majority of Ukrainian families. 
So it is not a long time to expect a new wave of outrage. Is it worth mentioning 
that under conditions of war this is extremely dangerous and, as everyone knows, 
undesirable. 

What is the key condition for the positive prospects of Ukraine? It is called 
the system of government. The colleague from Georgia referred to the fact that 
they had at each change of government change of the form of government. But we 
have it in a different way: the authorities change, and the regime remains the 
same. The system of government is the main reason for the decline of the 
country, it is as well a condition of the lifting. The sense is in the need to 
change the system of government, introducing the European model of 
governance. 

Decentralization, eradication of secrecy of government, the fundamental 
strengthening of the status, role and capabilities of local governments, the use of 
elections with open voting lists, the elimination of the institution of administrative 
"vertical"... The main goal is to make from a person a citizen who is politically 
responsible for the way he, his family, the village or city live, how the country 
lives. Maidans twice intuitively started to understand this task, protesting, in 
general, against the autocracy. Sometimes the law was violated, which should 
not be allowed. I mean the discrediting of state institutions. It is impossible to 
replace, especially in practice, democracy with ochlocracy. 
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It will not be possible to implement necessary change quickly, given the 
tradition that from the first days of independence, the real presidential power 
fought for the centralization of government, for some kind of monarchy. The 
current leadership has not gone far from that tradition, perhaps hoping to load the 
people with benefits of a successful governance. I can assume this intention, but 
there is not much prospect. It is the change of power that will allow to overcome 
the indigenous ulcers of the state, primarily corruption, life at the double and 
triple standards, to link with mutual accountability the government and the citizen, 
the people and the state. 

Being twice a co-chair of the Constitutional Commission, co-author of the 
draft of the new wording of the Constitution in force, I am convinced that the 
proposed path is difficult, but it is the only right one. 

 
 
 

        12.03.15 
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The answers to the questions by the publication "Ukraine.Ru" 
 

- Mr Moroz, on 16th April there will be 15 years since the day of the 
referendum, initiated by Kuchma. You and the socialists were strongly 
against its holding. Why? What were you not satisfied with? 

I didn't think that the referendum on 20.04.2000 will take its place among 
the events which anniversary is worth celebrating. But how to say... Maybe we 
should not forget the evidence of administrative resources, attempts to 
establish dictatorial regime of governance which almost all presidents of 
independent Ukraine aspired to. In this regard, we will remind about the imminent 
twentieth anniversary of another referendum of L. Kuchma declared for the 
beginning of September 1996, signed by him contrary to the terms of the 
Constitutional Treaty. An attempt was made to disrupt the adoption of the 
Constitution by the Parliament, to introduce reactionary provisions and establish 
monarchical rule. Option of year 2000 has not much changed during four years, but 
more focused on the strengthening of the autocracy. 

Of course, the socialists could not support such nonsense. In addition, the 
organization of the procedure of the referendum was significant. To collect 
signatures of citizens in support of, for example, in Zhytomyr region 7 seconds on 
each signature were spent. Imagine, the person must find a passport, listen to the 
proposal of the initiator, get answers to controversial questions and sign... How to 
do it in 7 seconds the presidential administration, heads of regional and district 
administrations, chiefs of the passport and tax services and other bodies with data 
on citizens could explain. It is not surprising that in Transcarpathia, for example, 
more than 100% of the citizens voted for the variant of L. Kuchma (at that time 
about 30% of the adult population worked abroad). 

As always, for the support of the citizens, the rotten idea of 
authoritarianism is thrown to them, and so that its bad smell did not frighten 
thinking people, the idea is wrapped in a shiny wrapper: reducing of the number of 
deputies, and deprivation of their immunity, and other stupidities. Under the 
conditions of poverty and injustice it works. Those who advance such initiatives, 
"forget" that all deputies all over the world have immunity (in the former USSR as 
well) that the number of deputies in the Parliament corresponds to the population 
and the practice of all neighboring countries. The constant defamation of the 
Parliament (whatever it was) does not bring any benefits to the society and the 
state. L. Kuchma and his entourage were fascinated with this, not taking into 
account that the Parliament is a reflection of the people. Even if the formation of 
the Council is carried out with violations of the electoral law, still it is necessary to 
see their voter behind a deputy. Nobody can humiliate the voter, even the 
President. The truth of this judgment does not require proof, but with the time it is 
even more obvious. Watch the current TV materials, what they say about those 
who several years ago tried to show an example of patriotism and morality. Wise 
"You must not blame the mirror for showing a crooked face" is stored in people's 
memory. If leaders consider themselves to come from the people, this proverb 
must be remembered. 
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- Among the questions then there was the question of reducing the 

number of deputies. Now about the same proposal was made by the speaker of 
the Council (Rada), Hroisman. And now what is your attitude to this? 

Everything should be weighed. We hear a lot of speculation about the 
number of the members of the Parliament. The other day I returned from Vilnius, 
there were celebrations on the occasion of the 25th anniversary of Lithuania's 
independence. I would say there is what to celebrate. But there are problems as 
well. But I want to say about other thing, their Parliament consists of 141 deputies. 
The population is about 3 million people Even if their quantity were reduced (they 
intend to do it), then for one deputy there will be about 30 thousand people, we 
have today three times more. 

On the other hand, in the 1990, Ukraine's population was 52 million people. 
Today, ten million less (census was long ago). A reduction of about 20%. Maybe 
Hroisman took this into account, it is necessary to analyze the arguments used by 
him, he may be right. 

In General this is not the key issue. The main one is the system of 
government. It should be changed. But that's a topic for another conversation. 
 

- There was the question about the second chamber of the Parliament. If 
the authorities decided to carry out the federalization of Ukraine, then by all 
means this chamber would appear. How do you feel about the federalization 
and the emergence of the second chamber? 

Kuchma proclaimed "his" idea, I think, being not so competent in it. It was 
intended primarily to ensure that in case of its implementation commant the 
Parliament "heel!". He was little occupied with other issues, including the threat of 
loss of the state integrity. What the threat consist in is clear from the example of 
the Crimea. 

There is no need to continue to dwell on the parliamentary model. This is not 
a problem. The problem consists in the maintaining of the "administrative 
vertical" and almost complete powerlessness of self-government institutions. 
This needs to be addressed if we really are going to fulfill the political part of the 
agreement with the EU if we want to end corruption and other plagues of social 
life. 15 years ago I "introduced" formula: "market relations + administration = 
corruption", the abbreviation expressed a terrible word "CANCER" (the 
correspondence to the abbreviation in Ukrainian). The disease kills the current 
Ukraine, the diagnosis is obvious to all.  
 

- Was it easy for you then to find common ground with the national 
democrats concerning the issue of the rejection of the referendum? 

Honestly speaking, I did not analyze the composition of voters for the 
referendum ("pseudo-referendum" – so it was called by people from Cherkasy). 
For the support of its "results" a little more than 170 deputies vote.   "Loyal ones" 
to the President and those who did not understand. Who was thinking about 
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Ukraine, did not vote "for". There were among them national democrats as well. It 
is important that the venture failed. 

In general there was not the referendum of 2000. It was fiction. 
 
 
        18.03.15 
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5 questions to O. Moroz 
 

Russian TV channel "RTVI" 
asked O.Moroz 
a few questions that 
relate to the Crimean problem. 
Here are the details of this interview. 

 
1. The international community calls the events in the Crimea-2014 the 

violation of the international law. And how do You assess the "joining" of the 
peninsula the Russian Federation? 

This is a pure annexation of foreign territory. I have enough arguments. I 
have this question addressed in an open letter to Putin. I understand than he does 
not read such things. This is an annexation. Frank, cynical, arrogant. 
 

2. The fate of the Crimean Tatars: they complain about the violation of 
their rights. Is there a danger that they will leave the Peninsula? 

I don't know in what form it may be, but it concerns not only the Tatars. 
Anyway the Crimea will be returned to Ukraine, but if Ukrainians who want to be 
with Ukraine including the Crimean Tatars will be expelled from the territory of 
the Crimea, then it will be occupied in their place by the people of the present 
Russian Federation and the problem will be gaining a new complexity. Here an 
important factor is time. We must hurry with the necessary changes in our 
country. 
 

3. Russia brought to the Crimea, the loss of tourists and investment, 
sanctions, isolation. Is there a prospect of the discontent of the population and 
the change of attitudes in connection with financial problems? 

This topic is rather not quite for Russia. It is a matter of concern for Ukraine. 
We have to make life in Ukraine much better in all respects (from the perspective 
of human rights protection, democracy, prosperity etc), set an example for the 
Crimeans. Today I am less interested in the problems of tourism and other things 
in the Crimea. It is important what we convert here and how attractive can it be for 
the other side – for the Russian Federation, for its inhabitants, but first of all for 
Crimeans - citizens on legally Ukrainian territory. 
 

4. President Putin on the anniversary of the events in the Crimea said 
Russian troops were on the Peninsula, and long before the change of local 
government. How do you assess it? 

At that time, when everything was happening there, the President of Russia 
said "we have no relationship to it, it is the will of the people." And today he says 
that he personally led, let's say: operation. It turns out that once he lied, and 
another time spoke seemingly the truth. If a person lied once, then he can not 
be trusted. It looks bad, at least not as attractive as it seems now to the Russian 
layman. 
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5. Is a new referendum possible in the Crimea? And if so, what is Your 

forecast on the results? 
I think that in the near future referendum will not be allowed, it is the first. 

Today it makes little difference. And public opinion can be manipulated. Russian 
propaganda has tremendous experience, Kiselevs there is an important element of 
public policy. The time will come, then we will be able to speak of the referendum.  

 
 
 
         23.03.15 
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Nobody will do it instead of us 
(from an interview to the newspaper "Observer" (Obozrevatel)) 

 
- Today in Ukraine there is a very difficult situation. You have not been 

for long on television and in the press. Does the current government act 
correctly, what could You advise its representatives? 

I don't want to play a counselor. My reasoning can be interpreted in different 
ways. Someone would take them as criticism of the authorities. And today this 
should not be done. Too alarming circumstances. At such time stability of the 
governance is needed. So I am ready to answer the questions, expressing my 
vision of what is and what is, in my opinion, and what would be worthwhile to do. 
It is not to blame the authorities or support them. I just think so. 

In general, my arguments stem from my political identity as a socialist. As 
my views have not changed, but the authorities don't like them, so I am not invited 
on "independent" TV. So it was under Yushchenko, as well as under Yanukovych. 
For the same reason, it is, apparently, now. 
 

- Painful for everybody is the theme of war. How to be? The world is 
concerned, but our people are dying! What is the solution now and in the 
future? 

Let's consider the place of Ukraine in geopolitical space. 
The situation in Ukraine, its economy, cannot be isolated from the outside 

world. Moreover, this situation will influence the direction, forms and intensity of 
interaction in the world, the role of Ukraine in the international environment. But 
today's reality dictates Ukraine its neutral non-aligned status in case of its 
recognition by the UNSC. When recognized and guaranteed. It is possible to be 
sceptical of it, giving the example of the Budapest document guaranteeing non-
nuclear status of Ukraine, but we have no strong arguments for self-defense, we 
are weak, backward, robbed by "its citizens" country that happened to be on 
the field of the opposing interests of the West and East (the USA, Europe and 
Russia). In the interests of the world there would be to maintain the distance 
between the subjects of infighting. Destruction of Ukrainian statehood as a result 
of, in particular, undesirable development of the military conflict or the joining 
(relatively, because it is not so easy) by Ukraine the NATO would bring 
opposition parties geographically closer, it would carry thereby a constant 
threat to peace and security. It would be for Russia, mirroring of the time when 
the missiles of the USSR were placed in Cuba. Then the leaders of the 
superpowers had the good sense to take a step back. It took half a century. Many 
things have changed. We see that neither Russia against the West nor the West 
against Russia can take effective measures, defending their own or broader 
interests, and international institutions (UNO, OSCE, CoE etc), are as well helpless 
when the situation in the region goes beyond the international law. The war in 
Eastern Ukraine is a convincing demonstration. 

It is clear that such a prospect requires a serious diplomatic and legal 
training, but it is constructive relative to the interests of the international 
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community. It should have become the subject of previous (but urgent) 
consultations at the international level. 

It is also clear that the promotion of this prospect is the risk to the welfare of 
the authorities. But we all must choose between, on the one hand, the aggressive 
rhetoric of those who hold or cling to the levers of power and, on the other hand, 
the real things: statehood, people's lives and their future. "Death to enemies!", 
"Heroes do not die!" sound invitingly (sometimes true in the sense), but not those 
who proclaim those slogans die. Though it is not about it, in the first place. A 
productive part of the society dies, the best representatives of the nation, its gene 
pool. In addition to labor migration that may endanger the existence of the state 
and its people. 
 

- Now we hear complaints that the power makes excuses of the war, asks 
for money from abroad, instead of carrying out reforms. 

Such claims are heard. And the reforms, their nature and extent are different. 
I believe that in parallel with efforts to stop the senseless slaughter it is necessary 
to decide on the development strategy of the country and begin to implement the 
strategy with the help of reforms. Meanwhile it is necessary to frankly admit to 
ourselves (and to each citizen and those in power and politicians): the country 
continues to deteriorate, on this chosen (though the country has not chosen it) 
for it and for almost all of people there is no prospect. There is not one and for 
those who stealing wealth and potential of Ukraine have become super-rich. Not all 
among these, I hope, have chosen a "spare" homeland, and even those who have, it 
is unnecessary to neglect the opportunity to increase their capital, but not thanks to 
criminal schemes, but the opportunities of fair, let's say, business. 

It is clear that in the chosen strategy the economy will be in the first place. 
Today it has no signs of the so-called national economic complex. Sources of 
economic activity are fragmented, situationally oriented to the foreign market and 
receiving of shady income. They only indirectly (and "incidentally") participate in 
the satisfaction of social needs: employment, income of employees, the budget, 
social guarantees and in the defense of the country. During the years of 
independence the authorities have not even tried to keep in one direction the 
interests of the owners of these sources. Examples of such disintegration are hard 
to find in the world pracrice. It is rather impossible to find. As a result we have the 
wreckage of the economy. 

It is not known whether the current government is able of the necessary turn, 
but it is necessary to put the people whose names adorn the lists of "Forbes" the 
task (and stimulate it) regarding investments in the Ukrainian economy, defining 
before it the directions and amount of investment, the consequences of their usage 
taking into account mentioned and unmentioned needs, to create, again, the 
economy of Ukraine. These talented in their way people need to understand that 
the role of vultures* over the remains of national economic complex for them is 
humiliating and futile, and it is not infinite. 
____________________________ 

 * a large bird that eats dead animals. 



 455 

- That is, the investor to provide a change must be sought not 
somewhere, but here among us? 

Of course, because the investment potential of the aforementioned people is 
the result secured by the labor of Ukrainians. This capital must rotate here, even 
while remaining (so it has already been) their property. And Ukraine will not be 
able to develop successfully without a fundamental solution to the issue of the use 
of its natural resources. They are defined by the Constitution as the right of 
ownership of the Ukrainian people. How is this right confirmed in practice? It is 
not confirmed anyhow. So the Constitution in this part is violated, this situation 
can not continue. Water, sand, forest, granite, gas and everything else should not 
immensely enrich some people at the expense of the poverty of the population. It, 
for example, pays for the gas the price set in Russia (agreed with someone in 
Ukraine), as well as for gas produced in Sumy or Poltava regions, however in the 
total volume it is consumed in the state mostly by private chemical and 
metallurgical enterprises. The population pays high utility payments and because 
of this the private owner reduces the costs for the production and have the surplus 
income. The capital at the expense of the poverty of the population - such a 
socioeconomic nature of enrichment of some at the expense of millions. But this 
is one side of the problem. The other is associated with the extraction of gas in 
Ukraine. If its price is high, and the gas, under the Constitution, is the property of 
the people, why does it bring losses to people? What does local and state budget, 
the state or local authorities have from this value as stewards (also under the 
Constitution) of wealth of the nation? 

The same can be said about the use of all natural resources, for example, 
drinking water. If in Soviet times, 20 kopiikas bottle of mineral water gave about 
18 kopiikas to the budget, how much does this one give today, which is ten times 
more expensive? We can say it gives nothing. But it is a violation of the law and 
the usual logic of management. Under these conditions we will never have 
normal medical care, education and social security. The freezing of salaries, the 
actual taxation of pensions (?!) will not help out the budget needs. If market 
relations are based on the outright robbing of the population, it is not a market – it 
is a crime by the state. 

How to regulate these relationships – it is not necessary to develop 
something new. They have been long known they have been applied in other 
countries for long. Obviously, it is necessary to learn from other countries, at the 
same time looking at the reasons for such relations. What are they? That is that the 
rules, or rather "concepts" are introduced by those who are enriched. They are 
introduced easily, because their developers, that is, businessmen, are the 
authorities themselves. This merging of business and power as in Ukraine, I am 
sure, will be impossible to find in the world. 

This injustice is clearly seen by the bureaucratic apparatus, the law 
enforcement officials, judges... – those who in the eyes of a person is the 
representative of the state power. Such injustice generates large volumes of 
relatively free money, which are assigned by those who influence the application 
of established rules. Under these conditions it is impossible to tackle corruption, 
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because it relies on the money supply, which is relatively hard for its managers, so 
it is not a pity to share with "someone useful". 

 
 Lately, there has been less talk about the uniqueness of Ukraine as the 

richest in the world because of its black soil. Have the advocates of this truth 
got tired, or the reason is in agriculture? 

Land wealth remained, though it is impoverished. But it is needed to be 
disposed with good sense, not to rejoice in the gross harvest, because, firstly, it is a 
pleasure for the owners, not the state or local communities, and, secondly, what 
else besides crop can (we are talking about grain, expert profitable monocultures: 
sunflower, corn, soy, oilseed rape) we boast of? 

In creating of a balanced economy agriculture, agricultural sector has to 
perform very important, consolidating function. In Ukraine there has been missed 
the time for reform perhaps the most important sector of the economy, which until 
recently, with an extremely powerful and diversified industry gave over 40% of 
GDP. Village on its own basis is not able to rise. Dire consequences will 
backfire, because we are talking in general about the undermining of statehood in 
many components: productive forces, culture, language, traditions, demographics... 
To those who brought the village to ruin (the second President, several pseudo-
scientists, officials and politicians), it would be useful to travel with a group (or to 
drive them) to the villages to meet with those who remained there, to brag, well, 
we brought you a happy present life, respect us, heroes... 

They do not go, keep silent, abroad is closer to them. Today there is a 
deliberate depletion, in fact, a destruction of the land, the greatest wealth of 
Ukraine. It is not worth hiding behind figures, comparative analysis, and the like. 
All these are arithmetic and propaganda. But the land needs organic fertilizers that 
can not be replaced with chemistry. These are not propaganda arguments, but a 
requirement of nature. Where do we get these fertilizers, when during the years of 
independence, Ukraine reduced the cattle population from 25 million to 0.5 
million? (Individual sector should not be included, it is also reduced and meets the 
needs of the cities. Not more.) I do not remind of milk and meat. Ukraine imports 
dairy products (even sugar) from poor land of Belarus! 

If the government is not going to emigrate, it should have really engaged in 
reform of agricultural sector, for the supply of fertility of the Ukrainian land is 
melting dramatically. And the solution to the problem is known – a combination of 
crop production with animal husbandry and processing, that is the development of 
technology that gives thousands of thousands of jobs, saving of the rural settlement 
network. How to do it – let us take the experience of the EU countries, if ours is 
destroyed. 

- But there is the prospect of joining the EU. In the European family it 
will be easier with all the problems, won't it? 

Who will we enter the EU as? Are we ready for that? Take only one 
question, which, however, refers to almost all citizens. 

Ukraine has signed the agreement with the EU. An important political step. 
But we should adapt to Europe in all components of the inner life. One of them is 
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price, value of labor in Ukraine. In the cost of production, it's share is several 
times lower than in European countries. In other words, due to the small share of 
wages in the cost of the goods, the owner receives disproportionate income. It is 
an open form of exploitation of the workers. Reference to the preservation of the 
ratio between the cost of production and a share of its wages, as it was in Soviet 
times – is a dishonest argument. The low cost of labor in that period was largely 
compensated by social funds. The employee did not spend money on health care, 
education, affordable pay for utilities, he/she had the opportunity to use cheap 
package tour, to use public transport for kopiika, to buy petrol for 6 kopiikas. Now, 
the same petrol is hundreds of times more expensive, all the services are paid 
(according to European standards), and the salary, and its share in the cost of 
production remains the same. This is outright stealing from the people, pushing 
them outside the state in search of paid work. 

Undoubtedly, the transition to European ratio is complex, not immediate. 
But to leave things as they are today, means to put an end to its own economy. 

The list of problems goes on. The science and culture have become 
stepchildren. High technology, the development of know-how in production 
without state support, without strategic guidance is utopia. Scientists and their 
achievements are taken all over the world. In all leading foreign companies there 
are our countrymen. Not all of them will return home, this phrase can be 
reconstructed more precisely. I don't want, because it is shame. There are still 
unique developments in biochemistry, pharmacy, metallurgy, energy conservation, 
environmental protection... Who does it in the state? Does war prevent? It is true, 
but the war continues with progress, seems already more than 20 years. 
 

- Is there any kind of problem, solving that, as the classic said, pull the 
whole sequence of problems? 

There is. We need to change the state and the people. These are related tasks. 
Change of the state, in this case, means the change of the system of government, 
the introduction of such a system in which people would consider the power (and 
hence the state) their. Today, they are antagonists. Calls "Love Ukraine!" are good, 
but for many they are unnecessary, because love is not generated by calls. But 
when hearing the word "Ukraine" people understand "the state", involuntarily they 
are looking for the answer: "For what? For what to love?" Just because it's your 
home, here are your roots, family graves? Your history? This is not enough, not 
coincidentally, the vast majority of young people see their future in emigration. 
And it is scary. 

The world practice shows: the system of government and life standard 
(along with the state of their rights and freedoms) – are inextricably linked things. 
In Ukraine life is bad, because the system of government is flawed. It inherited the 
order in which the state was responsible for everything. Sometimes it was positive, 
sometimes not. But the combination of centralized administration with market 
relations leads to disastrous results.  

For many years before the elections on various TV shows the need to change 
the system of government is promoted, from amending the electoral legislation to 
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the revision of some provisions of the Constitution. After the elections, the 
reformers forget about their intentions, because administration is useful for those 
who implement it (besides, it's not controlled by anybody else). It is convenient for 
the Parliament, because under such circumstances the deputy, in fact, is not 
responsible for anything. And though two of the Maidans tried to wake 
irresponsible politicians, spontaneously lifting the shield on the topic of system of 
government, the enthusiasm from the authorities is not observed. 

There's thousands times proven order – it is necessary to solve the problem, 
starting with the general, the principle and then take up the details. So for the 
system of government the content of the Constitution of Ukraine is this general 
thing. It should be edited as life requires, as the experience of successful countries 
offers. In general terms this means the European model of government: 
parliamentary-presidential form of government, truly democratic elections, 
developed capable self-government, independent, but transparent judiciary, 
accountability of the units of the authorities to the society. 

Not to repeat what has been said many times before, let me remind you that 
this edition of the current Constitution has been prepared by the best specialists in 
this field under the scientific support of the Institute of state and law. In October 
the year before last this draft was published in the newspaper "Legal Herald". So it 
ended. The ruling circles and the pro-government circles pretend it does not 
concern them, but there are different draft provisional amendments, they cause 
lingering disputes in the Parliament, and are rarely reminded on the TV show. 
Everyone understands that to make real amendments to the Constitution is difficult 
(the procedure) and doubtful, because it is a Fundamental law, in which all the 
rules are interrelated, they should be treated with caution, to consider in the 
complex. In fact, there is an imitation of reform.  

It seems, the political part of the agreement with the EU is forgotten, where 
the need for reforms is confirmed. In Minsk agreement (as about the obligations 
of Ukraine) it is written about it, too, and selected by the authorities method of 
implementation does not allow to make amendments, even provisional ones, 
proposed in new initiatives. 

The second day after the Minsk agreement, I sent a letter to the President 
concerning amendments, offering to use the referendum on the people’s initiative 
to make everything right without stretching in time, effectively. And so 
subsequently, not to let anyone who wants to interfere with the contents of the 
Constitution. From the Presidential Administration a reply was received, having 
read which it is not difficult to guess that P. Poroshenko is uninformed about the 
contents of the letter. Common sense of the response: a referendum to amend the 
edition is impossible, because… it is impossible. And article 5 of the Constitution 
regarding the exclusive right of the Ukrainian people to decide the constitutional 
order allegedly has nothing to do with it. 

After some time, the Parliament started to work on the law on particularity 
of the authorities in the temporarily occupied territories. The debate is hot, there 
are many disputes, but with a sober assessment of the content of the law, it is easy 
to understand that it will be impossible to enforce it. I have reasons to assert this, 
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but it seems that draft developers know it. Then it is about provisional, formal 
decision as a cover for other, possibly required actions. It is easy to see that the 
adoption of such a law does not comply with the constitutional provisions, because 
the power in the country should have the same forms within its territory. 

This need is taken into account in the comprehensive adoption of the 
amendments to the Constitution in force. Increased (and guaranteed) powers of 
local self-government bodies should be the same throughout the country. Most 
likely in certain areas those who now protect "Russian world" will be elected to 
local government. Let them. But their campaign they will carry out not with the 
help of automatic weapons, but those things which local authorities should be 
occupied with: employment, schools, hospitals, bread, water supply... The voters 
will quickly find out who is who, next time they will not make a mistake. 

I remind of only the key, in my view, components of a present difficult 
situation. They, however, need careful studying by the government, as parts of a 
whole. Let us briefly repeat them: 

• to stop the senseless slaughter, to define the status of the country, which 
would be beneficial to Ukraine and acceptable to the world community; 

• to ensure legitimate use of investments, created with the labor of the 
people, for the people and the state. Capital should not be hidden in the 
offshore; 

• natural resources as property of the people must work for the state and 
the people, to revise the procedure for the use and disposition of gas, coal, water, 
forests...; 

• to keep the land as an invaluable resource to preserve its fertility. This can 
be done only by complete reformation of the agrarian relations according to the 
example of European countries (e.g. the Netherlands), to stop the harm to the land 
by business people who want to get big income but do not care about the land 
conservation, whose activities permanently destroy the village, consequently - the 
state; 

• to change the system of government, which is equivalent to the change in 
the political system. To adopt by referendum edited Constitution in force. On its 
basis to amend a number of laws (on local self-government, budgetary system, 
taxation system, elections with open lists etc). 

The main goal is to create the conditions for the transformation of a person 
into a citizen. Only this will allow to deal with corruption, and other ills of social 
life, to distinguish between business and the government, to awaken the initiative 
of each, to promote the emergence of trust among people to the government and 
the state. 

All this should be done without haste, but quickly, deliberately, in the 
complex. Then it will be successful. Our success, because it all depends on us. 
Because no one will do it instead of us.  

 
 
 
         27.03.15
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Recently, the authors from Ivano-Frankivsk University Yaroslav Melnyk 

and Nataliia Kryvoruchko presented me with their book "Introduction to the 
Ukrainian discourse." Having the habit of reading what was presented, I did it with 
pleasure, because a lot of what I read resonated with my thoughts. I express them 
in a somewhat unusual way, as the letter to the authors. 
 
           O.Moroz 
 

Dear Mr Melnyk and Ms Kryvoruchko! 
 

With keen interest I have read your work. In it you have managed in a 
complex to analyse a number of topics that supposedly do not relate directly to 
economy, politics, social sphere – that is considered to be public life, but you 
touched actually a person, who is influenced by everything that exists in society, 
and who is also the reason for the social state. So, in the complex, it seems, no one 
considered these problems. 

I would like to share my impressions as a user of the received information. 
My ideas I left on the pages of the book, and, not considering myself to be a 
specialist in the subjects, about which you write, I will refer to the first emotions, 
they I hope, more accurately reflect the perception of what I have read. Perhaps it 
will be useful as a fragment of proposed by you debate. However, I will emphasize 
again that your work is valuable, needed and done professionally. 

In the "Preface" and other chapters, I thought it would be worthwhile to try 
to find (if possible) patterns of connection between objective and subjective in 
the social life. In my largely materialistic view, the root cause of social processes 
is the subjective action, though in its development it subsequently acquires 
objective features and at the appropriate stage it can be considered as a given. 
Therefore, analyzing the processes, and, especially, influencing them, we must 
bear in mind the primacy of the subjective, which in real life means the 
responsibility of the one (or those), under whose influence the development occurs. 

You should also consider that some factors can vitiate all aspects of social 
life to the inability to correctly assess them. As such a factor corruption is 
mentioned in the "Preface" and other chapters. In your subsequent research (I think 
they will be) please note that one of the main reasons for the presence of 
corruption in Ukraine is the existing SYSTEM of government and that for the 
social development (progressive or regressive) corruption is a subjective 
phenomenon in its nature – it stands as an objectivity with a huge impact on 
all relationships in the society*. 

The Chapter "Myth and pseudo-myth and political discourse," you 
accompany with the epigraph "The Myth creates the state". Probably, in this 
context we are all missing interpretations of the word "myth" because in its direct 
sense it is not precise enough, because in this case the myth is used as justification 
__________________________ 

* I am sending you something of my materials on the subject. 
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of the idea. Another thing – whether the idea is real or not, its implementation 
is successful or not, the content is justified or contrived. In this sense, 
concerning Ukraine, its current state the research can be done indefinitely. But if to 
focus them around the problem of the conditions for the transformation of a 
person into a citizen, it would be possible to get to the interesting generalizations. 
As for me, we would again get to a need for a democratic system of government. 

However, it seems risky to give specific surnames in philosophical, mainly 
reasoning, because often (or in most cases) the myth eventually turns into anti-
myth in its narrow meaning. Analyzing different types of myths, it is 
unnecessary, I think, on this basis, to conclude "...the ill-preparedness of Ukraine 
to self-development..." This conclusion should not be attributed to the state. In the 
world there are enough examples when at different times, quite justified ill-
preparedness turned out to be… a myth (Indonesia, Borneo island, Japan, China...) 
In other words, the situation with the power (relatively subjective thing) should 
not absolutely be applied on an objective thing – the state. Though, clearly, it 
will refer to the authorities, a reality that is closer to politics and further away from 
the philosophy. 

In this and in other chapter it seemed to me that you are relied on the 
arguments from the Soviet time too much. This narrowly politicizes 
presentation, diminishes its value, because such arguments in Ukraine suffer from 
the superficiality, sometimes speculation. For your work this is unnecessary, and 
modernity gives us enough arguments for analysis. But I think it is the undeniable 
conclusion of insolvency to create the myth... creative mythologema as an impulse 
for self-creation. I come even to the idea to consider myth as correctly (or 
incorrectly) formulated prospect. That is why I absolutely agree with you that the 
phenomenon of myth as a reflection of the way of modeling the state should 
not be the subject of chit-chat of amateurs, but the field of rigorous research 
of highly qualified specialists. 

I consider the chapter "Untruth (deception) as a component of political 
discourse" to be very interesting. And though the example of the "cassette scandal" 
is used not entirely accurate (this is not a sign of the political process, this is a 
common crime, with regard to specific powers that be), classification of terms, 
their place in public life, the ratio between transparency and secrecy etc help the 
reader to understand important things. 

Recent events and their information support provide a large array of facts for 
analysis in the chosen direction. It is enough to consider another TV newscasts 
about the events in Donbas. Sometimes it seems that they can be used as 
intelligence to the enemy, sometimes as an example of misinformation, and as an 
example of unprofessional propaganda. Not criticizing the journalists, it is difficult 
for them to do their job, I will say that the situation and its coverage persuade that 
effective governance requires that everyone engaged in their work 
professionally and responsibly in the appropriate limits. Then there will not 
appear claims about transparency, openness in moderation, the criteria of which are 
determined by the interests of the society and the state. 
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The theme of political deviation is deeply developed. Sensible reference to 
the position of Ya. Hilinskyi (source of deviation [split, deviation from generally 
accepted provisions] is the presence of social inequalities), Smeizler (subject to the 
political deviation is the political elite), A. Kaminski (on the necessity of 
establishing a monitoring mechanism in the interests of the people), M. Prymusha. 
Under the last conclusion everyone could sign who is really interested in politics. 
Quote: "...the political process in Ukraine is in a stage of stagnation, which is 
characterized by a weak representation of the interests, the questionable legitimacy 
of the elections, low level of political participation, which does not go beyond 
voting, the proliferation of patron–client* bonds, violation of the laws by officials 
of the state, lack of public confidence in state institutions and low efficiency of the 
state"... 

Made by you classification of sources of socio-political deviations covers 
the entire range of problems of Ukraine, which must have become components of 
the programme of changes in the state, the concern of parties, public organizations 
and the government as a whole. Let us take one of the sources, the nature of which 
is well felt by the people, even those who are far from politics, - speculative 
processes over artificial problems and aggravation of unimportant questions, 
putting them in a rank of politically relevant ones (the hype around the island 
Tuzla, the language issues, the creation of Cossack regiments...) I will add from 
myself: shipping of "deficit" medicines, the abolition of deputies immunity, 
demonstration of procedures of arrests of officials, the emphasis (without 
response) on the facts of abuses of individual oligarchs, the promotion of reforms 
that people see only in negative consequences for them... 

I agree with the suggestion of the authors about the necessity of scientific 
elaboration of the problem of deviation, fight against it at domestic level and in 
the whole world. 

I consider your attention to the problem of ecology, with emphasis on human 
ecology to be quite justified. In order not to repeat the well-known maxims “either 
people will change or they will disappear from the face of the earth" in their 
absolute truth, but I would advise, however, in the subsequent development of this 
theme to focus not so much on the statement of the problem but on the tasks for 
everyone (!), in order to solve them. Participating in discussions at different levels 
(international, too) forums, I have drawn a few conclusions. I hope you will 
support them. 

Firstly, international institutions (UNO, OSCE, CoE and others), considering 
the environmental issues, should adopt mandatory, binding decisions and to 
find ways of forcing the subjects of the international community to implement 
these decisions, since we are talking about the preservation of life on Earth. 

Secondly, ecology requires a true democracy and social justice in the 
country, in this direction – in fact, the socialist one, the country, civilization 
should develop. There is no alternative to this direction. 
 
___________________ 

* relations of subordination, of dependency, like "superiors know better". 
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Thirdly, all components of public life must first take into account the 
needs of environmental protection. So together politics, economy, social and 
spiritual spheres, state authorities and self-governing bodies focused on human 
need – to live in an ecologically healthy environment. 

Fourthly, the ecology is the problem not so much for the state as for 
EVERYONE. Not to make the environment cleaner but to prevent its 
contamination. In this sense Ukraine has a lot to do. We, no one else 
turn the promised land – Ukraine into the trash, the garbage dump (look at the 
yards, surrounding areas, forests and shelterbelts, ponds shore...). It is our FACE. 
No one except us will make it more decent. 

The epigraph to the topic, with regard to the phenomenon of the citizen in 
the context of the evolution of socio-political systems almost literally repeats 
what was said by my party members a long time ago: "Titanic work and time are 
needed to turn the population into the society." "Into the people, and a person – 
into a citizen," – can be added. 

In the chapter there is a necessary classification of categories, the reasoning 
of the ancients and contemporaries, an interesting analysis and conclusions are 
made. What should we pay attention to? 

There are no objections that there is a problem of the citizen as a person who 
identifies himself/herself with the country and its affairs. It is a fact. But the root 
cause is not in the Soviet past, but in ourselves. In the "Soviet mindset", which 
supposedly should be overcome, there was more "citizenship" than in the type of 
modern "patriotism" (in quotes because it should have been written "pseudo-
patriotism"). In addition, a whole generation or two generations have not 
experienced the influence of the "Soviet", therefore it is necessary to consider the 
factors relevant to our modern. (I have recently been to Lithuania, with which we 
were in the former Soviet Union. From the point of view of "citizenship", they are 
ahead of us, though the start was simultaneous. Hence, the reason is not in the 
past.) 

I don't actually consider to be correct the view that the state should form a 
citizen of the "quality thinking" from a person. 

Of course, there is an influence of the state, but the key to solving of the 
problem of change of a person and population, once again, in the system of 
government and development of the real self-government. I am convinced that the 
state of democracy, its presence in practice, all relations between people, a person 
and community, a person and the government (and Vice versa) DETERMINE the 
STATUS of the INDIVIDUAL and the status of our community. There is or there 
is not a democracy, there are a citizen and the people or one and (sorry, not my 
vocabulary) – "biomass". While such conditions do not exist, the state will not 
create "important elements" – tolerance, trust, initiative". 

It is good, that among the issues raised, you have not failed to pay attention 
to gender politics. At least provided in the chapter statistics for the role and place 
of women in Ukraine and other countries raised the need to consider them 
carefully. It is not worth talking about other nuances, they have been worked for a 
long time in the world. We have to agree with the authors that, by and large, the 
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confrontation between male and female in the process of political debate on gender 
basis does not exist. The reason for the discussions is in the political, ideological 
and mercenary considerations. In modern Ukrainian reality – business-political 
considerations.  

Today, many representatives of creative intelligentsia in their publications 
appeal to the elite, expressing their attitude to this small part of the society. The 
motivation for such attention is clear: the impact of elite is not felt. And what is 
behind the word "elite" or "intelligentsia" in modern Ukraine? A separate Chapter 
in the book is devoted to the theme. Actually the topic is worthy of a separate 
study, it may eventually happen. But, as we can see, today this theme is topical, 
because the deficit of impact of the elite is palpable constantly, there is a 
desacralization of the elite. The reason was aptly named by the Czech 
philosopher Marian Kish, it is good that the authors cited his conclusion: "...now 
we happened to be in the second phase of privatization – the privatization policy. 
Privatization oligarchy, in whose hands the economic power is concentrated, is 
trying by all means to destroy obstacles, which is a democratic policy and a 
democratic solution for their interests. The marginalization of democratic elites 
is a natural concomitant phenomenon of oligarchization of the society". If the 
Czech says it, what should then Ukrainian say? 

The authors are forced to admit that in the modern world (I will clarify: in 
the modern Ukrainian world) the elite has gained a form of social pathology. 
Parasitizing and the accumulation of material resources, game by "their own rules" 
became the essence of the state elite. In general we can agree with the ability to say 
that the political elite can be called not otherwise than a political group, quasi-
elite group. 

I would like to make some remarks. Elite with the desired characteristics 
(high level of intelligence and philosophical vision of the processes, broad-minded 
with a vision of prospects for the society and the state, competence, spiritual 
wealth, high morals, a sense of responsibility for the state of affairs in the country) 
is in an acute shortage in modern Ukraine. I think that the focus towards the ruling 
elite – as "elite", in the work of Ya. Melnyk and N. Kryvoruchko is random. At 
different times, usually the ruling elite did not refer to the elite. (I do not 
remember who of the wise people considered a desirable state as such in which 
philosophers will rule. Centuries pass, and the desire remains elusive.) Not having 
authority, for example, in the Soviet time, there were people, and all knew them, 
whose authority had an effective value for the society and for the government. 
Remember: Gonchar, Amosov, Lebedev, Hlushkov, B. Oleinik, Hitalov, 
Sukhomlynskyi... Who is there today? 

The lack of high example and influence leads to a decrease in the overall 
intellectual level of the society. The vacant space in all areas belongs to 
mediocrity, it is arrogant, loud, inconsiderate. It buys scientific titles (how 
many do we have PhDs in economics, law, political science, doctors without a 
decent secondary education?). It focuses the layman, especially the youth on 
surrogate values, discrediting the real values. Aren't we confronted every day with 
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TV and outdoor advertising, where at first something majestic, proud, sublime... 
sounds and ends with beer, vodka, name of business group or bank? 

I met some of the members of the Academy of Sciences of Ukraine. They 
are...forgotten, useless. As well as writers, actors, artists, singers – real "not hyped" 
artists. If there is no demand for these people, then the society is heading in the 
wrong direction. 

The necessary turn can be made through changing of the system of 
government, which, incidentally, both Maidans demanded. The system is not a 
panacea, but it is the path to positive, extremely necessary changes for 
Ukraine. 

"Nothing is more burdensome and depressing for the people and a human 
than long uncertainty." These words of S. Zweig are taken as an epigraph to the 
chapter "The strategy factor in Ukrainian political processes". The place of this 
part and an explanation of the reasons for the decline of Ukraine are named in the 
conclusions of the institutes of sociology and institute for strategic studies. Luckily 
for them, the powers that be are not worried about scientific findings because 
they do not read them. If they read, there would not be such statements: "...for 
today there are no practices, which are able to clearly show the strategic policy of 
Ukraine, understandable for other states... Over the years of independence there 
has not been developed more-less balanced, but unquestioning strategic 
program of the development of Ukraine". 

I would disagree. Such a strategy was offered, but under the current system, 
it could not become the idea of "material force". Primitively this can be explained 
as follows: the strategy, its scientific justification are redundant for the 
thieves. They know how to take their own. The state for them is the background, 
the environment for exploitation. 

For the emergence of the strategy, it is important to obtain the most 
important link in the system change - to adopt amended to the needs of the present 
time edition of the Constitution in force. We are talking about the European 
model of governance with real self-government, reformed for that by budget and 
tax systems, elections with open lists, the elimination of administrative vertical, 
government accountability to citizens and communities. Despite the long period of 
the struggle for this perspective, I believe in its feasibility. Not coincidentally 
already two Maidans spontaneously came to the conclusion concerning it. 

The authors seek the answer to the question whether there is a threat of 
totalitarianism in the twenty-first century? It is clear that this concerns primarily 
Ukraine, but not only it. The components of this problem are given in the modern 
geopolitical context. In my opinion, to consider totalitarianism as almost a natural 
stage of development of the state system to democracy is not entirely correct from 
a scientific and especially practical point of view. So, totalitarianism is typical for 
the past and for modern Ukraine. Its generic characteristics, typology and 
characteristics are given in the work. We can agree that this is a regime that has 
political, economic, ideological domination of the ruling elite (or rather: the 
highest ranks, O.Moroz), organized in a coherent bureaucratic party-state apparatus 
(led by leader), total control over society by intervening in all its spheres to 
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implement such control. There are all these signs, some actually, some as a desire 
of the ruling elite in Ukraine. To make the desire a reality (relative to control, for 
example) is not difficult in terms of administrative system, which is the cause of 
the decline of the country. 

However, totalitarianism may have hidden forms. In the US, for example, 
strategy, domestic and foreign policy indirectly depend on the President, 
government, congress. But above them there is the federal reserve system, a 
discreet structure, which controls nervous system of the public body (and not only 
in the US (!)) – the system of money circulation. It is a real power, and its total 
influence especially on geopolitics is crucial. 

The danger of totalitarianism is that it frees people from the need to think, to 
intervene in public life, policy, to be a citizen. "The bosses" decide everything for 
them, freeing them of responsibility for what is happening in the state. Many, we 
will note, like it, it's easier. Slaves do not always admit to themselves that they 
are slaves. 

In the work it is mentioned that globalization is one of the hallmarks of 
totalitarianism. "As you know," the authors say. Discussion approach. The ratio of 
the categories of "totalitarianism" and "globalism" should be fully explored. I 
think it is still an open topic for discussion. 

Frankly speaking, among the introduction as preliminary explanations to the 
Ukrainian situation and its possible changes, I did not expect to meet the 
psychological component - the phenomenon of fear. It is really important, the 
authors prove it convincingly. It would seem helpful to analize the connection 
between fear and indifference. This phenomenon is very powerful. The 
consequences are very heavy, they must be neutralized, changing a person. 

Each chapter of the proposed work starts with one or several aphorisms, for 
the most part, I think, written by the authors of the book. Among them there are 
partially controversial, some of them are undoubted, the other part is brilliant, 
aphoristic. Such to the topic of "Rhetoric and neo-rhetoric: problems of 
methodology" is saying "The big danger comes from the ignorant, who can 
speak beautifully". Everyone who reads this statement, immediately finds 
confirmation of these words in modern Ukrainian, for example, politics. 

A review of the book can't delve into the scientific aspect of the problem, 
criteria of differences between rhetoric and neo-rhetoric. The authors list the 
research areas covered by neo-rhetoric: linguistics, psychology, semiotics, 
sociology etc. Not being an expert in these areas, I'm not going to comment on 
anything. I will refer only to the principle of relativity, with regard to the different 
categories and definitions. Realizing that rhetoric has long sought to convince the 
listener, we need to hope that neo-rhetoric will not pass this goal, will not be used 
just for the communication, tolerant of different ideological positions, to 
coexistence of even polar opinions. This is to some extent idealistic characteristic 
of modern or future communications, as well as the fact that neo-rhetoric can be 
considered as the highest achievement of democracy. For neo-rhetoric human is 
the object of the study. The contents of the communication flow and methods of its 
creation should take into account the characteristics of the object. And it in modern 
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Ukraine for a long time will require conviction, otherwise we will focus on non-
life roles. 

Although, I may be wrong, critically treating citizens or not knowing neo-
rhetoric as a tool. In any case, the application of the tool suggests its need, the 
reason. It can change a man through persuasion. So it seems to me. 

Much closer to the problems of modern Ukraine is the problem of 
dependencies between people on the basis (roughly expressed) "patron – slave". 
This type of relationship has its reasons in Ukraine. But it should not be kept. 
Because, as the sociologist Ye. Holovakha says, "Ukraine is moving in the 
direction of the residual Soviet system to feudalism, which is characterized by such 
features as playback of the presidential vertical in the party, and even the king-
feudal system..." 

There is a way to solve this problem – the change of the system of 
government. Slaves can become people and citizens only when they will influence 
the circumstances of personal life, family life, society, region and country. The 
conditions are necessary for this. They are in a democratic system of 
government. 

Frankly speaking, the arguments regarding the "typology of strategy of 
thinking in the context of state-building intentions" seemed to be of outdated 
content. I believe it is wrong to concentrate just on the agrarian type of thinking. 
One can understand that the authors refer to the whole this type of thinking, 
consider, the society, forgetting that "being determines consciousness". It is useful 
to be guided by it at least to some extent. The world is changing rapidly, and 
though the person lags in own changes, it is not worth using the basic views, 
formed by the reality of M. Drahomanov, V. Lypynskyi and V. Vynnychenko. 
Even the first premise is wrong "...time changes, as well as the village and the 
relevant way of thinking [after all, "being..." O.Moroz] gradually is getting 
marginalised under the influence of industrialization and urbanization". The village 
is not getting marginalised referring to powerful, perhaps (?), central currents. The 
village is being destroyed. And not as a result of urbanization, but as a result 
of the criminal policy of the authorities. Together with the village the state is 
being destroyed. For example, p. 3. "of the features" refers to the "limitation of 
spatial parameters", and explains why agrarian thinking leads to "...the inability to 
think globally, going beyond the material". People with this way of thinking 
departed 70 years ago. Accumulation for accumulation characterizes in general 
the logic of the capitalist, including those who are in the agrarian sector, but most 
of them are not Ukrainians and they live not by us. "Such values as wisdom, 
refinement and gentilit, lose their relevance," – is written in this paragraph. Where 
are these values stored? And how could they be inherent in the representatives of 
the typology of agrarian thinking H. Skovoroda, T. Shevchenko, and many others? 
This is not a primitive reference to the symbols for masking of the insult of the 
native of the village. It is a proof that exceptions indicate regularity. But it is not 
such, as set out in this chapter. 

It is also much worse than given "features" because the basis of "being" is 
virtually eliminated. Therefore, it is relevant not only to reflect on the reform of 
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agricultural sector, but to act, starting with changing of conditions. And features of 
the typology may be an argument for comparisons. Now or some time later. 

But the last chapter of the study, "Imitation in the context of formation of 
political discourse" is convincing in most components, truthful, and so...bitter. 
There are hints of the influence of Soviet reality, this is often used by those who do 
not have enough convincing arguments. It seems, this disadvantage does not apply 
to the authors, but the cliches never die.  

And concerning the imitation of spirituality, democracy, social and party 
activities, reforms (especially!) and other phenomena the authors are right. Virtual 
and distorted essence of the "development of the state " kills the initiative of 
the masses, a person, it creates the conflict between the person and the authorities. 
It is really a serious subject for the influence of all who are not indifferent to the 
development of the state in Ukraine. 

And it is good that this need is confirmed by this useful work of two authors. 
 
 
 
          29.03.15 
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Do not give away our Victory ! 
 

Recently presidential Decree on the celebration of the 8th and 9th May has 
been issued. It is good that the head of state does not support attempts to trample 
over the memory of the time of the struggle against the fascism, by the peoples of 
the USSR, which is represented by the 9 May – the Victory Day. It is good, that, 
celebrating the 70th anniversary of the end of World War II, we do not forget 
about the role of the anti-Hitler coalition of the world countries, the value of the 
second front and resistance forces. 

It is a pity, however, that in the Decree the title of what united us in the 
world tragedy, that unites us in the following years and decades is not mentioned. 
This name is the Great Patriotic War. It is not an invention of the then Kremlin 
and not the monopoly of the current Kremlin. It is our life, our history, our pain 
and our glory. Not take away from ourselves what has remained in our memory, 
which is not invented proud of the people at all times! 

Just a symbol of Victory in the Great Patriotic war is the 9th May – our 
biggest holiday. The 70th anniversary of the Victory over Nazism in Europe is 
celebrated on 8th May. We rightfully join this celebration, but however we have no 
right to forget the date of our Victory in the Great Patriotic war – the 9th May. 
Mentioned in the Decree the 70th anniversary of the end of World War II falls on 
2nd September, and the particular importance of the 9th May is being forgotten. 
It cannot be done to the memory of millions of fallen, including Ukrainians, 
including representatives of many nationalities who found their last resting place in 
the Ukrainian land. The feature of a strong state and responsible power is clean 
memory of these victims as a tribute to them and to atone for the fact that the 
current reality does not match the price of the Holy martyrs, as well as 
victims of the patriots, which were made now in the defense of Ukraine. 

Celebrating the great date, you should not opportunistically "correct" 
history. For such purposes there are other dates. In the document the merits of the 
workers on the home front, the role of partisans is not mentioned. But in several 
instances there is an emphasis on "members of the liberation movement of this 
period". Of course, there are their achievements in the war, but the German 
statistics meticulously show that from those members, the Germans suffered 
losses exactly a thousand times smaller than that of partisans, who mainly 
fought in the territory of Ukraine and Belarus. 

Let us remember together with the world on 8th May, after all, Nazism has 
many faces and the caution against it sgould be stored in the minds of each and real 
actions of the government. On 9th May* let us go with flowers to the graves of 
those killed in the Great Patriotic war. 

Memory Eternal! 
 

        03.04.15 
______________ 

 * During the signing of the instrument of surrender of Germany at 22:43 in Moscow, it 
was already the 9th May (00:43). 
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Will it be better? 
 

When the topic of the Constitution comes up and the representatives of the 
authorities are starting to speak in respect of it, the laymen suspect that they once 
again want to cheat them. It is difficult to convince them of the opposite because 
they got used to that in the modern state the word of those in power was often used 
to disguise thoughts, and the action did not coincide either with the word or with 
the opinion. 

The fact that some provisions of the Constitution are in need of correction, is 
confirmed by the practice. Not coincidentally two Maidans, having began with the 
protests against the fraud and deceit came to the conclusion about the necessity of 
democratic reforms and less government interference in all aspects of life. Even a 
cursory glance at the organization of management discovers the mistakes - the 
executive power is exercised by the administrations established by the 
President and he under to the Constitution is not a branch of government and 
does not head the executive power. Therefore, the heads of state administrations 
subordinate only to the head of the state, hence these are his administrations, 
though it is not mentioned in the Constitution. Not by chance heads of the 
Presidential Administration Tabachnyk, Lytvyn, Medvedchuk, Baloha, Lovochkin 
had an extraordinary influence on managers... sometimes even more than those 
who gave them positions, although the Constitution (article 106) prohibits the 
President to transfer any of his powers to anybody. 

Foreign officials also insisted on democratic reforms, especially as our 
powers that be were never tired of proclaiming the slogans of the European model 
of governance. It turned out, the road from the slogans to changes was long. 

In 2004, the first step was finally taken. Doubting the result of the 
presidential election, fearing a bad result, V. Yushchenko, as well as V. 
Yanukovych feared from a competitor – "strong" President, and therefore 
persuaded the factions to vote for democratic changes. In fact, both of them did not 
want those changes, each aspired to king’s power. The first one started fighting for 
it, and the second one completed it, "influenced" the Constitutional Court in 2010. 
What result had it led to, Maidan showed..., blood…, the Crimea…, Donbas. 
Everything that happens now in Ukraine, demonstrates: the system of 
government, the content of the Constitution are not toys, not a work of jurists 
that is the Statutes of the state. Now it is written in blood and one may not use 
it for manipulation. 

Therefore, verbose rhetoric around the Constitution can not leave anyone 
indifferent. Decentralization, the role of government, transparency and 
accountability of local government, including courts, prosecutors, the police, the 
elimination of local administrations, the change of the electoral system, and so 
forth – it all sounded on the Maidan and all the TV shows. That was not said by the 
socialists, although this remains to be our unchanging position, our access to the 
media have been blocked. It was said by those who are now in power. Why (for 
the year already!) has nothing been done? 
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Just mentioned amendments are already in the text of the new edition of the 
Constitution in force. According to the results of almost two years of work of the 
Constitutional Assembly, its working group has prepared a necessary draft. It has 
prepared, when the previous President disappeared and when the President of 
Constitutional Assembly L. Kravchuk dissolved the body. But the task was given 
earlier, and it has been carried out. Two years have passed after completion of the 
work, but all who should have brought it to life, repudiate it. It seems that P. 
Poroshenko himself did not realize that the draft amendments, which he promised 
to initiate, has long been ready, even published in the newspaper "Legal Herald" in 
October 2013 (No. 43). 

What do his assistants think when they prepare, for example, the final 
document, conventionally, the "Minsk – 2", knowing that the Ukrainian 
obligations within it concerning the constitutional reform can't be fulfilled on 
time, even if they were the amendments of the Constitution published in October? 
They can't be, because there is a procedure. 

The adoption of the prepared text is possible to carry out by a referendum 
on the people’s initiative, having grounds for it: article 5 and article 72 of the 
Constitution, the conclusion of the Constitutional Court and the provisions of the 
Law on the all-Ukrainian referendum. Without going into details, we will say that 
all this will take 3-4 months. After that you can take the necessary laws on local 
self-government, elections with open lists, to amend the laws on the budget and tax 
system. 

To do this before (!) local elections on 25 October. Deputies must know 
under what rights and obligations they are elected. That what sounds now 
"...we will elect and change powers..." is unconvincing. To change powers – is the 
provision of the Constitution. If they want to choose "their" under the influence of 
local administrations – then it is clear why such a sequence is selected. However, it 
has not just once in the years of sovereignty failed, because the result of the 
election, strange as it may seem, depended on of the actions in the higher bodies of 
the power and when it changed, the whole structure of local government changed. 
Such a mess is harmful to the state, it undermines the stability of control. The 
people are stable (relatively stable). They should be given the right to form the 
government, having created the conditions for that. 

The separate status of bodies of self-government in Donbas is also 
questionable thing from legal point of view (in the state governance should be the 
same), and also organizational (how can the elections there be  conducted 
according to the established in Ukraine rules – it was repeatedly emphasized by P. 
Poroshenko?) 

The situation in Ukraine and its prospect in the European space require 
precise and quick actions. Concerning the Constitution, too, because it is a key link 
of many changes. The selected now procedure of amendments is legal, but 
ineffective. 

And one more thing. We have stated more than once about the European 
choice and democracy. Why, will then those write the draft in the Constitutional 
Commission who went all out against the democratic reforms? Suffice it to recall 
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the names: L. Kuchma, V. Yushchenko, Yu. Tymoshenko... They have 
different views, but they are united in the desire to authoritarianism that they 
confirmed time and time again. The first of them – by "pseudo-referendum–2000", 
the second of them – preparation of the venture, carried out by his successor, the 
third one - vote "against" with her faction in 2004. What kind of Europe and the 
balance of power can they talk about? On this occasion the remark of L. 
Kuchma to the TV journalist from "Inter" channel was interesting. He said: 

- The President emphasized that Ukraine should be a parliamentary-
presidential republic... It's important. I know how hard it is to work as the President 
when there is no cooperation with the Parliament... 

I might not exactly pass the word, but what concerns the content 
accordingly. One cannot understand the parliamentary-presidential model in such a 
primitive way. 

Finally, in the constitutional process, much will depend on the current 
President – such are the tradition and the current system of power relations. He 
shouldn't have been afraid of the prepared amendments, because the sooner the 
authorities will be subordinated to the people, the easier it will be to unite the 
society, to make citizens from people, responsible for their actions. It will be easier 
to overcome corruption, in a joint effort "from above" with the will and capabilities 
of the people – the people who because of the reform of the system of government 
arises from the population. 

It will be easier for the President as well. And better for everybody. The 
people in the first place. 

 
 
         07.04.15 
 
 

P.S I expect comments like "...he is offended that he was not invited to the 
Commission". No, I would disagree: what for is it to begin again what has long 
been done? And for fans of the comments – the related question: what is erroneous 
from the given reasoning? What is harmful to the state and the people? My tip: 
nothing. Another thing: it should be done. 
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About the plough and the Victory 
 

On 9th April, the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine adopted a 
number of laws and resolutions regarding decommunization and condemnation of 
Nazism. It is good that the list of facts, circumstances, and subjects relating to the 
history of Ukraine become ordered in some way. The unfortunate statements of 
some of those who have access to mass media on the lack of such laws in 1991 
look like deceit. The appearance of the surnames from Ukraine in the famous list 
of "Forbes" (by the way, not the former party functionaries) depended largely not 
on the adoption of such a law, but on "patriots" who fought not so much for the 
sovereignty of Ukraine, as against the principles characteristic of the Soviet 
system. Consequences for the people are sad. But that is another matter. 

The fact that the documents were adopted on the eve of the Victory Day 
evidence the dependence of our politicians on the influence of those who 
appropriate the victory in the world war and in the struggle against fascism. 
We just give our right, won with a huge blood – the biggest in comparison 
with all other nations. It is a sin, of course, to the fallen in the battles, those few 
still living veterans who fought in their Great Patriotic war. 

Very simplistically, our legislators have determined the causes of world war: 
Stalin and Hitler agreed and then, first of all sacrificing their own peoples and 
those where there were battle actions, engaged in battle...against each other. World 
history, the Nuremberg trial and other documents otherwise related to the 
story. But what we have to do with them, we have our own truth. 

Association in the name of the law of two themes is largely artificial. The 
name encourages to search in the document arguments concerning fascism 
(Nazism) in Ukraine. It turns out, that it's Hitlerism, and it was reproved 70 
years ago, and have not we recognized this fact up to the present day? Again, 
an artificial association, because it is used only to simulate a fair approach. If 
decommunization like this became urgent for deputies, they should devote 
attention to it. Then, perhaps, we would have managed to avoid inconsistencies, 
which would then come out here and there. Much renaming, taking away of 
symbols etc. Has anyone calculated that, from the point of view of reasonability, 
terms, the capacity of local authorities and costs?.. 

Interesting provisions concerning the former Communists, especially from 
the leadership of the Communist Party of Ukraine. It was necessary to provide that 
at least monuments at the cemeteries were not destroyed (some of their 
descendants are in the current Parliament). And to look closely at their slogans, 
quotes etc. Now, it is clear, Kravchuk’s saying "We have what we have" cannot be 
used, even mine (but I had much lower position) "Let’s build Europe in 
Ukraine!". Until the law is unsigned, and I cannot be imprisoned for 5 years 
because of the slogan, I give it to the ruling elite and people's deputies. Just do 
something in this direction! 

Also, until the time for responsibility for the opinions and the truth has 
come, I claim that the phrase in the law: "The state recognizes that the fighters 
for independence (the list of their names also applies to those who are first 
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mentioned in the public document and the Ukrainian literature – 
O.Moroz)...played a major role in the restoration of Ukrainian statehood, 
which has been declared by the Act of August 24, 1991...", is not true. We 
voted for the Act not under the influence of the subjects listed in the current law, 
but for dissociation from the adventurers in Moscow (Gorbachev and Yeltsin), 
which could lead Royal revels to terrible bloodshed. In truth, the Ukraine became 
independent as a result of the dissolution of the USSR, otherwise Kazakhstan, 
Uzbekistan, Georgia and others should be grateful for their sovereignty, for 
example, to the Carpathian Sich. If the deputies recognized the need for the law, it 
should have been written more truthful: "The state recognizes the role (of such 
subjects) as fighters for Ukraine's independence and honors their memory...)". The 
legislators in the Baltic States and other countries-members of the former USSR 
said like that. 

Mention about the threat from the symbol of the plough is almost comic. 
If it goes so further in the economy and politics, then these tools will remain more 
like symbols. Hidden, of course, under the provisions of the aforementioned 
provisions of the law. 

 
 
 
 

          14.04.15 
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Why is Taras Shevchenko not "the fighter"? 
 

I addressed the President, mentioned in the comments, was trying to 
understand the motivation of some provisions of still unsigned law 
"On...honouring the memory of fighters for independence of Ukraine in XX 
century" and accompanying laws and decrees. It is difficult, and at the same time 
quite easy to understand them. It is difficult because there is little logic in it. It is 
easy, because the purpose of the authors is obvious. 

But why is it necessary, let's think, define the fighters for independence in 
the twentieth century by the law? Were there none of such in the nineteenth 
century? To a certain extent the Brotherhood of Saints Cyril and Methodius in that 
sense (according to the influence on public opinion for over two hundred years) 
has more merits than half, of the mentioned in the law subjects taken together. It 
would have been necessary to recognize T. Shevchenko (and before that I. Mazepa 
and others) as fighters for...Ukraine. As if without mention in the law, in Our law, 
the Great T. Shevchenko would not be listed as a patriot, a fighter and a man of 
sorrows. What we can say then about Bohdan Khmelnytskyi, who with Tsar Alexei 
agreed and negotiated with the Turks, Poles and Tatars. It is not clear why our 
deputies do not call him a "fighter". It is difficult for them to understand the 
intricacies of the reasons for the steps of the Hetman, why do not they call Franko 
a fighter, with his social-democratic views and letter "To the Galician youth". 
Better not to remember them, the law is a delicate matter. About Nestor Makhno 
and other let us not argue. They are just forgotten. That was the goal, and 
therefore they are forgotten. So what, big trouble, - they will later complement the 
law, will add. Will there be a new Parliament and new "fighters" will appear? 

And the goal was to show the two organizations – the nationalists and 
the Rukh (Movement) as saint. It was not specified whether it was a Movement 
for the restructuring, the establishment and activities of which were approved by 
the Central Committee of the Communist Party of Ukraine, as a social Movement 
or Movement as a party, one of the leaders of which asked for money for the 
maintenance of the party and the next "fighter" L. Kuchma? I vainly mentioned the 
nationalists, in a letter to the President of Ukraine, he knows just as well as I do 
that "Melnykites" and "Banderites" had seen the goal, role and activities of the 
party (or parties) of the nationalists differently. It's not about them, but about the 
successors of the idea. Now they, as a party, will be the only ones protected by 
the law. While others will be outlawed. So what? In a democratic (in Ukrainian) 
society, and it is possible. Even if it is not said about them specifically in the law. 

So it has already been. Witty H. Zinoviev, one of the secretaries of the 
Central Committee of the Communist Party in the early 30s joked: "We have a 
multiparty system: one party is in power, others are in prison". Then, in the Stalin’s 
Constitution the special role of the party was also not mentioned, because "the 
monolithic unity of the party and the people" have been provided by total control. 

Later, this "irrelevance" was corrected, the entry in the Constitution 
appeared. The fact that this is wrong and undemocratic – everybody knows, just 
the dumb ones did not talk about it. Now again we fall into the same trap. 



 476 

Can finally parliamentarians (and those who sincerely believed that they 
engaged in a holy cause, and those who just in case wore as "patriots" and those 
who, by order of his "boss", pressed the button) understand that the word and the 
essence of "the FIGHTER" by law is not assigned. It is recognised (maybe 
later) by the people. And the law can hinder, because people will remember who 
adopted it and why. 

And, hopefully, elected officials will no longer be engaged in preparing for 
the next elections, "showing" themselves accordingly, but at least will do 
something specific for genuine sovereignty of the state. There are a lot of urgent 
affairs: war, system of government, corruption, employment, poverty... 

I know that what is said here, most likely, no one will publish. Because we 
have "freedom of speech" and the author, thank God, does not belong to the 
"fighters". 

 
 
 

        17.04.15
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 Appeal 
to the citizens who care about the history of Ukraine 

and who do not wish its distortion at the request of the new authorities. 
 

Dear citizens! 
 

70 years have passed since that time, as Soviet soldiers raised the Victory 
banner over the Reichstag. The war ended there, where it came from. The victory 
over fascism, a strong and wily enemy, was achieved primarily by the efforts of 
the Soviet Union, labor and military feats of all its nations and the peoples. 
Here is what the leaders of the anti-Hitler coalition states in this regard: 

- F. Roosevelt (U.S. President): "Such achievements can only be 
achieved by an army that has skillful leadership, a reliable organisation, 
appropriate training and above all determination to defeat the enemy." 

- W. Churchill (Prime Minister of Great Britain): "In the world there 
did not exist a force that would be able to do it." 

- A. Wert (American historian): "The Soviet people bore the main 
burden of the war against Nazi Germany, it is thanks to them there were 
saved the lives of millions of Americans and English". 

In that case, why should we celebrate on 8th May? 
Isn't this enough to call the laws that were adopted on 9th April 2015 absurd 

and those that were adopted without knowledge of history? Today in Ukraine there 
are a lot of discussions about the Great Patriotic war. The supporters of the new 
government, outraged at the alleged statements of V. Putin concerning the 
victory in the war, trying to say something of their own. They vilify those who 
think differently. They forget about the millions of Ukrainians who took part in the 
Great Patriotic war, and are trying to erase the memory of the young generation of 
their feats of arms. And the path is very simple – a ban! Civilized states teach - 
history is to know, to study and to draw conclusions from it.  

Our modern "reformers" do not even want to hear about this. It is an 
important revenge by bullying to return to the ideology of nationalism, which 
appeals to a certain number of Ukrainians. 

This ideology is mindlessly promote by the current powers that be, though 
their own ideology is only for enrichment, but the connivance of the nationalists 
– one more assistance to neighboring media to defame our state. However, 
what about the historical truth, which was ignored by "orange" as well as current 
deputies? They are verbally committed to Europe, as if it would feed our people, 
would give the European pensions and salaries. And, in fact, the situation proves – 
nobody needs us in Europe. 

And yet, the deputies, who prove their loyalty to the IMF, adopt the Law on 
the Victory Day, determine to their discretion who were the fighters for 
Ukraine's independence and, lastly, fascism and communism are evaluated by the 
law, equating these opposing ideology. 

Of course, totalitarianism has no right to exist, but not because of primitive 
steps that the deputies of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) offer. 
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It is necessary to recognize that the war is not over. The war for the minds of 
people has never stopped. And, thanks to the traitors from those in power, the 
supporters of A. Dulles won – CIA Director, the developer of the program of "the 
Cold War". They're trying to quickly take revenge for the past, trying to bring 
citizens who have different preferences, different opinion, to knees using the 
younger generation, into the education of whom they put certain "effort". Young 
people can be understood. But what does the older generation, Ukrainian 
intellectuals, scientists, doctors, teachers look at? Have you stopped to prove 
the truth, indifferent to the false myths and falsification of history? Do not 
you have enough knowledge and life experience? 

Once again, we see that the liberal-bourgeois government is not able to 
restore order in the state and to carry out social reforms. Here the current 
government, instead of improving the economic policy does everything for people 
to pay for their "reforms", including the provision of the military, who fight in the 
East of Ukraine, at a time when there is corruption in the government and its 
bodies. The obvious hypocrisy of the authorities. They were eager to enter the 
Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) on the basis of certain principles, but 
actually they are doing quite opposite things. The main thing for them is their 
well-being. But the people’s one – will wait! 

Dear friends! 
What should be done in this situation? 
1. To pass vote of no confidence in the Supreme Council (Verkhovna 

Rada) of Ukraine, people's deputies, who in a short time managed to discredit 
themselves. There is a need of a resignation of such "people's deputies". To hold 
early elections based on open lists, which would ensure entry of decent, moral and 
honest politicians into the Supreme Council. 

2. Given the state of affairs, the presence of corruption, politicking, instead 
of bringing order to the economy, inability to lead the country out of trouble, to 
make the Government resign. To create a government of national trust instead. 

3. To remove oligarchs from power. Liberalism is not able to restore 
order in the state and to get rid of corruption at all levels and branches of power. 

4. To require that the President introduces and holds people’s referendum 
for adoption of the new edition of the Constitution in force. Not bankrupt 
politicians, but the people should speak about this. 

5. No to fascism and nationalism in Ukraine! 
6. To require that the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) repeal the 

scandalous Laws which they adopted on 9.04.2015. 
7. Due to the amendments to the electoral legislation to bring to the 

leadership of the local councils responsible people who can at local level to restore 
order in communities that should be the beginning of social reforms in Ukraine. 

Only with the coming of truly patriotic forces to power it is possible to 
restore order in the state, to unite all forces for the sake of building of a truly 
independent and welfare state, which will become a mother, not a stepmother for 
Ukrainians. 

        23.04.15
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 On joining NATO and "decommunisation" 
 

The President in Paris said about the referendum on Ukraine's joining 
NATO. Why did he do it, perhaps he will tell later: whether he would like to know 
the opinion of the people, adjusted by events of recent months, or to remind 
Europe and the USA, that except words of condolence and concern they need to 
protect themselves in Ukraine. May be he will not tell, except, before the 
referendum, when the need arises.  

The next day on the TV show those who are always present, received the 
signal for eloquence. And... everything that everyone had known long ago was 
poured. But they grappled to excitedly shout hackneyed maxims so patient 
audience differentiated the "true patriots", the fighters for Ukraine and...for 
themselves in it in that cry. And thereby contribute to the formation of the 
primitive notion by a layman about politics, its development, its reasons, causes 
and consequences... 

Such a notion refers not only to relations with NATO. On the Kyiv TV the 
ideas of "decommunization" were heard from "open mike". One by one the 
residents and guests of Kyiv repeated said by some of the opportunists in the 
Parliament: "...if such a law was adopted in 1991, then...". Well, we would not 
have adopted it not at any price! It was impossible. Why now to rant about that, 
referring to other countries where there have been still relatively recently the 
states? And Ukraine has not had its own. Consider, never. Now, we could 
have, not "communization" prevents it, not the symbols and signs of the past. 
The majority did not pay attention to them, and with the time they would gradually 
be forgotten like everything that has no practical application. Let us imagine that 
by the provision of the law Dnipropetrovsk will, for example, become Sicheslav, 
the streets will be renamed, memorial plaques will disappear...So what – will the 
corruption disappear in the bodies of power? Will the factories work, will there be 
demand for science, will rates and charges climb down, and will the salary become 
as in European countries? Why has not it become, as a matter of fact there is no 
one in the real power in the centre and at local level who supported the 
Communist ideals, or at least the values of social justice? No one! The 
government throws as a bone to a dog - play with decommunization. And pay no 
attention to the fact that the same law refers not only to this "problem", but is 
against Nazism as well. Almost seventy years ago the Nuremberg trial exhausted 
this subject, and our "historians" make a "discovery" from it. Just it is somehow 
strange: the court forbids (so it is written in its resolution) to apply the provision on 
limitation period for all entities of Nazism and all involved, in particular for "SS", 
"Waffen SS" etc, and we have an officer of this Nazi formation, twice awarded by 
the Hitler’s cross, in addition retroactively obtains the title of the Hero of Ukraine. 
In the world such analogies will not be found, why do we ignore the world 
experience? Why do we define by the law the fighters for Ukraine only those who 
fought (with weapons or words) against Moscow? Then give the star to 
Vyhovskyi, Giray Khan, Napoleon and Hitler at last. At the same time let us 
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remember that the war of 1812 was also called Patriotic, and it is still not 
considered forbidden. 

No, not for the sake of "decommunization" the law was being prepared. It 
was being prepared for the fact that instead of one party that made totalitarianism, 
legal to allocate another for the same purpose, the same totalitarianism. Whether it 
will be the nationalist party (for the vast majority of Ukraine its "merits", 
fortunately, are unknown), or the party Rukh (Movement), subsequently it may 
develop into trouble, a threat to democracy. It would be useful for a layman to 
know about it, as it has often happened, they believed words not understanding 
their meaning. 

In the end, if the idea of "decommunisation" is so obsessive, consider it 
separately from other topics. Do not mix it with the history of the war, in 
particular, do not mask other goals with it. It is not fair before the people as well 
as before the history. 

As well as the debate about NATO. Indeed, it would be good if the Alliance 
protected us from any aggression, Russia in particular. But is it possible? 
Remember the Turkish-Greek clashes over Cyprus and the zero meanwhile the role 
of the Alliance. It is necessary to take care of own security ourselves. In 
advance, not after the stealing of the Ukrainian defense industry by their own 
"fighters against the comunism". Switzerland, very peaceful regarding neighbors 
country, but it provides its own defense independently. Surrounded by countries 
with a substantial military power it is - some kind of enclave – it does not interfere 
and it threatens no one. Perhaps on a much larger scale would such a role be suited 
to Ukraine? Today we have the chance for it. At least for a certain period, until we 
renew the defence capacity. After all, Moscow is wary of the immediate 
neighborhood with NATO. The NATO countries are wary of Russia. All of them 
(except the USA and Canada) have serious grounds for it. Maybe it is not worth 
increasing these reasons, setting the immediate border of Ukraine the borders 
between Russia and NATO? In any conflict it will affect us. 

What is proposed here, is difficult to provide politically and diplomatically, 
really. But nobody has ever tried to use this option, beneficial for the world, 
and, primarily, Ukraine! Attempts relate to variants that supposedly lie on the 
surface. And they seem to be very and very questionable even from the standpoint 
of the Alliance itself. So the desire of the people obtained, let us say, through a 
referendum, will mean nothing in fact, it will be another annoying aspect to the 
West and the East. And for internal pre-programmed shows. Is it right to argue 
about the NATO, when we should engage in the reforms? 

And to start with the reform of the system of government. 
 
 
         
          26.04.15 
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Simulation of the constitutional reform 
 

Busy with the problems of war, the President seems to have no time to delve 
into the topic of constitutional reform. The ones close to him use this, who believes 
there is eternal place under the government umbrella, so that at the first 
opportunity to take that umbrella in their hands. For that, it is necessary for them to 
build the reform of the government in such away so that to remain in it. Ukraine 
needs a system so that any personal composition of authorities does not violate the 
very system so that it is stable. We are talking about mutually exclusive 
approaches. In all the years of independence (and in all historical periods) the first 
option won, that is why we in Ukraine are so wise and rich. 

Maidan began with an outrage at the actions of the authorities concerning the 
EU membership (wanted the power, repeated fashion trend, the neighbors did not 
allow – forgot about their promises hiding behind gas and other private interests). 
Finally, the Maidan came to the conclusion that the problem of Ukraine is in the 
autocracy, where there is a half of a step to tyranny and criminal administration. 
For the second time in a decade, people have found the answer to the main 
cause of their troubles. No wonder they initially distanced themselves from the 
politicians, there were two Maidans. It is clear that such rhetoric, as of well-trained 
talkers in the parties, there was not in the primary Maidan. But "holy place is never 
empty". There appeared speakers, the demands of the people were "embraced", 
people were fascinated by the promises and calls of them– and...got the power. 

And at once they forgot about their promises, or rather, refused them. 
Liquidation of administrations replaced decentralization, elections with open lists 
were replaced by a rare mention on the show, the fight against corruption – a 
settling of accounts in the form of lustration, social issues – decommunization, 
which even the Europeans considered to be primitive. If to add the surrender of 
the Crimea, the war, the taxation of pensions, the new tariffs it would be a full 
bouquet for characteristics of changes. 

We will not, however, rub salt into the wound. There are really difficulties, 
including the objective ones. They could be gradually solved by starting real 
reforms, the ultimate goal of which is to include everyone in the process of 
rebuilding the state, development of economy and business, and to make everyone 
responsible for their lives, the welfare of the family, the functioning of the 
community, region and the state. This should have been done from the first day, 
being in power. Meanwhile, the second year is passing, and the Europeans are 
pointing a finger: you've promised, do it. 

Last year, as it had not once been suggested, it was possible, to amend the 
version of the Constitution in force by the people, to hold elections in accordance 
with it (the Parliament as well as the government do not function as it is stated in 
the Fundamental law. In what country is it possible?). On the basis of the 
amendments to adopt the law on local self-government bodies, on the new budget 
and tax systems, elections etc. The country would have developed differently, there 
would be a real opportunity to stop the madness in the Donbas, showing there the 
prospect for everyone, since the recently adopted law on special self-
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government will not be in force there. It was understood by its developers from 
the very beginning, hedging beforehand by additional (today impossible) 
conditions. We are talking in this case about the virtual policy. And people live (or 
survive) really, they are tired from fables, they need something real. 

There was a hope for the constitutional reform. They started massively from 
outside, the media were involved, the procedure was launched. What is being 
proposed? 

Let us analyze some parts of the draft amendments. Articles 81 and 82 
provide that the political corruption will be further strengthened. Another "cool" 
through a list of advertised party or its leader-good talker can become a deputy, but 
he/she is not obliged to go to the relevant faction, because the majority will be 
formed not from the factions but of the factions of deputies (which violates the 
Constitution today). The Parliament will be guided not by the regulations but by 
the legislation. If to use the administrative resource properly (though illegal), the 
composition of the Parliament will be obedient, and the law on the regulations will 
be signed only when obedience will be provided by the procedures. Poor L. 
Kuchma fought for it during all years, but it failed. It is clear that the government 
will be formed depending on the number of deputies of the "right" attitude relative 
to the government (pre-election party slogans however are a fiction, a deception 
and adopted by the Fundamental law deception). 

The right to the appointments of heads of important state committees is 
taken from the Parliament, some of them, for example, the State Property Fund, to 
a certain extent, are more important than ministries. Similar is committed against 
the posts of Prosecutor General and the head of the SSU. There is a general 
procedure in legal relations: appointment and dismissal of an official is carried 
out according to the same procedure. Otherwise, it is a deceit, the grounds for the 
general distrust, for, among other things, the instability of the official. Knowing, 
for example, that the President can independently dismiss the Prosecutor General, 
the Prosecutor will not rely on the relative fairness in the evaluation of his actions 
by the Parliament, but will frankly serve this (or any other) President. It is an 
increase of subjectivity that is close to voluntarism. 

The organization of the executive power is provided in an interesting way. 
The government is as if its top executive, but its powers actually end in the 
Hrushevskyi street. In the regions and districts the executive authorities are 
coordinated by the representatives of the President, appointed by him. Thus, the 
President becomes the head of the executive power, which does not comply with 
the Constitution and the principle of separation of the power. (It can also be 
agreed, but then the position of the Prime Minister becomes redundant.) 

What lies behind the word "coordinates" is not clear from the draft. In any 
case, this does not differ from the current administration, though that is even more 
irresponsible regarding the appointee. Now (according to the draft) the local 
council can no longer even hypothetically, as now, to speak out against the 
"coordinator". And he shall be empowered to cancel a decision of a relevant 
council, if it violates the law. The law in our practice, unfortunately, is violated. 
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The developers of the draft amendments have resorted to a false approach. 
Not to reflect the fundamental provisions in the Constitution, they were simply 
withdrawn, probably anticipating that the rights and obligations,the pronciples of 
the functioning of the Prosecutor's office, bodies of self-government shall be 
governed solely by the laws and not the Constitution. This is not news, though 
there is no relation to the principles of democracy. Finally, you can do without a 
Constitution, in the world there are a few examples. 

It is written very unclear about the functions of self-governing bodies. What 
will they do, what are their rights, responsibilities, material and financial basis, 
how they interact with the organs and parts of the executive power? I quote some 
of the proposals: "bodies of local government at the level of regions conduct 
defined by law [and it can be different – O.Moroz] powers, which based on the 
volume and nature of tasks [by whom established? – O.Moroz], the requirement to 
achieve efficiency and economy [?], in the best way can be carried out at this 
level...". As the provisions of the Constitution are so unclear formulated, so they 
will "work". Incidentally, the draft issued by us long time ago, every provision of 
the Constitution consists of no more than two concise specific sentences. 

It is clear that the draft does not foresee any strengthening of the role and 
status of bodies of local self-government. It all depends on the mercy of the one 
who writes or signs the law. Not randomly the opinion is spread, supposedly, we 
will hold elections to local councils, then we will increase the powers. Promised 
but did not do, so sounds more accurate. And in any way it does not correspond to 
the European model of governance, our commitment at the signing of the political 
part of the agreement with the EU. 

It is possible to continue to comment on the draft, but it all comes down to 
the conclusion: we have the draft not that what was promised to the Maidan, to 
all people that Ukraine needs. It is about the intention to usurp the power by those 
who are the friends with the President. 

Let Petro Poroshenko analyze after all what is written, supposedly caring 
about his role, but keeping in mind their interest. 

 
 
          28.04.15 
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What is next? 
 

The Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine adopts the law on 
martial law...the Secretary of State meets with the Russian President and spend 
five hours talking...Our diplomats and the President himself are fighting on the 
European and global fronts, where those officials once again sympathize with us, 
once again they are outraged by the actions of the Kremlin... 

It is clear that the world is fed up with the war in Ukraine (where Russia's 
influence is obvious). Losses are borne by all, Ukrainians and Russians by victims 
of people others have other economic losses. However, the economic losses of 
some, as a rule, are balanced by the income of others. 

It can not continue endlessly. A way out is needed. It is unknown, whether 
the Ukraine's leaders know the route to the exit. Obviously there were some 
agreements in consultations between Kerry and Putin. However, the Ukrainians 
will carry them out in the war zone and not only there. The order will be restored 
at the expense of the Ukrainians. 

We do not record "humanitarian convoys" anymore. The neighbors are 
occupying part of the Donbas as they want, and are able not to be masked as 
"humanitarian aid".  

Very difficult months are expected. Military madness has gone too far. The 
peace will be set one day, but to live in peace we will still have a long time to 
learn. 

Meanwhile, we and the world see: there are no reforms. Everything is done 
in one direction – against people. The government is acting, as in the famous joke: 
"what should I do?!". When you declare martial law the government can be 
reasonably sent in resignation, shutting the mouth of all who agree and do not 
agree, but it will not solve the Ukrainian problems– it is not about us now, the 
world has its concerns which are more important than ours. 

Tone of debate about European integration is decreased. It boiled down to 
the topic of visa-free regime, if it is the most important. Though it is not like 
that. My friend tells: recent classmates met at school. Three of the 30 graduates 
came.... The others are in the actual emigration. This is the most accurate 
assessment of reforms and disappointing forecast for the future. 

I don't know also what was discussed at the meeting in Sochi, but I will 
repeat again: neither in the USA nor in Russia, nor in Europe they do not want to 
have a common border between Russia and NATO. They fear inevitable tension. 
Maybe it is worth using? To initiate a conference on security, to achieve the 
neutral status of Ukraine with the guarantees of the UNO. For everyone it's a way 
out, because it is beneficial. For Ukraine in the first place. Even our oligarchs-
powers that be, do not worry about Ukraine. 

Will there be any steps from our side in this direction? The price of 
backpedalling is very high – the blood flows, the people perish. Our people... 

 
 
          13.05.15 
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The state is being sold  
 

The government's intention to sell efficient public facilities, among them 
strategic, is a crime. Not only because the sale will be carried out in the least 
beneficial for such a matter time when the property is depreciating, and, above all, 
because these objects just cannot be sold. 

The government is patching holes in the budget today, not thinking about the 
future. It did not cross mind of anybody in the government or in different research 
institutes or in the SPFU to analyze how privatized enterprises work, how pre-
privatization obligations of the new owners are fulfilled. Last time it was done, 
it seems, by V. Semeniuk. After her we could hear only the conversations about 
investments, innovations etc – that could result from privatization, but there is no 
confirmation of these talks. The logic of the change of ownership relations has 
long been forgotten, the provision of the Law on the impossibility to use the funds 
from privatization for budgetary purposes. 

If, let us say, a company is profitable, people have jobs and income, the 
government receives revenues in the budget from profit and wages, then why 
should it get rid of these sources? We're in the hundreds and thousands of 
examples made sure that the owner is guided by the only interest - profit. If he/she 
privatized the profitable company, his/her concern for profit is reduced firstly to 
the reduction of production costs, dismissal of personnel. 

It is clear that on the long way of the product to the end user, it crosses a 
number of obstacles of criminal content, which creates a whole shadow economy, 
the parameters of which is a closed subject for the state and its authorities. We are 
talking in general about pseudo-economy, in the environment of which Ukraine 
has been in for many years. 

If the conditions of the external market do not allow to make a profit in 
Ukraine and surplus profit abroad according to the abovementioned scheme, the 
company is brought to bankruptcy, it ceases to exist. The staff becomes 
unemployed, fixed assets are sold, something is sold for scrap. The owner’s costs 
for the purchase of offsets are compensated, others are turning to the employment 
services and social assistance. 

The commodities of raw materials groups (grain, chemicals, energy, metal...) 
remain competitive on the world market, they all belong to the low technological 
processes with a low share of wages in the cost of goods. Deepening of the 
technology, the transition to a higher level of technological conversion causes the 
growth of costs on wages. Therefore the owner will not deal with the 
improvement of production, because it is not profitable for him/her, because it 
reduces his/her rate of profit. The owner is the enemy of the scientific progress. 
It is a pattern for the economies of the countries included in the framework of 
the peripheral capitalism. 

Not accidentally during all the years of independence, we have not had 
any programme on TV about any achievements in the industrial sector. What 
to show? Travel through Kyiv Podil: dusty deserted windows of the former 
companies (privatized!), at each crossroads there are petrol stations and car washes 
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(profit from the sales of petrol is high)...That's the whole scientific progress. 
Ukrainian proud worker turned into a servant. These are the consequences of 
privatization in Ukrainian. When it started in the 90s under the guise of "reformers-
patriots", I talked to some of them: "Read the program of Bandera. He used the 
insights of Franko and therefore said correctly: it is possible to privatize small-
scale production, the service sector, but the strategic production and natural 
resources should be public". No one wanted to hear. They didn't pay attention to 
the obvious: "You are not fighting for independence, you are fighting only 
against the Soviet system". 

It was clearly manifested in regard to the collective farms in the countryside 
– the subjects of the economy, the best prepared to transition to market conditions. 
They were simply destroyed, thereby eliminating the village as the basis of the 
state in all forms: economic, demographic, spiritual, cultural and 
linguistic...Having squandered all its values and the land in the first place. There 
are laws, there is the Land code, there is the State Committee on Land Resources, 
with its widespread branches. The bureaucracy there must not take money for the 
allocation of a land plot, but monitor the safety of the largest resource of Ukraine. 
What are the dynamics of soil fertility? By whom and where it was controlled, 
punished for exhaustion by the user? Nowhere – no sound, no action.  

Recently Bilotserkivskyi agricultural institute (now University) has been 
shown on TV. L. Kuchma has presented the winners of competition of student 
works with awards there. And said however something like that: 

- Only the agricultural sector shows a positive trend... Consequently, the 
reforms were correct. I wish success to all students who are being waited in the 
agricultural sector...(once again I apologize for inaccurate quotes, wise things are 
hard to remember). 

But where are new professionals being waited in agricultural sector? 
Why are they so eager to go abroad? Where is our promised by "reformers" 
production? Their reforms destroyed the Ukrainian villages and this must have 
been known by the audience of the second President: rector – his companion in 
crime reforms, and teachers and students...And everybody in Ukraine. 

What is left for us to do is just to sell what is left, and then the basis of 
what was predicted by researchers in the United States will be fully-formed: 
"territory of Ukraine provides for a number of population to 25 million people...". 
Up to this limit, we go fast, too fast. If this is the purpose of the power, it means 
that we have not the right power. 

 
 
 

        22.05.15
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To find the answer on the basis of the problem 
 

The current phase of constitutional reform is reminiscent of the final swim in 
the Olympic 50 metre freestyle. It seems that Denis Sylantiev explained to an 
inquisitive journalist: "What is tactics in 50 metres? Most importantly, not to miss 
the start!" 

But with the Constitution it is unacceptable. "To move" is good when 
everything is clear: the route, strength, purpose... and, preferably in advance. We 
watch so far, the comments, shows etc, but only some saw the subject of the 
analysis (if saw). So it is impossible. I remember the charges against the adoption 
of the Constitution and prior introduction of the amendments. The charges were 
reduced to the urgency of decisions. But the claim was probably false, since before 
the adoption of the Constitution, the training was conducted 5 years and about the 
same to adopt amendments. Meanwhike the amendments were announced in 
advance, they were the subject of extensive discussions at forums of different 
levels, they were regularly reported by the media. 

Today it is not so, and that is worrisome. In the newspapers the remarks of 
the Venice Commission are written (with promised taking of them into account by 
the initiators) indicate amendments of different kind. The Commission drew 
attention to the fact that the version of amendments enhances administrative 
levers of control, and decentralization remains a kind of bait, that is, words. I 
wrote about this four months ago, obviously, my suspicions were not in vain. 

Ukraine is experiencing a very difficult period in its history today. It is clear 
that it affects the motives of the decisions of government bodies, in particular the 
Parliament. But the Constitution cannot be made to fit a certain point, 
otherwise it will not be the Fundamental Law. It concerns, in particular, an intent 
to define in the Constitution the special status of separate areas of Donbas. And 
what exactly? Should this temporary point be provided in the main document of 
the state? Then, the same it would be logical not to mention the Crimea, but we 
cannot agree with this. 

Moreover, the reference to the contents of the Minsk agreements is 
unconvincing. They concede in the historical significance to the Budapest 
Memorandum on security assurances to Ukraine. And, by and large, the Minsk 
agreements do not require the allocation of status of certain territories, these are 
our "sages" who invented "Luhandon". The logic of the agreements, where the 
requirements of the Maidan have been, the obligations of the state leaders, their 
statements before coming into the power, refer to the decentralization of power in 
fact, the self-governance of territories and communities. And regarding the 
content they must be the same everywhere in Ukraine, if it confirms its 
unitarity. The most important thing in this component of the reform is real self-
government, we need it, and not, say, the Venice Commission or the Kremlin. 

Special status for separate areas leads to doubts about the actual self-
governing status in the territory of Ukraine. More than a year of time has already 
been lost, the real reforms begin not with discussions about the definition, but with 
significant amendments to the budget and tax legislation. If it had been done before 
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this year, we would have found thousands of confirmations of the effectiveness of 
self-government and thousands of problems which should be solved in the contents 
of the Constitution. Instead pig in a poke has been proposed again to the society. 

People understand it. Recently I have been able to talk with several leaders 
of rural communities in Poltava region. They're worried, they (rightly so!) think 
that increased self-government is replaced by the administrative reform, and 
because of it more centralization. But this is not the most important. Still there is 
no answer to the natural question: what for do we need the administrative 
reform? When and what will it give? What is it based on? So far, the explanation 
is primitive: united communities will have the financial viability to... To what? 
And what does the saving of salaries of the current officials of village councils 
solve, which will be about five times less? Will for these costs schools, hospitals, 
rural health posts be upgraded, will terrible roads be repaired now? Of course, not. 
But the schools themselves will be less and much less. And even fewer villages 
will remain. Less number of school is already apparent today, it is 
accompanied by terrible unemployment. But proposed by the authorities reform 
does not give the answers to these key issues. 

Obviously, before making any changes to the Constitution it is 
necessary to find an answer to the main problems of the state, to see with the 
eyes of a citizen his own prospect and the prospect of the state.  

 
 
          30.06.15 
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Comment for the media 
 

The events of recent days* are not worth commenting. Either official 
(whatever they are) authorities will carry out their functions, or Ukraine will 
increasingly turn into big Malinovka, where all ends with the blood wedding 
(village Malinovka from the film "Wedding in Malinovka". Rural and urban heads 
can in advance sew hats, berets, caps or hats, listening meanwhile another 
Popandopulo with his capacity to borrow or draw money. We have already drawn 
so much, that money turns into paper.  

I could take my comments of almost two years ago on the events around the 
Maidan, to repeat them, and as a consequence to warn all of us and especially too 
radical that the institutions of statehood must not be destroyed under any 
circumstances. You can (and should!) change their powers, the personnel, 
policy..., but to destroy the institutions –means to lead to the chaos. It is already 
evident in the "lustration" through trash cans, in the outright looting of amber, 
woods, land plots, sand and other resources, through taking away of the fuel, then 
the obvious robbery of the budget under the fictitious expenditure on permanent 
Anti-Terrorist Operation. 

It should not be like that in the state, as there cannot be non-governmental, 
especially party military formations. It was defined 25 years ago by the 
Parliament and confirmed everywhere by the world practice. We can respect the 
volunteers from the battalions and corps, but we should not ignore the fact that 
ammunition, weapons, supplies, salaries etc are provided by someone not the state. 
Therefore any time all can be directed against the state, he who pays the piper calls 
the tune. I said "the state does not provide, but it is provided by its people, because 
everything that is used in the fights, and criminal conflicts in everyday life, is 
the result of the work of people who are deprived of salary now, robbed tariffs 
and levies, because of what there are opportunities for individual bags to keep non-
public bodies. 

All this is the evidence that public life in Ukraine has not been organised 
properly. This is obvious and is confirmed by many facts from current practice. 
The treatment of this disease is known – a change of the system of government. 
The time for change is lost, the reform is simulated by the creation of new 
bureaucratic offices, which are likely to become additional centers of 
corruption. The improvement of the Constitution is replaced by the questionable 
administrative reform in which instead of the interests of the individual 
abstractions become crucial: the distance, size, budget feasibility etc. The 
government and business are even more united, so the gain becomes the leading 
purpose of government, its various branches in the center and at local level. That is 
why the government does not have trust from the people, and it, unfortunately, 
often indifferently watches who speaks supposedly on its behalf. 
 
___________________ 

* ... The capture "by someone" of the building "Naftogaz of Ukraine". 
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Ukraine needs statehood. What has happened recently, is the additional 
discredit of our system and, in addition, propaganda material for our enemies. 

The film "Wedding in Malinovka" was a comedy. Our "wedding" can end 
not as the farce but a terrible tragedy. 

 
 
 
          13.07.15 
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About centralization of the power 
 

I was not mistaken in the title. Namely centralization, and not the 
decentralization of the power is provided by the draft which is proposed to the 
Parliament and supported by it. Centralization is enhanced by the concretization of 
functions of a prefect (it replaces the current administration, that is, the head of the 
district state administration and regional state administration will now be called the 
prefecture in that the innovation is exhausted), the prefect will supervise the 
bodies of self-government. And the council of the appropriate level are now 
deprived of even the right to express distrust of appointed officials, even if he is a 
tyrant. 

Where is the increase of the role and status of the bodies of local self-
government, what all the current officials told before the election? In what 
provision, sentence or word is it provided? These bodies can be replaced now 
because of the complaint of the prefect by an acting government authorized 
representative, and while obedient Constitutional Court will determine the rating of 
any act of the council, authorized representative will govern the relevant executive 
committee, and early elections will be held (if held) in six months. How the 
Constitutional Court will decide the issue, it is necessary to ask in the Presidential 
Administration. 

At the district and region level there will be chairman of the council and 
chairman of the executive committee of the council. If there were not for the 
administration (prefect), then this would be true, the will of the communities would 
be fulfilled, there would be the dependence of the executive body that is the power 
on voters. And so "... empty words about the right of the poor", as the poet wrote. 
In the presence of the prefect what is the role of the chairman of the executive 
committee? If the executive committee starts (in certain cases) to be governed by 
the acting authorized representative, what is the role of the chairman of the 
council? Perhaps he will prepare the public for the next election? In the 
Constitution a dangerous conflict for certain territories has been laid. 

The draft law "delicately" changes article 133 of the Constitution. The list of 
regions disappears in it. I think some of them can disappear, the order of formation 
is determined by the ordinary law, that is, by a simple majority of the Parliament. 
Let the inhabitants of some regions and cities ponder, take for example the 
experience of the present Drohobych, on a smaller level – Dymer, Hrebinky, and 
many others. 

The speeches of deputies surprise. What increased role of bodies of self-
government do they talk? Did they carefully read the text of the draft law? Why to 
resort to bombastic Patriotic rhetoric, if the text is not related to the topic of 
war and peace? The essence is the strengthening of centralization and nothing 
else. But it lacks today, and the problems bleed. Obviously, it's not about it. 

The essence of changes is in community approach, in uncertain regarding the 
content administrative reform. It is too risky, it may end up with stripping of the 
territory of Ukraine from the most of the villages and ... Ukrainians. 
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I realise that it is not beneficial to criticize what is made by the Parliament 
after the national anthem was performed twice (even if it is not in the key) in the 
session hall. But the truth does not tolerate hypocrisy. The truth is that the draft 
law on decentralization of power, does not provide decentralization. 

Time will confirm it.        16.07.15 
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Remark 
 

More or less regularly I try to read newspapers, purchased from the doorman 
of the Writers' Union. There is a lot of interesting, instructive and analytical 
material, it allows fuller assessment of the role and place of intelligentsia, its 
individual representatives in public life of the country. "Word of "Enlightenment" 
("Slovo "Prosvity") manages to do it more professional, in my opinion, perhaps 
thanks to the stability of its editorial team, the level of authors, selected subjects, 
lack of spheres of creative life, which must be enlightened as it is necessary in 
purely literary publications. 

Unfortunately, there are publications, where under externally an important 
theme a poorly disguised ego of the author can be seen, who takes the opportunity 
to express himself/herself, who uses an opportunity to show himself/herself, to 
justify himself/herself before those who knew him/her and knows him/her. If for 
self-cleaning or for self-aggrandizement there are not enough arguments, the 
author then simultaneously badmouthes imaginary opponent, using however worn-
out cliches, invented by the same spectators of the political process as he/she is. 

I make such a ling introduction for a statement on memories of Vitalii 
Donchyk "Be still healthier"*. It is good, that essays on talented and consistent 
people do not allow to forget them, but the hero of the story – Anatolii Shevchenko 
– serves only as a backdrop for the author's personality. (I sometimes heard 
comments about the latter, but as I was not significantly knowledgeable about his 
actions, beliefs, influence on anything, I'm not going to repeat someone else's 
evaluation. It is inappropriate.) Of course, man of his time heroically demonstrated 
his patriotism drinking alcohol in the restaurant or somewhere in the kitchen. He 
reminds of it himself. Let us believe him, because there were and there are as much 
"heroes" as the kitchens in Ukraine. Probably, doubting of the sufficiency of 
arguments with respect to his own patriotism, he draws into the narrative that was 
speculatively spread by some of my opponents, and then used by the others as if it 
were a known fact. I remember, Valerii Shevchuk spoke similarly in the same 
newspaper, grading politicians on the "historical figures" (V. Yushchenko, his 
"historicism" was valued by many) and the "unimportant" people including me. Ok 
it is business of someone who writes. But what is the reason for this neglect? That 
supposedly, it was my idea to give the Russian language the status of the state one. 
Who and where heard this, I do not know, but the party documents (written by me) 
since 1991 are on my side, there is not even a mention about such nonsense, as 
well as in stenography (!) speeches from the podium of the Parliament. And though 
namely I, according to V. Donchyk, "strove for the seat of the speaker" (elected as 
a Chairman of the Parliament with the first proposal) have achieved by 17-fold 
voting the adoption of article 10 of the Constitution, though the "orange" Maidan 
began with the action "Ukraine without Kuchma", initiated by the socialists, false 
stereotypes are repeated by those who obviously, from himself/herself (or about 
himself/herself) has nothing to say. 
___________________ 

* "The Ukrainian literary newspaper" July 3, 2015, p. 14 
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People should always be themselves. I have not come up with it, but I try 
to follow this principle. I criticised the line of the Central Committee not in the  
kitchen, but as a party functionary, I wrote to the General Secretary (it was 
published) that the main cause of the crisis of the party and the state that in the 
leadership of the Central Committee there is no one who knows the grass-roots 
party work. I was arguing with the second (and not only) President not because 
I wanted to take his place, but because he, in particular, tried to legislate a 
dictatorship and to turn the land into a commodity. There were other things, but I 
do not consider it necessary to explain them to V. Donchyk. He does not 
understand. No, not "one of the first my party wanted to make the Russian 
language the "second state" (quoting him), but really the first and the only 
one in Ukraine, called for the building of a really people's state, for the 
European model of governance, for higher role of local self-government. And 
while my opponents put hand to heart during fake sounding of the anthem in the 
session hall about decentralization, I turned to the Internet reader with the 
explanation that in the voted draft we are talking about the decentralization, but 
about centralization. It would not be superfluous if this conclusion was supported 
by intellectuals, the creative elite, which would not only with chatter, as some, 
fought for the fundamental interests of Ukraine, because life in it is completely 
dependent on the system of government and it is necessary to change it. A lot of 
my efforts are spent as well. They were not always successful, but there would be 
much greater success if we did not have to fight back from the "some patriots", 
who, I think, imagine how should Ukraine look like but do not know how to 
achieve this in practice, and do nothing in the sense. 

And maybe they will not do or are not able to do. 
 
        20.07.15 

To the Elite 
 

A riot of internal emigrations – for what, to whom, of whom? 
T. Severniuk 

Where are you experts, evaluators and judges 
Today, when the route is wrong? 
Don't you see,or hear  
The thieves' sound of shackles? 
You are all waiting to indicate from a distance 
Who was wrong, what is the failure, 
And at the same time distribute epithets, 
to amuse complacency, satisfy yourself. 
 
I was not hiding, rose and fell. 
The soul bled from resentment and conspiracy. 
But never there - on the barricades 
I have not seen you - able to talk. 
You have known the world from Antes, 
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The modern world for you is a silent film. 
 
Behind a palisade of malicious stereotypes, 
Where there are black-and-white colors and thoughts, 
You are afraid that someone does not fall out 
From soot or verbal flour. 
The earth in the meantime writhes in childbirth. 
Is the country miscarriage, or has the right to live? 
Where are you, - in lackeys, in "heroic" blogs? 
Should the history run past you? 
 
Elite! Put off your worries, 
The time of truth is coming today. 
Change yourself and rise to the resistance, struggle. 
... If there is a conscience. 
And if you are the elite. 
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About the fate of the socialist idea in Ukraine. 
 

The idea is eternal, as well as the people's desire for social justice. Among 
the carriers of ideas are the parties with relevant names. Namely in the parties there 
is a crisis now (about it later), but the idea can be dismissed. Not coincidentally, all 
parties, especially going to the elections, raise on a shield the slogans of the 
socialists, although in practice they are not going to do anything in this direction. 
They are not able to do that, because in different forms, to different degrees they 
are all supporters of the liberal model, in which the so-called "free market" 
regulates all relationships, and it is actually subordinate to the interests of big 
business, and the state machine is primarily subordinate to it. 

The world is developing continuously. Spiral is its trajectory. It has long 
been known, no doubt. After the stage of capitalism (in its various substages), in its 
internal environment a new system develops– let's call it a communist or as the 
long stage, - the socialist one. These names were chosen by Marx, Engels, Lenin, 
guided by the laws of dialectics and the scientific insights of Hegel. Not in the 
definitions, in fact, is the case, and not in the temporal regulation of specific 
changes. A matter is in the principle, in consistency which no one, however, can 
avoid. 

Marx, incidentally, never talked about the scientific transition from 
capitalism to communism. It is invented by those who fought against Marxism, 
not reading (or not understanding) Marx. He talked about the transition to a new 
human history that includes a number of production methods through which any 
private property is destroyed, not just capital. 

According to Marx, communism is correlated in its historical scale not with 
capitalism, but with the entire history of mankind. To tie his theory to the works 
of his followers (actually, it is difficult to name someone except for Lenin) to 
failures, difficulties, mistakes in practice, "Stalinism" in particular, is an attempt to 
turn the development in the opposite direction. What comes out of it, is 
exemplified in modern Ukraine. 

When I hear another bombastic speech on the struggle for independence of 
Ukraine, about the merits of individual officials or political forces, I want to repeat 
again: "You were not fighting for sovereignty. You fought against the previous 
regime. The idea of sovereignty was a cover of the purpose, a cover, among 
other things, of their ignorance concerning the law of development of 
civilization. The consequences of this policy are deplorable". 

In 1990 in the newspaper "Young guard" (29.09.1990) my friend, the lawyer 
from the Production Amalgamation "Electronmash" Oleksii Yushchyk, with whom 
we created the Socialist party of Ukraine, now he is Doctor of the Science of Law, 
he wrote what you could expect from the aforementioned fight. I will not restrain 
myself from quoting: "Once we transfer to private property, our poor 
economy, not having regained consciousness, will be on the economic margins 
of civilization. A country from the sovereign state will become a feudal colony 
of the elite of the United capitalist world... Economic power of the elitism is 
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based on the exploitation of "the third world" and to a much lesser extent, of 
workers in their respective countries." 

Is it necessary to look far for the evidence of said in Ukraine today? 
Realizing this danger, created in 1991, the Socialist party of Ukraine has 

adopted in its "Programme Declaration" theses, which remain today a benchmark 
for organizations of a socialist type. 23 years ago we stated: "It is increasingly 
difficult to answer the questions: 

Ø will workers have jobs tomorrow and the ability to keep themselves and 
their families? 

Ø will our children be able to get an education and a profession to provide for a 
decent existence? 

Ø what waits the current worker: a comfortable old age, or poverty and 
oblivion? 

Ø won't black power get Ukraine into a bloodbath with many thousands of 
innocent victims? 
We gave the answer to what should be done, to avoid the trouble. This goal 

is not dismissed even now only though the start to achieve it has become more 
difficult. The people, the voters, the electorate were unable to separate from 
rogues, talkers and those who just promise market paradise. There were objective 
preconditions for it and there were our internal mistakes as well. However, the 
need of the power of the workers remains. Along the way, to the first part of the 
conversation on the Constitution I will name one of the points of the Program 
Declaration, written 23 years ago: 

"...the path to the power of the workers, the Socialist party sees in... the 
democratization of the state form of government in the final development of the 
power of councils of people's deputies..." 

Maidan has come to this conclusion in 20 years. Unfortunately, it is done 
differently in practice. 

About the party of socialists. There is a modern party "Socialists". It is led 
by V. Tsushko, whose integrity and consistency is beyond doubt of both supporters 
and foes. The government is struggling against this political force, the ideological 
power (not financially orientated) and creates dependent new "leftist", for example, 
V. Volha. 

The Socialist party of Ukraine, whose leadership has been infiltrated by 
money, recovers difficult, is preparing a new Congress in order to get rid of the 
business people in the leadership. There is a prospect in the unification of the 
Socialist party of Ukraine and the party "Socialists". Meanwhile, they are 
preparing together for local elections. Next leadership, association, and the like – 
are in labour. The examples in Cherkasy, Khmelnytskyi, and other regions 
demonstrate the possibility of a positive prospect. 

Positive, because that is what socialists offer to the society what it needs the 
most – social justice, equality in welfare based on work. 

The development only in this direction will lead the country and the people 
to the state that they need. 
           24.07.15 
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The impression from the radio programme 
 

I was invited to the radio "Culture". Author's program of Liubov Holota, 
live. Main topics: the Constitution and the fate of the socialist idea. 

I agreed immediately, because L. Holota is not an opportunist. She is the 
editor of "Word of "Enlightenment" ("Slovo "Prosvity"), a great journalist, a good 
analyst and a great poet. And because other media are afraid of the government 
that doesn't like my position and therefore it is difficult to reach people with my 
opinion. Freedom of speech, so to speak. 

There are a lot of talks about the Constitution right now, most of all about 
the decentralization of power. The President himself and his representatives in 
the Parliament promise it. 

I have previously had to pay attention to the fact that in the law on 
amendments to the Constitution no decentralization is provided. Vice versa 
through the functions of the prefects centralization increases. The author of the bill 
used a frank statement "the prefect supervises... the activities of self-government 
institutions". If it referred only to the need to comply with the provisions of the 
Constitution, then this gendarme (or prosecutorial) expression would still be 
possible to put up with. But the prefect still "coordinates" the actions of local 
bodies of state executive power, does the same thing as the current administration 
does. Coordination is the most undefined category according to the content, it is 
extremely dangerous because of subjectivism of the prefect, or his/her "superiors", 
including the one who appointed him/her, i.e. the President. 

It is necessary to introduce new definitions in the Fundamental law 
carefully. If such a need appears, its essence should be disclosed immediately so 
that it was fixed for all: representatives of the authorities, lawyers and all citizens. 
In this case, concerning the prefect, it would be good to record in the law that 
he/she is a kind of "sovereign's eye", carries out supervision over observance of the 
Constitution and human rights in some territory, for the provision of sovereign 
rights and the integrity of the state. This is one of the main functions of the 
President. But the prefect has no right to interfere in economic matters, the 
economy and budget. For this there is enough staff at local level, they do not need 
to be "coordinated" by the presidential "vertical". There is the Cabinet of 
Ministers – for the needs of the state, and the executive committee of the 
relevant council – for the needs of the territory and its population. 

There is no need in opinion polls to make sure that fewer people believe that 
the President is for Europe and democracy, though it is not about the attitude to 
him. We have a President elected democratically therefore he is ours and good. 
But the Constitution, its amendments are prepared not only for the period of 
his tenure. After him the other person  with some kind of reactionary manners can 
appear. Remember how V. Yushchenko strived for L. Kuchma's powers and who 
got them, how has it ended. It has not ended yet. 

For campaigning for the project the theme of war and peace is used. 
supposedly, we "cocked a snook" at the Kremlin under paragraph No. 11 of the 
Minsk agreement, demonstrated our will to change: the President, supposedly, is 
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the first in the history of independent Ukraine who gives power to the local level. 
Where is it recorded? Words from the TV screen could not be attached to the 
provisions of the Constitution. And eloquent minions, loyal (till it is still 
convenient) to the President have already "stumped" Putin and "stopped" the 
carnage in the Donbas. 

The connection of this draft amendments with the problems of war is 
far-fetched. Thus, paragraph 11 of Minsk agreement appeared at the insistence of 
the Kremlin and the passivity of the representatives of the EU. It should have been 
used. And immediately! Status of local government institutions should be provided 
as in Germany, Poland, Austria... However in the entire territory of Ukraine at 
once, as it is recorded in the new draft Constitution, published nearly two years ago 
and which the government does not see. As it is necessary for Ukraine, as 
demanded by the Maidan and not to please the Kremlin or its fifth column in 
Donbas. No wonder it is reminded by the powers that be that Moscow is unhappy 
with the draft amendments, supposedly, that is why "we are right". Oh no! The 
neighbors do not care, whatever we have written in the Constitution. They do not 
intend to carry out the agreement, but we will have to solve the problem of 
bloodshed. And the higher status of self-government throughout the territory of 
the state where not the appointee will be the main in the region, but the elected 
person, would be a form of solving of the complex problems and the beginning of 
significant changes in the society and the state. 

Ask any chairman of the local government institution, and he will confirm 
that formal independence is not enough for him. He needs real money at the level 
of village, district or region. The money which is earned and spent in the 
territory. Therefore, teachings from the Center, where it is determined what to 
"give" to the region, annoy anyone who is more closely related to the budget 
replenishment than the official in the Center. It would be right not to divide the 
taxes into "ours – not ours", but into equal parts, one part of which would go for 
the needs of the regions and the other for the needs of the entire state. So it is done 
in some countries, and they stimulate the initiative of businesses, job creation, 
enterprise development etc. Other way does not seem to exist, at least for countries 
that try to overcome the crisis. 

In the voted draft the key point is not the decentralization, but the 
administrative reform. Its content is vaguely explained by the supporters of the 
law. Vaguely, because the idea has a lot more questions than answers. Such "raw" 
ideas cannot be provided in the Constitution. Finally, the long-overdue 
reformations can be carried out on the basis of simple laws when there will be the 
need. Still the administrative reform looks like a way to subordinate reformed 
local government institutions to the executive power. People should not be 
deceived with stupidities as, for example: it is necessary to reduce the number of 
councils to make them able to reduce the cost of their maintenance, and then there 
will be funds for schools, hospitals, roads... Who calculated the saved costs from 
the salaries of the chairmen and secretaries of village councils (for example, four 
of five)? These savings would not be enough. The reform of tax and budgetary 
systems is necessary, but not the manipulation with the administrative reform 
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at the expense of human interests. It is at the community level, the voter must 
know whom personally he/she gives his/her vote, and what and how his/her elected 
person will do to satisfy the interests of the voter, group of people, villagers, 
communities... What will they know about the man, who will be offered from the 
other settlement, where they as voters, probably will never appeal? And yet it is 
impossible not to take into account that neighboring settlement are different, 
sometimes, with ethnic composition, religious preferences, traditions... We out of 
the blue, using "arithmetic" approaches can get a new conflict which have already 
been enough. 

The administrative reform should start with the basics, from the bottom, 
instead of doing everything inside out, administratively and centralized. If the 
recorded in the amendments can be carried out, it will be a convenient basis for 
administering "from the top", especially for administrative resources in elections. 
To be satisfied as with the outcome of the elections in district 205? There 10% of 
voters elected a deputy. And if you take the number of assigned managers and 
their families, this is an example of simple administrative resources, because only 
dependent on the executive power voted. In merging of the communities this 
approach will further be approved. Do we need to mutilate the Constitution for 
it? 

It is worth thinking over for those who will make the final decisions. Those 
who have not lost their conscience. 

 
 

      28.07.15
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 From an interview to the newspaper "Boulevard of Hordon" 
"What a pity, people suffer, blood is shed..." 

  
- In an open letter to Petro Poroshenko, you called the amendments to 

the Constitution "the strengthening of the administrative vertical" and 
"another attempt of concentration of power." Why do you think so? 

Before he became the President, Petro Poroshenko said the right things 
about reform of local self-government, the judiciary, prosecutor’s office and so on. 
He said all that was demanded by Maidan of 2004 and the Euromaidan. But his 
statements don't match the practical intentions.  
 

- How do not they correspond as a large-scale decentralization is being 
prepared across the country? 

Poroshenko says: "Previously, no President of Ukraine has given all power 
to the local level". The other politicians nod to him in unison. Maybe Petro 
Poroshenko did not go deeply into the proposed amendments? But experts cannot 
help understanding: no transfer of powers is intended to be, on the contrary, 
instead of decentralization centralization is being prepared! Instead of state 
administrations in districts and regions there will be prefects, appointed by the 
President. This is the essence of the whole "transfer". 
 

- According to the draft amendments, the prefects have no right to 
interfere in the governance and dispose of the local budget, their task is to 
monitor compliance with the Constitution and laws of Ukraine, so that the 
separatist sentiments do not erupt in another region. 

Where is it written? Who said that the representative of the President will 
have limited powers? The bill says that the prefect "coordinates the activities" of 
local bodies of the executive power. But, what does it mean "coordinates"? With 
our legal casuistry a lot of things will fall under this wording. For example, the 
local authorities of Transcarpathia did not disclose, who is behind the smuggling, 
the prefect suspends the local council. Lawyers can interpret in different ways. 

Or, let us say, if some fool becomes the head of the state administration, 
earlier he could be removed from office, and today this right of the council is taken 
away. That is, the local government body is completely controlled by appointed 
from the above prefect, who on behalf of the President will supervise the region, 
district, communities.  

Today we have a chairman of the council who is also the chairman of the 
executive committee, and tomorrow – the prefect and two "chairmen": the council 
and the executive committee of the council. That is now two officials (including 
the head of administration) can't find common ground, and tomorrow there will be 
three of them – the real three-headed serpent. But in specific territories there 
should be one person elected by the community who will lead and be responsible 
for everything. It is possible to declare the decentralization, but the problem 
remains: the reform of the system of government is replaced by the administrative 
reform, and is insufficiently developed. 
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- How has Poroshenko responded to your appeal? 
There was no response. Other members of the Constitutional Assembly and I 

had worked for two years on the amendments to the Fundamental law. In 2014 I 
handed our text over to the then deputy head of the Presidential Administration 
Ihor Hryniv who I know more from the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of the 
first convocation. But I have not received any response so far. 
 

- Why do you think the President's Administration has not responded to 
your appeal? 

I guess I made a mistake when I said Hryniv: "Please, get to know this is 
Oleksii Ivanovych – the best specialist in constitutional law in Ukraine."  
 

- What Oleksii Ivanovych? 
Doctor of the Science of Law, Professor Oleksii Yushchyk, a leading 

researcher of the Department of constitutional law and local self-government at the 
Koretskyi Institute of state and law.  

Probably Hryniv was hurt when I called Oleksii Yushchyk the best 
specialist, as he considered himself as such. I am joking. That is why I was not 
surprised that neither I nor Yushchyk were included in the constitutional 
commission, which was established by Poroshenko for working out amendments to 
the Fundamental law, although for example, I co-chaired two of the commissions – 
in 1996 and 2004.  

It's not about ambitions, I am concerned that another centralization will 
result in another tragedy for Ukraine, because there is no decentralization even on 
paper. Just as there are no reforms, no fight against corruption today, because the 
center of corruption is here, in Kyiv, in the administration of the entire state 
apparatus, in the "vertical" of power. 
 

- Maybe, Petro Poroshenko has not responded to your letter because he 
remembers 2006 when he did not become the speaker of the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada) because of you?  

It is possible. But if the person is in the status of the President pays attention 
to the past resentments, the country will not go far. If they wanted to do then the 
rearrangement, it was necessary to say directly, and not to make me a scapegoat. 
After all his nomination appeared on the eve of a vote instead of officially made 
(agreed on by the socialists) candidacy of Yekhanurov. 
 

- What kind of rearrangement is it about? You as the head of the faction 
of the Socialist party signed a coalition agreement with "Our Ukraine" and 
BYuT, according to which Tymoshenko was to become the Prime Minister, 
and Poroshenko – the speaker. Suddenly you had come forward as a 
candidate against the candidacy of Poroshenko and got the victory with the 
help of votes of the members of the Party of Regions and the Communists. 

You are wrong, the agreement did not determine the positions and names. 
There was not a hint about Poroshenko. Zhvania came to me (David Zhvania, in 
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2006, was the people’s deputy from the faction "Our Ukraine". – "HORDON") 
and said: "We will elect Poroshenko as a speaker, in three months we will dismiss 
Tymoshenko from the post of Prime Minister and will appoint Poroshenko, and 
then we will elect you as the Chairman of the Parliament". 
 

- What did you respond to Mr Zhvania? 
"Do you take me for a sucker or what? Why wait, let's elect Poroshenko as 

the Prime Minister now, he's a reasonable guy". I think Petro Poroshenko was also 
played with because of the conflict in 2005, when the Cabinet of Ministers was 
dismissed, was lined up consciously and primarily because of the conflict between 
Yulia and Poroshenko (In February 2005, after the victory of the Orange 
revolution, the government was formed, headed by Yulia Tymoshenko. In late 
March, the contradictions between the Prime Minister and the President began to 
grow, Yushchenko publicly acknowledged the existence of a conflict between 
Tymoshenko and Poroshenko, the then head of the National Security and Defense 
Council of Ukraine . After the political crisis and accusations of corruption, in 
September 2005 Yushchenko dismissed Tymoshenko from the Cabinet of Ministers, 
as well as Poroshenko. – "HORDON"). 

A game with me began after Yushchenko returned from the USA. He flew to 
America with the intention to support my candidacy for the post of the Chairman 
of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada), said about it, and came back and said, 
"No." In the United States they made him understand: you cannot appoint Moroz, 
we will not have him on a string, he doesn't have any accounts. 
 

- What accounts? 
Bank accounts in the West, and business. In addition, in 1994, during the 

first official meeting with the Americans, I said, "You are making a strategic 
mistake by moving NATO to the East, you can not do this. I have never been 
dependent on that country.  
 

- But Tymoshenko in 2006 claimed that for the entry into the coalition 
with the Party of Regions and Communists you paid $ 300 million. 

Liashko fulfilled her assignment. And during the parliamentary crisis of 
2006-2007, Yulia joined the campaign of persecution of me in the press, and in the 
media the theme emerged about 300 million, although, remember, neither she nor 
other members of the party BYuT when discussing my candidacy did not say a 
word against, because they didn't want to see Poroshenko in office. I filed a suit for 
libel and won. Do you know what Tymoshenko stated after it? "Oh, I was wrong, 
Moroz was paid not 300 but 350 million." And when the authorities declare today: 
supposedly, we will return the funds to Ukraine stolen by Yanukovych, I answer: 
"Go farther! Don't stop at Switzerland. Go to London, for example, maybe, you 
can find Yulia's, and my "350 million", I will return mine immediately".  

I meet different people, tell what really happened after the Orange 
revolution. People seem to understand, agree, and then say, "Nevertheless I will 
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vote for Yulia, she's suffering for us". Apparently, this psychology cannot be 
changed. As they say, people deserve their government. 
 

- Does it affect you that many people in Ukraine consider Moroz a 
traitor? 

"Many" – is a bit of an overstatement. But, of course, it affects, I'm a real 
person. Moreover against me a national information machine was launched, day 
after day repeating the same thing, it worked. Goebbels was right when he said that 
a lie repeated a thousand times becomes the truth. And I always want to ask: 
"People, who exactly did I betray?".  
 

- The essence of the claims from the side of civil society is reduced to 
one: it is you with your faction in 2006-2007 collapsed the orange coalition 
together with the Party of Regions and the Communist Party. 

Had I signed the agreement on the coalition between "Our Ukraine" and the 
Party of Regions? No, but it was done. They had only to show that the orange 
coalition failed because of the disagreement of the socialists and personally of 
Moroz. The coalition was collapsed by Yushchenko, he had to play along with the 
business people from the Party of Regions and the party Our Ukraine. 

In fact, the cause of the collapse is as well that Yushchenko and 
Tymoshenko hated each other. The essence of mutual hostility is not in 
embroidered shirts and jugs, but in gas. Or rather who will control the pipe: 
"RosUkrEnergo", which Yushchenko was interested in, or "ITERA" interests of 
which Yulia lobbied for. ("RosUkrEnergo AG" is a company on the resale of 
natural gas in Ukraine, as well as Eastern and Central Europe, in 2004-2009 it 
was the intermediary in gas supplies to Ukraine and the EU. Company was owned 
by the oligarch Dmytro Firtash and Russian "Gazprom". "ITERA", a Russian gas 
company, owned by the state oil and gas company "Rosneft". – "HORDON") 

I just then met with Yulia Tymoshenko, but one thing bothered her: "How to 
make the government strong, and the President weak?". Yushchenko also repeated 
constantly: "What to do with Yulia?". After the dissolution of the Parliament and 
new elections, Tymoshenko and others have the ability to create, finally, "pure" 
orange coalition, but in the end, it immediately began, "she works" and so on, as I 
warned. But the socialists did not prevent them. 
 

- According to the results of early elections to the Supreme Council 
(Verkhovna Rada) in 2007, the socialists did not get into the Parliament, and 
you are, in fact, left the big politics.  

I did not leave the politics, just kept out of its public part, and I am not 
young. I don't want my name to be once again badmouthed in the press. 

Okay, I did not ally with Yushchenko, but why was not he supported in the 
presidential election in 2010? Why fell his rating from 50% down to 1%? Because 
Yushchenko was a windbag, I had just seen it much earlier than others, and I was, 
unfortunately, right. Namely Yushchenko's policy has prepared the ground for 
ventures of Yanukovych. So, what Moroz is to blame for? When I realized that 
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socialists somehow took the role of traitors – I stopped playing their games. I 
presented you a book of poems, open and find there... 
 

- ...a poem devoted to Tymoshenko and Yushchenko? 
No, I did devote poems to them. It is impossible to consider an inscription 

written during the conduct of the meeting, when the BYuT voted unanimously for 
the law on the Cabinet of Ministers. On the eve Yu.Tymoshenko said that she 
would vote for it, "unless a star falls from the sky". So I wrote: 
 

A star fell from the sky, 
Moreover - right on the CabMin. 
We vote like it needed 
If you damn well us pay! 

 
I have carefully studied the Psalter and its interpretation, in preparation for 

the translation of the "Psalms of David" by Taras Shevchenko into Russian (he 
learned reading and writing with the Psalter). And I found in the interpretations 
that worried king David. Every time he turned to the Lord: "Explain, I live 
righteously, respect all the canons, honor You, but why do they hate me?". And St. 
Theophanes explained the reason of hatred in such a way: if a person leads a godly 
life, he/she becomes an example for others, but people do not want to live like this, 
because it's hard. They realize their sin, and that is why godly people cause the 
irritation, they slander, bear false accusations.  

And the inertia of slander and lies die hard. From time to time it's supported 
by some people. A recent example – an interview with Ye. Marchuk in the 
"Boulevard". In the conversation about the "Association of four people in Kaniv" 
he dragged my "contacts" with P. Symonenko and others. What for does he need 
it? I understand that with age the memory gets worse. In such cases, we must turn 
to the witnesses of the events. It is enough to read published 12 years ago, the 
memoirs of General Oleksandr Nezdolia. In 1999 he was head of the electoral 
headquarters of Ye. Marchuk*. He convincingly confirms (many knew it), that 
Marchuk, and not only he acted in collusion with L. Kuchma, according to the 
scheme, where there was a "terrorist attack" in Kryvyi Rih, as L. Kuchma said to 
his visitors in his office: "We have worked only against Moroz, not against 
Vitrenko, Marchuk..." 

- When did you meet with Viktor Yanukovych last time? 
_________________________ 

* "...I offered him a number of activities, insisted on the need to intensify the campaign. 
He listened to me, and then suddenly... recommended: "You know what? Slow down. Then it will 
be easier to live. Have you understood what I mean?". 

"...I remembered a recent conversation with one of the leaders of the SSU, which, as a 
friend told me that the fate of the election is already decided. And Ye. Marchuk secretly made a 
deal with Kuchma. 

 Nezdolia O., Nesterenko S., Nesterenko E. "Dossier of the General of state security 
Oleksandr Nezdolia". Bila Tserkva. LLC "Chervona Ruta – Trus", Private Company "Delta", 
2003., p. 424-425. 
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In 2010, a week before the Constitutional Court made an unconstitutional decision. 
(On 30th September 2010 the Constitutional Court of Ukraine abolished the 
constitutional reforms that were adopted in 2004. Since this date the Constitution 
of 1996 has been again in force. In fact, Yanukovych has expanded his presidential 
powers unlimitedly. – "HORDON"). In Yanukovych's office, I asked: "Viktor 
Fedorovych, you now seek to return the 1996 Constitution. Why, what power do 
you still need? You completely paralyze the local government. And then You will  
have to be responsible for it, being a whipping boy". Yanukovych said: "I'm law-
abiding, if the Constitutional Court takes this decision, so be it". After that, I never 
even met him, there was nothing to talk about. How it has ended – all know. 
 

- Throughout the year in the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) there 
were a lot of scandals. Do you think the collapse of the coalition and the 
parliamentary crisis can happen in Ukraine? 

No, the current coalition will hold on to its seats. But I doubt that they will 
gather 300 votes for the bill on amending of the Constitution in the second reading. 
Although everything can happen, in fact new elections are ahead. The tragedy in 
Kyiv on 31st August* is indicative. Its beginning is the sessional meeting. Indeed 
brilliant arguments of V. Hroisman about the capabilities of the developed self-
government, cannot help attracting the need for decentralization. But it is obvious 
that there is not all this staff in the text of the draft law, but the deputies are 
forced to vote under the influence of Patriotic appeals that are not related to 
the subject matter. Others, knowing about the flaw of the draft, do not talk about 
it, but they use the disputes over the status (supposedly) of some separate areas. 
The standoff is artificially created, it is projected for the coming local elections: 
some seek to expand the base of influence and the use of the administrative 
resources, others –to attract voters' attention with patriotic rhetoric. 

But we offered the solution before the election of P. Poroshenko, before the 
last Maidan. The way out is to make amendments to the Constitution which really 
guarantee the decentralization and the provision of the local councils with 
functions and capabilities, as it is practiced in Europe. The content of these 
amendments was published two years ago in the " "Legal Herald" " in the form of a 
draft new wording of the current Constitution. Legally, politically and 
economically (financial) strong advice provided there remove the problem of 
"special status". 

What is really proposed by the government in the constitutional 
amendments, the draft budget for 2016 will show soon. There 
"decentralization" will be formulated by money. It is not long to wait. 

But the pseudo-patriots cannot wait. This is the second part of the tragedy - 
near the walls of the Parliament. They need to demonstrate their love for Ukraine 
and hatred towards all who do not agree with them. 

The victims of innocent children in the uniform of the national guard with  
 
____________________ 

* A provocation with the victims near the building of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna 
Rada) 
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the same rights to life as those opposing them, will leave its mark. The state, 
government must act quickly, fairly and… brutally. In this part I fully share the 
reaction of P. Poroshenko. Evil must be punished, absolutely. The performers 
should be responsible, organizers and those, financing, in fact, a bloody 
provocation. 

The West, meanwhile, is tired of the constant visits of the Ukrainian  
authorities, annoyed by the visit of Poroshenko and Yatseniuk’s conversations: 
"Give us the money, we will govern". Do not say, but do something, especially in 
the economy and the tax system, where we need immediate reform. But if people 
at the helm of the power have personal business in the first place, then the rest 
of the Ukrainians cannot wait for anything good. 

 
- Do not you see any current politician who would really push through 

reforms in the country? 
There are experts, but nobody invites them on TV (and to the power). Who 

cares? To Kolomoiskyi's on "1+1"? No! To Pinchuk on ICTV? No! To Firtash on 
"Inter"? He "saves" Ukraine in Austria with the ideas of employers.  

In each faction there are smart people, but no one to turn to. Poroshenko is 
out of contact, as well as others. People are brainwashed by the propaganda, and 
investment of money in it. So their reaction is predictable. I was, by the way, 
invited in 2012 to the opening of a new session. There I wrote a quatrain: 

 
The German says: "Parliament ist Lieben",  
I am not, of course, as such the one.  
Moroz is not really needed,  
Liashko and Lytvyn are in demand. 
 

The latter conducted a campaign in such a way, offering themselves as 
rescuers. They received support. 

 
- How do you assess the work of Volodymyr Hroisman as the Chairman 

of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada)? 
Before him Turchynov was the Chairman. Then he was totally dependent on 

Yulia, and now, it seems, came out from the influence. Outwardly, at least. 
Hroisman is a smart guy, knows how to get along, to seek compromise, but he is 
too dependent on the President. Hroisman was a good mayor of Vinnytsia, but 
when he now talks about local self-government, all the time I want to say him, 
"Zachepylivka and Vinnytsia are different things". We have almost destroyed the 
village with the administrative reform and the "decentralization", "clean" 
Ukraine from Ukrainians. 

Support has to be looked for where people live. Smart people. In 1999, 
during the presidential elections, I conducted my campaign in the villages. Almost 
at every meeting the light was "accidentally" turned off, I had to meet with voters, 
literally, by candlelight. In one of the villages people played chess. I played chess 
with one, he was a mechanic, he was called Ivan. I see, after a few moves I will 



 508 

give him a checkmate, I say: "Ivan, let's have a draw!". He agreed. The next day, 
the villagers said to him, "You would've lost anyway, Ivan", but he answered: "no, 
the Chairman of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) himself shook my hand, I 
drew". 

In a day at the same village Kuchma was brought. The task of the office of 
Leonid Kuchma, was that their chief never had the opportunity to say impromptu. 
But suddenly Kuchma appealed to the brigade of tractor drivers: "Maybe someone 
has questions to me?". And then Ivan, the chess player said: "I have. Mr Kuchma, 
tell me, if we were both on a desert island would we survive or not?". Kuchma was 
not expecting such a question, got confused, but Ivan replied himself: "Do not 
think, we would have survived! But only on the condition that I'd be the boss". 
Such brave people should be elected to the bodies of self-government. And the 
law should guarantee them conditions favourable for the efficiency of their self-
government. 

 
- What is your attitude to the work of Leonid Kuchma in the contact 

group on settling the situation in Donbas? 
I doubt that Kuchma participates because he desires it. He has no other 

option, he has sins that could become known. There is evidence that under 
Yushchenko, and Yanukovych, his son-in-law Viktor Pinchuk was forced to do 
everything so that the Honhadze case was not investigated. But after the victory of 
Euromaidan the case was stalled again, the new motive: supposedly, Kuchma is 
busy, decides matters of state in the negotiations. But what for was he needed in 
the negotiations – it is the question to Poroshenko, I have no answer.  

 
- Were not you asked to participate in the contact group? 
I am, by their standards, not such an influential politician. If they had asked, 

I most likely, would have agreed. But it will not happen. 
 

- Almost a year ago, on 27th August 2014, your longstanding ally in the 
party, the Director of the State Property Fund of Ukraine (2005-2008), 
Valentyna Semeniuk was found dead in her own house. Do you believe in the 
official version of the investigation that it was a suicide? 

I testified to the Prosecutor and said that, I can relate the death of Valentyna 
with her professional activities being the head of the State Property Fund. She was 
a wonderful professional, remembered all the details of the privatizations, all the 
nuances. She was first to introduce audio and video materials in the Fund. She (that 
is why as well) had enough enemies, it's true.  

 
 

- Who are these enemies? 
I don't know, for investigators it is easy to find out. Although a year has 

already passed. A year after her death I was in Ruzhyn. People were at a loss, her 
relatives – in grief. 
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When was the last time you talked to her? 
Shortly before his death. She was preparing for a trip to Poland for a 

women's conference (she was in the leadership of the international women's 
movement). She was optimistic, although sometimes seemed emotionally 
withdrawn. She asked: "Were You at the inauguration of Poroshenko?", I said, 
"Yes." She sighed: "Nobody invited me". She felt that she could be useful to the 
affairs, the country, people, the state, but nobody needed her. It is a painful 
condition for professional serving people, the state, but not mammon or the 
authorities. 

 
- Do You feel the same? 
I have an outlet – literature, I am on the air on a radio "Culture", according 

to the comments I know how many people listen to it. I have been retired for many 
years, but every day in my office, I came earlier than many others, and later leave. 
I have a lot to do. 

 
- At the beginning of the interview you said that you considered the 

movement of NATO to the East of Europe to be the strategic mistake. And is 
Ukraine's desire to join the North Atlantic Alliance also a strategic mistake? 

Of course. Let's imagine that Ukraine has become a member of NATO, then 
on our Eastern border there may be contradictions between the Russian Federation 
and the Alliance. Or, God forbid, Russia will occupy all of Ukraine, then the 
border with NATO will be in our Western regions. Anyway, the confrontation 
between the USA and Russia will be held in Ukraine. The tension will provoke a 
clash, as during the Cuban missile crisis. 

I believe that for both the West and Russia it is beneficial that between them 
there was a neutral democratic state, when opposing forces are separated from each 
other. That's why I advocate for a neutral status of Ukraine, agreed in the UNO. As 
in Switzerland. 

 
- Is the essence of today's conflict in Donbas that NATO is moving East, 

not in the fact that Ukraine actually started to go away from the Russian 
sphere of influence? 

It is also true. But, unfortunately, we did not come out from under the 
influence of Russia, especially in energy and industrial cooperation. In order to 
eliminate the influence of the Kremlin we need to develop our own economy. 
There is one way here: to change the system of government, reform it, and not 
to organize even stronger centralization under the guise of decentralization. 
 

- Did not Kuchma during two terms of his presidency balance between 
the West and Russia? In the end, it ended how it ended – at first orange 
Maidan and then Euromaidan. 

I would argue that Kuchma properly balanced. Back in the mid-1990s, we 
had to raise the question of holding the Meeting on security and cooperation in 
Europe and the world, as it was in Helsinki in 1975. From 1994 until 1998, I met 
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with all the heads of the parliaments of Europe, with the majority of presidents. We 
have agreed to hold in Kyiv in March 1998 the meeting of heads of parliaments of 
Europe, to develop a strategy for Ukraine. There was a decision of the PACE 
Bureau. Suddenly I got to know, that Kuchma gave the command "retreat" on his 
channels in administration and Ministry. 

I immediately called: "Mr Kuchma, is it true?". He explained to PACE his 
decision by the fact that otherwise one political party (referring to my Socialist 
party) will have the advantage (then there were parliamentary elections). I told him 
I would not appear at the meeting, he should go, just to take a chance, because then 
Ukraine, as a state, renounced nuclear weapons, was still considered. But Kuchma 
canceled everything. I think it's not a betrayal, but elementary stupidity. Well... 
our rulers are not mature enough to understand the state as a subject of world 
politics. 

In spring 2004, long before the Orange revolution, I talked with Putin about 
the idea of Meeting on security and cooperation in Europe and the world. Why 
him? I needed a solid initiator, the country whose opinion would be considered. 
Putin asked to explain everything in detail and with arguments. I sent him the 
handwritten document in a single copy. The essence was reduced to one thing: we 
must show the initiative, to convene a Meeting on security and cooperation, 
because the world has changed, interests changed, it is necessary to develop new 
rules. 

 
- And what did the President of the Russian Federation reply to your 

offer? 
He got interested. Later I heard that in some of his public statements this 

idea slipped, but after the Orange revolution, Putin abruptly changed again, began 
to perceive the world only in black and white, sharply stepped up the rhetoric 
against the West. 

I think the war in Ukraine is the result of a huge geopolitical division of the 
world in recent years. Redistribution solely in the interests of big business and 
financial systems. Many people somehow ironic say about world government, do 
not believe in its existence, but it is there. 

 
 - I'm sorry, are you seriously talking about Masonic lodges, the world 

behind the scenes and the Rothschilds who control everything on Earth? 
I'm talking about the Federal reserve system of the USA, which analyzes the 

economic situation in the world and doing everything for the dollar to be the 
strongest (and, in fact, only!) currency. World War I destroyed the Russian 
Imperial ruble and the German mark, the Second World War started according to 
the same scenario, the global economic crisis of 2008 also began from the United 
States. What to argue about, if the American government and the President are also 
servants? 

 
- I did not understand, whose "servants"? 
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Huge American financial corporation, which consists of 12 people 
representing the biggest banks. 

 
- That is, when the President of the Russian Federation declares that the 

colored revolutions, including both Maidans, were arranged by the USA - is it 
not paranoid in your opinion? 

I will not talk about the health of Putin. But he doesn't seem to understand 
that such statements do not solve the problem either of Russia or Ukraine. 

 
- What makes you think that the Kremlin is concerned about the 

problems of Ukraine? On the contrary, the more volatile it is in our country, 
the better it is for "brotherly" state. 

I think that Poroshenko and Putin really need to talk face to face. 
 

- What about, if the goals are different: Ukraine needs to break free 
from the influence of Russia and the Russian Federation – vice versa wants in 
any case not to let Ukraine go. 

You argue a bit straightforward. The different interests of Ukraine and 
Russia are not an obstacle to end the war, the goal should be one – stop the 
massacre in Luhansk and Donetsk regions. Even more so, the war in Ukraine 
does not solve internal problems of Russia, either old ones, or new ones. It does 
not need to show its muscles in the Donbas, but to think about the prospects of its 
East, where a thousand kilometers to the call of "Van!" (Ivan -translator's note) no 
one will respond. 

 
- Is Putin concerned about the internal economic problems of Russia? I 

think one of the Kremlin's task is to maintain its influence in the former 
Soviet space.  

After thousands people dead in the Donbas the rift between our countries is 
enormous. But in 10 years at the Donetsk station two disabled people in 
wheelchairs will meet. I write about it in one poem. One was on the side of 
"Donetsk People's Republic"-"Luhansk People's Republic", and the other was on 
the side of Ukraine. And nobody needs both. Maybe then they will ask the main 
question: what were we fighting for? Maybe they need to think about now? 

 
- I don't know what the separatists are fighting for, but judging by the 

interview of ATO (Anti-Terrorist Operation) volunteers, in 2014 they left to 
defend the Donbas for the Russian tanks not to move deep into Ukraine and 
capture the South-Eastern regions. 

You are right, but did I say that it was not necessary to defend ourselves? 
Necessary. But I say, the war could not be allowed to happen. 

 
- Mr Moroz, we have what we have. Let's start from today's realities. 

What should we do: win back the occupied territories or build the wall and 
freeze the conflict? 
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Maximally enhance diplomatic contacts, really reform the system, but not to 
manipulate. War in any case will end, but today it is necessary to halt the carnage 
and take control of the border for "humanitarian convoys" not to roam from 
Russia. And still it is necessary to realise: war is evil for Ukraine, Russia and even 
Europe which suffers as well from the imposed sanctions. 
 

- I have not understood what does it mean "evil"? 
The USA have global interests and objectives. They have, relatively 

speaking, objective nature, based on the internal situation there. One of them is to 
replace Russian energy resources in Europe with the American ones, plus to turn 
Ukrainian land into a commodity, and our country – into a resource appendage. 
Look at the Baltic States: neither in Latvia nor in Lithuania there is no land that 
belongs to them: all is sold or leased. 

 
- Sold and leased to whom? 
Swedish and German banks. Because of what did we have constant conflicts 

with Kuchma? He, too, was turning the Ukrainian land into a commodity, 
Tymoshenko, by the way, sought it as well, but in other ways.  

 
- Does it mean that the desire of Ukraine to join the EU was also a 

strategic mistake? 
I am the first politician to have said 17 years ago that Europe should be 

built in Ukraine. Then many people giggled. I know that the vast majority of 
citizens are not even familiar with the agreement with the European Union, and I 
scrupulously went through it in detail long before the Euromaidan. I am convinced 
that the political part of the agreement should have been signed immediately 
and even unilaterally – it was in the interests of Ukraine, because it was about 
reforms of the Prosecutor's office, judicial system, the fight against corruption and 
decentralization. That we ourselves have to do. As for the economic part of the 
agreement with the EU, those who worked on it, did not defend the interests of 
Ukraine, there are many controversial things there. 

 
- For example? 
Adaptation of the energy system of Ukraine and Europe. We have different 

frequency, on the border with the EU there are only two transitions (with direct 
current), while on the border with Russia, we have about 40 transitions. Did those 
who wrote the economic part of the agreement, calculate how much the 
construction of new transitions would cost Ukraine? Who and when will do it? It is 
not written in the agreement, as well as many other things. This is just one 
example.  

I will repeat the main thing again: neither the European Union, nor the 
West will help us if we don't have real decentralization, rather than the 
administrative reform. But first we need to solve fundamental issues of tax and 
budgetary system at local level.  
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I believe, however, Ukraine will remain the sovereign state, will definitely 
get back the Donbas, as well as the Crimea. But we need to deal with the economy, 
taxes, and real decentralization, and not introduce the institution of prefects, who 
will control the executive bodies at local level, carrying out supervision (new 
function) over the bodies of self-government. 

Life will force us to do what I and my supporters have been offering for 
many years. Unfortunately, time is being lost, people get hurt, blood is shed... 

 
 
 
          02.09.15 
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From the Interview to From-UA 
EVERYONE must be responsible for the future 

 
- Mr Moroz, good afternoon! How do you assess what is happening now 

in Ukraine? Do You regret that now you do not actively participate in 
political life? Have you changed your opinion on Ukrainian politics over the 
past two years? In what direction? What do not you like in Ukrainian 
politics? Why? 

What is happening now in Ukraine is the result of external and internal 
influences. But, I would not touch the external ones, they are different and require 
thorough analysis. Finally, if politicians, representatives of the authorities resorted 
to such analysis, and were capable of it, then domestic factors could have 
overcome external influences, wherever they come from. It is obvious that 
domestic policy in Ukraine is conducted in a chaotic way, it reflects only a 
situational reflection of power in certain circumstances, devoid of the strategic 
forecast, therefore, of positive prospect. 

This conclusion applies not only to the current government, but the 
government that for a long time carries out a policy, conventionally called liberal. 
The institutions of the state serve the big capital, and it is guided by the sole 
interest - profit. This inevitably leads to the loss of its subjectivity by the state, it 
becomes (has actually become) the subject of geopolitics with the threat of loss of 
the statehood at all. 

The current government (unlike the previous) at least got the levers of 
control at the time when the threat is evident: the annexation of the Crimea, war, 
inflation, economic ruin. These circumstances require specific actions and make 
the government, the President, the Parliament take these actions... It has turned out 
that they lack autonomy, sense of purpose and coherence, because they were in 
power before and carry the downsides of the previous government: the merging of 
business and government, corruption, infringement of freedom of speech, 
information hypocrisy and therefore – standstill. In other words, politics in 
Ukraine has not changed. 

People are disappointed in the government. They see that instead of the 
required reforms, the government is joyful because of another loan, or a temporary 
reduction in external debt. Meanwhile, money is being devalued, salaries and 
pensions are not indexed, rates and prices grow. What to expect? What is the 
prospect? The government pretends as if everything is planned, provided, though it 
is not. And a harsh winter is ahead. 

The President is busy with diplomacy. The use of this is that Ukraine is 
among those who have imposed sanctions against Russia. But there is no other 
specific help. The volunteer movement is trying to compensate for at least part of 
what should have been done by the government. Fully valid, not plundered by their 
own citizens state. It is not surprising that European integration so far have boiled 
down to talks on visa-free regime. By the way, no one was going to do any 
analysis what will it give to Ukraine and its citizens. 
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The Parliament as an independent branch does not play its role in the 
system of government. The reasons are well known, but so what? Political 
games... instead of specifics. The absence of the system in lawmaking. They 
"worked", for example on the amendments to the Constitution, but it turned out 
that the document was prepared somewhere. Its content is not consistent with the 
declarations of the proponents, the needs of society, but deputies vote... Together 
with some media and political parties, the Parliament becomes a breeding 
ground for hatred among people. Typical in this sense was the meeting, on 31st 
August this year. and all that was outside that was named "black Monday". 

All in all, it haunts. It was possible to avoid the annexation of the Crimea 
and unrest which was identical in meaning ("Our Ukraine–People's Self-Defense 
Bloc", seizure of administrative buildings, tires, abuse of officials...) in different 
regions, but opposite in direction. It was possible to avoid bloodshed in Kyiv, 
and the war in the Donbas. I sent my proposals to everyone who had something 
to do with the power and politics earlier and later, and now. But when they have 
come to power thanks to the circumstances or money (and in general to the voters), 
they do not listen to ordinary people any more.  

Just imagine how would Ukraine develop now, if everything had been 
done as it had been suggested by me and like-minded people. (It was proposed 
to those who claimed to corresponding power status and who had received it.) Two 
years ago, a new draft of the new edition of the Constitution in force was 
published. It provides all the things that were required by both Maidans which, in 
fact, would change the system of government that would make it European, with 
broad powers of local self-government bodies that would remove the awkward 
problem of separatism, special statuses etc. It would have eradicated corruption as 
a phenomenon from public life. This truth is obvious that, what the system of 
government is – so people live. We have, honestly speaking, the criminal system, 
in it, relatively speaking, about 5% of the population feels good, the rest lives in 
poverty, suffers and begs. The draft could have been adopted by referendum, 
denying someone the right to tamper with the Constitution. To adopt it 
immediately after the election of the President. Then the Parliament would deal 
with extremely important areas of law: self-government, executive power in the 
state, tax and budget system, the courts and prosecutor's office, the electoral 
system, economic development and the creation of the national economy, support 
for entrepreneurship, protection of the environment... There wouldn't be time to 
argue, the work of the Parliament would be more efficient. Government and 
business could do specific projects, including strategic, such as transport 
corridors: the Baltic-Black Sea or the Silk road. Millions of new jobs would be 
created, infrastructure would develop, there would be investments (both our and 
foreign) in breakthrough projects, in our own "silicon valley" (Belarusians create 
it, and our nearly two and a half thousand winners and runners-up of world 
olympiads in mathematics, physics, programming, biology... all (!) are now in 
emigration). 

I see the future of Ukraine like that. It was proposed to the representatives of 
those in power. But in vain. Why? Because business and government are one and 
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the same. And business in the country of peripheral capitalism is oriented to the 
needs of the market of the "golden billion". We are as we are and we are needed 
as such – raw materials appendage to the 8-10 million population. It suits our 
big business as well. And it forms and holds power. How is it going to work? 
Clearly not in the interests of the people. The new system of government and 
elections with open lists, will gradually cut the merging of business and 
government, will do some kind of operation. That is not necessary for our business 
(and therefore the power). And the confirmation of it is the law on local elections 
with high barrier, the benefits for those who are in the parties serve the 
business. The circle is closed. Again we are waiting for Maidan so that on a wave 
of the protest the same come to power.... 

 
- In Ukraine today there are two major sets of problems: war and 

reforms. In your opinion, is there today a solution to these problems? How do 
you see this solution? 

I told about the reforms in general. They are possible only with the change 
of the system of government. Otherwise, everything is simulation of the reforms. 

I spoke about the war not once. It doesn't solve any problem either in 
Ukraine or in Russia, or in Europe. It would have to be initially the topic of 
conversation of Ukrainian and Russian presidents face to face. The neighbor can't 
continue to pretend (I cannot pick the word) to be one who hopes that someone can 
believe in nonsense "...outraged by the government in Kyiv miners took up arms" 
(where from?). And the second year they have been bombing its territory of 
residence and "humanitarian convoys" have been going through the border to the 
state, protection of sovereignty of which Russia has undertaken to guarantee. For 
whom this madness is beneficial, let the presidents decide. It is time not to 
avoid each other – people are dying. 

And then it is necessary to strive for the holding of a new conference on 
security and cooperation in Europe as Helsinki-2 but only with the decisions of a 
mandatory nature and international means of control and influence. 

These are the main points. Details can be specified. 
 

- The Yanukovych regime unprecedentedly discredited itself and the 
political forces that supported it, including the Communist Party. So now in 
Ukrainian politics there is virtually no left flank. Of course it can't last long, 
someone will occupy this niche. How do you see the new left ideology of 
Ukraine? What is its prospect? 

This ideology appeared under my editorship in the second program of the 
Socialist party of Ukraine. The content of the program of the party "Socialists", led 
by V. Tsushko is close to it. These are ideological political forces except all others. 
They, having united, must take the left niche. 

Is it difficult? Of course. Especially under the circumstances of total lie 
about the socialist by the state (government) forces. The brand of "traitors" is still 
alive. But nobody would name those whom we (including myself) "betrayed". And 
we are accuse by those who, as the mayor in the film Wedding in Malinovka, 
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changed caps, served those who were closer to power or the purse, whom the 
electors refused to trust long ago. Thus confirming that we have never pretended. 
But the inertia of falsehood works. We need to overcome it and go to the people 
with the truth. 

- Please predict what will happen to Ukraine in the next five years? 
All depends on the fact wether powers that be willlisten to us. What has been 

previously said, coincides with the needs of the people and the state. The 
representatives of all parties speak about something like that... before the election. 
But for the socialists it is life, a daily practice, the essence of the ideology. We 
must create a social state. 

And, most importantly, will they hear us? Or will they continue to listen to 
what the "authorities" say concerning "buckwheat"?... Then I will not name the 
forecast. There are no miracles. EVERYONE must be responsible for the 
future.  

 
       02.09.15
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Dear supporters! 
 

I know that the vast majority of you are among the members of the Socialist 
party of Ukraine and the party "Socialists". You are the ones who are convinced 
that Ukraine needs a social state, which can be created by truly free people. It is 
possible only after the change of the system of government, widespread changes 
of its composition so that government and business will not be one and the 
same thing, so that the slogans of social justice, destruction of corruption and 
human rights will be a constant sense of the activity of the government, and not 
only calls before the election. 

Only a strong party is capable of achieving such change in Ukraine. We 
have lost our strength because of the strife in the leadership, the weakness of some 
for material temptations. I say "our" because in both organizations there are 
primarily either people from the Socialist party, or those who can not calmly watch 
as Ukraine is led to the abyss. 

Local elections have been held. Despite their decorativeness, use of all the 
illegal things, which made normal the identical in content regime over the years 
of independence, knowing that we will be ignored, infringed, unnoticed, we took 
part in the campaign, mostly under the brand of the party "Socialists". As it was 
expected, the results are disappointing. It remains only to thank those who, 
knowing about a possible failure, went to people with our truth. 

But what of the people, let it be which lost faith and in general indifferent? 
They do not believe anyone and did not want to go to the elections. It is necessary 
to awaken them as they were awakened by the protest "Ukraine without 
Kuchma!" We awakened! Then we awakened, when the government was 
replaced by people, who called us fascists, who subsequently profited from the 
misery of the people who built their own power pedestals with the help of money, 
lies and blood, who had been sitting "in the bushes" till the people went to Maidan, 
who let the occupation of the Crimea, the murders in Kyiv, thousands of 
victims in the Donbas happen, and not only there, who replaced our commitment 
to the European content of social life with the idle talk about reforms and visa-free 
regime. 

Ukraine faces a choice: to be or not to be? We are for Ukraine, we have 
always been and remain the patriots. To prove it and to save Ukraine from disaster, 
we need to unite. Needless to explain the necessity of such a step. Backpedalling 
is unacceptable. 

I ask the leadership of political parties, their regional and district units to 
hold a joint working meeting of the asset in November this year and to 
determine there the order of uniting. If we do so – people will support us, including 
those members of other parties or non-party with similar beliefs. 

This will be the best celebration of the 24th anniversary of the creation of 
our party, the most important Ukrainian party for the people. 

I congratulate you on the occasion of our birthday! 
 
        26 October 2015 
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About the book by M. Kostynskyi 
"The Ukrainian legend. A teach-yourself guide Citizen" 

(excerpts from review) 
 

Work, its content first of all, deserves respect for its author. A large volume 
of analytical material, objective approach, responsible and well-grounded 
conclusions. Not all authors are capable of it, not to say few people are capable of 
it now and earlier as well. And if in previous years a certain author, on occasion, 
could refer to the state (the government, its ideology, censorship etc) provided 
guidance, now the content of the work is more dependent on the qualifications of 
the author and his/her... conscience. That is why there are grounds to speak about 
the highly skilled and conscientious scientist and citizen. 

...We need a system of historical knowledge, which would have replaced the 
cliches imposed by Catherine II and all subsequent rulers and their "scientific" 
servants. The system should provide clearly structured, objective knowledge of the 
history of the Motherland, and not parts of legends and "legends", through which 
the ears of the authorities peep, ancient and modern people, mythologizing and 
glorification of which only interferes with the absorption of knowledge about the 
past and present and ideas about the future. 

In my opinion, in the preparation of this work (the value can not be 
overestimated) it would be worth reducing (or removing the reasoning of ancient 
and modern thinkers, philosophers, poets and politicians...), but to introduce 
scientifically proven arguments from, let’s say, books* of V. Bilinskyi "Country 
Moscovia", O. Suleimenov "God and me", Valentyn Severniyk "Cossack state" of 
the works of P. Tolochko and others, to refer to individual (!) reasoning of T. 
Shevchenko, P. Kulish, A. Pushkin, I. Franko, M. Arkas, M. Hrushevskyi and 
other authors. 

I think the author should even more clearly express the idea that we have 
excessively nothing to be proud of in our own history, what you need to know is 
a sufficient number of heroic episodes associated with events and personalities, but 
we did not have any purposeful struggle for statehood, for independence, 
ranging from princely times to the present. Perhaps that is why now there is not 
as well. That neither Prince Volodymyr, nor Ihor, nor Khmelnytskyi (Mazepa and 
others), nor the figures of the Civil war period, nor the leaders of the party Rukh 
(Movement) later can be considered as fighters for independence. They are all – 
more or less – the creators of the Ruin. They need to be known, because they were, 
and respected because they in many cases deserve it, but not glorified, for thereby 
we create a temptation for the new rapidly changing Messiahs, without whom a 
democratic state can survive. The state does not need a Messiah, but a 
democratic System of government – it should be studied at school. 
 
 
______________________ 

* This is a subjective opinion, books that I refer to are credible because they are based 
on serious research base. 
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In this sense, many of the conclusions of the author (which I, for example, 
have never met) about the circumstances of the formation of the Ukrainian state in 
its present borders deserve the respect. At least for me they are – the argument 
against barbarism with destruction of monuments*, campaigns of renaming and the 
like, because from the history nothing can be "removed", because then it 
ceases to be the history. 

The geographical question of Ukraine is important as well. Whole Ukraine is 
our homeland. The merits of people in certain territories should not be 
overestimated in comparison with the merits of other people in other territories. 
This is a provocation of the counter of others who have their heroes, but in the end 
it is the encouragement to divisions and tensions in the society. A similar idea 
is expressed by the author. It should be clearly delineated as a separate extremely 
important conclusion. 

Some suggestions and comments. 
1. Was it worth using abstracts of the individual authors so widely? 

Excessive citation of one reduces the value of the author’s work. 
2. In the book there are sometimes estimates which are too early made. So at 

least evaluation of the "revolution of dignity" is perceived. It's too high title of 
what happened, especially the name has not been confirmed by the results. 

3. In the evaluation of various situations it is not necessary to use stereotypes 
in which there is little content. For example, (p. 13) records that "... all our troubles 
during the independence era began when in 1991 when Pro-Communist those in 
power remained authorities...". Firstly, who could have replaced them? I wrote 
about it back in the early 90s, where the authorities tried to give the "patriots" – 
former Communists - it didn't work because to control it is not enough to 
proclaim the slogans, it is necessary to be able to do something. Secondly, the 
argument would have been relevant if the fact were compared with the 
consequence – what positive happened during the already "non-communist" rule. It 
turns out there is not anything to compare with. 

In the same way (p. 22) the claim to the leadership sounds "in terms of the 
origin of the market economy...," for allegedly destroyed agricultural sector. No, 
it was a planned action, during which the so-called "national democrats" 
supported the "Pro-Communist" Leonid Kuchma (recognized at that time in 
Europe and overseas as the initiator of democratic and market reforms, which 
whom only the Parliament and its Chairman prevented from being that) in the 
President's steps aimed at the destruction of the village and the agricultural sector. 

- You are not fighting for Ukraine's statehood, - I said to D. Pavlychko, - you 
are fighting against the system of the Soviet power and for this you are trying to 
destroy the system of farm management because it involves collectivist principles. 

 
____________________ 
 * vandalism has never and nowhere been a characteristic feature of the state building. 

The fury of its supporters is a demonstration of their stupidity and desire to divert suspicion from 
themselves regarding the own weakness and primitiveness of those whom they consider to be 
their leaders. It is a search for justification of actions that ultimately hurt and harmed the people 
and the state. 
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They have destroyed and achieved things, against which the so-called 
"supporters of the Communism" were. 

Such questions are very complicated. 
4. In my opinion, it is necessary to avoid too wide generalizations as (p. 29) 

"the representatives of the modern... power, in addition to "honoraria" for voting... 
"kickbacks" for the necessary resolution..." etc here and in the next paragraph. 
Such phrases require clarification, concretization, because we are talking about "A 
teach-yourself guide" (!). I (and dozens of dozens of other deputies) did not know 
any "honoraria" either for voting and not even a penny for "writing" and thousands 
of publications, holidays abroad are not subsidized by the state, help on spa 
vacation (used it three times in 18 years) is enough for 4 days, about luxury items – 
all nonsense... That what was confiscated from the estates of Yanukovych and his 
ilk, is an exception that discredits the government, but does not give a right to 
generalization. It is a crime, but if you consider that "all are criminals there...", 
then you have to seek assessment of those who elect their own government. 

And to draw conclusions about how to change the situation, because 
"revolution" turns out not to change anything. 

5. In the part, concerning the medieval history of Ukraine (pages ...70...90) 
there are brilliant insights about the inadmissibility of the use of myths 
concerning superiority of Ukraine. I think it would be worthwhile to refer to the 
study of B. Suleimenov made by him to the text "The Tale of Igor's Campaign", 
where he rightly speaks of the interpenetration of cultures of the Steppe and 
Ruthenia, that would explain a lot, especially for those who are trying to rewrite 
history. 

On page 84 it is said that O. Nevskyi "... later defected to the Horde". V. 
Bilinskyi also cites evidence that he became the Prince thanks to the service to 
the Horde, 18 years after living surrounded by Khan, has a special affinity with 
him, that is why he became "Genghisid". 

6. It seems questionable (article 128) a comparison of the situation in 
Ukraine (2014-2015) with the political infighting between the Left-bank Ukraine 
and the Right-bank Ukraine in 1658-1659. Here some outward signs are 
insufficient. 

Also untenable is the alleged method (page 139) regarding the prospects of 
Ukraine with Peter I. In the history, I think, it should not be written although the 
idea looks nice. However, it is the copyright. 

7. I consider a chapter regarding the period of the October revolution and the 
Ukrainian liberation competitions to be thorough. It should be attentively read and 
absorbed by everyone who wants to understand why people did not support the 
Ukrainian People's Republic and other formations and why, for example, we 
cannot make a "hero" from Petliura. 

So objectively the events of the Great Patriotic War and what happened at 
that time in Ukraine are covered. It would be worth giving to read it to the current 
leadership of the Institute of Remembrance. 

8. There is impropriety regarding the events of 19-24 August, 1991 (M.I. 
Gorbachev knew about the essence of the events, agreed with them, a continuation 
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"of the development of the constitutional communism" – the definition is 
"made up", the Supreme Council gathered in a timely manner, and Kyiv "woke 
up" not late, the Communist Party was banned illegally (I say this as about a 
fact, not being a lawyer of the Communist Party, particularly its current leadership 
in Ukraine and Russia). 

V. Ivashko, by the way, fought "desperately with the awakening of 
national consciousness." This is not so, quite the contrary. 

9. It is not worthwhile to state categorically about "termination of global 
confrontation between the East and the West." It didn't stop, its nature and content 
changed. 

10. Pages 208-209 require careful correction. The fact that "entrepreneurial 
initiatives... were being destroyed by blue-and-yellow communist bureaucracy" 
needs detalization, so as not to remind of pseudo-definition "Judeo-Bandera". 

Even more invented seem to be theses on power fuelling climate of 
hostility between the entrepreneurs and the passive majority. 

The thesis about "the agony of collectivism" is not better. By the way, 
commercial products for Ukrainians are given only enterprises where "agony" is 
successful. There people in the villages remained, schools are not closed, there is 
the prospect of settlements and people. 

11. Page 211. In the phrase of B.Yeltsin, the word "Russian" should be 
replaced by "the Minister". I heard this statement from B.Yeltsin personally. 

12. Pages 213-214. Yu. Tymoshenko was not the leader of the so-called 
Orange revolution. The struggle between her and V. Yushchenko has long been 
understood, described, in particular, by me many times since 2007 (see the book 
"Interview for you" and dozens of publications). 

Romanticizing of the image of Yu. Tymoshenko in the work is incorrect, 
especially on page 215 it is actually confirmed. 

She does not differ from other oligarchs: concerning either interest, or 
intentions, or moral. She is more of a skilled demagogue (in this sense only the 
current President can compete with her), the content of demagoguery is acceptable 
for the layman, who responds only to a momentary external sounds, ignoring that 
the essence of them is often opposite to the previous statements and is 
diametrically to actions. Land relations, gas problem, fees, pension system, 
election laws, privatization, constitutional order... on these questions you can 
find her slogans which contradicted each other. However, it is characteristic for 
many, if not most politicians. 

13. Page 237. In the Constitution the "Patriotic ideology" cannot be fixed. 
The ideology of the state manifests from the "Fundamental principles" of the 
Constitution. Another thing, whether it is in practice or not. 

The reference to "leader" is superfluous. Ukraine does not need this 
(see the experience of Sweden, Austria, the Netherlands...). 

14. Page 263. Russia was "a powerful generator of ideas of the world 
revolution," not until the dissolution of the USSR, but until the exile of L. Trotskyi 
(1927). 
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One cannot repeat tired cliches about "special privileges... and the benefits 
of the communists and the party elite". Take a ride on the dam below Kyiv, over 
the Dnieper and other rivers, watch the "benefits"... There are no former party elite 
there, and the fact that it is supposed to have, nobody found so far. 

There is a similar cheap stereotype (page 265) regarding budget funding of 
themselves and their circle of those in power. Such stereotypes devalue the work. 

15. The definition of "strong government" on page 268 requires clarification 
of. 

In General the essence of a strong democratic government should be 
revealed. 

16. Page 274. "The poisoning of the presidential candidate" should either be 
omitted or in quotes. 

17. About Chornobyl, who knew etc it is better to read what was written by 
V. Skliarov, former Minister of energy. I can give his phone number. 

18. Page 333. It is analysis of academician V. Kliui. In Ukraine from 12 
thousand enterprises in 1991 2 farms (sovkhoz) were unprofitable 
(subsidized). Altogether. 

19. Page 346. "Language should never be used as a subject of contention". 
V. Fokin – former Prime Minister of Ukraine said that, born in Luhansk region. 
Engineer, industrialist, manager – he could have the edge over many linguists. His 
arguments should be reflected in the analyzed work. 

20. Page 355. Another "accusation" against the Communists (the third 
and fourth thesis above) is the easiest and least objective explanation of the fact. 

Please note that after the dissolution of that (!) party by M. Gorbachev has 
passed almost a quarter of the century. Maybe we as we are today are the reasons? 
The use of the definition of a person from the USSR is popular today. It is used by 
those who are trying to hide their essence, which they mean by this ridiculous 
word. 

The author himself (page 356) admits: "In hindsight, we the third decade 
have been going in circles". 

"I came not to judge the world" – is well written end of work. 
I am thankful for all the work. 

          27.11.15 
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What is the power necessary for 
(Remembering Valentyna Semeniuk) 

 
Journalists from STB channel make the material of famous people who have 

been killed recently. I was asked to talk about Valentyna Semeniuk – a deputy, the 
Head of the State Property Fund, the Chairman of the Union "Women for future of 
children", a representative of Ukrainian women in the international feminist 
movement. 

Ukraine has lost a lot because Valentyna Semeniuk is not with us. I will not 
make assumptions about the reasons of her… death. It is hard to write this word, 
because it is the antithesis of the perception of the world and the attitude to it by 
this woman – a mother, a daughter, a grandmother, a government, public and party 
leader, the nature of vulnerable and at the same time disobedient character. To this 
day the prosecution and the police would have had to establish the actual 
circumstances of the tragic point in her biography and inform the public. But... In 
any case, I have reasons to believe that she was killed by our current system of 
social life, relations between people, the place of people and the attitude of the 
state to them. And, as I testified to the investigator of the Prosecutor General's 
office, the cause of the tragedy must be sought in the professional activities of 
Valentyna Semeniuk. 

I will try to explain. Valentyna Semeniuk knew a lot, including such things 
that those who represented or represent the government would prefer to hide. She 
knew how to do a lot of things, because she had a large life practice and constantly 
worked on herself. She did many useful things for the people for a common goal, 
for the state. And she really wanted her knowledge, abilities and experience to be 
useful to everyone to lead the country at last out of the current impasse. I can good 
imagine what it means to know, offer from the heart, insist, and... in response to 
feel rejection, demonstrative indifference, and even direct or hidden opposition. 
This attitude disappoints and depresses. It is difficult to stand for everyone. 

Knowing Valentyna Semeniuk in different life circumstances, I will save the 
impressions for other times. Today I propose the readers to get acquainted with one 
of the last documents prepared by her, so you can make sure what she strove for, 
and how the implementation of its proposals would be useful today to the state and 
all of us. 

A few weeks before Valentyna Semeniuk had passed away, she left me a 
copy of his letter to the President that, if necessary, to get his support. I don't know, 
whether the head of the state received and read this letter, but the fact that the 
document demonstrates what a person concerned for the state its author was, is 
undoubted. I will allow however myself a few comments, with the content of 
which Valentyna Semeniuk agreed during our conversations. 

So. 
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To the President Of Ukraine 
Poroshenko P. O. 

 
Dear Mr. President! 

 
Let me, as a person who has a hard personal experience as the Director of 

the State Property Fund of Ukraine in the transition period of amendments to the 
Constitution of 2004, to share with You some thoughts on improving the system of 
management of the state property, including privatization of the state property. 

Firstly. Please pay Your attention to the fact that the 2004 Constitution 
significantly limits (or makes impossible) the President's influence on the 
abovementioned processes. At the same time, the President of Ukraine according 
to article 102 of the Constitution of Ukraine is "the guarantor of the rights and 
freedoms of a person and a citizen", including during privatization. This problem 
invariably leads to the conflict between the presidential and government vertical. 

According to paragraph 9 of article 116 of the Constitution of Ukraine, the 
Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine directs and coordinates the work of ministries and 
other executive bodies. 

But when before in the Constitution the right of the President of Ukraine to 
appoint and dismiss the Director of the State Property Fund of Ukraine with the 
consent of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine was established, 
today again the balance and influence of the President of Ukraine on management 
of state property is broken in favor of the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine. 

The fact that the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine has all the levers of control 
influence relative to the SPFU, including decisions of its founding and staffing 
issues, the defining of its legal status, control functions, receiving of reports, 
application of measures of responsibility is the complete subordination. 

But, based on the interpretations of the Constitutional court of Ukraine, in 
accordance with its decision dated 01.07.98 No. 09-рп, the Fund cannot be 
subordinated in general to the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine, and only in part of 
state property management. 

[Writing in bold type here and below are mine - O.Moroz]. 
The concept of subordination of bodies of executive power characterizes, as 

a rule, the higher organizational dependence of lower-level body on the body of 
higher level. 

Consequently, the State Property Fund of Ukraine, despite the Law of 
Ukraine "On State Property Fund of Ukraine", which, of course, requires 
amendments according to the Constitution in force, will be fully subordinated to 
the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine. 

The imperfection of the legislation in force, which assumes the presence of 
only two parties in the process of alienation of state property, especially in the 
constant attempts of the oligarchic clans to influence the activities of the SPFU, 
creates preconditions for corruption connections. 
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[Here and further in the document it is said that the priority in the 
privatization should be not the money but improving asset management to 
increase efficiency of production. 

This shift was most hampered by the executive power, which was not 
normal for... normal state, so Valentyna Semeniuk was seeking at least for a 
transitional period of certain neutralization of reactionary efforts of some of the 
officials, offering to engage to the solution of personnel issues a third party – the 
President]. 

According to the current edition of the Constitution the Cabinet of Ministers 
of Ukraine without the consent of the President of Ukraine introduces a submission 
on the appointment of the Director of the State Property Fund of Ukraine. 

Respecting the right of the Government coalition to form personnel potential 
of the authorities, I also pay Your attention that the full removal of the President of 
Ukraine from issues of management of objects of state ownership and control of 
the President of Ukraine as guarantor of the rights and freedoms of a person and a 
citizen", including during the privatization, is detrimental to the national security 
of the state. 

Given the above, as well as to preserve the institution of the SPFU really as 
a body to ensure effective management of state property, I ask you while amending 
the Law on the State Property Fund to take into account the need for a mandatory 
approval of the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine the candidacy for the post of 
Director of the Fund and Deputy Directors with the President of Ukraine. And to 
determine normative documents according to which the President controls the 
activities of the Fund, and at the legislative level to introduce the post of 
presidential representative in the State Property Fund of Ukraine. 

Secondly. Privatization of state and municipal property as the reform aimed 
at a radical transformation of the ownership structure in Ukraine in accordance 
with market requirements, as the process of breaking the monopoly of state 
production and creating conditions for the effective development of the private 
sector has fulfilled its task. With the end of the transition stage of development of 
the economy in Ukraine, Europe and the world have recognised our country as a 
country with market economy. 

Change in the socio-political situation in Ukraine requires to identify new 
targets, priorities and techniques of privatization. 

Now the problem of determining privatization not as a reform, but as one of 
the ways of managing state and municipal property and giving to the State 
Property Fund functions defined in the Constitution and reflected in the title of the 
state institution, the transition to the European principles of administration 
arises. 

A fundamentally new approach to ensuring effective use of state and 
municipal property is necessary and the essence of this approach lies in the 
introduction of an integrated Management program for this property and the 
abolition of the State Program of privatization. 

In this regard, the challenge of effective management of state and 
communal property in the broad sense is at the forefront. It includes both the 
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privatization of the part of the objects of state and communal ownership, and 
return of the objects into state or municipal property the owners of which have 
been ineffective and could not have provided improvement of production efficiency 
and ensure the necessary social standards. 

An extremely important part of this management system are: formation and 
maintenance of a single register of objects of state and communal ownership, 
management of corporate rights in the economic societies of state and municipal 
form of ownership, and lease of objects of state and communal ownership. 

The modern structure of the asset management of state and communal 
sectors of the economy does not provide efficient use of state and municipal 
property. 

Unfortunately, the legislation in our country is directed in general to the 
privatization of property and now there is no coherent legislative support of the 
management process. In the state it is common practice that some ministries and 
agencies - the management bodies of state enterprises - have the right to dispose 
of the property belonging to them. In addition, the practice of bringing state 
enterprises to bankruptcy was widely used and, more importantly, that the 
initiators of these bankruptcies were often the public authorities, such as State 
tax administration, Pension Fund etc. 

The main goal of the Management program should be a gradual change of 
priorities of a state policy concerning relations of ownership – from the 
privatization as a key process of transition towards a market economy, to efficient 
management of state and municipal property in the conditions of socially oriented 
market economy. [For the first year of the work of V. Semeniuk as the Director of 
the SPFU, the state has received revenue from the use of its property, including 
what was in corporate shares, more than in all previous years together]. 

Considerable attention must be paid to the management of the objects of 
communal property. These objects were donated to the bodies of local self-
government from state ownership to ensure the needs of local communities. There 
are numerous examples when state-owned facilities (including strategic), 
corporate rights of the state after the transfer of them to communal property were 
disposed of by the decision of local councils in favor of individuals in 
circumvention of the legislation on privatization. Meanwhile there is no one 
responsible for these actions, since the decision about the form and method of 
disposition is adopted by a collegial body – the session of the local council. 

The lack of a unified body to engage in public property and property 
donated to the state for the needs of local communities, has already led to the fact 
that the bulk of privatized objects were bought, at a much reduced cost, in 
addition, objects as a rule were brought into private ownership without the 
investment obligations before the state and employees. At the same time, 
legislative regulation of the process of the return of such objects in state and 
municipal property needs improvement. 

The continued existence of such practices pose a significant threat to the 
economy and security of the state. 
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I'm sure that the transition from the "Privatization program" to the complex 
"Program of management of state and communal property" will be welcomed by 
the society. 

Thirdly. The question of investment obligations. None of the countries of 
Eastern Europe that are already members of the European Union set a goal to get 
more funds to the budget from privatization. They, as a rule, carried out 
privatization to restore and create jobs, attracting long-term investment 
obligations, conducting competitions regarding not the revenues to the budget 
but so that funds went to the enterprises, that is, the economy of their countries. 

We get neither money into the budget, nor investments. 
Unfortunately, the society and the people whom this society elects into the 

bodies of legislative as well as executive power, still do not understand that the 
key issue in privatization is not money that disappears but the long-term 
investment obligations. It depends on them whether the company will work, how 
many jobs will be created, what the wages of workers will be. 

If such attention was paid to the investment then today we would have had 
an entirely different economy. Ukraine would have been different! 

Since 2005 I have tried to break the pernicious practice of 90-ies, carrying 
out the privatization exclusively for long-term investment obligations. 

Unfortunately, after my dismissal since 2009 again the neglect of the rights 
of labor collectives and the state has begun. Just a few examples. It is the 
abolition of the investment obligations of OJSC "Kryvorizhstal" in 2009, 
[Everybody s the TV show about the privatization of this enterprise, earlier appeal 
to the court of V. Semeniuk (as an individual) returned to the state. One of the best 
plants in the world was evaluated at the price of 24 billion UAH. Half of the 
proceeds so far, as far as I know, "has not been found". Illegal change of 
investment obligations has taken several hundred million $ from the staff on the 
modernization and improvement of working conditions, has thrown out part of the 
staff on the street, but increased the capital of the owner. Costs for the purchase of 
the plant, among other things, he compensated in a fantastically short time. Why 
was it necessary to sell this enterprise? 

In fact, because of the opposition to the revision of the investment 
obligations Valentyna Semeniuk was fired. Moreover, in violation of the law, not 
allowing her to report to the Parliament before it] which is a violation of the 
conditions of competition, withdrawal from the competition conditions of OJSC 
"Luhanskteplovoz" (2010) 300 mln. money investment in the company, [At the 
plant before privatization 37 thousand people were employed. Today, the local 
"patriots" from the so called Luhansk People's Republic export its equipment to 
Russia. What is this - reparations or common robbery on the part of the country, 
"not implicated in" the war in the Donbas? At the plant, according to the 
management plan, there are about 350 workers, before a strange war there were 7 
thousand of them] the sale of "Special Communication" in the composition of the 
company OJSC "Ukrtelecom", against which I protested in writing, in my 
comments to the Government, being on a post of the Director of the Fund. 
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In the absence of legislation in relation to "golden share", in conditions 
when in front of Ukraine there is an external threat, namely investment 
obligations allow to keep strategic assets under a certain state control. In fact, 
with a reasonable state approach it is an element of the same "golden share" that 
can be applied to any enterprise of the state and municipal property and can take 
into account the peculiarities of this enterprise. 

I would like to focus Your attention as a "guarantor of rights and freedoms 
of the person" on investment obligations, the specifying (and increasing!) in 
contracts of sale of objects of state ownership of the terms of the fulfillment of the 
buyers' obligations (technical renovation and modernization of fixed assets, 
increasing production, making investments, phasing of the wage increases, social 
welfare of the workers, improvement of working conditions, providing workers 
with benefits and compensation for hard and harmful working conditions, 
prevention of industrial injuries and occupational diseases). 

Fourthly. Restoration of jobs. I have not had time to complete this painful 
question to me, being in the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine and as 
a Director of the SPFU, and it makes me to contact You to make specific 
proposals. 

Analyzing as the Head of the Special control commission of the Supreme 
Council (Verkhovna Rada) of Ukraine on privatization effects of ownership 
reforms, and creating as the Director of the SPFU the register of objects of state 
ownership, found out that the consequence of voucher privatization, disposition 
of objects of state ownership in circumvention of the privatization was the 
bankruptcy and closure of more than 50 thousand objects. It is as a rule, small 
and medium-sized objects, but they make up more than half of the economy of our 
state. 

Such objects do not even require the re-privatization – they are simply 
abandoned by the owners. [After the giving of all that for the scrap]. The only and 
most important asset, which remained there and about which we forgot during the 
privatization process, is skilled manpower. 

Today, many still remember our former national economic complex, when 
not only the construction of industrial facilities and infrastructure dominated, but 
the conditions for the appropriate vocational training in a particular area were 
created. And today more than 7 million Ukrainians – these once well-trained 
workers – raise the economy of other countries abroad. 

This is due to the fact that in Ukraine tens of thousands of objects were 
privatized without any investment obligations. But until that time, any social 
organization, any political force has not loudly raised the issue and paid due 
attention to article 1 of the law of Ukraine "On privatization of state property". 
This article clearly states that individuals and legal entities can be buyers "with 
the aim of improving socioeconomic efficiency of production and attraction of 
funds for the restructuring of Ukraine's economy"!!! Thus, the current Law, 
adopted in 1992, stipulated that the prospective owner having agreed to 
participate in the privatization and having acquired the enterprise, in fact, had 
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the obligation not only to boost socioeconomic activity of production, but also to 
bring in their own production investment funds. 

The owners who stopped production, proved ineffective, leaving these 
companies to the mercy of fate, and therefore violated the Law. These not working 
objects need to be immediately returned to state ownership. 

To accomplish this, it is not necessary to wait for the adoption of new laws –
the existing law on privatization is sufficient. The only thing needed at the 
legislative level is to develop a mechanism for the return of abandoned objects. 

After returning of enterprises into the state and communal property it is 
urgent with the participation of local authorities to hold investment tenders for 
renovation of jobs and production, maintaining the profile of the enterprise, and 
for the recovery time for them to be legally exempt from taxation. [This requires a 
real, not fake decentralization]. 

According to preliminary calculations, the implementation of the complex 
program "Jobs recovery" will allow: 

- only on rebuilt not working objects to restore 2.5 million jobs; 
- to bring home the lost generation, the lost employees; 
- to reduce the risk of job loss for the already employed, because the 

employers will try to preserve jobs for workers; 
- to raise the wages at the working enterprises due to competition among 

employers; 
- to give impetus to the development of local business, after all, taking part 

in investing, it will get tax benefits; 
- to revive the villages and towns. 
I am sure, taking of corresponding measures for the restoration of jobs will 

allow you to stop the processes of de-industrialization in our state and give 
impetus to small and medium business for rapid development. 

Fifthly. The issue of creating the national property treasury. 
While still being the Director of the SPFU, I had been working on 

strengthening the interaction between the SPFU with the National Bank of Ukraine 
with the purpose of substantial increase of gold value reserves of the state, 
supplementing them with a property component. 

The mechanism of fulfillment of these proposals was fairly simple. This work 
of the NBU and the SPFU was partially done in accordance with the Law of 
Ukraine "On electronic circulation of securities". It was assumed by the 
assessment of all property asset of the state to determine its monetary value and 
to make the national Bank of Ukraine its only keeper. Thus, to the gold value 
reserves of the NBU the property resources of the state could be included, which in 
turn would increase the potential of the state due to significant actual increase in 
these reserves. 

The second important factor for the creation of this system a mechanism to 
convert a property component in the actual cash was provided during the 
privatization of objects of state ownership and accumulation of funds from it on 
the special account of the NBU. 
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In addition, the abovementioned system significantly increased the 
transparency of use of objects of state ownership. 

Despite the presidential Decree dated 14 May 2008, №436 "On elaboration 
of the issue of the creation of the treasury of the state to ensure the national 
security of Ukraine" initiated by me as a Director of the SPFU, neither the NBU, 
nor the Government properly responded to its implementation. [As Valentyna 
Semeniuk explained, only within a year since the signing of the Decree there had 
been about 20 official initiatives to abolish this Decree. I wonder who was the 
initiator of the Decree now? At least, there is a doubt, otherwise there would be no 
fights over the privatization of Odesa Port Plant, which was referred to the 
property treasure of the state]. The explanation for their unwillingness to seriously 
tackle this problem (as these bodies reported in writing) was enough, in their 
opinion, amount of gold value reserves for maintaining currency. Then, as You 
know, we have already had the devaluation of the national currency twice. 

Once again I would like to note that the State Property Fund and the 
National Bank of Ukraine have all the opportunities, appropriate technical and 
professional capacity to create a reliable state system of the prevention of the 
shadow use of property, the organization of work to increase the reserves of the 
state. In the system of public property treasure not only corporate rights, owned 
by the state should be included, but government and state-owned enterprises as 
well as enterprises not subject to privatization and which ensure national security. 
To implement this, the SPFU should ensure maintenance of register of such 
objects. 

In the framework of the fulfillment of the functions of storage of securities of 
the state treasury objects it is necessary to entrust the National Bank of Ukraine 
depository activities in respect of these securities. Meanwhile, in the cooperation 
with the State Securities and Stock Market Commission of Ukraine it is expedient 
to develop a regulatory act on Depository servicing of securities based on their 
characteristics. 

The solution to this problem is proposed to organize in two stages. 
At the first stage it is expedient to provide for the development of the 

necessary joint regulatory acts in the system of the current legislation of Ukraine. 
Later at the second stage to provide the relevant amendments to legislation 

in force. 
The state could use namely the funds of special accounts of the NBU,  to 

carry out such necessary reforms (including pension one). 
In addition, the fulfillment of the mentioned idea would keep from 

uncontrolled use of the special fund, since the use of funds from privatization, rent, 
dividends would be impossible without corresponding sanctions from the NBU, as 
well as it would considerably reduce disposition of state property in 
circumvention of the privatization procedures. 

Many analysts now say that "the inclusion in gold value reserves of the 
National Bank of warehouse receipts for tangible assets, in particular, grain and 
metal". This is despite the fact that the state has a property asset that could act not 
only as a stabilizing factor for the national currency, but could be the impetus for 
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reforms, including to open, e.g. accumulative pension accounts of citizens of 
Ukraine. I am sure in this case, support for both the current government and 
reform process of ownership among the population will significantly increase. 

 
Dear Mr Poroshenko! 

 
Taking this opportunity, I sincerely congratulate You on nationwide 

support – election to the highest office in the state. I hope that my suggestions will 
be beneficial for You as the guarantor of the rights and freedoms of a person, 
including during privatization. 

 
Respectfully yours, 
 
Head of the Union of women of Ukraine 
"For the Future of children"     V. Semeniuk 
 
 
 
P.S. So is a document. This is the position of a person, professional whom 

we all miss. Ukraine misses her. 
 
 
        21.01.16 
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About the European choice 
 

2016 has started. New year's predictions and wishes diverge significantly. 
The fact that people want a better life and do not count on it, has become usual. 
Even the government refused from the traditional promises and assurances, 
because it feels that there are no grounds for it. The government has resorted to 
monetary measures to ensure the balance of interests and opportunities in the state, 
relying on assistance from external creditors. It is shaky and uncertain policy, 
although in a particular situation it is forced to, the corridor of capacity of the 
government, the Prime Minister in the first place, is too narrow, the budget does 
not rely on the development of the economy, its potential is undermined by the 
military paralysis of the Donbas and the loss of the Crimea, and, on the other hand, 
structural deficiency, oriented mainly on the export of raw materials. It is needless 
to say about more efficient model of economic development. No one dealt with it 
and no one does. For it the country needs its own production with increasing 
innovations and private consumption. And for it the other economic system is 
needed, to say more – other system of social life. The government, in particular, is 
not able to do anything in this direction because there is an influence of the 
powerful inertia of the mechanism previously launched of the formation of the 
economy of the colonial type in Ukraine. However, there have not been any 
necessary attempts on the part of the government, it seems, that no one was going 
to initiate them. Besides, for the implementation of difficult but necessary changes 
there is a required prerequisite – the people's trust in the government. We do not 
have it. There is none either at the central level in respect of all branches or local, 
as well. The consequences of discrediting of the state institutions during the 
protests of the Maidan manifest and subsequently, stimulated to a large extent by 
nowadays politicians, but also the execution of state functions by non-state, 
sometimes even armed bodies that does not fit into the logic of state control and 
completely contradicts the Constitution of Ukraine. The efforts of the 
authorities to gain trust (10-minute speeches of the Prime Minister, the trips and 
the speeches of the President etc) are perceived by the people, for the most part 
sarcastically. After all, "social being determines consciousness". 

In what way does Ukraine develop? What will happen to people tomorrow, 
what can they expect? The answers to these, absolutely justified, questions are not 
given by the government. The Parliament is guided by the coalition agreement, 
forgetting that it is constitutionally obliged to consider and adopt principles of the 
domestic and foreign policy. Moreover it is obliged because it claims to be the 
embodiment of the revolution. But the revolution means a change of social life. 
And what has changed? "Ordinary" citizen will answer: nothing. 

At the end of the year and at the beginning of the next one various think 
tanks estimate the prospects of individual countries, their alliances, unions and 
regions of the world. The current time predictions are disappointing for many 
people, and approximate. There are many factors that influence it, which could be 
ignored earlier. Now it is impossible to ignore, but by themselves – they are also a 
tangle of problems, the development of which is difficult to predict. Here are the 
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situation in the North of Africa and in the middle East, and nuclear testing in North 
Korea, and an unprecedented wave of refugees to Europe, and armed conflicts in 
different parts of the world, and the Ukrainian drama etc. Despite the claims of our 
leaders about the total world's support of Ukraine, its nearly consolidating role for 
the world community, actual practice requires a critical attitude to such statements. 
Ukraine for most countries is an unexpected extra trouble to help which they 
will not manage quickly, but the losses the losses for many are obvious. Ukraine is 
embedded in global processes, however, only partially as their subject, but 
mainly as an object. It must be admitted. It must be recognized as the 
consequence of our domestic policy. 

Taking into consideration the globalization, it would be possible to assert the 
consistency of the present place of Ukraine in the world and its dependence on 
global trends and processes. Yes, the dependency. But not to this extent and not to 
a complete loss of its rights to solve its problems on its own, the same "ordinary" 
person would say. However, we have to recognize as the fact the full control over 
our domestic and foreign policies from abroad, specifically by the USA. 
Whether you like it or not, whether the representatives of the authorities agree to it 
or not, but a complete dependence of our policy acquired the characteristics of a 
given. We must proceed from this, if we are honest in evaluations and intentions to 
change something. 

There is no tragedy in it, because we have no reason to believe that the 
influence of the superpower for us is absolutely harmful, there are not enough 
arguments. However, is not the government of that country mistaken in policies 
regarding Ukraine, the selected means of influence, in the sense of the results? 
Does it take right into account other factors influencing the development of the 
overall situation in the world, its future political map, the relationship between the 
countries etc? How and who will be affected by the consequences of the current 
policy? Full answer here, probably, will not be given by anyone. We are interested 
in it because it concerns the interests and perspectives of a particular person, our 
fellow citizen, that is, us altogether. This, of course, would have become a major 
concern for the Ukrainian authorities, because there is and will be the external 
influence, but there is a responsibility for their own state, society and every 
person. Responsibility handed over to the authorities by everyone during the 
elections (although, the objectivity of the elections is doubtful). 

Unfortunately, according to the plan, that has been being implemented 
during the years of independence Ukraine becomes a puppet state without its 
economy which would be focused on the internal needs of the economy, with not 
numerous population, a huge amount of which will be involved on minor works 
abroad, and "white collar" workers will work for transnational corporations, for 
which Ukraine is just a territory for earning money. 

Such a prospect has become obvious to all, though the power supposedly 
does not see it. Instead, it focuses on future membership in NATO and the EU. 
Suppose that this happens (though not quickly, for there are many things that 
hinder). But we have an agreement on EU membership, its economic part was 
signed on the terms that prevailed there for a long time based on the needs of the 



 535 

most developed countries of the Old world. Those conditions will only reinforce 
the subordination of our economy, its raw materials nature, technological lag 
from the civilized countries. It will be the economy of the colony, meanwhile 
with that level of relations which were in the world during the germ of the colonial 
system. We do not mention our quota on the acceptance of migrants. It is sufficient 
to imagine only the picture with our open spaces, climate and towns and villages 
where nobody lives. "A Holy place is never empty". 

The EU itself has internal tensions. Hopefully, it will neutralize them, it is 
useful for a globalized world. The problem of NATO should also be considered, 
taking into consideration the interests of the world. Older people remember the 
tension from the almost direct contact of the armed forces of members of the 
competing systems. In 1962, because of the appearance of Soviet missiles in Cuba 
the world came to the brink of disaster, thank God, Khrushchev and Kennedy had 
the good sense to prevent war. Our countryman General A. Lopata could elaborate 
on the nuances of the situation as one of its important characters. Will the expected 
today common border of NATO and the Russian Federation not create tension 
acuter than fifty years ago? Will there be less effort and cost needed to neutralize 
possible tension than it was half a century ago? Maybe it is not worth creating a 
new source of tension where it is better to be avoided? What do mentors of our 
leaders think about it? 

Proving the necessity of Ukraine's joining the Alliance, Ukraine's leaders 
refer to the Russian aggression and, of course, find a positive response among the 
population. This is an understandable reaction to blatant aggression – an absurdity 
which, hopefully, could be eliminated rapidly. Here the history of the creation of 
NATO and the reasons for the organization of the Alliance are worth mentioning. 
This was believed to be a defensive Alliance against threats from nominally the 
socialist camp. But today the Russian Federation has the same relation to 
socialism as the USA to communism. In Russia, as, incidentally, in Ukraine, too, 
there is the capitalist system of social life with the level of banditry higher than in 
the decent countries of the market economy. The only difference is that the 
population of the Russian Federation is infected with the Imperial syndrome 
through the media, and in Ukraine it has long eradicated that syndrome. We like 
talking about the exclusiveness of the Ukrainians, but it will not help the European 
integration of Ukraine. Obviously, the military-political confrontation between the 
East-West now has other reasons. These reasons should be studied and neutralized, 
but not used as an excuse to satisfy their interests by force, creating more threats to 
population of the neighbouring countries, i.e. for the population of Ukraine. 
Perhaps this topic is the subject of analysis at a new conference on security and 
cooperation in Europe. It is the conference, with the convening of which Europe is 
late by about twenty years. One of the issues of such a conference would be the 
role, status, composition and activities of joint armed forces, the need for which 
has not yet disappeared. 

Meanwhile, Ukraine could take on the role of a buffer zone between the 
West and the East with the approval of its neutral status in the UNO, strengthening 
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at the same time its defence capabilities, modernising troops and defences, 
involving all the interested parties. 

Clearly, the author is easy to blame for the lack of patriotism, referring to the 
current war. It is possible, but the actions and proposals towards strengthening 
the sovereignty and the end of the war are much more patrotic than 
meaningless (and possibly intentional) giving up the country and thousands and 
thousands of deaths of young heroes – the best part of the human potential of the 
country. After all, even the first steps towards a new status of Ukraine would create 
a new basis for a rapid resolving of the military conflict, its instigators would have 
lost the topic for speculating of the issues of languages, human rights, 
constitutional reforms and others. There is an immediate interest of Ukraine and 
global interest as well in it. 

It is clear that permanently neutral Ukraine would efficiently carry out its 
mission only under the condition of its transformation into a modern strong and 
democratic state. From this condition it is now extremely remote and, it seems, 
continues to rapidly recede. The main reason for that is the merging of business 
and government, which in our conditions is equivalent to the establishment of 
the triumvirate: criminality-business-power. In this triumvirate the power calls 
the shots, because it protects the interest of big business, it is essentially 
created by it, and the methods of its work are riddled with corruption. Not 
accidentally, in recent years, there has been only an imitation of fight against 
corruption, it is limited to demonstration of its effectiveness in the "upper" 
echelons, the creation of new bodies with corresponding names, accompanied by 
propaganda through TV. In fact, it all ends with it, no case is brought to court, 
there are many loudly claimed offences in Odesa, Kyiv, Rivne, Transcarpathia and 
other areas which have not even reached the stage of the investigation. In the 
middle and lower levels, all is calm, it has remained as it was before. It refers to 
the fiscal service, the security forces, court, administration, the bureaucracy in 
general. There is the abyss between the government and the population. Maybe 
it is an exaggerated generalization, but this assessment is widespread and there are 
reasons for it, alas, everywhere and a lot. Everyone faces it, who has to deal with 
everyday affairs: registration of a small business; allocation of plots, joining of 
power systems, gas, water access, registration of all these with the registration 
documents etc; to exercise the right to inheritance; to seek a VAT refund; to win 
tender fairly in the procurement or the right to participate in the project that is 
carried out for the budget funds; to protect their rights during employment or 
retirement... And there are still education, the medical field, litigation, utilities 
and... so on ad infinitum to the election without a choice. All this is our reality, it is 
to some extent formed by people themselves, their political immaturity, on the 
other hand, this reality affects a person's attitude to the power, and awareness of 
their insignificant place in public life. Why does not the fight against corruption fo 
further conversations? Because corruption is a condition of existence of created 
system of government. That is why the crimes occur so often: the looting of the 
amber deposits, cutting of forests, pollution of the environment, "taking away" of 
property and business, distortion of the architectural shape of the capital and other 
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cities with illegal constructions, the arbitrariness of customs on the border and 
blatant smuggling, "falsification" instead of cognac and other drinks and the 
"protection" of drug trafficking, interference in the electoral processes... There is 
no punishment for crimes and abuse, because, generally speaking, the power 
cannot punish itself. Political elite will not influence the change of the situation 
effectively, because it has grown in this environment, it is the personification of a 
"raw material" business with the criminal and semi-criminal methods of creation, 
functioning and competition. 

The demarcation between business and government is a key task for the 
Ukrainian society. This need is not only a prerequisite for accession to the 
European Union, not just party-political campaign slogan. This is the 
requirement of the Constitution in force. Given this, we can assert the illegality 
of the government itself, because neither a deputy, nor a member of the 
government, neither the President nor any civil servant, for example, can not 
engage in any business activity. This requirement of the Constitution is a priori, 
the restrictions must be applied to elections and to appointments. 

To perform this task, the conditions are necessary. Change of the system 
of government is needed. The government itself must contribute to this, because 
the complete futility of the current system is obvious to the government, some 
officials can hope to avoid some disastrous consequences for them, an example of 
a previous "family" is appropriate here. After all, " ... how big is that Rostov?", 
the world for corruptionists seems to be big, but it's a small world... 

Ways of ensuring the right conditions are known. They are developed in 
most countries, and they are proclaimed in Ukraine as important slogans, but... 
after the election. It is clear that the change in the system suggests appropriate 
correction of the Constitution. Let us remember, both Maidans independently came 
to the conclusion that constitutional provisions should be amended to the content, 
which for many years people who are on the same page with me have fought for. 
This means that it will be impossible to avoid amendments, the resentment of 
citizens at their position over and over again will return to this requirement. The 
Kremlin operates the same idea unceremoniously interfering not in their business. 
In this sense, the situation around the current constitutional amendments seems 
peculiar: the need for votes in the Parliament, statements by Putin and Merkel, 
Hryzlov’s visit, Poroshenko’s reasoning... The amendments to the Constitution can 
be adopted... because they do not change anything. At least with respect to 
decentralization. Amendments strengthen "the vertical". And concerning the status 
– it is not mentioned in the amendments, but the so-called peculiarity feature of 
elections in some areas, which is mentioned in the transitional provisions as a 
matter of law, the question is disputable, as there are attempts to replace the 
constitutional provision with the legislative one with a less responsible voting. The 
struggle of radicals against the special status of Donbas, with those who are 
campaigning for pseudo-decentralization is a grandstand play (if not to take into 
account grenades, applied near the the Supreme Council, they are the robbery, 
bloody provocation, but they do not have anything to do with the Constitution, 
they're just an opportunity to demonstrate the strength of those to whom, in 
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advance taking care of the constitutional order, it is necessary use the influence of 
the state). 

The threat is that promoted system of government is being replaced by the 
administrative reform. The state further moves in the direction opposite to the 
European model of governance. In this direction the local election on biennial 
(why? Without amendments to the Constitution) term has been carried out, a 
"voluntary" union of communities is imposed in which the bureaucracy diligently 
approves the schemes of administrative influence, when a villager, not knowing 
anything about them, today can not get basic services from the authorities, and 
tomorrow, so that they do not hinder the authorities, they will be removed from 
him/her 5-10 times farther than now. Remote under the guise of "efficiency", 
"harmonization", "capabilities", "subsidiarity" and other "benefits", it is the benefit 
that the vocabulary of the Ukrainian language is rich in definitions. It is necessary 
to be more careful with it, because at the finish of the the direction which is now 
called decentralization – there is the country with 20-25 million population, 
foreign land, authoritarian control, and low education of people. For example, 
the opening of the school by the President in Ternopil region looks good, (though 
it is not built through voluntary union of communities, it was not worth for the 
President to talk about it). It would be more important to worry that in the same 
Ternopil region about 200 (!) schools are scheduled for closure. 

Undoubtedly, the administrative reform is not superfluous, union of 
communities as well. But this is a secondary stage, the result of the will of the 
communities, which are in fact, not in words only, self-governing. It is the essence 
of the constitutional reform. It is clearly stated in the text of the new edition of the 
Constitution in force, in the text prepared at legal support of the Institute of state 
and law, with the content, which Maidans fought for that meets European 
standards and was published more than two years ago. Such amendments should 
be adopted by referendum, to prevent any interference in the contents of the 
Fundamental law, by those who in previous years sought centralization of the 
power, its "vertical" that has already led to the current state of society, person and 
the state. 

When the Minsk agreement with known paragraph 11, on constitutional 
amendments had appeared in the media, on the same day I sent a letter to the head 
of the state with a proposal on how best to take advantage of the situation. Three 
months later Ukraine would receive a revised principal document that would allow 
the Parliament and the government to deal with just those issues that would mean 
the reform in substance and to include in the recovery (especially the economy) of 
all regions. All without any "special status", for they are a threat to 
sovereignty. Let me stress without the "special status" because significant increase 
of the role of self-governing bodies would concern all regions, all regions equally, 
and the sly suggestion of the Kremlin, reflected in the Minsk agreement, would 
disappear automatically. We are talking about moving of the center of the power to 
local level, to people under their control and with participation in the development 
of the country, when each sees his/her own prospect and has the ability to achieve 
it. If today the amendments to the legislation were adopted according to which 
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50% of taxes remained at local level and 50% went to the state budget and under 
the law there were established the guarantees to use at local level the results of 
growth, we would not recognize the country in a few years, business and 
responsible people would come to power at local level – without the 
administrations and administrations with the names of the prefects. They are 
everywhere, but all their energy is now focused on protection from state and 
criminal racket. Racket is a form of current governance, it kills the initiative, 
puts people on the search for salvation abroad. Rescue with the work. 

The present country need jobs for people, however those which create the 
prospect of development. The Cabinet of Ministers should engage in the 
development and implementation of important economic drafts. There are such 
drafts, but with the government, which represents the raw material businesses, 
innovative drafts are not feasible. Business, therefore, the government will 
discourage innovation, because they will destroy the existing scheme of obtaining 
superprofits by individual oligarchs. [For example: "our" capitalist cuts the forest. 
Under the "roof" of power, otherwise it is impossible. Timber is exported abroad, 
sold to his own firm. At any price to cover profit, not to pay tax. The new owner, 
in fact, the same "our" capitalist sells the goods at prices fixed abroad. There, in his 
accounts, the revenue is deposited. Wood gets to be processed, furniture, for 
example, is made. Rate of return on operations is lower because there are 
additional labor costs. Income taxes, payroll, social charges and so on are 
deposited in the budgets, the pension funds of other countries. As it should be. 
Given the new costs, charges, customs duties... furniture comes to our commercial 
firms. Another mark-up, and multiply all by the growing rate of the currency... and 
our happy fellow buys the goods, simultaneously raging that in the Carpathians 
floods bring trouble, and no one is fighting the plundering of forests (grain, metal, 
chemistry, energy, that are, in fact, raw materials). It is possible that the capitalist 
is the culprit of the environmental disaster, and will win the tender for flood 
protection work, getting 30-40% "rollback" the right to use the reserve fund of the 
Cabinet of Ministers.  

And I will repeat, there are drafts. Take for example the idea of the 
development of transport water channel between the Baltic and Black seas. 
The draft is not new, reflected in international plans, well designed, guaranteed and 
can be invested profitably, provides for the accelerated development of the 
infrastructure of Latvia, Belarus and Ukraine, the emergence of millions of jobs 
during the construction and operation of transit routes, power economy, 
shipbuilding. A draft proposals were sent to the highest offices. The result is 
known, one of the reasons with it is harder to bite something from such a draft. 
There are effective drafts on environmental protection, renewable sources of 
energy. In fact, in all areas of production there is a need to create jobs. It is not 
normal that from a toothbrush to... everything else we use the import. With this 
practice, the hryvnia will never have the weight and stability, and people from 
school will be preparing for emigration. This trend is the most convincing sign of 
the colonial status of the country. The authorities have to shout less "Glory to 
Ukraine!" but to take practical steps so that Ukraine becomes glorious. 
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The first and necessary step in this respect is to be a change of the system 
of government. The sequence of changes for 2016 is like that: the end of the war, 
the restoration of control over all borders of the country, the referendum on the 
new edition of the Constitution (which is more effective, fuller, faster than fuss 
with the amendments in the Parliament, abrasive of the neighbors, who are so 
"worried" for our Constitution), the approval by the Parliament of the principles of 
domestic and foreign policy, under which the government undertakes the 
implementation of economic drafts, development and adoption of new laws on 
local authorities, tax and budget system, about the electoral code. 

All this can be done almost simultaneously. It is important that people 
believe in changes. Lustration, fight against corruption, various renaming, union 
of the communities, visa-free regime and the like – these things are embraced by 
the change of the system of government. Only such a reform can truly use the 
potential of the people, which will sensibly understand what is really useful and 
what is an imitation of the state activity. 

Only then the European choice will cease to be a propaganda stamp, but will 
become a real prospect. Europe first needs to be built in Ukraine. To build 
themselves. 

 
 
 
 
          26.01.16 
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About words, actions, and consequences... 
 
Serhii Halchenko gave me a few "front-line" editions for the soldiers who 

defend Ukraine in the Donbas. The first in this series are books – no doubt, 
"Kobzar", and a unique edition of small book by T. Shevchenko. A concise 
introduction to the "Kobzar" probably helps the advanced fighters (even those who 
have never read the "Kobzar") to enter his world and see the purity of feelings of 
T. Shevchenko, in his – above all else – love to Ukraine. As Serhii Halchenko 
confirmed in the conversation the demand for the book among military is 
significant, the Great Kobzar (T. Shevchenko) is protecting native land with them, 
reminds that now the words of those who send from Russia "humanitarian 
convoys" to the Donbas sound slyly. 

 
Your croft alone still spoils our view; 
Why does it stand upon your land  
Without our leave? Why can we not  
Throw you your bannocks as to dogs? 

 
Kobzar (T. Shevchenko) holds the defense and his word is sufficient, they 

does not need interpreting. Next to him V. Symonenko, and A. Malyshko – the 
fiery patriots of Ukraine are keeping watch. The prefaces to their collections were 
prepared by the compilers, respectively, Vasyl Yaremenko and Dmytro Pavlychko. 
It seems they thought that it needed to be explained to warriors How to read the 
poets and What they wrote. And the point here is not who ought to teach the reader 
the love for Ukraine, whom - no, but the fact is that such teachings are harmful to 
the understanding of wonderful poetry where the pain for Ukraine is not just 
enhanced by public interpretation, and in some places they as the Pharisees 
interfere in the creative author's painting. I do not pretend to be a connoisseur such 
as V. Yaremenko, he knows the works of Vasyl Symonenko better than others, 
although I've read them many times, at different times, since the sixties. He was an 
immensely talented contemporary of mine, so I perceived him and perceive. What 
for in the Preface to mention Stalin? I remember that the Hero of the Soviet Union 
Vlasov just acted against Stalin. Other hero also declared his position (of Ukraine 
already, received the title seventy years later). Do we need to write "fascist" with a 
hyphen to his name as well? Maybe V. Yaremenko thought like that having 
reasons for it. Then it is the other thing. 

Let decent professionals in the field of literature not get offended at my 
sarcasm, but our complicated reality requires accuracy in statements and actions 
from us all. Not so long ago not perfect (in many provisions) laws on 
"decommunisation" were adopted. I gave comments on their provisions prior to 
their adoption, but who paid attention to them? In the laws struggle for 
independence of Ukraine applies only to the last century, it is clear that T. 
Shevchenko is not a "fighter". "Fighters" are only those who were caught by the 
eye of some workers of the Institute of Remembrance, the role of some, known 
only to them, groups and small groups is raised to the level of "fighters", and the 
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merits of the soldiers and guerrillas that defeated fascism, deputies of the first 
convocation of the Supreme Council (Verkhovna Rada) are not mentioned at all. 
Although actually the deputies in a crucial time adopted the fateful acts for 
Ukraine. That, "experts" say, was done by the "Pro-Communist" Parliament. So, 
the Communists, incidentally, carried out the Ukrainization of public life in the 20-
ies of the last century, later were deprived of life because of that. The Communists 
voted for the sovereignty in the Baltic States and they are now respected there. Our 
history seems to begin today, from the current "researchers", from the deputies, 
some of whom do not know what they vote for, from "lustrators" who did not learn 
A. Griboyedov and do not know a wise saying "and who are judges?" officials in 
power and outside of it, who defiantly put their hand on their heart when singing 
"The glory and the freedom of Ukraine has not yet died...", meanwhile stealing 
everything because of which Ukraine has not yet completely died. 

I think because of the carelessness of the author (in his presence!) soloist 
sings: 

 
The red is blood 
And the black is earth... 

 
believing, perhaps, that the sense of favorite song of all is improving (*Note of the 
translator: in the original text of the song it is - The red is love, And the black is 
sadness). It is a lie, it is usually used as a tool by those who would have had to 
defend and promote the sovereignty of the state with their actions. It seems they do 
not have the other tool in their hands. And in their heads too. 

We rightly resent the Kremlin's hostile propaganda. Really, listen to their 
professionally set (!) TV shows for a few hours and you can become an idiot. I 
read the works of the great writers of Horlivka, from other temporarily occupied 
territories, and found in them the consequences of Kiselyov’s state propaganda. 
Talented people in their works record the lies and distorted statements, for 
example, of our President as facts. Having the ability to give them my opinions, 
emphasized that, having many times criticized the actions of P. Poroshenko, not 
agreeing with some of his steps, I certify that enemy propagandists cynically 
misinterpret what he said. And now, thanks to the Internet there is a possibility for 
everyone to make sure. It is easier for them to lie, if we give reasons for it. Either 
own cheap propaganda (something like "Vlasov-fascists"), or manifestations of 
cynical violations of the provisions of law, our Constitution. Moreover, often 
journalists seem not to know what they are doing, and then wonder where has it 
everything come from? Vivid examples of the presentation of information releases 
of the last (and not only) days: "Activists occupied the premises of the hotel…" 
"Activists blocked the passage to the Russian trailers" "Activists came into the 
bank...", – almost with pleasure is reported to the viewer. There are not just 
"activists"! They work for someone, and this should be immediately said, referring 
to the reason, the purpose, the legality of their actions. Otherwise it is a 
demonstration of chaos! Can you hear this, the representatives of the fourth (now 
real) power and the state power?! Especially if "activists" are with guns, far from 
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the combat zone, which is a direct violation of the Constitution. And among 
activists themselves there must be thinking people to explain to others that such 
actions, even if there is influence (and power) it does not provide any prospect 
either for the society and the state, or for them themselves. That is anarchy, in the 
final of which there are bloodshed and loss of statehood. 

This is used against us, our enemies think about it. And do we think!? 
 
 
 
          24.02.16 
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Forgive us, Heorhii Honhadze! 
 
16 year after the killing of Heorhii Honhadze, his remains are interred. The 

closed coffin is in the Church yard of Mykola Naberezhnyi. But the Honhadze case 
remains open. As evidence of bitterness and grief over the death of a young 
talented person. As evidence of shame for the Ukrainian state, criminality of its 
power. 

Now preparing for publication a book about the events of the last decade, 
over and over again I come across the world-famous tragedy. I could reprint these 
publications once again, as, alas, anything has not changed. Ukraine is developing 
too slow because of, in the first place, government officials. They cannot realize 
that the change of personalities in government institutions, officials in the first 
place, does not change the meaning of what characterizes the state – neither good 
nor bad. It influences the perception of us by the global community. "We" all 
because we had it by us, because we have formed such a government, which with 
lies, hypocrisy, fake obscures the truth, despises and humiliates the dignity of its 
countrymen. Because people know everything, because we are talking about the 
obvious things, not even taking into account that they are confirmed by the 
investigation, both domestic and foreign expertise, facts, deaths of those involved 
in the crime. 

The plot of the crime is very simple: the journalist makes the President angry 
who gives the order (or agrees to the offer?) about the massacre of a young man. 
"Fighting eagles", who have already had the appropriate experience and stories 
about them please the highest official and do dirty work. For the organizers of the 
crime it is not enough, they want to have a political dividend: the remains are 
transported in a district of the opponent of the President's policies, to having started 
early elections to the Parliament, in a timely manner "to detect" crime, to punish 
the "guilty" one, to neutralize the opposition. This technique worked during the 
presidential campaign ("attempt" in Kryvyi Rih), why not to use it more? 

When the plan failed, everything is done to distort the truth: Prosecutors 
General and investigators of Prosecutor's office lie and twist the facts, people in 
police uniforms "put pressure" on the eyewitnesses and experts, trusted journalists 
say what they are paid to say, performers are found to "help" to get rid of witnesses 
(V. Malev, Yu. Kravchenko, I. Goncharov...). 

For what? Why such a disproportionately high price for trying to disguise 
the truth that "whiten" unworthy? Doesn't that offend all of us, the living? 

Heorhii Honhadze was a courageous and honest journalist. With dignity, he 
said and wrote what he thought, even then when he knew that the results of the 
political campaigns of that time would not be affected. He knew that the creators of 
the alleged public policy are indifferent to his truth, deceive people. Knowing this, 
he still awakened the consciousness of the people, and with his death he woke 
Ukraine. He certainly deserved the awards. But what for are rewards for him or his 
mother later? What sense do those awards have for the family, for his children? 



 545 

Today not such gestures of the power are needed in Ukraine. A court is 
needed. Not to put someone into jail. The God is our judge. But here (and now) the 
people's court shall say to him/her: You are guilty. Your sin of unforgiveness. 

And there will be the hope for the Ukrainian state. 
 
 
 
          21.03.16 
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On the verge 
 
A group of leading scientists specialized in the Constitutional Law (Yu. 

Shemshuchenko, M. Tepliuk, O. Yushchyk etc). prepared for publication a book on 
the Constitution of Ukraine (content, peculiarity features, development of the 
constitutional process). To their offer I shared my materials for the book and gave 
a general review of the important work. I offer this review to your attention. 

 
We are losing our statehood. To say that on the eve of the 25th anniversary 

of independence – until recently, would seem to be a sacrilege. But today this is an 
unfortunate objectivity. And its reason is not – evil neighbors, it is not the war of 
strange form, not the annexation of the Crimea, not the indifference of Europe... 
The reason is in ourselves. 

It would be easier to attribute it however to our centuries-old absence of the 
independent state as a consequence of mentality, squabbles in the "top", the 
geopolitical peculiarity feature. It is easier because "all are indifferent" – and "all 
steal", and "look who's in the Parliament"... And to reduce everything to the 
personality, to the Ukrainian. That, incidentally, would not be far from the truth. 
But the truth is also a consequence. Why are we like that? 

Without changing of the person the country will not change. But to 
change the person the conditions are necessary. These conditions are called the 
system of social life and governance. Here is the root of all problems. 

There in little Iceland, where the standard of living is among the highest in 
the world, just having learned about the involvement of the Prime Minister to 
Panama offshore, thousands of people protested and… the Prime Minister "left". 
But it is explained to our layman that the offshore for our country is... almost a 
merit. Layman realizes that it is a lie, but keeps silent. The forest is cut, the 
Carpathians and the whole Ukraine are threatened with ecological disaster. The 
power – is "involved", but layman is silent. Polissia is being transformed into the 
scenery of the lunar landscape, and thousands of "diggers" illegally mine amber. 
The power – is "involved", and the layman is silent, because he/she uses the pump 
himself/herself. In the capital the building is on the heads of Kyiv citizens, in the 
areas, shapes, volumes... of the building only madness, just logic of benefits, 
returns "today" can be seen. The power – is "involved", and the layman is silent. 

He/she is silent because it is happening in the state, which is foreign for 
him/her. They are patriots in their hearts, however, calls of the power "Love 
Ukraine!" annoy, because they hate those who proclaim such slogans, hate the 
authorities. There is the abyss between them and the government, the population 
and the state. A full supremacy of the state, including fear, coercion, propaganda 
can hide this abyss (so roughly it was before, even though the system was hard to 
the government as well and the people in the government did not steal). And to 
bridge the gap is possible only in one way – by turning a layman into a citizen, 
giving for that the power to the people, under their control, under their 
responsibility. 
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So relations between population and state in most European countries are 
arranged, as the consequence of which a population acquires traits of the people. 
So it was necessary to organize life in Ukraine since the early 90s. 

The authors of this book are the best legal scholars, citing the nature of law, 
provisions of the Fundamental law, international experience of constitutional legal 
relations and our practice prove that formed in Ukraine paradigm of "the people – 
the power - the Constitution" distorts the logic of democracy. It turns out that 
people (as a source of power) creates the power, it writes the Constitution, so that 
with its help to keep the people in subjection. In our reality distortion went even 
further: the power creates itself by the efforts of the capital, the people play only 
the role of extras, voting as ordered, moreover the government itself will count the 
votes. Occasionally people remember that they were the source of power, rise to 
protest ("Ukraine without Kuchma", two Maidans – are examples of it), but the 
government (business, criminality) have learned to win in the course of protests as 
well. 

Obviously the paradigm should be changed to the shape: the people – the 
Constitution – the power. The source of power - the people should form their 
Constitution, to define the essence of public relations, public administration, and 
under system to elect the power controlling it all the time. Thus it will be able to 
ensure the unity of actions of the government while maintaining its independent 
functions: legislative, executive and judicial. To solve a fundamental task - to 
distinguish between business and power means to overcome corruption in all its 
varieties. Then it will be possible to overcome the alienation of power from the 
people, to ensure people's confidence in government. Only in such a system of 
relations Ukraine has a prospect. 

It is characteristic that our present Constitution is generally suitable to be the 
core of the required system. It was prepared for this even before 1996, its 
amendments were fought in 2004 and later. Evaluation of these processes from a 
scientific point of view, the authors of the book give, while paying attention to the 
imbalances, the predominance of politics over the law in many episodes of state 
building. By participating in these processes, agreeing with the findings of 
scientists, as a politician I can explain the nature of political struggle. It is, 
unfortunately, in most cases based on subjective, reflects the materialistic interests 
of those in power and their lackeys. Personal gain, enrichment using power tools 
and with their help participation in the looting of state resources, even the 
budget and hope for impunity – this is the assessment of the reasons for long 
power struggle between officials, clans and the like. The struggle expresses only 
the interests of no more than 4% of the population, these interests are represented 
in most parties, with established business, in the parliamentary factions, the central 
and local executive authorities. For the people this spectacle is only an imitation 
of the state building. Alien, hypocritical and criminal simulation. It's a shame that 
in this cacophony the louder instruments are in the hands of presidents. The 
contradiction between capitals created not by their owners, having lost their mind 
from such a bargain. This is a temporary reaction stage of social development. It is 
a dead end, because in the contradiction the interest of the creator of capital – 
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human labor is not visible. This situation is threatening for the country. In normal 
states there are optimal contradictions between labor and capital, and for this the 
conditions of social, legal, democratic state are the most necessary, as it is 
formulated in our Constitution. 

What to do? It is necessary to change the system of government that in 
many components imply a fundamental correction of the social system. I find in 
the opinions of scientists, confirmations of the previous positions of my associates 
and me – the democratization of all aspects of life in the state, the control of 
the people over the actions of their government. Particular steps to achieve this 
goal can be found in the book materials. The main of them are:  

- the approval of a new edition of the current Constitution in force by the 
all-Ukrainian referendum (on the initiative of the people, for the sake of 
adopting by them of the developed Fundamental Law); 

- the introduction of the all-Ukrainian Constituent Assembly, the removal 
of any authorities from interfering in the Fundamental law; 

- changing of the electoral system based on open party lists, reducing the 
threshold to 1%; 

- implementation of the mandatory rules of the Constitution in force on the 
impossibility to combine elective office or civil service with any profitable 
activity, the compliance with this requirement before the appointments, the 
registration as a candidate for a deputy or other elective post; 

- the elimination of the administrative "vertical", true decentralization 
with a strong powers of the self-government elected public authorities; 

- introduction of the legal reform on the basis of the improved 
Constitution: parliamentary, administrative, judicial, and local self-government. 

At first glance it may seem idealistic thinking. But... we have no other 
option. We are talking about – whether there will be the state Ukraine or not. 

 
 
 
 

           13.04.16 
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Epilogue 
 
I would not want that the reader got the impression that I focused only on the 

negativity in the country's development over the past decades, looking for those 
responsible putting myself in a comfortable position of the commentator, not privy 
to all what is written in the book. On the contrary, it is a part of my life, and bitter 
assessment of its episodes, unsuccessful efforts, inaccurate decisions and 
disappointing results are my lessons, my fault and my pain. Because it is about my 
own biography, which could not be different, separated from the life of my 
country. 

To create a modern powerful state Ukraine has got a unique heritage, 
commensurate with the economic, cultural and scientific basis of the leading 
countries of the world. I managed to visit almost every local organisation of our 
party even when they functioned in Kharkiv, Dnipropetrovsk, Donetsk, Luhansk, 
Ternopil, Lviv, Sumy, Zaporizhia, in the capital... I met people and had honest 
conversations with them about the present and the future. When those people (and 
me also) are insulted with the word "Soviets", the whole our present reality 
convinces, they were head and shoulders above the authors and users of dirty other 
people's definitions. Above according to the intellectual level, devotion to the 
Fatherland and decency. And it is not their fault that achieved achievements failed 
to be used as should have been in the legal, sovereign and social state. 
Transformations made in Ukraine hit the dignity of people, their sense of 
belonging to public affairs. 

Twelve years ago, we could chant: "Nas bahato, nas ne podolaty" ("We are 
many, we cannot be defeated!"). Today, this slogan will not work. We are few and 
becoming fewer. Labour (first of all) emigration gets irreversible signs. From this 
unexpected earlier side, there is a serious threat to the statehood. People in the 
productive age - the mainstay of the country – leave their Homeland, not so much 
for employment (this is understandable), but because of loss of belief in the future. 
And when among them there are thousands of representatives of creative, 
productive and scientific intelligentsia, that everyone who is involved in the 
organization of public life, should quickly draw the conclusions – these people, 
even having found an effective path of development, cannot be replaced. 

When at the beginning of independence the arguments about the necessity of 
state management of the economy, people's control over everything that is done in 
the state (especially at local level) could not defeat brought into the public 
consciousness stories about "the invisible hand of the market" that will settle 
everything, it has become obvious that this is just a fable. Market separated people 
so that there is a few percent of the rich and almost all of the population is poor. 
Among those a few percent are mostly people with talent, though there are also 
"talents" of criminal content. Separation could not happen by itself, it involved in 
virtually all of the bureaucracy, the entire state apparatus, making it a hostage, and 
generator in general of reaction processes. The consequences are the plagues of 
public life: corruption, banditry, stealing of the resources of the state and the 
budget, decline of morality, education, spirituality and loss of hope. 
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The time will come and those few percent will understand that in a large 
market space, they are also useless, and their role is subordinated to the interests of 
those who do the world drama. It would be good if such a realization came now, 
then it would be easier to resort to changes in order to pull Ukraine out of the dark 
pit, in the orbit of which it has already been. There is little hope for this insight. 
But with them or without them, Ukraine must undergo transformations, referred to 
in the abovementioned materials. We can't disappear, we have no right to it. 
Having received from Nature (from God) rich part of the world, we are obliged to 
make it the best for the people. 
 
           19.04.2016 
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Index of abbreviations: 
BYuT - Yulia Tymoshenko Bloc 
GDP - gross domestic product 
EUROSAI - the European Organization of Supreme Audit Institutions  
EU - European Union 
ENP - the European Neighbourhood Policy 
IMF - International Monetary Fund 
NBU - National Bank of Ukraine 
OSCE - Organization for Security and Co-operation in Europe 
PACE - Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe 
VAT - value added tax 
CoE - Council of Europe 
NSDC - National Security and Defense Council of Ukraine 
WB - World Bank 
SSU - Security Service of Ukraine 
CIS - Commonwealth of Independent States 
AIDS - acquired immunodeficiency syndrome 
WTO - World Trade Organization 
USSR - Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 
UPA - Ukrainian Insurgent Army 
SPFU - State Property Fund 
FSB - Federal Security Service (of the Russian Federation) 
CEC - Central Election Commission 
CIA - Central Intelligence Agency of the USA 
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their difference. The main episodes of the political life during 
the years of independence and the place of the Socialist Party 
of Ukraine)  

page 266 

I ask for the floor (What should have been said by the 
Chairman of the Parliament at the opening of the session. "It is 
too late for us to go the way of the developed countries". About 
the features of a new world crisis. Reforms by the government... 
"it is the same as to do renovation in the house, which is to be 
demolished". For whom the sale of land is being prepared)  

page 275 

Comment for the media on the voting for the law "On land 
market"     

page 286 

Again about the Law of Ukraine "On principles of state 
language policy"   

page 287 

A few answers to journalists (about the law on languages)  page 289 
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The land – whose wealth (What the newspaper "Native village. 
Ukraine" writes and what it is actually. The law is imposed to 
take away the land from the peasants and the people)  

page 290 

"Decoy" for people (In whose hands it will land in the wrong 
hands – and the state) 

page 293 

In the ideological principles of the party  page 294 
To the law on referendum (review)  page 297 
Concerning the Concept of amendments regarding local self-
government (Comments and suggestions)  

page 303 

From an interview to "News of Ukraine" (Can we be proud of 
the Parliament? The form of colonialism changed. As which do 
the EU and the world need us? Are we independent?)  

page 306 

Answers to journalists (About the "velvet revolution", reasons 
for the line of the leadership of the Communist Party of 
Ukraine, why does the defamation of the socialists take place. A 
crime on the part of the the Constitutional Court)  

page 311 

Congratulations to the readers of the newspaper "Tovarysh" 
(Comrade) ("Let us not forget about the price of this Victory! ")  

page 315 

From the forum in Hungary  page 316 
To the statement of A. Chernenko ("will of the people" can be 
formed on a false basis")  

page 314 

Interview to "Tax Truth" ("To abandon the vertical of power 
inherited from Batu Khan". The problem of offshore accounts. 
The rights of communities. To reject the VAT. The slogan of the 
socialists: "Let’s build Europe in Ukraine!")  

page 316 

Report of the XIX Congress of the Socialist party of Ukraine 
(About the necessity of a new edition of the Party Program)  

page 324 

From the online conferences (Answers to the questions live: on 
the structure of the Parliament; the death penalty; on the 
village and the earth; about the judiciary; about the threat of 
fascistization; about the agreement with the EU)  

page 329 

How to remove tension in the society? (The events of the 
Maidan and the authorities)  

page 339 

A letter to the President, the speaker, the Prime Minister, the 
leaders of factions (How to remove tension, to prevent the 
disaster)  

page 341 

To stop the slide to disaster! ("It is the duty of both those in 
power and the opposition")  

page 339 

From an interview with the news publishing house "Fase UA" 
(About the laws "On the status of judges", "On... the protection 
of the security of citizens" "A normal state is not built on the 
cunning ". "That happened, what V. Yushchenko strove for 
himself". To change the system of government)  

page 345 

The most important task (To cancel an ordered conclusion of 
the Constitutional Court dated 2010. The statehood is being 

page 349 
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destroyed. The humiliating role of a country)  
Paying dearly (To the assessment of the situation. To protect the 
foundations of the statehood. About the necessary steps)  

page 351 

To prevent the bloodshed  page 354 
Reply to correspondent regarding cooperation with the IMF 
"The bitter experience of the teacher unreasonable" (In 
interview to the newspaper "Voice of Ukraine". An article 
about the Constitution in 1993 and the constitutional process: 
politics and law)  

page 355 

Speech at scientific-practical conference in 1997 About the 
need to reform the institutions of public authority)  

page 360 

It is time to gather stones together (To change the system of 
government. To sign a political agreement with the EU. To 
protect the institutions of statehood. To initiate the Conference 
on security issues. The substitution of power – anarchy. About 
the need of a permanent Congress of councils)  

page 372 

Comment for the media (Concerning the press-conference of V. 
Yanukovych)   

page 375 

To live not according someone else's plans (The world and 
Ukraine. "Who needed the bloodshed". What to do?)  

page 376 

To draw conclusions (We are guilty ourselves...)  page 381 
To protect a genius (Comment on the article in the newspaper 
"Literary Ukraine" about A. Pushkin)  

page 383 

About the struggle of Ukraine (The Ukrainian people – hostage 
to confrontations)  

page 385 

A letter to V. Putin  page 387 
The cruelty of Savik Shuster and our sins (About one TV show)  page 389 
From an interview to the newspaper "Junge Welt" (About the 
Socialist Party of Ukraine. "We did not serve the administered 
regimes". The "orange" revolution and the consequences. New 
Maidan, the assessment of it. There was no "coup". About 
federalization. If it was possible to go back in 1985...)  

page 391 

Updated Constitution is a necessary condition for change in 
public life (The system should be changed without a delay. The 
improvement of the Constitution in force. About the Higher 
Constituent Assembly. On some main changes)  

page 401 

From the Interview to "24Daily" (About the loss of the Crimea 
and the Donbas. The system of government and the prospect of 
the statehood. The European model is needed. "The thief is 
indifferent to the army". Our financial system is not connected 
with the economy)  

 
page 407 

Appeal to the participants of the hearings on constitutional 
reform  

page 414 

Election of the President – factor of the personality and 
influence of information  

page 416 
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From an interview to the newspaper "Observer" (The war in the 
Donbas. The Minsk meetings. Putin and others. We need the 
change the system of government)  

page 418 

In memory of Valentyna Semeniuk  page 423 
There is still an interest of the people (The slaughter is not 
necessary, either for Ukraine or Russia. Imitation of the 
amendments to the Constitution)  

page 425 

The system of government is the subject of the Constitution  page 428 
What are the open party lists?  page 430 
About goals and means (Another provocation on the 
recognition of the status of the UPA (The Ukrainian Insurgent 
Army))  

page 432 

Why are not the usurpers subject to lustration  page 434 
Once again about the government reform  page 437 
Why do ordinary Ukrainians suffer? (from contemporary 
political economy)  

page 439 

Several arguments (To the coalition agreement. How to create a 
"machine gun")  

page 443 

Experience. Lessons and prospects of the statehood (Speech at 
the conference in Vilnius)   

page 445 

The answers to the questions by the publication "Ukraine.Ru" 
(On the referendum-2000)  

page 448 

5 questions to O. Moroz (The Russian TV channel concerning 
the Crimea)  

page 451 

Nobody will do it instead of us (From an interview to the 
newspaper "Observer" (Obozrevatel): situation, reasons, what 
should be done)  

page 453 

A letter to the scientists from Ivano-Frankivsk about their work 
"Introduction to the Ukrainian discourse"  

page 460 

Do not give away our Victory!  page 469 
Will it be better? ("Why has not been anything done during a 
year?" To reform the government)  

page 470 

About the plough and the Victory  page 473 
Why Shevchenko is not "fighter"? (About the rewriting of 
history)  

page 472 

Appeal to the citizens (Not to falsify history. No to fascism and 
nationalism in Ukraine!) 

page 477 

On joining NATO and "decommunisation" (Not to "drag" the 
idea of "de-communization" to the history of war) 

page 479 

 Simulation of the constitutional reform (On the draft 
amendments sent to Parliament)  

page 481 

 What is next? (The order will be installed at the expense of the 
Ukrainians)  

page 483 

The state is being sold  page 485 
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To find the answer on the basis of the problem  page 487 
Comment for the media  page 489 
About centralization of the power  page 491 
Remark (About the memoriesof Vitalii Donchyk)  page 493 
About the fate of the socialist idea in Ukraine  page 496 
The impression from the radio programme (Conversation with 
L.Holota. Centralisation. About the function of self-
government)  

page 498 

From an interview to the newspaper "Boulevard of 
Hordon"("What a pity, people suffer, blood is shed...") 

page 501 

From the Interview to From-UA 
EVERYONE must be responsible for the future 

page 514 

Greeting on the occasion of the foundation of the Socialist Party 
of Ukraine  

page 518 

About the book by M. Kostynskyi 
"The Ukrainian legend. A teach-yourself guide Citizen" 

page 519 

What is the power necessary for (Remembering Valentyna 
Semeniuk) 

page 524 

About the European choice  page 533 
About words, actions, and consequences...  page 541 
Forgive us, Heorhii Honhadze  page 544 
On the verge  page 546 
Epilogue  page 549 
Index of abbreviations page 551 

 


