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1-Kyiv Post: Katya Gorchinskaya, A Nation is Born 
2-The Economist: The Birth of a Nation? 
3-Mychailo Wynnyckyj’s EuroMaidan Diary: December 11 (Part II) 
 
4-New York Times: Yanukovych Meets With Opposition Leaders 
5-Financial Times: Oligarch Pinchuk Supports Maidan 
6-AP: Four Officials Under House Arrest Following Crackdown 
7-Eurasia Daily Monitor: Crimeans Against the “Fascists” of Maidan 
8-Spilna sprava: Allegations Against Svoboda [UKL translation] 
9-Reuters: Pop Star Ruslana Becomes Voice of Protest 
10-RFE/RL: Hromadske TV, A New Media Oulet Is Born 
 
11-PIIS: Anders Aslund, Payback Time for the Yanukovych “Family” 
12-Zerkalo nedeli: James Sherr, The Poisoned Triangle [English original] 
13-CNN.com: Matthew Rojansky and Blair Ruble, Halting the Slide 
 
**Russia and Ukraine** 
14-NYRblog: Tim Snyder, Ukrainians Do Exist 
15-Mediapart: Anna C. Lebedev, Our Mental Maps of Ukraine [UKL translation] 
16-Christian Science Monitor: Rising Indignation in Moscow 
 
17-National Post: Borys Wrzesnewskyj, From 1991 to 2013—Fight for Freedom 
18-Globe & Mail: Marta Baziuk, EuroMaidan and the Holodomor 
 
**Open Letters, Appeals, Declarations** 
19-Crimean Parliament: Our Autonomy is in Danger [UKL translation] 
20-Tract: We Are Tired of Living under Bandits [UKL translation] 
21-Declaration of the Ukrainian Greek Catholic Church 
22-Chubarov et al.: Open Statement to the International Democratic Community 
23-Open Statement of Attorneys, Lawyers, Human Rights Activists 
 
**Ukrainian Studies** 
24-Winnipeg Free Press: Obituary, Professor Jaroslav Rozumnyj 
25-Kule Doctoral Scholarship on Ukraine (1 February 2014 Deadline) 
26-Jacyk Centre Post-Doctoral Fellowship (U of Toronto) 
27-Harriman Institute Ukrainian Studies Post-Doctoral Fellowship 
 
**Thanks to Anders Aslund, Marta Baziuk, Natalya Belitser, Irena Bell, Nykolai 
Bilaniuk, Anna Colin Lebedev, Jurij Dobczansky, Marta Dyczok, Svitlana 
Frunchak, Bohdan Futey, Dmitry Gorenburg, Lydia Hamilton, Oksana Kis, Marta 
Kolomayets, Stefan Lemieszewski, Most. Rev. Ken Nowakowski, Blair Ruble, 



Anton Shekhovtsov, James Sherr, Ostap Skrypnyk, Myron Spolsky, Natalia 
Stepaniuk, Andreas Umland, Borys Wrzesnewskyj, Mychailo Wynnyckyj, and 
Roman Zurba** 
 
#1 
Birth of a Nation 
by Katya Gorchinskaya 
Kyiv Post, 11 December 2013 
 
Kyiv Post deputy chief editor Katya Gorchinskaya can be reached 
at katya.gorchinskaya@gmail.com  
 
No amount of live video feeds or news stories can convey the essence of 
EuroMaidan. 
 
The Dec. 11 massive attack by Berkut riot-control police, for example, took people 
by surprise. Although there was an alert from the leaders of the political 
opposition that there would be a police raid at 1 a.m., people simply dismissed as 
ludicrous the idea that a raid would happen that night. 
 
After all, European Union foreign policy chief Catherine Ashton and U.S. 
Assistant Secretary of State Victoria Nuland were in town and President Viktor 
Yanukovych assured them and other world leaders that no force would be used. 
 
I left Maidan around 1 a.m., with no visible signs of an imminent attack, and with 
just a few handfuls of protesters shivering near the stage. I rushed back to find it 
completely transformed in a matter of 15 minutes after receiving a tip-off that 
Berkut is advancing. 
 
People by the main stage on Maidan Nezalezhnosti now looked scared, not cold. 
Thousands of riot police troopers approached two barricades, faces masked and 
black helmets bobbing like a grotesque mutant living sea. Their loudspeakers 
were playing the same pre-recorded message over and over and over again: this is 
an Interior Ministry warning. We respect your right for a peaceful demonstration, 
but if you see any provocateurs armed with sticks, chains and such, please inform 
the police. 
 
On stage, Ruslana, the singer and 2004 Eurovision winner, repeated another 
message time and again: we're a peaceful demonstration, remain calm and do not 
succumb to provocations. Submit to all demands of the Berkut, but stand strong 
in defense of your rights. The two messages drowned each other out, turning the 
scene into a cynical symbol of the state and the people being unable to hear each 
other. 
 
Women were approached by activists and asked kindly, but persistently, to move 
closer to the stage. Men encircled them for protection in a touching gesture that 
had no air of pretense. There were only a few hundred men to defend the 



barricades, which had been ambitiously built all around EuroMaidan. But a cry 
for help went out already through every channel- from stage, live television feeds, 
all social networks and every phone in the crowd. 
 
When Berkut started crashing through the first barricade, it was truly scary. It 
was not clear what their plan was, and at that point it seemed that it would be a 
miracle if no blood got spilled. Now, when we know that only 20 people required 
hospital treatment after that night, it does seem nearly miraculous. 
 
It soon became clear that Berkut was acting under orders to go easy on the 
protesters, and the resulting scuffle looked like a practice session of police units, 
not real action. As police broke through the first barricade, the church bells of St. 
Michael's started to ring – an ancient and powerful call for alarm and 
mobilization. 
 
For hours that followed, those watching Maidan saw massive shoving between 
Berkut and demonstrators, and its footage was top news around the world. But 
what was even more striking is how quickly Kyiv mobilized and moved into the 
city center, turning a crowd of a few hundred into a mass of tens of thousands of 
people in a matter of several hours. There was a lot of dignity in it, and a lot of 
pride. 
 
This was the massive proof that EuroMaidan is not about its leaders, that it's 
truly the will of the people. 
 
Every person taking part in it was a leader and a hero. I am talking about all those 
drivers who tweeted in the crazy hours of the morning that they will be ready to 
pick up and drive to Maidan anyone for free. 
 
It's about a young woman with polio who came to volunteer in the kitchens of 
Trade Union House, cutting lemons and making tea for hours with her not fully 
functional hands for those people in the streets. She was there on EuroMaidan on 
Nov. 30, when Berkut attacked unsuspecting youngsters who were in the way of 
the Christmas tree. 
 
It's about a 16-year-old student who was caught and beaten by Berkut in the 
middle of the crowd on Dec. 11. He returned to Maidan, with a smashed face, as 
soon as they released him because he just could not stay away. 
 
It's about the metro driver who, while driving between Khreshchatyk and 
Teatralna in the early hours after the Berkut attack on EuroMaidan, told 
passengers what is happening there and urged everyone to come out at Teatralna 
and support the people. 
 
It's about investment bankers covertly designing stickers featuring brand names 
of oligarchs who did not support the European integration to initiate a 
nationwide boycott. It's about CEOs taking unpaid leaves to defend their Maidan. 



 
It's about all those doctors who volunteered to lay out mats and bandages in 
anticipation of injuries on the day they expected an attack on  city hall. Seeing 
them prepare like that, matter-of-factly, was one of the scariest things of the past 
week. It's like we're preparing for a war. 
 
In a way, this is a war. It is a war for a new civilization in Ukraine. Based on 
values such as solidarity, dignity, respect for an individual and clear and equal 
rules of the game for all. This is no longer about Europe or integration – it's about 
who we are and where we want to go. 
 
This is about a nation being born. Mutilated by years of misrule, impoverished by 
looting, it emerges slowly from the ruin. This process is massive and we don't 
know how well this birth is going to go. But it's happening now and here, in Kyiv, 
and it's both painful and awesome. The only place to truly feel the pain and 
grandeur of this national awakening is to stand there right on Maidan. 
 
#2 
The Birth of a Nation? 
The Economist, 14 December 2013 
 
The bells of Mikhailovsky Cathedral in the ancient heart of Kiev began to ring in 
alarm just after 1am on December 11th. As in medieval times this was a sign that 
the city was under siege, and a call to citizens to come to its defence. Down a 
steep hill, columns of riot police, in black helmets and bearing metal shields, 
descended on Independence Square, popularly known as Maidan (square), from 
three directions. Maidan, the site of revolutionary protests over the past three 
weeks, seemed to be facing its most critical hour. 
 
There was no panic, only resolve. Young people held hands, some cried. Inside 
the barricaded encampment, sombre-looking men put on helmets and padded 
coats for protection. Women were advised to leave the square. The winter air was 
electrified with tension. 
 
On the illuminated stage, projected on a screen, protest leaders called for calm 
and defiance, priests read out prayers and Ruslana, a popular Ukrainian singer, 
led the national anthem: “Ukraine has not yet perished, nor her glory, nor her 
freedom.” Thousands of Maidan protesters struck up the chorus line: “Souls and 
bodies we’ll lay down, all for our freedom/And we’ll show that we, brothers, are 
of the Cossack nation!” The Ukrainian and European Union flags fluttered 
alongside each other. 
 
On the other side of Khreshatik, the main street, the riot police charged forward 
to storm the barricades. Several people were injured in skirmishes. But the 
protesters on Maidan itself held their ground, displaying formidable discipline 
and giving the police no excuse for using violence. At about 4am, with the police 
floundering, the atmosphere changed. Expectation of an inevitable defeat gave 



way to a premonition of victory. (It later transpired the police did not have an 
order to disperse the crowd, only to push it aside.) 
 
Standing in temperatures of minus 13°C, ready to be beaten up, the people on 
Maidan were defending something far greater than an association agreement 
with the EU, which was the initial cause. They were standing in the way of a 
police state, defending fundamental European values and defying the post-Soviet 
order imposed by Russia. Whatever advantage the riot police had in equipment, 
the protesters had moral superiority. They were on the right side of history, 
pushing against the authoritarian power of President Viktor Yanukovych. 
 
“This was the birth of the nation,” says Petro Poroshenko, whose television 
channel provided blanket coverage of the stand-off. As dawn broke over Kiev, the 
police retreated. Their attempts to recapture two municipal buildings occupied by 
protesters were easily thwarted. While some defenders of Maidan fell asleep in 
their tents, new helpers handed out hot tea and sandwiches, repaired barricades 
and cleared streets of snow. But in spite of a sense of moral triumph, the morning 
provided little explanation for the timing of and motives for Mr Yanukovych’s 
actions. 
 
On the face of it Mr Yanukovych’s move defied common sense. Only a few hours 
earlier, he was shown on television talking to three former presidents of Ukraine 
about finding a peaceful way out of the crisis; he held talks with Catherine Ashton, 
the EU’s foreign-policy boss, and Victoria Nuland, America’s assistant secretary 
of state, and spoke by phone to Joe Biden, its vice-president. Launching an 
assault on Maidan with both diplomats in town seemed a deliberate provocation. 
 
The reaction was quick to follow. John Kerry, America’s secretary of state, 
expressed “disgust with the decision of Ukrainian authorities to meet the peaceful 
protest in Kiev’s Maidan with riot police, bulldozers and batons”. Sanctions could 
follow, Mr Yanukovych was told. On the other hand Vladimir Putin, Russia’s 
president, must have been pleased. Mr Yanukovych’s actions revealed his 
adherence to Mr Putin’s school of governance. And Mr Yanukovych has good 
reasons to keep Mr Putin happy. Having ditched the pact with Europe (even 
though he assured Baroness Ashton, perhaps for tactical reasons, that he still 
intends to sign it), Mr Yanukovych is now reliant on Russia’s money to rescue 
Ukraine’s collapsing economy. 
 
Mr Yanukovych and Mr Putin are supposed to meet next week in Moscow to sign 
several agreements which are thought to include cheaper gas for Ukraine and, 
rumour has it, to allow Mr Yanukovych’s family business into yet another opaque 
vehicle for importing gas. Mr Yanukovych is terrified of upsetting Mr Putin, who 
is likely to have made this deal dependent on Mr Yanukovych’s ability to clear 
protesters off the streets. 
 
The botched crackdown dealt another blow to Mr Yanukovych’s dwindling 
legitimacy. His orders are being sabotaged. The oligarchs, who control most 



television channels, defy his orders. Considering Ukraine’s looming financial 
crisis, Mr Yanukovych’s position is not much stronger than that of the 
Communist coup-plotters in the Soviet Union in 1991, who lost legitimacy and 
power in three days by inciting violence which the country rejected. 
 
What keeps Mr Yanukovych in power is the lack of a clear opposition leader. 
None of the three main options, including Vitaly Klitschko, a former heavyweight 
boxing champion, can really negotiate on the protesters’ behalf. For now the 
stand-off continues with no clear way out. Mr Yanukovych may play for time and 
bring out an army of paid supporters. But one thing is clear: the bells are tolling 
for him. 
 
#3 
Mychailo Wynnyckyj’s EuroMaidan Diary  
Trying to get into Yanukovych’s head… 
11 December 2013 
 
Mychailo Wynnyckyj is Director of the Doctoral School at the University Kyïv 
Mohyla Academy. 
 
The question on the minds of many in Ukraine (and I suspect around the world) 
today is “why?” Why did the Yanukovych regime choose to attempt to clear the 
demonstrators from Kyiv’s city center specifically during the early hours of 
11/12/13? This is not merely a numerological question. Given the presence of 
Catherine Ashton (EU Commissioner for Foreign Affairs) and Victoria Nuland 
(US Assistant Secretary of State) in Ukraine’s capital last night, what was 
Yanukovych thinking when he ordered riot police onto the Euromaidan? Didn’t 
he realize that the timing of this police action would irreversibly and finally 
alienate him from the West? Couldn’t he have waited one day until the two guests 
departed? Doesn’t he realize that the current social mood in Ukraine is such that 
every action by the police will inevitably lead to even greater numbers of 
protesters on the streets of Kyiv? Why is Ukraine’s President being deliberately 
provocative? 
 
One possible answer is that he is simply crazy; he has lost all touch with reality; 
his advisers are incapable or unwilling to influence his decisions which in turn 
are becoming increasingly irrational. If this explanation is to be accepted, then it 
must also be said that the irrational Yanukovych is simultaneously a fantastic 
actor. His television appearance together with Ukraine’s three former Presidents 
yesterday did little to raise doubts as to Yanukovych’s mental stability – although 
it certainly raised multiple questions (including among the ex-Presidents) as to 
his choice of policy priorities. 
 
Another answer to the puzzle of Yanukovych’s strange decision-making that is 
gaining some credence in Ukraine is based on a belief in Russian infiltration of 
Ukraine’s corridors of power. Specifically, according to this theory, the November 
30 violent attack by Berkut riot police on students who were winding up their 



pro-EU demonstration in Independence Square was not actually ordered by the 
legitimate Ukrainian government, but rather by a rogue commander following 
orders from Moscow. In the same vein, the savage beatings by riot-police of 
demonstrators and journalists on December 1 in front of the Presidential 
Administration was actually a Russian intelligence agency operation (this theory 
is apparently supported by the fact that Russian television channels broadcast 
images of the street violence from inside the Presidential Administration 
building). Accordingly, since Russia has everything to gain from Yanukovych’s 
complete isolation from the West, it was Putin’s agents who ordered a repeat of 
violence in Kyiv at the most inopportune time for Yanukovych – last night. 
 
It should be noted that the Russian conspiracy theory is convenient to Ukraine’s 
government. Indeed in his opening remarks before the Cabinet of Ministers 
meeting this morning, Prime Minister Azarov alluded that “someone deliberately 
tried to discredit the government” by ordering the November 30 attacks on the 
Euromaidan students. By promising an investigation into the event, Azarov 
conveniently distanced himself and Yanukovych from responsibility. With respect 
to the December 1 savagery against journalists, the Prime Minister has not 
suggested blame, claiming that opposition-funded street fighters were 
responsible for provoking the riot-police, but that police also overstepped their 
bounds. 
 
If the “strings from Russia” theory is to be taken seriously, and Yanukovych has 
in fact lost control of the decision-making process within his own government, 
one must ask why he simply does not publicly admit this problem? If there are 
“moles” in the President’s administration, would it not be better to “out” them 
sooner, rather than later? Conspiracy theorists would argue that this would make 
the President look weak, and given Yanukovych’s authoritarian nature, all 
mention of even the possibility of a break in the hierarchy of command is taboo. 
 
The conspiracy theory in its pure form is probably far-fetched, but it may also 
contain some grains of truth. Firstly, it is quite likely that Yanukovych’s decisions 
are heavily influenced by Russia. Putin clearly promised the Ukrainian President 
significant financial support (and likely electoral support in his 2015 re-election 
campaign) in exchange for not signing the Association Agreement with the EU in 
Vilnius. According to rumors circulating throughout Kyiv, during their meeting in 
Sochi on Friday, Yanukovych and Putin penciled a significant economic rescue 
package for Ukraine, but the Russian President added a condition: all protests in 
Kyiv must be cleared before the December 17 official signing date. For this reason, 
Yanukovych, in a hurry to clear the protesters from Independence Square, 
ordered riot police into the streets of Kyiv last night – ignoring the presence of 
his western diplomatic guests. If this theory is true, another attempt to clear the 
demonstrations is sure to come tonight or tomorrow at the latest. 
 
However, it seems somewhat simplistic to boil down explanations of seemingly 
irrational decisions taken by Ukraine’s President to an infantile desire to please 
Russia. Yanukovych is an authoritarian leader: even superficial analyses of his 



public appearances and career path make this clear. Furthermore, he is a 
materialist whose criteria for value judgments are based on wealth and/or power. 
As he stated publicly during his debate with Lithuanian President Grybauskaite 
at this autumn’s Yalta European Strategy conference, Yanukovych believes 
Ukraine to be “caught” between two very large economic behemoths – the EU 
and Russia – and he defines his responsibility as President as that of “broker”. In 
other words, internally, he needs to regularly demonstrate his own power (over 
oligarchs, over government employees, over citizens) while externally, he must 
regularly try to manoeuver his country within the minimal geopolitical space 
relegated to Ukraine by its neighbors. Put more simply, at the moment, Russia 
has promised more than the EU, so today he is leaning eastward; if the EU offers 
more tomorrow, tomorrow he will lean westward. This is the essence of the 
geoeconomic dance once practiced by Kuchma, and (badly) repeated by 
Yanukovych. 
 
Viktor Yanukovych’s authoritarian materialism contrasts sharply with the “soft 
power” of European foreign policy, and the values-based demands of the 
protesters on the streets of Kyiv (to live in a rules-based society where individual 
dignity is respected). For a materialist authoritarian, the reality that I witnessed 
during 5 afternoon hours on Independence Square today are simply 
incomprehensible: thousands of people (most of them of working age – joined by 
some students, and minimal numbers of pensioners), without receiving any 
commands, seemingly without appointed managers, cooperated in rebuilding the 
barricades that had been removed last night by the regime around Independence 
Square, and in clearing the area of snow and ice. To even suggest that these 
people were paid for their work is to be deeply offensive to them. Amazingly, 
many worked without even looking into the faces of their compatriots – they 
simply did what needed to be done, and each person seemed to know exactly 
what needed to be done without asking. “How can this be?” would ask a 
bewildered Yanukovych… 
 
Today, in the wake of last night’s police crackdown, thousands of drivers 
throughout Ukraine have volunteered their cars to drive compatriots to Kyiv from 
the regions – no one is paying for their gas, and no one is commanding them to 
drive. They are simply coming – many driving all night. “Why?” might query a 
confused Yanukovych… Because they, and their compatriots believe that their 
dignity has been has been violated! And that is more important than pleasing the 
boss, or earning an extra few hundred/thousand hryvnia during the next 
days/weeks. But that answer is beyond comprehension for a materialist 
authoritarian like Yanukovych. 
 
The contrast between the worldviews of the protesters and the “values” of the 
regime is particularly salient to the negotiations that have been called for by 
Ukraine’s President in his a TV address tonight. A first “round table” session with 
opposition leaders is likely to begin tomorrow. For Yanukovych, these 
negotiations will amount to a haggling session with each side vying for positional 
power. He will therefore be prepared (possibly) to sacrifice Interior Minister 



Zakharchenko, or even Prime Minister Azarov, but only if his own image of a 
powerful “father of the nation” (valid primarily in his own mind) does not suffer 
as a result. Indeed, I would argue that it was for the sake of his own self-image 
that Yanukovych needed to demonstrate his power on Independence Square last 
night - to launch the negotiations that both the US and EU are insisting upon, 
from a position of strength. 
 
For the Euromaidan protesters negotiations are a necessary evil: few have any 
real desire to protest indefinitely, particularly given the reality of an oncoming 
winter. But at the end of the day, many demonstrators will see any political deal 
as a sell-out of their values. Unfortunately, in my opinion, this will be the case 
even if non-political civil society leaders are invited as empowered participants of 
the planned round-table discussions. The very context of these negotiations is 
antithetical to the values of the protesters. Haggling over money, power, 
government posts, and resignations has little in common with the demands of the 
Euromaidan demonstrations, and the regime side is simply incapable of 
understanding the protesters’ post materialist paradigm. That may mean 
continued stand-off… 
 
Perhaps I’m getting ahead of myself here. There exists one wild card factor that 
may have a much more immediate effect on how events transpire in Ukraine than 
the evident conflict of worldviews between the regime and the people. Specifically, 
I am referring to the role that will be played in coming days by police and Interior 
Ministry forces in containing and/or disbanding the protests in Kyiv. During last 
night’s operations it was very obvious that the Berkut riot police deployed in the 
city center did not originate from Kyiv. Tactically they were unprepared: they 
failed to block side entrances into the main streets where barricades had been set 
up, and they were encircled on several occasions by demonstrators simply 
because they were unfamiliar with the geography of the city center. Forces 
consisting of Kyiv-based police, conscripted Interior Ministry troops, and Berkut 
riot police from the regions are by no means monolithic. Eyewitnesses reported 
today that Kyiv-based police actually turned around to face the Berkut riot police 
imports during one of the stand-offs with demonstrators early this morning in 
Ukraine’s capital. Can other, similar, incidents of disobedience by police be 
expected during the next few days? One would certainly hope so… 
 
Ukrainian history is filled with examples of uprisings. A close friend of mine, 
observing the activity on Independence Square during the past few weeks (and 
particularly today) suggested that Ukrainians may have some sort of genetic 
ability to collectively organize into self-sufficient camps under extreme 
conditions – an ability firmly rooted in the history of Cossack uprisings in 
Ukraine. Unfortunately, this same history does not inspire optimism with respect 
to the outcomes of the uprisings for the rebels. In most cases, Ukrainian 
uprisings (particularly against irrational and/or authoritarian rulers) have ended 
in spoils being distributed among political actors during the resolution phase of 
the uprising, with minimal benefit to the people. Hopefully, this modern uprising 
will prove an exception to the historical rule. 



 
God help us! 
 
Mychailo Wynnyckyj PhD 
Kyiv-Mohyla Academy 
 
#4 
Ukrainian President Meets With Opposition Leaders 
By David M. Herszenhorn 
New York Times, 13 December 2013 
 
KIEV, Ukraine — The embattled president of Ukraine, Viktor F. Yanukovich, held 
his first face-to-face meeting with opposition leaders on Friday, as a widespread 
civil uprising in the country entered its fourth week. 
 
Mr. Yanukovich met with the protest organizers, a coalition of opposition leaders 
in Parliament, and the heads of civic organizations and student groups at Ukraine 
Palace, a cultural and arts arena in the capital. 
 
The meeting began on Friday afternoon as the struggle over Ukraine’s political 
and economic future intensified, and as the country’s richest man, Rinat 
Akhmetov, expressed support for demonstrators who have been rallying here 
since Mr. Yanukovich last month unexpectedly backed away from signing 
sweeping political and free trade accords with Europe. 
 
Mr. Akhmetov, a multibillionaire, is widely viewed as a close ally of Mr. 
Yanukovich, and his public statement calling for negotiations to settle the 
political crisis sent the clearest message yet that Ukraine’s wealthiest 
businessmen, widely known as oligarchs, are unhappy with the instability and 
uncertainty in the country and want the government to offer a clearer picture of 
its intentions: to move toward Russia or try to revive the deals with Europe. 
 
It was also highly unusual commentary on public affairs by a man who generally 
prefers to operate in the background, and the statement quickly drew the 
attention of Western diplomats who have been working to increase pressure on 
Mr. Yanukovich. They are concerned that he will sign agreements in Russia next 
week with President Vladimir V. Putin, which, for the moment at least, would 
close the door to European integration for Ukraine. 
 
“The agreement was not signed in Vilnius,” Mr. Akhmetov said in his statement, 
referring to the Lithuanian capital, where the accords with Europe were to be 
signed at a conference. “And everybody asked a question: What happened? Did 
Ukraine take a pause? Did Ukraine stop? Or did Ukraine choose another road?” 
“Everyone wants to have clarity,” he continued. Referring to Independence 
Square in Kiev, the main protest site, he said, “People started searching for 
answers to these questions and went to the Maidan.” 
 



“The fact that peaceful people came to peaceful rallies indicates that Ukraine is a 
free and democratic country,” Mr. Akhmetov said. “And Ukraine will not swerve 
from this road. And it’s great. But the fact that people suffered in these days is 
unacceptable. I am confident that now it is a difficult moment for our country, 
and it is very important to have a cool head and a balanced approach. In short, 
common sense should win.” 
 
Most pointedly, he said that the government could not ignore the opposition, as it 
did for more than two weeks after people took to the streets. “I am for the 
negotiating table,” Mr. Akhmetov said. “Politicians, the authorities, the 
opposition and the moral leaders of the country should sit at the negotiating table 
and take the decision of which we will be proud.” 
 
Mr. Yanukovich had previously expressed a willingness to participate in so-called 
round-table talks, but it was not clear until Friday that he would personally meet 
with leaders of the opposition, which has seized control not only of Independence 
Square but also of several public buildings, including Kiev City Hall. 
 
The talks are beginning after an acceleration of efforts in recent days by national 
figures and international diplomats to find a way out of the political chaos. 
Ukraine is facing an increasingly severe economic crisis that has sharply raised 
borrowing costs and forced the Central Bank to intervene to prop up the currency, 
the hryvnia. 
 
Catherine Ashton, the European Union’s foreign policy chief, and Victoria 
Nuland, an American assistant secretary of state, each met with Mr. Yanukovich 
for several hours this week, delivering strong criticism of a police crackdown on 
protesters in Independence Square early Wednesday, and also urging him to 
renew negotiations to sign the accords with Europe and also with the 
International Monetary Fund to secure a much-needed financial rescue package. 
 
Since refusing to sign the accords, Mr. Yanukovich has been in talks with Russia 
about economic assistance. He met with Mr. Putin last week in Sochi and is 
scheduled to see him again on Dec. 17. 
 
On Thursday, another wealthy and influential Ukrainian, Serhiy Tigipko, who is a 
member of Parliament, former economics minister, and former head of the 
Central Bank, issued a statement urging a series of steps that the Ukrainian 
president could take to address the political instability, and resolve the crisis. 
 
Mr. Tigipko urged no force against protesters, genuine negotiations with protest 
leaders, and a “serious reformatting” of the government, which would include 
returning to the path of European integration by signing the political accord 
known as an “association agreement.” He also urged the creation of a new 
anticorruption program, and a restoration of negotiations with the I.M.F. 
 
“Implementation of these measures will allow us a few months to emerge 



stronger from the political and economic crisis that has engulfed the country,” Mr. 
Tigipko wrote, adding, “In my view, this is consistent with the interests of society 
and the interests of the government.” 
 
The far more consequential statement, however, came from Mr. Akhmetov, 
whose wealth is estimated by Forbes Magazine at more than $15 billion, and 
whose conglomerate, System Capital Management, owns interests in metals, 
energy, mining, financial services, media and telecommunications. In his 
statement, Mr. Akhmetov urged all sides to the negotiating table. 
 
“I would call this table a table of peace, compromise, and the future of our 
country,” Mr. Akhmetov wrote. “And let the politicians lose their ratings at this 
table. But the most important thing is that Ukraine’s rating goes up.” 
 
Mr. Akhmetov’s statement could have multiple goals. While he has been pressed 
to weigh in on the crisis given his influence — a point he noted at them outset of 
his remarks — Western officials have also raised the prospect of sanctions should 
there be bloodshed at the protests. There has been speculation that such 
sanctions would be targeted at government officials and their allies, to avoid 
punishing the entire country. A statement expressing even tempered support for 
the protests might keep Mr. Akhmetov out of the fray. 
 
Also on Friday, a court granted one demand of protesters by freeing the last of 
nine demonstrators who had been jailed after earlier clashes with the police. It 
was a limited victory, however, as officials said that charges would not be 
dropped and criminal cases against the demonstrators would continue. 
Oksana Lyachynska contributed reporting.	  
 
#5 
US intensifies pressure on Ukraine’s Viktor Yanukovich 
by Courtney Weaver and Roman Olearchyk in Kiev 
Financial Times, 12 December 2013 
 
The US has ratcheted up the pressure on Ukraine’s President Viktor Yanukovich 
as pro-EU demonstrators intensified their stand-off against him and opposition 
leaders contemplated entering into negotiations to end the crisis. 
 
The Obama administration said it might consider sanctions against the 
government and members of Congress said they could deny visas to Ukrainian 
officials or freeze their US assets if the violence against the protesters escalates. 
 
Senator Chris Murphy, chairman of the Senate’s Europe subcommittee, said Mr 
Yanukovich should only be ousted via a vote because he was democratically 
elected. He added, though, that the president’s behaviour would be closely 
monitored. 
 
 “His conduct over the last 24 hours is unacceptable, and if he continues to use 



bulldozers and batons to break up peaceful demonstrations, there could be 
consequences, real consequences, from the Congress,” he told Reuters. 
Chuck Hagel, US defence secretary, called Pavlo Lebedyev, his counterpart in 
Ukraine, to warn him of the “potential damage of any involvement by the military 
in breaking up the demonstrations”, Carl Woog, a Pentagon spokesman, said. 
Mr Yanukovich’s position looked increasingly precarious by the end of 
Wednesday after thousands of riot police failed to clear protest camps from Kiev’s 
Independence Square, prompting thousands more people to join the 
demonstration and defend the site. 
 
Signs emerged that more of Ukraine’s influential oligarchs were siding with 
protesters. In a comment to the Financial Times, Victor Pinchuk, the country’s 
second richest man and son-in-law to former president Leonid Kuchma, praised 
the demonstrators. 
 
“On Maidan [Independence square] last Saturday, I thought of my responsibility 
as a businessman and citizen: like in 2004 [during the Orange Revolution] to do 
what I can to help facilitate a peaceful and constructive solution,” Mr Pinchuk 
said. 
 
“The most important is that Ukrainian civil society has shown its strength. Not 
that people opt for a particular political agreement. But that free citizens make up 
their mind and speak out. Nothing is more powerful. It gives me huge optimism 
for the future of our country.” 
 
Andriy Yermolaev, director of the National Institute of Strategic Studies, which 
advises the president, said the government was unable to remove the protesters 
by force three weeks into the demonstration, and would have no choice but to 
reach a compromise with the opposition. 
 
“We obviously have an issue with a vibrant grass roots civic society movement 
which is well organised, and has its own position  .  .  .  Their blocking of 
government buildings over the EU agreements have now become protests against 
the government and president himself,” he said. 
 
“A compromise is needed with [the protesters] but this issue will not undo itself 
in the coming days,” Mr Yermolaev said. 
 
Demonstrators first began gathering at Independence Square on November 21 
after Mr Yanukovich suddenly announced that Ukraine no longer planned to sign 
a deal for further agreement with the EU, opting instead to build closer ties with 
Russia. 
 
Since then the protests have slowly gathered momentum, peaking over the 
weekends, but with a consistent crowd of several thousand maintaining vigil at 
the camp during the week. 
 



On Wednesday evening, demonstrators were bracing themselves for more police 
action overnight, repairing barricades that had been torn down in the early 
morning scuffles with police. They stacked up bags filled with snow and poured 
water over them, creating frozen walls of ice in the subzero temperatures. 
 
In a statement, Mr Yanukovich urged the protesters calling for his removal from 
office not to “go down the road of confrontation and ultimatums”, and instead 
called for a compromise after meeting Catherine Ashton, the EU’s foreign policy 
chief. 
 
Lady Ashton said Mr Yanukovich had assured her he would find a solution for the 
unrest “within 24 hours”. 
 
However, opposition leaders said they distrusted Mr Yanukovich and would not 
proceed with negotiations without police first releasing all those demonstrators 
who had been arrested. 
 
While police said they had released some of those arrested on Wednesday, 
opposition leaders estimated that at least a dozen remained behind bars. 
 
“Round tables are a joke. Our demands must be first met and law enforcement 
officers kept outside Kiev. Until then there will be no discussions,” said 
Fatherland, the leading opposition party, on Twitter. 
 
Additional reporting by John Aglionby in London 
 
#6 
4 senior Ukraine officials investigated in crackdown on protest, face house arrest  
Associated Press, 4 December 2013 
 
KIEV, Ukraine - Ukrainian authorities on Saturday conceded to one of the 
demands of weeks-long protests gripping the capital, opening investigations 
against four top officials and suspending two of them from office over the violent 
police response to a small demonstration last month.  
 
Prosecutor-General Viktor Pshonka said that the deputy head of the national 
security council, the head of the Kyiv city administration, as well as the then-head 
of Kyiv police and his deputy are being investigated on suspicion of abuse of 
office in the crackdown on protesters, according to his spokeswoman Margarita 
Velkova. Prosecutors will seek to place the suspects under house arrest.  
 
Dozens of protesters, many of them students, were injured after riot police 
violently dispersed a small rally on Kyiv's Independence Square in the early hours 
of Nov. 30, beating protesters on the heads and limbs, dragging them on the 
ground, and chasing fleeing activists and to beat them more.  
 
Shortly after Pshonka's announcement, President Viktor Yanukovych suspended 



two of the senior officials under investigation, Kyiv city head Oleksandr Popov 
and deputy head of the national security Council Volodymyr Syvkovych, while 
investigation continues.  
 
He stopped short, however, of fulfilling the protesters' demand that the president 
fire two of his closed allies: Prime Minister Mykola Azarov and the beleaguered 
Interior Minister Vitali 
 
#7 
The Tale of Two Cities: Kyiv and Simferopol 
by Idil P. Izmirli 
Eurasia Daily Monitor, 12 December 2013 
 
Since November 21, the mass protests in Ukraine’s capital organized by 
opposition parties and citizens supportive of the European Union have been 
continuing, with the number of protesters increasing each day. In fact, on 
December 8, over a million Ukrainians gathered in Independence Square 
(“Maidan Nezalezhnosti”) and demanded the impeachment of President Viktor 
Yanukovych, the resignation of Prime Minister Mykola Azarov, a criminal case 
against Interior Minister Vitaliy Zakharchenko, and the punishment of all those 
responsible for beating non-violent protesters on November 29–30.  
 
In the evening of this “Million March,” a few dozen youths in black masks, 
singing the Ukrainian national anthem and waving flags of Svoboda 
(“Freedom”—a Ukrainian right-wing nationalist party that has 37 seats in the 
450-member Ukrainian parliament), toppled a 3.45-meter-tall statue of Vladimir 
Lenin from its pedestal on Boulevard Shevchenko, in Kyiv’s Bessarabia market 
area, a part of the Independence Square now known as “EuroMaidan”. But while 
this Lenin statue, which had been erected on the square on December 5, 1946, 
came tumbling down in Kyiv—perhaps representing a symbolic de-Sovietization 
of Ukraine—in Crimea, pro-Russian organizations were burning the EU flag in 
Simferopol’s Lenin Square, under the frozen gaze of another statue of the Soviet 
leader.  
 
This anti-EU rally in Simferopol was organized by the leaders of the Congress of 
Russian Communities in Crimea, the Union of Orthodox Citizens of Crimea, and 
the Russian Community of Crimea. During the rally, the speakers condemned the 
actions of the “extremist” opposition and “radical Euro-integration militants” in 
Kyiv, whom they accused of being under the influence of “fairy tales from Europe 
for lazy fools” and of preparing a coup to overthrow the legitimate authority of 
the Yanukovych government. Labeling the opposition leaders Arseniy Yatseniuk 
(Fatherland/Batkivschyna party), Vitaly Klichko (UDAR party) and Oleh 
Tyahnybok (Svoboda/Freedom party) as “Nazis,” the organizers of this event 
subsequently sent their joint appeal to Yanukovych as well as the major branches 
of the government, asking the authorities to restore order in Kyiv and punish the 
“lawbreakers”.  
 



And yet, this was not the only anti-EU event in Simferopol that opposed the 
EuroMaidan cheers from Ukraine’s capital, Kyiv.   On December 2, Sergiy 
Smoljaninov, a Sevastopol City Council deputy from the Party of Regions, 
organized a signature collection campaign for a petition to Russian President 
Vladimir Putin asking him to provide military assistance to Ukraine by bringing 
troops from Russia to protect the Russian population of Crimea and other regions 
of Ukraine. Smoljaninov argued that it was the only way to combat Western 
intelligence agencies, the United States, and the North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization (NATO), which, he claimed, were jointly financing the Kyiv protests 
in an attempt to overthrow the legitimate authorities in the country.  
 
It bears pointing out that during the August 2008 Russian military intervention 
in the Georgian region of South Ossetia, which Moscow carried out under the 
pretext of “defending” Russian citizens there, Mykola Stretovych, then a deputy 
in Viktor Yuschchenko’s government, stated that Russia had issued “Russian” 
passports in the Crimean city of Sevastopol, “home to 400,000 residents, many 
of whom have historic ties with Russia. Currently, an estimated 100,000 of 
Crimea’s 2 million inhabitants hold Russian passports (Action Ukraine Report 
#900, Article 15, August 25, 2008).   On December 3, 2013, the Crimean 
parliament in Simferopol held an urgent session and called on President 
Yanukovych to fulfill his constitutional duty and to impose a “state of emergency” 
for the establishment of stability and order in Crimea as well as throughout 
Ukraine.  
 
During this session, where the first deputy chairman of the Crimean parliament, 
Sergiy Donych, defined the Ukrainians rallying in EuroMaidan as “trash,” the 
appeal for “suppression of turmoil” in Kyiv was supported by 76 of the 78 
deputies (the Crimean legislature has a total of 99 deputies), who were present. 
Subsequently, Vladimir Klychnikov, a deputy of the Crimean parliament asked 
the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of Crimea to allow law enforcement agencies 
to closely monitor and to apprehend the Ukrainian nationalists and the 
instigators of protests, who would be easy to track, because they are, in his words 
“the Ukrainian speakers who do not know a single word of Russian”.    
 
The following day, on December 4, perhaps following Klychnikov’s request, the 
representatives of the pro-Russian “Sobol” Cossack Community of Crimea issued 
a press release to the media in which they announced that they were going to 
patrol a few areas in Simferopol, establish checkpoints, and aid the law 
enforcement agencies in identifying and catching the “fascist elements” at train 
and bus stations and other areas. Although, later, Sobol refuted their press 
release, it created grave concerns among the Ukrainian-speaking Crimean 
citizens, including Crimean Tatars.  
   
A recent public opinion poll published on December 10, conducted by the 
Research & Branding group during December 4–9 in 24 oblasts of Ukraine as 
well as the cities of Kyiv and Sevastopol, indicated that 46 percent of Ukrainians 
supported their country’s integration with the EU, while 36 percent preferred 



membership in the Customs Union (with Russia, Belarus and Kazakhstan). The 
remaining 19 percent could not make a definite choice. EU supporters were 
mostly from western and central Ukraine—81 percent and 56 percent, 
respectively. Similarly, EuroMaidan was mostly supported by the citizens of 
western Ukraine (84 percent) and central Ukraine (66 percent). In both cases, the 
lowest levels of support were recorded in Ukraine’s South and the East.  
 
These regions include Yanukovych’s birth place of Donbas/Donetsk as well as 
Makeevka, where many of his closest associates in top governmental positions 
hail from—such as Crimea’s Council of Ministers Chairman Anatoly Mogilev.  
 
Scholars and policymakers are generally well aware of the West and East/South 
divide that has been a part of Ukrainian politics especially since the Orange 
Revolution. But the events that took place in Simferopol between December 2 
and December 8 draw a more holistic picture of the complexity of the political 
situation in Crimea. Moreover, these events raise an important question: If the 
divisions between Kyiv and Simferopol are so significant that a Lenin statue is 
being torn down in one as EU flags are burnt in the other, what will happen to 
Crimea if Ukraine finally decides to join the European Union? 
 
#8 
All-Ukrainian Union "Svoboda" has been contentiously inciting unrest at the 
EuroMaidan rallies. There are victims. 
Spilna sprava, 13 December 2013 
http://www.spilnasprava.com/wp/?p=17424 
[translated by Natalia Stepaniuk for UKL] 
 
On December 12, around 100 members of “Svoboda” wearing masks forcefully 
occupied one of the premises of the Kiev City State Administration. This was 
done under the supervision of a member of Parliament from the All-Ukrainian 
Union “Svoboda” Eduard Leonov. The building was under the responsibility of 
the civic movement “Spilna Sprava” (Common Idea).  
 
The attackers were using rubber truncheons, knuckles and firefighting 
extinguishers. As a result, a few activists of “Spilna Sprava”, mainly female 
workers of one of the food industry plans, who were inside of the building during 
the storming, were seriously injured. The activist Antonina Kravchenko is 
currenly hospitalized in the intensive care unit with pre-heart attack symptoms. 
 
Days before, there were clashes between a self-defence unit of “Spilna Sprava” 
and a group of Svoboda’s members, who were trying to force the activists out of 
the Kiev City State Administration building, accusing them of defecting during 
the storming of the Administration by riot police “Berkut”. The accusations have 
been disregarded as sheer lies by numerous journalists and first-hand 
participants of the events. 
 



On December 10, Svoboda Member of Parliament and Vice-Speaker of 
Parliament Ruslan Koshylunsky, with help from some individuals, stole a box for 
donations gathered by “Spilna Sprava” for the needs of the organisation and the 
production of campaign materials for EuroMaidan.  
 
The Activist movement “Spilna Sprava” is one of the organizers of the 
EuroMaidan. Its members have been actively participating in protests from the 
very beginning. They are convinced that non-stop provocations upheld by 
“Svoboda” as well as attacks on the activists of “Spilna Sprava” carried out for 
over a week is a well-planned campaign, organized to incite national tensions, 
hatred and quarrelling, which fits perfectly in the plans of the government to 
discredit the whole rally. 
 
“Spilna Sprava” is appealing to the National Committee of Resistance with a 
demand to immediately take actions to stop violence and provocations 
committed by All-Ukrainian Union "Svoboda" and assure proper political 
punishment of these actions. 
 
#9 
Ukrainian Eurovision pop star becomes voice of protest 
by Alissa de Carbonnel 
Reuters, 12 December 2013 
 
MOSCOW (Reuters) - A Ukrainian Eurovision song contest winner is pushing her 
voice to the limit belting out songs nightly to keep up the morale of protesters 
camped out a snowy Kiev square - the unlikely figurehead of movement to oust 
President Viktor Yanukovich. 
 
Ruslana Lyzhychko won with a song "Wild Dances" in 2004, becoming Ukraine's 
only Eurovision winner. For political elites that contest may seem a celebration of 
inanity, but for Ukrainians dreaming of a European future it brought recognition 
before a huge continental audience. 
 
"Last night was a record for me - eight hours on stage," Lyzhychko told Reuters. 
"People look to me and they also stay." 
 
The long nights in freezing temperatures have taken their toll. She looked worn to 
the bone, her face bare of make up and hair dishevelled, sucking throat lozenges 
as she whisked into the opposition's improvised HQ for another night. 
 
Lyzhychko, her petite form belying a powerful deep voice, has been on stage 
virtually all night, every night in more than two weeks since protesters occupied 
the main square, enraged by Yanukovich's decision to scrap an EU trade deal and 
move the former Soviet republic closer to Moscow. 
 
"She is fantastic. She is our voice, our soul, our face and our inspiration and our 
endurance," said activist Yegor Sobolev, draped in a yellow-blue Ukrainian flag. 



Although she has become a hero to protesters camped out inside the barricades, 
not everyone shares their qualms about the beckoning of powerful northern 
neighbour Russia. 
 
"When Ruslana won the Eurovision, we were proud of her... but now it is 
shameful," a reader from the largely Russian-speaking eastern Ukrainian region 
of Donbass commented in a local newspaper. "I am ashamed of Ruslana." 
 
President Vladimir Putin wants Kiev, heavily indebted over Russian gas, as a 
central pillar in a customs union with Belarus and Kazakhstan to rival the EU and 
the United States. 
 
Barricades 
 
But Lyzhychko sings on as protesters prepare for mass weekend demonstrations 
and Russia and the EU vie for Kiev's favour, all the while cautious of the country's 
huge debts. 
 
At night, Kiev's central Independence Square, or Maidan Nezalezhnosti, is filled 
with young men in hard hats and makeshift protective guards - volunteering as 
self-appointed security to man the barricades against any police raid. 
 
Instantly surrounded by a half-dozen activists at Maidan, Ruslana plots strategy, 
ignoring the make artist and hair-dresser who fuss around her. Minutes later, she 
is transformed and ready for battle: eyes rimmed in sultry, dark eye-shadow and 
jet black locks swept up into an Amazonian pony tail. 
 
One night, Lyzhychko's voice boomed out from the stage like a commander 
rallying troops as protesters shoved back against black-clad riot police, who tried 
to clear the streets without using force but eventually withdrew, far outnumbered. 
Rock music blaring and fists pummelling the air, she belted out the refrain of a 
popular hit by one of Ukraine's most popular bands, Okean Elzy: "I won't give up 
without a fight," calling on people to wake friends to swell their numbers and 
rasing chants of "Maidan, exists!" 
 
"I am Ukrainian. I believe in my people, I believe in justice. I will stand firm," she 
yelled, stamping her Ugg-clad feet to keep warm. 
 
Lyzhychko is adored among protesters who see her as one of their own in a civil 
movement wary of politicians after being disappointed over the perceived failure 
of 2004-05 Orange Revolution to get rid of official corruption and bring change. 
 
Christmas Tree 
 
Some said they would vote for her, if she chose politics, but for now it is a mantle 
Lyzhychko rejects. 
 



"You cannot lead Maidan, you can only join it," Lyzhychko said. "I think of myself 
as a volunteer ... showing people that we need to be here because there is no other 
way." 
 
The pop star was also active in those 2004-2005 streets protests that succeeded 
in overturning a fraudulent election won by Yanukovich but not in reforming the 
political system that saw him again win the presidency in 2010. 
 
"Russia is our past, Europe must be our future," said Lyzhychko, who is from Lviv, 
about 60 km from Ukraine's western border with EU member Poland where 
many see Russian as occupiers who oppressed their country in the Soviet era. 
 
Like others, Ruslana answered a Facebook call on November 21 to protest on the 
square where days later she had been booked to unveil a Christmas tree.  
 
That tree has now been torn to shreds by protesters using it to build barricades. 
"After that night, the Kiev city administration called to cancel her participation, 
but anyway there was no opening and the Christmas tree is no more," 
Lyzhychko's spokeswoman said. 
 
What is left of its towering wire carcass is now festooned with flags and political 
messages. 
 
#10 
Out Of Ukrainian Protests, A New Media Outlet Is Born 
by Tom Balmforth 
RFE/RL.org, 14 December 2013 
 
KYIV -- A wave of panic gripped protesters as rumors spread that tanks were 
bearing down on Kyiv to quell the revolt against President Viktor Yanukovych. 
 
Several news outlets ran reports and word spread like wildfire on Twitter. "There 
are tanks!" said one alarming tweet on December 1. 
 
But in fact, there weren't. And the news organization that finally debunked the 
rumor and stopped the panic was an upstart online television outfit that didn't 
even exist a month ago. 
 
Lyudmyla Yankina, organizing producer at Hromadske TV, explains how her 
small online television station got to the heart of the story the old fashioned way: 
by reporting it. 
 
The tanks were reportedly arriving by rail. Yankina dispatched journalists to two 
railway junctions where the tanks would have had to pass, interviewed railway 
employees, and established that the reports were, in fact, false. 
 
"We checked whether these objects passed through," Yankina says. "We 



disproved this information. Society was very grateful because panic was really 
spreading in Ukraine and abroad where there is a big Ukrainian diaspora." 
 
It has been minor news coups like this that have transformed Hromadske TV -- 
which means "Public Television" in Ukrainian -- from a little-known fledgling 
project into a go-to news source over three hectic weeks of demonstrations. 
 
In The Thick Of It 
 
Disinformation, misinformation, rumors, and speculation have been widespread 
throughout the crisis as throngs of protesters have taken to the streets to protest 
Yanukovych's scuttling of a landmark pact with the European Union in favor of 
closer ties with Moscow. 
 
In addition to its live-stream videos from the protests and on-the-ground reports 
from the streets, Hromadske has distinguished itself by going to great lengths to 
verify -- or disprove -- the torrent of information about the latest developments. 
 
And they're doing so on a shoestring budget and a small staff that includes 150 
volunteers who are working -- for the time being, at least -- for free. 
 
Protesters like Evhen Polishchuk, a 24-year-old entrepreneur from Kyiv, are 
grateful. 
 
"They've been there at all the hottest moments. They've passed on the latest 
information,"  Polishchuk says, standing on Independence Square, the epicenter 
of the demonstrations. 
 
"To be honest, I hadn’t heard of them before, but it's really good that there are 
these kinds of people. I think you could say their work is extremely important 
when you just think that the Berkut riot police have beaten journalists. They work 
to provide the most reliable information." 
 
'No Stations Like This' 
 
Hromadske's meteoric rise has surprised even its founders, who didn't think the 
station would even be fully operational by now. 
 
Plans to start up the station were first announced in June by a group of 18 media 
professionals who were disillusioned with journalism in Ukraine and tired of 
political interference in their work. 
 
Journalist Natalia Gumenyuk, who previously worked at the privately owned 
Inter-TV, one of Ukraine's most influential channels, was among the founders. 
 
"The idea is to create public television online that would operate according to the 
principles of global public mass media like BBC, NPR [U.S. National Public 



Radio], and all the others," Gumenyuk says. 
 
"In Ukraine we don't have any stations like this; they're all state-friendly stations. 
Here, we have brought together journalists who for various reasons were either 
forced to leave central mass media for political reasons or who left commercial 
broadcasters -- which don't provide useful information and who are politically 
engaged." 
 
Other co-founders include Mustafa Nayem, a well-known investigative journalist 
for the opposition newspaper "Ukrayinskaya pravda," and Roman Skrypin, who 
founded Channel Five during the Orange Revolution. 
 
Feeling Its Way 
 
The plan was for a soft launch on November 18 with just a few video reports set to 
go online. But the political crisis and street protests that followed Yanukovych's 
U-turn on European integration forced them to accelerate their plans. 
 
By November 22, Hromadske was pumping out livestreams, interviews, and 
videos and providing at times almost 24-hour coverage. They have since added an 
English-language stream. 
 
The station's management says they are planning on an operating budget of just 
$1.5 million for 2014, which they hope to raise from grants, advertising on their 
website, and voluntary viewer contributions. 
 
Since they went online, Hromadske has raised $100,000 in viewer donations.  
 
They have also  received a grant from the International Renaissance Fund, a 
Ukrainian NGO founded by financier and philanthropist George Soros. 
Additionally, the United States Embassy in Kyiv provided a grant to purchase 
equipment, while the Embassy of the Netherlands provided funds to get the 
website running. To assure transparency, Hromadske posts its revenue sources 
online. 
 
Getting Noticed 
 
The hurried launch has often meant making concessions on the site's video 
quality but -- if the statistics are any indication -- viewers don't seem to mind. 
 
On December 1, for example, when an estimated 500,000 Ukrainians took to the 
streets in the largest protest of the crisis so far, Hromadske boasted almost 
500,000 unique users and 2 million pageviews with an average view length of 29 
minutes. 
 
in perhaps another sign of its emerging cache, Hromadske on December 4 hosted 
a star media personality from Russia’s Dozhd TV, or TV Rain, a popular and 



successful online television station in Moscow that also found its voice during 
mass protests, in the Russian capital, back in December 2011. 
 
Ksenia Sobchak, a Russian socialite who has reinvented herself as a popular 
social activist and journalist at Dozhd, traveled to Kyiv to interview Ukrainian 
opposition leader and world heavyweight boxing champion Vitali Klitschko and 
his brother Wladimir. 
 
#11 
Payback Time for the Yanukovych 'Family'  
by Anders Aslund 
Petersen Institute for International Economics 
Real Times Economic Issues Watch, 11 December 2013 
 
Anders Åslund is a senior fellow at the Peterson Institute for International 
Economics and author of How Ukraine Became a Market Economy and 
Democracy. 
 
Ukraine is in the midst of a financial as well as a political crisis, one that is 
essentially caused by embezzlement from the Ukrainian state by its rulers to the 
tune of $8 billion to $10 billion a year. The European Union and others dealing 
with Ukraine should demand that the government be audited, the culprits forced 
to pay back, and those found guilty be ousted and prosecuted. 
 
So far, the Euro Maidan or Euro Revolution has largely been about politics and 
foreign policy, but it must not be forgotten that this government has run the 
Ukrainian public finances into the ground through top-level corruption. The time 
has come to think creatively about how to sort out the rampant Ukrainian 
financial crisis. 
 
Ukraine’s well-known problems of corruption lie behind Ukraine’s last-minute 
demand for payment in return for association with the European Union. A 
headline in Yevropeiskaya Pravda on December 7 said it all: “[First Deputy 
Prime Minister Serhiy] Arbuzov: Ukraine needs 10 billion [US dollars], but 
Europe Proposed only 610 million [euro].” This is of course better than President 
Viktor Yanukovych’s absurd demand of €160 billion from the European Union in 
grants until 2017, but Arbuzov’s insistence was logical if fantastic. His 
government needs such a large amount because of its financial mismanagement. 
 
The Ukrainian government’s budget deficit of 6 percent of GDP or $11 billion is 
driven by what is commonly called the “Yanukovych family” siphoning big money 
from the state budget. Because everyone knows about this corruption, the 
International Monetary Fund (IMF) and the European Union have refused to aid 
the Ukrainian government. 
 
Billions of dollars have disappeared from the Ukrainian government each year, 
equivalent to an amount sufficient to cover the $30 billion budget deficit run up 



during President Yanukovych’s term in office. Ukraine’s independent media has 
reported how the money has been embezzled and who has benefited, but the 
exact details are important, and I abstain from naming names. Among the 
devices of corruption identified by the media are the following: 
 
1. Billions of dollars are extracted each year out of the State Tax Administration 
and the State Customs Committee. Some appears to be sheer embezzlement, 
some is in the form of bribes passed on to the top, and some comes from 
commissions demanded from value-added tax refunds for exporters. A 
reasonable assessment of this embezzlement would be $3 billion to $5 billion a 
year. 
 
2. Competitive bidding of large infrastructure projects, notably connected with 
the Euro 2012 Soccer Cup, has ceased. The government overpays for these 
projects by paying twice as much as it should. Reasonably, half of the money 
should be returned by those who will be revealed to have benefited. This source 
should generate at least $2 billion a year. 
 
3. The state oil and gas company Naftogaz buys 18 billion cubic meters of 
domestically produced natural gas each year at the ridiculously low price of $53 
per 1000 cubic meters. The alleged purpose is to sell cheaply to consumers, which 
is done but only to a limited extent. There is a leakage of perhaps half this volume, 
permitting someone to make a fortune from reselling the gas to industrial 
customers for a price related to the Russian gas price of $410 per 1000 cubic 
meter. The potential for privileged arbitrage here is enormous: $350 per 1000 
cubic meters times 9 billion cubic meters equals $3.15 billion. This is probably 
the main reason why Yanukovych so adamantly opposes increased gas prices. 
 
These three sources of embezzlement and corruption alone have probably 
generated $8 billion to $10 billion a year to the “Yanukovych family” during the 
last three years. Rather than allowing Yanukovych to try to get the best bargain 
he can from the IMF, Europe, Russia, and China, with the aim of feeding these 
embezzlement schemes, the appropriate legal authorities need to audit the 
Ukrainian state finances in the three areas mentioned above, going back to 
Yanukovych’s election in February 2010. Given the pervasive corruption of 
government state agencies and mutual political distrust in Ukraine, it might be a 
good idea to invite independent European auditors to sort out the mess. 
 
Once the beneficiaries of embezzlement have been established, they should be 
forced to pay back to the Ukrainian state. If this were done fast, the current 
problems with Ukraine’s state finances would disappear. 
 
These and other methods of corruption probably explain why Yanukovych 
refused to go along with the new EU-designed law on prosecution in Ukraine. 
Any independent investigation or prosecution directed by the West could end up 
with Yanukovych and members of his government in court, with the possibility of 
prison. Russia’s President Vladimir Putin, on the other hand, embraces and 



endorses corrupt practices. 
 
Ukraine harbors many other sources of corrupt revenues, such as privileged 
privatization and extortions at all levels, but given the critical state finances, there 
is merit in focusing on the direct extraction of cash from the government that can 
be returned. 
 
Five natural conclusions flow from these observations. If carried out forcefully 
and effectively, they would help resolve Ukraine’s current financial and political 
crises: 
 
1. The Ukrainian opposition, the European Union, and the IMF need to demand a 
full audit of these key features of the central Ukrainian government finances 
during the Yanukovych presidency. The only plausible audit would be 
international. International donors have a stake in restitution of theft by those in 
power. 
 
2. Once investigated and understood, the European Union and the IMF should 
demand that these corrupt practices be outlawed, putting state finances on a 
sustainable basis. 
 
3. All top officials responsible for gross larceny should be ousted from 
government. 
 
4. The beneficiaries of larceny should be forced to pay back what they have 
extracted unlawfully from the Ukrainian government. In return for reasonable 
repayment, they should be permitted to buy their freedom from jail. 
 
5. Inevitably, this process will take some time and it will have to be accompanied 
with major political changes. If this cleansing process is on a sufficiently secure 
basis, the European Union and the IMF will no doubt provide the necessary crisis 
financing. That is the very function of the IMF, and the European Union has 
often cofinanced sound IMF programs. 
 
#12 
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The Euromaidan is a reproach to anyone who believes that geopolitics is a science.  
According to its logic, the Vilnius summit was Europe’s loss and Russia’s gain.  As 
I myself wrote on 22 November, Azarov’s decree suspending work on the 
Association Agreement was ‘a victory for everyone who believes that Europe stops 
at Ukraine’s border’.  These conclusions have been thrown to the winds by the 
proverbial human factor.  But after three weeks of confrontation on the Maidan, 
it is still too early to say whether this factor will take us into a brighter future, a 
grinding war of attrition or carnage. 

 
Before the Vilnius summit, it looked as if the international factor was driving the 
internal one.  This was an illusion.  Yanukovych was always the key player.  His 
priorities, confusions, deeds and misdeeds have defined the ‘art of the possible’ 
for Europe and, indeed, for Russia. His priority barely needs stating to a 
Ukrainian audience:  the preservation of the patrimonial system of power that he 
and his corporate allies have constructed and consolidated since coming to power. 
Even Ukrainians with no passion for European integration know that it is a 
personalised and predatory system that penalises entrepreneurship, 
disenfranchises talent and seizes the assets of the defiant and vulnerable. Ukraine 
might be a divided country, but on this point, there is a national consensus.  And 
if the Euromaidan has few echoes in eastern and southern Ukraine, it is this 
consensus that explains the absence there of the counter-revolutionary impulse 
that existed in 2004. 

 
Under Viktor Yanukovych’s presidency, power has been the absolute and national 
interest the variable.  To be sure, preventing economic default is a compelling 
national interest, and Prime Minister Azarov knows this as well as anyone. But 
Ukraine was not brought to this abyss by natural causes.  For at least three years, 
economic policies have been driven by narrow personal interests, short-term 
horizons and a breath-taking inability to make the connection between cause and 
effect.  The man-made links in this chain — extortionate taxation, budgetary 
extravagance, the evisceration of property rights, over-pegging of the hryvnya, 
under-pegging of wholesale energy prices, insider subsidies and hidden schemes 
of arbitrage — have enriched licensed raiders, the casino culture and the Family. 
At the same time, they have impoverished entrepreneurs, choked off national 
revenue, dried up investment, depleted foreign reserves and frozen Ukraine out 
of international capital markets. Were the IMF to drop conditionality, as Azarov 
now demands, it would not be committing an act of largesse but a crime. 

 
Thus, whilst Vladimir Putin has emerged as the principal culprit in this drama, he 
has neither been its author nor its director.  He has only done what he does best:  
find vulnerabilities and exploit them.  Inside the EU, where the Kremlin’s 
thinking is occasionally grasped but rarely absorbed, it was fully understood that 
once Ukraine entered the EU’s free trade area, the Eurasian Custom’s Union 
would apply its common external tariff (currently 11.5 percent) to all Ukrainian 
imports and make other structural and technical adjustments.  The Customs 
Union would be fully entitled to protect itself from duty-free EU products 
entering its markets via Ukraine.  But there is no justification for penal measures 



against Ukraine, let alone tariff bands above the level applied to members of the 
EU. 

 
Yet as we now know, in Moscow on 12 November, Putin presented Yanukovych 
with an elaborate raft of countermeasures that went well beyond these 
parameters and which were plainly designed to inflict the maximum amount of 
damage not only on Ukraine’s economy as a whole, but on the financial and 
business interests tied to Yanukovych personally.  Anyone in Brussels who had 
taken stock of the leaked Glazyev memorandum (published in ZN ???), the rolling 
barrage of customs blockages and boycotts over previous weeks, let alone 
Armenia’s shotgun marriage with the Custom’s Union in September, would have 
been well prepared for this turn of events. To be fair, Brussels, Warsaw and 
Berlin did understand the meaning of these events. Yet as is often the case when 
Russia acts in accordance with its own cold logic, Europe as a whole was largely 
unprepared and shocked. 

 
The question is why Yanukovych was even less prepared than Europe (as, to a 
lesser extent was Azarov, who should have known better). The truth is that even 
cynical minds can be full of illusions.  Since the conclusion of the EU Association 
Agreement in December 2011, Yanukovych and Azarov have proceeded as if they 
could have their cake and eat it:  Association with the EU on the usual terms 
(compliance pro forma and implementation à la carte) and accession to selective 
provisions of the Customs Union. When both Barroso and Medvedev told them 
they could not sit on two stools, they disregarded the warning, because sitting on 
two stools is exactly what Ukraine has always done. They also assumed what a 
large portion of Ukrainian elites have always assumed:  that both the EU and 
Russia ‘need’ Ukraine—that with enough persistence and guile, the EU’s 
conditionality would dissolve as bluff and that Russia would pursue a кнут и 
пряник (carrot and stick) policy without pushing младший брат (younger brother) 
over the edge. Yet his biggest illusion, which persists to the present moment, is 
that he can prevail internally, keep Europe in play and keep Russia at bay. 

 
Where Russia is concerned, it is not the first time that Yanukovych showed his 
ability to get things wrong.  The Kharkiv accords of April 2010 were a pre-
emptive measure designed to diminish pressure from Moscow.  Instead, they 
increased it (напр. Medvedev, <это только начало> ‘it’s only the beginning’).  
Nevertheless, Yanukovych has had the same fundamental grasp of Russian aims 
that every one of his predecessors possessed, and he has been particularly 
tenacious in protecting his corporate interests against Russian encroachments.  
What I wrote in ZN ten years ago about Kuchma applies equally to Yanukovych:  
‘He understands Russia and fears it.  He doesn’t understand the West and is 
exasperated by it’. But unlike Kuchma, he has been notoriously bad at integrating 
this understanding into an overall strategy. Or to rephrase it, he has no more of a 
strategy for dealing with Russia than he has for anything else. 

 
Where Europe is concerned, Yanukovych’s illusions are only prolonged by 
equivocation.  So far, the EU has distinguished itself by openly defending the 



aspirations of the Evromaidantsy, the right of protest and the need to bring the 
instigators of police violence to account. It has also reiterated that the terms of 
Association remain open as soon as Ukraine wishes to accept them.  But it has 
not joined with the opposition in calling for the resignation of Yanukovych’s 
government.  It has sound reasons not to do so.  Yanukovych is the legally elected 
president of Ukraine.  In 2004, he was not, and the Orange Revolution was a 
response to the violation of the constitution by the state itself. For over twenty 
years —until 21 November 2013 to be precise — Ukraine defined itself as a 
European state, and every Ukrainian president pursued a path of integration with 
Europe. Yanukovych’s departure from that path is a grave matter, but not 
necessarily a constitutional one.  If, as the opposition alleges, he has conspired 
with President Putin to bring Ukraine into the Customs Union—and do so 
without parliamentary scrutiny and consent—that doubtless is a constitutional 
matter.  But it is not a matter for the EU. It is the decision of a sovereign state. 

 
Today, the Kremlin and its allies reproach the EU for ‘putting pressure’ on 
Ukraine.  Never missing an opportunity to find moral equivalence where there is 
none, some in the West now claim that the EU and Russia are putting equal 
pressure on Ukraine. The truth is diametrically opposite.  From 1991 until 
Azarov’s decree of  November 2013, pressure to integrate with the EU has come 
from Ukraine, not the EU.  Well before the present authorities came to power, 
many Ukrainians presented this aspiration as a right, and many more resented 
the incomprehension with which, in the first decade of independence, this 
aspiration was met in EU capitals. 

 
The past decade has witnessed a notable change in EU thinking and practice. 
Closer integration with the EU is not seen as Ukraine’s right.  But it is seen as a 
choice, conditioned on meeting the basic standards consistent with it. The 
Eastern Partnership has offered Ukraine a tangible perspective of integration 
short of membership.  In Catherine Ashton’s words, Association is the 'most 
ambitious agreement ever offered a partner country'.  Pressure to join the 
Eurasian Customs Union has not come from Ukraine but from Russia.  By 
exercising its sovereign prerogative to choose something else, Ukraine has not 
only found itself exposed to pressure but economic coercion, inconsistent with 
the 1994 Budapest Declaration and the fundamental principles that define the 
post-Cold War settlement. The EU has every reason to make these points known 
and not give credence to confused and mendacious narratives.   

 
The EU’s real equivocation arises elsewhere.  On one hand it charges Yanukovych 
with practices ‘ill suited’ to a democracy.  On the other, it welcomes negotiations 
with his representatives about their admission to the EU’s community of 
standards and values.  Since the end of the Cold War, ‘engagement’ has become 
the opiate of European foreign policy establishments.  Towards the authorities in 
Kyiv, no less than the authorities in Moscow, it has become a glandular reflex, 
independent of any audit of results. 

 



In this case, however, the EU has compelling reason to engage with Yanukovych 
and not isolate him.  He has exhausted his credibility, and there are no illusions 
about him.  The reason for engagement is not the proverbial fear that isolation 
will ‘drive him to Russia’.  Brussels is in no mood for an auction with these 
partners, and it knows blackmail when it sees it. The reason is the fear of 
transforming Yanukovych into another Lukashenka.  Unless he has a stake in a 
solution, he will become even more of a problem.  The capability of Ukraine’s 
police and interior forces is not limitless, but so far it has been very partially 
employed.  The EU is walking on eggshells because it perceives that lives are at 
stake.  This might be an erroneous position, but it is a responsible one. 
Nevertheless, there comes a point at which engagement is not only unwise, but 
dishonourable. Events will soon establish whether that has been reached. 

 
The singular failing of EU policy concerns Russia. The EU has been impressive  at 
devising policies for Russia as it should be.  It has been poor at devising policies 
for Russia as it is. Belatedly, it has become clear that it is in a geopolitical 
competition in East-Central and much of Southeastern Europe. But no one will 
say so publicly, many still deny it to themselves, and many more have difficulty 
understanding the Kremlin’s motives and metabolism.  For Brussels, Association 
is an alternative to EU membership. For Moscow, it is enlargement by other 
means.  For EU Commission President Barroso, the opening up of Ukraine will 
do Russia no harm and, in the long term, much good. For Putin, the EU is an 
intruder in a region he terms ‘privileged’ and part of the ‘Russian world’. EU 
attempts to ‘engage’ on these issues is pointless.  It is a dialogue of the deaf. 

 
The usual nostrums about Russia's limitations take no account of Kremlin 
thinking. Whatever Putin's internal performance and problems, his foreign policy 
has been sure-footed and confident. After Ukraine’s abandonment of Association, 
he concluded that that the EU's game in the East had collapsed. The EU's greatest 
threat, the integration of 'little Russia', had collapsed with it. Russia's power 
might be declining, but it is used tenaciously and to the full. It is indifferent to the 
West’s disapproval. Where the stakes are high, the current leadership has been 
remarkably  risk averse and willing to sustain damage for the sake of strategic 
gain. 

 
The Euromaidan has unsettled Moscow’s calculations.  But it has not diminished 
its aversion to risk and its unique ability to achieve lose-lose outcomes.  It is these 
dangers that should focus minds in Kyiv, Brussels and Washingto. The EU needs 
a policy for Russia as it is today. It needs to establish not only a well funded crisis 
response mechanism, but as NATO did before, a High Level Group that will 
return to first principles and devise a robust and coherent schéma of ends and 
means. It should leave Moscow in no doubt that the principles that underpinned 
the post-Cold War settlement in 1990 still underpin it.  

 
Yet it is not the ambition of Russia, but the condition of Ukraine that poses the 
greatest threat to the ideals of the Euromaidan and the fate of the country. 
Yanukovych has bound himself into a community of fate, a circle of beneficiaries 



and supporters who stand to lose everything he loses.  As in 2004, society is 
strong, and it has changed. Those who have stood in the Maidan will not go back 
to what they had before. The once discordant opposition has not only become 
more unified but more resolute. But still, unlike 2004, society is not led, and so 
far, it sees no leader in whom it is prepared to invest its trust. The EU and the 
West as a whole lack the will to throw their weight into the scales, the moral 
authority they once possessed, or a set of leaders who have the stature to re-
establish it. Out of these ingredients, the imperative is to produce a recipe for 
wisdom and solutions. 

 
The fact is that neither Europe, nor Russia, nor the Party of regions nor the 
national opposition have a strategy for dealing with the new reality that the 
Euromaidan has thrust upon us.  The future of Ukraine and possibly Europe 
might depend on whether this reality stimulates the emergence of men and 
women able to act soberly, creatively and purposefully, mindful of history yet able 
to emancipate themselves from the categories of the past. If they exist, they will 
need to make themselves known soon. 
 
#13 
Can Ukraine Halt the Slide Toward Authoritarianism? 
By Matthew Rojansky and Blair Ruble 
CNN.com, 11 December 2013 
 
Editor’s note: Matthew Rojansky is the director of the Kennan Institute at 
the Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars. Blair Ruble is the 
director of the Global Sustainability and Resilience Program at the Wilson 
Center and a former director of the Kennan Institute. The views expressed 
are their own. 
 
Last night’s attempt by Ukrainian security forces to clear Independence 
Square (the Maidan) in Kiev marks a troubling shift in Ukrainian politics. Up 
to now, a messy and informal dialogue had been underway among the 
government, activists on the street, opposition political figures, and foreign 
interlocutors. But the use of security forces now, even as EU foreign policy 
chief Catherine Ashton and U.S. Assistant Secretary of State Victoria Nuland 
are in the Ukrainian capital, sends a strong signal that President Viktor 
Yanukovych intends to resolve the current political showdown on his own 
terms. 
 
The latest events have some superficial similarities to the Orange Revolution 
nine years ago.  Those events – which played themselves out in the very same 
square in downtown Kiev – appeared at the time to have consolidated a hard 
struggle to secure a democratic and pluralistic Ukraine.  The years since, 
however, have been difficult ones for the very institutions that are necessary 
for democracy to thrive. Nonetheless Ukrainian politicians competed in 
bumper car-style politics, colliding but bouncing off one another other more 
or less unharmed. The current escalating clashes between Yanukovych and 



the opposition could transform Ukrainian politics into a winner takes all 
demolition derby more commonly seen in Russia. 
As former Ukrainian President Leonid Kuchma once famously observed, 
“Ukraine is not Russia.” Moreover, Ukraine has not transformed into Russia 
overnight.  However, last night’s display of force could signal a troubling shift 
towards authoritarian tactics by the state. Given the presence of senior 
western officials in the city, the United States can hardly ignore the actions of 
the Yanukovych government, and a strongly worded statement from U.S. 
Secretary of State John Kerry indicates Washington’s mounting outrage over 
the use of force against peaceful protestors. 
 
The Yanukovych government bears much of the blame for how events have 
unfolded. Protests that started out peaceful were clumsily and sometimes 
brutally dispersed early on, fanning the flames of outrage among the 
opposition. Increasingly, the authorities appear to be out of touch with the 
majority of ordinary people. Had the state responded to these demonstrations 
more delicately, politics in Ukraine might have continued more or less as 
usual. 
 
Instead, reports of cell phone blackouts and cyber attacks, raids on opposition 
political party offices, intimidation of journalists, and seizure of protesters 
traveling from outlying regions into Kiev are troubling. But they are not yet 
on the level of the brutal crackdown that followed similar protests in Belarus 
in 2010 and 2011, where phone service was completely cut and hundreds of 
activists were beaten or arrested, or in Russia, which has shuttered nearly all 
independent media, and routinely harassed opposition political leaders and 
NGOs. 
 
Despite the authorities’ increased use of force following the Russian or 
Belarusian model, the Yanukovych government is hardly a Kremlin puppet. 
Yanukovych has little reason to trust Russian assurances of support during or 
after the confrontation with protestors, not least because Putin has previously 
backed Yanukovych’s rivals, including the now jailed opposition leader Yulia 
Tymoshenko. Nor does Russia necessarily “win” in the increasingly unlikely 
event that the Yanukovych government stays in power.  Whether or not it 
returns to the table with the European Union, Ukraine is still unlikely to sign 
up to the Russian-led Eurasian Customs Union, since the country’s most 
powerful businessmen – the oligarchs – no doubt fear exposure of their most 
lucrative assets to Kremlin-backed raiders. 
 
The opposition itself is divided over fundamental principles. Some look 
westward to the European Union as a symbol of democratic governance, anti-
corruption and pluralism, and long to preserve and advance Ukraine’s 
progress towards those same values.  Others are simply fed up with post-
Soviet kleptocracy, disillusioned and disappointed after the failure of the 
Orange Revolution to produce long-term gains, and have no more faith in the 
nominal leaders of the opposition political parties – mostly all millionaires or 



billionaires – than they do in the current corrupt authorities. Finally, there is 
a significant right-wing nationalist component that has an agenda that 
explicitly identifies Ukraine as a country of and for ethnic Ukrainians, 
excluding not only Russians, but the traditionally maligned minorities – Jews, 
Muslim Tatars, Poles, Hungarians, and others. 
 
Despite the violent turn in Ukraine it is not too late to stop a more permanent 
turn toward authoritarianism. The opposition protests clearly started as a call for 
more democratic, transparent, and accountable governance. By focusing on these 
themes and continuing to speak out loudly and firmly against any escalation of 
violence, the United States can have the best hope of positive influence on a 
political situation that grows more complex every day. 
 
#14 
Ukraine: Putin’s Denial 
by Timothy Snyder  
NYRblog, 13 December 2013 
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Imagine the following: the American Ambassador to France goes on French 
television and declares, “Americans and Canadians are one nation. It’s like the 
Bretons and the Normans in France. You can’t separate them.” The ambassador 
would be summoned to Washington and, from that moment forward, Americans 
would be reminded of the foolish incident every time they set foot in France. 
After all, diplomats don’t usually go around claiming that neighboring nations 
don’t exist. 
 
Yet that is exactly what the Russian Ambassador to France, Alexander Orlov, did 
a few days ago. Pressed on the political turmoil in Ukraine by leading French 
television journalist Jean-Pierre Elkabbach, Orlov declared: “Russians and 
Ukrainians are one nation. It’s like the Bretons and the Normans in France. You 
can’t separate them.” 
 
It is hard to know how to evaluate a claim so oddly distant from normal 
diplomatic protocol. Since this statement was made in French, perhaps we could 
apply a couple of French tests. 
 
Let us imagine that I tell you, “Juliette Binoche and I are soulmates. It’s like the 
closest love affair of all time. You can’t separate us.” Now, is this true? The only 
way to know would be to ask Juliette Binoche. Because if we shared a single soul 
and all the rest, she would know about it. 
 
Ambassador Orlov’s claim fails the Juliette Binoche test. He may think that 
Russia and Ukraine are one nation. But Ukrainians do not. 
 
Now let’s put on our berets and try the Jean-Paul Sartre test. A central idea of 
Sartre’s philosophy was authenticity. In a dark world a man must take risks for 



the values he asserts. Can we imagine large numbers of people spending cold 
nights in a tent for the idea that Russia and Ukraine are one nation? Confronting 
policemen? Getting beaten by clubs? Hundreds of thousands of Ukrainians in 
Kiev and throughout the country are spending nights in the cold and risking 
arrest and pain to show that they care about Ukraine and its distinct future. But 
they hope it will be a European one, not a Russian one. At the moment no one is 
going out on the streets and taking risks for the ambassador’s idea. 
 
So Ambassador Orlov’s claim also fails the Jean-Paul Sartre test. 
 
Sadly, the distance between odd ideas and bloodshed is much shorter than we 
might wish. Ambassador Orlov was not expressing a quaint private opinion when 
he denied the existence of a Ukrainian nation; he was following the line of 
Russian President Vladimir Putin. In a similar setting a few weeks ago, also 
speaking to western journalists, Putin made exactly the same claim: that 
Russians and Ukrainians “are one nation.” Thus no matter what happens in 
Ukraine, there can be, logically speaking, no Russian intervention. 
 
It is difficult to judge whether Putin actually believes this. What is worrying is the 
lack of alternative views in Russian discussion of the overwhelming protests 
against Ukrainian President Viktor Yanukovych. At first Russian television 
simply denied that there were any protests. As recently as December 8, Channel 1 
was claiming that only a “few hundred” people were protesting in Kiev. When the 
existence of protests could no longer be denied, they were presented as a foreign 
plot. On television and on the Internet, two themes dominate: the Europeans 
want our historic territory, and the Europeans are gay. Fantasies of sex and 
domination displace description and analysis. 
 
In one view from Moscow, the European Union is trying to revive the Kingdom of 
Sweden of the eighteenth century, with Swedish foreign minister Carl Bildt 
standing in for King Karl XII and the protests as a replay of the Great Northern 
War. On television (and also, with distressing regularity, in the discussion forums 
of Russian-language news sites) one sees the fruits of President Putin’s campaign 
against gays. German foreign minister Guido Westerwelle’s visit to Kiev is held 
up as proof that the Ukrainian demonstrations are all about the spread of same-
sex marriage into the Christian slavic homeland. The leading Russian anchorman, 
Dmitry Kiselyov, claimed on television this week that Vitaly Klitschko, the 
heavyweight champion and Ukrainian opposition politician who was 
photographed with Westerwelle, should be dismissed as a gay icon. Kiselyov has 
also claimed that Swedes practice “sex from the age of nine.” 
 
Although there are plenty of individual Russians and Russian organizations who 
have issued statements in support of the Ukrainian protest movement, they are 
exceptions to the pervasive discourse. It would be very difficult, if you were 
getting your information from the Russian media, to have any idea of what was 
actually happening in Kiev. 
 



Ukraine is different. Russia is something close to an autocracy, lacking freedom 
of the press. Ukraine is an oligarchy, and there is a good deal of press freedom. In 
Russia the oligarchs are loyal or in prison; in Ukraine they have not only wealth 
but independence and a certain amount of power. Some of them, like Dmytro 
Firtash, own rival media empires, which provide competing views of their 
country’s politics; and in the case of the recent protests, the Ukrainian media has 
shown, to a surprising extent, a willingness to report the truth, providing visual 
evidence of government violence and quoting the demonstrators about their own 
motives. 
 
This means that Yanukovych and Putin are not presented in the best of lights in 
Ukraine itself. But it also suggests a deeper problem for Yanukovych. 
 
No doubt Yanukovych would happily surrender some of Ukraine’s independence 
to Russia if it would bring an end to the huge protests now filling his streets. He 
and his son Oleksandr seem to have amassed a great deal of wealth and could 
presumably then just keep it. But the Ukrainian oligarchs who are not blood 
relatives of Yanukovych have no interest in the end of Ukraine, because then they 
would face Putin’s version of justice. 
 
During the Ukrainian crisis Russia announced the third trial of Mikhail 
Khodorkovsky, the Russian oligarch who challenged Putin. It now seems unlikely 
that he will leave prison while Putin is still alive. It is hard to imagine that the 
Ukrainian oligarchs did not get this message, although of course it simply 
reaffirmed what they already knew: they can flourish only within a sovereign 
Ukrainian state. Beyond this basic question of personal freedom, the Ukrainian 
oligarchs have actual business interests in Europe, and seem to support the trade 
agreement with the EU. The company owned by the most important of them, 
Rinat Akhmetov, issued a press release intoning its allegiance to “European 
values.” 
 
So any deal that Yanukovych makes with Moscow will anger not just the men and 
women who are out protesting, but work against the basic interests of some of the 
people who hold power in the country. Yanukovych has tried and failed multiple 
times to clear the streets. One can imagine that this could become a pretext for 
more direct Russian intervention. But in a still darker possibility, Yanukovych 
might need Russian force to fend off what would then be not only an aggrieved 
population but also a hostile group of oligarchs. The Ukrainian president’s source 
of support would then be the people in Moscow who say that the Ukrainian 
nation does not exist. 
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All of us expatriates east of Europe — journalists, diplomats, scholars, 
entrepreneurs, students, adventurers — love to exchange anecdotes while in 
France where we are looked upon as if we were returning from Planet Mars. 
There is always a grandmother to inquire as to how people live in the Soviet 
Union, an uncle who asks whether television exists over there and if bears really 
run around in the streets, a neighbor who did his homework and talks your ear 
off with a speech vodka-chapka-troïka. 
 
If we settle in Moscow or St. Petersburg, the curse of the Soviet cliché is less 
prominent. Yes, we are still pestered about Putin, the Red Square and caviar, but 
people are better informed and their views more nuanced. By contrast, those who 
live at the periphery of the Soviet empire quickly realise that in the minds of their 
closed circle in France, they are in a no man’s land, an impressionistic task at the 
end of the world. We like to make fun of the ignorance of Americans towards 
Europe, but our knowledge of our neighbors is not much better. Even among the 
rare learned types who could locate on a map Moldova and Belarus, Ukraine and 
Azerbaijan, Kazakhstan and Estonia, very few would be able to describe 
preliminarily each of these states. 
 
I am also part of the problem. It is only thanks to my colleagues and friends 
scattered all over the former empire that I can sometimes feel the vitality, 
complexity and humanity of the grey zones of European mental maps. I still carry 
a major handicap: that of having been born in Russia — worse still, in Moscow — 
and to have devoted my first research project to Russian society. Thus I once 
asked a Canadian colleague, a specialist of Ukrainian society, “but why on earth 
are you interested in Ukraine?”. He looked at me puzzled and replied: “Because it 
is an interesting country”. It took me a few years to understand that I was looking 
at Ukraine the way Russians look at Ukraine, or more precisely, how the Empire 
looks at Ukraine. 
 
Seen from Russia, the former Soviet republics are only the periphery. When a 
Russian looks south or east (Central Asia, Caucasus), he sees savages who should 
thank the Russian nation for having one day given them literacy and for 
welcoming them nowadays as migrants workers to perform menial tasks. When 
he looks north-east (Baltic States), he sees obtuse miserable little Nazis 
(nazillons) who he is glad were let go. When he looks west (Ukraine, Belarus, 
Moldova), he sees the hick little brother, the “homegrown” Slav with a punk 
hairdo who wants to look modern and different. 
 
The Russian political gaze on its neighbors, then and now, is condescending. It 
does not arise from a friendly disposition, but from a desire to control and 
dominate in all domains: political, economic, cultural. Russia has no cultural or 
linguistic policy towards the states of the former Soviet Union, yet it remains 



convinced that Russian language and culture play a central role there, since it is a 
high language and a high culture. As opposed to the national languages and 
cultures, it goes without saying. This is the stance of the Russian state, as 
expressed in the official media, but it is also shared by several intellectuals 
opposed to the regime and from a good part of the population. 
 
Thus, Zakhar Prilepin, a writer known from being close to the Russian extreme 
right, calls Ukrainian European aspirations childish sweet dreams which one day 
will be disappointed and will bring Ukraine back to Russia like a tramp returning 
to her parents. “How nice would it be to see Ukraine in a year or three, wet, 
barefooot, distraught, sterile, having lost her mind avec everything that happened 
to her…”, wrote Prilepin, convinced that Ukraine’s place is besides Russia. “This 
Russia with her teeth and hooves, her neighing and snoring, she will always be 
besides Ukraine. It is unfortunate, it is unpleasant, but there is nothing that can 
be done about it.” This is also how Dmitry Bykov, a leading liberal writer and 
expert on Russian literature, sees the protests by Ukrainian society against its 
regime, as a “degradation with a criminal smell.” He describes Ukraine as a 
“divided society, incapable of making a definitive ideological and political 
choice.” A thread of Russian-language comments and articles on Ukraine cannot 
be found without an overabundance of qualifiers such as “a bunch of Nazis” or 
“pork-eating country bumpkins.” 
 
Russia does not know anything about Ukraine. Her conviction to know her well is 
grounded on ignorance. She has however managed to use Western ignorance 
towards Ukraine to justify her control of Ukraine. After all, can we hear in the 
West with a sentiment of resignation, maybe they are really brotherly states. In 
the name of what should be sow discord in a family matter? The current events 
are an opportunity to better understand this poorly known neighbor who has 
been seen knocking at the door of the European Union. The small window of 
media attention will close soon: it is today that correspondents, experts and 
scholars are on site to follow the events, but also to explain how this protest is 
less over an association with the European Union and over a societal model that 
Ukraine must choose. It is indeed important to understand why the current 
events cannot be reduced to an opposition pro-Russia/pro-Europe, to grasp that 
language does not understand everything and that history matters beyond what 
we could imagine. 
 
I am not today in Ukraine and I leave it to those who are on Maïdan to report in 
better ways that I could do. For myself, I will seek to talk about my Ukraine, the 
one I knew well just a few years ago. 
 
[To be continued] 
 
#16 
Russia cries foul over Western embrace of Ukraine's demonstrators 
by Fred Weir 
Christian Science Monitor, 13 December 2013 



 
Russian officials and media see Western condemnations of police behavior in 
Kiev as hypocritical, and are not impressed by their Western counterparts' 
visits to protest camps. 
 
Moscow—Moscow is abuzz with rising indignation over what many Russians 
regard as Western leaders' overt support toward Ukraine's antigovernment 
protesters as well as hypocritical condemnation of Ukrainian police tactics that 
would raise few eyebrows in the West. 
 
Though Moscow has done plenty of economic arm-twisting in its geopolitical tug-
of-war with the European Union over Ukraine's allegiance, Russian leaders have 
on the whole kept unusually quiet as pro-Europe demonstrators blocked the 
central streets of Kiev over the past two weeks, barricading government buildings 
and setting up a tent city on Independence Square. 
 
Moscow's wait-and-see approach is a big departure from the Orange Revolution 
of 2004, when Vladimir Putin reacted to a similar outpouring of pro-Western 
sentiment by personally and repeatedly voicing support for the eastward-leaning 
countercurrent. 
 
In contrast, US and European officials have shuttled through Kiev to scold the 
democratically elected government of Ukrainian President Viktor Yanukovych 
and often to schmooze with the protesters on Independence Square. On 
Wednesday, US Assistant Secretary of State Victoria Nuland handed out cookies 
and bread to cheering protesters. (She also offered some to police.) 
 
Ms. Nuland told reporters that she'd had a "tough but realistic" conversation with 
Mr. Yanukovych and believed it was possible to save Ukraine's "European future" 
if the Ukrainian president showed "leadership." 
 
State Department spokesperson Jen Psaki suggested the US might even impose 
sanctions on Ukraine, while the US government-funded think tank Freedom 
House called upon Yanukovych to resign and set early elections as "the only non-
violent way to end the standoff with demonstrators." 
 
And German Foreign Minister Guido Westerwelle toured the Independence 
Square protest camp with two opposition leaders and declared that "Ukraine 
should be on board with Europe." 
 
All this prompted Russian Deputy Foreign Minister Sergei Ryabkov to slam what 
he described as Western officials' out-of-line behavior Friday. 
 
"Some of the comments that have been made by American officials over the last 
few days are shocking," Mr. Ryabkov said. "They are not even recommendations 
but bigoted demands that are put before the Ukrainian leadership, demands 
whose sharp wording reflects both a political course that we understand quite 



well and a certain play of emotions." 
 
Two weeks ago, Ukrainian riot police forcibly dispersed a pro-EU street protest, 
using batons and stun grenades, with injuries on both sides and many arrests. 
That led to a strong political reaction inside Ukraine, and even Yanukovych 
condemned police behavior. 
 
Since then police action has been, by all accounts, restrained. In recent days, 
police have moved in to relieve the siege of government buildings and remove 
barricades from the streets, but have refrained from using batons and tear gas or 
making mass arrests. 
 
Nevertheless, Nuland told reporters on Wednesday, after police had cleared 
protesters from the entrances to two key official buildings, that she had made it 
"absolutely clear" to Yanukovych that what was "happening in security terms was 
absolutely impermissible in democratic states." 
 
Secretary of State John Kerry posted an even stronger statement, saying "the 
United States expresses its disgust with the decision of Ukrainian authorities to 
meet the peaceful protests in Kiev’s [Independence] Square with riot police, 
bulldozers and batons." 
 
The Russian media -- which routinely turns a blind eye to the violence of Russian 
riot police toward peaceful protesters -- would seem to have a valid point in its 
current eruption of indignation at how hypocritical this all sounds. 
 
After all, no Russian official expressed "disgust" a couple years ago when New 
York police used forceful tactics and made multiple arrests clearing Occupy Wall 
Street protesters from the streets, or when Denver police employed pepper spray 
and "pepper ball" bullets to disperse peaceful demonstrators, or half a dozen 
similar examples around the US. 
 
Riding that wave of anger over the "double standards" of Western governments, 
Russia's State Duma passed a tough declaration this week insisting that "special 
concerns are raised by the open interference of foreign statesmen in the internal 
affairs of the sovereign Ukraine, which contradicts all international norms."  
Sergei Strokan, foreign affairs columnist with the pro-business Moscow daily 
Kommersant, says the Western leaders may be deploying tough talk to 
compensate for their unexpected and galling failure to win at least this round in 
the battle for Ukraine. 
 
"It's very difficult to find any place in the world today where American diplomacy 
is succeeding, and so some of the behavior that we see displayed in Kiev [by US 
diplomats] looks a bit idiotic. But it just underlines that they don't seem to know 
what to do with Ukraine. You can't substitute rhetoric for a sound strategy, but 
that's what it looks like they're doing," he says. 
 



#17 
The Next Chapter in Ukraine’s Fight for Freedom 
by Borys Wrzesnewskyj 
National Post (Toronto), 13 December 2013 
 
Borys Wrzesnewskyj, a former Canadian MP for the Toronto riding of 
Etobicoke Centre, has promoted democracy in Ukraine since the late 1980s. 
	  
As sickening images of peaceful protesters being chased down and brutally 
beaten by Ukrainian forces streamed live across my computer screen on the night 
of November 30, I had a flashback to 1991: Precisely 22 years ago, in the dead of 
night, in exactly the same place, a young Ukrainian Canadian was dragged across 
the vastness of what was once known as October Revolution Square, to a waiting 
police van. 
 
It had begun months earlier, in the summer 1991, when a group of 60 Ukrainian 
Canadians traveled to Soviet Ukraine to establish a network of contacts 
throughout the country. While “expert” Sovietologists scoffed at the idea of an 
independent Ukraine, we knew that the Soviet prison of nations was on the verge 
of collapse. Throughout that summer, we built those networks. In Kiev’s decrepit 
industrial district, we set up an underground printing operation that produced 
and distributed millions of pro-democracy and pro-independence leaflets and 
posters. 
 
Many of us remained on the ground during the dark days of the Soviet putsch, 
and then throughout that Fall’s independence referendum campaign. These 
historic events were to culminate with Ukraine’s people voting in a historic 
referendum on December 1. 
 
On the evening of November 30, 1991, our group of Canadians had assembled in 
Kiev. Traveling by taxi along Kreshchatyk, the city’s main boulevard, I looked 
across October Revolution Square to the place where Soviet Ukraine’s largest 
Lenin monument loomed over the city. The area had multi-story grey scaffolding. 
I imagined one final gift to our parents’ ancestral homeland. In the middle of the 
night, we arrived with ladders and buckets of white paint. We climbed up the 
scaffolding to paint a massive “Tryzub” (Trident), the symbol of Ukrainian 
statehood, and in six-foot high letters “Freedom for Ukraine.” 
 
As we completed our work, police vans arrived, and officers charged up the steps. 
Since I was the one responsible for this act, I told the others to escape up the hill 
while I slowly descended into the swarm of police. They dragged me across the 
square to a police van. In between short breaths (due to a punch in the ribs), I 
explained to the police commandant that I was a Ukrainian Canadian fulfilling 
the dreams of my ancestors. I told him that he had a choice to make: On the eve 
of independence, his final act could be one of repression … or he could stand with 
the will of the people. That night, the police allowed me to walk away free. 
 



The next evening, our group of Canadians — along with former Soviet prisoners 
of conscience — gathered in a restaurant to celebrate the overwhelming vote for 
independence we had just witnessed. The day after, we proudly cheered as then-
Prime Minister Brian Mulroney became the first Western leader to recognize an 
independent Ukraine. 
 
Ukrainian Canadians are the children, grandchildren and great grandchildren of 
refugees who fled to Canada, having borne witness to humanity’s greatest horrors 
under Communism and Nazism. They taught their children to love Canada and to 
treasure our freedoms. However, they also taught us not to forget our roots, and 
the horrific human cost paid for freedom. They taught us that while we live in a 
democratic and prosperous Canada, we cannot be oblivious to the yearning for 
freedom of our fellow man. 
 
Tens of thousands of Ukrainian Canadians have a very personal connection to 
Ukraine’s Independence Square. They were there in 1991 for the Declaration of 
Independence; and then again in 2004 for the Orange Revolution; and today you 
can spot the Canadian flag high upon the Christmas tree above the “Euromaidan” 
demonstrations that have been going on since Nov. 21. 
 
Once again, the people of Ukraine find themselves at a crossroads. The choice is 
stark: either to live in a police state run by a corrupt clan of oligarchs controlled 
by Vladimir Putin’s Kremlin, or to fight to be truly a sovereign state within a 
European Union where democratic and human rights are respected. 
 
Throughout Ukraine’s difficult journey toward democracy, our Canadian leaders 
have stood shoulder to shoulder with the people of Ukraine. In 1991, it was Prime 
Minister Mulroney’s recognition of independence. During the 2004 Orange 
Revolution, Prime Minister Paul Martin announced the largest observer mission 
we’d ever mounted in a bid to guarantee the integrity of the presidential vote. 
Today, we’ve noted Prime Minister Stephen Harper’s statement condemning the 
actions of Ukrainian President Viktor Yanukovich. But we expect concrete action, 
as well. We call upon the Prime Minister to be a leader among Western 
democracies, and to announce travel bans and the freezing of accounts and assets 
of the Yanukovich family and his clan of oligarchs. 
 
On December 11, under cover of darkness, Ukrainian President Yanukovich once 
again sent in his black-helmeted interior forces to beat peaceful demonstrators 
and to tear down the tent city in Kiev’s Independence Square. As live Internet 
reporting was under a barrage of DDOS attacks emanating from Russia, the 
church bells in the golden domes of Kiev and then across Ukraine began to ring. 
They called to the people of Ukraine to come into the streets. They were the 
sound of freedom calling, not just to the long-suffering people of Ukraine but for 
the whole world to hear. Prime Minister Harper, on behalf of Canadians, answer 
the call. 
 
#18 



Behind Ukraine’s Protest are Memories of Moscow’s Famine 
By Marta Baziuk 
Globe and Mail, 11 December 2013 
 
Marta Baziuk is executive director of the Holodomor Research and Education 
Consortium at the University of Alberta’s Canadian Institute of Ukrainian 
Studies. 
 
Hundreds of thousands of Ukrainians have protested in the streets over the past 
three weeks, culminating in the current occupation of government buildings and 
pitched battle with riot police in central Kiev. The ostensible trigger was the last-
minute decision of President Viktor Yanukovich to back out of a trade agreement 
with the European Union, moving instead toward a deal with Russia and its 
Customs Union. 
 
Commentators have framed the demonstrations in terms of competing economic 
interests, geopolitical intrigues, Russian-speaking eastern vs. Ukrainian-speaking 
western Ukraine, and Russian-Ukrainian relations. Yet these analyses don’t 
explain why so many Ukrainians are protesting this time. At the heart of their 
outrage is an emphatic rejection of what many Ukrainians see as Soviet-style rule. 
Explaining why they are in the streets, the protesters occasionally mention 
economics, but more often they say, “to live in a normal, civilized country,” “so 
that our children can live with human dignity,” or “to be free to travel, to work 
and to live our lives.” 
 
The Soviet legacy of authoritarianism and terror is not so easily shed. The most 
devastating chapter was the Holodomor - the Famine of 1932-33, when Soviet 
authorities forcibly removed grain and foodstuffs from farmers, many who had 
resisted collectivization. Borders were closed to prevent people from seeking food 
beyond Ukraine. Many millions of Ukrainians were starved to death. Joseph 
Stalin launched an assault on Ukrainian cultural leaders as well, murdering and 
exiling thousands of artists, intellectuals, and clergy. The Holodomor was a 
demographic and cultural catastrophe for Ukraine, exacerbated by Soviet 
Russification policies. 
 
Oksana Zabuzhko, one of Ukraine's best-known writers, believes that today’s 
corrupt Ukrainian state is a direct consequence of the 1933 genocide, when the 
most ruthless prospered. “Those who stole the most during the Holodomor made 
out the best. And indeed, in independent Ukraine, those adept at stealing 
managed to take hold of the collective farm,” Ms. Zabuzhko told me. “That is, all 
of Ukraine, from which they’ve plundered, carrying the wealth back to ‘their own 
house.’ Our current leadership, the third generation, is not capable of having a 
different, state-centered ‘managerial’ mentality. And whether the house in 
question is a hut with a pigsty or an offshore account on the Cayman Islands is 
purely a quantitative, not a qualitative, difference.” 
 
For three generations, to mention the word “famine” was taboo; the Soviets 



denied that the Holodomor had taken place until the end of the USSR. Only then 
did archives become accessible that illuminated its scope and intentionality. 
 
Yet the administration of President Viktor Yanukovich is engaged in diminishing 
the significance of the Holodomor. This year, staff at the Institute of National 
Memory in Kiev produced a book, the central thesis of which echoes Soviet-era 
Cold War propaganda - that the Holodomor was conceived as a means to 
discredit the USSR. Similarly, Russia refuses to accept the Holodomor as a 
Ukrainian rather than a general Soviet tragedy, and leaked diplomatic documents 
have shown that Russian officials have threatened post-Soviet countries should 
they recognize the Holodomor as a genocide. 
 
Fear, and in particular, fear before authority, is the most enduring impact of the 
Holodomor, according to psychiatrist Semyon Gluzman, president of the 
Ukrainian Psychiatric Association and former Soviet dissident. In an interview 
weeks before the protests, he said: “It lingers in the consciousness of our 
Ukrainian people, who are still not free.” It would take another generation, he 
added, for Ukrainians to be rid of it. 
 
The first generation to come out of the shadows of the Holodomor has arrived. 
Born after the fall of the Soviet Union, they are as likely to have spent time in 
Paris or Munich as in Moscow. They differ from their parents in other ways. They 
are completely at home with social media, and they expect information to be 
shared, and shared quickly. When government forces beat peaceful protesters on 
Kiev’s maidan, or main square, authorities claimed that these special forces had 
been clearing out hooligans impeding the assembly of a huge Christmas tree (or 
rather, New Year tree, the term used since Soviet times). But video of the brutal 
assault was already on the internet for all to see. At least three websites are 
streaming live feeds as events in Kiev unfolded. 
 
Whatever the short-term outcome of the protests, young Ukrainians will continue 
to press for change in their country. With a sense of identity informed by the 
tragedy of their country’s past, they are impatient for Ukraine to cast off its 
lingering Soviet ways. They see no reason why Moscow should determine their 
fate. They will not be satisfied until their country’s institutions guarantee 
democracy, rule of law, and human rights - which just happen to be criteria for 
joining the European Union. 
 
#19 
The following is a Russian-language tract that is allegedly circulating in Kyïv and 
is presumably addressed to Eastern Ukrainians sent to oppose Maidan 
https://dl.dropboxusercontent.com/u/1636262/mir_ru.pdf 
[Translated by Dominique Arel for UKL] 
 
Compatriots!  
 
You came to support the President and the Government. 



Please, read this. 
 
Maidan is not for NATO, Europe or the United States. 
We are here not for Bandera, Yulia, Klitschko or Tyahnybok. 
 
We are simply tired of living under bandits 
 
We are tired, like you are, that pensioneers do not have money for medication, 
while officials drive new Mercedes. We are tired that corrupt cops rape and 
mutilate women, as happened in Vradievka [a town in Mykolaiv, summer scandal 
–UKL]. We are tired that children of officials hit people at pedestrian crossings 
and escape punishment. We are tiured that bandits in power, using our taxes, 
build for themselves palaces and yachts, instead of building hospitals, schools 
and roads. 
 
This is precisely why we came to Maidan 
 
We are standing here so that officials no longer steal, but work for people. We are 
standing for a just government, for order and stability, and most important—for 
respect towards each individual. We want that everyone be equal before the law. 
 
You and I are the same. 
We demand that from the state. 
Let us demand together. 
Come to us in peace and we will shake your hands. 
 
We are one people	  
 
#20 
Appeal of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the Autonomous Republic of 
Crimea 
[translated by Natalia Stepaniuk for UKL] 
 
Crimeans! 
 
Without exaggeration, both the fate of Ukraine and the fate of its sovereignty 
have been decided these days. This means that our fate is at stake as well. 
 
Using the technologies of the “coloured” revolutions, the organizers of street 
chaos in Kyiv are trying to usurp power in the country at any cost. They have 
already decided on how they will allocate key positions in the government. This is 
evident from the documents that have become publicly available. Nothing will 
stop those obsessed with attaining power. 
 
Knowing very well the supporters and sponsors of this criminal scenario, we can 
affirm with confidence that the destructive processes will first and foremost 
threaten the autonomous status of Crimea. We are risking losing everything that 



we have obtained through years of hard work in our Republic. We will lose the 
right to speak, to write and to get education in the Russian language, which is 
native for the majority of Crimeans. 
 
Today, Crimea is facing the choice to either tolerate the forceful ‘maidanization’ 
or to firmly resist anti-governmental and anti-Crimean forces. We are calling 
each and every one of you, regardless of your nationality, religious beliefs, or 
political affiliations, to demonstrate our common position. No one in Kyiv should 
have illusions that Crimea will peacefully obey their forcefully imposed will. 
 
Only together can we protect our common Crimean fate.  
 
The autonomy is in danger! 
 
Be ready to defend it! 
 
The Presidium of the Supreme Council  
of the Autonomous Republic of Crimea 
Simferopol,  
11 December 2013 
 
#21 
From Most Rev. Ken Nowakowski, 12 December 2013: 
 
Early Wednesday morning, December 11, 2013, Bishops Borys of Paris (France) , 
Ken of New Westminster (Canada) Yaroslav of Sambir-Drohobych (Ukraine) & 
Bohdan of Kyiv went to Independence Square in Kyiv to be in solidarity with 
those on the Maydan/Square as a result of the siege that was happening during 
the cover of night.  They appeared on the stage, and spoke to the protestors, 
assuring them that the Church stood in peace with them, the Bishops - who are 
members of the Permanent Synod of the Ukrainian Greek Catholic Church also 
spoke directly to the military and special forces urging them not to commit 
violence against their own people especially not against the youth who instigated 
the uprising with hopes of Ukraine joining the European Union.  The Bishops led 
those gathered on the Square in prayer, blessed them and then went to the 
Chapel Tent that the Ukrainian Catholic Church erected and celebrated Divine 
Liturgy.  The Chapel Tent is on the spot where blood of the peaceful and unarmed 
students was spilled by the Special Forces brutally beat these young defenceless 
people.  After the Divine Liturgy  the Bishops went to the front lines where the 
military was lined up to urge them not to use violence against those on the 
Squares and Streets. 
 
Declaration of the Permanent Synod of the UGCC: 
  
We are profoundly disturbed by the actions of the state  security forces on the 
Maydan Square in heart of Kyiv conducted under the cover of the night. 
  



We condemn the action directed towards restricting civil liberties, especially the 
freedom of expression and peaceful civic manifestation of the citizens of Ukraine. 
  
We declare our support and solidarity with all those on the Maydan Square who 
are standing with dignity and witnessing to the dignity of their fellow citizens and 
of the whole nation. 
  
We strongly support  the peaceful character of this civic gathering and declare 
our rejection of any type of violence. 
  
We pray to God Almighty for peace, justice and the triuph of truth for our people. 
  
In this time of great trial by the words of Jesus Christ that were proclaimed in all 
of our churches this past Sunday offer encouragement: “Don’t be afraid; just 
believe, and she will be healed!” (Lk 8, 50) 
  
May the blessing of the Lord be upon you! 
  
+Sviatoslav 
Major Archbishop of Kyiv and Halych 
Head of the Ukrainian Greek Catholic Church 
  
And the members of the Permanent Synod: 
+Volodymyr Viytyshyn, Archbishop and Metropolitan of Ivano Frankivsk 
+Ken Nowakowski Eparch of New Westminster (Canada) 
+Borys Gudziak, Eparch of the Eparchy of St. Volodymyr the Great in Paris 
+Yaroslav Pryriz, Eparch of Sambir-Drohobych ; 
+Bohdan Dzhiurakh, Bishop and Secretary of the Permanent Synod of the UGCC 
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Open Statement to the International Democratic Community 
Euro-Asian Jewish Congress, 12 December 2013 
  
In the middle of the night, from 10 to 11 December 2013, the troops of the 
Ukrainian special forces started another brutal attack on the peaceful 
demonstrators in Kyiv. Aside from the regular police, militia men were also 
widely involved, having been brought from the depressed cities of eastern 
Ukraine. Some of them were deployed to cause provocations, as it had been done 
during the scripted assault on the interior troops at the building of President’s 
Administration on December 1. 
 
This time the Government and their local and Russian political technologists 
started to imitate the “Nazi-like” activities in the protests. More than a dozen 
young individuals wearing helmets with swastika and armed with armature rods 
were trying to break through to Maidan and stir up a fight with the police. 
Fortunately, the protesters prevented them just in time. 
 



This incident could have been dismissed if there had been no ongoing campaign 
conducted for years by the Moscow-financed agents in Ukraine, Russia and the 
West to discredit Ukraine, the Ukrainian people and the Ukrainian nationalist 
movement and the modern Ukrainian democratic opposition. Its task aimed to 
undermine the solely idea of Ukrainian independency in order to recapture 
Ukraine and restore the Russian Empire. The main message of this campaign is 
to present Ukrainians as perpetual xenophobes and pogrom-orchestrators, 
anti-Semites and Nazi accomplices. It is obvious that today we have to deal with 
efforts at ascribing the same image to those, who came out to protest against the 
actions of the President Yanukovych and his subordinates. 
 
As a result of this, we want to emphasize with all responsibility that current 
protests in Ukraine have brought to life the desire of the vast majority of the 
Ukrainian society to, at last, peacefully integrate into the European civilization, 
European political and economic community, which calls for, in particular, the 
implementation of modern, universally acceptable human standards of relations 
among individuals, peoples, confessions, etc. The main principle of the protest 
movement, approved by all opposition parties and regular participants of the 
protests, is the refusal to use force and divide the Ukrainian political nation by 
any traits. 
 
We urge the International Democratic Community not to believe the 
provocations of the security services, resolutely condemn the violence by the 
current Government of Ukraine and support the aspirations of the Ukrainian 
people toward Freedom and Democracy. 
  
Refat CHUBAROV, 
Head of Mejlis of the Crimean Tatar People 
  
Semen GLUZMAN, 
President of the Ukraine Psychiatrists Association, human rights activist and 
former political prisoner 
  
Tetyana KHORUNZHA, 
Editor-in-chief of “Forum of Nations” newspaper 
  
Myroslav MARYNOVYCH, 
Vice-Rector of Ukrainian Catholic University, human rights activist and former 
political prisoner 
  
Vitaly NAKHMANOVYCH, 
Leading researcher of Museum of Kyiv History, Executive Secretary of the 
«Babyn Yar» Public Committee 
  
Myroslav POPOVYCH, 
The Ukraine National Academy of Sciences academician, Director of the Institute 
of Philosophy 



  
Meylakh SHEYKHET, 
Director of the Representative Office in Ukraine of the Union of Councils for the 
Jews in the Former Soviet Union 
  
Taras VOZNYAK, 
Editor-in-chief of Independent Cultural Magazine “JI” 
  
Joseph ZISSELS, 
Chairman of the Ukraine Association of Jewish Organizations and Communities, 
Executive Vice-President of the Congress of National Communities of Ukraine, 
human rights activist and former political prisoner 

#23 
Open Statement of Attorneys, Lawyers, Human Rights Activists of Ukraine to the 
Bodies of Legal Governance and the Constitutional Court of Ukraine 
http://world.maidanua.org 
 
12 December 2013 
With all due respect to the principles of justice and the status of judges in a 
democratic country where rule of law principle is proclaimed by the Constitution, 
and taking into account that thousands of Ukrainian citizens need legal 
assistance in accordance with article 59 of the Constitution of Ukraine, recent 
events make us, human rights advocates, lawyers, attorneys, and the society in 
general express no confidence in the judiciary bodies. Under pressure or due to 
other circumstances contrary to the constitutional principle guaranteed by article 
19 of the Supreme Law, they support doubtful, unprincipled and dangerous 
government actions rather than protect human rights and freedoms. In addition, 
the use of unlawful violence by the Ukrainian authorities on peaceful citizens that 
nearly put Ukraine beyond civilized society, democracy and the rule of law and, in 
fact, led to the legal collapse. Under these circumstances we urge: 
 
The Plenum of the Supreme Court of Ukraine, the judges’ conferences and 
councils, or the Council of Judges of Ukraine or the Congress of Judges of 
Ukraine to hold an extraordinary meeting for legal assessment of the “no law 
situation” taking place in the state of Ukraine. 
 
We realize that you may regard the issues raised in our Open Statement as 
beyond the regulations governing actions and powers of the legal self-
government bodies. However, we believe that by taking the action you will follow 
direct action standards of the Constitution of Ukraine and you will protect 
thousands of citizens (to guarantee the fundamental Constitutional convention 
and the right to peaceful assembly/ freedom of peaceful assembly which was 
violated). Thus you will fulfill the state’s positive obligations according to articles 
2, 3, 6 and 11 of the European Convention on Human Rights to protect the 
fundamental rights of all people being under its jurisdiction, namely the right to 
life, the right not to be tortured, the right to freedom of peaceful assembly and 



the right to justice. 
 
We also appeal to: 
 
The Constitutional Court of Ukraine, whose main function is to guarantee the 
supremacy of the Constitution of Ukraine as the Main Law in Ukraine. We 
acknowledge the fact that the questions that we pose are ‘original’, since we ask 
you to react on the situation, when specific actions of the current Government, 
rather than the normative documents they issue, make the constitutional norms 
become non-constitutional. We are confident of the fact, that none of the other 
Constitutional courts across Europe had ever faced similar challenges. 
 
“We should remember that the crucifixion of Jesus Christ, execution of innocent 
people during the old and the new era, as well as numerous repressions of the 
XX-th century were all justified by the decisions of the courts – but this had not 
altered their illicit nature” – Patriarch Filaret speaks to us. 
 
#24 
Obituary, Jaroslav Rozumnyj 
Winnipeg Free Press, 12 December 2013 
 
With profound sadness, we announce the passing of Jaroslav Rozumnyj on 
December 8, 2013, at the age of 88, at home with members of his family at his 
side. His memory will always be treasured by his wife and companion of 51 years 
Oksana (née Hrycenko); daughter Larysa (Jamie) of Ottawa; sons Roman 
(Andrea) of North Vancouver, Istan of Kyiv and Ruslan (Demetro) of Vancouver; 
grandchildren Oleksander, Boyan, Yurdan and Ulyana; sisters-in-law Vera 
Hrycenko, and Zorianna Hrycenko-Luhova (Yurij, Artem and Adriana) of 
Montreal. Jaroslav was predeceased by his parents Hryhorij and Anna (née 
Parobucha), brother Ivan and sister Marijka.  
 
Jaroslav Rozumnyj was born on September 6, 1925 in Vychilky (now 
Honcharivka), near Ternopil, Western Ukraine, where he completed his primary 
education. His high school education in Stanislaviv (now Ivano-Frankivs'k) was 
interrupted with the coming of the Soviet army in 1944 and like many of his 
compatriots, he fled to the West. As a displaced person, he finished his secondary 
education in Germany after the war. In 1950 he received a Bachelor of Arts in 
Philosophy and Theology from the Ukrainian Catholic Seminary, which he began 
in Hirschberg, Germany and completed in Culemborg, The Netherlands.  
 
After coming to Canada in 1951, he obtained his MA and PhD in Slavic Studies 
from the University of Ottawa. His academic career was primarily connected with 
the University of Manitoba, where he taught for over 30 years. From 1976 to 1989, 
he was Head of the Department of Slavic Studies, where he reformed and 
expanded the department's program to become the largest in North America. His 
teaching career began at Laurentian University in Sudbury, Ontario, where he set 
up the Ukrainian and Russian program (1960 to 1963) and also met and married 



his wife, Oksana, before taking up a position at Western Michigan University. As 
a visiting professor, he lectured at the University of Ottawa, the Ukrainian 
Catholic University in Rome, the Ukrainian Free University in Munich and at 
Macquarie University in Sydney, Australia.  
 
After retiring from the University of Manitoba in 1995, he served as dean of the 
Faculty of Philosophy at the Ukrainian Free University in Munich, and was 
named an honorary professor at the National University of Kyiv-Mohyla 
Academy in Ukraine. In the early 1990s, he was fundamentally involved in the 
revival of this 17th century Academy. As a member of its International Advisory 
Board, he served as its representative in Canada.  
Jaroslav's special field of interest was Ukrainian language and literature. He is 
best known for his publications on 19th and 20th century writers and the 
Ukrainian cultural experience in Canada. In the 1960s through the 1980s, he 
organized many literary readings for writers and scholars from Ukraine, the US 
and Canada.  
 
In his final months of illness with cancer, he completed his book on the 
Ukrainian Academy of Arts and Sciences in Canada, currently in publication. He 
leaves unfinished, a collection of his essays on Taras Shevchenko, for the 200th 
anniversary of the poet's birth. He was recognized internationally and received 
numerous awards, including the Petro Mohyla Medal, the Taras Shevchenko 
Medal, the Order of the Eternal Flame in Silver, the University of Manitoba 
Outreach Award and was included in Who's Who in the World'.  
 
In addition to his professional achievements, Jaroslav took a leading role in the 
community. He served on numerous boards and organizations, including as 
president of the Ukrainian Academy of Arts and Sciences in Canada, the 
Ukrainian Cultural and Educational Center, the Markian Shashkevych Center in 
Winnipeg, as board member of the Manitoba Museum of Man and Nature, and 
chairman of the Winnipeg Harvard Project Committee. He was also involved in 
Plast Ukrainian Youth Association.  
 
In the years leading to the collapse of the Soviet Union, Jaroslav played a pivotal 
role in the Canadian Friends of RUKH (Popular Movement for the Restructuring 
of Ukraine) and co-founded and chaired its Manitoba branch (1989 to 1992). 
Jaroslav was a giving and thoughtful individual. He lived his life with integrity 
and purpose. His insights, support and advice were frequently sought by family 
and friends. He was a caring husband, an inspiring Tato and proud Dido. He was 
a principled individual who will be greatly missed.  
 
Divine Liturgy will be celebrated on Saturday, December 14 at 9:00 a.m. at Sts. 
Volodymyr and Ol'ha Ukrainian Catholic Cathedral, 115 McGregor St., Winnipeg 
with Rt. Rev. Msgr. Mitrat M. Buyachok presiding. Interment will follow at All 
Saints Cemetery. If so desired, donations in Jaroslav's memory may be made to 
the Ukrainian Academy of Arts and Sciences in Canada, 235 McGregor St., 
Winnipeg, MB R2W 4W5 or the Ukrainian Cultural and Educational Centre, 184 



Alexander Ave. East, Winnipeg, MB R3B 0L6. Vichna Jomu Pamiat' Eternal 
Memory Korban Funeral Chapel 204-956-2193 
 
#25 
Kule Doctoral Scholarships on Ukraine 
Chair of Ukrainian Studies, University of Ottawa 
Application Deadline: 1 February 2014 
  
[International Students are invited to apply earlier] 
 
The Chair of Ukrainian Studies at the University of Ottawa, the only research unit 
outside of Ukraine predominantly devoted to the study of contemporary Ukraine, 
is announcing the second competition of the Drs. Peter and Doris Kule Doctoral 
Scholarships on Contemporary Ukraine. The Scholarships will consist of an 
annual award of $20,000, plus all tuition, for a maximum of four years. 
 
The Scholarships were made possible by a generous donation of $500,000 by the 
Kule family, matched by the University of Ottawa. Drs. Peter and Doris Kule, 
from Edmonton, have endowed several chairs and research centres in Canada, 
and their exceptional contributions to education, predominantly in Ukrainian 
Studies, has recently been celebrated in the book Champions of Philanthrophy: 
Peter and Doris Kule and their Endowments. 
 
Students with a primary interest in contemporary Ukraine applying to, or 
enrolled in, a doctoral program at the University of Ottawa in political science, 
sociology and anthropology, or in fields associated with the Chair of Ukrainian 
Studies, can apply for a Scholarship.  
 
The application for the Kule Scholarship must include a 1000 word research 
proposal, two letters of recommendation (sent separately by the referees), and a 
CV and be mailed to the Office of the Vice-Dean, Graduate Studies, Faculty of 
Social Sciences, Social Sciences Building 3021C, 120 University St., Ottawa ON 
K1N 6N5, Canada.  
 
Applications will be considered only after the applicant has completed an 
application to the relevant doctoral program at the University of Ottawa. 
Consideration of applications will begin on 1 February 2014 and will continue 
until the award is announced. Please note that the application deadline for 
international students seeking to enroll in a doctoral program is 1 December 2013. 
Canadian students have until 1 February 2014. 
 
The University of Ottawa is a bilingual university must have a certain level of 
French. Specific requirements vary across departments. 
 
Students interested in applying for the Scholarships for the academic year 2013-
2014 are encouraged to contact Dominique Arel, Chairholder, Chair of Ukrainian 
Studies, at darel@uottawa.ca. 



 
#26 
From: Svitlana Frunchak <sveta.frunchak@utoronto.ca> 
Date: Thursday, December 12, 2013 2:00 PM 
Subject: Petro Jacyk Post-Doctoral Fellowship in Ukrainian Politics, Culture, and 
Society 
 
The Petro Jacyk Educational Foundation announces the competition for the 
annual Petro Jacyk Post-Doctoral Fellowship in Ukrainian Politics, Culture and 
Society, to be held at The Centre for European, Russian, and Eurasian Studies 
(CERES) at the University of Toronto. The objective of the Fellowship is to 
support the most promising junior scholars studying contemporary Ukraine and 
thereby advance academic understanding of Ukrainian politics, culture, and 
society. 
 
The Petro Jacyk Educational Foundation manages the competition and is 
responsible for making the award, on the basis of advice from a selection 
committee composed of scholars who study Ukraine. Applications are to be 
submitted electronically to both the Foundation at pjef@bellnet.ca  AND the 
Program at the University of Toronto at sveta.frunchak@utoronto.ca. Inquires 
about the fellowship are to be directed to Svitlana Frunchak, Ukrainian Programs, 
Centre for European, Russian, and Eurasian Studies, Munk School of Global 
Affairs, University of Toronto, 1 Devonshire Place, Toronto, Ontario M5S 3K7, 
Canada  Tel: (416) 946-8113; Fax: (416) 946-8939; www.utoronto.ca/ceres/ 
 
The Petro Jacyk Education Foundation is a private charitable organization, 
established in 1986 on the basis of an endowment from well-known Toronto 
businessman and philanthropist Petro Jacyk. Unique among all other Ukrainian 
institutions in the world, the Foundation has had, and continues to play, a 
singular role in the development of Ukrainian scholarship and education, and it 
exerts considerable influence on the process of shaping international opinion 
about Ukraine. The Jacyk Foundation has been instrumental in the 
establishment of Ukrainian studies programs and scholarly centres at leading 
universities throughout North America and in Europe including Harvard 
University, Columbia University, University of Toronto, University of Alberta, 
University of London, and Lviv University. 
 
For more information and application forms, visit 
http://www.utoronto.ca/jacyk/postdoctoral%20fellowship/index.htm. 
 
#27 
Subject: Call for Applications: Harriman Postdoctoral Fellowships 
From:    "Lydia C Hamilton" <lch2111@columbia.edu> 
Date:    Fri, December 6, 2013 10:48 am 
	  
Harriman Postdoctoral Fellowships 
 



The Postdoctoral Fellows Program enables junior scholars who have recently 
received the Ph.D. to spend an academic year at the Harriman Institute, working 
on the revision of their individual research and participating in the life of the 
Harriman Institute and Columbia. As members of the Columbia University, 
fellows receive access to a full range of resources, and the Institute makes every 
effort to provide desk space for all postdoctoral fellows. 
 
The Harriman Institute has four types of postdoctoral fellowships: general (two 
positions), core project (two positions), and the INTERACT Central Asia postdoc 
(one position), and the Ukrainian Studies postdoc (one semester-long position). 
Candidates should indicate which programs they are applying for in their cover 
letters. The Core Project is devoted to a specific theme each year; the core project 
for 2014-2015 is "Learning from Transition: From the Local to the Global." 
 
Eligibility for the 2014 competition is restricted to those who have received the 
Ph.D. between July 31, 2011 and June 30, 2014 and do not hold a tenure-track 
position. All fellows must have successfully defended and deposited their 
dissertations prior to the commencement of the fellowship.  
 
Information on each program and application details are posted below. All 
applications are due by January 15. 
 
Go to http://harriman.columbia.edu/visitor-programs/fellows. 
 
** 
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