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The ruling coalition in Ukraine is dead... What’s next?
By Iryna Chupryna

The so-called democratic coalition in Ukraine composed of the pro-presidential bloc OU-PSD (Our
Ukraine-People’s Self-Defence) and the BYuT (Bloc of Yulia Tymoshenko) is officially dead. "I
officially declare the coalition of democratic forces... in Ukraine's parliament dissolved," - parliament
speaker, Arseny Yatsenyuk, announced yesterday. Today Yatsenyuk announced his resignation, a
move hailed as honorably adhering to the coalition’s agreement.

Earlier this month, on September 2, the Tymoshenko bloc voted together with the opposition Party
of Regions (PoR) for a number of laws restricting presidential powers (stripping the head of state of
his powers in the sphere of foreign policy and defense) and simplifying the impeachment procedure.
The parliament also failed to pass any meaningful declaration with regard to Russian-Georgian war.
The policy espoused by President Yuschenko and the OU-PSD emphasized that territorial integrity
of Georgia should be inviolable and condemned the Russian aggression in Georgia, but this was not
supported the BYuT. The OU-PSD pulled out of the coalition arguing that situational voting of the
BYuT together with the PoR, as well as the failure to support the declaration on Georgia, were not
coordinated with the coalition partners and violated provisions of the coalition agreement. The
leader of OU-PSD, Viacheslav Kirilenko, called this alliance a “pro-Kremlin coalition”. Yesterday, a
ten-day deadline set by President Yuschenko for restoring the ruling coalition expired.

Now Ukraine enters a new phase of political instability. The situation can be resolved either by the
formation of a new coalition within 30 days, or by the call of snap elections if those efforts fail. The
latter would mean the third parliamentary elections in three years. Ukraine’s developing democracy
is beginning to resemble Italy’s, and by the time of eventual elections, voter turnout may be as low
as it was in 2007 elections - 62% (according to the recent poll by the Kyiv Institute of Sociology).
At the parliamentary elections in 2006, the turnout was higher — 67.55%.

Tymoshenko used to vehemently rule-out forging a coalition between the BYuT and the pro-
Russian Party of Regions, depicting the very possibility of cooperating with the PoR as a betrayal
of electoral pledges and the values of the Maidan But recently the prime minister has not let such
scruples prevent her from voting together with them, without notifying coalition partners about
such intentions. According to Ukrainska Pravda, Tymoshenko allegedly conducted negotiations
with the Party of Regions to push through a constitutional reform that would turn Ukraine into a
parliamentary republic, and respectively, transform the premier into a more powerful chancellor. It
is rumored that some PoR members close to the party’s eminence grise and financier Rinat
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Akhmetov opposed such a deal. Yuschenko in an interview with the Assodated Press also said that
BYuT-PoR talks had been ongoing secretly for some time. There is nothing bad in such negotiations
pa se— they are the norm in democratic parliamentary politics. Yet the fact that the BYuT did not
officially withdraw from the coalition with the Our Ukraine — People’s Self-Defence is viewed by
the latter as treachery.

A coalition with the Party of Regions would be advantageous for Tymoshenko only if Ukraine’s
president became a figurehead. If the office of the presidency in Ukraine remains influential, a
coalition with the pro-Eastern PoR would seriously damage her prospects at presidential elections
scheduled for January 2010, and she knows it. Tymoshenko built her 2007 parliamentary election
campaign on the pledge to keep the democratic coalition and to abstain from any cooperation with
the ideological opponents from the PoR. This also applies to the leader of the Party of Regions,
Viktor Yanukovych, whose voters would not welcome an alliance with his long-term rival
Tymoshenko, who is vilified in eastern Ukraine. Such a coalition would also likely force
Tymoshenko out of the premier’s position in favour of Yanukovych, because the faction of the
Party of Regions has significantly more support than BYuT.

An alternative coalition may be formed between the BYuT, the Lytvyn Bloc (of the former
parliamentary speaker Volodomyr Lytvyn) and the part of Our Ukraine that lately has been shifting
towards Yulia Tymoshenko, namely, People’s Self-Defense (PSD), led by former Interior Minister
Yuriy Lutsenko. Numerous negotiations are being held at the moment. But the PSD does not have
unity among its members either. The final option would be to call a snap election before the end of
the year.

Given one of the fundamental problems of Ukrainian politics — the lack of accountability - early
elections would provide another opportunity to enforce accountability of politicians who have not
kept their electoral promises. This refers to all political actors in Ukraine, but ironically first and
foremost to the “orange” parties - OU-PSD and the BYuT - which have not managed to create a
viable ruling coalition and deliver on the Orange Revolution’s promise. It does not really matter
whether Tymoshenko or Yuschenko is more to blame. The likely winner of the snap elections will
be the Party of Regions and its leader Viktor Yanukovych, who now, being in the opposition, has
plenty of grounds to criticize the performance of the democratic (“orange”) coalition. He is the only
leader from the drama of 2004 not to have disappointed his constituency, which is now the largest
bloc in Ukrainian politics.

Another fundamental problem that has its roots in the times of the Orange Revolution is the
polarized attitude toward the Party of Regions. On one hand, this party is widely supported in the
east and the south of Ukraine by the Russian-speaking population and enjoys the stable support of
more than 30 % of the voters. It is important to stress that in the free and fair third round of
presidential election Yanukovych still won 44 % of the vote. So this political force cannot be
ignored if Ukraine is ever to overcome regional discrepancies and political polarization to build a
solid pan-Ukrainian consensus for reform and development. On the other hand, PoR has a severe
image problem to all that don’t vote for it. Party leader Yanukovych is a twice-convicted criminal,
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who conspired to rig the 2004 presidential elections. Many other deputies from his party have
shady pasts, to the point of outright criminality. For instance, Sergiy Kivalov who was the head of
the Central Election Commission for the 2004 elections and Andriy Kluyev who managed the so-
called “transit server” to falsify the elections. Electronic data on voting from Ukraine’s regions came
first to that server, was “corrected” in favor of Yanukovych, and only then sent to the server of the
Central Election Commission. From the point of those who stood on the Maidan and demanded
“Criminals to Prison”, any cooperation with this party in its current composition would amount to
a betrayal of their values and ideals. They feel that the Orange Revolution changed the leadership,
but did not change the political system, and the same people who tried to steal the popular vote in
2004, including Yanukovych with his criminal past, are now in power. Ukrainian authorities failed
to conduct at least a moral, much less a judicial reckoning for the crimes of Kuchma’s regime. This is
probably the principal disappointment with President Yuschenko and the new authorities. Had
some justice been seen to be served, cooperation between the Party of Regions and “orange”
political forces would have been easier. But, alas, the current political radioactivity of the Party of
Regions for “Orange Ukraine” remains a formidable obstacle to Ukraine’s political development.

Finally, relations between Tymoshenko and Yuschenko since the victory of the Orange Revolution
have been far from cooperative and productive. First, Yuschenko dismissed Tymoshenko’s
government in September 2005, accusing it of poor economic performance while Tymoshenko
accused his allies of corruption. After Tymoshenko’s comeback as premier in December 2007, the
situation was repeated — Yuschenko and his Secretariat have been constantly unsatisfied with the
government’s performance, and the premier repeatedly accused the Presidential Secretariat of
impeding the government’s activities. It seems that if another election does take place, cooperation
between pro-Yuschenko and pro-Tymoshenko forces will be hardly feasible. So the Party of
Regions is likely to come to power again, alone or in a coalition with one of them.

Regrettably, the Orange Revolution’s leaders failed to fulfill many of their pledges, and, therefore,
they have to recognize the need to find common ground with their former political rivals,
notwithstanding ideological differences and the bitter political struggle of the past. It is clear that
unless they do, Ukraine will face perpetual political impasse and gridlock.

What would this mean for the future of Ukraine’s foreign policy? Ukraine would most likely drift
toward Russia, or at least a return to Kuchma’s “multivectoral” policy, which balanced between the
West and Russia, without a clear foreign policy course. The pro-Russian Party of Regions
unilaterally recognized the independence of South Osettia and Abkhazia. Tymoshenko remained
silent during the Russian-Georgian war, and her faction refused to support the declaration
demanding the respect of territorial integrity of Georgia. Furthermore, the premier has blamed
Yuschenko for the “deterioration of bilateral relations with Russia”. So Ukraine’s western oriented
policy might soon become a thing of the past, while the state would be increasingly drawn into the
orbit of Russian interests.
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There is still a chance of creating a constructive pan-Ukrainian coalition that would avoid the
extreme polarization of the society and an overtly pro-Russian foreign political course. It would
have to include some figures within the Party of Regions who may be more acceptable to western
Ukrainian voters, since they are not extremely pro-Russian - the richest man of Ukraine, Rinat
Akhmetov, his allies Raisa Bogatyriova and Boris Kolsenikov, and other party members supporting
them, although this may require the breakup of the Party of Regions. Certain promising political
figures who do not follow the logic of “east-west” polarization, such Arseniy Yatseniuk and a
Minister of Defense and former Prime Minister, Yuriy Yekhanurov, may also join this coalition as
members of the recently created Yediniy Tsentr (United Center) party, or another political project.
The time for a new political platform, capable of unifying Ukraine and finally bringing some

political stability, has come.

Iryna Chupryna was a former coordinator in Ukraine’s PORA civic movement. She is a Senior
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