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ABSTRACT

This study investigates the democratic developments in Ukraine beginning with
the 2004 Orange Revolution. After its break-off from the Soviet empire, Ukraina bega
democratizing its systems but continues to struggle with remnants of itswsast past.
The non-violent Orange Revolution was a democratic breakthrough in the recent history
of the country, and youth activists were key agents in the revolution. Their pencegpfi
the revolutionary events, political self-efficacy as one of the idergibf civil society,
and futures of democracy in Ukraine will help to depict the socio-politicabtdinmside
the country and in Europe.

The dissertation employs three research methods: content analysisefvexte
testimonials written by 19 youth activists (to generate information abaitit yativists’
socio-political experiences during and after the revolution), a survey of 76 yowiktac
(to collect demographic and political efficacy data), and EthnographicdsuResearch
interviews with nine youth leaders (to extrapolate futures of democracy)

Study findings on post-revolutionary developments are composed into 14
semantic themes that summarize youth activists’ perceptions. &deit-efficacy
results indicate high levels of internal and task-oriented efficacy ayoarth activists.

This study also provides extrapolations of optimistic, pessimistic, and most @obabl

futures of the Ukrainian democracy as projected by youth leaders.
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CHAPTER I: INTRODUCTION

Over the last decades, a wave of drastic changes swept across Easdpe,
liberalizing and decentralizing political regimes and ending five deczdbs Cold War.
Ukraine, as one of the largest countries of the region, was no exception to the processe
and in the recent past, the country underwent two major liberalization procetsses — |
break-off from the Soviet empire in 1991 and its nonviolent democratic Orange
Revolution in 2004. The revolution thrived on one of its key agents — youth political
activism, which was inspired by previous velvet revolutions in Serbia (2000) andi&eorg
(2003) and, in its turn, continues to inspire parallel processes in other oppressed nation-
states of the region. Yet, consequences of the revolution and prospects for democracy
remain unclear in Ukraine’s volatile milieu.

Democratization processes are time and effort consuming. Bratton and Van de
Walle (1997) define establishment of democracy the following way:

...the more or less total institutionalization of democratic practices, carqiét

when citizens and the political class alike come to accept democraticesaasi

the only way to resolve conflict. It requires that political actors so futgrinalize

the rules of the game that they can no longer imagine resorting to nonelectoral

practices to obtain office. (p. 235)

Ukraine does not meet all the requirements of a true democracy yet. Even though the
country chose democracy over authoritarian rule, Ukraine is still hampetbd by
remains of its communist past and transitional challenges. Ukraine’s recent
democratization developments provide a unique research opportunity to explore

dynamics of democratization and the conditions that are essential for deémocra

evolution.
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Youth activists played a pivotal role in promoting democratic values and resisting
authoritarian tendencies during the Orange Revolution. There is litterchsan youth
activists’ socio-political movements in Ukraine as well as on the level nfgbiical
efficacy and visions of the future. These issues are important both for the country’
national development and for the international community, particularly foe som
transitional countries that are attempting to follow Ukraine’s path of dextimation.

This study is designed to explore recent democratic processes in Ukrdine a
extrapolate their possible future developments. Specifically, it strivesestigate
Ukrainian youth activists’ insights on the revolutionary and post-revolutionary events
political efficacy, and visions of the future. High levels of political efficacicate
progressive democratic processes and are produced by such processesrat tineesa
Political efficacy remains a fairly unexplored phenomenon, particulargnwthcomes to
such a key population stratum as youth activists. The vision of the future of Ukraine’
democracy as projected by Ukraine’s young leaders may contribute to stregpbagy
of futuristic knowledge about the country’s prospective development.

Democracy as a polyarchic system has numerous specific and gener#bdsfini
and interpretations. Dahl (1971) lists several minimum requirements of political
democracy:

1. Freedom to form and join organizations.

2. Freedom of expression.

3. The right to vote.

4. Eligibility of public office.

5. The right of political leaders to compete for support.



6. Alternative sources of information.
7. Free and fair elections.
8. Institutions for making government policies depend on votes and other
expressions of preference.
Even though this list is not complete and only reflects the structural essence of
democracy, it captures an operational definition of democracy and allows medytpea

the phenomenon in the Ukrainian political system.

PURPOSE OF THE STUDY

The purpose of this study is to investigate democratic developments in Ukraine
during and after the Orange Revolution of December, 2004, as perceived by youth
activists in the country. This study is also designed to generate fisturssghts on

prospective democratic processes in Ukraine.

RESEARCH QUESTIONS

The following research questions served the focus of the study:

e How do youth activists in Ukraine perceive events during the Orange
Revolution in the country?

e How do youth activists perceive their current socio-political effigacy

Ukraine?
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e What are visions of possible political futures among youth activists in the

country?

BACKGROUND OF THE STUDY

Ukraine’s transition from authoritarianism to democracy has been occurring
sporadically. On the one hand, the country adopted democratic values and practices, suc
as an elected government, a market economy, and a democratic constitution. On the other
hand, the reforms are slowed down by corruption, administrative-command traditions of
the past, and economic challenges.

Due to Ukraine’s key geopolitical status in East-Central Europe (Uksaimreei of
the largest countries of the region and its development affects countriescagieks
around it), the country was the third-largest recipient of U.S. American aidsatiel
and Egypt in the 1990s. Ukraine has also become a major participant in the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization’s (NATO) Partnership for Peace RragD’Anieri,

Kravchuk, & Kuzio, 1999). However, Ukraine’s democratization progress has been
limited and several of its governments have been accused of corrupt actiong-tag fl
external policies between West and Russia.

The recent democratization breakthrough — the Orange Revolution of 2004 — gave
Ukraine another chance for speedy democratic reforms and internaticglitien.

However, the processes that followed receive mixed reviews from politigaits. Even

though some reforms have been reinforced and Ukraine gained a market ecohasny sta
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and joined the World Trade Organization, such Orange Revolution goals as joining the
European Union and NATO remain unaccomplished due to processes both within

Ukraine and internationally.

SIGNIFICANCE OF THE STUDY

Research on democracy in Ukraine is significant because exploring theapolit
directions of the country will contribute to a better understanding of domestic agimocr
processes as well as socio-political tendencies in East-CentralE&ugh tendencies
can be further considered by stakeholders in the domain of democratizatianigoslit
educators, researchers, NGOs, etc.). This study is significant becansseatfer new
insight into how to structure socio-political programs taking place in mafeyetit
contexts around the world. The dissertation will be translated into Ukrainian éadiby/r
available for Ukrainian policy makers and researchers.

Relative imbalance in social systems can open space for change, and youth
activists may represent political agents capable of positive change aeshepdThis
study is significant because it may assist people in exercising thigicgdalghts, as
outlined in a number of international treaties. Youth activists may have a pigieatial
of affecting current and future political developments, which is not shared dygiici
the general population.

The field of education began with its primary mission to make available to a
students and other individuals the opportunity to acquire knowledge, skills, and/or

expertise commensurate with their level of abilitilis mission encourages openness to
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new ideas and broader ways of understanding of various phenomena. In the past decades
educational methods and theories have been co-opted by sociology, philosophy,
psychology, history, ethnography, anthropology, and other disciplines. Democracy is
interdisciplinary in its nature and welcomes both qualitative and quantitateercas
This dissertation is designed to embrace these cross-disciplinaryqimesat focuses
on democracy, and historical, ethnographic, psychological, and political perepeuty

as relevant as the educational views.

THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

This study is based on a constructivist conception of individual and collective
political transformation of power (Christiansen, Knud, & Antje, 2001; Gill, 1996). The
ongoing process of knowledge construction is enriched through reciprocal social
interaction. This study, which employs three different methods, uses thislgenera

theoretical framework.

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

Three research methods were employed for the study. First, essays about
revolutionary and post-revolutionary events were collected from 19 youth &chivis
Ukraine. Second, 76 youth activists participated in a political efficacygumhird,
Ethnographic Futures Research (EFR) interviews about the future of deyniocrac

Ukraine were conducted with nine youth activist leaders.



ASSUMPTIONS

Certain assumptions should be stated before addressing the problem of democracy
in Ukraine after the Orange Revolution. Being a Ukrainian citizen, | aomasg that |
will be able to establish a high level of trust with the study participantshwoald
allow me to collect meaningful and credible data in the field research. Another
assumption is that youth activists in Ukraine share unique experiencesébapafitical
events in the country, political self-efficacy, and visions of the future, which
distinguishes them from other population strata. Finally, | am assumingoiati li

democracies are transferable across cultures and countries.

DEFINITIONS OF TERMS

For the purposes of this study, the following definitions were employed:

Democracy(from Greekdemogpeople) andkratos(rule)) is a form of
government in which, in contradiction to monarchies and aristocracies, the peeple rul
Democracy presupposes political equality among the people (Held, 1996).

Democratizationis the means and methods by which the state moves to a
democratic regime type, “to a more open, more participatory, less diatatociety

within the territory of that state” (Ghali, 1996).
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Self-efficacycan be defined as “people’s beliefs about their capabilities to produce
designated levels of performance that exercise influence over eventédtiatheir
lives” (Bandura, 1994, p. 71).

Youth activisms young people’s “participation in any or all of the following:

Protest events and direct actions (violent or non-violent);

Ongoing advocacy campaigns to change the policies and behaviour of
powerful institutions, including Governments, transnational corporations and
international institutions;

e Consumer boycotts and other uses of market power to effect change;

e Information gathering and dissemination intended to attract media attention
and raise the public consciousness with regard to issues of concern.” (United

Nations, 2005).

ORGANIZATION OF THE DISSERTATION

This dissertation consists of six chapters. This introductory chapter is éolloy
Chapter Two, which synthesizes research literature pertaining to the nohicling
sections on Ukraine’s background, historical overview, Orange Revolution events,
democratization approaches, political efficacy, and youth activism. Chapts Thr
highlights the three methods of the study — written testimonials, a survey, and
Ethnographic Futures Research — and the rationale for their utilization. Chayter F

includes the data findings collected in the research process, and Chapter Fivedacuse



data findings analysis. Finally, Chapter Six summarizes study conclusidns a

suggestions for further research.

LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY

Due to the size of Ukraine, a larger number of research subjects would have been
a greater contribution to the research, however, limited resources and time didwot al
for an increase in the study sample. A comparative study between youtktadtom
the pro-western and pro-eastern camps would have added to the depth of this.researc

However, these limitations were not significant enough to discontinue the study.



10

CHAPTER II: LITERATURE REVIEW

The purpose of this chapter is to synthesize an overview of literature relevant t
understanding the recent democratic processes in a newly independent Ukraitoe. Due
the complexity and broadness of the topic, the research is focused on several domains
within the body of literature that supports the topic.

The literature review consists of two parts — a contextual part and a itedoret
part. The first part highlights the background information on Ukraine and briefly
summarizes the history of the country. This part also describes events andesitf
the Orange Revolution in Ukraine.

The second part of the literature review focuses on the phenomenon of
democratization and its theoretical approaches. This part also provides an owérview
political self-efficacy pertaining to the field of democracy. Additionate part includes

descriptions of youth activism as a socio-political trend.

UKRAINE OVERVIEW

Ukraine is an old nation but a newly independent country that is undergoing
profound political and economic changes after its break-off from the Sovietesimpir
1991. Being the largest country completely within Europe, Ukraine is bordered on the
north by Belarus, by the Russian Federation on the northeast and east, Moldova and
Romania on the southwest, and by Hungary, Poland, and the Slovak Republic on the

west. It shares a Black Sea border with Turkey. There are 24 admivestegfions
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(oblasts), Autonomous Republic of the Crimea, and two cities of national authorization
Kyiv (former Kiev), the capital, and Sevastopol — in the country.

Population. In terms of population, Ukraine ranks fifth in Europe (after Germany,
ltaly, Great Britain, and France) and®2fh the world. Ukrainians are among Slavic
people that belong to the East Slavonic subgroup of Indo-European ethno-linguistic
family. Ukrainian people have always been native to Ukraine and lived on itsriefoit
thousands of years.

As of July 2005, the Ukrainian population totals 47,425,336, with a population
density of 79 people per sq km land area (ExxUN, 2005). Ukrainians account for 77.8%
of the total population of Ukraine and dominate in most regions of the country - with the
exception of the Autonomous Republic of the Crimea. In certain areas, such as Volyn,
Cherkasy, Poltava, Vinnytsya, Chernihiv, and Ternopil, Ukrainians account for 90-96%
of the total population. The remaining population is made up of many minorities:
Russians (17.3%), Belarusians (0.6%), Moldovans (0.5%), Crimean Tatars (0.5%),
Bulgarians (0.4%), Hungarians (0.3%), Romanians (0.3%), Poles (0.3%), Jews (0.2%),
and other nationalities (1.8%).

Soviet attempts of denationalization of Ukraine were unsuccessful. Desyite all
hardships, Ukrainians managed to preserve a strong national identity:

Ukrainians are sensitive about their new independence, their place in Europe and
how others see them. An old nation but a new state, they are a proud people who
want the world to acknowledge their existence, to take them seriously, to

recognize them as a European nation, albeit a middle-sized one (like Frayce, the

say), and to know their blue and yellow flag and their national anthem. Above all,
Ukrainians want the world to know that they are not Russians. (Richmond, 1995)
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Yet, Ukrainians have a lot to accomplish in the processes of building the natearsia
strengthening the national identity.

For the purpose of the country’s national consolidation, the Ukrainian authorities
promote the multiethnic and multicultural status of the Ukrainian society. atee st
national policy condemns alienation of ethnic minorities and endorses the prin€iples
tolerance and intercultural dialogue. Ukraine’s most recent aspirations th¢oi
European Union resulted in the government’s emphasis on equality of all nations not only
in Ukraine but in a free democratic Europe.

Economy.Formerly labeled as the breadbasket of Europe and later an important
agricultural and industrial region of the Soviet empire, Ukraine now relies onaRassi
many energy supplies, especially natural gas. The lack of significactustl reform
and other planned-to-market transitional challenges have made the Ukraomamgc
vulnerable to external shocks. After 1991, the government liberalized most @nide
erected a legal framework for privatization, but widespread corruption ancnesiso
reform within the government and the legislature soon stalled reform edffattied to
some backtracking. GDP by 1999 fell to less than 40% the 1991 level. At the beginning
of the 20" century, some improvements in Ukraine’s economy occurred. Growth was a
sturdy 9.3% in 2003 and a remarkable 12% in 2004, despite a loss of momentum in
needed economic reforms.

The World Bank notes that real income decline over the transition period has
resulted in an increase in poverty, leaving some 27% of the population poor — more than
one out of four people; 18% of Ukrainian households are considered extremely poor.

Official statistics report average monthly wage at approximat8§80 per month, with
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nearly 81% of the population earning less than $90 per month (State Statistics €emmit
of Ukraine, 2002).

Government and Politics.Ukraine continues to make steady progress toward
developing a democratic state based on the rule of law. Ukraine’s first post-Sovi
Constitution was adopted on June 28, 1996. Power was formally divided among three
branches of government — executive, legislative, and judiciary. Although the new
Constitution has not definitively resolved the formal division of powers among the three
branches of government, it has provided the Ukrainians with a strong, legal framework
for addressing this challenge. More importantly, it has codified the funddmghta of
free speech, freedom of the press and assembly, and freedom of religion for all
Ukrainians.

Ukraine’s parliament, known as the Verkhovna Rada (Supreme Council), has 450
seats, and members are elected to a four-year term. The Prime iMimosténated by the
President and approved by the Verkhovna Rada, heads the government and chairs the
Council of Ministers. Ukraine’s Presidency is the preeminent post in the ceuntry
government. The President is the commander-in-chief of the armed forces anetoay
Verkhovna Rada legislation.

Further political reforms are needed to bring the Constitution to moreyclearl
delineated European standards and distribute power among the executiveiviegesidt
judiciary branches more effectively. Ukrainian politics is stilllldmged by excessive
state control and corruption, which stall economic reforms, slow down privatization, and

endanger democratic liberties.
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Education and Literacy. As in many countries with transitional economies that
emerged after the collapse of the Soviet empire, the education systenaime has
advantages and disadvantages. On the one hand, undeniable achievements are apparent:
basic education is accessible for all children, from pre-school to teeiagly Ukraine
has nearly 50,000 educational institutions, and the population has attained high rates of
literacy and numeracy (United Nations in Ukraine, 2004); males and femalesjoave e
representation at universities; and the average knowledge of mathematiasvisly
high compared to many developed countries. On the other hand, the success of the past
was a result of the pressures of the planned economy (International Remaissanc
Foundation, 1997). The complete basic secondary education in Ukraine is compulsory,
free of charge, and it can be received in different types of educationtltioss.
The Ukrainian educational system is currently undergoing reforms of
democratization, decentralization, and westernization. The authorities rofergiruggle
with the balance between what should be retained from the old centralized apste
what should be restructured. One of the most recent reformist moves in higher education
was Ukraine’s admission into the Bologna process, which will allow elevalungagon
to the European standards and recognizing of Ukrainian diplomas throughout Europe.
Multicultural Characteristics. Ukrainians constitute the ethnic majority in
Ukraine, but due to the country’s size and historical development there are aignific
cultural differences between even the groupings of the titular ettoip gEven though
Ukraine existed as one nation, its parts were divided among different empinespast.
The most significant cultural discrepancy involves the linguistic facitbr av

predominantly Ukrainophone Western Ukraine and Russophone Eastern Ukraine. These
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differences manifest themselves in cultural preferences and geopaoliterztiation.
Ukrainian, as the only official language, is spoken predominantly in Westerm&krai
whereas Eastern Ukraine communicates in Russian or pidgin dialects -offkéssian
words with Ukrainian grammar and phonetics. These cultural differencesisere
emphasized during the 2004 presidential campaign, in which the west voted for a pro-
European Viktor Yushchenko and the east supported a Russia-oriented Viktor
Yanukovych.

Some scholars claim that Ukrainians are notorious for their patience. When
Ukrainians are asked why they are so patient, the answer oftiéatigng unusual about
that — we never lived a prosperous [[olodiy, 2001). This pessimism in Ukrainian
mentality has been blamed on the absence of civil society in Ukraine during the
communist rule. If anything else, the communist regime succeeded atipgpdhiomo
sovieticus- an adaptive individual fearful of the authorities and incapable of fighting for
one’s freedoms (Nahaylo, 1999).

There are many other ethnic groups in Ukraine. Poles, Bulgarians, and Serbs
have lived in Ukraine since thetﬁeentury, Moldovans since the“lﬁentury, Roma
since the 18 century, and Jews since thé"egkntury. Most of the minorities identify
themselves with other nations, but some of them, like Tatars, exist as a mirnority et
group within Ukraine (Hovorun & Vornyk, 1995). Some of Ukraine’s ethnic minorities
have assimilated into the wider culture. Representatives of ethnic minbatdces
elective offices, and ethnic minority voters tend to support mainstreamsparée

ethnic- or religious-based parties.
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In the 1940s, all Tatars were forced out of Ukraine and exterminatedimsStal
genocide. The survivors have been trying to return to their homeland during thefyear
Ukraine’s independence. According to the State Committee on Nationatities a
Migration (2005), many Tatars remain homeless, live in hostels or rent amapir

The situation of ethnic Russians in Ukraine varies by region. In Western Ukraine,
Russians are less numerous and there have been instances of violence agdhmstthis e
minority. In the Crimea, Russians constitute a 64% majority and are subditdd t
governmental repression and less societal discrimination than ethnic Russares
in the country. Crimean Russians have attempted to limit Tatar access tughtarsi,
and jobs (Minnesota Advocates for Human Rights, 2003).

The Jewish population in Ukraine has experienced hostile acts such as the
vandalizing of synagogues and anti-Semitic expressions in the media. The Roma
population is faced with situations of severe socio-economic disadvantagegstedimhs
of prejudice, discrimination, and violence on the part of the majority population and
sometimes on the part of the authorities.

This general overview of Ukraine provides the context for the research on the
democratic evolution of the country. The information summarized above is helpful when

it comes to researching the recent socio-political processes in Ukraine

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

Examining democratic developments in Ukraine would be incomplete without

reviewing the history of the country, which is often referred to as the “keystdhe i
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arch” of security in Central Europe (D’Anieri, Kravchuk, & Kuzio, 1999). Ukraine dates
back in its statehood to th& @entury A.D. when it constituted the core of the Kyivan
Rus, a powerful state in Medieval Europe. During the period of the Kyivan state,
Christianity was introduced by Prince Volodynfsgigned 980-1015), who adopted (c.
988) Greek Orthodoxy from the Byzantines (Subtelny, 1994). The period is marked by
significant diplomatic relations between Kyivan Rus and the rest of the continendf
the rulers, Yaroslav Mudryy (Yaroslav, the Wise), was nicknangdpe’s father-in-
law for his daughters’ marriages to French and Hungarian kings (Holubets, 1993).

In the middle of the 1“P>century, the centralized power of Kyiv declined and other
regional states emerged, the most influential of which was GaliciayNalhiocated in
what is now Western Ukraine. Galician King Danylo’s reign was ckeniaed by pro-
western orientation caused mainly by the threat of the Tatar Golden Hordth&@ast.
The king was officially crowned by Pope Innocent IV in 1253, and Galicia-Viwdhyas
classified as a kingdom by Western and Central European scholars of the time
(Zharivsky, 2001). In the middle of the"ldentury, the last Galicia-Volhynia monarch
died without leaving a successor; the lands were taken over by Poland and Lithuania.
Most of central Ukrainian territory fell under the rule of Lithuania as (ttiishevsky,
1912; Subtelny, 1994).

Under the Lithuanian rule, Ukraine had significant autonomy; Ukrainian was the
language of the state. In 1569, when Poland and Lithuania were joined into a
commonwealth, most of Ukraine came under Polish rule (Szporluk, 1979). Meanwhile,

the Black Sea shore ruled by Crimea khans was annexed to the Ottoman Brhgi®.i
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Poland-Lithuania’s persecution of Eastern Ukrainian Orthodoxy and the
Commonwealth’s inability to protect eastern and southern Ukrainian texsitoom
Tatars led to the establishment by Ukrainian Cossacks of a milidey daporizhzhya
Sich (Polonska-Vasylenko, 1995; Subtelny, 1994). The Cossacks represented freedom
and defiance of feudalism, and their state, ruled by a Hetman, embodied traafitions
early Ukrainianism. The Cossacks occasionally formed militargredés with Poland,
Muscovy, the Crimean Khanate, Transylvania, and Sweden, but they strived to remain
independent (Szporluk, 1979).

Gradually, Ukraine became too weak to stand alone, and the Cossacks sought
alliance with the Orthodox Muscovy. In 1654, Hetman Bohdan Khmelnytskyy signed the
Pereyaslav Treaty with the Muscovy Tsar, which recognized Ukrainegpemdience but
proclaimed Russian supremacy and was exceeded by Russia in the cdmtries
followed. In 1658, Ukraine attempted to throw off Russian protection by signingy trea
with Poland, but the Russo-Polish war ended in 1667 with the Treaty of Andrusiv, which
divided Ukraine between the two countries along the Dnipro River (Hrushevsky, 1912).
The Cossack Hetmanate continued its existence within the Russian empirie iaopdeat
to regain its independence by joining Sweden in the war against Tsar Petehiks but
attempt was unsuccessful. In retaliation, the tsar put an end to Ukraiteisray. In
1764, a Russian tsarina, Catherine Il, abolished the Cossack Hetmanate jstridoisios
massacred a Cossack garrison as well as the civilian population of about 15,000
(Mezentsev, 2004).

One of the important events that signified Ukrainians’ strive for democrabg in t

Cossack Era was the Constitution signed, on April 16, 1710, by its chief author Hetman
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Pylyp Orlyk. The historic document is alleged to be the first world’s constitii
include the democratic principles of limitation of Hetman'’s authority, saparat
powers into legislative, executive, and judicial branches, and a democratieelgde
parliament (The Willard Group, 2003). Thus, the articles in the Constitution not only
proclaimed an independent Ukrainian State, but also synthesized farsightedirthe m
principles of development of democratic countries.

At the end of the 18century, the Polish Kingdom was partitioned and Russia
took over most of central and southern Ukraine, while west of Ukraine fell under the rule
of Austria. Despite the foreign control, Ukrainian nationhood continued to develop in the
relatively liberal Habsburg Empire; it even grew in the Russian Erdpspite the bans
on use of the Ukrainian language in the schools and publications (Subtelny, 1994). After
the anti-tsarist revolution in Russia in 1917, various Ukrainian governments in Eastern
Ukraine (Kyiv) and Western Ukraine (Lviv) attempted to establish independance.

1919, the union of the two Ukraines was proclaimed, but the Soviet troops immediately
occupied Kyiv and west of Ukraine fell mainly under the Polish rule (Polonska-
Vasylenko, 1995). In the early 1920’s, the eastern part of Ukraine was annexed to the
Soviet empire as a Soviet Republic. Western Ukraine was forced into the Sqviiet em
after World War II, and the Crimea joined Ukraine in 1954.

The brutal Soviet rule engineered two artificial famines (1921-22 and 1932-33) in
Eastern Ukraine during which over eight million died:

Ukrainians starved to death although no natural catastrophe had visited the land...

the people starved while the Soviet Union exported butter and grain. While
Moscow banqueted, Ukraine hungered. (Gregorovich, 1974)
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During World War Il, Ukraine was used as a buffer battlefield between &eamd
Soviet armies, which cost Ukraine some seven million more deaths. Most of Ukraine
1.5 million Jews were killed by the Nazis during the war; many were shot in 1941, at
such sites as Babyn Yar (Gregorovich, 1995). Despite the theoreticahegalitieas,
the Soviet times were tainted by intensive Russification of Ukraine, repreds
oppositions to the ruling regime, and totalitarianism of the system. In 1986, one of the
reactors of the Chornobyl nuclear power station exploded, contaminating a magdr part
Ukraine.

On July 19, 1990, the Ukrainian government passed the Declaration of
Sovereignty, and on August 24, 1991, Ukraine declared its independence from the Soviet
empire. The first decades of independence are characterized by the pfoces
democratization and the rediscovery of aspects of the country’s rich culturestorg hi
that have been suppressed. At the same time, Ukraine is still struggling wigimtients
of the Soviet administrative-command system.

In December 1991, Leonid Kravchuk was elected Ukraine’s president but in 1994
was defeated by Leonid Kuchma, who served two terms until 2004. In 1994, Ukraine (the
world’s third largest nuclear power since the fall of the Soviet empiiégdathe
Strategic Reduction Arms Treaty and the Nuclear Nonproliferation T¢eagynational
Nuclear Safety Center, 1996). On June 28, 1996, Ukraine’s Verkhovna Rada adopted a
democratic constitution of the country.

Ukraine conducted its most recent presidential elections in November, 2004. After
an attempt to rig the election results and give victory to a pro-Russian Viktor

Yanukovych, massive street protests in Kyiv and other cities in Ukraine andl abttoa
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Orange Revolution — led to new elections on December 26, 2004, won by a pro-Western
reformist Viktor Yushchenko.
The brief historical overview is provided to demonstrate Ukraine’s stateimood a
democratic aspirations, characteristics of which are apparent in Ukrhis®ry. The
historical context will contribute to the overall picture of the country’s deatiaation

framework.

ORANGE REVOLUTION

The Orange Revolution of 2004 was a bloodless civil uprising for rule of law,
which resulted in the overthrow of a corrupt government, following fraudulent
presidential elections. In the elections, Viktor Yushchenko, a former Primistbtiand
an opposition leader who survived a dioxin poisoning during his electoral campaign (The
Associated Press, 2004), faced his opponent, Viktor Yanukovych, a Prime Manigter
time of the election backed by President Kuchma. Yushchenko’s agenda included furt
democratic reforms, integration with the European Union and NATO, battlingption,
and supporting the business sector. In his campaign, Yanukovych favored a centralized
rule, integration with the Russian Federation, and distancing from the West.

The first round of presidential elections on October 31, 2004, was marred by
fraud and irregularities; the second round of elections on November 21, 2004, was
characterized by even more extensive falsifications on a national Beal@rganization
for Security and Co-operation in Europe (OSCE) reported, among others, the following

irregularities:
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¢ incidents of violence and intimidation of pro-opposition voters;
e expelling of election observers;
e unegual campaign conditions and abuse of state resources in favor of
Yanukovych;
e multiple voting by the same individuals using absentee voting certificates;
e suspiciously high turnouts in some regions in Eastern Ukraine;
¢ the addition of a high number of voters (about 5%); and
e lack of attention to ballot security and counting procedures. (OSCE, 2004)
The deeply flawed presidential election resulted in massive proteslisrayians
in the country and abroad. Thousands of Yushchenko’s supporters, dressed in orange, his
campaign color, took to the streets to protest the election fraud. The biggest
demonstrations were concentrated on Kyiv’'s Independence Square (in UkraiaidanM
Nezalezhnosti or simply Maidan). Hundreds of Yanukovych’s backers and the riot police
concentrated around the Central Electoral Commission headquarters (The Egonomis
2004). Table 1 highlights the chronology of the Orange Revolution based on

compilations by Forbrig and Shepherd (2005) and Shchyrin and Shchyrin (2004).

Table 1. Chronology of the Orange Revolution

Date Event

October 31, The first round of Ukrainian presidential elections determined two forerunners —
2004 Viktor Yushchenko and Viktor Yanukovych.

November The Organization for Security and Cooperation expressed concerns at violations of
1, 2004 democratic norms in the first round of elections.

November The second round of presidential elections took place, which was marked by

21, 2004 significant irregularities.

November Yanukovych was hailed as a victor by Russian President Vladimir Putin based on
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Date Event

22,2004 early returns. Yushchenko denied Yanukovych'’s victory based on massive
violations reported by election observers. Hundreds of thousands of
demonstrators, many with orange elements in their clothes, began to gather in the
center of Kyiv under democratic slogans, such as “Freedom won'’t be stopped!”
Tents were put up on Khreshchatyk Street.

November Yushchenko was sworn in on the Bible as president in a symbolic ceremony of

23, 2004 protest in the Verkhovna Rada. The national student strike began. Yuliya
Tymoshenko announced the presence of Russian specialized military forces in
Presidential Administration.

November Yanukovych was declared winner by the Central Electoral Commission. The

24, 2004 opposition denounced the results and expressed its openness to negotiations with
participation of international intermediaries.

November The United States, Canada, and the European Union refused to recognize the

25, 2004 official election results. The Supreme Court ordered that election results not be
published. China, Kazakhstan, and Armenia recognized Yanukovych'’s victory.
Vladimir Putin of Russia congratulated Yanukovych for the second time.

November The Luhansk regional council proclaimed formation of the southeast Ukrainian

26, 2004 autonomous republic. The first round of negotiations with the assistance of
international intermediaries took place.

November The Verkhovna Rada denounced the official results of the presidential elections.

27, 2004

November Regional leaders in Eastern Ukraine called for a referendum on the country’s

28, 2004 federalization.

November President Kuchma accepted the need for new elections. Yanukovych expressed

29, 2004 his openness to negotiations with Yushchenko.

November Yanukovych offered to make Yushchenko his prime minister — an offer that was

30, 2004 turned down. Mrs. Yanukovych delivered her infamous speech on old Soviet-style
boots “made in the U.S.A.” and “doped” oranges allegedly used to fuel the
revolution.

December The Verkhovna Rada fired Yanukovych’s government. Yanukovych refused to step

1, 2004 down. The second round of negotiations with international assistance took place.

December Kuchma flew to Russia and met with Putin in an airport.

2,2004

December The Supreme Court declared the elections null and void and set December 26 as
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Date Event

3, 2004 a date for a new run-off between Yushchenko and Yanukovych.

December The European Commission praised the decision of the Supreme Court. The

4, 2004 Central Electoral Commission ratified the new election date.

December The members of the Committee of National Rescue were announced.

5, 2004

December The Russian Kremlin backed away from outright support for Yanukovych. The third

6, 2004 round of the internationally-facilitated negotiations began.

December The negotiation parties did not reach consensus. The format of the negotiations

7,2004 was exhausted.

December Changes to the electoral law were made in the Verkhovna Rada to ensure fairer

8, 2004 voting. The parliament simultaneously voted to reduce presidential powers in a
year. The tent city remained on Khreshchatyk Street until the complete victory in
the elections of December 26.

December Doctors in Austria said Yushchenko had been poisoned with dioxin earlier in the

11, 2004 campaign.

December The rerun of the second round of the presidential elections was held. Yushchenko

26, 2004 won with 51.99% of votes leaving Yanukovych behind with 44.20% of votes.

December Yanukovych resigned the premiership.

31, 2004

January 23, After the Supreme Court rejected final appeals by Yanukovych, Viktor Yushchenko

2005 took the oath of office and was sworn in as Ukraine’s President.

A number of encouraging democratic trends during the electoral process
contributed to the positive outcome of the Orange Revolution. Many citizens seemed
more confident in exercising their right of free expression, for examplisplaying
campaign materials and symbols. Also, more than 300 journalists openly protested
against the current regime censorship. Finally, the first televised debatebdhe two
presidential campaign leaders took place, although it was followed by biased

commentaries from Kuchma'’s analysts (OSCE, 2004).
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Millions of Ukrainians engaged in the protests during the Orange Revolution.
According to the statistical data released by a Kyiv-based think tank Deticoc
Initiatives (Kuzio, 2005b), 18.4% of population of Ukraine (about 5.5 million people)
participated in the Orange Revolution. 34% of Yushchenko’s voters and 9% of
Yanukovych'’s voters participated. The difference between Yushchenko’s “drange
supporters and those of Yanukovych in “white-and-blue” can be explained by two
factors: first, civil society is weaker and more “managed” in Easternitigkrahich
happens to be more populous. Only 10% of Yanukovych voters, compared to 30% of
Yushchenko voters, believed citizens should take action to protect their rights (Buerkle,
Kammerud, & Sharma, 2005). Second, fewer Yanukovych voters traveled to Kyiv due to
their demographic differences with Yushchenko voters — the latter tend to be younge
hence more mobile, and better educated. About 45% of Orange Revolution participants
were from Western Ukraine, especially from the three Galician obleats®-Frankivsk
Oblast (69%), Lviv Oblast (46%), and Ternopil Oblast (35%) (Kuzio, 2005b).

Support of the world democratic community played a crucial role in the
revolutionary rebirth of the Ukrainian democracy. International pressursaarats as a
factor in the liberalization of previously authoritarian countries (Sharp, 38988&d to
be fruitful for the Ukrainian revolution. The European Union, the United States, and
Canada rejected the results of the second round of the presidential elections in the
country. Additionally, the E.U. statement was issued early in the “revolutio
(Gromadzki, Sushko, Vahl, Wolczuk, & Wolczuk, 2005). The negotiations during the

election crisis were conducted with the facilitation of international pialitsc
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Shortly after his inauguration, President Yushchenko nominated Yuliya
Tymoshenko for Prime Minister, and this nomination was supported by the Rada.
Tymoshenko, 44 at the time, whom the Ukrainians calledadleless of the Revolution
and theUkrainian Joan of Arcwas ultimately named yorbesthe third most powerful
woman in the world after Condoleezza Rice of the U.S. and Wu Yi of China (Forbes,
2005). At the XV International Economic Forum in Krinitsa, Poland, Tymoshenko was
named person of the year in Central and Eastern Europe (UA-Reporter, 2005). In
September of 2005, the Tymoshenko government was sacked because of corruption
accusations of several top officials. Ukraine’s political crisis wasveddly
Yushchenko’s establishing a new government.

Among some of the post-revolutionary political successes, observers name freer
media (Fried, 2005), the government’s attempts to fight corruption, Ukrainé@sakg
leadership in the GUAM coalition (composed of Georgia, Ukraine, Azerbaijan, and
Moldova), the country’s support for a peaceful resolution of the Transdniestria gonflict
and democratization of Belarus (Ledsky, 2005). Additionally, Ukraine obtained ld Wor
Trade Organization membership, and the government is predisposed towardrsinall- a
medium-sized businesses, which should improve the country’s economic climate (Kuzio,
2005a).

The Orange Revolution lifted people’s expectations high both at home and
abroad. However, the desired changes do not happen as rapidly as expected. The
government was composed of representatives from different parties wettediff
philosophies; reforms were not implemented effectively. The governnegteiapt to

regulate gasoline prices in May, 2005, resulted in brief shortages. Rezatatiof
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previously non-transparently purchased big enterprises reduced domestic mymd fore
investment; abrupt elimination of special economic zones, which had been used
fraudulently, caused problems for some foreign investors (Fried, 2005). All theses act
slowed the economic growth in the country.

The long-term outcomes of the Orange Revolution remain to be discovered, but
the mixed short-term outcomes are actively debated by politicians, j@tsnalnd
researchers. However, the fact that the revolution occurred in a nonviolemavay a
inspired the international community is a significant event in the history ofdHd’sv

democratization.

DEMOCRATIZATION APPROACHES

Literature on democracy offers a plethora of definitions, which can be roughly
stratified into minimalist definitions (referring to institutionalargements) and
maximalist definitions (embracing broader concepts of democracy thet dmcsocial
and economic domains, such as participatory and deliberative models of demadracy a
feminist and multiculturalist models of democracy) (Boussard, 2003). For the purposes of
this study, the following definition of democracy with the incorporation of #ssital
semantics is used:

Democracy is derived fromlemokratia the root meanings of which aldemos

(people) andkratos(rule). Democracy refers to a form of government in which, in

contradiction to monarchies and aristocracies, the people rule. Democralsy enta

a political community in which there is some fornpetfitical equalityamong the
people. (Held, 1996)
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Hence, democratization can be defined as the means and methods by which the
state moves to a democratic regime type, “to a more open, more particigegsry, |
dictatorial society within the territory of that state” (Ghali, 1996). Igetie end of
democratization is a consolidated liberal democracy with a governmers tiagiable of
preventing resumption of conflict (Patel, 2004). Dankwart Rustow was the first tessugg
studying democratization as a phenomenon distinct from demqoeasg since causes
of democracy and preconditions of it were not necessarily one and the same (Anderson,
1997).

Current democratization literature offers several compelling theateti
approaches that have been articulated and implemented empirically. Theseleggproa
are not classifications of scholars into different categories; ratiear are classifications
of different foci, and the same scholars may represent different approBebaghough
the research literature on democratization is mixed and no single approach can be
considered a dominant one, the theoretical resources provide a strong foundation for
further research in democratization.

Among various classifications of democratization approaches, one of the simpler
is offered by Stanger (2003) who outlines two principal categories of dematimatiz
theories: 1) structural analyses that focus on macrolevel variables ohgiteans that
facilitate successful democracies, and 2) process-oriented analysasitentrate on
microlevel variables of interaction between government and opposition political
strategies on the way to democracy. Ekiert and Hanson (2003) break down this divide
further into structural, institutional, and interactional categories. The Eamdp@bility

Initiative (2005) classifies democracy assistance in Europe into threeaappso
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authoritarian state-building (international structures exercise signifpowers within a
domestic sphere), traditional capacity-building (standard non-coercivenresits
promote democratization and institution-building), and member-state-buildirguéiyi
to the European continent, candidates for the E.U. membership implementyieU.-s
regime changes). A review of the literature on democratization gendratéalowing
four major democratization approaches: the democratic transition approachd the ba
legacies approach, the development approach, and the systems thinking approach.

Due to the recent falls of many totalitarian and authoritarian regimes the®ou
and Eastern Europe, Northern and Western Asia, and Latin America, the number of
democratic governments increased by over a half since 1972 (Pigenko, 2001). The third
wave of democratization (Huntington, 1991) gave rise to the “democratic transition”
approach, which implies the same basic pattern of political development.

The early goal of the transition approach was to generate understanding of the
processes that lead to democratic changes (Milton, 2005). This approach claims tha
democracy can develop by choice with the assistance of political forcagswR({1970)
presents a four-element model of transition: Element 1 — a background condition of
national unity; Element 2 — a long political struggle; Element 3 — a decision ta@mbr
democracy; and Element 4 — a new democratic system.

Some researchers express concern that not all countries with aspirations of
democratic destination have been successful. According to Linz and Stepan (1996),
“[m]ost political transformations away from once-stable non-democrajimeedo not

end in completed democratic transitions. Fewer still become consolidated depgicra
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(p. xiii). Przeworski (1991) argues that political forces can further tleenodratic
interests, but only if they adhere to the democratic procedure in the process.

The low transitional success rates are emphasized by critics of thedrans
approach who point out that only about 20 of the 100 countries classified as transitional
are on the way to becoming true democracies (Carothers, 2002). This approach, ,however
remains one of the most influential in the field and is utilized by such organizasons
Freedom House.

Another approach is the “bad legacies” approach, which assumes that democracy
is less likely to root if the legacies of the authoritarian past are strortgsrapproach
emphasizes the interdependent relationship among interests, behavior, ansbmstitut
affected by short- and long-term historical factors (Bunce, 1997). Wars, cosmmuni
(authoritarianism, persecution of pluralism, violation of human rights, etc.), and an
absence of democratic culture are listed as key factors that affeaie®wnth bad
legacies.

In societies with bad legacies, the process of democratization and even
decentralization can occur at a slower rate (Inglot, 2003). Supporters ofitltegheies
approach argue that countries most affected by negative legacieaseinf Ukraine, a
communist legacy — will have a smaller chance of democratization:

If former Communist parties come to power, then their elites will simpty/iew

forms of clout disguised as new institutions. They no longer require a formal

monopoly on power, but they can wield overwhelming power nonetheless.

(Crawford & Lijphart, 1995, p. 178)

The bad legacies approach focuses on historical similarities and difereic

post-crisis societies and traces the influence of legacies on currerdgbdjthamics
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(Pigenko, 2001). This approach is losing its popularity in the field, but it is stillndorhi
in international media coverage.

The “development” approach focuses on institutional design, or how the political
institutions affect changes of regimes (Shugart & Carey, 1992). Accaaihgs
approach, the choices in political institutions, e.g., the choice betweenaangantary or
presidential form of rule, influence the regime stability. Some schalarcéster, 1999)
regard the economic level of citizens as a critical factor of successhdatatization;
others (Pigenko, Wise, & Brown, 2002) underscore the role of elites in democratization
processes. Linz and Stepan (1996) argue that elite consensus on the distribution of power
among political institutions is critical for democratic stability.

A democratic transition is complete when sufficient agreement has betedea

about political procedures to produce an elected government, when a government

comes to power as a direct result of a free and popular voice, when this

governmente factohas the authority to generate new policies, and when the

executive, legislative, and judicial powers generated by the new daryaw not

have to share power with other bodiksjure (p. 4)

The development approach is criticized for partial exclusion of locals from the
political process. This theme is currently debated as the Ukrainian gaamrism
debating an administrative reform and a government transition from a prteside
parliamentary to a parliamentary-presidential republic.

Finally, the emerging “systems thinking” approach emphasizes noniynear
democratization (Seppala & Ruohomaki, 2001). This approach rests on the postulate that
elements of one system constitute a whole and their behavior should not be treated in

isolation (Laszlo, 1972). The systems thinking approach is gaining populatiy ExW.

where one of the democratization goals is a better balance betweey dowaih input
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and centrally designated guidelines (Youngs, 2003) Carothers (1999) seesttie
main change in democratization approaches, labelieglitownership For Ukraine, this
approach implies moving away from the mode of catching up with more developed
societies, since in that mode the country will always be behind, and taking a
developmental leap instead. Table 2 summarizes the democratization approaches and

their characteristics and criticisms.

Table 2. Democratization Approaches

Approach Characteristics Criticisms
Democratic transition Focus on the process Low transitional success
approach Change as a major agent
Bad legacies approach Bad legacies as Lack of comparability

determinants

Historical analysis

Development approach Focus on institutional Partial exclusion of peripheral
design elements

Structural analysis

Systems thinking approach Emphasis on non-linearity Relatively new and not well-

Democracy as a system developed

Additionally, Jolly (2003) identifies four democracy approaches within the
literature on the phenomenon of democracy in the European Union: the efficiency
approach, the vertical democracy approach, the horizontal democracy approach, and the
socio-psychological approach. Advocates of the efficiency approach focus otethie e
to which output can satisfy legitimacy requirements; the two foci of the agpasa the
existence of the European Union and policy-making processes in Europe. The vertical
democracy approach encompasses levels of governing, particularly the linksréte

E.U. and national levels of government. The horizontal democracy approach discusses
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how democratization can be increased via changes of division of powers among E.U.
institutions. In the final approach in the classification, the socio-psychologisadach,
the primary focus is on the lack of a European demos and its implications for the future
of the Union.

Traditionally, scholars describe key factors contributing to genuine
democratization processes. Some of such factors are the following: etglsiiiong
political opposition, strong civil society organizations, open and pluralistic media, and
civic education (Mann & Patrick, 2000; Merloe, 2002). Another important component of
a democratic system is free and fair elections (Kumar, 2003). With the iexcepimore
optimistic research on the democratization of Ukraine since the Orange Revolut
(Forbrig & Shepherd, 2005; Kuzio, 2005a; Ledsky, 2005), scholars point out the lack of
decisive and effective democratic institutions in the country (Kuzio, Kravchuk, &
D’Anieri, 1999; May & Milton, 2005; Polokhalo, 1997). Overall, research on Ukraine’s
democratization bears elements of the four approaches highlighted above.

The empirical literature on Ukraine’s democratization processes mymai
represented by survey or poll data and comparative measures conducted in the country.
Oliver Vorndran (1999), for example, summarizes the Ukrainian politicalsatdtude
toward four cleavages (independence, anti-Soviet parliamentarisnmepriva
ownership/market economy, and opposing cooperation with Russia), pointing out that
rightist parties support most or all of the cleavages, whereas leftisspappose most or
all of them. Democratic Initiatives conducted polls over recent years omikrsi
freedom of speech, protection of rights, and membership in civic groups and the data

suggest higher levels of democratization values and principles in the middle of 1990s and
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their decline toward the end of the decade (D’Anieri, Kravchuk, & Kuzio, 1999). Ekiert
and Hanson (2003) compare Ukraine and other Central and Eastern European countries in
terms of political indexes, such as transition progress, economic freedom, cmkntry
press freedom, political freedom, and corruption perception. Their data appear to be
pessimistic as compared to most of the countries in the region. In genemalstudies
are required to evaluate Ukraine’s level of democratization, espeteikihg into account

the new democratization developments.

POLITICAL SELF-EFFICACY

Political self-efficacy is an important component of advanced democracies and
civil societies. Systems with a higher level of political efficacyclr@acterized by
stronger fundamentals of democratic institutions and processes. Selfyeiigagnarily
concerned with the field of social psychology and can be defined as “peoplefs beli
about their capabilities to produce designated levels of performance thasexe
influence over events that affect their lives” (Bandura, 1994, p. 71). An important aspect
of self-efficacy is its subjective nature. Gecas (1989) pointed out thermedsié
different meanings and emphases for the concept of self-efficacy inlthe fie

When it comes to the question of the theoretical foundation of self-efficacy, two
groups of theories addressed the phenomenon in the 1970s: motivational theories, which
focus on motivational factors, and cognitive theories, which focus on expectancies and
perceptions of control (Gecas, 1989). The second group of theories generated a

distinction between personal, self-perceived control and general control of peaple ove
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their situations (Gurin, Gurin, & Morrison, 1978). A third group of theories emerged
from Bandura’s distinction between efficacy expectations (beliefoti@atan
successfully carry out a particular task) and efficacy outcomesédss that given
actions will produce certain outcomes) (Bandura, 1997).

According to Bandura (1986), self-efficacy perceptions are a positivalylatad
function of four types of conditions:
1. previous enactments of the behavior or similar behaviors,
2. vicarious experiences with the behavior as communicated through live or
symbolic (i.e., mediated) modeling,
3. verbal persuasion regarding capabilities to engage in the behavior, and
4. inferences from physiological states experienced when engagingmi@pating
the behavior.
Self-efficacy can develop not only based on an individual’s own experiences, but on an
individual's observations of how others deal with similar situations. However, vicarious
experiences and verbal persuasion are less powerful than personal expéaandasa,
1977). Individuals who believe they possess capabilities in a certain area mibrbe
likely to initiate new fulfillment behaviors; on the other hand, those who do not
appreciate their strengths fully may be inclined to act within their dépedband, thus,
forego enhancement opportunities (Ward, Cooper, Cave, & Lucas, 2005).
Research shows that media, particularly computers and the internet, under
favorable conditions can increase self-efficacy and political particip@/Vilhelm,
2003). On the other hand, individuals experienced in political participation are more

likely to adopt the internet as a medium for political communication (Jaffe, 1994). Wit
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people’s belief that their opinions have and important effect, self-effitses,
producing higher motivation to participate in democratic processes (Hacker, 2002)
Concurrently, self-efficacy can be an important result of political paation (Finkel,
1985).

Self-efficacy affects human functioning through psychological prosesse
Bandura (1994) singles out four major categories of such processes: cognitessesoc
motivational processes, affective processes, and selection processestutla/of self-
efficacy included the following four items that were used to create acpbhtificacy
scale (Campbell, Gurin, & Miller, 1954): 1) | don’t think public officials care mubhatw
people like me think, 2) Voting is the only way that people like me have any say about
how government runs things, 3) People like me don’t have any say about what the
government does, and 4) Sometimes, politics and government seem so complicated that a
person like me can't really understand what’s going on.

Several researchers suggest a dual measurement approach to politicaft: effica
personal sense of efficacy, or internal efficacy, and a system-oriemsel af efficacy,
or external efficacy (Balch, 1974; Craig & Maggiotto, 1982; Morrell, 2003; NienaigC
& Mattei, 1991). Even though the correlation between the two dimensions is apparent,
the research on the causal relationship remains mixed (Kenski & Jomini, 2004). Lane
(1959) was among the first scholars to identify the two political efficacgmsmons:

It has, of course, two components — the image of the self and the image of

democratic government — and contains the tacit implication that an image of the

self as effective is intimately related to the image of democratiergment as
responsive to the people. (p. 149)
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Thus, internal political self-efficacy encompasses beliefs about onétyg abi
understand and participate in politics, while external political selfeefficlenotes beliefs
about responsiveness of government to citizens’ demands (Niemi, Craig, & Mattei
1991). On the measurement continuum from the concrete and specific (e.qg., tédsk-spec
efficacy) to the general and vague (broader notions of efficacy), politic&feacy is
usually positioned in the middle (Gecas, 1989).

Some scholars point out that development of efficacy measurements has not been
as extensive as of other psychological constructs (Morrell, 2003). Others fodigs on t
relationship between internal and external efficacy and other political \vegi@enski
& Jomini, 2004). Sanders (2001) highlights the close relationship between efficacy
theories and empowerment theories. Pollock (1983) found that different internal and
external efficacy patterns were correlated with different typesratipation activities.
Innovation, opportunity identification, and entrepreneurship have been linked to self-
efficacy as well (Ardichvili, Cardozo, & Ray, 2003).

Researchers report correlations between political efficacy and sudgigrhic
factors as education, income, ethnicity, age, and gender (Fahmy, 2004; Kenski & Jomini,
2004; Morrell, 2003). For instance, Morrell (2003) observes that internal efficacy is
positively associated with education; the most effective learning is gedund
experience that can play a primary role in developing self-efficagyn(®& Elkin, 2001).
Gurin, Gurin, and Morrison (1978) suggest that race and ethnicity affect setfegffi
while Gecas (1989) argues that men have greater sense of selfyatii@masvomen, and

cultures that emphasize fatalism are characterized by a lower dégedeefficacy.
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International research on political efficacy is mainly concentrataahar
developing democracies or comparisons between systems with differeatdével
efficacy. Thus, Kim, Helgesen, and Ahn (2002) compared levels of efficacy in Blenma
and Korea. Their findings suggest that the Danish showed relatively high political
participation and efficacy, while the Koreans demonstrated a high degree afpoliti
alienation. Cuzan (2001) discusses the “feeling of political inefficacy” in @althe
principal reason for the low levels of political participation.

The empirical research on political efficacy in Ukraine appears to bees&ome
scholars report low levels of political efficacy of Ukrainian citizens imegal (Kuzio,

2002; Raik, Nokelainen, Kuokkanen, & Tuominen, 2005). Despite Ukrainians’ high level
of interest in their country’s politics, their external efficacy was replaid be low with

69% of Ukrainians strongly or somewhat disagreeing that voting gives themrmuo#lue

over decision making in the country and 78% of Ukrainians strongly or somewhat
disagreeing that they can influence government’s decisions (Sharnaa &vsen,

2003). However, researchers observed a significant change in politicateflizang

and after the Orange Revolution, as the media and people became more poliivally a
(Raik et al., 2005).

Madsen and Snow (1991) point out that people have a feeling of self-efficacy in
non-crisis times, whereas a crisis can generate a charismaticwdadeself-efficacy is
weak or non-existent and people seek “proxy-control.” A charismatic leaddieiscioe
to possess such “proxy-control.” During the Ukrainian Orange Revolution, Viktor

Yushchenko’s victory in the elections was attributed greatly to his personaincaar
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Overall, little attention has been paid to the task-specific measurensait-of
efficacy. The search for literature on political self-efficacy of theahian youth
activists did not produce any results. This phenomenon, however, deserves special
scrutiny since it might have implications for both democratic developments im&kra
and other transitional countries where youth movements are key pro-demageats.
Additionally, the research would inform the Western world, which is interested in
supporting the newly emerging democracies. The research section oificatfyes
included to provide a theoretical basis for studying political efficacy ohyactivists in

Ukraine.

YOUTH ACTIVISM

The United Nations defines youth activismYamith activisms young people’s
“participation in any or all of the following:

e Protest events and direct actions (violent or non-violent);

e Ongoing advocacy campaigns to change the policies and behaviour of
powerful institutions, including Governments, transnational corporations and
international institutions;

e Consumer boycotts and other uses of market power to effect change;

e Information gathering and dissemination intended to attract media attention
and raise the public consciousness with regard to issues of concern.” (United

Nations, 2005).
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Blumer (1946) describes activist movements as “collective enterprisstabdi€h a new
order of life,” which “have their inception in a condition of unrest, and derive their
motive power on one hand from dissatisfaction with the current form of life, and on the
other hand, from wishes and hopes for a new scheme or system of living.”

Throughout history, young people, particularly students, have participated in
socio-political protest movements. Early youth movements are mentioned bytlAris

Youth have exalted notions because they have not yet been humbled by life or

learned its necessary limitations ... their lives are regulated more by mora

feelings than by reasoning ... [they] love too much, hate too much and the same
with everything else. They think they know everything and are quite sure about it;

this, in fact, is why they overdo everything (In McJeon, 1941, p. 1404).

Since ancient times, youth activism has been an integral part of the socalids of

humanity. Only in the 20century, such major youth movements occurred as the 1965-66
U.S. protest against the war in Vietnam (Degroot, 1998), the 1968 student uprising in
France (Gordon, 1998), the 1968 student protest and counterculture movement in Mexico
(Zolov, 1998), the 1973 student revolution in Thailand (Silverstein, 1976), the 1989
revolutions in Czechoslovakia and Romania (Edelman Boren, 2001), and the 1989-90
student movements in China and Taiwan (Wright, 2001).

The latest youth civic movements have been concentrated in the former
communist bloc countries and inclu@¢por (Resistance) in Serbia, which defeated the
MiloSevi¢ regime in 2000Kmara (Enough) in Georgia, which weakened the government
of Shevardnadze in 2003 in the Rose Revolution;RDRA(It's time) in Ukraine, which
undermined the Kuchma regime in the country’s Orange Revolution of 2004. The

geographic and chronological variety of youth movements demonstratesutiat y

resistance is a vital and recurring global socio-political phenomenon.
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The Otpor youth organization in Serbia is one of the recent movements without a
clear-cut ideology that contributed to the Velvet revolution in the country. Otpor was
founded by several libertarians in October 1998. The organization included 4,000
members in 1999 and counted as many as 100,000 in 2001 (Chiclet, 2001). Otpor’s
massive campaign against the Milo$eyovernment was a “free-wheeling, anything-
goes protest movement” with no hierarchical structure (Chiclet, 2001). The student
successful in their spontaneous expressions and strategies. One of the Otpersmem
surmised the spirit of the movement the following way: “Fear is a powerful but
vulnerable weapon because it disappears far faster than you can ret(€atiean,
2000, p. 46).

Georgia’s civic organization of Kmara was primarily composed of studdmis w
were trained as observers for the 2003 presidential election. The organizatioedeceiv
training from Serbian Otpor (Fairbanks, 2004). The philanthropist George Soros’ Open
Society Institute flew more than 1,000 Kmara members together with the oppositi
leader Mikheil Saakashvili to Serbia to prepare them in three-day cfassesviolent
resistance (Van der Schriek, 2003), which was named the Rose Revolution, the event that
brought down the corrupt Shevardnadze regime.

The PORA youth civic movement of Ukraine was organized in 2002-03 from the
activists of the Ukraine without Kuchma and For Truth campaigns and focuseaifyrim
on the crucial presidential election of 2004. PORA established close tiehaHetbian
Otpor (Kuzio, 2005). During the Orange Revolution, PORA contributed to organizing
supporters and keeping things working in a peaceful manner to facilitate the

revolutionary democratic changes.
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Currently, youth movements are emerging in other post-communist countries
afflicted with authoritarian regimes. In Belarus, the ZUBR (Bisanjtly organization is
struggling to end the rule of Lukashenka, known as Europe’s last dictator (ZUBR, 2005).
Russia’s anti-Putin youth movement MY (We) established networks with Ulgaine
PORA, as well as two other international youth organizations Kyrgyzdsamjs and
Kazakhstan’s Kakhar (MY, 2005).

Comparative research on youth movements around the world is challenging due
to the fact that such movements are characterized by fewer simedahén varieties.
Hogan (1983) singles out at least two approaches to sources of student protest: the
macroscopic approach and the microscopic approach. According to the macroscopic
approach, students become active due to certain societal conditions, such as the absence
of alternative influential political formations. The microscopic approagards
socialization experiences of individual young people as the source of student unrest.

Basing their research on the theory of social change with the implication of
fundamental changes in society’s core institutions, Brennan, King, andu_€1iz1)
delineate two distinct periods of social transformation — ‘removing the old’ anditi
the new.” The researchers focus on six global drivers of social transformation:
globalization (increase in worldwide integration), democratization (im@igation of
democratic values and processes), ‘supra-statism’ and modeling (formation of
international supra-territorial bodies), knowledge economies (investment imhuma
capital and innovations produced by it), liberalization (introduction of freer and stronge

markets with greater choice and competition), and regulation and accountability
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(increasing trust through transparency). These factors can provide xt dongesocietal
strive for change, thereby cultivating youth activism.

One component of youth movements is an ideology on which such movements
are based (Blumer, 1946). Some scholars observe that youth’s ideology, which forms a
collective consciousness, is utopian in nature. ldeology and utopian visions can change
overtime and acquire different meanings (Rhoads, 1998). Student movements are often
sporadic and do not last for a long time due to the fact that student generatidrstare s
and change rapidly, posing obstacles for both leaders and followers (Altbach, 1989).
With the achievement of desired goals, the reason for a civic revolution disgppear
causing youth movements to subside.

Government response to youth movements can range from ignoring the protest to
suppressing it violently (Altbach, 1989). In his bdékm Dictatorship to Democracy: A
Conceptual Framework for Liberatipa popular resource among youth activists in the
recent revolutions in post-communist countries, Gene Sharp (1993) points out that violent
rebellions can trigger a brutal reaction, which often leaves the protesterbelmess
than before. The scholar stresses that dictators are usually equipped to@ppbtevon
a grand scale; therefore, nonviolent protests are encouraged. Some of thedoreferr
methods of nonviolent action include formal statements, group representations, symbolic
public acts, public assemblies, withdrawal and renunciation, strikes, and calis for a
international support (Sharp, 1993).

The internet is a powerful tool for sustaining young people’s movements. The on-
line milieu offers a number of resources to assist youth activism: infiometd data on

civic topics, access to peer and adult experts, ease of communicating, sheegigsira
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opportunities for young people to showcase their own creations, interchange with people
of different cultures and perspectives, discussion forums, and inspiring partnzoisng
activists (Montgomery, Gottlieb-Robles, & Larson, 2004).

The youth activism phenomenon cannot be analyzed without taking into account
its leadership aspect. Youth can acquire leadership in a variety of waysofeom
models, through their peers and local community, and during participation in social
activities (Linden & Fertman, 1998). Altbach (1989) describes three ringdivata
participation: the core leadership, active followers who are willing to dematesand a
larger group of young people who support the broad goals of the movement. Outside the
three rings, there is a group of uninvolved young people, some of whom oppose the
movement, while most of whom are indifferent to it (Altbach, 1989).

Methods of educating youth about socio-political activism and passing civic
engagement from generation to generation are an important segment ofréterat
youth activism. Gibson (2001) outlines four approaches to fostering youth civic
engagement: civic education; service learning; political action, advocacy, and
social/community change; and youth development. Proponents of formal civic education
(McAlister, 1998; White, 1999) support the idea of developing new courses, which would
teach the “fundamental processes and instruments of democracy and government”
(Gibson, 2001, p. 6). They observe a decrease in youth’s civil engagement with the
reduction of civic education (Niemi, 2000). Advocates of the approach emphasize the
relevance of the content of such courses to keep young people engaged and aware of the

connection of course materials with the socio-political world.
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The service-learning approach combines a community service experie¢hce wi
classroom instruction and reflection. Supporters of this approach (Battistoni, 2000;
Wilson, 2000) believe that through service-learning, students can make a connection
between theoretical knowledge about democracy and practical participatisorfG
2001). Additionally, service-learning affords young people an opportunity to get involved
in public policy and more systemic change processes (Carnegie Corporatiom of Ne
York, 2001).

Political action approach proponents urge politicians to get young people involved
in political processes and concentrate more on young people’s issues (Gibson, 2001).
Hepburn (2001) argues that “student service is often focused on improving students’
personal feelings of relevance and belonging in the community” (p. 6). Thusgela
political agendas to youth’s issues makes young people more interestedicalpibé.

Finally, youth development approach experts consider civic activism to be a
developmental process, which results in shaping a strong communal identity. This
approach allows youth to offer their own solutions to community problems and provides
encouragement rather than blame for, say, lack of participation (Gibson, 2001fdelga
(2002) points out several important aspects that should be taken into account when
addressing youth development: cultural diversity, age, gender and sexuaitionmg@nd
abilities and disabilities. Some scholars (Byrne Fields, 2002) suggest cogrédinin
educational approaches to increase effectively the level of youth activism.

Youth activism in Ukraine intensified during the 2004 presidential election, which
led to the Orange Revolution. Such organizations as PORA (It's time), Zn&yaw(!),

and Chysta Ukrayina (Clean Ukraine) helped mobilize over a million Ukrasrin Kyiv
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and other Ukrainian cities to participate in the Orange Revolution (Kuzio, 2005c). In
2005, PORA branched into black PORA, which remained a civic non-political
organization, and yellow PORA, which registered as a political party. Thificamt role
of the youth organizations in the Ukrainian Revolution demonstrated the potential of

young people’s voices. The movements deserve exclusive attention fromhiesgarc

SUMMARY

This chapter summarized the literature pertaining to the study. Imtie fi
analysis, several key points became apparent from the literature on demedratic
developments and youth activism in Ukraine. First, Ukraine is undergoing a chaleng
democratization process, which was recently reinforced by the country’s velve
revolution, but still requires major reforms. Long-term consequences of thgera
Revolution and the changes that followed remain unknown, and even short-term effects
of the revolution receive mixed reviews. Second, high levels of political sel&eyfin
societies stimulate healthy democratic processes and are gdrn@yatuch processes at
the same time. Even though some background data demonstrate low levels of kirainia
self-efficacy with minor recent increases, little is known about the pol#ataefficacy
of Ukrainian youth activists who are prospective political leaders of theefuturally,
youth activists in Ukraine have played a pivotal role in the country’s recent gsogre
transformations. However, their vision of Ukraine’s democracy, particularfytiire,

remains unclear.
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Research on Ukraine’s democracy after the Orange Revolution as perceived by

youth activists might accumulate findings that would run the gamut from the positive,
fueled by the upbeat spirit of the revolution to the neutral that would contain mixed
attitudes, to the negative, caused by the unmet high expectations of the revolwgion. It i
expected that youth activists’ internal political self-efficacyelswvill be higher than
external self-efficacy levels due to the conservativeness of thénidkraolitical system.
How youth leaders view the future of Ukraine’s democracy appears to be ldissginie
and could fluctuate including western-type democracy models, systerasaeiative of

the Ukrainian authentic milieu, or even authoritarian patterns.
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CHAPTER lll: METHODOLOGY

The purpose of this chapter is to describe the methodology and research methods
used in this study. In the first part of the chapter, the research questioegianed. The
second part describes the research methods used for the study and the fatitrete
use. The third part of the chapter highlights the procedures used to collect studyheat
fourth part describes methods of data analysis. Finally, the conclusion focutbhes

limitations of the research methods used.

RESEARCH QUESTIONS

As mentioned above, the purpose of the study is to investigate past, present, and
future democratic tendencies in Ukraine after the Orange Revolution efribec, 2004,
as perceived by youth activists in the country. The study addresses threg pesearch
guestions:
e How do youth activists in Ukraine perceive events during the Orange
Revolution in the country@Vhat/Who inspired their activism? What is the
role of education in their socio-political choices? What were risks and
benefits of their political participation? What are their descriptions of
revolutionary events, strategies, resources, feelings, impressions, etc.? What

do they feel they learned? What skills did they gain?)
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e How do youth activists perceive their current socio-political effiegacy
Ukraine?(What are their senses of personal qualifications, senses of system
responsiveness, and confidence in particular tasks?)
e What are visions of possible political futures among youth activists in the
country?(Is democracy a preferred future system? What are expected

directions of Ukraine’s democratic developments?)

RESEARCH METHODS

Selecting a research methodology means choosing an inquiry framework and a set
of procedures fitting the goals of the study. This choice is not between lthaml)
wrong methods, but rather among different methodologies to achieve desired outcomes.
There exist three principal research paradigms in the domain of sociakstudi
guantitative research, qualitative research, and mixed research. Goethstudy, a
mixed research approach was utilized with the following three methods used for
generating and analyzing data: collecting and analyzing refegssays, administering a
survey, and conducting Ethnographic Futures Research.

Essays.The first research method employed for the study entails analysis of
critical essays written by youth activists in Ukraine. An essay isalytecal or
interpretive composition on a subject from a personal viewpoint. In the procesapf es
writing, people are able to present their personal perspectives on a subjelag, and t

researcher can gain an understanding of the perspectives. Richardson (199%gescri
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writing as a method of inquiry, and she expands the purpose of writing from that of a
mode of “telling” to one of “knowing.”

An essay outline is a list of questions or general topics that the researcletovant
collect in each essay. Although it is prepared to ensure that basically the sam
information is obtained from each research participant, there are no predetktextual
responses, and a variety of units of information can be generated. One of the greatest
strengths of essay writing is that it has the ability to collect exteasid detailed data.
Another rationale for using the essay writing method is its potential tareap
information on situations, settings, styles, images, meanings, and nuancesi€Althei
1987). By producing reflective essays, participants have an opportunity to cortmibute
the research cognitively and emotionally; they have more time to procedtidlghts
and include the information they may not be comfortable sharing in a conversation
(Beatty, 2000).

Content analysis was utilized as a data analysis technique for the study phase
involving essays from youth activists. Content analysis is defined as ‘@myidee for
making inferences by objectivity and systematically identifying ispebaracteristics of
messages” (Holsti, 1969, p. 14). Content analysis enables researchers totebessify
information and reduce it to more relevant, manageable data (Weber, 1990). Content
analysis “consists primarily of coding and tabulating the occurrencestaincerms of
content that are being communicated” (Rubin & Babbie, 1997, p. 421).

Content analysis procedures begin with constructing a research design to guide

the study (Druckman, 2005). Some other steps of the methodology include:



51

e formulating the hypothesis and research questions;

e selecting the study sample;

¢ defining the study categories;

e outlining the coding process;

e implementing the coding process;

e determining reliability and validity; and

e analyzing the study results (Kaid & Wadworth, 1989).
The process is concluded by developing implications for research questions, making
inferences about the population of the study, and acknowledging lessons learned in the
research (Druckman, 2005).

The rationale for using content analysis in the study is the direct dpliicaf
the method to textual materials (Weber, 1990). The technique allows both quentitati
and qualitative operations. Content analysis has several additional advantages: it
unobtrusive, it accepts unstructured material, it can accommodate large voludaga,
and it is context-sensitive and therefore can process symbolic forms (lsit\N2000).
The strengths of content analysis were taken into account when colléetiagsays for
the study. The essay outline used in the study is included in Appendix A.1.

Survey. The second research method used in the study is a survey of political
self-efficacy among youth activists in Ukraine. A survey is a method ofctiole
information about the characteristics, actions, or opinions of a large group of people
known as a population (Tanur, 1982). Research surveys have three distinct

characteristics: 1) the purpose of surveying is to generate quantitativpesof some
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aspects of the study population; 2) survey data are collected by askinghesdaects
structured and predefined questions; and 3) data are generally collected alotiohaof
the study population, or a sample, and this information is statistically re@eseof
the entire population (Pinsonneault & Kraemer, 1993).

Surveys can be administered in many different ways. Questions may deraske
person or via telephone-/internet-facilitated technology, or respondents mpletsom
surveys in paper or electronic formats. Some surveys may combine several data
collection techniques (Keeter, 2005).

The survey method entails four critical aspects: research design, nmeastjre
sampling, and survey administration (Keeter, 2005). After selecting tharchstopic
and posing research questions, the survey method was chosen during the resgarch des
phase due to the nature of political self-efficacy and its strengths in effigency,
convenience for respondents, simplicity of administration and analysis, andeabgenc
interviewer bias.

The efficacy survey consists of two sections of questions: the subject mdtter a
the demographic questions. The efficacy questions are posed to generate restilts, whi
should demonstrate the need for information and confidence training (i.e., a lack of
internal political efficacy), the need for system-level education (ilacgkaor external
political efficacy), and the need for skills training (i.e., a lack & &dBcacy). The
demographic questions are included to gather descriptive information about the glample
Ukrainian youth activists and allow data analyses by various demograpbsg

The measurement of the efficacy survey is based on the research on pelitical s

efficacy and its three aspects: internal efficacy (an individuatisesef personal
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gualifications for political participation), external efficacy (an indual’'s sense of the
level of responsiveness of the political system), and task-orientedosffian
individual’s ability to perform specific political actions) (Craig & Magigo, 1982;
Miri ¢, 2005; Morrell, 2003). The three measurement subscales draw on previous research
on internal, external, and action-oriented political self-efficacy hiptdjin Chapter
Two. The sub-scales measuring internal and external efficacy have beenultygd m
times in previous research, while the task-oriented efficacy sué-seal used once with
refugees and internally-displaced persons in Serbia-Montenegro and Madqadiardia
2005). The instrument was adopted for this study because it allows the reswarche
generate information on three major aspects of political efficacy, aasvehmple
demographics.

Since accurate lists of youth activists do not exist and no distinct sarfrpling
can be determined, purposive non-probability sampling was used in the study. The
purpose of exploring the phenomenon of political efficacy determined the selectien of t
survey sample. Research participants have two key demographic dlistrestehey are
18 years or older and actively participated in the events of the Orangkifievim
Ukraine. The sample selection aimed at obtaining a representative sayqleghof
activists including people living in various parts of Ukraine and those activists wko wer
and were not members of formal youth organizations. Some youth organizations
represented in the study did not issue formal memberships to protect thest@étdm
the regime’s possible aggression. The research procedures aimed at ohtaining
representative sample, which would demonstrate meaningful relationships arteong da

collected by the survey.
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The survey administration began with piloting the survey among 20 Ukrainian
students studying in Minnesota at the time of the study design. Ten studenéskezie
to complete the survey questionnaire with a “think aloud” protocol. Interviewees we
invited to discuss how they interpreted the survey questions, comment on the level of
complexity of the questions, and justify their responses. All pilot participaares
encouraged to comment on the content and form of the survey and provide suggestions
for possible additional questions. The pilot administration was concluded by rayiewin
the pilot results and revising the survey. The study survey consisted of 23 questions,
including 11 demographic questions for data analysis purposes and 12 efficacy questions
to measure general efficacy levels as well as internal, extengatiask-oriented efficacy
(Appendix A.2, Survey of Political Efficacy).

Ethnographic Futures ResearchThe third method employed for the study is
Ethnographic Futures Research (EFR). This method was chosen for thdigtudythe
paucity of research on visions of the future among the Ukrainians, including Ukrainian
youth activists. The EFR method is based on the scenario planning futuristic,iaquiry
technique for improving decision making against a background of possible future
environments. According to Wilkinson (1996), scenario planning can prepare us in the
same way it prepares corporate executives: it helps us understand thantiesettet lie
before us and what they might mean; it also helps us “rehearse” our respohsss to t
possible futures, and it helps us spot them as they begin to unfold.

The scenario planning method employs scenarios as research tools. & simpl
terms, a scenario is an internally consistent account of how the environmenthrawhic

organization operates might develop over time. A scenario is a tool for ordering one’s
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perceptions about alternative future environments in which today’s decisionsbaight
played out. The following are some additional definitions of scenarios:

e Scenarios are histories of the future (Johnston, 2002).
e Scenarios are a hypothetical sequence of events constructed for the
purpose of focusing attention on processes and design points (Kahn &
Wiener, 1967).
e A scenario is a story about how the future might turn out (O’Brien, 2004).
The ultimate product of the scenario planning process is not an accurate picture of
tomorrow, since the future cannot be predicted precisely, but better decisions about the
future are made possible. Van der Heijden (1996) suggests that the ultimate péirpose
the scenario planner is to create a more adaptive organization, which recoaiggs c
and uncertainty and uses it to its advantage.

The EFR method is defined by its developer, Robert Textor, as a “systemic
inquiry into alternative futures that are considered to be possible or probableviena g
population” (Textor, 1990b, p. 139). EFR attempts to determine the state of knowledge
about a certain phenomenon, identify implications and consequences of a potential future
and describe possible alternatives (Domaingue, 1989). Additionally, Textor (1990b)
points out that EFR is used to:

1. Describe alternative futures that are possible or probable for a particula

population.

2. Determine the state of our knowledge (or uncertainty) about this or that

possible future.

3. ldentify implications and possible consequences of this or that possible future.

4. Provide early warning signs of undesirable possible futures.
5. Understand underlying change processes. (p. 139)
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The purpose of EFR is to elicit from members of a social group their images and
preferences (cognitions and values). In EFR, the idea is to align reseaitipa#s
according to their own value standards. This research method is comparable to the
Cultural Futures Research, a method used in cultural anthropology:

Just as the cultural anthropologist conventionally uses ethnography to study an

extant culture, so he or she can use EFR to elicit from members of an extdnt socia

group their images and preferences (cognitions and values) with respect to

possible or probable future cultures for their group. (Textor, 1990b, p. 141)

Textor (1978) specifies the three EFR scenarios and the order in which they
should be generated: 1) an optimistic scenario, which describes what participants mos
want or desire, 2) a pessimistic scenario, which highlights what participastdear,
and 3) a most probable scenario, which focuses on what participants think is most likely
to happen. The EFR method was modified for this study, and hypothetical sample
scenarios were used during each interview to reinforce the research pitteegewees
were asked to reflect on the suggested scenarios, or, in case of disagreiémteenwy
extrapolate their own visions of the most optimistic, pessimistic, and probablesfuture

To help research participants with visualization of the relationships betheen t
scenarios, some researchers (Domaingue, 1989; Textor, 1990a) propose usingfd scale
to 100, with one representing the most pessimistic future and 100 representing the most
optimistic future. The most probable scenario would fall somewhere in between.
Domaingue (1989) suggests that research participants concentrate on about 10 when

eliciting the most pessimistic scenario and about 90 when eliciting the mastsbigti

one.
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The EFR method was chosen for this part of the study due to the dearth of
information on mental maps and visions of the future among the Ukrainians, pasticularl
youth activists. The study EFR script is included in Appendix A.3 (Ethnographic Futures

Research Guidelines).

DATA COLLECTION

Youth activists from several Ukrainian oblasts and the capital of Kyiv geate
in the study. These research participants were chosen because of theinaotvement
in the recent democratization processes and because they are potental [@alders of
the country. The data were collected over a period of three months in on-sitandsits
via communication technology. Before each data collection stage, poteseiataie
participants were offered a description of the study, the anonymous and vohattaey
of participation in it, and the consent regulations that the study entails.

Essaysln the first stage of the study, 21 youth activists were asked to write
extensive reflective essays addressing their experiences ang$esiliring and after the
Orange Revolution. Depending on their contact preferences available on their
organizations’ Web sites, youth activists were contacted via telephoneail &t the
description of the study, and the consent forms and essay outlines were diktriidate
mail. In 14 cases, these participants were recommended for the study by thei
organizations’ leaders, as they performed such functions as spokespersonssyeporte
media coordinators. Additional seven participants volunteered to submit their fEssays

the study after they learned about it. Research participants were asketptete the
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writing task within one month. At the end of the essay collection process, 19tactivis
submitted their written testimonials for the study. Two activists fadesibmit their
testimonials due to their extensive involvement in work-related projectsl tBéal
research participants, eleven were male and eight were female.ufe anenymity of
participation in the research process, the authors’ names were removed fomitettted
essays and each activist was assigned a random number. The essays wtes snbm
three languages. One essay was written in Russian (Activist 3); faysessre written
in English (Activist 10, Activist 12, Activist 13, and Activist 19); the remaining 14\ss
were written in Ukrainian. While several research participants egboesiding in
various Ukrainian locations at different points of their lives, their origins warelyn
associated with the following cities: Kyiv (6), lvano-Frankivsk (6), Lviv (3Jesa (1),
and Ternopil (1).

Survey. In thesecond stage of the study, an efficacy survey was administered to
76 youth activists in Ukraine for a duration of two months (December 2005 — January
2006). Research participants were previously recruited via telephone or e-mail ove
period of three weeks. Participants were located in youth organization heacdgadte
Ukrainian universities. Before taking the survey, participants receivedtfre
researcher a verbal explanation of the study and survey procedures. Mogtgestid\
= 59) took the survey online; a smaller group of activists who were recruited at the
organization’s headquarters (N = 17) completed a paper version of the survey. In both
instances, the response rates were high — only two participants failed to ecomjiled
versions of the survey after accessing the survey link, and all of the patsondao

worked with the paper version completed the survey. One limitation of this particula
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process and of online surveying in general is the likelihood that the survey link could be
forwarded to more individuals than those presumed to constitute the study sample.
However, the online survey tool made it possible to register every individual who
accessed the survey even without completing it. In addition, the organized nature of the
youth movements and the activists’ genuine interest in the study add to the degree, to
which these findings are representative of the population.

The survey demographic questions included in the second part of the survey
generated information on participants’ gender, age, level of education, inflofence
education on socio-political activism, nationality, area of residencegrlatiguage,
organizational affiliation, and international experiences. Data obtained througinr ey
and highlighted in Figure 1 indicate that 58% of survey respondents were male (N = 44)

and 42% of respondents were female (N = 32).

Figure 1. Participants’ Gender

42%

® Male = Female

Figure 2 summarizes demographic findings on participants’ age. According to the
figure, the largest group of survey respondents (47%) were between 19 and 22dyears ol

which corresponds with the average age of university students. The secondjlanges
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of 29% was aged between 23 and 26, and 12% or respondents were aged between 27 and
30. Seven percent of survey participants were younger than 19, and 5% of those who

completed the survey were older than 30.

Figure 2. Participants’ Age

munder 19 years old
19-22 years old
m 23-26 years old
47% m 27-30 years old

= over 30 years old

Youth activists were categorized into three groups depending on the level of their
education at the time of their participation in the survey: activists witmdacp
education (4%), activists with incomplete higher education (53%), and activists wit
complete higher education (43%). Additionally, 24% of respondents reported no
influence of education on their socio-political activism, 35% observed some influence o
education on their activism, and 41% of activists believed education determined their

socio-political activism to a significant extent. Figures 3 and 4 show these data.
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Figure 3. Participants’ Level of Education
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E secondary
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Figure 4. Influence of Education on Socio-political Activism

Eno influence
some influence

m significant influence

When asked about their nationality, most participating youth activists reported
that they were Ukrainian (93%), 2% reported they were Russian, and 4% reported
another nationality (Hungarian, Jewish, and Ukrainian and Russian). 84% of participants
responded that their native language was Ukrainian, for 13% Russian was tkieir nati
language, and 1% reported their native language as Siverian (a Ukrainga, dial
according to the respondent’s description). One respondent did not answer the question
about the native language, stating at the end of the survey that the question was not

politically correct.
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The demographic section of the survey also included two questions about

participants’ predominant lifetime location — one on the type of resident&(amgan or
rural) and the other about participants’ location as stratified by five ragions in
Ukraine. Eighty-three percent or 63 survey respondents reported they resided in urban
areas, and 17% or 13 respondents reported rural areas as their places of résglerece
5 demonstrates participants’ place of residence during the greater tegir dif/es,
distributing the results the following way: Central Ukraine — 18% (N = 1£&5téVn
Ukraine — 66% (N = 50), Northern Ukraine — 1% (N = 1), Eastern Ukraine — 7% (N = 5),
and Southern Ukraine — 8% (N = 6).

Figure 5. Participants’ Residence in Ukraine
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Finally, survey respondents were asked to comment on whether they had spent
more than three months abroad and if they were formal members of a youth organizati
According to the processed results, 71% of participants had no prior significant
international experience and 29% of participants had had an international espeifie
over three months. Those with extended international experiences reported having
traveled to the following countries (the frequencies of the countries arel@dyvihe

U.S.A. (6), Russia (4), Germany (3), Hungary (3), Poland (3), Greece (2)uiBe(d),
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the Czech Republic (1), France (1), Georgia (1), Great Britain (MiaL@f), and the
Netherlands (1). As for their youth organization affiliation, 8% of respondesres w
members of PORA (black), 16% were members of PORA (yellow), 3% were neeatber
Student Brotherhood, 17% belonged to other organizations, 50% were not affiliated with

a youth organization formally, and 6% failed to provide an answer (Figure 6).

Figure 6. Participants’ Organizational Affiliation
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Ethnographic Futures Researchin the final stage of the study data collection
process, EFR interviews were conducted with nine youth activists betineages of 20
and 29. These activists were identified through their organizations’ camfiachation
posted online. Two criteria used to select the research participants wesgthei
(between 18 and 30 years old) and their leadership positions in the organizations they
represented. The degree of the latter criterion differed depending on wihether
organization adopted the principle of a leaderless structure. Five of thepaautsoivere
female and four were male. The interviews were scheduled at a conveniefutr tihree
interviewees, and each lasted for about one hour. Prior communication was carbgd out

means of telephone or e-mail. The interviews were tape-recorded with ticgpats’
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consent; background notes were taken during each interview. The recorded isterview
were later transcribed verbatim and translated into English for andigdisw-ups via e-
mail were conducted with three participants to make additional clarmfsatiTable 3
shows the participants’ gender and location. To protect the interviewee'siedeteir
legal names were substituted by random pseudonyms. A description of the analysis of

thesis data constitutes the next section of this chapter.

Table 3. Participants’ Gender and Origin

Pseudonym  Gender Origin

1. Olena female Lviv

2. Svitlana female Ivano-Frankivsk

3. Myroslav male Lviv
4. Bohdan male Ivano-Frankivsk
5. Taras male Kyiv

6. Mariya female  Kyiv
7. Lesya female  Kyiv
8. Kateryna female Ternopil

9. Vasyl male Kyiv
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DATA ANALYSIS

Three separate analysis procedures were used to process the essajs,audve
EFR interviews. The study was concluded by a meta-analysis of the thre@type
research findings.

EssaysQualitative essay data were analyzed using the “constant comparative
method” (Merriam, 1998). The incidents or ideas from one essay were constantly
compared with those from other essays. Before the process of analyseteaials were
obtained in a similar format, and each piece of data was assigned a uniqsé activi
number for reference purposes.

The data were analyzed by means of coding and categorizing. Analytic odding
the data involved breaking the data down into units for analysis and categorizing the
units. The units consisted of particular ideas appearing in the essay textg. tber
research, the units and categories were continually refined and improved, antl a set
generalizations was developed and modified in line with the findings from belkdWhe
analysis process was facilitated by the NVivo software.

Survey. The SPSS and Microsoft Excel software was used to analyze the survey
data. The analyses included descriptive statistics, frequencies, and ANOgAnerate
the overall description of the sample, determine levels of political effieacyell as its
components, internal, external, and task-oriented efficacy), and expldiensh#gs
among data variables. These results represent general democratieatigririrUkraine,

as political efficacy is an important constituent of democracy.
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Ethnographic Futures ResearchFor the analysis of the EFR data, three
separate protocols — responses to the optimistic, pessimistic, and probabi®sce
were developed to organize the findings. Further, emerging data themedemtifesd
based on the “open coding” process (Strauss & Corbin, 1990). During open coding, the
conceptual categories were identified and labeled, into which the observed phanome
were grouped. The next stage of analysis involved re-examination of the msegor
identified to determine how they were linked. The protocols were then analyzedusing
systematic approach to understanding data. The NVivo software was ethfgoye

analyze the EFR data.

STUDY LIMITATIONS

The three methods used for the study have some limitations. These, however, are
not significant enough to invalidate the study. Essay writing and EFRpeldt@an
methods are relatively time-consuming and labor-intensive for both studyigzants:
and the researcher. Some of the criticisms of content analysis include the iesthetc
the codes miss nuances and innuendos that are the essence of interaction and the
exclusive focus on what is said misses other aspects of the process of analysis
(Druckman, 2005).

Some limitations to using the survey method are systematic and oftequasele
sampling procedures, low response rates, weak linkages between units of andlysis
respondents, and over-reliance on cross-sectional surveys where longitudina avevey

more relevant (Pinsonneault & Kraemer, 1993). Additionally, purposive surveys do not
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yield data as reliable as those generated by random surveys, since theatieahemes
that give statistics analytical weight cannot be strictly followed and bauktosely
interpreted.

The limited number of youth organization leaders and, therefore, EFR interviews
is another study limitation. Author’s bias (being a Ukrainian national and sugporti
Ukraine’s democratic vector), although taken into account, could influence this dsul
the research. Despite these limitations, the importance of the researobnguasd the

lack of previous research in the field justify the effort of the study.

SUMMARY

Mixed methods (essay content analysis, survey, and Ethnographic Futures
Research) were selected for this study to generate multiple fortaseoin the
triangulated research design to understand the perceptions of the recent past amesent
future of democracy in Ukraine. The next chapter offers a summary of stddygs

collected in the research process.



68

CHAPTER IV: RESERARCH FINDINGS

This chapter highlights research data collected for the project. Refedings
are reported in the order of research questions posed by the study.

The first research question, “How do youth activists in Ukraine perceive events
during the Orange Revolution in the country?” is addressed with the contenttehwri
testimonials authored by 19 research participants. Selected testinawaiaighlighted in
Appendix B.1.

The second research question, “How do youth activists perceive their current
socio-political efficacy in Ukraine?” is answered with data collectethb efficacy
survey of 76 respondents.

The third research question, “What are visions of possible political futures among
youth activists in the country?” is elucidated by findings garnered from &rwigws
with nine research subjects. Appendix B.3 includes summaries of the nine EFR

interviews.

RESEARCH QUESTION |: PERCEPTIONS OF THE ORANGE REVOLUTION

Multiple themes, which shed light on events and sentiments of the Orange
Revolution, emerged in the 19 essays of youth activists, whose names were removed
from the essays as guaranteed by the research statement of conserihérhesestand
out because they are explicitly or implicitly present in the writing afesiéarch

participants. These themes are:
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1. Reasons for activism

2. Role of education in activism

3. Revolution preconditions

4. Conceptualization of the revolution

5. PORA

6. Strategies and skills

7. Benefits and risks

8. Accommodations and resources

9. Nonviolent resistance

10. Feelings

11. Revolution around Ukraine

12. International support and recognition

13. Revolution heroes

14. Post-revolutionary outcomes and developments
These are not the only themes in the essays, but they are strong semantit thecle
writings, depicting the Orange Revolution through youth activists’ perceptions.

These themes comprise a logical continuum of description of the revolution
investigated by Research Question 1, starting with reasons for sociogbalitivism,
role of education in shaping civic participation and conditions that caused the’peopl
resistance. Next, portrayals of the Orange Revolution, as well as of one ofiitg dr
forces, the PORA youth organization, are offered. This picture is supplemented by
narratives of skills, strategies, and impressions gained during the revolldgioyside

depictions of some of its characteristics (resources, accommodations, nonviolent
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resistance, etc.). The events are then described as they were happemddraine
and were perceived on the international arena. Finally, post-revolutionary ostanthe
developments are summarized based on the content of the collected writteoniattim

In their synergy, the themes represent a meaningful monolith on the Orange
Revolution. The essays become a means of channeling young people’s voices, sharing
their experiences, and constructing a clearer picture of the histottleprocracy events
in Ukraine.

Reasons for Activism.Various reasons were listed as incentives for activism in
the essays collected in the research process. Activist 10, Activist 12, andtAQiwere
motivated by their need to defend their right for freedom of expression and speak up
against the massive election falsifications. Activist 14 and Activist 15 wsp@ed by
their friends and fellow Ukrainians. This inspiration resulted in Activist 15¢sii® be
next to the people that cared and were ready to overcome all hardships arndtiséate t
entire world that we are an aware and unified community.” Activist 17 joined the
revolutionary protest to prevent the election of a pro-Russian president. For some
activists (Activist 3 and Activist 11), their desire for change determined thei
participation in the events of the Orange Revolution, many of which took place on Kyiv's
Independence Square or Maidan (Nezalezhnosti).

The fact thamy life has not really changed much, that | am not in the midst of

events, started irritating me. The sequence of “work-home” seems no longer

meaningful and | feel the need to be on Maidan and participate in the Revolution
together with my countrymen. But | still have doubts, | do not want to be a string
puppet in hands of skillful PR technologists, but I long for changes and faith that

this time it is for real. (Activist 3)

As for my personal inspiration, | think | just got tired wanting from people at
university, at school, at hospitals, at any governmental office or orgamizeliat
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| had the right to have, and what they would never provide or give me, just
because they thought | did not ask it appropriately. By asking for a favour
appropriately officials on all levels mean helping to become them less non-
affluent. I got tired seeing those KGBers ruining the lives of other people and
telling everybody that they are patriots and serve their country. Irgdtrtinning
from one office to another when | needed some stupid “dovidka” (sorry, but I will
not translate it, since this is a realia word) just because | had no =lative

friends in that institution. | also got tired of the external policy of Ukraiiach
reminded me of Roman Janus, who was licking Russia’s [behind] with one of its
faces, hoping that the west does not see it, and begging for “investments in our
economy” from the West with its other face explaining to them that we are on the
route to establishing democratic ideals in our country. As a result, we |dsréf t
was still anything to lose) respect from both. (Activist 11)

In addition to her desire for democratic changes, Activist 13 was motivated by her
wish to reassert herself as a Ukrainian:
Though | did not believe in ultimate changes in Ukraine’s politics, | was positive
that the newcomers were in a much better position to introduce Ukraine to the
democratic values than any of incumbents. Like many in Ukraine, | wiarsgget
tired of seeing lawlessness on the streets and in Ukraine’s politics and eznomi
Another important issue for me during the Orange revolution was whether
Ukraine’s a national state, or a Russian colony. Ukrainians’ self-identigs
under Kuchma's was very poignant and the Orange revolution gave me a chance
to stand for my right to be Ukrainian and to live in an independent country.
(Activist 13)
Activist 7 and Activist 9 were driven by their revolutionary idealism. ForAstti
9, his “revolution of consciousness” was inspired by a play enfitiredUkrainian
Bourgeoisie NationalistThe main character of the play, Zenoviy Krasivskyy, a historic
figure (a Ukrainian writer and political prisoner), becomes a targetrgjuets of various
forces — politicians, oligarchs, and statesmen — who try to use him for their own
promotion by persuading him to stop his fight against the unfair regime. However, h
refuses to listen to them, takes a gun, and goes to the woods to continue his partisan

struggle. While Activist 9 was moved by the play, his collaborator describesides a

source of his revolutionary participation, which he attempted to share with others:



72

| was doing it because it was the best | could do. | had one big dream and a very
amorphous idea how to make it come true. | knew the people who had similar
wishes and | communicated with them. At the time, we were not talking about a
revolution yet. We simply believed that something needed to be done. Serbia
(Otpor), Georgia (Kmara), Gene Sharp, nonviolent resistance — we did not have to
invent a bicycle. We were pragmatists and realists and, therefore, wetie¢hat

a revolution (or something similar) was possible. The most difficult thingavas t
convince others. To accomplish it, we had to turn into idealists. If that is how
revolutionaries are born, | had motivation to become one. However primitive this
may sound, my surroundings (environment) turned me into who | am. (Activist 7)

For some young people, reasons for activism were prompted by their personal
persecutions. Activist 8 got initially involved in civic protests because it wasafiom
and simply trendy,” but his “Rubicon” decision to oppose the Kuchma regime actively
was reinforced by his arrest on the March 9, 2001 Ukraine without Kuchma aftermat
eve during a militia raid conducted in the Kyiv terminal to retaliate agearser anti-
presidential demonstrations. Ironically, Activist 8 had not even participatbdse
demonstrations. Wearing a kerchief withlaivant the Truthslogan and heading to his
Western Ukrainian hometown of Lviv were sufficient reasons for the actibisirs
detained and beaten up by militiamen. Even though he was not taken to the district
department due to his young age, Activist 8 was so affected by the authorngressien
that it became a significant breaking point toward his decision to oppose the regim
proactively:
March 9, 2001, made me make a decision: to continue a more and more
dangerous struggle or give it up altogether. Several reasons made me choose the
former. It was a sensation that | was in the epicenter of the events and had a
chance to change something in my own country; it was a desire to do everything
possible to prevent the kind of lawlessness that | experienced on March 9, 2001, it
was, after all, a desire to avenge the cops | hated. There were mang attad
— more and less successful, and also repression — milder and tougher. But March 9

remains to be the day for me when | determined my civic position. That position
ruled my actions during the following years. The actions, which actually were
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constant self-preparation for the so-called Moment X — the time when the
authoritarian regime was thrown down. (Activist 8)

Role of Education in Activism.Of the eight activists who address the impact of
education on their socio-political activism, four concur that education shaped their
participation in the Orange Revolution significantly. Activist 4’s degreesdiolbgy and
journalism heightened his perception of manipulations of polling methodologies and
survey questions during the election process and equipped him with tools of distributing
objective information on the revolution among mass media. Activist 8 notes that his
studies in the field of history enabled him to compare past events and learn fvoragpre
mistakes. His activism was inspired by the Ukrainian Insurgent Armyhvwbight
against the Russian invaders during and after World War Il, and it was amédlysis
historic events that contributed to structuring the PORA campaign around the principles
of nonviolence and a leaderless, horizontal structure. Activist 8's knowledgeari/his
also empowered him with a strong sense of responsibility for determiningmnmode
history. Activist 6 emphasizes a prominent influence of his civic education anichgrai
on his activism:

Education for me is more of a status — a “lawyer” or something else. Buta civi

political education played a much bigger role. But it started for me at the school

of management as a manager and organizer. Then there was the “ihitiative
experience and then the seminars of the OTPOR, ZUBR, and KMARA. And then
in the summer and fall of 2004, activists of Kyiv PORA were listening to my
lectures, in which quality and accessibility could save an activist from ite ne

detention or provocation. (Activist 6)

Activist 13 points out great value of her national and international education in

determining her participation in the Orange Revolution:

My education in L'viv National University, Central European University and
London School of Economics armed me with valuable knowledge of international
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relations, international public law, comparative law, election systems, human
rights, political science, and economics. In the course of my work on the final
thesis at the L'viv National University | came to conclusion that by adogiag t
language of advanced international instruments and joining international
institutions, Ukraine failed to negate the Soviet ideology and accept democratic
principles of governing. (Activist 13)

Four other activists do not observe a prominent influence of their education on
their socio-political activism. However, one research participaniiatti4) mentions
the importance of her patriotic family upbringing when it comes to her diaces, and
another participant (Activist 10) agrees that his education gave him knowlelige of
citizenship rights. Activist 19 does not think that education correlated segmtifyonith
participation of Orange Revolution supporters because citizens with variowzdiedakt
levels joined the demonstrations around the country.

Revolution Preconditions.Even though the immediate reason for the Orange
Revolution was the presidential election fraud, many preconditions of the revolution had
been accumulating and smoldering for 13 years of Ukraine’s most recent indeggnden
The public protest was triggered by political and economic crises as waeteagoration
of democratic values and practices in Ukraine.

What happened in 13 years that the country that should have developed

intensively got stuck in corruption and crime? Economic and demographic crises,

brain drain, unemployment were shredding the young country without giving it

the smallest perspectives for the future. Thinking about the situation you@ome t

realize that the country is ruled by statesmen incompetent or indiffertire fate

of their people. Further actions of such leadership would have inevitably caused

fatal outcomes for the country in its stage of formation. Every year, new

democratic premises were lost: pressure on mass media, falsificatelastoral
processes, corrupt handouts of positions in power institutions, persecutions of
opposition. Instead of pursuing the perspective European community, the

authorities in Ukraine directed its external politics toward the embrabe of t
painfully familiar “northern neighbor.” (Activist 15)
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The fear of handing over Ukraine to its “northern neighbor,” Russia, and, thus,
undermining Ukraine’s sovereignty, mobilized youth oppositional movements and is
noted to be another precondition of the Orange Revolution:

It looked like for the guarantee of his safety, Kuchma decided to actually sell
Ukraine to Russia. Our northern neighbor started behaving more than boldly and
Ukrainian leadership responded with nothing but emphasizing the importance of
preserving good relations. In Ukraine, they were preparing to mark tfle 350
anniversary of the Pereyaslav Treaty on the state level and a year iaf \Rass
announced in the country. Furthermore, a treaty about forming the Single
economic space was signed, which alleged, not baselessly, attempts atlafeviva
Russia’s empire ambitions. And a totally outrageous display of these ambitions
was the attempt of Russian occupation of the Ukrainian Island Kosa Tuzla. The
two last problems urged establishing by our community an initiative, which we
called Opir Molodi (Youth’s Resistance) — an abbreviated version was supposed
to be OM — a unit of resistance in physics. (Activist 9)

As a remnant of the Soviet empire, the negative perception of nationalism was
embraced by the Kuchma administration, and Ukrainian nationalists were labeled a
extremist minority. Some activists, Activist 11 and Activist 15, were gatidy
President Kuchma'’s statement, which he delivered in the Russian Federatmimgcla
that the Ukrainians constituted a people but not a nation.

The reason why the nationalists were in opposition was the politics of the

authorities which was directed toward eliminating of the Ukrainian values,

language, culture, giving up national interests, etc. We gave up nuclear weapons,
we gave up the world’s unique strategic bombarding planes, we agreed to the

Crimea’s autonomy, etc. Parallel to this, there was a decline in livingastind

degradation of the population, destroying of the educational system, etc. ¢Activis
5)

Activist 5 also describes more specific events, which became sources of public
dissatisfaction with the post-Soviet regimes in Ukraine:

In 1994, a war instigated by Russia could have started in the Crimea. Then,

nationalists from all over Ukraine came to the Crimea and the Russian factor was

eliminated. But the authorities gave in and granted the Crimea a status of an
autonomy, which was anti-constitutional.
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On July 18, 1995, there was a big fight with the militia during the funeral of
Patriarch Volodymyr. To please Russia, the authorities did not authorize the
burial of the Ukrainian Orthodox Patriarch in the Saint Sofiya in Kyiv. There was
a big fight between the Ukrainian parish members and UNSO members, and the
militia. Two participants of the funeral were beaten to death. The Patriasch wa
buried by the entrance to the Saint Sofiya.

On March 9, 2000 (the birthday of the national hero, Taras Shevchenko), a youth
group took over a central office of the communist party of Ukraine and put forth
demands of Ukraine’s decolonization. If those demands were not satisfied, the
young people threatened to burn themselves and the office. After negotiations,
they gave up to the militia and received several years in jail each. At gheftim

the event, there was a mood in the rightist milieu that a national revolution had
begun at last. But the authorities patched it all up skillfully. (Activist 5)

Activist 9 singles out another string of events, which became explicit and itmplic
preconditions of the Orange Revolution: journalist Gongadze’s disappearance and the
subsequent discovery of his decapitated body (also described by Activist Bk &iee
without Kuchmaprotest (also described by Activist 5 and Activist 6) and arrests of
students from Lviv, subsequent student protests in Lviv to get the arrestsgdekea
student hunger strike to prevent dismissal of the Yushchenko government (Yushchenko
was Prime Minister under Kuchma'’s rule at the time), and the actual dikofissa
Yushchenko’s team. The latter event became a revolutionary initiation fiorsf&t

...Yushchenko was dismissed. After that, a bitter quietness started with tens of

thousands of people standing as if they had been beaten up. Yushchenko came out

and thanked everyone who supported him (he also mentioned the hungering
students), and promised to be back. That was how he became an oppositionist. We

also promised to be back. That was how we became revolutionaries. (Activist 9)

Conceptualization of the Revolution.In their written testimonials, five youth
activists offer definitions of the Orange Revolution, which range from optiméstic t
pessimistic and from general to specific. Activist 13 defines the revolutionpesataful

struggle for my election right.” Activist 7 finds it challenging to captureQhenge

Revolution in one definition due to its multifacetedness; however, he tries to summariz
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the vocal nature of this social phenomenon: “The shadow of the homo sovieticus hangs

over each of us. Silence is a bad habit for us, it is an escape from our own shadow which

is capable of talking. Maidan broke the long-lasting silence and demonstrated to us that

we are able to listen to ourselves without mediators or broadcasters. To pu it mor

simply, it was a revolution of consciousness.” Another definition describes\vbkition

as an evolutionary process:

The Orange Revolution term, which is used nowadays, is not exhaustive. Before
December, we were trying to have a revolution but it turned out to be an
evolution. Why? The revolution per se in its positive meaning is a coup
(legitimized by society and not previous authorities) with a drastic chafnge
power. Now, we received a legitimization from the previous authorities. And we
see the confirmation of that trail: Kuchma is not in jail, almost all of government
officials, the “birdies from Kuchma'’s nest” are standing behind Lytvyn, bad t
former national democratic opposition is not represented among the authorities.
This also concerns young activists of the modern epoch. What actually happened
was an evolution, with the advance of the parliamentary elections there is an
opportunity to get the desired effect, a sharp change of the rotten processes.
(Activist 6)

Activist 17 is less positive in his effort to conceptualize the revolution, posing a

number of questions, some of which are rhetorical in nature. He asks:

Was it a revolution that happened last year? Or was it a string of events in
November-December 2004 that did not contribute to improvement of lives of the
only source of power — the people, who are usually remembered only before
elections? Why is this land given to the Ukrainian people by God always in the
epicenter of a deep crisis? What was the contribution for Ukraine of the two days
| spent on Independence Maidan? What was the contribution for my city of the
days | spent on Dumska Square in front of the Odesa City Council and
Administration? Can we at least talk about social positives for my neighbors?
(Activist 17)

Activist 19 remains neutral in her definition:

The Orange Revolution can be defined as the reaction of the Ukrainian population
to the corrupt government’s actions that caused dishonest presidential elections.
The elections served as a catalyst for the people to come out to the sitleets a
demand their voices to be heard and votes to be counted. (Activist 19)
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“An incredible national uplifting, an expression of the Ukrainian spirit and

patriotism” — that is how Activist 15 describes the Orange Revolution eveoisirced

that the presidential plebiscite was being stolen from the rightful \aéteer the reports

of major violations, Yushchenko’s supporters took to the streets to demand that their

candidate be recognized as the winner. Maidan attracted thousands of peafieass e

the eve of the second round of presidential elections:

We understood that our people were tired after the tumultuous night and
thousands of them would not have enough time to arrive from other regions. But
we saw a striking picture — tens of thousands of people were already standing on
Maidan and their number was growing constantly. It became clear — the
Revolution got started. Freedom cannot be stopped!

Further events remind me of some fairy tale, a real carnival. It seemeshtaof
freedom was reigning in the air, which was taken in greedily by the people
gathered on Maidan. Joyous, hot orange colors shining everywhere were creating
a true atmosphere of a celebration. (Activist 9)

The orange demonstration lasted for 17 days and was characterized by a high

degree of determined participation to support freedom in Ukraine:

Every day, new and new people come to substitute for their co-citizens and
friends, and the atmosphere in Kyiv despite cold and hardships is very energetic
and friendly. As a witness to all this | can state for sure: these peopleewai

give up!!! | see cars honking in rhythm with the slogan “Yushchenko!
Yushchenko!” It is happening not only downtown but also on any street of the
city. And it happens not only to encourage one’s supporters but to express one’s
joy as well. There are people on top of cars waving flags and shouting. Several
new songs appeared to express the support to Yushchenko. Kyiv is really
exuberant. Peaceful, smiling, kind, united people. For the five days of our stay in
Kyiv, every meeting on Maidan began with a prayer. And we sincerely prayed to
God to grant us the desired freedom. People will not leave Maidan until and
unless Viktor Yushchenko is pronounced President of Ukraine. The fact of the
matter is that it is not about Yushchenko. It is about freedom. | have not been
happier in my entire life. | have not experienced greater love than tirgyfeel
experience toward every single person | meet on Khreshchatyk. Weeaoadik
friendly family, dressed in orange. And without any modesty | can state that
everyone who spent at least a day on Maidan is really a hero, and now | can really
be proud of my country and my new-born Ukrainian nation. (Activist 14)



79

Protesters from all over the country joined local Kyivites, all of them wearing
something orange to represent the color of Yushchenko’s Our Ukraine panyteDes
heavy snow and freezing temperatures, the Orange Revolution participemia we
festive mood, united in both celebrating freedom and protecting the tent city from
invaders:

During the first two weeks, everyone was brothers, everyone felt as one. In the
hundred-thousand-crowds, nobody was elbowing anybody. Even native Russian-
speaking Kyivites were speaking Ukrainian. It was a true national sofidArit

great kind family. Later, when the fire subsided, there started appeastegslo

moral freaks. A personal security service started functioning in the camg, whic
kicked out the drunk ones. The looters were beaten with sticks on their posteriors,
were made to clean toilets, etc. (Activist 5)

Here, such people met who had not seen one another in their hometowns for
years. Around fires and tents, there were signs with names of places from which
people staying there, came. Geography of Ukraine could be studied by them.
Conversations were starting very easily. Everyone knew the most important thing
about everyone else — the reason why they were there. (Activist 3)

Seeing the ocean of people standing up for their rights and ready to freeze to

death in order to change the regime was an impressive picture, which would be

difficult to forget. The feeling of unity between people, euphoria, and excitement
were omnipresent. People looked happy at Maydan. It seemed that Ukrainians
suddenly realized their own importance. They have changed from rightless litt
screws in a big state machine to conversant with their rights and dignity

participants of political processes in Ukraine. (Activist 13)

Young people served as one of the most proactive forces in the Orange
Revolution. According to Activist 15, “We, the youth, became most active initiators of
the revolution.” Despite numerous obstacles, young people continued promoting the
revolution both informally and by joining formal civic organizations. Their insinaii

work resulted in overcoming fear of the authorities, engaging greater raotber
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revolutionary participants, and sustaining the resistance movement until the opf®siti
success.

By the end of November 2004, it became clear that the technological component
of creating the revolution exhausted itself. Since then, our struggle depended on
us the least, on the methods and ideology popularized by us, on American
valyanky [Soviet-made boots] and money, on drugged oranges, on huge tent
cities, on all day and night concerts, and other attributes (both real and imaginary
ones) of revolutionary tactics and strategy. We simply continued to work on our
cause, hoping that our struggle would become a struggle of the rest of Ukrainians
— the Ukrainians who were our spectators and closeted supporters during almost
all of 2004. Now | think we managed to persuade them of the inevitability of the
revolution: they came to Maidan with expectationsahethingin search of a

sight, in which they became participants themselves. Having come to Maidan in a
capacity as viewers of the revolution, the people became its immedietoisi

and patrticipants. Cheering orange-Yushchenko slogans, each of them in the depth
of their souls realized thaiam the revolution(Activist 7)

In my opinion, the Orange Revolution was happening merrily and boldly. It was
necessary for the Ukrainians to stop fearing the all-armed “Kuchmisdh” a
become a threat for it themselves. Funny and daring actions of the Civic
Campaign “PORA!” were a significant agent in battling the fear by #traibian
society and those events quite strongly set the tone of the spirit of the Orange
Revolution itself. Our main strategy was to squelch the fear and apathy among
people — that was why our supra-goal was and is building of the civil society in
Ukraine. (Activist 8)

Coping with fear was one of the greatest challenges for young revolutmresie
they constantly faced persecutions and risks described later in this chapt&uchma
regime was not the only source of fear for youth activists. Sometimew/éney
confronted with aggression by Yanukovych’s supporters:

The most important night was when we were supposed to hold the terminal before
a projected invasion of white-and-blue convicts. At the time, we indeed
experienced fear and hostility toward them — all negative feelings. Waeudatc

them as they were frustrated and walked along the rails holding mekal sincl
everyone expected that they would have to take the hit. All night was spent in
such tension. We did not let them inside, held the door and watched them closely.
By the morning the convicts dispersed.

| will remember that night for the rest of my life. (Activist 15)
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PORA. The youth civic campaign PORA became a vanguard driving force of the

Orange Revolution, “a match that started the fire,” as one of the organization’s

cofounders, Activist 9, referred to it. This all-Ukrainian information, education, and

mobilization campaign launched to ensure fair presidential elections playeuta pole

in organizing and sustaining the resistance events. The PORA organizaaarelsec

non-violent revolution trademark worldwide alongside the Serbian Otpor and Georgian

Kmara. The campaign claimed to be independent from political partiesadad st

organizations, but some statesmen tried to ascribe to its success aftgolthigon was

over.

Sometimes people rush into extremes — either completely equating the Revolution
with the PORA activities or absolutely denying the impact of our organization on
the orange events. PORA has never been the entire Orange Revolution — it played
the role of a match that started the fire. But a match and a fire are not the same
things although the latter would probably not happen without the former. The
Orange Revolution was truly a people one, its basis was self-organization. And no
matter how certain politicians try to subscribe to the idea of preparations,
conducting, or overseeing the Revolution, it all is only an attempt to sell the real
for the desired. (Activist 9)

The PORA campaign, as reported by Activist 9, was initiated in Western Ukraine

during a trip to Hoverla, the highest peak in the country, located in the Carpa@mans.

October 4, 2003, a group of eight youth activists launched the Youth’s Resistance OM

organization with the final decision, “That’s it. We are starting.” (Acti9js The first

PORA-like action organized by the OM was a protest against Russia’s inasen

Ukrainian Island of Tuzla:

We held protest at the Russian consulate in Lviv, which we surrounded by border
poles with words “Do not cross! Danger!” Under the building, we parked an audio
car, which constantly emitted messages in Russian in an official male voice:
“Russian soldiers! Give up! Your resistance is worthless. On the Island laf, Tuz
you will get hot soup, a warm bed, and a hundred grams” and in a pitiful female
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voice: “Vanya! Come home! Vanya, drop the weapon! I'm waiting for you!'t Tha
circus gathered a rather big number of young people and the OM made the new
for the first time. (Activist 9)
This essay author continues by describing further trainings of youtistetlisguised as
university lectures and held in vacant university classrooms, studying sutiél yaxzh
movements as the Serbian Otpor and Belarusian ZUBR, following closely thadbeorg
Rose Revolution to learn from the Kmara’s experiences, and touring Ukraineteoarea
youth organization network in the entire country. Activist 8 classifies LviRRO
campaign into two stages: developing the network (March — September, 2004) and mass
protest events (October — December, 2004). He was involved in training a group of 30-40
activists who later carried out main organizational work and were in chargeofdra
new members.

Activist 5 points out that the civic committee of resistance, “For Truth,” édrm
during the Ukraine without Kuchma campaign, laid ideological, empirical, aaitegic
basis for PORA in Kyiv. Some of the movement inspirers in the capital wereigents
of the 1990 Student Revolution on Granite, which was organized in support of Ukraine’s
independence from the Soviet empire. Activist 7 notes that the PORA movement“starte
spontaneously, but it was expected,” and its first action of distributing flyldrgyas
“What is Kuchmism?” all over the country on March 29, 2004, gained desired attention
and publicity from both the government and the opposition.

The PORA organization was founded on the principles of nonviolent resistance,
leaderless structure, financial and political independence, and the members’

commitments not to use their participation in the campaign for personal career
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advancement (Activist 9). These principles were derived from Sharp’s idgdli®g9) to
guarantee the organization’s uniqueness and success.

The Civic Campaign “PORA!” managed to mobilize about a thousand activists in
Lviv during the Orange Revolution. Such popularity was caused by PORA!’s
originality against the background of other organizations. Civic Campaign PORA!
was independent from patrties, its structure was democratic and disciplihed at t
same time, its participants and leaders were young people, its activiteeguwite
radical, though punished by repressions, still peaceful and nonviolent. These and
other reasons attracted primarily students to PORA!, especially the bodsaa

not been involved in civic activism before, since there was no structure that would
push them out or simply drew to itself. Thus, we managed to involve people who,
despite the lack of a grounded knowledge of civic activities, were not spoiled by
party salaries for their voluntary work. After all, the absence of experieas
compensated by the enthusiasm of those people. (Activist 8)

After extensive discussions, the campaign’s name, logo, and basic operational
strategies were developed. While the PORA ndtigetime in Ukrainian] satisfied
almost everyone, discussions of the logo started with considering the Otpor fist, whic
was later adopted by the Kmara organization. But in their attempt to develomsgmnet
unique, PORA founders generated two logo versions, a rising sun and a clock showing
11:55 (Activist 9). The former logo was chosen to represent the campaign, later &mow
black PORA, and the latter logo was used afterward in the yellow P@RAaign.

The same winter of 2004, at the meetings we adopted such things as the name of
the newly-founded organization and its logo. Without major arguments, we only
decided that it was going to be a civic campaign, but not an organization as such.
That is, participation in it would not entail any particular effort, admission,
member IDs, or even a fixed membership. Everyone who shared our views could
join us for participating in our events depending on their availability. At e, ti

such a formation was completely new and it was one of the movements, which
attracted young people dissatisfied with the bureaucratization of other
organizations. The idea of using printed materials of exclusively black ate whi
colors was supported relatively easily as well. First, it reflectedlogaiss and
symbolized our struggle (day vs. night, good vs. evil), second, as importantly, it
was cheap. Black-and-white printouts saved us money and, besides, they stood
out among the expensive colored posters of the authorities. (Activist 9)
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Yellow PORA was formed in Kyiv in April of 2004. As Activist 9 states, this
PORA branch emerged upon the Western Ukrainian activists’ return from the Otpor
training center in Serbia, where they had participated in seminars, discuasidns
brainstorming sessions. The name of the campaign was adopted from the yellos¥ color
its printed information materials, and representatives of the original B@QEA
channeled their efforts into collaboration between the two PORA groups. Thigyyner
was more fruitful in outer regions of the country than in the capital.

...at the time, it was decided not to emphasize differences between the two

campaigns (by the way, the positioning was different from the very beginning —

our campaign primarily targeted actions of direct impact, whereas thewye

one had a goal of information-educational activities), but try to work for

collaboration. This concept gained wonderful results in the regions where the two

campaigns merged into one body painlessly. However, this did not happen at the

highest level in Kyiv. The leaders of Yellow PORA, whose campaign had a

vertical management structure, unlike our leaderless one, did not wish to merge

further. In particular, they were not happy about the leaderless principles, our
tradition not to give journalists our last names, only first names, and our politica
independence, considering the fact that they had representatives of the Our

Ukraine block in their political council (their structure was typical of palitic

parties). (Activist 9)

Due to their oppositional resistance, over 300 PORA activists were subjects of the
government’s persecutions and repressions within eight months of the PORA campaign
(Activist 9), in response to which young people organized mass protests. The protests
served a twofold purpose: they defended the repressed activists and inspired more
potential participants to join the campaign (Activist 8). With the increase of the
government’s aggression toward PORA activists (e.g., attempts to lstdige terrorism,
and possession of drugs or plant fake money or weapons in the PORA headquarters), the

scale and theatrical expression of PORA protests grew as well. Exahplesh a

protest were young people’s demonstrations on central squares of theweitieng tags
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with the following: “Olya, 17, | like Mozart and ice cream. Am | a terr@figActivist 9).
The risks of involvement in PORA activities were high, and the campaign owed its
success to devotion and persistence of its activists:

During my work in PORA, the intensity level was very high. It was the most
uncertain period, there was no support from anywhere. Activists were attacked,
they were detained by the militia, beaten by strangers, intimidatedtetheg to

be expelled from universities, and even threatened physically. Because of that
only the biggest risk takers became activists. Until it became obvious that the
revolution was irreversible, the number of activists was very low. But those who
were activists at the time, were real zealots who were prepared to Hmgnyt

The risk level was the highest because the most valuable things were at stake —
your life, health, and future. Generally, the period before the revolution was
extremely disturbing and every colleague of mine understood that if we had los
we would no longer have normal lives. It is possible that the Security Sengce wa
keeping thick files on each of us and would have bothered us for a while after the
elections. (Activist 4)

Post-revolutionary disillusionment did not escape the PORA campaign, whose
black branch chose to develop into a civic organization later known as OPSDR@gOft
in Ukrainian]; yellow PORA was transformed into a political party, whiclr jaieed the
orange government. The formation of the party was characterized by somoyemes
and the inclusion of people once unaffiliated with the campaign directly, sonhe
activists were left outside the political process:

Falsified last names, inexistent places, empty statements and toreatsytone

and everything, a sharp increase of PORA members’ age — up to 40-50 years — all
this threatens yet again to condemn the youth who will once again feel used and
thrown out. For some reason, the dirty peripeteia of a small group of over-aged
pseudo PORA members are more interesting to journalists than information about
the real work of PORA activists. Their active work after the victory of the
Revolution — resignations of bigger or smaller Kuchmists, actions to defehd civi
rights, serious projects of a civic weight, proposals of improving work of national
services, establishing civic control, and many other things — remain beyond the
information field. PORA became a phenomenon in the Ukrainian history but its
activists are not going to be parasites on its past. For the people who cretted it, i
primarily became an attempt to approach the notion of a “politician” in a new

way. Unfortunately, even among the new authorities, there are few people who
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really can or at least want to work in a new way. The months that passed confirm:
couloirs, intrigues, lies, unfortunately, were not left behind in the Kuchmism
epoch, but gradually transfer into present days. But | believe one cawisiate
optimism — it is just inertia. The ice has melted and no one will be able to turn the
events back. | am convinced that thousands of guys and girls who lived through
PORA will get a deserved place in society. They will substitute those from
“yesterday” with those who can work in a different way than those from
“yesterday,” they will enter the culture, civil life, and, after all, pcditiBut they

will come not through lies and falsifications like their predecessors did, but
through persistent work and self-improvement — the way they can do it. Because it
is their time [pora] — the time [pora] of the young ones. (Activist 9)

Strategies and Skills.Youth activists utilized a variety of strategies before and
during the Orange Revolution to accomplish their goals. Pre-revolutionaryssate
entailed extensive preventative work; one such strategy was to send hundctissts a
to work in southern and eastern regions where first round falsifications were catezent
(Activist 9). A significant amount of work was allotted to promoting the revolutionar
movement and defending detained activists.

Our main strategy was to provoke the authorities against us. The more of us were
taken, the better for us. We were merely mocking them and encouraging others.
Thus, it became trendy to go to jail and the youth were joining us massively. But
apart from it, it was necessary to maintain distinct organizational unityuBeda
someone was detained and no one else knew about it, it was useless. We
developed a system of notification, in which people performing special tasks
(gluing stickers, holding rallies, or simply distributing handouts), would away
walk in pairs or groups and there should always be a person who would watch and
inform me or the center about an arrest or provocations. If we knew where the
militia were taking our people (to which department), we were distributmg t

info about it instantly among newspapers, radio, TV, and were calling the
departments introducing ourselves as journalists, MPs, and demanded explanation
on the reason of detention. Or we were sending out the phone numbers of the
department to all activists, who in their turn, were sending it to their friends, and
the system was working. Also, attorneys and opposition MPs went there
immediately to try to “pull out” the detained person. In my case, three attorney
and three MPs arrived and a rally of 50 people gathered (who were singing songs
and cheering me up). Such information and gatherings gave an extra opportunity
for the opposition to validate its words about repressions with real facts. Amnesty
International was also working with us very fruitfully, it provided me with an
attorney and recognized me as a prisoner of consciousness. (Activist 6)



87

Events held by youth activists were characterized by artistic estpnesnd
comedic nature. Humor was skillfully utilized to alleviate tensions in agggdyva
stressful situations and, thus, emotionally disarm the authorities’ forces.

So in the fall, PORA started work at its highest — street events, flash-neobs w

held in all cities, building walls were covered with posters and graffitnigue

feature of these events was their boldly funny, uppity tone. We used laughter as a
weapon against the growing fear in the society, which was provoked deliberately
by the authorities rolling down to the regime of a Soviet type. And our weapon
was omnipotent indeed — sometimes the militiamen sent to our actions could not
help but laugh with everyone else. But of course there have been serious moments
and even dramatic ones — when our activists were detained and tried. But every
detained activist knew that s/he would not be abandoned, hundreds of friends got
together under the militia headquarters demanding his/her release. That was whe
the slogan, Pazom nac 6araro, Hac He mogonatu” [We are together, we are many,

and we cannot be defeated], sounded out loud for the first time. (Activist 9)

During the revolution, some strategies and tactics emerged spontaneously
depending on the needs of each situation. While Activist 4 suggests that there was no
clear organizing strategy for revolutionary activities and hours of harkl seonetimes
were dismissed by youth leaders, he was impressed with the people@mseization on
Maidan; activists would “join the work themselves with no directions. They sawhthat
place was dirty, for example, and they would start cleaning...” Activist 5 promdes
insight in the organizing strategies during the revolution:

Naturally, the most experience and impressions came from Maidan. Single people

started directing the human uncontrolled sea. We were setting up the first tents

even though there were almost no organized forces around. We were simply
aligning activists, simple passers-by, giving them instructions iri@miway,

and it was working. We set up the first tents by the Conservatory on

Independence Square on the election night. In the morning, we set up tents on the

transport part of Khreshchatyk. People followed the orders. (Activist 5)

In order to motivate and sustain the orange resistance, youth activistsneerfor

various duties and tasks. Activist 3 and Activist 15 report that young people were divided
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in groups of ten and each ten was appointed a leader, who would give further
instructions. The two activists were involved in recruiting Kyiv students and ggardin

strategically important buildings.

...my friends and | were on duty under the walls of the Cabinet of Ministers,
Presidential Administration, rallied at the Verkhovna Rada, were night guards b
the tent city, circulated issues of periodicals, guarded various stratggcts,
particularly the terminal. Everyone made their own little contribution to the
general great victory... Our feet were always wet, many people ve&rddat

there were a lot of medications and new shoes were given out. But despite the
hardships | knew | would stand till the end... We could not always have rest at
night, most of the nights, we guarded the tents or controlled strategically
important objects. (Activist 15)

There were more blockades of universities, the Ministry of Education, trangpor
bold several-day blockade of the prosecutor general’s office, when we, not to
freeze to death, were dancing loudly under its walls 12 hours a day, there were
night meetings on Kontraktova Square, when | climbed the Skovoroda monument
for everyone to hear the following day’s agenda. (Activist 9)

Activist 6, a PORA member, describes the following strategies, which he
observed or carried out during the revolution: arranging events and concerts, appointing
guards at strategic places, setting up informational and educational booths fs-pgsse
creating lists of the repressed, leading demonstrations to variouss|amgeanizing tent
cities and strike committees, and stopping buses that circulated absdluteedters to
vote multiple times. Activist 9 offers his account of impeding vote-rigging by stgppin
these kapycemni” [carousels]:

The day of the elections finally arrived. For us, it started very intergstig

had received a piece of information before about employees of one of gas

companies who were going to be taken outside of Kyiv to vote somewhere in

Poltava Oblast under their bosses’ supervision. We decided to prevent it and in

the morning of November 21, we went to the point of the buses’ departure. First,

we unveiled slogans calling to stop lawlessness, started shouting slogans in a

megaphone, finally, when the bus engines started, our guys and one girl lay under

the wheels. The confrontation lasted for about an hour, eventually, people
“loaded” on the buses started leaving for their homes. It was our firstyaftor
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the day. We had a whole lot of work in store entailing supervision of the electoral
process, preventing irregularities, and, at night, when the counting process started,
we guarded electoral sights from bandits. (Activist 9)

Use of various strategies by young people during their activism in the revoluti
contributed to shaping up their personal and professional skills and enriching their life
experiences. Activist 4 reports gaining a lot in terms of his personal develogntent
professional experience in the field of public relations. Activist 6 informs thaianedd
how to work with volunteers, organize events and concerts, conduct training seminars,
negotiate with government officials, work with mass media, and develop information
products. Even though Activist 10 says that he has not learned much from the revolution
directly, he appreciates the experience he gained as well as his hoitgdaathink
twice before performing a task and evaluate political processes natistically. Other
activists share about their gained skills and learned lessons:

The following are the basic skills | gained and tried out during the Orange
Revolution: leadership, team work, networking with mass media, organizing
events of direct action. The most important thing for me is the experience of
working with people, the ability to direct efforts of various activists to aehie
common goals. My practice made me learn how to convince people, understand
them, and later on, | even learned how to affect the process of building up of the
world outlook of certain people. My public speaking skills came in very handy
when | was conducting numerous meetings and speeches before multi-thousand
crowds. In my work with mass media, | practically mastered the bas&cprefs-
secretarial workshop, since | was coordinating the Lviv press-servieec&rtain
period of time and later on, the all-Ukrainian one. Particularly, | learneddow t
conduct press-conferences, organize TV/radio broadcasts, and make sure an event
was highlighted in the media. When it comes to the direct actions, | cannot even
remember the number of rallies, flash-mobs, and strikes in the organization of
which | was involved. Certainly, far from all of them were successful, but my
general experience is sufficient to know how to achieve concrete goalsans

of a direct action. (Activist 8)

During my participation in the Orange Revolution, | learned a few things:
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e Being a patriot without fearing this notion, not just in your words, but also in
actions;

An ability to find a way out of difficult situations quickly;

A skill to overcome personal fears and insecurities;

Trusting strangers and relying on them completely;

Disregarding hardships on the way to reaching a goal;

Sleeping on the floor (we slept on a theatre st&geynd

Most importantly, | learned to believe that there is nothing impossible in life.
(Activist 14)

Maidan taught me what | could not have learned in the best institutions and gave
me what no other event somewhere else could give me. | learned how to be
patient and tactful, disciplined whenever necessary, | understood that not
everything could be gained by force or money. The main thing | brought home
from Maidan was the hope that tomorrow we would have a free and independent
Ukraine, a great country in Europe, who will remember that it used to guide us
before. It will happen because nothing else can happen. (Activist 15)

Benefits and Risks.The 17 days of the revolution and processes that triggered
these events, enriched youth activists with personal benefits, but they also posed a
number of risks in opposing the semi-authoritarian political regime. In thiiemvr
testimonials, youth activists reflect on their personal experiemckaddress some of
these benefits and risks. Among personal benefits gained during the Orange &®voluti
youth activists list personal growth, freedom, fame, stronger national ydett:

...we gained a country that got another chance for the future. | did not fight for
power, | do not need it, | fought for change in the system, change in “thefules
the game.” | did not make any money, not to mention power, but | rose a few
steps in my personal development. And also the most important thing | gained — |
saw the Ukrainian people who managed to get together for a common goal. To
tell the truth, we had not expected this to be possible. (Activist 4)

As a student, | had nothing to lose. | could only dare to gain something or avoid it.
Everything | had was my unlimited personal freedom. Everything | needed was
my readiness to be responsible for my personal freedom. | was ready to risk
anything for that. The revolution gave me an opportunity to be responsible for my
freedom and enjoy it. It was my greatest achievement. (Activist 7)
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The main achievement of the Orange Revolution for me is my experience.
Besides, one could say, | became famous. Of course, no one asks me for
autographs on the streets, but frequent speeches at meetings and other public
gatherings as well as my constant work with mass media gave theis resul
gradually. Accordingly, the circle of my connections increased. First and
foremost, | made numerous friends all over Ukraine consolidated in our struggle
with the “Kuchmism.” Additionally, my active civic work allowed me to meet
personally many representatives of the authorities, talented perssnalitik
businessmen. | can say that Maidan gave me the most important components of
civic leadership: managerial experience, publicity, and a wide circle of
connections. (Activist 8)

Activists 6 points out that his personal gains of the Orange Revolution outweigh
the risks, which his activism entailed:

| risked my life, health, and freedom, the most valuable stuff, having gained a new
country, new approach, and attitude to me which | had never had. | also gained
friends, brothers, and future professional partners. | also gained greadeniree
more rock 'n’ roll, and more hopes. | feel | am a Ukrainian because | can speak
Ukrainian without fear, organize cultural projects, participate in new cgmpali
movements, initiatives with smaller risk to my life, health, and freedom. (Attivi

6)

Several research participants describe their risks during the Orange Ra&volut
with the exception of Activist 11 who felt safe during the rally due to the multitude of
people involved. For most, their activism was marked by various risks and fears.

The risk... | was expelled from the last year of my university program.ud3eda
stopped attending classes. Of course | will renew it, but | was and am having
problems with my parents because of it. There was a risk of going to jail on a
fabricated charge, because of planted explosives, there was a risk oédrgapp
somewhere in a dark alley, there was a risk of becoming a victim of tiie’'sil
beatings on Maidan. There were a lot of risks. Some activists were beaten up.
They attempted to beat up [an activist's name] on the first night of Maidan but he
managed to escape. But the main risk was on Maidan during its first two-three
days. We were prepared to both defend and attack. First and foremost, morally.
(Activist 5)

The most important things | risked were my life, my freedom, and my education.
When it comes to the first one, | was attacked twice by hooligans. Duringsthe la
attack, one of my friends ended up with a broken skull. When it comes to
freedom, apart from several detentions in militia district departmehnés;d the
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experience of an administrative court, which, to tell the truth, lifted the
convictions off me. When it comes to education, the rector of my educational
institution received several letters from the head of the oblast militeawi

request to hold “prophylactic discussions” with me and several of my friends. But
the rector ignored the letters out of principle. Although I could not have been
expelled from the University on political grounds — as my civic work load
increased, | studied less and less. Again, | lucked out with the rector — Bianses
after the Orange Revolution, he prohibited expulsion of students. (Activist 8)

| was afraid that the people’s protest would be suppressed, was fearing for m
safety and the safety of millions of Ukrainians on Maidan. Everyone risked thei
lives, no matter how hackneyed this may sound: every morning, after sleeping in
our clothes, we woke up with a troubling thought that the government might use
troops to suppress the waves of resistance. We risked losing our jobs, being
expelled from our institutions, we risked our health. | am not talking only about
the supporters of V. Yushchenko — people of both camps were at risk since the
result of the Orange Revolution was impossible to predict. (Activist 14)

Accommodations and Resourced he Orange Revolution events were
facilitated in the spirit of goodwill and hospitality, which Kyiv residenteitl for
revolutionary participants. Free-of-charge catering was provided by indisidtial
different social ranks as well as orange-oriented political forcesldavianhabitants kept
the square clean and orderly.

Here comes a good point to conceptualize what really was going on Maidan. It
was a people catharsis that happened then. Finally people could feel part of the
processes that were happening in the country, declare that the people are not
“sheep” but a thinking, powerful force. Maybe it was the response to all the farce
that had been taking place during the pre-election races. A lot of positive energy
was concentrated on Maidan which was nourishing, filling, and cleansing
everyone: the poor, the rich, the politicians, and those who despised politics. Even
if the tent city was organized and financed by the orange politicians, even though
the slogans politicians threw from the stage were well-thought and selleao
finances or slogans will force people, despite their gender or income, views and
beliefs, to fraternize and support one another. An eloquent situation comes to
mind when there was a $1000000 Hummer parked on Maidan and the sign on it
read “Hot Tea.” When the orange supporters gave food and clothes to the
miserable workers from eastern oblasts, whom the authorities packed into buses
straight from work, like sheep, took to Kyiv and ordered to shout for

Yanukovych, but forgot to give them food... (Activist 1)
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Upon my arrival in Kyiv and seeing the sea of people, | developed a firnf: belie
“These people cannot be conquered by anyone!” | had never been so proud to be a
Ukrainian before. | was struck by the incredible niceness of the participahes of
Orange revolution, the desire to help one another. People offered warm clothes,
medicine, hot food. There were a lot of stations organized where we could rest,
warm up, get a bite, talk on the phone to my family in lvano-Frankivsk who were
worried about me and all of us. For the rally participants, there were placgs se
where they could get some sleep and get hot lunches. | sensed the “smell of
freedom” for the first time. It was such a euphoria that cannot be descyibed b
words. Those who were not on Maidan at the time, cannot feel or understand it.
Each of us was filled with pride for our Ukrainian people and with a feeling of
happiness. Truly, there was God’s goodness and an angel’'s wing over Maidan.
(Activist 2)

What impressed me the most? The hospitality of Kyivites who constantly
approached groups of Orange Revolution participants with hot food and
beverages. Having asked one lady if she was really doing it for free, | became
ashamed after | heard her response: “Are you standing here for money then?”
Material values were meaningless, legs and arms were numb with cold — it was
hard to stand motionlessly in frost but courage and pride for being a smahélem
of creating history of the country of Ukraine were emerging and stremgthin

my heart. (Activist 14)

Nobody was afraid of frost or cold, you could expect support and help from
everywhere. Kyivites were handing out tea, sandwiches, hot soup, warm clothes,
hosted the visitors overnight Despite the fact that tens of thousands of people
were on Khreshchatyk day and night, it was clean and orderly. There was well-
organized catering service providing coffee, tea, broth. Women and girls were
cooking. | remember one incident: a trendy jeep approached us at midnight, the
driver asked us where he could unload his car and opened a load of groceries.
(Activist 15)

One of the essay authors took an ethnographic notice of ads circulating to
accommodate guests of Kyiv:

Some of the ads | saw on poles were quite precious: “The Revolution has to be
clean. Come and get clean at Vul. Polyovoho [number], Apt. [number],” “If you
need warm mittens and socks, please call [number],” “Shelter for the night
available, Vul. Kakhovskoho [number].”

People were helping one another, they opened their homes, gave away their
things, money, and shared everything they could. Everyone was like a brother to
everyone else. (Activist 3)
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Two distinct characteristics of the Orange Revolution were respect atehpes,
with which participants of the resistance movement treated one another.ofueogs
behavior also contributed to reducing the likelihood of conflicts both within and between
social gatherings participating in the revolution. More importantly, a heightavie
awareness seemed to bring out the best in the people standing on Maidan.

What impressed me the most at the time was the high culture displayed by the
people on Maidan. Despite the low temperatures, nobody was drunk, everyone
was polite. In that tense situation when any minute repression could begin, it was
a demonstration of an extremely high spirit and civic consciousness. (Activist 1)

Nobody was drinking or being rowdy. Everyone was very polite to one another
and even caring. Wow! | could not even have hoped for such drastic changes.
(Activist 3)

The strong-mindedness of people standing up for their freedom turned them into
noble knights. This could be sensed in everything — communication, behavior.
Everywhere, politeness, desire to help, people were not ashamed to be kind, to be
heroes. In such moments, you were bursting with pride for being a Ukrainian,
being part of this proud people. (Activist 9)

First impressions were a complete surprise: everywhere on the shreétstiae
subway we saw people looking nothing like inhabitants of large industrial centers
with their everyday troubles and fuss, the usual life stood still — people were
rushing to Maidan. Like little streams, from everywhere people were moving in
friendly groups filling up the endless orange sea of Faith, Hope, and Love.
Everyone felt they were a little part of the great Ukrainian people... Oné coul

feel care and brotherhood everywhere. | was looking at the sea of people. So
many of them got together like this for the first time. And | was genuinggyha

that the then authorities and opponents of the Revolution would see that it was not
a crowd where anyone could have been knocked down and stumped. On the
contrary... Someone accidentally pushed someone and you hear a mutual
apology. | had not seen such goodwill. Leaders of the Orange Revolution appear
on stage. Everyone around is cheering: Our president — Viktor Yushchenko!
Together we are many! We cannot be defeated!.. (Activist 15)

In their resistance, Orange Revolution participants relied on both monetary and
non-monetary resources. The source of funding of the revolution is one of the

controversial aspects of this social phenomenon. Speculations range from assumptions
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that the funds were provided entirely by the West to beliefs that the monejlecaded
within Ukraine solely. Throughout the essays, there are very few reésrem@inancing
of the Orange Revolution. Activist 9 reports cooperating with an international fund
representative, a Lvivite by origin but a resident of Greece at thewineefinanced
PORA training seminars. However, other expenses, like printing posters,averea
by the students’ own money. Another activist describes her perception of funding:

Here it is important to say that the November events in Ukraine became
significant not only for this country. There were changes of accents tako® pla

in the world. Countries were watching how Russia was losing one more vassal,
how nervous because of it was the “ruler of all Russia” — Putin. Everyone
understood that the anti-Russian block was being financed by Russia’s opponents
on the political arena, that events in Ukraine were stimulated by funds of the grea
players in political poker. | do not want to get too deep into this issue because it is
unpleasant for me to recollect that such conclusions | made specifictily fall

of 2004. | understood perfectly that any revolution, coup, had to be financed at
someone’s expense. Where would Lenin have been without German money? It is
unpleasant to realize that your country, your nation, is a piece on a chess board,
but you cannot help it. The world has become too small and interfering in matters
of other countries has already become a tradition. I think it was the excessive
attention of European organizations and American politicians that prevented the
acting president from ordering troops into Kyiv. (Activist 1)

Inspired by the revolution, Ukrainians supported the events financially as well. A
significant amount of funding came from donations from Ukrainians around the country
and abroad.

There are lists of people on the streets who donated what they could spare: from 5

hryvnyas [US$1] from a schoolboy to 500 hryvnyas [US$100] from a

businessman. The lists grow every day. (Activist 3)

When it comes to non-monetary resources, Activist 4 considered the people and
their willingness to cooperate to be his greatest resources in the revoldtienAativist

9 relied on experiences of his peers from Serbia, Belarus, and Georgia aad feam

their trainings on “organizing communication systems, safety precautimhs)ass
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events,” as well as their advice on “motivational change.” Activist 8 views infmmat
technology and young people’s ability to use it efficiently as a valuatbeiree for the
revolution:

Another side of the Orange Revolution, to which | want to draw your attention, is
the use of modern information communications. It is difficult for me to picture the
turmoil events of the PORA! activity during all of 2004 without cell phone
connection, internet, and laptops. Due to the major spread of cell phones, we had
an opportunity to engage a significant number of people in our actions. For
instance, when in 2004, one August morning, they repressed the Sumy students;
within eight hours PORA held a rally at the headquarters of the Ministry of
Internal Affairs in most oblast centers of Ukraine. The ability to opergtorelate

and transmit information even under extreme conditions allowed us to save time
and increase the effectiveness of our efforts greatly. It should be notedsimat
strategic projects of PORA! were created with the help of a laptop on the lap of a
male or female PORA! member wherever they had to be. (Activist 8)

The orange forces’ ability to take advantage of the drawbacks of the whie-a

blue campaign was another resourceful strategy described by Activist 1:
While carrying out a retrospective analysis of the events, one can say that the
camp of the “orange” politicians won because their opponents did not have wise
political promoters. The problem of the Yanukovychists was that they trusted the
Russian specialists too much, who tend to consider the people a herd, who will
swallow anything as long as there is a lot of it. They thought that the
“brainwashing” through advertisement and propaganda on all channels but
Channel Five, was sufficient to zombie the entire nation. However funny this may
sound, the orange politicians almost always made use of the drawbacks of their
opponents’ campaign, because they had few of their own gains. (Activist 1)
Nonviolent ResistanceFrom the very beginning, the Orange Revolution was

branded as a nonviolent resistance movement, which, similar to other colored revolutions

in the region, adopted Gene Sharp’s nonviolent strategic basis, highlighted in his book

From Dictatorship to Democrad 993) and mentioned in Activist 7’s essay. This

pacifist nature of the revolution served as a guarantee of safety fantrenaly

participants, since, in case of violent resistance, the semi-totalitagenea would have
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found it justifiable to use violence in response and its force potential wascagtlifi
higher than that of the opposition. Additionally, the nonviolent revolution became a
source of pride for its activists solidifying the Ukrainians as a peacegi@aople.

Life had stopped in Ukraine: factories, offices, schools, and other institutions

were closed, because we all knew that something more important was now going
on in our country, and this demanded our participation and our determination to
stay there as long as it was possible. There was never any aggression, no one got
drunk, and we were all standing there peacefully showing the whole world that we
are a civilized nation capable of protecting our ideals and our vision of the future
of the country. (Activist 11)

Most historians say that without weapons no great event took place. But our
people proved that even such a great event as a revolution can be done without
any weapon. Due to this event, | realized that every problem can and should be
solved in a peaceful way without any violence. (Activist 12)

The most important characteristic of the Orange Revolution was the fact tha
everything happened without a bloodshed, the Ukrainians proved that they are a
civilized humane nation capable of solving problems on a global level through
diplomacy. Ukraine proved that it had potential to join the E.U., being its
irreplaceable strategic partner. (Activist 18)

Nonviolence was exercised by the orange camp not only toward the authorities
but also toward their white-and-blue clad opponents who supported Viktor Yanukovych.

“The white-and-blue” — this was the name for Yanukovych’s supporters — were
moving in Kyiv freely. They could be seen in lines for food in the tent city, they
were arguing with their opponents there. It was significant that guys ie-ahd-

blue scarves were able to go through the Maidan crowd freely, even though it was
very hard to do — that’s how tightly everyone was standing next to one another.
But no one wanted to provoke a conflict, so the opponents were given the right of
the way. We are having a peaceful Revolution and it has to remain as such.
(Activist 3)

Often, multi-thousand groups of people moving in Kyiv — on Khreshchatyk,

Lesya Ukrayinka Blvd. — were objects to various provocations. For instance, a
group of 30-40 people dressed in white-and-blue suddenly started heading in our
direction. But we were disciplined and created a passage for them. But soon they
dissolved in the million crowd of the orange people. (Activist 15)
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Feelings.In their essays, youth activists describe a gamut of feelings they
experienced during the events of 2004, varying from negative to positive. The weeks
before the revolution and the first days of the rallies were charactéryziear and
uncertainty. However, most of the revolutionary days were filled with jgyheria,
national pride, and a sense of accomplishment.

Since youth activists were unable to predict the magnitude of the support of the
opposition and the outcomes of the Orange Revolution, the fear of the unknown was
prominent before the events and at its onset. There was also a rumor of a violent
suppression of the protest by the government and reports that troops were concentrated i
Kyiv (Activist 2 and Activist 4), which only made the anxiety grow.

| realized perfectly that my role was very insignificant, but multgobg millions

of the same people it was a huge force. If | am a true patriot of my country, if |
wish a better life for my future children and grandchildren, if | want to tse |

like other people in developed countries of the world, | cannot simply watch the
development of events in the capital, | have to be there. Together with others we
headed to Kyiv by bus. To tell the truth, it was a little scary — the night before,
nobody slept at all — everyone was worried by the serious fears that tbatesh
would send armed troops against their own people. (Activist 2)

The only thing of which | was afraid was provocations. There were too many
people on Maidan who at any moment could turn into a crowd that destroys
everything on its way. Deep down, | wanted all these thousands of people, at the
same moment, to take over the Government Building, Verkhovna Rada,
Presidential Administration, and then lynch Kuchma and Co. But there was an
understanding that it would not result in anything good. Many people would die

and mostly not the best people would gain power because the world is designed so
that people with high morals do not strive for power. (Activist 4)

During March-November, | was constantly overwhelmed with a fear, adear f

the people who got involved in the cause, a fear of what was going to happen to
them, a fear of what you would say to their parents. But in the revolution days,
there was no fear — we were all together, we all felt really inviecible felt that

it was really our time [pora]. (Activist 9)
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As the revolutionary events unveiled on Maidan, the feeling of fear was réplace

by joy and enthusiasm. Activist 1 describes feeling “a true uplift” of hertspamd in

Activist 3, the revolution ignited a feeling of freedom similar to “a flip of wsifig

Activist 14 observes that Orange Revolution participants were mesmeritieel by

euphoria of accomplishing a long-awaited goal.

The emotions and feelings were all very positive, and all those feelings of joy, of
importance and of our common aim helped us a lot, because | never felt tired after
standing the whole day in the square in such cold weather. It was especially
pleasant to see familiar faces of people whom | had not seen for some ygars, a
understanding that the Orange Revolution brought us all together was adding to
the total euphoria of that time. (Activist 11)

Standing on the maidan and chanting slogans with others, | was surprised at how |
was getting more energy and enthusiasm. All other problems became secondary
and my attention was concentrated on one optimistic thought: | will not leave

until the event is over and | will keep coming here every day under any
circumstances until Yanukovych concedes. (Activist 18)

The Orange Revolution was founded on principles of nationalism and patriotism

and, therefore, research participants observed a rise in national awaaegshe

events. Activist 3 quotes a woman she saw on Maidan: “Now, | am not ashamed of the

nation. One can only be proud of it.” Others also describe feelings of patriotism a

admiration:

It is important to point out that the majority of people were standing on Maidan

not for some abstract democracy. And perhaps the people in charge of the process
well before the Maidan events, were fighting not for democracy. But for Ukraine.
Because | have not seen people ready to die for democracy but | have seen people
ready to die for their Motherland. Democracy was a tool to some extent but neve

a goal. The majority of people came to Maidan because they simply were

offended that they were considered to be sheep, simpletons who could be
manipulated. Two basic senses were dominant — patriotism and human dignity.
(Activist 5)
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| was happy and felt being part of a strong people and my heart trembletevith t
thought of the revival of patriotism of the Ukrainians. | was so inspired by the
thought of victory that | could not even imagine that we would fail. (Activist 15)

Personally, my feelings during the Orange Revolution events can be dessribed a
admiration with the people and pride for being a Ukrainian. During all the

previous years, a rare person could admit that he/she was proud to be a Ukrainian.
After the November 2004 events, when the world turned its attention to our
country, we all shouted that we are the nation that refused to tolerate the fraud and
injustice. There was also a feeling of solidarity with everyone who supported the
nation’s endeavors for free and fair election processes. (Activist 19)

The Ukrainian anthem played a consolidating role in raising national awareness
during the Orange Revolution, and even representatives of other nations joined the
Ukrainians in singing it on Maidan — “everyone was singing the Ukrainidreant
solemnly no matter what nationality they were yesterday” (Activ$t

Earlier, when the Ukrainian anthem was played on TV or radio, my family
members were listening to it calmly enjoying the positive motive. Thesg da
however, my relatives with no prior arrangements got up and placing their hands
over their hearts, solemnly, with teary eyes, sang the anthem of their cdumisry.
feeling of unity of a little particle of Ukraine added to the confidence thavere
going to win. (Activist 2)

Suddenly it gets quiet — the radio broadcast of Yushchenko’s speech is on. The
volume is at full strength. At the end of the speech, they played the national
anthem of Ukraine. Everyone in the café with no exception gets up and sings
along with Maidan. Then we cheer “Yu-shchen-ko!” for another five minutes.
Yes, one cannot forget this. (Activist 3)

Several activists were pleased with their achievements in the revolution. In
Activist 9's words, “we stood firm and finally overcame fully. And even though the
victory was celebrated two months later than we had anticipated, it wasatitbdes.”
Another activist shares his sense of accomplishment in his essay:

Yes, | am part of my people’s history. | do not care that | am only a student today.

| do not even care that | do not have a spot among our authorities, even though |

have strength to change some things for the better. The most important thing is
did not live my life in vain. I did accomplish something. And | will accomplish
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more. | did not do it for money or any other rewards, | simply felt that | had to be
on Maidan. Because | am a Ukrainian. (Activist 15)

All over the country, people could feel the positive spirit of the revolutionary
events. Activist 16 describes the feelings she experienced in Odesa during he
participation in the Train of Friendship, a car tour around Southeastern Ukraine:

But something incredible happened afterwards. We approached the Odesa
entrance point and our column entered a sea of cars embellished with orange
colors and their passengers stepped out to cheer and smile at us waving their
hands. They cheered “Freedom cannot be stopped!” Those present on Maidan
know what the spirit of unity and solidarity means — realization of the facttthat a

the same time, hundreds and thousands of people feel and think the same as you.
Odesans thanked us for coming and we thanked them for being there. There it was
— the Ukrainian idea. Perhaps, it is the very greatest expression of love for your
neighbor. Joy, euphoria, pride are too poor and pale words to describe the
boundless wealth of human feelings. (Activist 16)

Revolution around Ukraine. Even though Kyiv became the heart of the Orange
Revolution, orange and white-and-blue rallies were held all over Ukraine ripyima
large cities. Western Ukrainians offered strong support for the revolutiooniyng to
Kyiv to denounce the fraudulent elections and by staging protests in their Setveeral
activists offer their descriptions of the Orange Revolution as it was happertirey
Western Ukrainian city of lvano-Frankivsk:

Ilvano-Frankivsk immediately after Lviv supported Maidan. On the square, local
politicians, celebrities, and artists were speaking, groups of young peaple we
wandering — on their jackets there were slogans “Yes!” and “Yushcherdaé m

of orange sticking price labels, one could hear slogans and music, the crowd was
exchanging the latest news, clips from Kyiv and other Ukrainian cities wer
projected straight onto a wall of the administration building, they were showing
similar crowds of people gathering, the tent city was built, enlisting oihweérs,

who were sent to Kyiv by buses, was conducted. My husband went as well, but at
his own expense, he was enlisted in a medical team and also worked on Maidan.
On the very same day, my friend gave birth to a daughter — life was going on!
(Activist 1)
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Our oblast literally declared independence from the central authoritiggvn K
claiming that it would not follow the orders of the “new president” Viktor
Yanukovych. This can be considered an urge for independence and hints at
national self-expression of the region, which, unfortunately did not last long. This
fact signifies a high national consciousness of lvano-Frankivskers who were
prepared for radical steps to defend their constitutional rights and national
interests. (Activist 10)

The Ivano-Frankivsk maidan reminded me of movie scenes. For the first time, the
Ukrainian people united to assert that we are a true European nation, a sole
Ukrainian people, who took to the streets to prove to such people as Yanukovych
that we are not scapegoats, we will not remain silent when we are obviously told
lies, and we will not allow any falsifications.

Despite the cold weather, people did not go back to their warm dwellings, they
were prepared to risk their health, safety, job, and school to express their outrage
at the situation in the country. There were people of all ages on the square: youth,
pensioners, adults who brought donations for the strikers in Kyiv. Businessmen of
all kinds came to offer transportation, warm clothes, food, asking what else could
be done to provide more comfort on maidans. (Activist 18)

Another revolutionary event that happened outside of Kyiv, primarily in

Southeastern Ukraine, was the Train of Friendship car tour. The goal of therWeste
Ukrainian tour was to unite with the Ukrainians living in the southeast, inform them of

their civil rights, break through the information blockade in the region, and “delcdre t

‘Freedom cannot be stopped! in the claxon language” (Activist 16). Train of Friendship

activists intended to tell the truth about the Maidan events rather than campalgn for t
orange movement. The principal organizers of the tour were PORA and theviwiv ¢

organization Center of Spiritual Revival; both centers distanced themselveth&om

Yushchenko headquarters to prevent hostility in the southeast. About 50 cars embellished

with orange ribbons and banners with almost 200 people participated in the Train of

Friendship tour. The route stretched for 3,700 kilometers (2,300 miles) and encompassed

the following major southeastern Ukrainian cities: Cherkasy, Kirovohrad, Odesa,
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Mykolayiv, Kherson, Simferopol, Sevastopol, Yalta, Zaporizhzhya, Dnipropetrovsk,
Donetsk, Luhansk, Kharkiv, and Poltava (Activist 16).

Activist 16 was a participant in the tour; she reports that southeastern dassinat
offered mixed receptions for the Train of Friendship — they were both greeted b
orange supporters and blocked by the white-and-blue ones. Odesa, one of the first
destinations of the tour, was a perfect example of such a polarized reception.imlod Tra
Friendship was initially welcomed by cars with Orange Revolution supporterthdout
its rout was blocked by the white-and-blue forces who refused to negotiate with the
“invaders” (Activist 16). The militia had to be involved to break the blockade and
guarantee the Train of Friendship’s constitutional right to move across the cioealyy

In Odesa, for the first time, | saw cars with blue ribbons and white-andtagse f

In the streets of Odesa, a true struggle between the orange and the ddiiteean

was going on. The Odesans say that their forces are equal — 50-50, but they admit
to it only in private candid conversations. In reality, some claim that Oslésa i
Yanukovych, and others that it is for Yushchenko. (Activist 16)

Yalta, a major Crimean city, was not very welcoming for the Train of &siep
either, but the orange rally was protected by the militiamen again:

We arrived at the Yalta pier. Maybe you know the place: against the background
of mountains and palm trees, Lenin is pointing with his hand at a McDonald'’s.
This time, it looked even more fantastic: snow-covered mountain tops, palm trees,
the sea, the great revolutionary of the last century, the symbol of the American
mass culture, people with orange flags who were cheering “Yushchenlalhdar
them, people with white-and-blue attributes who were trying to cheer
“Yanukovych!” over the Yushchenko cheer, and this beautiful composition was
locked into a circle of militiamen. The waves were rolling over and hitting the

land loudly pouring water on careless passers-by.

There are many white-and-blues in Yalta, they dominate, so to speak. And young
people there wear white-and-blue attributes and, as they sing in one3ong, “
Saykosuua macth opyT” [They will rip your jaws for Yanukovych].

...But in the Crimea, there were not only those who showed their middle fingers
and other obscene gestures, there were many people who greeted us, who came
out in their cars to meet us, etc. There were many people who did not express
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their support publicly but made it clear conspicuously: we are with you, we
support you. It must be tough to have an orange soul and hide it from the blue
reality. We are also with you, do not be afraid! Speak your mind! (Activist 16)

The eastern city of Donetsk was a stronghold of Yanukovych’s forces who
blocked the main roads to prevent the Train of Friendship from entering the city. The
Train’s attempt to take side roads and at least drive through the city desudteveral
punctured tires on some of the cars (Activist 16).

| regret, regret deeply, that the stereotype that Donetsk is a closedasne
confirmed. Thinking not like everyone else is harshly prosecuted. | regrét tha

did not have an opportunity to see and talk to the wonderful people living in
Donetsk despite their voting preferences. | am sorry that the people waiting for us
in Donetsk — Yushchenko’s or Yanukovych’s supporters — were not able to see or
hear us. | am even sorry for the radicals who burned dolls of Yushchenko,
Tymoshenko, and Poroshenko on a Donetsk square on that day, and who were
unable to see for themselves the “orange plague” they hated so much.

| regret that there is a city in my country, which | cannot visit being tlyel &@m

and where you are not allowed to express your political preferences and your
thoughts. | regret that | was not able to dismantle the myths built around the
Donbas capital. (Activist16)

International Support and Recognition. One of the factors that led to positive
outcomes of the Orange Revolution was the support from the European Union and the
United States, which promoted the revolution in their mass media in response to the
slamming informational campaign from the Russian Federation. Additionally,
international politicians were involved in negotiations between the Kuchma govdérnme
and the opposition.

...after the Orange Revolution especially significant was the support of the
Western countries, particularly of the E.U. This support helped to balance the
negative influence of the Russian authorities, who still view Ukraine as one of

their provinces totally dependent on them. The support from the West (and | mean
not the material, but the moral support) helped our country to see that we are not
alone, that we are well perceived in the West, and that United Europe, Canada, the
U.S. and other influential countries are ready and willing to view us as one of

their full-right partners. (Activist 11)
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Ukraine’s international image improved dramatically during and afte©thage
Revolution. Owing to the positive depictions of the civilized nonviolent resistance, the
country enhanced its relations with some of its western neighbors and became more
recognizable for its strive for freedom on the global arena.

Those events became a turning point in relationships between Ukrainians and
their closest neighbors. A few months before, Poles, Russians were treating us
like “little brothers.” In November, everything changed, at last the Ulkaai

gained long ago deserved respect from the nations. Our students in Poland felt it,
Ukrainian workers abroad, working mainly with Poles, felt it as well. And in
Russians’ commentaries, mostly critical in nature, | sensed envydeeratheir
stifling imperial-Putin atmosphere, one could only dream about such a Maidan!
(Activist 1)

The Orange Revolution radically changed the vision of Ukraine in the West. Now
we look not like another Kuchmanistan in East Europe, but like a civilized
country undergoing major democratic changes. This is a great bonus to the
Ukrainian people and to our authorities, now it is up to us to make full use of this
positive image of Ukraine and to become a truly European country. (Activist 11)

In October-November 2004 | was in Gdansk on the program “Study Tours to
Poland.” During this internship | got to know that a lot of Polish had changed
their point of view toward Ukraine for the better due to the spirit of the Ukrainian
people during those orange days. It was very pleasant to hear from some Polish

such a phrase as “Poland with you.” (Activist 12)

Revolution Heroes.The main public figures of the Orange Revolution, Viktor
Yushchenko, Yuliya Tymoshenko, and Viktor Yanukovych, received special attention in
the essays of some activists. Viktor Yushchenko is portrayed as a “chasidesder, “a
highly qualified economist, renown super-banker” (Activist 2). Yushchenko’s charisma
contributed to attracting millions of revolution participants to Maidan:

At the time, no one was paying attention to names in tickets and passports —

people were massively hypnotized by the orange euphoria of the prospeat of thei

sweet dream coming true, and V. Yushchenko, in my opinion, was a means of
getting their dream to come true, a victim of the totalitarianism retsnamnd an
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embodiment of traits of a charismatic leader capable of raising the peajue
impossible things. (Activist 14)

Yushchenko’s post-revolutionary depiction is faded due to some disappointment
that followed the revolution and unpopular steps taken by the president. Yushchenko is
viewed as “too tolerant” and incapable of forming a professional team (Activist 2)

The myth about the Ukrainian Messiah falls apart every day, one cannot always
come out of water dry, or, moreover, walk on iCalming down people’s

outrage by social donations along the rising prices ahead is worthless. How can
we build an equal partnership relationship with Russia while kneeling before it?
Why did Moses have to lead the chosen people out of Egypt if he is leading them
back again? (Activist 17)

At times, Viktor Yushchenko and Yuliya Tymoshenko are depicted together, both
through their traits and actions:

It seems to me that the basis of the November events was formed at the moment
of Viktor Yushchenko’s poisoning. It was very symbolic. This man always lacked
charisma. However cynical this may sound, but his ugliness gave him a trail of
human suffering, which opened people’s hearts much better than any campaign or
slogans. Ukrainians, even though they are Europeans, tend to have a mentality
that provokes compassion in response to crippling, not disgust similarly to their
more western neighbors who consider health a trump. When Yushchenko was
standing next to Tymoshenko, it looked like a show of the fairy tale “Beauty and
the Beast” in which the beast and the beauty were both good characters with
beautiful souls. While Yushchenko symbolized suffering and courage,
Tymoshenko represented beauty, womanhood, and, again, courage. And
everything that was happening around them was reminding people of al@iry t
(Activist 1)

In the multi-thousand crowd covering densely the distance from Maidan to
Bankova [Street], a corridor was formed quickly, along which Yushchenko and
other leaders started walking. On Bankova, the road was blocked with trucks with
sand and hundreds (that many we saw at the time) of militiamen and men from
the Bars gnow leopardn Ukrainian] specialized unit. The crowd started cheering
“Bars, we love you!” Girls started giving them flowers. And a miracigpeaed —
several hundreds of Bars members moved away. It seemed it was a final victory
Tymoshenko appeared on a truck and announced that the Bars switched to the
side of the Revolution, Yushchenko was in the administration building and the
following day Kuchma would transfer his powers. After these words, the scene of
the triumph by the Verkhovna Rada repeated. Not far from us, we saw guys from
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the Belarusian ZUBR who got a bottle of brandy somewhere and were drinking
shots to the victory. (Activist 9)

Yuliya Tymoshenko is perceived as a decisive politician, who continuously came
to Maidan to raise revolutionary spirits and even urged storming the Presidential
Administration, Cabinet of Ministers, and Verkhovna Rada (Activist 15).

One cannot underestimate the role of Yuliya Volodymyrivna — the “goddess of
the revolution,” as she was called. That woman possesses not only incredible
energy, ambitions, and adventurism, but also a bright intellect and political
intuition. She is a great PR person and organizer. Tymoshenko was making the
right moves, assuming the position of a persistent harbinger of the good and
freedom. She was the one who did not lack charisma at all. The roles were
distributed very appropriately. The Ukrainians are a nation with a well-
demonstrated Oedipus complex and that is why the acceptance of the woman who
makes way for the leader with her “bosom” sacrificing her own strength, was
quite natural. In this situation, the relation between Tymoshenko and Yushchenko
was equal to that between a mother and son — a couple which is yet another
Ukrainian archetype. And behind the couple there were “brothers” —
Yushchenko’s followers. And everybody was forgetting that many of them came
from the rival party, that some of them could be fully classified as oliganstis, a
based on the level of their income cannot be ones of the people, and that all the
politicians on stage were a team nurtured and ripened during the Kuchma times.
At the time, nobody talked about it on Maidan. (Activist 1)

Epithets used to describe the government-backed candidate Viktor Yanukovych

are less flattering: “pro-authorities,” “the only one,” and “proFFessadddeccop” is

a reference to Mr. Yanukovych's title, which he misspelled on his public CViMstct
2). Another activist focuses on Yanukovych'’s public image during the presidential
campaign:

| recall a ridiculous clip from Yanukovych'’s ad in which he, in sportswear with a
thick gold chain around his neck (is that the future president of a European
country?), was leaning with care over a boy. That was better than a cadmogdy s
and what was even funnier was his wife’s speech. Her phrase about “drugged
oranges” that were allegedly being consumed on Maidan, became a classic of
people’s humor. Taking all this into account, could Yanukovych be considered a
serious opponent? (Activist 1)
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Post-revolutionary Outcomes and Developmentd.he Orange Revolution did
not bring about all the changes it touted, but youth activists address some of thie positi
outcomes of the revolution in their testimonials. The events at the end of 2004 played a
vital role in strengthening Ukrainians’ national identity, ending the seihieaitarian
Kuchma regime, securing freedom of expression, and reinforcing freedomsfmadss.
Activist 1 points out that the revolution revitalized the nation-building process in
Ukraine, allowing the country to experience its self-identification andveein its
potential. Activist 15 offers a similar assertion:

Maidan united the Ukrainians into an invincible monolith. This is the greatest
gain of the Orange Revolution. Every one of us felt their civic duty, believed in
changes for the better, and was ready to defend their future till the endigtActi
15)

Another positive change brought about by the Orange Revolution was the end of
the Kuchma rule and the rotation of the political elite. While the orange authaiiiiie
not prove effective in immediately reforming the country, the terminatiGgtagnating
Kuchmism was beneficial for Ukraine.

The revolution is going on. We became different and we continue to change. The
revolution is a process which does not have a concluding phase. The Orange
Revolution answered the question “What is Kuchmism?” and asked a string of
more important questions which most of us have no guts to answer. The
revolution is destruction of previous traditions and invention of new ones, it is
denial of the existing rules of game (or a game with no rules, to be more exact)
and a proposal to play by new rules. We finally realized that the Ukrainian nation
is a notion which exists in reality. We stopped believing in myths which were real
only yesterday. The greatest achievement of the revolution is that we dared to
speak fully out loud about what we disliked. But we have not yet learned to
explain distinctly what we want and what we like. (Activist 7)

At the beginning of 2004, | was not certain that so many people would rise and
did not know of what the Kuchmists were capable. | just wanted to do everything
possible and impossible for us to win and | had no time to think about such
guestions. Everything that was happening on Maidan in 2004 some present-day
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“hooray-orange” individuals called nonsense in 2003 when they were offered to
join creating PORA! But the faith in success and readiness to go to the end
worked miracles — we did achieve what we wanted and did put our big nail in the
Kuchma regime’s coffin. Thinking about those times, | understand how expensive
such miracles may cost. (Activist 8)

Personal freedom is reported by Activist 3 as another significant gaia of th
Orange Revolution. Activist 11 also suggests that freedom of expression éucadizs
2004

The main and most important change for me is the spirit of freedom that is now
all over the country. We stopped being afraid of the authorities. Now we start to
understand that we are more powerful than the authorities. Not always do the
latter also understand that, but | think we will soon be able to explain it to them.
After the Soviet Union collapse all the time we were afraid to say something
against someone who was more stupid, but of a higher rank. Well, now many
people do not care any more about the ranks and freely express their
disagreement. It has even become fashionable to disagree with the asthoriti
after the Orange Revolution. Such changes, | am sure, will inevitably lead to
Ukraine’s becoming a developed and civilized country. (Activist 11)

The Orange Revolution brought about some other positive outcomes, one of
which was canceling visa requirements for visitors from most countries itekVes
Europe and North America (Activist 10). One of the most prominent and palpable
achievements of the revolution was securing mass media freedom in the country.

| am happy for the main gains of the post-revolutionary government: freedom of
speech, changes in social policies (for the majority of ordinary citizens the
increase in pensions, childbirth payments, and raising the minimal wages to the
level of the survival minimum are extremely significant), change of thads
toward Ukraine and Ukraine’s status in the world. (Activist 14)

Thomas Jefferson once pointed out, “were it left to me to decide whether we
should have a government without newspapers, or newspapers without a
government, | should not hesitate a moment to prefer the latter.” This is the basis
of the European choice of Ukraine and free media seem to be the only gain of the
Orange Revolution. All the other slogans about the effectiveness of the “team”
which received power are groundless because nothing has been accomplished.
(Activist 17)
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| consider the major change brought by 2004 events to be the freedom of

expression, one of the fundamental human freedoms, that is currently practiced by

the media. However, quite often journalists and politicians do not know the right
ways to exercise this freedom. The revolution has brought the opportunity for
transparency in government. However, the politicians lack professionalism and
experience in implementing their daily tasks transparently for the pubbtvigt

19)

“From a sweet dream to a bitter reality” — that is how Activist 14 sums up the
events that followed the Orange Revolution. Indeed, the 17 days of national resistance
raised people’s expectations too high to be accomplished in a near future; several
activists’ visions of post-revolutionary development are interwoven withudigthment
and disapproval of the new orange authorities. Activist 2 and Activist 10, for example,
believe that the new government was formed merely on the criterion of participati
the revolution, and the criteria of professionalism, experience, and decency were not
taken into account. Activist 2 also regrets that the promised separation of business and
politics was not realized, and Activist 10 disapproves of the new laws to increase
pensions for Ukrainian members of parliament and grant them immunity. Aétivist
supports the changes after the revolution with caution, as he believes that the
government’s re-privatization of some properties was unnecessary and shoulddmave be
substituted by regulating tax policies. Other activists describegbeieptions of
developments after the revolution:

After the revolution, no miracle happened. But | did not expect it to happen.

Although | expected a lot of things to happen: the leaders of that regime would go

to jail, the old body of the authorities would be dissolved, the Ukrainian Security

Service would be dismissed, etc. This did not happen. Moreover, NOTHING

HAPPENED! The ministers changed but the same state employees kept their

positions. The old system of power was functioning in corrupt relations instead of

legal ones. The new authorities did not introduce legal relations and did not

punish the corrupt. When it became clear that there would be no punishment, the
old state employees continued to do what they had done before in their positions —



111

being corrupt. What would they be afraid of? The worst thing that the new
authorities would do is have them fired. But having been fired, some oblast
administration chairs were allowed to keep their business built on corruption.
Thus, neither the new state employee nor the old one has anything to be afraid of.
Moreover, if we were standing on Maidan against the criminal authoritiaasaga
falsifications of the elections, against crimes toward Ukraine and its p&ogte
why after a year of the new authorities is not ANYONE punished for thad? A
the crimes were not qualified as such. Then there were no such crimes€ If the
were no crimes, then the new authorities took over the power by force illegally.
That is what it looks like... The biggest disappointment is absence of changes.
Any changes. Only words. Sometimes | regret that no force outcome was
deployed on Maidan. It would have put the question distinctly “either — or.” We
did not kill the old system and it is simply digesting the new one. (Activist 5)

After the Orange revolution many anticipated sudden changes and afairy-t
ending: “and they all lived very happy ever after...” But it was not possible.
Political processes, especially if imposed without violence, are time-camgum
Observing the post-election split of the orange revolution political allies,
dismissal of the Orange allies’ coalition government, corruption scandals,
inflation, and stagnation of the economics growth created grounds for
disillusionment in the new government. (Activist 13)

Some youth activists offer mixed reactions to the events that followed thgera
Revolution. They express an understanding that the goals set by the revolution cannot be
accomplished in a short period of time and require hard work.

On November 26, fair elections took place. We elected democracy, freedom, and
justice. And on January 25, during the inauguration, | was listening on Maidan
how the people’s President was sworn in. Tears of joy were in my eyes for our
long-awaited victory, about which | had dreamed so much! Current hardships will
pass and we will live in a European country. The great Maidan taught everyone —
demand more because you are worth the best. We left Maidan as winners
convinced that tomorrow’s life would change for the better and ready for hard
persistent work for the ideals of the revolution. But more and more time passed
and people started losing their hope because they did not see concrete changes.
But there are changes, even though | would like more of them. More often do |
see sadness and reproach in the eyes of older people who greeted the President not
so long ago and were genuinely happy, but now they say they do not believe in
the better, that they were fooled. Sometimes, | regret it myself. | do not
understand why. Maybe because | will never forget the old Kyiv grandma who
walked across the entire city to bring us pies that she baked from scratch... But
despite the negative thoughts, | am still proud I live in a peaceful Ukrainéa¢hat t
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world notices more and more. The attractive orange spark of Maidan was not lit in
vain — it is meant to warm up many more generations of Ukrainians toward
productive civilized life. (Activist 15)
Orange Revolution is not only the change of government; it is mainly the change
in people’s minds — transformation in thinking and acting. The changes do not
happen in a day, month or even a year. It will take years for Ukrainians to adopt
and enjoy democratic values like freedom of speech, transparency in governance,
equal access to justice, right for peaceful assembly, etc. (Activist 19)
Activist 8 approaches the post-revolutionary events analytically and dissant
four myths, which dominated concurrent public opinion in the country. He exposes the
first myth that “the Orange Revolution has not changed anything” by refeorthg facts
that the revolution resulted in preventing Yanukovych'’s fraudulent presidency, imgprovin
Ukraine’s international image, and empowering the Ukrainians as a natioferbniee
to the second myth, “Everyone was honest and decent on Maidan and now everyone got
corrupt,” the activist points out that even though Yushchenko and Tymoshenko were
better candidates for top political positions than many others, their repstateve not
immaculate: Yushchenko was a supporter of Kuchma’s policy at one time andythe ori
of Tymoshenko’s capital was controversial. However, Activist 8 believeshbigdsnot
disillusion the nation or diminish the deeds of those who were prepared to stake their
lives for the revolutionary ideals. The third myth, “The ‘orange’ politiciariglged the
ideals of Maidan and so there is nobody to vote for,” is contested with an urge that the
orange team should be supported despite its internal conflicts (the dismissal of t
Tymoshenko government, Yushchenko’s political compromises with Yanukovych, etc.),
in order to avert Yanukovych’s Party of Regions’ victory at the upcomingapaghtary

elections. Activist 8 denounces the fourth myth, “It is politicians’ fault thatorgments

in the country’s life are happening slowly,” with Exupéry’s quote: “You iema
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responsible... Forever... For what you have tamed,” implying that ordinary LWHaaini
are just as responsible for developments in their country as those to whom thetedelega
power. Finally, Activist 8 concludes:
Over a year ago an average Ukrainian citizen was facing the chithes: e
supporting the corrupt regime silently or fighting it actively. Today, thesdn
looks different: either remainteomo sovieticuand care only for oneself despite

one’s country’s interests or consistently stick to the ideals of the Orange
Revolution and be a strong supporter of one’s country’s well-being. (Activist 8)

RESEARCH QUESTION Il. POLITICAL SELF-EFFICACY

Survey data are reported here in the order in which research participants
encountered the study questions. Efficacy scale findings provide information Endeve
internal, external, and task-oriented efficacy. Analyses of resulieimpgraphic
categories are presented in a descending order of their sthigjigAcance.

The self-efficacy survey results shown in Table 4 indicate that most te=psn
perceive themselves to be politically well-qualified and are capdigerforming
specific political actions. Even though many survey respondents have positive
expectations of the political system’s responsiveness toward their neegsresults
suggest that external efficacy levels are lower.

Although survey responses ranged across the scaldisdgreeresponse was
chosen least frequently. The only exceptions to this tendency were responses to the
statements containing negations or being negative semantically.

Of all the survey items, perceptions of being involved in politics and being able to

express one’s political disagreement generated the most support. Ninety-ame perc
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survey participants respondadreeor somewhat agret the item “Political
involvement can be useful for people like me, in some circumstances,” and 93% of
participants answeregjreeor somewhat agre® the statement “People like me can
voice their political disagreement.” The latter statement also geddise most absolute
agreement (63%). The least absolute disagreement, with 0% ansdieagee was
expressed to the aforementioned “People like me can voice their politagtetsent”
statement and the “People like me can get the media to pay attention to tiemest,
confirming participants’ confidence in their ability to utilize mass radadi achieving
their political goals.

Most survey respondents (79%) were completely or partially confident m thei
ability to participate in politics if they chose to do so. The majority of youthists who
participated in the survey (75%) considered themselves to be well-informed about
politics in Ukraine. Survey respondents also appeared to be fairly confident in the
political skills. When addressing the task-oriented statements abougkitisiof
organizing protests and using the internet for political purposes, 72% and 77% of
participants, respectively, reported that they could, perhaps, perform thesskaio t
Voting was fully or partially perceived as an effective means to infeiéne
government’s actions by 69% of youth activists.

Even though 70% of research participants answageeeor somewhat agret®
their ability to get government officials to pay attention to them, about ag ohdmem
believed the authorities were unresponsive: the statement about the govesnment’
indifference to what people think was supported completely or partially by 71% of

respondents. Two survey items with negative connotations (“Sometimes dkraini



115
politics is so complicated that a person like me can't really understand \gbat(son”
and “People like me don’t have any say about what the Ukrainian government does”)
generated low levels of approval with 40% and 36%grseeandsomewhat agree

combined answers respectively.

Table 4. Political Self-efficacy Survey Results

Survey items Mean Agree Somewhat Somewhat Disagree Total
agree disagree number of
percent percent percent percent respondents

(number) (number) (number) (number)

1. Political 3.46 58% (44) 33% (25) 7% (5) 2% (2) 76
involvement
can be useful
for people like
me, in some
circumstances.
2. | am better 3.11  39% (30) 36% (27) 21% (16) 4% (3) 76
informed about
politics in
Ukraine than
most people in
my country.
3. People like me 2.97 32% (24) 38% (29) 26% (20) 4% (3) 76
can get
government
officials in
Ukraine to pay
attention to
them.
4. People like me 2.91 45% (34) 34% (26) 14% (11) 7% (5) 76
can participate

in politics on
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Survey items

Mean Agree

percent

(number)

Somewhat
agree
percent

(number)

Somewhat
disagree
percent

(number)

Disagree

percent

(number)

Total
number of

respondents

an official
level, if they
choose.

| know how to
organize
protests.
People like me
can voice their
political
disagreement.
Voting is the
way that
people like me
have a say
about how
government in
Ukraine runs
things.
Sometimes
Ukrainian
politics is so
complicated
that a person
like me can’t
really
understand
what'’s going
on.

| don’t think

public officials

3.07  45% (34)

3.57  63% (48)

3.04

41% (31)

2.70 8% (6)

2.11  24% (18)

26% (20)

30% (23)

28% (21)

329 (24)

46% (35)

17% (13)

7% (5)

26% (20)

43% (33)

24% (18)

11% (8)

0% (0)

5% (4)

17% (13)

5% (4)

76
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Survey items Mean Agree Somewhat Somewhat Disagree Total
agree disagree number of
percent percent percent percent respondents

(number) (number) (number) (number)

in Ukraine care
much what
people like me
think.
10. People like me 3.07 33% (25) 41% (31) 26% (20) 0% (0) 76
can get the
media to pay
attention to
them.
11. People like me 2.75 12% (9) 24% (18) 42% (32) 22% (17) 76
don't have any
say about what
the Ukrainian
government
does.
12. | know how to 3.16  49% (37) 28% (21) 14% (11) 9% (7) 76
use the
internet to
further my

political aims.

In additional comments invited by the final open-ended survey question,
respondents expressed both optimistic ideas, such as “I believe in Ukratnes f
(Respondent 18) and “The time will come and people like me will change the ctmuntry
the better completely” (Respondent 76) and pessimistic ideas:

Ukraine is currently in a very complicated situation and the victory of thegera

forces” in the 2004 presidential election worsened the matters. The main problem
is the victory of three clans: the Tymoshenko bloc, the Our Ukraine Union, and
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the Regions. Most members of these political forces are not Ukrainians, have had

power to a smaller or greater extent before, and have not accomplished anything!

The 2006 elections are elections of “a cat in a sack” because the majority of

people will vote for one person — Yushchenko, Tymoshenko, or Yanukovych —

without thinking about how they are voting for anti-Ukrainians who are on the
party lists below Line 20. And implementation of the constitutional reform will
cause a complete anarchy (when two or more people are responsible

simultaneously and no one is responsible at the same time), which is worse than a

dictatorship and will cause a collapse of economy and the Ukrainian nation...

(Respondent 59)

Efficacy Scales Self-efficacy survey results were also analyzed to calculate
efficacy scale means, which reflect research subjects’ perceptitimes géneral level of
political efficacy as well as some of its aspects. Table 5 shows gfcate results for
the four-item scale adopted from Campbell, Gurin, and Miller (Chapter 1) arst:de
for the Ukrainian context. Each of the four answer choices was assigned &aalue
four to one with the order of the values reversed for statements containing negdgons. T
efficacy mean obtained as a result of this analysis is 2.65, demonstrating atetele

of political efficacy.

Table 5. General Efficacy Scale

Survey items Values assigned to responses Individual General
Agree Somewhat Somewhat Disagree item scale
agree disagree mean mean
1. Voting is the way 4 3 2 1 3.04 2.65

that people like me

have a say about

how government in

Ukraine runs things.

2. Sometimes 1 2 3 4 2.70
Ukrainian politics is

so complicated that a
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Survey items Values assigned to responses Individual General
Agree Somewhat Somewhat Disagree item scale
agree disagree mean mean

person like me can't

really understand

what'’s going on.

3. I don't think public 1 2 3 4 2.11
officials in Ukraine

care much what

people like me think.

4. People like me 1 2 3 4 2.75
don’t have any say

about what the

Ukrainian

government does.

The survey was designed to measure three aspects of political st
internal efficacy, external efficacy, and task-oriented efficagyescribed in Chapter 3.
Similarly to the previous efficacy scale, a four-point scale was dgedlfor this analysis
based on the four response choices. Survey items were grouped into three subgroups to
reflect the three efficacy aspects, and overall efficacy sconescseputed for each
subgroup. Data analysis resulted in a relatively high mean for internalogf{ig.14 on a
four-point scale); this mean also happens to be the highest of the three effipacts
measured, suggesting that youth activists feel considerably efficadiaumsiticomes to
perceptions of their own socio-political capabilities. The external efficesult is
moderate with the mean of 2.81 on a four-point scale and is the lowest of the three scores

indicating some lack in the political system’s responsiveness to youth &ttiveds.
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Finally, the task-oriented efficacy mean is also high with the 3.10 scoreoon-pdint

scale and is comparable to the internal efficacy datum. This finding impliegotith

activists feel rather confident in performing certain tasks to achievwepolitical goals.

Table 6 demonstrates these data.

Table 6. Three Efficacy Sub-scales

Type of Survey items Indiv idual General
efficacy item mean scale mean

Internal 1. People like me can get government officials in 2.97 3.14
efficacy Ukraine to pay attention to them.

2. People like me can participate in politics on an 291

official level, if they choose.

3. People like me can voice their political 3.57

disagreement.

4. | am better informed about politics in Ukraine 3.11

than most people in my country.
External 1. Political involvement can be useful for people 3.46 2.81
efficacy like me, in some circumstances.

2. People like me don't have any say about what 2.75

the Ukrainian government does.

3. Sometimes Ukrainian politics is so 2.70

complicated that a person like me can't really

understand what’s going on.

4. 1 don't think public officials in Ukraine care 2.11

much what people like me think.

5. Voting is the way that people like me have a 3.04

say about how government in Ukraine runs

things.
Task- 1. I know how to organize protests. 3.07 3.10
oriented 2. People like me can get the media to pay 3.07
efficacy attention to them.

3. I know how to use the internet to further my 3.16

political aims.
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Difference by Demographic CategoriesOne of the goals of the survey analysis
was to test data for the significance of difference among politiagahe$f components by
demographic characteristics. Analyses of variance (ANOVAS) werpwiea at the p <
.05 level to identify statistically significant differences among th&irii2 political
efficacy survey items when analyzed by ten demographic factor variaineshe
second part of the survey instrument. Table 7 summarizes ANOVA findings, which are
detailed in Appendix B.2. Only significant difference results are included inlilee ta
The ANOVA results showed most differences for the demographic variables of

youth organization membership (seven efficacy items), gender (six gffieats), and
experiences of living abroad (five efficacy items). Item 1, “Palitinvolvement can be
useful for people like me, in some circumstances,” generated the most dékesemoss
demographic variables (five demographics) and two items — Item 3, “Peopledikarm
get government officials in Ukraine to pay attention to them,” and Item 12, “I kioow
to use the internet to further my political aims” — resulted in significdf@rences for
four demographics. Analyses of variance produced no statistically diff@gults among
efficacy items when run by the age demographic variable. Additionallygnidicant
difference was observed for Item 8 (“Sometimes Ukrainian politics isreplecated that
a person like me can't really understand what's going on”) and Item 10 (“Peoptedike
can get the media to pay attention to them”) when these items wereeahlayyall

demographic variables.



Table 7. ANOVAs by Demographic Variables

Demographic variable Number of items  Surveyitem  Sig. (p < .05)
Organization membership Item 1 .004
Item 2 .000

Item 3 .011

Item 4 .003

Item 5 .000

ltem 11 .018

Item 12 .000

Gender Item 1 .000
Item 2 .000

Item 3 .002

Item 5 .007

Item 6 .054

ltem 12 .001

International experience Item 4 .004
Item 5 .029

Item 6 .002

Item 7 .001

Item 12 .014

Urban or rural Item 7 .035
Item 11 .042

Item 12 .030

Influence of education Item 1 .013
Item 9 .047

Ethnicity Item 1 .023

122



123

Demographic variable Number of items  Surveyitem  Sig. (p < .05)
Item 3 .003

Language 2 ltem1l .016
Item 6 .009

Education 1 Iltem3 .052
Place of residence 1 ltem?2 .072

Efficacy item analysis by youth activists’ organization membership shdweed t
most variability — seven statements (1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 11, and 12) differed significantly for
these demographic strata (Figure 7). The Student Brotherhood Organizatio
representation was too low (fewer than five members) to be reported hefesiThe
statement about usefulness of political involvement under some circumstances
accumulated 100.0% of full or partial support from both PORA groups and activists from
other organizations, while only 81.5% of activists with no formal youth organization
memberships agreed with the statement fully or partially. The secdachstd about
survey participants’ being better informed about Ukrainian politics than mosegaopl
the country was supported fully by all yellow PORA members, fully or partigilall
black PORA members, and fully and partially by most members of other orgamszat
with only 7.7% of representatives of the latter category disagreethgtyiartially. Only
55.3% of those without formal organizational memberships agreed with the stateme
fully or partially. The third statement, “People like me can get goverhofécials in
Ukraine to pay attention to them,” generated full or partial agreement from 88.3%

yellow PORA members, 100.0% of black PORA members, 77.0% of members of other
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organizations, and only 55.3% of activists with no formal youth organization
memberships. The fourth statement about the ability to participate in polftaallyf, if
desired, was supported fully or partially by both PORA groups and by 92.3%
representatives of other organizations; only 63.1% of individuals without organizati
memberships responded to the statementagtlkeor somewhat agreehoices. The fifth
statement about the knowledge to organize protests was supported fully or daytially
most activists with formal organization memberships, with the exception of 8.3% of
black PORA members who answessimewhat disagrew® the statement. Only 50.0% of
activists with no organization memberships agreed to Statement 5. *iseafeiment,
“People like me don’t have any say about what the Ukrainian government does,”
generated 83.3% of full or partial disagreement from yellow PORA menfiiei®o
from yellow PORA members, 61.6% from members of other organizations, and 50.0% of
activists with no formal organization memberships. In addition, none of yellow PORA
members gave agreeresponse to the statement, and none of black PORA members
provided asomewhat agreeesponse to the statement. Finally, all activists with formal
organization memberships agreed completely or partially with Statemehb@Pthe use
of the internet to further one’s political aims, with the exception of 8.3% of blaclAPOR
members who responded witk@mewhat disagregtatement. In contrast, only 55.2% of
youth activists with no formal organization memberships agreed with the stdtem

completely or partially.
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Data analysis of 12 efficacy items by the gender demographic variabtdiate
significant differences for six survey items: 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, and 12 (Figure 8). Tthe firs
statement, “Political involvement can be useful for people like me, in some
circumstances,” generated more agreement from male respondents (95 &dd@gine
statement fully or partially) than female respondents (84.4% agreed tatdr@ent fully
or partially). The second statement, “I am better informed about politickrairig than
most people in my country,” garnered more full or partial agreement from male
respondents than from female ones (93.1% of males and 50.0% of females). The third
statement, “People like me can get government officials in Ukraipayt attention to
them,” receivechgreeandsomewhat agregesponses from 77.2% of men and 59.4% of
women. The fifth statement, “I know how to organize protests” was supported fully or
partially by 86.3% of men and 50.0% of women. Similarly, 97.8% of men and 87.5% of
women agreed completely or partially with Item 6, “People like me came vioesr
political disagreement.” Ndisagreeresponses were given to this item by both women
and men. Finally, 88.6% of men and only 59.4% of women agreed fully or partially with
the task-specific efficacy Item 12, “I know how to use the internet to funtlyepolitical
aims.” None of male participants disagreed completely with this itentl. dix@ases, the

rate of theagreeresponse from men was at least 17.0% higher than that given by women.
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Figure 8. Difference by Gender
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Figure 9 displays differences between demographic groups obtained as$ afresul
efficacy data analysis by the international experience variableeFigacy items (4, 5,
6, 7, and 12) differed significantly depending on youth activists’ previous international
experiences or absence thereof. The fourth item, “People like me can piariicipa
politics on an official level, if they choose,” receivagreeandsomewhat agree
responses from 100.0% of youth activists who had spent at least three months abroad and
70.0% of youth activists who had no prior significant international experiences. thhe fif
item about the knowledge to organize protests was supported by 90.9% of activists with
previous significant experiences of living abroad disagreeresponses were given by

this demographic group) and 63.0% of activists with no such experiences. All
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respondents with international experiences agreed completely or pavitalte sixth
item, “People like me can voice their political disagreement,” and 90.8% of thdseawit
international experiences agreed completely or partially; 9.3% padiahgreed with
the statemeniAgreeanswers to this item from individuals with international experiences
outnumbered the same answers from individuals with no international experiences by
39.0%. The seventh item, “Voting is the way that people like me have a say about how
government in Ukraine runs things,” was supported completely or partially by 90.9% of
activists with international experiences and by only 59.3% of actividtsnwit

international experiences. Finally, the twelfth item about using the attermadvance

Figure 9. Difference by International Experience
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one’s political goals gaigreeor somewhat agreeesponses from 90.9% of activists with

significant international experiences and 70.3% of activists who had not had such
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experiences. None of activists who had spent over three months abroad responded with a
somewhat disagregnswer to this item.
Political efficacy items were also analyzed by participants’ urbaaral origin.
Figure 10 demonstrates these findings. Statement 7, “Voting is the waetme like
me have a say about how government in Ukraine runs things,” genagatednd
somewhat agreeesponses from 63.5% of participants who had spent most of their lives
in urban areas and 92.3% of participants who had spent greater parts of their livals in rur
areas. Nalisagreeresponses were given by activists from rural areas. Statement 11,
“People like me don’t have any say about what the Ukrainian government does,”
gathered full or partial agreement from 39.7% of activists from urban areasraad pa
agreement (nagreeresponses) from 15.4% activists from rural areas. TReste2ement
Figure 10. Difference by Area of Residence
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about participants’ ability to use the internet to further their politicasaesulted in
agreeandsomewhat agreeesponses from 79.4% of respondents from urban areas and

61.6% of respondents from rural areas.
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One demographic question focused on the extent to which research participants
considered their education to be a stimulus for their socio-political activisrm Whe
survey responses were analyzed by this variable, two items — the firsti¢&Pol
involvement can be useful for people like me, in some circumstances”) and the hinth (*
don’t think public officials in Ukraine care much what people like me think”) — showed
statistically significant differences (Figure 11). Of the respondentésdid not believe
that their education affected their activism, 94.5% agreed with the first aepletely
or partially. No such respondents disagreed with the statement completdigs©irtho
believed that their education influenced their activism to some extent, 77.7% responde
to the item with amgreeor somewhat agreanswer. All of the participants who
considered their education to be a significant factor in their activismcagigeltem 1
completely or partially. The ninth item received 83.3%@feeor somewhat agree
responses (and riisagreeresponses) from those who did not perceive education as an
activism factor. Of those who thought that their education played some part in their
activism, 14.8% agreed fully and 63.0% agreed partially with Item 9. Of those survey
participants who perceived their education as a significant activism,f&adt8f6 agreed

with Statement 9 completely or partially.
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Figure 11. Difference by Perception of Education as an Activism Factor
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Some differences were observed when frequency analyses for Item li¢aPoli
involvement can be useful for people like me, in some circumstances”) and Item 3
(“People like me can get government officials in Ukraine to pay attentionrd)tieere
run by the ethnicity demographic (Figure 12). However, the sizes of the drRuasid

“Other” groups are too small (fewer than five individuals) to draw strong gerarahs.

Figure 12. Difference by Ethnicity
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Two efficacy items — Item 1 (“Political involvement can be useful for pede |
me, in some circumstances”) and Item 6 (“People like me can voice thécgioli

disagreement”) — differed statistically when analyzed by the Byeyoategory. Figure 13
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shows these differences. Only two groups (Ukrainian speakers and Russiatsgpea
were large enough to compare differences. According to the analysts,r85w% of
Ukrainian speakers and only 60.0% of Russian speakers agreed completely ¢y partial
with Item 1. Nodisagreeresponse was generated from those who reported Ukrainian as
their first language. Additionally, 85.4% of Ukrainian speakers and 80.0% of Russian
speakers supported Item 6 fully or partially. The two groagste-somewhat agree
distribution differed significantly (Figure 13). Both groups expressed nleben

disagreement to Item 6.

Figure 13. Difference by Language
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Figure 14 summarizes differences in participants’ responses to theuthviey s
item, “People like me can get government officials in Ukraine to pay attetatithem,”
these differences became apparent depending on their level of education. The number of
participants with a high school level of education is low (fewer than five) and their
100.0% full or partial agreement with the statement should be generalized witim caut
Activists with an incomplete higher education outhnumbered their peers with astempl

higher education in their full or partial agreement with the statement by 19.9%
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Figure 14. Difference by Levels of Education
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The only efficacy item that generated statistically significaifiéidinces when
survey data were analyzed by participants’ location was Item 2, “I aar bdbrmed
about politics in Ukraine than most people in my country.” Figure 15 summarizes the
findings. Item 2 was supported fully or partially by 92.3% of activists froncéinéral
part of Ukraine (nalisagreeresponses were offered by this category of participants),
66.0% of activists from the western part of Ukraine, 83.4% of the eastern partanfiékr
and 100.0% of activists from the southern part of the country. The number of activists
from the northern part of Ukraine was too low (fewer than five) to draw statisti

generalizations.
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Figure 15. Difference by Location
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RESEARCH QUESTION lll. VISIONS OF UKRAINE'S FUTURES

In the Ethnographic Futures Research stage of the study, nine youth activésts we
presented with an optimistic, pessimistic, and most probable hypothetic scenarios of
Ukraine’s development in ten years and were asked to imagine that treeiopve
government officials in a decade and either comment on the presented scenarios or
extrapolate their own visions of Ukraine’s futures. To keep interviewees’tigenti
anonymous, as guaranteed by the introductory statement of consent, random psgudonym
were assigned to each research participant.

Optimistic Future. Five research participants commented on their agreement
with the proposed optimistic scenario of Ukraine’s future in ten years. Twaipartis
(Svitlana and Lesya) expressed partial agreement with the scendriane@more
participant (Vasyl) mostly disagreed with the scenario, callingdt Very plausible” and

stating that most of the scenario elements would remain goals in a decadslaMgnd
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Mariya suggested that Ukraine would need not 10 but 20-35 years for the optimilic goa
to be accomplished. They both agreed that Ukraine needed a full rotation dfintites
current statesmen’s views and strategies were “shaped by Sovietidridkeaine needed
skilled politicians with effective management skills. Myroslav stated:

| think such an optimistic scenario can be anticipated in 20-30 years when the

youth generation which was standing on Maidans in 2004 being brought up on

these ideals and changed under the influence of the Orange Revolution, will not
only be an active member of society but will be able to take responsibility for its
development. So it will be 30-50-year-old people who will be members of the
political elite. So when such a change of political elites takes place,ublemas
scenario can be realized. Now, we are going through a transitional periodnwe
talk about the final retreat of communist elites from power, we can now jokingly
say that communists left and komsomol members rule the country. The current
post-communist ruling elite is a transitional period between the old communist
elite and the elite typical for a European country. We are in a simitesiticanal

period to that in Poland or Lithuania at the beginning of the 90s. So | think we

need another 20 years. (Myroslav)

Ukraine’s Overall Developmenilhe participating youth activists saw Ukraine in
ten years closely associated with the European Union. Vasyl believédkthaie would
reaffirm itself on the domestic and international arena and cooperatde/ithl. on a
higher scale. He forecast an associated membership in the Union but considirid the
membership requirements too rigorous to be fulfilled in a decade and the admission of the
ten new E.U. members raised the Union’s cautiousness when it comes to further
enlargement. Lesya agreed that the E.U. membership should be Ukraine’scsgiadégi
but the terms of membership were vague and should be outlined more distinctly so that
Ukraine can shape its internal processes correspondingly. Kateryna ervidioage to
become a full member of NATO and an associated member of the E.U. Mariya thought

that Ukraine would be in the E.U. in ten years but Russia would be a member as well.

She asserted that there was a need for effective information campaigns te duica
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Ukrainians about the E.U. and NATO memberships, due to the lack of people’s
awareness on these issues.

Democratic Future.The EFR participants were in agreement that democracy was
an optimal path of development in Ukraine’s future, although Vasyl and Kateryna
believed it to be an inherent Ukrainian democracy without specifying its itrinsi
features. Mariya believed that a Swedish socialism model was a [idtiette
Ukrainian system than the U.S. American model. Lesya underlined the importance of
such democratic constituents as freedoms, elections, and the protection of lginsan ri
Kateryna was concerned about the protection of minorities’ rights. Bohdan ayld Va
favored the existence of NGOs who would provide effective, accountable, aidefeas
programs of control of the authorities and objective evaluations of democratic psocesse

Six activists addressed the phenomenon of civil society in Ukraine. Three of them
forecast that civil society would be established in the country in ten years,amboilher
three participants felt that the Ukrainian society needed more time toiakdepgnt
democratic fundamentals. Bohdan and Taras believed that Soviet traditiorsilivere
present among Ukrainians and the Orange Revolution only started cementing ci
society in the country. Svitlana thought that Ukraine needed at least 50 mortoyears
shed the Soviet heritage and develop a true civil society. Vasyl and Myrasiavmere
optimistic in their prognoses, noting that the Ukrainian people’s socio-polititbalsat
and consciousness would increase in ten years due to the Orange Revoluti@isd hey
believed that because people demonstrated during the revolution — a psycholbgttal re
of the nation — they were capable of standing up for activism (people rose up),

responsibility (people were not afraid to take responsibility for the fufureeo
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country), and solidarity (people united despite their different party afiiist etc.).
Kateryna also favored the possibility of a developed civil society in ters yath strong
civic organizations and institutions to support it.

Five interviewees agreed that mass media in Ukraine were ajpaatigg
unbiased information freely. Lesya pointed out that in an optimistic futureiritma
society would need the media business to build the culture of media because “both dirty
and non-dirty news is reported nowadays.” She admitted, however, that “dirty press”
would always exist to a certain extent. Olena found it worrisome that some werei
owned by politicians and were therefore biased. She believed that in the future, such
affiliations would be reduced and media would be less dependent on their owners. Vasyl
emphasized the importance of implementing civic television programs siryce the
promoted pluralism. Finally, Svitlana considered media freedom to be the biggest g
the Orange Revolution.
Economic Future.Svitlana’s optimistic future of the Ukrainian economy entailed

a system based on the development and application of knowledge and innovative
thinking. Taras seconded innovative trends in economy as well, since natural Iesource
would be limited in the long run and Ukraine would need alternative sources of energy.
This would also reduce Ukraine’s economic dependence on imports of oil and gas from
Russia, which are often infused with a “Soviet-like imperialistic poligaras also
considered the unjustified price hikes for Russian energy resources to be a positive
impulse for the Ukrainian economy toward modernization and upgrade. A crucial

element of Ukraine’s improved economic system in a decade, according t@aMeai/ a
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strong middle class, which, in Olena’s opinion, needed to be strengthened by fiaahcial
programs for the poor.

Some research participants projected structural reforms in the econotain,sys
particularly in integrating world economies and adjusting tax policies, whmhid be
more liberal and transparent (as forecast by Lesya and Vasyl) and dexiegtthe
economic network, so that not only Kyiv, but other regions in Ukraine become
economically advanced (as forecast by Taras). Two youth activists attitess
presence of corruption in the Ukrainian economy. Lesya pointed out that corruption is an
element of any country’s economic system and is present to certain dexggaaes
developed economies. To eradicate corruption, Svitlana believed that the Ukrainian
government needs to increase salaries for the middle class and introduce rdégathe
punishment for corruption-related violations.
Bohdan expressed his disagreement with the suggested optimistic scenario of
Ukraine’s economy in a decade:
As for economy, | do not see such development, since the current government
does not have specific programs, but only slogans. If | were president, | would
stop regulating economy and make it completely market-based. It is pokaible t
people will live rich lives, but our people have specific mentality. A great number
of Western Ukrainian people work abroad and send money home. | have friends
whose parents send them $300-400 monthly and they do not want to study or look
for jobs. So in ten years, those people will not be educated and capable of earning
money. (Bohdan)
Socio-political Future.Several research participants addressed the question of an
optimistic future of Ukraine’s socio-political system. Olena believedithiie future

Ukrainian political elite would be elected based on their professionalism jexgerand

diverse representation of various social, ethnic, professional, geographidjgodse
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groups. She also emphasized the importance of separation between governmalst offici
and members of parliament to maintain the division between power branchesn&atery
expected equal rights and access to services between statesmen aonglthe/ipo
elected them. She stated that “government officials should bring themselvesodtwen t
level of ordinary people, give up privileges, and use the same services as ordinary
citizens. Then, they will make decisions that will improve their lives and livethef
citizens.”

Of five youth activists who addressed the future of the healthcare system, only
Kateryna anticipated it to be provided free of charge. Olena believeddbdtdalthcare
was an outdated element of the old Soviet system, and Bohdan recommended
implementing an insurance-based system with only a small segment of furccimtié
state budget. Lesya believed that healthcare services would idealgelderfthose who
could not afford them; everyone else would pay through a system of lowered taxes to
avoid the long waiting lists that typically accompany free social sEsvic

Educational Future.Three interviewees (Bohdan, Kateryna, and Vasyl) were
convinced that education in Ukraine in the optimistic future would be free of charge,
accessible, and of high quality. Two other interviewees (Lesya and Mariyeydzbthat
education should be accessible but not free with the exception of instructional programs
for students who were not able to afford educational funding. They feared that free
services would decrease overall quality of education.

Mariya expected the educational system to be more modernized and natignalized
similar to the reforms that took place in a top higher education institution in Ukraine

Kyiv-Mohyla Academy. She proposed implementation of such elements in the
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educational system as grants, brain drain prevention programs, and westernized major
(e.g., MBA programs). Kateryna projected a structural educationahréfiomanagement
and administration in order to phase out decision-makers with old Soviet approaches. She
also supported modernization of the educational field to meet the demands of the modern
Ukrainian society, which needs more professionals in instruction and healtrea®,
whose prestige declined during Ukraine’s independence and need to be regaitaath Svit
favored a more focused system of education in which students did not have to take
courses that were not directly related to their fields of study and would no¢tedie
their future areas of expertise. Taras envisioned a better technolpgipaitbped
educational system with a wide implementation of information technology due to t
challenges of the 2'lcentury.

Youth Activism Future.Youth activists had various visions of youth movements
in Ukraine’s future. Mariya and Vasyl believed that young people would becmre
active in ten years and they would be more involved in political decisions, from which
Ukraine would only benefit since the new generation would not be tainted by the Soviet
system. Mariya also considered it important for the authorities in Ukrainettonsus
young people’s activism and enthusiasm based on the Orange Revolution sucoess. Ole
on the other hand, believed that, while young people were typically one of the most
active social strata, their activism would decline in an optimistic futnoe syouth
typically became more active when political situations worsened.

Research participants expressed a range of opinions on the involvement of youth
in the country’s government. Kateryna and Mariya forecast that young peoylie be

employed by the government based on their experience and education. Olena pointed out
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that government officials should not be given employment priorities based ongdeir a
but should be hired based on their professionalism. Lesya did not think that many young
people would hold governmental positions since the authorities and youth
characteristically did not get along. Besides, the Ukrainian traditiopsasftizing older
people’s opinions would still be too strong in a decade to give young people greater
access to power. She, however, hoped for some lustration in the government so that
people previously involved in corrupt regimes were prevented from holding key decision
making positions in the future. Bohdan felt that young people did not have sufficient
funds to be able to run for the Ukrainian government positions. Based on post-
revolutionary events in Ukraine, he felt somewhat betrayed by the poldrcalst This
feeling was shared by other members of the organization he headed:

We were told, “you are young people, with no experience, so you cannot run in

the elections yet.” But when we were needed for strikes, demonstrationgrave w

always welcomed. We were used by the political forces and now they will not

give us access to power. (Bohdan)

Impact of the Orange RevolutioiThe theme of the influence of the Orange
Revolution on Ukraine’s future was not incorporated in the proposed scenarios but
emerged in all three extrapolations of futures (optimistic, pessimistic,rabdle). In
their visions of Ukraine’s optimistic future, four interviewees (Mariya, MiggsTaras,
and Vasyl) considered the revolution to be a breaking point in Ukraine’s history, which
triggered irreversible changes. Myroslav viewed the Orange Revolution asehe tr
beginning of a movement toward democracy for not only political elites atadrce

parties, but for the Ukrainian people in general. Taras looked at the revolution ak-a bre

off of Ukraine from its Soviet past and Russia, “the successor of the Soviet Umion,”
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trend that would increase in the future. Vasyl thought that the revolution gave rise t
innovative thinking in Ukrainian society since it affected people’s perceptions nanonly
politics but also in other areas.

Personal Future.All research participants tied their optimistic personal futures to
Ukraine; all of them commented primarily on their career prospects. Rivesecaspired
to hold governmental positions, two activists planned to pursue jobs in academia, and two
more activists hoped to work in the mass media area. Lesya and Katerynaditblegve
would have governmental decision making careers in the field of internationigimela
Vasyl was interested in national-level politics, while Taras hoped to besed ol
regional politics, which, according to his anticipations, would require more attenti
the future. Myroslav intended to combine his career of a politician with a history
professorship at a university with his own school of followers. Both Olena andn@vitla
planned to hold positions in Kyiv higher education institutions, but Olena also hoped to
be involved in NGO-style social work outside of politics, performing such tasks as
project design and grant writing. In her optimistic future, Mariya intenalegvh a media
business and Bohdan planned to hold an independent journalist position.

Pessimistic Future.When presented with the pessimistic scenario of Ukraine’s
future, six youth activists expressed their full or partial disagreemémthvé presented
version. Kateryna and Myroslav did not consider such a scenario feasible bddhese o
Orange Revolution, which contributed to maturity of the Ukrainian nation. Taras
assumed that such a scenario could only be triggered by an external factbesince
predicted no causes for such developments within Ukraine. The other threehresearc

participants did not agree with the scenario and found it to be “too pessimistic.”
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Ukraine’s Overall Developmentn her response to the hypothesis in the
proposed pessimistic scenario about Ukraine’s division into several countries, one
participant, Kateryna, extrapolated the country’s pessimistic futtiasto its present:
the country would be “torn between West and East, between the E.U. and Single
economic space, ...split between Ukraine’s west and east,” but she did not project
dramatic divisions into several countries. Similarly, Mariya did not consggerratism
plausible even in a pessimistic version of the country’s future. She saw no objective
grounds for a split, unless they were orchestrated from abroad. Three athstsact
(Bohdan, Myroslav, and Taras), who did envisage a split of Ukraine in its pessimistic
future, also pointed out that it would be instigated by an external factor. Myroslav
recommended implementing strategic programs to eliminate history andityenta
discrepancies in Ukraine so that the “geopolitical bomb” could not be used byé&igrai
enemies in the future. Even though Bohdan did not rule out an increase in separatist
movements in a pessimistic future of the country because of foreign agents and a
federalization agenda of the Party of Regions headed by Viktor Yanukovych, he was
hopeful that such splits would not occur:

Ukraine is unitary — from Lviv to Donetsk. The divisions into easterners and

westerners, Russian speakers and Ukrainian speakers, Orthodox believers and

Greek Catholics are very primitive. With a sound policy of Ukrainization,

Ukraine could be all Ukrainian in 15 years. | believe in Ukraine’s unity because

when we were all ripped apart 300 years ago and still managed to unite, nothing

can destroy our country after that. (Bohdan)

Three participants addressed the possibility of a civil war in Ukrainesnpissic

future; they all were in agreement that a civil war development was untikely

according to Taras, would only happen if initiated by other countries interested in
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weakening Ukraine. Lesya did not anticipate wars, but she feared Ukraine etoumid r
to authoritarianism. Olena did not believe in the possibility of a civil wardseca
Ukraine had previously gone through two world wars and because the bloodless Orange
Revolution was a proof that the Ukrainians could resolve problems nonviolently. The
generalization of the peace-loving Ukrainian mentality was also bropdhy three
activists (Bohdan, Mariya, and Taras) to challenge the presented assumptiernrdhat t
acts would be possible in Ukraine’s future. These research participantdecedsi
outbreaks of terrorism highly unlikely and only Bohdan did not exclude their possibility
in the Crimea.

Some activists offered their visionary policies of Ukraine’s stratégyelopment
to preclude the negative scenario. Myroslav suggested that strive for prelgraksbe
an inherent component of the country’s future; the authorities attempted to turn the
country back either to the Soviet past, or the Kuchmist past, or even to the Orange
Revolution past without offering anything new, but the new policies should be rgtform
and future-oriented and should incorporate a potential to unify east and west oUkrali
Taras envisioned Ukraine’s path of development as independent from both the western
(the European Union and the United States) and eastern (the Russian Federakisn) bloc
because in both settings Ukraine would have to give up part of its sovereigntysiggerci
its leadership locally among its neighbors and forming alternative unionarsimthe
GUAM (Georgia, Ukraine, Azerbaijan, and Moldova) would strengthen Ukrainkeeon t
global arena.

Democratic Future.Several activists expressed their vision of pessimistic futures

of democracy in Ukraine and recommended a number of preventative ways of stemming
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regressive developments. Lesya projected a return to authoritaria@csmse the
Ukrainian people might be nostalgic for a Soviet-like iron-fisted leader vaubdwnstill
democracy for them. Mariya predicted that mass media would still be dependent on
political forces but not to such an extent as in pre-revolution times. And Olena did not see
a lack of media freedom as a serious problem in the country’s future in a dexade si
Ukraine, similarly to other countries, was following a traditional evolution patie
gaining political and civic rights first and then securing socio-econoghesti

Myroslav pointed out the negative impact of the merged political and business
systems on Ukraine’s future and believed that these systems could only begdpaeat
strong civic sector. In his opinion, people should be informed about methods of
defending their interests and the authorities should simplify registratioagsexs of civic
organizations and develop an internal Ukrainian grant system alongside iotexhat
grants. Bohdan also expressed his support for well-functioning civic organizations,
whereas Kateryna emphasized the importance of guaranteeing freedom bf speec
providing access to fair justice, protecting human rights, and maintainingdransy in
the state system. Lesya agreed with the significance of havinmméei@a and NGOs that
would exercise societal control over the authorities, but, in addition to these [w;jcsfite
recommended educating Ukrainian citizens about democracy through debates,
explanatory campaigns, greater publicity, and reciprocal communicatiorheit
authorities to prevent them from getting disconnected from the rest of society.

Economic Future.In their discussions of pessimistic futures of the Ukrainian
economy, several activists forecast economic crises of various degregs, [Gaitlana

and Taras did not rule out an increase of a gap between the rich and the poor, unlike
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Bohdan who thought that society would pressure oligarchs to share their capital wi
poorer population strata. Bohdan and Svitlana also predicted high levels of corruption
because people would be forced to engage in bribery out of necessity or traditien, whi
Taras thought that corruption would lessen by means of technological contrédoHe a
assumed that some neighboring countries would be interested in weakening Ukraine
economically out of competition. In this context, Russia emerged as the most potentia
rival for Ukraine (according to Kateryna, Olena, and Vasyl). Vasyl sthgetbtlowing:

Pessimistically speaking, Russia will try to take over Ukraine’giqalland

economic systems trying to implement the Belarus model. It is important to

develop short-term tactics of activities, not long-term strategies. E.UW .&d
experiences show that development of short-term tactics in many andésirea
multiplication effect. If such tactics are implemented simultaneonstyany

areas and on many levels, they prove to be very effective. (Vasyl)

Olena agreed that the country’s economic sector may not be very capaiepetitve

in the pessimistic future, but she perceived Ukraine’s dependence on Russian energy
resources as a stimulus for reforming the Ukrainian economy: in the event @'Russ
decision to increase prices for oil and gas, Ukraine would be forced to seektiigkerna
resources, modernize economic branches, and implement innovations.

Research participants also provided their suggestions of strategies tat preve
overcome possible economic crises. Kateryna recommended a more sound and effecti
information campaign on administrative reform, which would bridge the gap between
rural and urban areas, and on Ukraine’s prospects of joining NATO, which is “na only
military organization, but also a political and economic one that increagpkeisdiving

standards.” Vasyl advised stabilizing relations with Russia and developiragesy st

economic partnership with the country, but he believed Russia should recognize
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Ukraine’s European aspirations at the same time. Mariya proposed rebuilding,
modernizing, and revitalizing infrastructure and battling corruption by intenseiybli
and discussions about it in communities. She pointed out that coal industry had low long-
term potential as it would be exhausted in about 20 years and Ukraine needed to invest in
economic branches with greater long-term prospects. Bohdan recommendesimgfoc
the economy from producing raw materials to goods manufacturing technologgest On
his corruption reduction strategies was controlling state officials, e aarning level,
but at the expenditure level so that they were held accountable for all theires<pens
Because Ukraine has great agrarian potential, Bohdan was adamanheateasging
efficiency in cultivating land and modernizing Ukraine’s agriculturat@eaot through
donations, but through the hiring of “qualified managers and professionals and modern
technologies that would improve the market.” Additionally, he recommended channelin
foreign investment into the agricultural branch and improving the tax system. Bohdan
also proposed implementing alternative energy resources (e.g., hydro, wind,aand sol
power stations) to replace atomic options. Mariya did not view atomic power stadiens
potential threat since, in her opinion, the nation had learned a lesson from the Chornobyl
disaster.

Socio-political Future.Two interviewees, Bohdan and Svitlana, allowed the

possibility of a political crisis in Ukraine’s pessimistic future in teang. Bohdan stated
that the crisis rooted in politicians’ inability to support the national idddaiture to
keep their promises after they got elected. To resolve political anisélgaine’s future,
Bohdan proposed creating advisory organs in the parliament and presidential

administration, which would oversee adherence to the laws of the Constitution and
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increase punishment for abusing the National Law. Additionally, he recommended
forming a commission, which would analyze the Constitution for consistency among
laws.

Among other social hazards in Ukraine’s future, Bohdan listed human trafficking,
torture, and bullying in the army, to get rid of which, he thought, Ukraine neededtat leas
50 years. Bohdan and Olena pointed out the need for a pension reform to improve support
for the retired; Olena called for changes in the healthcare systenficgigdor children
with disabilities who, to her mind, were misdiagnosed and then further midtreate
specialized institutions. Since Ukraine was experiencing one of thetfgedaing
HIV/AIDS epidemics in Europe at the time of the interview, Olena alsoeaffeer
pessimistic scenario of the future of Ukrainian healthcare:

It is 2015. Ukraine’s population is 41 million. The percentage of population

infected with HIV/AIDS is 3.7 or even 4. Children massively die from AIDS

before 10 years of age. Apart from the demographic problem, the country has a

socio-political one, since the work force is dying out at a young age AHD%/

infection is uncontrollable and is no longer limited to risk groups. It is,
unfortunately, not such a remote forecast, a nearer one. And it will be a very

serious problem. There are many programs to fight this threat and, presemtly, t

are trying to help Ukraine. The biggest problem with such programs until recently

was the unwillingness and incapability of the Ministry of Healthcapgavide

the right treatment. The Ministry, until recently, was purchasing dringshveost

$6,200 per person yearly, while there is a $550 alternative. For some reason,

unprofessional or national one, or something else, such destructive men in power
were not able to think globally, and funding of such programs almost stopped.

International organizations and alliances will not be effective with tffeirt &

not supported by the government. (Olena)

Some activists regarded a strong unifying ideology as an essentiahéleim
Ukraine’s socio-political progress. Myroslav considered it important to dpzel

visionary model, which would be a product of extensive societal discussions,

deemphasize regional and social divisions, and satisfy a majority of theycdotidan
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saw foundations of a national ideology in reviving nationalism, which was a taboo in the
Soviet empire. Taras thought that the Ukrainian language was a predominant agent in
nurturing patriotism and nationalism and empowering the Ukrainian nation.tits,sta
therefore, was changing from the language of repressed intellaémesimore
widespread and prestigious linguistic phenomenon.

Educational Future.In their musings about pessimistic developments in the
educational system, some youth activists predicted that the educational wysikl not
receive enough funding for the necessary reforms. Mariya, therefore, mecalad
channeling investments into education because, in long-term projections, theypagul
off by establishing an educated, competitive nation. Olena underscored the need for
institutional reform to make Ukrainian educational institutions capable of adjusting
change and innovations. Taras pointed out the necessity of further Ukrainizahen of t
system of education and promotion of the Ukrainian language starting in top pragressi
educational institutions. Kateryna suggested that the educational systeth fuetche
democratization and westernization and Ukrainian educational institutions needed t
employ more educators with experiences of teaching abroad. She also ssmadm
launching exchange and internship programs with western schools and uns/arsitie
conducting conferences and seminars for disseminating advanced methods ofteachi
and research. Finally, Kateryna emphasized the importance of technology itiogduca
and securing internet access for every institution.

Bohdan and Vasyl expected that the brain drain might intensify in the future,

since gifted people were not able to market their innovations in the country and had to
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take them to Western Europe. To reduce this risk, Bohdan advocated for cooperation with
donor organizations and the establishment of a crediting tuition system éal gpftith.

Youth Activism Future Five interviewees addressed the pessimistic future of
youth movements in Ukraine, and most of them suggested that suppression of youth
movements was unlikely either due to the “immunity” the country developedtafparst
“diseases,” like during the Orange Revolution (according to Kateryna angayar the
government’s fear of being retaliated against after they hand over paserdiag to
Bohdan). Taras considered the Ukrainian authorities to be generally too peaceful
non-radical toward their people, as based on the history, to repress youth protests
violently, and aggression toward young people and their disappearance would be possible
only when coming from abroad. Some participants projected that in the worst case
scenario, young people would be apathetic (Mariya), passive (Kateryna)llosidised
just like after the Orange Revolution (Vasyl). Kateryna, however, steghtst youth’s
disinterest in politics was a sign of stability in the country, whereasgablénd social
crises generally perpetrated youth activism.

Impact of the Orange RevolutioiThe Orange Revolution was perceived by
some activists, namely, Mariya, Myroslav, and Svitlana, as one of the main redsons
the presented pessimistic scenario was not possible. In Svitlana, the revolution
“awakened patriotism” and made her more citizenship-conscious. For Myroslav, the
Orange Revolution had an even more profound effect:

A failure of the Orange Revolution could have triggered such a scenario. If

Yanukovych and the forces that supported him had come to power, they would

have adopted a totally different decision making system in Ukraine, which would

have been a deeper, more extreme variant of Kuchmism. On the other hand, the
population participating in the Revolution would not have put up with it. This
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tension would have been constant and could have caused the pessimistic scenario.

But now, people have become different and they will not allow going back down

so much. The events of 2004 became a platform that allows us to move upwards.

How high we rise depends on our work, but at least we will not fall below this

platform. (Myroslav)

Most Probable Future. After being introduced to the most probable scenario
extrapolated for the research instrument, one activist (Svitlana) agreedl wfthsa
components and another activist (Bohdan) agreed with most of the scenarion&atery
found the scenario to be too pessimistic and Olena thought that it was a description of the
future in two years rather than in a decade. Furthermore, Myroslav and Taras theught t
most probable future scenario described the contemporary situation in Ukraioslavyr
anticipated Ukraine to move further ahead with establishing civil society arwd a pr
western, European ideology and not a pro-Russian one.

Ukraine’s Overall DevelopmentMost research participants addressed the
guestion of Ukraine’s membership in the European Union. Bohdan and Svitlana did not
think the country’s E.U. membership in a decade was a possibility, and Olena even
guestioned the existence of the E.U. in its present entity. Svitlana belaieuhty
accession in the World Trade Organization would be feasible and the E.U. m@mbers
was not to be expected for another 25-30 years; Bohdan justified Ukraine’syrtabili
meet E.U. membership qualifications primarily by poorly monitored bordéhsRuissia,
challenges of the Ukrainian transitional economy, and unresolved politicascrithe
also exemplified the European Union reluctance to admit new members by Turkey’s
experience, as that country had been struggling with joining the E.U. fadetec

Kateryna and Vasyl, on the other hand, predicted that Ukraine would become an

associated member of the European Union. Kateryna expected that Poland’s lobbying



152
would provide Ukraine with the necessary assistance; Vasyl believed tlzm&keeded
time for not only economic or political shift, but also for a cultural one, with the
Ukrainians starting to perceive themselves as true Europeans and think iarppadh
terms. He also accentuated the need for promoting Ukraine internationaéigumiag
the Ukrainian brand to improve the country’s image on the continent, and developing
stronger ties with European countries individually.

Four activists (Bohdan, Mariya, Olena, and Svitlana) forecast that Ukvaisie
not going to join a military alliance with Russia. Mariya believed thaaldkrshould
remain a militarily neutral nation, and she was hopeful that the Russianuraently
located in Ukrainian territory in the Black Sea would leave the country by the thue da
In contrast, two interviewees thought that Ukraine should join NATO in the neag futur
because this organization would facilitate the Ukrainian army reform dotvarcontract
basis (favored by Kateryna, Olena, and Vasyl) to liberalize excessiveriptios laws
and make military service prestigious and attractive for young people. Bohdan als
viewed the NATO membership and a means of protecting Ukraine from Russia’s
aggression — persistent presence of the Black Sea navy and instigated controee
Ukraine’s ownership of the Crimea Peninsula. Kateryna and Taras anticipated s
international tensions with Russia, since this country generally disapprovedairi&r
western vector of development. Taras hypothesized that Ukraine’s northern neighbo
might respond by further funding pro-Russian leftist parties, youth movenaenls
religious organizations, but he did not expect these technologies to harm Ukraine

significantly.
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Bohdan saw great potential for the country’s local leadership drawing on the
GUAM alliance and suggesting that Ukraine should assert its authority in the
Transdniestria conflict in Moldova and the Zmiyinyy Island dispute with Romantas
opinion, Ukraine could also become an advocate of the Newly Independent States in
Europe, since progressive politicians from these countries were now canigity tand
not Moscow for consultations and, when elected domestically, they would maintain
strong diplomatic relations with Ukraine empowering it internationally.

Democratic Future.Three interviewees (Mariya, Olena, and Svitlana) predicted
that violations of human rights would occur in Ukraine in ten years only sporadically.
Mariya pointed out that such violations were happening in every society anddeguir
great deal of effort to be eradicated; Olena added that it was essedgaktop a
reliable mechanism of correcting violations of civil rights. As for masdiaj Svitlana
expected them to be completely free in a decade.

Economic Future.In their extrapolations of the most probable economic future,
research participants surmised that Ukraine’s economy would undergo reforms and
improvements, but it would still face challenges, such as corruption. Kat&ares,
and Svitlana forecast a partial presence of corruption in the Ukrainian ecasystein,
and Kateryna and Olena indicated that even developed countries are infilitated w
corruption to a certain extent. To reduce levels of corruption, Kateryna believeukthat t
government should increase transparency and accountability, position mass media as
watchdogs, and maintain a constant reciprocal dialog with the electoratg to sta

responsive to its needs.
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Bohdan and Svitlana thought that a common currency zone with Russia would not
be viable, unlike Vasyl, who thought that such a zone could only be introduced on equal
membership conditions and not on those similar to the drafted Single economic space
model, in which Russia proposed to be responsible for a greater share of decision making.
Bohdan, Kateryna, Mariya, and Olena envisioned an overall economic cooperation
between Ukraine and Russia.

To attract greater international investment, Vasyl proposed creatavgiable
investment climate by stabilizing the economy, reforming the leégrelaand enforcing
transparency. Mariya stated that in the reformist process of the econstein sthe
government needed to establish a team of professionals who would prioritize economic
branches with greater potential. Taras recognized such a potential indikra
agriculture and food industry:

There will be no revival of Ukraine without reviving its rural areas. The latter

performed not only economic but also educational functions, preserving the

language — the heart of the nation. Without modernizing the agrarian industry, al
other industries will be lagging behind, holding back the metal industry, science,
etc. It will be like a suitcase without a handle — you do not want to leave it behind
but you cannot carry it along either. (Taras)
Taras also made an observation that countries generally followed three ecstag®es —
development, stability, and decay — and, sometimes, opportunity gaps emerga betwee
these stages. He classified Ukraine’s stage as developmental, unlike tieaEdf t, and
considered it to be an opportunity for Ukraine’s developmental leap to fill a gap in the
European and global economy.

Socio-political Future.Several research participants, including Olena and

Svitlana, predicted structural reforms in the political system. Mariya aitidré
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envisioned the future Ukrainian political system as multi-party with phirainitiatives.
Mariya voiced her personal preference for a political system withaepesties and not
bipartisan, as it would be easier for voters of each particular party toheaid t
representatives accountable. She also expected the political system izestddielop
regular election cycles, and reduce aggressiveness in campaigniyigsyfgsorted the
idea of multiple parties in the Verkhovna Rada, providing the ideological platfortinefor
country’s development, but he hoped that a unified team would be formed in the
government to equip the executive branch with effective tools to implement ohsefor

Olena was critical of the concentration of political power in Kyiv, which tedul
in political corruption in Ukraine’s periphery. She also disapproved of the current
mechanisms of electing political representatives based on a singldéigiddythe entire
country. She described the current political parties in Ukraine as “exXyresrdralized,
corrupt, with no transparent funding, no transparent formation of electoral lists, and the
same political lists for the entire country.” Olena pointed out that politecged with
business since party members were expected to make financial contributidvesrfor t
seats in the parliament and tried to make even more financial gains aftgottedected
without the fear of being answerable individually when sheltered by théiegparo
increase political accountability and transparency, Olena preferrediacy to electing
each MP on an individual basis and not on a proportional party basis. She also
emphasized the importance of delegating some power to other oblasts. Vasyl did not
anticipate significant political changes in the Ukrainian oblasts, but heréelirat
people would be less concerned with politics and more with their economic welfare in a

decade.
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Educational Future.Three research participants addressed the future of the
educational system stating that it would undergo some reforms and become more
marketable. Vasyl regarded the current educational model as 80% effextivating
that Ukrainian students were competitive abroad after gaining educattwirihdme
country. He identified the need for more international programs to exchange égewle
and experience and westernize the Ukrainian education further by introdtitoay c
thinking approaches and focusing academic majors. He viewed the future edlicationa
system in Ukraine as apolitical and independent from views of any particularkpart
also underlined the prominent role of education in empowering the Ukrainian nation:

The educational system will shape the Ukrainian mentality, spiritual afaweint,

and sense of ownership. The Ukrainian language, literature, and culture should be

integral components of the educational system. We are all part of one Ukrainian

society and we need to raise the level of the Ukrainian language. (Vasyl)
Additionally, Vasyl anticipated greater technological facilitation in atioa and
internetization of all educational levels to make the field more advanced, aditeunta
and transparent.

Bohdan focused on social needs of students anticipating increases of stipends,
provision of educational loans, and raising students’ standards of living in general. He
concurred with Vasyl on bringing education to western standards to make Ukrainian
diplomas compatible abroad, so that graduates did not have to retake standard
examinations to be employed internationally.

Olena was mostly satisfied with the state of K-12 education but hoped that the

system of higher education would be reorganized. While she approved how the sciences

were taught, with some reservations due to the absence of extensive hands-on
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methodology, she thought that the area of the arts instruction was “obsolete” ardl neede
to be revolutionized. Scholars needed to get rid of the “marginal approach to the arts,”
treating them as specifically Ukrainian and isolating them from the Igtoloavledge,
and teach the arts utilizing global gains and ideas instead, sincecgldtience is
political science in Ukraine, Italy, France, or the United States.” Sheailsted out the
dearth of translated textbooks and the need for new textbooks written by Ukrainian
scholars.

Youth Activism Future Research participants’ extrapolations on the most
probable future of youth activism ran the spectrum from youth’s politicaiveasss,
when young people “do not know who the prime minister is,” which is not necessarily a
negative indicator because it signifies political stability (Mariya),dung people being
just as active in a decade owing to NGO support and other factors (Kateryna ghd Vas
Kateryna had the following vision of Ukrainian youth activism in the future:
Youth will do the same in a decade, young people are always the same — their
values are different from those of older people, they are more liberal, not tied to a
place of residence, more mobile, have more freedom in choosing their profession,
education, etc.
Bohdan agreed with the presented most probable scenario on the account of the absence
of a single ideology to unify youth due to differences in perceptions of some historic
events (e.g., Ukrainian Insurgent Army, the Holodomor, etc.) between western and
eastern Ukrainians, but he argued that young people could be united around social
challenges, such as educational reform needs, for example. Bohdan believedrigat y

people would be “exploited” by political parties in the future because youth are the

cheapest dynamic labor force.
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Impact of the Orange RevolutiorThe revolution and the values and beliefs it
embodied were one of the leitmotifs of the interviewing process. In their visidhe
most probable future, youth activists outlined an array of further actionsh weeded to
be taken by the nation to implement the promises of the Orange Revolution. Myroslav
believed that sustaining the Maidan postulates was the next important goal,llgspecia
the light of the post-revolutionary disillusionment generated by mostly unadsbexpl
goals set by high expectations of the revolution. Mariya pointed out that the Orange
Revolution did not bring new people to power since both Yushchenko and Tymoshenko
were representatives of the old system, so the next developmental stage waldd ent
systemic renewal of the political elite, although it would not necessmigbsolute

classic lustration.

SUMMARY

The study findings indicate that youth activists were a major driving fortte
democratic Orange Revolution, they exhibit high levels of internal and taskeatie
political efficacy, and, in their extrapolations of Ukraine’s futures, the cpimtr
generally perceived to be on the path of democracy within Euroatlantitusésidn the
next chapter, these research findings are analyzed in the context of ¢hguibstons

posed by the dissertation and linked to the research literature.
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CHAPTER V. DISCUSSION

The purpose of this chapter is to analyze how the data findings discussed above
apply to research literature and the three questions posed by the study:
e How do youth activists in Ukraine perceive events during the Orange
Revolution in the country?
e How do youth activists perceive their current socio-political effigac
Ukraine?
e What are visions of possible political futures among youth activists in the

country?

ESSAY CONTENT ANALYSIS

Essay content analysis was conducted to address Research Question 1: How do
youth activists in Ukraine perceive events during the Orange Revolution in they€ount
The principal finding is that research participants are democraayt@diand see
themselves as primary agents in Ukraine’s Orange Revolution. Essay datar&zed in
Chapter IV indicate that youth movements are perceived to have both triggered and
sustained the revolutionary events. These data corroborate parallelhreseblkraine’s
2004 revolution, which suggests that those under 30 years of age were three times more

likely to join the Orange Revolution than other age groups (Stepanenko, 2005).
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Preconditions of the revolution described in the essays include the democratic
crisis, anti-presidential protests (such as the Ukraine without Kuchma calag
murder of journalist Gongadze, etc. Some of these preconditions are highlighteé&sn wor
of contemporary scholars and regarded as changes that radicalized youth amrdl prepar
them for the victory in the revolution:
The anti-Kuchma protests from 2000 to 2003 attracted between 20,000 and
50,000 participants, primarily young people. They failed in their main purpose of
unseating Kuchma through either a democratic revolution or early presidential
elections. At the same time, these protests created a hard core of youistgact
and dedicated civil society volunteers, reduced apathy among young people, and
helped convince many Ukrainians that it was time for change. These changes in
society created the backdrop for the Orange Revolution. (Kuzio, 2006b, p. 71)
Another important finding generated in the research process was the sebo$ reas
for socio-political activism before and during the Orange Revolution (Chafjter
According to Arel (2005), pro-European civic nationalism played a signifrcéain
mobilizing Ukrainians during the 17 revolutionary days. Research findings cahatm
nationalism and patriotism were prominent driving forces, which stimulated c
activism during the Ukrainian revolution. Some other reasons for activism repgrted b
research participants were the urge to defend the right for freedom of expressire
for change, persecution by the authorities, and revolutionary idealism.
Surprisingly, essay writers do not always (explicitly) recognize diuncas a
decisive stimulus for youth activism. Some do assert that their education shaped
drastically their decisions to join the protest. In one instance, informal emucsat

perceived to have played a role in an activist’s civic activism. Howevsralso argued

that the revolution attracted participants with various education backgrounds, and,
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therefore, it is assumed that a correlation between education and politicap gion
needs further research.

Parallel democratizing political events in other countries of the regioadsas/
examples to follow for the revolutionary activists in Ukraine. When comparingpedéc
revolutions in Slovakia, Serbia, and Georgia, Bunce and Wolchik (2006) underline the
importance of innovative strategies utilized by youth activists in those resrsd@nd
their being unaffected by the old totalitarian systems:

...youthful activists brought fresh approaches, new techniques, and a great deal of

energy to the campaigns to unseat unpopular and often corrupt authoritarian

regimes. They also brought to these campaigns an asset that older political
leaders, particularly those who were or had been active in partisan politics, coul
not: their lack of experience with the politics of the old regime. Untainted by the
compromises many members of the opposition had made, young activists were
able to appeal to segments of the population who were disillusioned by politics as
usual and the old regime.

Similarly, in Ukraine, youth activists replicated or invented sets of tquksiand

strategies to advance their revolutionary mission. These strategigsodseddy the

research subjects, included delegating activists to regions under intoratditiockades,

placing organized mass phone calls to get the detained activists releasdohggplaces

of great strategic importance, working in pairs or groups for security gpos

collaborating with mass media, using humor to minimize conflict, and basingiasti

on principles of nonviolence. Gene Sharp’s ideology of nonviolent resistance (Sharp,

1993) is manifested in most written testimonials. PORA members reportedsusing

methods of nonviolent action as symbolic public acts, strikes, and public assemblies.

These approaches served as tools to break through the fear and apathy of lagge num

of voters. Such strategies and methods may have contributed to development of personal
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and professional skills for youth activists and an accumulation of personal andInationa
benefits, which add to the list of study findings discussed above.

Youth activists’ self-portrayal as being less tainted by the Sovietnsystd their
unwillingness to remain a “homo sovieticus” are reflective of the bad legacies
democratization approach discussed in the literature review chapteg(of, 2003;
Pigenko, 2001). Tellingly, the old legacy of the Soviet empire is often denounced and
perceived as an obstacle to Ukraine’s democratization. Of note is resadichgrds’
young age viewed as an advantage and source of hope for the country’s democratic
future.

One scholar describes the Orange Revolution as “the creation of civil Saciety
real time, before your eyes, in the sense that, for the first time in Ukrduisigry, an
organized society acted as a counter-weight to the state” (Arel, 2005, p. 4). Even though
there were previous, less populous attempts of public protests in the history of dkraine
new independence, they were not nearly as effective and colossal aartge Or
Revolution. Indeed, despite its later setbacks, the electoral triumph of the imopigsit
rendered by research participants as a major historic event of nationasisathar
accompanied by feelings of euphoria, national pride, and accomplishment.

The results on formation and evolution of the PORA campaign highlighted in
Chapter IV shed light on the organizational structure and internal dynantias of
important component of the revolution as perceived and narrated by PORA members
themselves. The grassroots of the campaign, its division into the black and yellow
branches, and its post-revolutionary role provide a solid ground for future inquinA POR

activists’ choices could affect democratic reforms and sustaityabiildemocracy,
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particularly if they, being potential future leaders, pursued active meatiich in the
political process in the country — either as government officials or NGierea

During the revolution, the opposition dominated the internet as a political venue
(Way, 2005). Some youth activists confirm that their proficiency with information
technology and the widespread use of computers and cell phones benefittecategasyo
the young people were able to communicate effectively and respond instathty t
needs of the revolution. Such IT capabilities as disseminating information anoihdat
civic topics, interchanging with people of different cultures and perspecéinds
recruiting other activists, were successfully exploited by yociikists.

The high level of importance of international support for the revolution found in
the research literature is echoed by the collected essays a$tveefturopean Union and
the United States are attributed roles of foreign saviors, whereas'Rassi@range
Revolution stance is criticized. Interestingly, in the youth activsigtrayal of
democratic processes in Ukraine, the case of the Russian Federation iseft¢o
contrast democracy and semi-authoritarian iron-fisted leader regRessarch suggests
that these discrepancies go back to the end of the@tury:

Attitudes toward democracy among young Russians and Ukrainians began to

change in the late 1990s. Russians saw democracy as the problem, associating it

with chaos and trauma, while Ukrainians concluded that insufficient democracy
was the problem. Russians blamed democracy, while Ukrainians sought it.

(Kuzio, 2006b)

Youth activists qualify democracy as a desired form of government in Ukraine.
Perhaps, the previous decades of foreign domination contributed to the strive for freedom

and right for self-determination among the Ukrainian activists, and dentoweats of

life are not challenged, in contrast to some social trends and opinions in Russia. Whe
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attempting to conceptualize the notion of democracy, several essay authors draw on
western models and attributes of democracy.

We always had this dilemma that all were equal, but some were more egllal. W
now | think the “more equal” are becoming more like the equal. Of course this is
a gradual and, | would even say, a long process, but | am confident that eventually
we will reach the point when we will be able to say that we live better. |
personally can say right now that | live better than | used to live before thgeOra
Revolution. | am certainly not satisfied with everything happening in the gountr
now, but | am sure that | never will. This is my understanding of democracy —
people are constantly dissatisfied and constantly wanting something else. And
am sure that the same situation is in most democratic countries all over the world.
| do not think there is a single democratic country, where all people would say
that they are satisfied with everything. (Activist 11)

I’'m glad that such a phenomenon as ‘freedom of word’ began to exist in the
Ukrainian mass media. Nowadays, the Ukrainian news is much more objective
than it was just over a year ago. Of course it is a great step to a reahvigseer
democracy. | don't like to prognosticate anything but I think that everything will
change for the better after parliamentary elections in spring 2006 on condition that
they are objective. These elections will allow to create majority in tHeuPant.

In my opinion democracy should not be a typically Ukrainian one. We should
follow the western model of democracy and first of all we should clearly
understand what democracy is for developed countries and their definition of this
concept. (Activist 12)

When | was a teenager, the Soviet Union collapsed, and Ukraine started its
transition from totalitarianism to democracy. Ukraine has undergone a long way
of transformation from the authoritarian state to a semi-democracy, @tatea

with nominal existence of democratic institutions but absence of such important

pillars of democracy as free speech, enhanced protection of human rights, the rule

of law and good governance) to a democratic state, brought to existence as a

result of the Orange revolution. (Activist 13)

One of the important outcomes of the Orange Revolution was Ukraine’s mass
media freedom, which determined the OSCE’s qualification of the 2006 parliamentary
elections in the country as “free and fair” (Organization for Security @adp@ération in
Europe, 2006). Research findings support the fact that the level of media freedom

increased considerably along with people’s personal freedom of expression. However,
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some activists note that media owners and journalists still need to perfeskihei
channeling the newly acquired freedom into creating products of higher poatdss
standards.

After the Orange Revolution succeeded in ousting the semi-authoritarian Euchm
regime, the youth activists who had participated in the protests were letheithoice
of what to do next. Even though many young people had expressed distrust in politics and
politicians, some of them chose to join the field by reforming as a politidsl (eag.,
yellow PORA). Others decided to maintain their distance from the newrgoeat and
serve as watchdog civic organizations to control the political leadersleimaly (e.qg.,
black PORA). With the end of the people’s protest and establishment of a more
democracy-oriented government, most young people returned to their everyday live
some were proud of the gains of the revolution (end of the Kuchma era, freedom of
expression, independence of mass media, strengthened national identity, ets.); othe
were disillusioned by the lack of post-revolutionary improvements (unpunished politica
criminals, continuous corruption in the government, failure to separate politics from
business, unjustified compromises with the new opposition, etc.). However, most
understand that democratic reforms require significant periods of time to beniembésl

and regard the Orange Revolution as a positive, extraordinary phenomenon.

SELF-EFFICACY SURVEY ANALYSIS

Research Question 2, “How do youth activists perceive their current socio-

political efficacy in Ukraine?” was addressed by the efficacy survey dsfondents.
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The main findings from the survey, detailed in the previous chapter, are that youth
activists report having high perceptions of their internal efficacy and pablesof
performing tasks for accomplishing political goals. External efficacygmtions are
mixed; some of them are not as high, signifying that the Ukrainian politisedrayis not
always responsive to youth activists’ needs. There are also some diffareticese
perceptions depending on a number of demographic factors, namely, gender, level of
education, influence of education, area of residence, location, language, youth
organization membership, and international experience.

The high levels of youth activists’ political efficacy reflect sdimeings in the
literature, which indicate that self-efficacy can be a result of paliparticipation
(Finkel, 1985). Active involvement in the Orange Revolution and a positive outcome of
such involvement may have contributed to higher perceptions of self-efficacy. Also,
some researchers observed a general increase in confidence in pdfitaey among
the Ukrainian people after the events of the Orange Revolution (Raik et al., 2005), so the
confidence in political efficacy among principal revolutionary agents doeson@ as a
surprise. The extensive support for the first external efficacy suemyabout
usefulness of political involvement in some circumstances corroborates tmsesrgas
well.

Two other highly supported items receiveddieagreeresponses from research
participants. The first item, “People like me can voice their political ceemgent,” is
associated with internal efficacy. High levels of agreement with thiereent may be
correlated with one of the gains of the Orange Revolution — securing freedom of

expression in Ukraine. In fact, after the revolution, Ukraine has become torttex for
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Soviet bloc countries what the United States has been for the rest of the-adréien
for those prosecuted for political or religious reasons:

Since the 2004 Orange Revolution ushered in a vigorous, sometimes chaotic

democracy, Ukraine has become an island of freedom and tolerance in an ex-

Soviet bloc still dominated by authoritarian regimes, and journalists, pblitica

activists, artists, and business professionals have flocked here. (Danilova, 2008)
The second item, “People like me can get the media to pay attention to thenirisgerta
youth activists’ task-specific efficacy. As 74% of respondents agreedoiufigirtially
with this item, it confirms the improvement in media freedom after the Orange
Revolution also observed by the Organization for Security and Co-operatioropeEur
(2006). Interestingly, this item demonstrated no statistical variabilignvemalyzed by
all demographic factors.

Two external efficacy statements about Ukrainian politics’ being too coatedtl
at times and youth activists’ not having any say about what the Ukrainian government
does were supported by over one-third of survey respondents implying that magmy of th
did not perceive the Ukrainian political system to be responsive to their needs. Mpreove
the external efficacy statement about public officials’ indifference teeguespondents’
opinions generated complete or partial support from 71% of youth activists
demonstrating tendencies of lower external efficacy levels, which ateonigeapparent
in the efficacy scale analysis.

The victorious conclusion of the Orange Revolution may have boosted youth
participants’ confidence in the task-specific components of politicabeffidHence,

three items associated with performing political tasks (getting gowent officials’

attention, organizing protests, getting mass media’s attention, and using tthet iftte
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political purposes) received no less than 70% of full or partial support from survey
participants and the task-oriented scale average totaled in 3.1 on a four-point continuum.
The high support of the usefulness of media and the internet corresponds with the
findings of some researchers who discovered that both mass media and the internet
increase political self-efficacy (Wilhelm, 2003) and individuals experegnteolitics to
adopt the internet as a means of accomplishing political goals (Jaffe, 1994).

Variability of efficacy statements analyzed by demographic varigigesrated
several interesting findings. The high levels of political self-effic@ported by activists
with formal youth organization memberships indicate that development of youth
programs and organizations in Ukraine could be actively facilitated by the government
and community, as they contribute to shaping efficacy awareness and skillatlgim
survey data show that international experiences boost political sedesffand,
therefore, educational and professional programs incorporating such expesboald
be implemented on the national scale.

Analysis of efficacy items by the age independent factor resulted in rsbichht
differences. Survey participants were, for the most part, close in age esualb$
significant differences across age strata could be anticipated.

The external efficacy statement about usefulness of political involvement
produced the most variability across demographic categories and was slipparte
greater extent by male survey participants, individuals who considereddbheatien as
a factor in their activism, those whose first language was Ukrainianctnigta with
formal youth organization memberships. The task-oriented efficacy item ydgbt

activists’ ability to get government representatives’ attention wasapity supported by
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male respondents, individuals with high school education, and those activists who had
formal youth organization memberships. Differences in perception of the sieney it
about use of the internet depending on such ethnographic variables as gender, area of
residence, youth organization membership, and international experience demdinatrat
certain factors have potential of shaping youth activists’ skills of using graatt
resources for accomplishing their political goals. Generally, n@léhyactivists,
residents of urban areas, individuals with formal organization memberships, arstsacti
with significant prior international experiences reported higher intetization rates
for political reasons.

Data analysis by the gender variable showed that male survey partitipaata
greater sense of efficacy than female ones. Male youth activisessggrmore
agreement than female youth activists with the external efficacy satedout the
usefulness of political involvement and two internal efficacy statements abogt bei
better informed of politics in the country and being capable of voicing one’s @blitic
disagreement. Additionally, female youth activists were less likely &eagith three
task-oriented items: getting government officials’ attention, organmatgsts, and
using the internet for political purposes. This might be determined by saiteiral
organizational or leadership expectations of men rather than women in the Ukrainian
society. These findings also support Gecas’s assertion that in some sociates
demonstrate higher levels of self-efficacy than females (Gecas, 198%)vio a
education study, Craddock (2006) observed that Ukrainian male students benefitted more
and exhibited more attitudinal changes than their female counterparts dft@pgiing

in a civic education curriculue Are Citizens of Ukrain@hese findings could be
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determined by male learners’ more conservative viewpoints and exposure tieasw i
and methods, having more to gain, or their predilection to guess more often on questions
and thus simply reflect a more aggressive response pattern (Mondak & Anderson, 2004)
The gender differences in efficacy perceptions point to the need of civic avgarenes

programs and youth organizations for the female population in Ukraine.

ETHNOGRAPHIC FUTURES RESEARCH ANALYSIS

Research Question 3, “What are visions of possible political futures among youth
activists in the country?” was addressed by nine EFR interviews. The pfindings of
the EFR process were the youth activists’ visions of Ukraine’s futures, tlesetigey set
for the country’s development, and the strategies they generated to accompésh the
goals (Chapter IV includes a detailed account of the findings). The modificdtthe
EFR method — incorporating three sample scenarios in the interview — served as a
conceptual starting point, a platform that empowered research participgmts w
alternative versions of Ukraine’s future.

During the process of discussing the optimistic scenario, some research
participants tended to incorporate the most probable scenario as well and needed to be
reminded that the latter would be discussed in the final phase of the intervidw. Of t
three scenarios, the optimistic and pessimistic seemed to draw equally higlotfeve
interest from most research participants, despite the general EFR tenflezsgarch
subjects’ being less enthusiastic about the pessimistic scenario (Ti&xi8). The most

probable scenario elicited the least interest from most researchpaantisc One activist
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even chose not to elaborate on it, stating that she had expressed most of her opinions on
the subject matter in her two other scenarios.

Overall, youth activists tended to avoid extremely positive or extremelyivegat
extrapolations. When projecting the 1 (most pessimistic future) to 100 (moststiatimi
future) EFR scale, proposed by Domaingue (1989) and Textor (1990a), mostresearc
participants’ scenarios were concentrated within a 10-90 continuum, which correborate
Domaingue’s observation. All interviewees formulated their optimistioéstwith great
ease; however, none of them attempted to project one’s pessimistic future.

An interesting finding was the emergence of the theme of the Orange Revolution
and its impact on Ukraine’s future across all three scenarios. This comp@senbtv
built into the research instrument scenarios, yet it came out as a distimg in the
scenarios. In all three cases, the revolution was seen as a factogfwatttia true
movement toward democracy and would minimize anti-democratic challenges in the
future.

The optimistic scenarios contained views supporting the bad legacies
democratization approach concentrating on the necessity of rotation of the Wkrainia
elites and removing individuals affected by Sovietism from significansaecmaking
processes. Ukraine’s close association with the Euro-Atlantic stre@nrerged as a
theme in all three scenarios but was particularly prominent in optimistepeXations.
Democracy was a preferred system of government but some of its defiaiidns
characteristics differed across scenarios. The socio-politicaéfutas addressed by
support of diverse representation and professionalism in these areas. Economy was

allotted a noteworthy amount of thought, with the focus on innovative approaches and
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ways of eradicating corruption. In education, the emphasis was put on acitegssitil
high quality accompanied by westernization and Ukrainization reforms. Thenedé¢e
be no unanimous vision of the future of youth activism, as some interviewees believed
that youth would become more active while others argued that young people’sractivis
would subside. In their personal futures, youth activists envisioned themselves as
successful professionals and stressed that their preference would buqareers in
Ukraine and not abroad.

The pessimistic scenarios often included not only negative extrapolations, but also
counter-arguments or ways of coping with them. Naturally, these scenarevatgen
more prevention strategies than the optimistic or most probable scenarios. Thus,
projections of further divisions among Ukrainians due to socio-political and hatoric
factors were accompanied by assertions that Ukrainians were capabéganinomg such
divisions, just as they had been done in the past. In the pessimistic future, Ukraine’s
democracy was threatened by an authoritarianism instilled by thet Soypare for
decades. Most activists viewed Russia as a potential threat to the Ukraomamg in
the future, but they also recognized this competition as a stimulus for modernizing the
economic sector. Some activists predicted political crises in the country thee t
absence of a national unifying ideology and contradictory laws in the Cowstitlrtithe
pessimistic future, education was depicted as lacking funding, reforms, aketabdity.
Finally, among negative trends in youth activism, research participagtsdsout young
people’s apathy, passiveness, and disillusionment.

The most probable scenarios were constructed from both positive and negative

extrapolations. In their most realistic projections, research partisipahhot see
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Ukraine’s E.U. membership accomplishable in ten years, although some did rattrule
the possibility of Ukraine’s association with the European Union. Interviewessafi
that democracy would become more solidified in a decade and only sporadic violations of
human rights would occur as they were possible in any society. Corruption weis@er
as another phenomenon that could be found in any economic system and was to be
expected to be present to some degree in Ukraine’s future. For Ukraine’silegislat
branch, interviewees predicted a multi-party political system, which wouldriferced
to avoid polarization in the country and ensure parties’ accountability. Education was
expected to undergo westernization and nationalization reforms. Interviewsess\of
the most probable future of youth movements ranged from young people’s passiweness t
their high levels of activism.

As it was mentioned above, in addition to offering their visions of Ukraine’s
optimistic, pessimistic, and most probable futures, youth activists genaratedber of
strategies of either enforcing positive outcomes or avoiding negative setbleks. T
strategies, therefore, can be stratified into those of facilitation andriren. Table 8

summarizes strategies recommended by youth activism during the hegearess.

Table 8. Facilitation and Prevention Strategies

Facilitation strategies Prevention strategies
(frequency) (frequency)
Overall Joining the European Union (5) Developing strategic
development Joining NATO (4) programs to eliminate
Exercising local leadership (2) historical and mentality
Outlining E.U. membership terms more divisions (1)
distinctly (1) Ensuring the departure of

Developing future-oriented policies with a the Russian navy by
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Facilitation strategies

(frequency)

Prevention strategies

(frequency)

strive for progress (1)

Developing programs to bridge Western and
Eastern Ukraine

Joining the WTO (1)

Promoting Ukraine internationally (1)

Developing an authentic Ukrainian brand (1)

Forging stronger ties with European countries
individually (1)

Becoming an advocate for the NIS in Europe

1)

the due date (1)

Democracy Creating civic organizations to support civil Reducing media
society (3) dependence on
Ensuring media freedom (2) political forces (1)
Introducing accountable and feasible NGO Separating business from
programs of control of the government politics by a civic sector
1) )
Conducting evaluations of democratic Developing mechanisms of
processes (1) fighting violations of
Strengthening media ethics and culture (1) civil rights (1)
Creating civic television programs (1)
Developing a Ukrainian grant system similar
international ones (1)
Maintaining transparency in the government
system (1)
Educating Ukrainian about democracy
through debates, campaigns, and
dialog with the authorities (1)
Economy Prioritizing knowledge and innovation Reducing Ukraine’s

principles (3)

Modernizing and upgrading the economic
system (2)

Improving the tax system (2)

Investing in branches with greater long-term

dependence on imports

of natural resources (2)
Battling corruption by

publicity, positioning

mass media as
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Facilitation strategies

(frequency)

Prevention strategies

(frequency)

potential (2)

Modernizing the agrarian sector (2)

Decentralizing the system, focusing on other
regions (1)

Increasing salaries for middle class (1)

Refraining from regulating economy (1)

Bridging urban and rural areas by an
administrative reform (1)

Joining NATO to stimulate economy reforms
1)

Developing a strategic partnership with
Russia (1)

Supporting the middle class (1)

Intensifying integration in the world economy
1)

Implementing alternative energy resources to
replace atomic ones (1)

Reforming economic legislature (1)

Making a developmental leap instead of

constantly catching up (1)

watchdogs (2)
Increasing transparency and
accountability to
reduce corruption (2)
Utilizing technology to fight
corruption (1)
Developing short-term
economic tactics (1)
Creating financial aid
programs for the poor
)
Introducing a harsher legal
punishment system for

corruption crimes (1)

Politics and
social services

Retaining a multi-party political system (2)

Separating government officials from
members of parliament (1)

Ensuring the division among the three
branches of power (1)

Establishing equality between the electorate
and elected officials (1)

Creating an advisory organ which would
analyze the Constitution for
consistency and guarantee adherence
toit (1)

Designing a unifying national ideology (1)

Guaranteeing diverse representation of the

Reforming healthcare for
children with disabilities
)

Intensifying battling
HIV/AIDS (1)
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Facilitation strategies Prevention strategies

(frequency) (frequency)

political elite (1)

Developing regular election cycles (1)

Decentralizing politics and delegating some
power to oblasts (1)

Implementing an insurance-based healthcare
system (1)

Empowering the status of the Ukrainian

language (1)

Education Nationalizing/Ukrainizing education (3) Establishing a loan-based
Westernizing education (3) tuition system (2)
Implementing information technology in the Creating brain drain
educational system (3) prevention programs
Offering more focused academic majors (2) ()
Modernizing education (2) Increasing stipends (1)

Delegating administration responsibilities to
younger generations (1)

Guaranteeing accessibility and quality of
education (1)

Introducing a grant system (1)

Allocating investments in the system (1)

Reforming institutions so that they are able to
adjust to change and innovations (1)

Employing professionals with international
experiences (1)

Introducing exchange and internship
programs (1)

Holding professional conferences and
seminars (1)

Depoliticizing education (1)

Demarginalizing the humanities (1)

Youth activism Increasing young people’s political Avoiding exploitation of
involvement (1) youth for political

Sustaining youth activism (1) purposes (1)
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Facilitation strategies Prevention strategies

(frequency) (frequency)

Conducting some lustration in the
government (1)
Creating a single unifying ideology for young

people (1)

SUMMARY

Discussion of study findings within the context of research literature provides a
more comprehensive account of youth activists’ perceptions of democraticgg®aes
Ukraine and presents a number of facilitation and prevention strategies recdathby
research participants. The concluding chapter summarizes overarchipdistings,
offers implications for future research, and draws on prospects of Ukrdeeopment

of democracy.
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CHAPTER VI. CONCLUSIONS

This chapter synthesizes some possible conclusions to the research questions
posed initially as well as implications for future research and forthrapdirections of
Ukrainian democracy. It is acknowledged here that the conclusions drawn in piter cha
are based only on the snapshot of the country’s development captured within the study
chronology, but they are still meant to ignite debate, interest, and furtiearch in the

field of international development and democratization.

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

Findings generated by all three research methods indicate that demochacy is t
prioritized strategic preference for Ukraine, and the Orange Revolutiamich youth
activists played a key role, reinforced this preference. It is clearetbednch participants
do not consider alternatives to democracy when it comes to the question of the country’s
development. The youth activists’ testimonials, self-efficacy survey, gmbgraphic
Futures Research interviews all confirmed the existence of free nedss as a
strengthening fourth estate in the country; they also corroborate the incresesiof
technology by Ukrainian citizens for furthering their socio-politicalgoBoth the
written testimonials and EFR interviews validate the empowering impaut @range
Revolution on the Ukrainians’ national identity and sense of patriotism. These two

methods are also synchronous in reiterating the Western vector of Ukraineés f
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Part of the study mission was to capture the events of the Orange Revolution and
these findings are grouped into 14 semantic themes (reasons for activism, role of
education in activism, revolution preconditions, conceptualization of the revolution,
PORA, strategies and skills, benefits and risks, accommodations and resources,
nonviolent resistance, feelings, revolution around Ukraine, international support and
recognition, revolution heroes, and post-revolutionary outcomes and developments). The
research participants suggested that, despite the hindrances and crisesmaid jkath
from autocracy to democracy, this historic phenomenon put Ukraine on the world map as
a progressive, pacifist nation. This fact should not be overshadowed by the post-
revolutionary disillusionment; although the impact of the 2004 events may not be as
palpable for the moment, some of the findings indicate that it is proving to bring about
sustainable positive changes. Furthermore, this time in Ukrainian history should be
capitalized globally to promote Ukraine on the international arena and give hope and
prospects to other nations striving for democracy.

The dissertation research of youth activists’ political self-afficsheds light on
their leadership capabilities and the responsiveness of the political sgstesir needs.
Survey findings suggest that youth activists perceive themselves to beafiplitic
efficacious and skilled at performing political tasks; however, the polgystem is
reported sometimes to be unresponsive to societal needs. This part of the study is
significant because the information in this thesis could assist people amsegetheir
political rights guaranteed by national and international treaties. Emipgwékrainians

with a strong sense of political efficacy could strip them of the old Sovietgroged
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anticipations of an iron-fisted leader telling them what to do and enable theakéo m
their choices for themselves instead.

Finally, the dissertation results on optimistic, pessimistic, and most probable
visions of Ukraine’s democratic futures have the potential of informing denzatiam
reforms in Ukraine. This research method also produced young leadeesjistrat
recommendations to stimulate positive developments of democracy as well as
preventative techniques to avoid negative developments in the country.

Dissemination of these research results on the past, present, and future
developments of democracy in Ukraine as perceived by youth activists haisga str
potential to frame a better understanding of domestic and international soticapoli
processes in the region and be considered by democratization stakeholders, such as
politicians, policy makers, researchers, and educators. The significance tofithbes
in its insights into designing socio-political programs administered inwsgontexts
globally. The study was undertaken to hear voices of young Ukrainian activistsevho a
capable agents of change thanks to their leadership qualities, professitsial ski
technology fluency, and progressive views less influenced by the old Soviet empire
system. Some of the research participants currently hold decision makingnsasitthe
socio-political system of Ukraine and already influence national anchatienal

democratic developments.
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IMPLICATIONS FOR FUTURE RESEARCH

The dissertation offers several pathways for future research. Findings in thi
project show that Ukraine’s Orange Revolution was inspired by other parallel rotgem
in the region and, in its turn, has the potential to inspire other democratization movements
in nearby countries in Europe and Asia, as well as democratization trends around the
world. Successful democratic movements in Lebanon and Kyrgyzstan have akeeady
inspired by the revolutions in Ukraine and Georgia, but similar events were sugdpresse
violently in Azerbaijan and Uzbekistan (Samokhvalov, 2005). Further conceptualization
of such liberalization movements, as well as developments that followed them in
Ukraine, might be a significant research endeavor, which would inform international
development programs globally. While the comparative analysis of non-violent
democratic revolutions in post-communist societies attracted somecteséffarts (cf.
Bunce & Wolchik, 2006; Kuzio, 2006a; McFoul, 2005), further contrasting studies need
to be conducted, particularly, with the consideration of Ukraine’s historic events.

Another research direction ignited by the dissertation findings lies in inagstig
the current state of democracy in Ukraine and its future prospects avgetwgicivic
activists. Some research participants indicated that they preferresteanweodel of
democracy in Ukraine; others pointed out that the country needed its authentiomode
democracy and not a mere western import. The question of the archetype of derimocracy
Ukraine invites further research. The possible futures component of the atuldg c

illuminated by the Ethnographic Futures Research method utilized in this work.
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While some study findings were collected from Eastern Ukrainians, most of
Orange Revolution participation was supported by youth activists from Wedteaimél
A like study of perceptions of democracy in Eastern Ukraine, which has been
demonstrating an increase in civic activism after the revolution, would conttdoate

more complete picture of national socio-political trends in the country.

DIRECTIONS OF UKRAINE’'S DEVELOPMENT

The Ukrainian Orange Revolution validated two popular political leadership
beliefs. The first belief is attributed to Pierre Victurnien Vergnigifb3-1793):
“revolution is like Saturn, it devours its own children.” The second belief often
accompanies the first and is based on examples from history: “revolut®naake poor
statesmen.” Both Viktor Yushchenko and Yuliya Tymoshenko failed to deliver on most
of the promised changes and their failure undermined people’s trust in them. As president
of the Kyiv Euro-Atlantic University Oleh Rybachuk pointed out, “Our country is
welcome in the world. But those who are running the country at the moment get a vote of
no confidence” (Wagstyl & Olearchyk, 2008). Both Yushchenko and Tymoshenko
formed their political teams based on the candidates’ activism in the revolation a
cronyism rather than professionalism — a concern often addressed in thesfiidimeg
study — which later resulted in backstabbing and allegations of corruption.

The post-revolutionary Orange alliance between a liberal Yushchenko and a
radical Tymoshenko had split by late 2005. Constant squabbling in the Orange camp,

which followed the dismissal of the Tymoshenko government, enabled Yanukovych to



183
stage a comeback and take over the Prime Minister post until 2007, when Yushchenko
dissolved the Rada and called for a snap election. As a result, a paper-thin Orange
coalition regained control of the parliament. One of Yushchenko’s more prominent
political accomplishments in 2006 was the bill passed by Ukraine’s Verkhovna Rada
branding the 1932-33 Great Famine, or Holodomor, as an act of genocide by the
communist regime against the Ukrainian people. The future of the Orangerdém
coalition remains unclear as both Yushchenko and Tymoshenko block each other’s
initiatives and exchange public accusations, staging a platform for the upcoming 2010
presidential election rather than implementing much needed yet unpopatargef

Yet, the absence of drastic reforms after the revolution became a dpliessin
disguise for the Ukrainian nation, as painful reforms would have undermined the
Ukrainians’ aspirations for democracy. Similar processes took place in tharRuss
Federation where effects of Yeltsin’s democratic reform shock therapy liat¢éh#990s
discouraged the public and enabled Putin to return toward authoritarianism. InaGeorgi
President Saakashvili attempted some dramatic systemic reformthafiRose
Revolution that also suffered setbacks, particularly since they were pao@d by
centralization of presidential power and suppression of peaceful protests. lighti
democratic changes in Ukraine are perceived to be more sustainable than those in
Georgia (Asatiani, 2007).

The two parliamentary elections that followed the Orange Revolution were
recognized as fair by the international community, and their outcomes wassitnle to
predict in contrast to the staged elections in the Russian Federation,fgiexahere

the political successor was hand-picked by the ruling elite and promoted byledntrol
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mass media. Even the Ukrainian opposition headed by Yanukovych is forced to play by
more democratic rules in its political participation (Motyl, 2008). Despite thigadl
crises and divided elite, Ukraine’s economy is on the rise, attractingaticeral
investment and resulting in increasing wages and decreasing unemployragsty(V&
Olearchyk, 2008). The country was also granted a market economy status in 2006 and
joined the World Trade Organization in 2008.

This work is dedicated to the journalist who spoke up against his authorities to
stand up for the truth, the little girl on YouTube who was just learning how to speak but
was already singing the Ukrainian anthem having heard it so many times dilee wbio
would not turn his weapon on his fellow citizens, the pensioner who treated the protesters
with pies she had baked from scratch and carried by foot across the city,ities$man
who considered supporting the revolution financially to be a perspective inmséne,
finally, all the young people who made profound sacrifices for the good of thaitrg.

Youth activism has diminished after the Orange Revolution, which can be glibtfie

several reasons. Some activists felt they had put their brick in the wall ofdbetry’s
development and returned to their routine lives. Others put their activism on hold because
of the post-revolutionary disillusionment or marginalization by new politidake Still

others, like those in PORA, chose to remain politically active but branched into groups
that pursued autonomous paths — some remaining in civic organizations, others forming
parties and joining local and national governments. Overall, as Ukraineaisaiigt

itself from authoritarianism and moving toward a true democracy, the youtnwemdi

work for their country with a more depoliticized attitude and, perhaps, will rexc®¢me

impact of the revolution on the country’s development only in the long run. As Moty
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(2008) observes, “Younger generations of Ukrainians, especially students, elopohey

the healthy skepticism, entrepreneurial spirit, and cocky self-confideateharacterize

many young people in the West.” This work demonstrates that young people ineJkra

are more receptive to new ideas and values offered within the context of deratiorati

However, their apathy, disillusionment, and decline of activism are alarasritey may

result in setbacks of the democratic progress and reemergence s$irepleadership.

The dissertation findings suggest that youth development should be revitalized in the

country to utilize the great potential embodied by young people. This study witises

guotation by Activist 7, who describes in his essay the younger generatiémaafians:
We live in a world of numerous stereotypes which cuff and limit our freedom. We
are forced to break stereotypes of our parents and of parents of our parents. We do
not understand their values because they do not understand them themselves. For
a majority of them, they are big abstractions that do not assume any re#ippns
or explanations. By our own words and needs, we give them a new meaning and
are ready to fight for these values to become real. The Orange Revolution boosted
our confidence in our strength and showed that our next victories are in store for
us. The revolution became part of our past of which we are proud. We have no
time for disappointment or nostalgia. We are too young, self-confident, and

ambitious to live only in the past when the future gives birth to new challenges.
(Activist 7)
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APPENDIX A.1. ESSAY OUTLINE

Democracy in Ukraine after the Orange Revolution: Youth Activists’ Insghts on the
Revolutionary Past and Post-revolutionary Present

Please write an extended essay addressing the following questions:

1. What/who inspired you to take part in the Orange Revolution of December 2004
in Ukraine? What was the role of education in your socio-political activistmat
did you learn? What skills did you gain? What were some risks and benefits of
your activism?

2. How did the Orange Revolution happen from your individual standpoint? Please
describe the events in which you were involved, strategies you employed,
resources you used, your feelings, and impressions.

3. What is your vision of the post-revolutionary democratic developments? Do you
approve or disapprove of the current changes?

4. Is there anything else you would like to add?
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You are invited to take a survey about political efficacy. The survey will take 5-10 minutes to
complete. Please put one check mark (v') to answer each survey question.

Political E fficacy Questions Agree

Somewhat
Agree

Somewhat
Disagree

Disagree

1. Political involvement can be useful for
people like me, in some circumstances.

2. | am better informed about politics in Ukraine
than most people in my country.

3. People like me can get government officials
in Ukraine to pay attention to them.

4. People like me can participate in politics on
an official level, if they choose.

5. | know how to organize protests.

6. People like me can voice their political
disagreement.

7. Voting is the way that people like me have a
say about how government in Ukraine runs
things.

8. Sometimes Ukrainian politics is so
complicated that a person like me can't really
understand what's going on.

9. |don't think public officials in Ukraine care
much what people like me think.

10. People like me can get the media to pay
attention to them.

11. People like me don't have any say about
what the Ukrainian government does.

12. 1 know how to use the internet to further my
political aims.

Demographic Questions

13. What is your age?

] Under 19
[]19-22
[]23-26
[]27-30

[ ] More than 30

14. What is your gender?

] Male
[ ] Female

15. What is your education?

[] Secondary school

] High school

[] Vocational institution

[] Higher education (incomplete)
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[ | Higher education (complete)

16. To what extent did your education influence your socio-political activism?

] None
] Some
[ ] Great

17. What is your ethnicity?

] Ukrainian

[] Russian

[ ] Belarusian

] Moldovan

] Crimean Tatar

[] Other (please specify)...

18. In what area did you spend most of your Ilfe'?
[] Urban area
[ ] Rural area

19. In which part of Ukraine did you spend most of your life?

[] Center of Ukraine (Kyiv, Kyiv Oblast, Poltava Oblast, Cherkasy Oblast, Vinnytsya Oblast,
Kirovohrad Oblast)

] West of Ukraine (Lviv Oblast, Ternopil Oblast, lvano-Frankivsk Oblast, Zakarpattya Oblast,

Chernivtsi Oblast)

] North of Ukraine (Volyn Oblast, Rivne Oblast, Zhytomyr Oblast, Chernihiv Oblast,
Khmelnytskyy Oblast)

[] East of Ukraine (Donetsk Oblast, Luhansk Oblast, Dnipropetrovsk Oblast, Kharkiv Oblast,
Sumy Oblast)

] South of Ukraine (Sevastopol, Autonomous Crimean Republic, Odesa Oblast, Mykolayiv
Oblast, Kherson Oblast, Zaponzhzhya Oblast)

I:IOther(pIeasespemfy)

20. What is your native Ianguage'?

[] Ukrainian
[] Russian
[ ] Other (PIEASE SPECITY) ... .....uueeeen e e e et e e e e e

21. To which youth organization do/did you belong, if any?

] PORA! (yellow)

[ ] PORA! (black)

[ ] ZNAYU

[] Student Brotherhood

[] Other (please specify)...
[ 11 do not belong to any youth organ|zat|on

22. Have you spent three months or more abroad?

[] Yes (please specify the COUNTrY (-I€S))...... .. eeuureeiieiee e e
[ 1No

23. Is there anything else you would like to add?
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APPENDIX A.3. ETHNOGRAPHIC FUTURES RESEARCH GUIDELINES

Imagine that you are a top official in the Ukrainian government ten yreamnsnow. | will
describe three different scenarios of the future of Ukrainian dexyeroptimistic, pessimistic,
and most probable — and | will ask for your feedback. You can either agreestetfagios and
offer your thoughts on them, or describe your own alternative scenarios.

Optimistic Future

It is 2015. Ukraine has a well-established civil society and strong demaystem. The country
is a member of the harmonious European community with transparent and prospenousie
practices. Ukraine itself has developed an economic system based ondgeodéeelopment
and application as well as sustained innovative thinking. Peopleffwelable lives. Health care,
education, and other human necessities are free of charge. Ptunadis§ media report unbiased
information openly. Most democratic practices and institutions (efes;tfreedoms,
governmental and non-governmental organizations, etc.) are well-devatdgkihine and
protect its citizens’ rights. Young people are socially and politicatiy@and the authorities are
responsive to their needs. Additionally, young people have their repregeniatthe
government.

Pessimistic Future

It is 2015. Ukraine is divided into several states after a civil waiaamar with Russia. Several
parts of Ukraine were turned into satellites of its neighboring cesntiis citizens are treated as
second-rate people. The broken infrastructure caused economic andlmoigesawith high

levels of corruption. The gap between the rich and the poor is increasing stndngomiddle
class is established. People’s human rights are constantly viatadih are not free, and human
trafficking and torture are common practices. There are continualgtufet@trrorist acts and
outbreaks of another war. The environmental situation is critical beohagplosions on atomic
power stations and industrial negligence. Several attempted youth msemege violently
suppressed by the authorities. Many youth activists are missing and mangrenorg@rison for
opposing the regimes.

Most Probable Future

It is 2015. Ukraine is struggling with establishing a democratic systBencduntry cannot
delineate its international position in Europe. On the one hand, Ukrasgramted an
association of limited membership in the European Union. On the other hanmheJkiaed the
currency zone and military alliance with Russia and several other puist-States. Ukraine’s
economy is still in a “catching up” mode and is infested with corruption. Detioeedues are
promoted in the relatively free media, but, in reality, there acriénet violations of human
rights. Ukraine’s reforms are stagnating due to dissonances on the gentahlevel and lack of
visionary strategies of development. Youth activist groups remain dividadimdeologies and
activities — some support Ukraine’s westernization, others sitigpnotRussian forces; some
prefer to remain purely civic organizations, others have joined tiiteeglosystem.
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APPENDIX B.1. SELECTED ESSAYS

Activist 7

This revolution had no beginning and it is useless to expect its quick ending.
Nobody knows for sure if it was a true Revolution and what this revolution was. Any
attempt to describe it, in the best case, will signify a dilettante and gigasposition of
the describer. In such cases, “silence” will be the most objective elefreamlgsis (in
terms of social anthropology). What strikes and causes a sudden surprise cannot be
described in words. Silence conceals in itself much more information than aatelyjpe
or casually provoked conversation. The shadow of the homo sovieticus hangs over each
of us. Silence is a bad habit for us, it is an escape from our own shadow which is capable
of talking. Maidan broke the long lasting silence and demonstrated to us thatatdeare
to listen to ourselves without mediators or broadcasters. To put it more simplg,at wa
revolution of consciousness. Too little time has passed to interpret the events that
happened adequately avoiding at the same time conjunctive influences atal socie
controversies heated up by politicians. Too much time has passed to describertde gene
emotional context and internal mood of the revolution without rigging and excessive
skepticism. It is a perfect time to provoke myself to break my own silence noetmios
personal view of the revolution and my place in it in the plethora of revolutionary
rhetoric.

Revolution without Participants. | spent several hours on Maidan (total) — it
constituted about 24 hours altogether. | did not lead human crowds and did not cheer
revolutionary slogans. | was in the tent city only once and it looked like a toypist tri
was far away from Kyiv (in a semi-empty orange Lviv), did not watch TV mudbnksl
to some radio, and talked on the phone a lot. | oversaw people bring food, money, and
other things to the revolutionary Maidan, we kept a precise account of everytding a
sent it all to Kyiv. | communicated with many students who wanted to get to Kyiv
quickly, distributed them into groups, handed out tickets or money for tickets, gave them
phone numbers at which they were supposed to contact our people in Kyiv. Part of the
people | had to turn down (I did not have enough tickets for everybody) and | asked them
to come the following day. | did not call on people to go to the streets and do things TAK
[an orange slogayesin Ukrainian] and not TOMU SHCHO [a white-and-blue slogan,
becausen Ukrainian] (or v.v.). | did not look for allies and persecute enemies, it was
difficult for me to differentiate between the two altogether. My world corssist@ot
just one (orange or white-and-blue) or even two (black and white) colors...

Everything | was doing was fighting myself, or rather the several nrsrtbt
lived inside me and devoured one another: the conservative-rural sovok yesterday (I w
born and brought up in a village) <-> the urban post-modern uncertain tomorrow (I study
in a city). Thus, the revolution was beginning.

It was my revolution but | was not its participant, just like everyone else. Anyone
can say “lI am the revolution” and will not be wrong. A pronounced word is more than a
reality. It was a revolution without participants. It was a sight with oha &
viewers/listeners. | know many people who invested a part of themselves in the
revolution, they categorically do not recognize honors and rewards, medals and
certificates or invented labels, such as “distinguished revolutionary,” “hdnore
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participant.” Such notions devalue what we were fighting for. We got a unique
experience (and not just unforgettable memories which need to remain in histocy), whi
is a determinant of a successful future. The revolution viewers/listemarstdze

classified by an ideological, political, religious, age, professional,dealit linguistic,
geopolitical, or any other criterion. It was a synergy and if at least@amponent had

fallen out of it (e.g., there were no white-and-blues), the revolution would not have
happened.

PORA. Our Revolution. For me, it all began at a university in which asking
guestions is considered a virtue: Lviv National University Named afterAxearko.
Everything started in the city, which asked a lot of questions and gave no response
options: Lviv. Everything started in the country whose authorities had a hundred answers
to any of your questions and none of them was right: Ukraine. Everything started
spontaneously, but it was expected.

On March 29, 2004, a bunch of people who were so different that were forced to
act together not to be turned into recluses, asked themselves “What is Kuchmism?” It
sounded so loud that others were able to hear us. Thus, PORA started as well as one of
the most complex stages of our revolution, which reached its final stage in Noxa@mbe
2004.

| was doing it because it was the best thing | could do. | had one big dream and a
very amorphous idea how to make it come true. | knew the people who had similar
wishes and | communicated with them. At the time, we were not talking about a
revolution yet. We simply believed that something needed to be done. Serbia (Otpor),
Georgia (Kmara), Gene Sharp, non-violent resistance — we did not have to invent a
bicycle. We were pragmatists and realists and, therefore, we believadrévalution (or
something similar) was possible. The most difficult thing was to convince offeers
accomplish it, we had to turn into idealists. If that is how revolutionaries arel lhauah,
motivation to become one. However primitive this may sound, my surroundings turned
me into who | am. In March of 2004, my faith in success was the biggest and | was
mesmerized by the idea of a revolution. In October, | was on the border of
disappointment. | had enough experience, a minimum of necessary knowledge, shaped
skills and habits of revolutionary struggle, and full readiness for risk. During lyalr,
PORA staged bold anti-Kuchmist scenes to draw attention from a scared and passive
electorate, which was being manipulated again to be tricked later. Most ajhitseviie
won, but | was more and more often haunted by the sense that we were losing the war.

REVOLUTION. By the end of November 2004, it became clear that the
technological component of creating the revolution exhausted itself. Since then, our
struggle depended on us the least, on the methods and the ideology popularized by us, on
American valyanky and money, on drugged oranges, on huge tent cities, on all day and
night concerts, and other attributes (both real and imaginary ones) of revoltextas
and strategy. We simply continued to work on our cause, hoping that our struggle would
become a struggle of the rest of Ukrainians — the Ukrainians who were out®sesal
closeted supporters during almost all of 2004. Now | think we managed to persuade them
of the inevitability of the revolution: they came to Maidan with expectations of
somethingin search of a sight, in which they became participants themselves. Having
come to Maidan in a capacity as viewers of the revolution, the people became its
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immediate initiators and participants. Cheering orange-Yushchenko slogen®fe
them in the depth of their souls realized thatn the revolution

The rest of my friends and | (PORA) did not make the revolution, we only tried to
persuade others that it was possible and demonstrate what it should look like.

As a student, | had nothing to lose. | could only dare to gain something or avoid it.
Everything | had was my unlimited personal freedom. Everything | needechyas
readiness to be responsible for my personal freedom. | was ready to tiska@igr that.

The revolution gave me an opportunity to be responsible for my freedom and enjoy it. It
was my greatest achievement.

Post-revolution. The revolution is going on. We became different and we
continue to change. The revolution is a process which does not have a concluding phase.
The Orange Revolution answered the question “What is Kuchmism?” and asked a string
of more important questions which most of us have no guts to answer. The revolution is
destruction of previous traditions and invention of new ones, it is denial of the existing
rules of game (or a game with no rules, to be more exact) and a proposal to play by ne
rules. We finally realized that the Ukrainian nation is a notion which exiseality. We
stopped believing in myths which were real only yesterday. The greatestexalent of
the revolution is that we dared to speak fully out loud about what we disliked. But we
have not yet learned to explain distinctly what we want and what we like.

The revolution became possible because of a contribution and role of the youth in
mobilization of the Ukrainian society. Current students are a generatioh gthited its
education in an independent Ukraine. | know about what these students are thinking and
how they are thinking. We live in a world of numerous stereotypes which cuff and limit
our freedom. We are forced to break stereotypes of our parents and of parents of our
parents. We do not understand their values because they do not understand them
themselves. For a majority of them, they are big abstractions that desnoteaany
responsibility or explanations. By our own words and needs, we give them a new
meaning and are ready to fight for these values to become real. The OexoyiBn
boosted our confidence in our strength and showed that our next victories are in store for
us. The revolution became part of our past of which we are proud. We have no time for
disappointment or nostalgia. We are too young, self-confident, and ambitious to live only
in the past when the future gives birth to new challenges.

Activist 9

A revolution begins with the revolution of consciousness. That is why | can state
with confidence that my revolution began in December 2000. It happened after the
premiere of a later scandalously famous play “The Ukrainian Bourg@&tasienalist.”
The play rendered wonderfully the atmosphere of the epoch of the second Kuchma rule
when such notions as patriotism, betrayal, and conformism were mixed into one pile. The
main character, Zenoviy Krasivskyy (who, by the way is a historic pegspagamous
political prisoner who died suddenly in 1991 and thus avoided the possibility of
experiencing Kuchmism in real life), finds himself in the center of in&sgof various
forces that want to use him for their promotion — it is his former coworkers, who are now
respectable members of parliament, and “new Ukrainians,” and reprasantdtthe
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authorities. Everybody is trying to persuade him that it is enough to fight, thainid to
settle comfortably in this life even if he had to overlook things against which he mas bee
fighting so adamantly during previous years. But Krasivskyy makes anottisiode- to

fight until unfairness is gone. He, being an old, old man, takes a gun and goes to the
forest — the struggle goes on.

The provocative spirit of the play was not limited to the fact that its authors
selected a real person as its leading character and transferred him to 2608cmne i
other characters one could easily recognize some famous politicians, ladt tthaf the
background of the paper programs of the play was the transcripts of Kuchma'’s
conversations with his employees from the notorious Melnychenko tapes. Therpremie
happened to coincide with the beginnings of the civic action “Ukraine without Kuchma,”
which was increasing its spins.

At the time, | tried not to pay too much attention to the political events and was
absorbed fully into history research. In September 2000, when the opposition journalist
Heorhiy Gongadze disappeared, | was in the Slovak city of Trnava, whesestwaying
with excitement some documents about the struggle of the Czechoslovak army with the
Bandera units. For 2000-2001, | was planning to release two books on the subject (my
first books, by the way), so | was actually living somewhere in 1947, not 2000. So the
events related to Gongadze’s disappearance did not impress me too much, although
before that | was interested in politics and was even a member of a plaetCengress
of Ukrainian Nationalists (it must have been caused by my fascination with roétibwey
Ukrainian liberation movement, the struggle of the OUN and UPA), which I left in 1999.

So the first news about Kuchma being involved in the murder (they were calling it
murder confidently at that point) of the opposition journalist, increase of people’s
dissatisfaction, the beginning of the “Ukraine without Kuchma” action, and théefms
on Khreshchatyk did not impress me too much. But | was impressed by the “UBN” play.
It became clear to me that one cannot live only in history, one cannot close teaneye
today’s unfairness.

The protest actions quieted down during the New Year’s holidays in 2000 (I think
that pause undermined the increase of the protest) and reemerged at the ieumarpf Ja
2001. That was when | became a participant of the actions. Initially, it was ver
interesting to go to Kyiv, participate in multi-thousand demonstrations, and fegl be
part of the big body, which was about to overthrow the Kuchma regime. We insightfully
yelled “Away with Kuchma!” despite the frosty air, and burned the presidpaottsaits
lit up the dark winter nights. But it became clear soon that the protest was not developing
— the tents were on Khreshchatyk as before, people gathered periodically immoaulg ¢
and walked to the Verkhovna Rada, Presidential Administration, there were gfaactac
trials held against the “criminal regime.” It was becoming cledarahaxpected sharp
increase of the societal protest mood was not going to happen. Besides, one could
distinctly feel the indifferent attitude of Kyivites toward the protestarost of whom
came to the capital from other regions. The stagnation also lead to the oppasitionist
starting to fight over who was more in charge. Representatives of théiSdétaaty and
the UNA-UNSO were fighting over heading the “Ukraine without Kuchma,” tHerRe
and Order party started taking over the youth protest wing of the civic comnfitiee “
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Truth!” It was sad to watch it and it was even sadder to see that there west @m
people who wanted to resist it.

Finally the breaking day of March 9, 2001, came along. Kuchma decided to lay
traditionally a wreath of flowers to Shevchenko’s monument in Kyiv and the
oppositionists — to prevent him from doing it. First confrontations with the militieedtar
but the real fight with it started later near the Presidential Admaistr, which the
demonstrators decided to storm following who knows whose orders. Blood was spilled,
there were victims on both sides. But Kuchma was the only one who took advantage of
the situation — the very same night all TV channels were showing a horritaleepic
maddened opposition members beating up the guards of order. The demonstrators were
labeled as terrorists who were trying to break the constitutional order inuhe\c

While the TV was broadcasting these apocalyptic pictures the regimactirag —
tens of front running rallying guys from the UNSO were arrested, angalish of Lviv
students was conducted at the terminal. The second action was particulatly bylia
detained all you needed was to be young and speak Ukrainian. Students were beaten up,
their faces thrown to the ground, and loaded in buses.

| was not in Kyiv that day, | did not go expecting that it would be another
traditional demonstration — tours to administrative buildings, slogans “Avtay w
Kuchmal,” and going home. At the same time, among the ones who went, there were
many of our friends. As soon as we learned about the collision in Kyiv, we (the ones who
did not go this time) went to the headquarters on Kryva Lypa Street in Lvive, er
tried to figure out the names of everyone who went to Kyiv but it turned out to be not an
easy thing to do — everyone’s attitude at the moment of the departure was s@fatter
fact that no decent list of the departing people was compiled. Here you wouladnefte
Mykolas, Halyas, and Andriys — no last names. The mess grew as parents atiantpd c
demanding information about their children who were in Kyiv.

In this atmosphere, we started a meeting, the goal of which was to plan our
actions in response to repression. At the very beginning, an absolutely rididelais
started under which brand the protest would be held — Civil Campaign “For Truth” or
Student Brotherhood. The thing was, SB at the beginning was the basis for “Fgt Truth
its members were the majority among the detained in Kyiv. This argument deatexhst
very well what moods were present in the opposition milieu at the time. Despite the noble
tasks, too much time was wasted on such more than secondary questions as under whose
flag or brand the action will be held and who would be interviewed by journalists, etc
The meeting lasted a very long period of time, until the action was finalyed.

The following morning, we surrounded the main building of the Lviv National
University Named after Ivan Franko leaving a narrow passage, which we balled t
corridor of shame. Through the corridor, those could pass who despite our protest
“strived for knowledge.” Using a megaphone, | called on students to join us. Then we
came up with our main slogans — “today classes, tomorrow jail,” “togethareve
power.” The university action was a great success: we gathered hundreds rafsidmute
headed to the second largest educational institution — Lviv Polytechnics. There,
Polytechnics students joined us and together the crowd of several thousand went to the
Lviv Administration. By the way, it was my first time to lead such a big crowd @nd f
the first time, | enjoyed being in charge of so many people. It wasmitear my every
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slogan to be repeated by the crowd and sounded out a hundred times louder. By the
slogans “Freedom for students” we shook up Lviv authorities so much that the governor
invited us to hold negotiations. There he declared that he had nothing to do with the
repression against students but he was forced to write a petition to be sent @ Kyiv t
demand that the students be released.

The event turned out to be really loud. Lviv had not remembered such
demonstrations since 1989. The same day, some students were released, but not all of
them. So the following day, we held another multi-thousand manifestation of students.
Finally, all students were freed. It was a victory. It seemed it was seghpospire
further breakthroughs. But it was not so, that victory was the last one. In gafteral,

March 9, the entire opposition movement subsided dramatically. Even another bputal st
on the part of the Kuchma authorities failed to mobilize it again and give it dysidm

am talking about the dismissal of Prime Minister Yushchenko. With the start of his
leadership in the government, things in the country started to get better, the populati
was paid huge wage debts, a hope for the better emerged. Despite the fact that
Yushchenko then was not in opposition to Kuchma, he had great support among people.
When information about a possible resignation of the prime minister appeared for the
first time, Ukrainians from all parts of the country came to Kyiv to support theepri
minister. My friends and | also participated in those trips which very sodadstar
resemble Ukraine without Kuchma demonstrations — inspirational speeches from
politicians, hundreds of party flags, and... nothing else.

That was when we realized that we had to do something. We are a small circle of
friends and acquaintances from a civic organization “Young Enlightenment,” later
activists of the civic campaign “For Truth.” At the time, we got compfeddillusioned
in “For Truth,” Ukraine without Kuchma, and decided to do something independently.
The step we took was a desperate one but we were hoping that it would become the
beginning of the new stage of development of the oppositional movement. We decided to
go to Kyiv and repeat the deed of our predecessors — students of 1990: to start a hunger
strike. But in contrast from what the students did, we were on strike not against the
government but to support it. The idea came about unexpectedly in communication
between me, my future wife [name], and our friend [name]. First, we Viraid af the
idea ourselves, but then we realized that if we did not go for it, we would betray our own
ideals. We decided to convince others to join us. | delivered the main speech, the girls
were helping. To our surprise, we were not received like idiots, and the majority of
listeners agreed to participate. Thus, ten of us got together. We decided natgernepr
any organizations and not to go under any other flag except for the national one. We
introduced ourselves to journalists as “hungering students,” although we hadaegradu
student among us and a high school student [name] (we only learned that he was a high
school student on the way to Kyiv). On the train, we joked a lot, we tried not to think
about what tomorrow would bring. But tomorrow came about very quickly and the jokes
were replaced by serious conversations — about when and how we would start, on whose
support we could count. Thanks to our acquaintance [name], a Batkivshchyna
[Motherlandin Ukrainian] party employee, journalists were sent notifications about the
beginning of the hunger strike. Journalists’ presence was supposed to be the goarante
our safety in the first moments, so that we were not “raked in” by the militia



198

Having paired up, we came up to the Verkhovna Rada. The first thing we saw was
militiamen, the next one — cameras. The way back was cut off. Out of our pockgts, we
some prepared in advance bands with words “I am on hunger strike” on them and sat on
the sidewalk in front of the Verkhovna Rada. Journalists noticed us before the militiame
and approached us first. It all began.

The next four days (that was how long we had to be on hunger strike on the
square in front of the Verkhovna Rada) we were the center of attention. Mass media
representatives were constantly around us (I had not given so many interviewsnmeye
life before), militiamen and the SBU explained to us the complexity of thatisihs and
our responsibility, representatives of various political forces wanted totrasrat any
cost — they actually offered us money, later on, when people heard about us, ordinary
civilians started approaching us — some with their complaints, others watls tdfhelp.

We were pleasantly surprised by young socialists who on the very first day busught
mattresses and blankets without asking anything in return. But we did not getgmsl

them for a long time — the militiamen were exchanged and the new person in charge
ordered to get rid of the mattresses. But the first night under the Verkhovna &ada w
wonderful — we were lying on the mattresses about 50 meters from the patliame

building with only starts above us. When it started to rain (and this was happening
between April 22 and 26), we covered ourselves with a large piece of cellophane. Almost
no one slept the first night, many interested people were approaching us and
conversations never ended. One of our guests, a Mohylyanka student, became one of us
by joining the hunger strike. That was when we met [name], the then editor afninesfa
opposition site Maidan, and a participant of the student hunger strike before then. From
him we learned many interesting things about politics and specifics of a Hainker

By the way, we started feeling hunger as such only on about third day, perhaps the
constant new impressions dulled it. Colleagues from “For Truth” visited us bangel

the leaders, casually at first, suggested that we held the action undéagjseand then
warned us that we were splitting up the oppositional movement. Regular “For Truth”
members approached us as well and got all excited promising to join us. But a few hours
passed and the guys never showed up. Later, hiding their eyes, they explaittesl/that
were prohibited to join the hunger strike.

During those days, the parliament tried to pass a motion for dismissal, so people
from all of Ukraine arrived to the place holding mass rallies. | had a chaspeak at
one of them as the leader of the hungering students. Judging from the looks on their
faces, they regretted giving me the chance. | openly stated that, unfeistupaliticians
were not trying to save the prime minister, but first and foremost were prngmoti
themselves and their parties, and only organized people were capable of savimgehe pr
minister who would unite despite party differences. The crowd received my spéech w
ovations, journalists rushed to interview me, and the politicians never invited me to speak
the following days. Although they came over to talk to us trying to find out “for whom
we were working.”

Trouble happened the last night — one of our girls, [name], got sick and was taken
to the hospital by an ambulance. Then we were warned that the following day the
government was to be dismissed no matter what and a provocation similar to that on
March 9 was being staged during which people would attempt to storm the Verkhovna
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Rada. In the morning, tens of thousands of demonstrators gathered at the parliament,
hundreds of thousands of signatures to support the government were delivered to the
Verkhovna Rada. A session started in the Rada and an endless rally outside of it. Our
MPs seemed to have forgotten their real battleground and instead of speaking at the
parliamentary rostrum, they would not stop talking into microphones on the street. But it
was understandable — there they were closer to the electorate and could itmpoge

with their inspirational speeches. It came to the point that during the vote fonguwre
dismissal, the crowd called on certain politicians to go back to the building to vote
against it.

But Yushchenko was dismissed. After that, a bitter quietness started with tens of
thousands of people standing as if they had been beaten up. Yushchenko came out and
thanked everyone who supported him (he also mentioned the hungering students), and
promised to be back. That was how he became an oppositionist. We also promised to be
back. That was how we became revolutionaries.

Our friends and acquaintances treated us differently after our return. We had to
listen to a lot — admiration by our courage, motherly reproaches, and voices behind our
backs claiming that we had got paid. But we were not very impressed byalksse
“dogs must bark and the caravan must go on.”

Our words about being back were not just a beautiful conclusion which was
meant to distract us from the defeat. We were indeed preparing for the revesge. Th
situation in the country did not particularly cooperate with us — a total apatlagdspre
Kuchma, having defeated the hated oppositionists, was celebrating a victergpistiof
politicians to start another wave of protests did not yield anything. Viktor Yuskaise
block’s victory in the elections of 2002 resulted in this force’s defeat in therpariia
where a pro-Kuchma majority was formed. The loudly advertised by Yuliya3lyemko
event “Rise, Ukraine” in September of 2002 lasted... only one day. The “For Truth” civic
campaign seized its existence by the end of 2001. But we were slowly lookingbde pe
similar to us, people who could take on the case not hoping to gain something for
themselves, but simply because it needed to be done. Obviously, it was not the only thing
we were doing, we did not become a stuck monks-revolutionaries who devoted their lives
to the revolution. We were having fun as before, traveling a lot (the Carpathiacis, Bl
and Azov Seas, Khortytsya, Kholodnyy Yar), running educational projects within the
“Young Enlightenment” frame. By 2004, | managed to get married and write a
dissertation.

We focused seriously on establishing a youth opposition organization in the
second half of 2003. We were mobilized not only by the approaching presidential
elections, but the events in the country. It looked like for the guarantee of his safety
Kuchma decided to actually sell Ukraine to Russia. Our northern neighbor started
behaving more than boldly and Ukrainian leadership responded with nothing but
emphasizing the importance of preserving good relations. In Ukraine, they wer
preparing to mark the 38@nniversary of the Pereyaslav Treaty on the state level and a
year of Russia was announced in the country. Furthermore, a treaty about forming the
Single economic space was signed, which alleged, not baselessly, adeanpsival of
Russia’s empire ambitions. And a totally outrageous display of these ambitiiiseva
attempt of Russian occupation of the Ukrainian Island Kosa Tuzla. The two lashsoble
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urged establishing by our community an initiative, which we called Opir Molodi
(Youth’s Resistance) — an abbreviated version was supposed to be OM — a unit of
resistance in physics.

The beginnings of this organization are rather romantic. We had been thinking
about starting a youth protest movement for a while. But the final decision —$Tthat’
We are starting.” — was made on October 4 during a wonderful trip to Hoverla. The
weather was nice for the season and after climbing the highest mountainked feala
few more kilometers through the Chornohirskyy Backbone to the Nesamovyte hake (t
highest lake in Ukraine) in which we even swam (see the date!). The returthom
mountains was incredible — it was pouring like a wall through which we tried to go down
to Vorokhta. It was there where after all the discussions about perspectivdgeats
each of us personally made up their mind to take upon the cause. There were eight of us
everyone said “Yes!”

The events that followed developed very quickly. We held the first OM events
against Ukraine’s accession into the Single economic space (distributiegspeih
pictures of the great famine of 1933 and a slogan “We were in the SEC alreadynbse
letters from the youth to MPs with a call not to vote for the accession) and against
Russia’s vying over Tuzla. The second event can already be considered diRO&R%E.
Not because it was conducted under the PORA brand, but because its style resembled
actions of its campaign. We held a protest at the Russian consulate in Lviv, vehich w
surrounded by border poles with words “Do not cross! Danger!” Under the building, we
parked an audio car, which constantly emitted messages in Russian in an offieial m
voice: “Russian soldiers! Give up! Your resistance is worthless. On the Isldnlaf
you will get hot soup, a warm bed, and a hundred grams” and in a pitiful female voice:
“Vanya! Come home! Vanya, drop the weapon! I'm waiting for you!” Thatus
gathered a rather big number of young people and the OM made it the newdifst the
time.

Besides the events, we started holding systematic meetings of acthestircle
of which grew noticeably. The meetings were held in vacant university roamss. \8e
could not know for sure which room would be available at the time we needed it, we
would leave a note on the message board with an understandable for outsiders message
“OM 313,” which meant that we were in Room 313. We discussed the political situation
in the country, argued, evaluated possibilities of changes. Separately, we thtbeme
attendants with the history of the Serbian oppositional movement Otpor and the
Belarusian ZUBR. To inform about the events of 2000-2001 in Ukraine, we used the
movie “The Face of Protest.” Such information was necessary because aymojouit
activists were 17-19-year-old guys and girls who had not been particularbsietin
politics before then. We had heated discussions, arguments, and generatdthgteres
ideas. Sometimes staff would kick us out of the room having heard the noise and rocket,
sometimes they thought we were in class — | would play the part of a profeds
students who were listening attentively.

After some time, we managed to conduct a few two-day weekend trainings.
Obviously, we reported those to the Center of Youth Activities in the Lviv
Administration under some innocent topics.
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At the same time, we contacted a group of people in Kyiv (we met them during
the “For Truth” civic campaign). Officially, the seminars were to infoneir participants
about the basics of development of civil society. In reality, we talked more @leating
and oppositional youth movement as a ground for possible changes in the country. The
guys from the Serbian oppositional Otpor were among the seminar trainersvdreey
real heroes for us since they defeated the Milosevic regime. Talkingnoaths really
inspirational — “If they were able to do it, we can, too!” Very soon, we became not only
participants in the seminars, but also co-organizers. It happened due to ongrigteres
guy named [name]. He was from Lviv originally but resided in Greece atrtbelie was
a representative of one of the international funds, which financed the seminars. Af
previous conversations, he decided to talk to us separately. | remember the tnekting
place in my office (I worked for the Litopys UPA printing house). [name] afirtie t
looked like a respectable man to whom we tried to explain what we were going to do.
Now it seems funny because nowadays we are close friends with [name], buiraéthe t
he was our chance to get support for our activities. Here, | must emphasize that our
previous activities were based on our own funds, we simply chipped in to print posters,
purchase glue, etc. But we realized that with those resources we would nottoe able
develop significantly. That was why we had high hopes for the meeting with [name] a
the fund representative. As a result of the conversation, “he liked us” and we beeame ¢
organizers of the seminars mentioned above. Our partners were guys fromh€yiv w
introduced themselves as the milieu of the Maidan site. Thus, the basis forgcreatin
PORA was established.

During the fall-winter of 2003-04, we traveled with those seminars over aathost
of Ukraine. Our audiences were activists of local organizations and people wé&mew
the events of 2000-01. Not all of participants understood the goal of these meetirggs, som
simply did not treat the opportunity for young people to change something in their
country seriously. Serb’s justifications were brushed aside by phraséslikpeople
are different.” But in November 2003 another justification came about — the victory of
the Rose Revolution in Georgia. We watched their revolution attentively on TV and
stingily looked for the information online. The Georgian victory and the decisive
participation of the Kmara! youth movement in it were provoking us again. As aoésul
our trips around Ukraine, we managed to create a network of the youth organization in
the entire country.

Parallel to the structural development were some other extremely imipiorta
the establishment of the organization things. First and foremost, aftenjelggthssions,
we determined a set of foundational principles:

1. Non-violent resistance;

2. Leaderless structure;

3. Financial and political independence; and

4. Prohibition to use participation in the campaign for personal career growth.

The source of our principles was primarily the experience we gained in the
campaigns of 2000-01. Because it was the use of force on March 9 that became a
breaking point, after which the campaign subsided. Besides, struggle for headeasty
control over the movement, and attempts to use it for a personal PR were serious disease
undermining the movement from inside. When designing concrete means of realization of
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the principles in practice, we relied on the experiences from Serbs, Balarend
Georgians. Generally speaking, from our friends from abroad, we received many use
pieces of advice of technical nature (organizing communication systdety, sa
precautions, and mass events) but the most important thing was the motivational charge

The same winter of 2004, at the meetings we adopted such things as the name of
the newly-founded organization and its logo. Without major arguments, we only decided
that it was going to be a civic campaign, but not an organization as such. That is,
participation in it would not entail any particular effort, admission, menib&rdr even
a fixed membership. Everyone who shared our views could join us for participating in
our events depending on their availability. At the time, such a formation was cdynplete
new and it was one of the movements, which attracted young people dissatisgfidzewi
bureaucratization of other organizations. The idea of using printed materials of
exclusively black and white colors was supported relatively easily sRiet, it
reflected our slogans and symbolized our struggle (day vs. night, good vs. evil), second,
as importantly, it was cheap. Black-and-white printouts saved us money ands beside
they stood out among the expensive colored posters of the authorities. That point was the
end of consensus on our external attributes. Everything else was adopted during heated
discussions. The PORA! brand did not appear like a blessing from above, nobody
shouted Eureka! afterwards. It was a result of a compromise: it becamthatdarther
discussions would not yield any results, so we decided to stick to the name as such that
satisfied everyone more or less. Now, it is a bit funny to hear musings of vowoidtical
analysts about how correctly and precisely the brand had been selected. Theslogo wa
finalized with just as many problems. First, we were considering the Gspowtich
also became Kmara’s symbol. A certain attraction of the opposition youth mogement
spoke in its favor, but what spoke against it was the somewhat aggressive nateire of th
symbol as well as our national uppity — we are not worse than the Serbs, we caipcome
with something ourselves. As a result of long discussions, we were left with two ma
versions — a clock showing 11:55 and a rising sun. | personally was a supporter of the
former logo (which, by the way, was used by so-called Yellow PORA), but thedate
was selected.

So everything was ready for the start. The day, or rather the night of PORA
appearance was the break of March 28-29. Then, in 17 oblast centers posters with the
guestion “What is Kuchmism?” appeared. The very first action provoked repression —
militiamen detained 11 activists. The guards of law (unfortunately, they do not gward la
itself) did not even know on what grounds they had been detained. That was why the
majority got away with a detention for gluing posters in unauthorized places.Wwaexe
some unique individuals who tried to incriminate the PORAIsts... the offense of the
president’s honor and dignity. The first exam in safety, we passed with excgldes —
as a result of massive phone attacks and activists’ appeals to the miilitie,ddtained
were released by the morning.

In April, our series of seminars was over and its conclusion was a trip of ten
activists to the Otpor training center in Serbia. | was among those who wentbilm, Ser
we had a very busy time — constant seminars, discussions, and brainstormingpdeas. U
our return to Ukraine, we faced an interesting and rather unpleasant situation. Another
PORA appeared with an interesting logo — a clock showing 11:55. Our first sigores
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was that the authorities carried out a provocation against us and the organization was
created to undermine us. At the time, PORA became rather famous, its priveostsl

over Ukraine and newspapers were writing about it. As a result of our investigation, w
found out that Yellow PORA (the name was adopted from the color of its printed
materials) suddenly emerged from the Khvylya Svobody campaign. How andavhy di
[name], who headed Khvylya Svobody decide to rip off our name is unknown to the end
still. But at the time, it was decided not to emphasize differences betweerothe tw
campaigns (by the way, the positioning was different from the very beginning — our
campaign primarily targeted actions of direct impact, whereas the “yetioe’had a

goal of information-educational activities), but try to work for collaboratirhis concept
gained wonderful results in the regions where the two campaigns merged into one body
painlessly. However, this did not happen at the highest level in Kyiv. The leaders of
Yellow PORA, whose campaign had a vertical management structure, unlike our
leaderless one, did not wish to merge further. In particular, they were not happy about the
leaderless principles, our tradition not to give journalists our last names,rehlyafines,

and our political independence, considering the fact that they had repressruathe

Our Ukraine block in their political council (their structure was typical otipal

parties).

Everyone else did not know about these problems (we were afraid that this could
be used against us), not even all activists knew, since they could obviously be
disappointed by such information. That was why then, in the spring and summer, they did
not bother us at all, people worked with inspiration and self-devotion, and the authorities’
attempts to scare us were nothing but additional mobilization. The Serbs were right:
“Repression grows — Otpordsistancen Serbian] grows.” Indeed, the authorities gave
us a wonderful PR, tens of articles appeared about the terrorist organizatidreROR
its plans to carry out an armed coup in the country. People understood: since the
authorities lied about those guys and girls so thoroughly, they must be doing something
indeed. As a result, our numbers grew, especially since people realized thfgaising
us.

Apart from the actions, the summer was used to train the newly joined activists
who did not go through previous seminars. For that purpose, we conducted several
regional training camps and in September, we held an all-Ukrainian one in the
Carpathians. The final camp was not a training one, it was an opportunity to work
through our detailed plans of our activities for the period of August-November.
Particularly, we were discussing our preparations for mass resistetnmes in case the
elections were falsified. We had no doubt that the elections would be falsified, so our
primary task was to prepare people for defending their votes. It was ndbeassk — it
was summer, the forest, mountains, river. But we still managed to outlineladietai
calendar plan which included almost everyday events starting in September.

So in the fall, PORA started work at its highest — street events, flash-neobs w
held in all cities, building walls were covered with posters and graffitnigue feature
of these events was their boldly funny, uppity tone. We used laughter as a weapdn agains
the growing fear in the society, which was provoked deliberately by the iethor
rolling down to the regime of a Soviet type. And our weapon was omnipotent indeed —
sometimes the militiamen sent to our actions could not help but laughing with everyone
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else. But of course there have been serious moments and even dramatic ones — when our
activists were detained and tried. But every detained activist knew thataileervot be
abandoned, hundreds of friends got together under the militia headquarters demanding
his/her release. That was when the slogBmzom rac 6araro, Hac He mogosiaru” [We

are together, we are many, and we cannot be defeated], sounded out loud for the first
time.

At the same time, in October, to be exact, the authorities realized that RERA
becoming a threat to them. They decided to strike a hard blow on the activist network —
activists were detained on any grounds (“theft,” “possession” of drugs, fakezmone
weapons), taken to jail, offices were planted with grenades and explosivesitRoaty
media screamed about the PORA terrorists. At the time, by the way, dvarhattion in
response — our activists, mainly guys and girls who were 17-20 years oltbveentral
squares of their cities with tags of the following content: “Olya, 17, IMkeart and ice
cream. Am | a terrorist?” The event impressed passers-by who understood the
preposterousness of the authorities’ accusations. But that would not stop them. For me,
the most dramatic moment was the detention of my friend [name] from Chernihiv. He
was planted an explosive and fake money and incriminated creating an ariowst terr
group — for 19-year-old guy, they fabricated accusations worth of 18 years of
imprisonment. To support him, we held a mass action — almost for the first time in the
history of Chernihiv, more than a thousand students took to the street demanding that
their colleague be released. But such actions were no longer effective.|\&drdeat
we would either win or we would never set our friends free, moreover, we could very
quickly become their neighbors in prison. Overall, in eight months of our activities, over
300 people were subject to repression.

Thus we approached the elections. Everyone understood that it was not just a
presidential election but an election of the country’s future. Correspondingly, the
authorities and opposition mobilized all their forces. Expecting riots, the authaliées
to the Central Electoral Committee hundreds of troops, tanks, and water cannons. But the
first round did not put an end to the confrontation: its finale was postponed by three
weeks — till November 21. Both sides were trying to use the remaining timsnadigx
effectively. Considering the results of the first round, we started sending hunéiceds
activists to work in southern and eastern regions where the authorities’ iriteggilaere
particularly bold.

The day of the elections finally arrived. For us, it started very intergstivg
had received a piece of information before about employees of one of gas cemganie
were going to be taken outside of Kyiv to vote somewhere in Poltava Oblast under thei
bosses’ supervision. We decided to prevent it and in the morning of November 21, we
went to the point of the buses’ departure. First, we unveiled slogans calling to stop
lawlessness, started shouting slogans in a megaphone, finally, when the bus engine
started, our guys and one girl lay under the wheels. The confrontation lasted fomabout a
hour, eventually, people “loaded” on the buses started leaving for their homes oiwa
first victory of the day. We had a whole lot of work in store entailing supervision of the
electoral process, preventing irregularities, and, at night, when the copraoess
started, we guarded electoral sights from bandits. In about second half ofrit)¢rag
authorities media started broadcasting persistently about a convinciowy att
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Yanukovych. It was clear that they wanted to make him president as soon as possible not
to let people get to grips with the information.

That was why, when walking to Maidan in the morning to the meeting of all
supporters of the opposition, we were afraid to see a small group of people. We
understood that our people were tired after the tumultuous night and thousands of them
would not have enough time to arrive from other regions. But we saw a striking picture —
tens of thousands of people were already standing on Maidan and their number was
growing constantly. It became clear — the Revolution got started. Freedoot ba
stopped!

Further events remind me of some fairy tale, a real carnival. It seemeehteof
freedom was reigning in the air, which was taken in greedily by the peopéreghtin
Maidan. Joyous, hot orange colors shining everywhere were creating artasplere of
a celebration. The strong-mindedness of people standing up for their freedom turned
them into noble knights. This could be sensed in everything — communication, behavior.
Everywhere, politeness, desire to help, people were not ashamed to be kind, to be heroes.
In such moments you were bursting with pride for being a Ukrainian, being phig of t
proud people.

The second day of the Revolution was the most interesting and happy in my life.
In the morning, students arriving in Kyiv from various cities of Ukraine surrounded
Kyiv-Mohyla Academy. After some time, students of this institution fogretvith their
rector joined us and a group of several thousand started heading to Maidan, which by the
time already become a heart of the Revolution. | had the honor of reading our demands
on behalf of the revolutionary youth before the still acting old authorities and anreounce
deadlineless all-Ukrainian student strike. | was standing on the main M aadgnestd
saw hundreds of thousands of people there, sensing their strength, their unitya It was
living embodiment of the slogan “We are together, we are many, and we cannot be
defeated.” The revolutionary wave carried me to the top and | could see and feel the
entire force of the orange sea.

At the end of my speech, I called on all the present students to accompany us to
Shevchenko University. The huge group now included tens of thousands of students. It
was cold, people lost their voices quickly from endless shouting, but, to my surgice, |
not lose my voice. Shevchenko University We had to break into Shevchenko University
by pressing with our weight against the guards and we had to force the rehtor of t
university to support students demands. But we won and later we gained another victory
near the largest university in Ukraine — Kyiv Polytechnics.

The evening was near, we were extremely tired, but nobody went home, everyone
went back to Maidan and from there, to the Verkhovna Rada. Something unbelievable
was happening there. The broadcast of the session suddenly stopped. Later, someone
announced that Yushchenko was sworn in as president. People got maddened from joy,
rushing to hug one another, hugging both strangers and closest friends. Afterwards,
everyone started returning to the Maidan stage where the new presidentiné Waa
expected to speak. That was when Yuliya Tymoshenko called on people to escort the new
president to his administration on Bankova Street. In the multi-thousand crowd covering
densely the distance from Maidan to Bankova, a corridor was formed quickly, along
which Yushchenko and other leaders started walking. On Bankova, the road was blocked
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with trucks with sand and hundreds (that many we saw at the time) of militianden a

men from the Barsshow leopardn Ukrainian] specialized unit. The crowd started

cheering “Bars, we love you!” Girls started giving them flowensd & miracle happened

— several hundreds of Bars members moved away. It seemed it was a forgl vic
Tymoshenko appeared on a truck and announced that the Bars switched to the side of the
Revolution, Yushchenko was in the administration building and the following day

Kuchma would transfer his powers. After these words, the scene of the triuntgh by t
Verkhovna Rada repeated. Not far from us, we saw guys from the Belarusian ZUBR who
got a bottle of brandy somewhere and were drinking shots to the victory.

Unfortunately, after a while, it turned out that not everything said was the truth:
Yushchenko was not in the administration building, its yard was guarded by thousands of
troops and Kuchma obviously was not going to hand over his power the following day.

| wrote so much about the second day of the Revolution because it was one of the
most tumultuous days at the stormy times. The following days were also veegiimig
and incredible but the second day is at the most important one for me.

There were more blockades of universities, the Ministry of Education, tranapor
bold several-day blockade of the prosecutor general’s office, when we, notzmtivee
death, were dancing loudly under its walls 12 hours a day, there were night meetings on
Kontraktova Square, when | climbed the Skovoroda monument for everyone to hear the
following day’s agenda. There was also a downfall when Yushchenko agreed to
negotiations with the authorities. The downfall, which caused hysteria among stivae of
girls and doom hopelessness among the guys. We had to fight all of it, instilhfaiih i
victory, although sometimes | was tempted to howl myself from the faatdhane was
instilling that faith in me. But we stood firmly and finally overcame ityfuhnd even
though the victory was celebrated two months later than we had anticipated, itlwas st
dear to us.

Perhaps, | described my patrticipation in the Revolution too little and devoted it
less space compared to the preconditions of the Orange Revolution. But that probably
happened because the events before November 22 were a difficult road for easwher
the weeks of the Revolution went by like minutes. During March-November, | was
constantly overwhelmed with a fear, a fear for the people who got involved inuges ca
a fear of what was going to happen to them, a fear of what you would say to teetspar
But in the Revolution days, there was no fear — we were all together, we aldfigit re
invincible. We felt that it was really our time [pora].

From the moment the Orange Revolution ended, there have been lively
discussions conducted about PORA's role in its organizing and conducting. Sometimes
people rush into extremes — either completely equating the Revolution with PORA
activities or absolutely denying the impact of our organization on the oranggs.eve
PORA has never been the entire Orange Revolution — it played the role of almaatch t
started the fire. But a match and a fire are not the same things although thedalte
probably not happen without the former. The Orange Revolution was truly a people one,
its basis was self-organization. And no matter how certain politicians tapszigsbe to
the idea of preparations, conducting, or overseeing the Revolution, it all is only an
attempt to sell the real for the desired.
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Not the most pleasant events for PORA activists started after the vittiwey o
Revolution. Like mushrooms after rain, self-proclaimed “fathers” of tharozgtion
started to appear, even some politicians whose support PORA had never recdeed sta
claiming their affiliation to the organization. A number of activists who had nmoee t
than others (due to their smaller involvement in street activities) to shine oiarf&ts
allowing themselves to speak on behalf of the entire campaign. Somewhat thelytly
started calling themselves its “leaders.” The attempts of othersastivi clarify the true
situations break against the indifference of journalists who needed “recogrfacds,
familiar names.” Eventually the attempt of the “promoted” and “newly-pnoad”
activists to form a political party PORA behind other people’s backs exposed the
underground conflict. At the time, the information about black PORA appeared — an
organization that believed the only possible format of continuing its activitiea Gigg
organization, and yellow PORA, which rushed to create a party. The process of the
registration of the party itself turned into dirty undermining of the PORA bratsifiée
last names, inexistent places, empty statements and threats to everyewergiiing, a
sharp increase of PORA members’ age — up to 40-50 years — all this thyedtagain
to condemn the youth who will once again feel used and thrown out. For some reason, the
dirty peripeteiaof a small group of over-aged pseudo PORA members are interesting to
journalists more than information about the real work of PORA activists. Theie acti
work after the victory of the Revolution — resignations of bigger or smaller Kgthmi
actions to defend civil rights, serious projects of a civic weight, proposalgafving
work of national services, establishing civic control, and many other thingsatrem
beyond the information field. PORA became a phenomenon in the Ukrainian history but
its activists are not going to be parasites on its past. For the people who créated it
primarily became an attempt to approach the notion of a “politician” in a new way.
Unfortunately, even among the new authorities, there are few people whaesatly at
least want to work in a new way. The months that passed confirm: couloirs, intrigues
lies, unfortunately, were not left behind in the Kuchmism epoch, but gradually transfer
into present days. But | believe one can state with optimism — it is jus&irire ice has
melted and no one will be able to turn the events back. | am convinced that thousands of
guys and girls who lived through PORA will get a deserved place in societywilhey
substitute those from “yesterday” with those who can work in a differenthvaaythose
from “yesterday,” they will enter the culture, civil life, and, after alljtprs. But they
will come not through lies and falsifications like their predecessors did, but through
persistent work and self-improvement — the way they can do it. Because it igtieei
[pora] — the time [pora] of the young ones.

Activist 14
Question 1. | grew up in a family of intelligentsia, in which human values,
education, and unity of the country of Ukraine were nurtured and discussed openly.
Therefore, Ukraine’s long-awaited independence in 1991 was, perhaps, one of the
brightest events not just for the country but also for my family. 13 years passeil:
has changed in Ukraine during the period but the fundamentals of the Soviet ideology
which rooted deeply in the country and the Ukrainians’ heads constantly reminded about
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themselves mainly because often the same people “having changed thsirweterin
power.

After November 21, 2004 (the second round of elections), my personal forecast
was quite pessimistic and, | will admit honestly, if it were not for thieiaot of my
friends, my actions would probably have been nothing more than participation in waves
of mass protest of 60,000 people in Ivano-Frankivsk who gathered near the building of
the oblast administration to express their discontent with the “rape” of Uklaies my
friends who contacted a local center of the Plast organization and registectdnasers
to travel to Kyiv.

Education did not play a significant role in my socio-political activism in
November-December of 2004. | do not belong to any youth or student organization;
during my studies in the university, | do not recall a single event or episode whiah woul
later on cause my participation in the Orange Revolution. In my case, notipd&mily
upbringing played a great role. However, the example of the student activisys of
institution — Pre-Carpathian University — can also be considered one of thecamgnifi
factors that affected my behavior.

During my participation in the Orange Revolution, | learned a few things:

e Being a patriot without fearing this notion, not just in your words, but also in
actions;

An ability to find a way out of difficult situations quickly;
A skill to overcome personal fears and insecurities;
Trusting strangers and relying on them completely;
Disregarding hardships on the way to reaching a goal;
Sleeping on the floor (we slept on a theatre st&geynd

e Most importantly, | learned to believe that there is nothing impossible in life.

| cannot say | am a consciousless citizen, but there was a fear in my &dul stil
was afraid that the people’s protest would be suppressed, was fearing foetyyaadf
the safety of millions of Ukrainians on Maidan. Everyone risked their lives, no matter
how hackneyed this may sound: every morning, after sleeping in our clothes, we woke up
with a troubling thought that the government might use troops to suppress the waves of
resistance. We risked losing our jobs, being expelled from our institutions ked asr
health. | am not talking only about the supporters of V. Yushchenko — people of both
camps were at risk since the result of the Orange Revolution was inlpassbedict.

As a result of my activism, | gained the confidence in the future of the country
which had been in me for a while in a hibernating state. | distinctly realizgdatg as
an instructor and educator in the creation of a democratic Ukraine: 1) being éabigh ¢
specialist; 2) not taking bribes; and 3) educating students with strongalerse and
sense of patriotism (it may sound primitive, but it is a fact).

Question 2. On Friday, November 26, next 150 young people from Ivano-
Frankivsk, with me among them, started heading to Kyiv. At the time, no one was paying
attention to names in tickets and passports — people were massively hypnotized by the
orange euphoria of the prospect of their sweet dream coming true, and V. Yushchenko, in
my opinion, was a means of getting their dream to come true, a victim of the
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totalitarianism remnants, and an embodiment of traits of a charisneater leapable of
raising the people to do impossible things.

In Kyiv, the group from lvano-Frankivsk was assigned to a center of the Chysta
Ukrayina organization and during the five days of our stay there, we had analytre
intensive agenda of events. Having settled in a theatre not far from Khreshchatyk, we
instantly received the first task — blocking the Cabinet of Ministers. Wimaessed me
the most? The hospitality of Kyivites who constantly approached groups of Orange
Revolution participants with hot food and beverages. Having asked one lady if she was
really doing it for free, | became ashamed after | heard her resgénss/ou standing
here for money then?” Material values were meaningless, legs and aremawmb with
cold — it was hard to stand motionlessly in frost but courage and pride for beiadj a sm
element of creating history of the country of Ukraine were emergingtaardythening in
my heart.

Without the support of Kyivites, excellent organizational skills of leaders of Our
Ukraine and youth centers, and a significant moral and financial support from aheoad, t
successful outcome of the Orange Revolution would probably have been impossible. |
remember the hypnotic speeches of politicians on Maidan, strikes near thresitiesyer
Presidential Administration, Ministry of Internal Affairs, Ministry Bfucation and
Science, Verkhovna Rada, etc. Here is a brief excerpt from my lettezridrupon my
return home from Kyiv [in English]: “Every day, new and new people come to substitut
for their co-citizens and friends, and the atmosphere in Kyiv despite cold and hardships is
very energetic and friendly. As a witness to all this | can stateufer these people will
never give up!!! | see cars honking in rhythm with the slogan “Yushchenko!
Yushchenko!” It is happening not only downtown but also on any street of the city. And
it happens not only to encourage one’s supporters but to express one’s joy as well. There
are people on top of cars waving flags and shouting. Several new songs appeared to
express the support to Yushchenko. Kyiv is really exuberant. Peaceful, smiling, kind,
united people. For the five days of our stay in Kyiv, every meeting on Maidan began with
a prayer. And we sincerely prayed to God to grant us the desired freedom. Peagude will
leave Maidan until and unless Viktor Yushchenko is pronounced President of Ukraine.
The fact of the matter is that it is not about Yushchenko. It is about freedom. | have not
been happier in my entire life. | have not experienced greater love thanlihg fee
experience toward every single person | meet on Khreshchatyk. Wkeaomé friendly
family, dressed in orange. And without any modesty | can state that everyone who spe
at least a day on Maidan is really a hero, and now | can really be proud of my @t
my new-born Ukrainian nation.” Impressive, right? | would never have thought thgt be
realistic, pragmatic, and to some extent, even cynical, | was capabléndésliogs. It
happened, no matter how banal it may sound, and not a single person can feel these
multi-level vibrations of the soul without living through it.

Question 3. From a sweet dream to a bitter reality? Maybe. | do not belong to the
category of people who criticize prematurely. | understand that the gosetriamd
President need a lot of time to fulfill their pre-election promises. However,isvhat
happening in the government nowadays is far from the “transparency and defhimerac
which we stood on Maidan. Criminal cases against representatives of V. Yushchenko
closest surrounding, rumors of illegal financing of their pre-election campaiggiohs
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among the closest allies — all that troubles me deeply. | will be honesti siocet
consider myself a politically savvy person, | find it difficult to make serigke mess. |
can hardly judge professionally on President’s change of the government, but my
completely subjective impressions of the previous prime minister Y. Tymosherko w
negative, unlike those of most of Western Ukrainians’. | considered and continue
considering her to be an “utterly smart and charismatic layman in pdliftesrefore, |
think the dismissal of the Tymoshenko government was irreversible and President,
having realized (probably timely) his mistakes made the right decision. Sqrhera,
perhaps a naive one, is caused in me by the sales of the Kryvorizhstal plant: | am
expecting a sound handling of the billion amounts filling up the country budget. | am
happy for the main gains of the post-revolutionary government: freedom of speech,
changes in social policies (for the majority of ordinary citizens the iser@apensions,
childbirth payments, and raising the minimal wages to the level of the survivahummi
are extremely significant), and change of the attitude toward UkaaithéJkraine’s
status in the world.

Question 4. From me as a pessimist: politicians cannot be completely honest. To
have significant changes, not one generation of Ukrainians has to change to have a
completely different mentality.

From me as an optimist: gradually but confidently, the government is
demonstrating its competence and ability to accomplish set goals. Peoptefgaima
an opportunity to live in a democratic country, the model of which they are creating
themselves.

Activist 16

Kyiv — Cherkasy

The idea to hold the car tour Train of Friendship along south-eastern regions of
Ukraine was up in the air since the first days of the revolution, when car drivers
embellished their cars with orange ribbons and banners and were racing alctgetsy
and honked at one another and pedestrians to express solidarity and support, and declare
that “Freedom cannot be stopped!” in the claxon language.

The basis of the Train of Friendship was a desire to bond with south and east
inhabitants, share our thoughts and opinions with them, tell them about their civil rights
and about what we had experienced on Maidan in Kyiv since November 21, and, most
importantly, get closer, get to know the Ukrainians from all parts of the cautter.

The main organizers of the tour were the Civic Campaign PORA and the Lviv civic
organization Center of Spiritual Revival. The organizers emphasized during tipedast
conference that Viktor Yushchenko’s headquarters had nothing to do with the tour. “We
are not going to campaign, but to see, to listen, and to tell the truth about Maidan, to try
to break through the information blockade in these regions” — that was the main goal of
the campaign.

Overall, about 50 cars and almost 200 people participated in the drive. The route
3,700 kilometers long went through Cherkasy, Kirovohrad, Odesa, Mykolayiv, Kherson,
Simferopol, Sevastopol, Yalta, Zaporizhzhya, Dnipropetrovsk, Donetsk, Luhansk,
Kharkiv, and Poltava.
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For me, everything began in the UNIAN, from which a bus took journalists from
the press conference to the meeting point — supermarket Billa on the @idle r

Many cars were already parked at the supermarket with flags afediffeolors.

We were a little late but we needed to make some final preparations.

We went in a column of 50 cars, which was not easy to do. You had to stick to a
certain speed, distance, and, most importantly, be disciplined. If someone rested t
to use a restroom, the entire column had to stop. That was why at the beginning, walkie-
talkies were distributed among the drivers, cars in the column were subdivided into tens
and each of the ten was appointed a leader. Besides, the entire column had a leader and
the car closing the column had an equally important role.

On the first day, no incidents happened during the drive. The road militia on the
rout Kyiv-Cherkasy were very nice: they waved at us, honked, and saw us off with long
lasting looks.

Having entered Cherkasy, we followed a multi-kilometer rout and ended up in the
downtown. The reaction of passers-by was calm and joyful. We honked at the inhabitants
of a tent city near the building of the Cherkasy Oblast Rada.

We parked near a square with a monument to Bohdan Khmelnytskyy, by a coffee-
shop “At Bohdan’s.” The stage was already set up on the square. As soon as we got out
of the cars, passers-by walking home from work started asking us when the concert
would start and who would perform.

As the tour organizers explained, in every large city there was avetagiewe
took along and set up to deliver a small performance. We got help from musicians, photo
artists, graphic designers, DJs, and artists who participated in the tour.

Unfortunately, a concert in Cherkasy did not happen. There were some technical
problems with electricity. The city mayor gave permission to hold the evertieohead
of the enterprise, which was supposed to supply power, refused to support the event. Of
course, we were disappointed. But around the stage, we put up photographs depicting the
17 days of the Orange Revolution on Independence Maidan. People were approaching the
stage, standing there, and leaving after a brief conversation. So absesteytd a
broadcasting center affected negatively our possibility to tell peopleutheabout
Maidan. To at least somehow compensate for the absence of a performanceeisar dr
formed a small column and ran loudly along central streets of the city. Nothihg re
happened, although | suspect that if something had happened, it would have been very
nice and positive because Cherkasians are very hospitable and peaceful people.

After spending a night in a hotel, we headed to Kirovohrad and the next night — to
Odesa. | was hoping the organization would be better there and we would have a better
chance to talk to the residents of the city more. But the most important thing was,
according to the TV host and journalist Vakhtang Kipiani, to see and hear the people who
lived in the regions that really voted this way and not the other, so that people in K
knew that such people did exist and there are many of them, perhaps not 15 million, but it
was very important to find out how many there were, to know how many voters voted in
our elections as opposed to how much electoral mass did.

Kyiv — Odesa

Everything started on the way from Kirovohrad to Odesa or even earlier than that
The bus driver went on a small strike — he said for some reason that he would not go to
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Odesa, that he allegedly had warned about going only to Kirovohrad. After somegoeggi
of the driver, the bus started moving but not for a long time — in a field, at a crossroads
between Voyevodsk and Novohryhorivka, we got a flat tire. We had to pull over and
replace it. After almost an hour of the unavoidable stop we had to catch up with the
column, which we did after a while.

In half an hour, we were supposed to be in Odesa. There, we had a stage set up
and we were supposed to stage a full performance with participation of musicthns
shows of clips from Maidan. Besides, at the entrance to Odesa, a column atltars w
Odesans was supposed to join us, who came out to greet us. But at the same time, we
were receiving very controversial messages that either 40 or 400 cars with Yiahikov
supporters were waiting for us with the intentions to stop us somehow and next to Kulyk
Field where the concert of the Train of Friendship was supposed to take place ahere w
a rally of the white-and-blue people who did not feel like making friends with uls at al
We did not want to trust the bad news and tried to take it as some warnings or
intimidations.

But something incredible happened afterwards. We approached the Odesa
entrance point and our column entered a sea of cars embellished with orange colors and
their passengers stepped out to cheer and smile at us waving their hand$ieEneg c
“Freedom cannot be stopped!” Those present on Maidan know what the spirit of unity
and solidarity means — realization of the fact that at the same time, hundreds and
thousands of people feel and think the same as you. Odesans thanked us for coming and
we thanked them for being there. There it was — the Ukrainian idea. Perhsipise ivery
greatest expression of love for your neighbor. Joy, euphoria, pride are too poor and pale
words to describe the boundless wealth of human feelings.

The Odesans joined our column and we all headed to the city. And there, a not
very pleasant surprise from other Odesans was waiting for us. Yanukovych’s sigpporter
blocked the road and formed a spontaneous rally on the driving lane. We were forced to
stop and wait. Someone went to negotiate.

There were about 300 of them. People of various ages with white-and-blue flags.
They came in cars parked on both sides of the road. The people were standing on the
driveway and letting through only the cars, which, in their opinion, did not carry orange
plague to their city.

“Shame on the orange cellulite!,” “Lawlessness will not be toleratedy’b&ck
to Kyiv — this is our city!,” “Yushchenko will not go through!,” “Odesans supporting the
orange, get out and live permanently in Kyiv,” orange plague, American valyanky
[Soviet-made boots], nashism, fascism, which will not be allowed — this was an
approximate count of our accusations.

Traffic militia were also standing on the road trying to coordinate ¢taffiey
were behaving calmly and indifferently — as if nothing extraordinary &wppdning.

The people with white-and-blue signs were not determined to negotiate at all,
anger and frustration were up in the air. | am not demonizing or exaggerating.tb have
add, however, that the orange Odesans were behaving as aggressively. They were as
angry that they were not allowed into their own city, that Bodelan, the mayor, did a lot of
damage, that Yanukovych’s supporters made them feel ashamed and apologize for their
city. “We are ashamed of them, trust us, in our city, most people are normal afid sane
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they said. The Odesa drivers were feeling determined, they were readgkdhnough
the blockade of their opponents by force. Thus, we became witnesses and hostages of a
civil “cold war” in one city.

As | learned later, Odesa is indeed divided into two hostile camps. Odesans say
that in general it is normal. Always apolitical and carefree, they siogay the political
struggle in the country to revive constant tension: between Moldovans and Slavs, among
regional inhabitants, among criminals, among various interest groups. Such dbsdr
nature.

| took a risk of going to the camp which did not want to see us very much to put
up a few yellow sun stickers of our unity action. A man with a white-and-blue fleghta
me doing that, “What are you sticking there?! You want to have problems?! Come along,
we will make things clear. Either you are going to take off all the s8akewe are going
to go make things clear.” | found a few of our representatives and hid behind them.

We tried to establish at least some contact with Yanukovych’s supporters to
explain that we were not going to campaign and it was a tour of friendship throughout
Ukraine and that they were welcome to join us as well. But our words werectrashe
against a wall of total unwillingness to listen. They did not come here to talk teeys, t
came here to kick us out. And that was the problem. They shouted offensive slogans,
some were very aggressive and attempted to provoke a fight. In generahd got
impression that they simply wanted to beat us up accusing us of starting aaciatl tve
same time. There was a woman who was hysterically shouting all theshimeeemed
absolutely crazy. Although there were a few people among them, with whom we
managed to talk after ten minutes without mutual offenses, simply showing them our
point. But when we started talking about letting us into the city, Yanukovych’s supporters
instantly switched to “No to orange plague!” The biggest problem was that they we
provoked by the orange Odesans who had greeted us. Thus they viewed us as their
opponents. When | offered a white-and-blue man to join us, he looked at me with a great
surprise, he would have never done it because orange people were in the column.

We managed to invite two young men who got cold to come and warm up on our
bus. They were very friendly and we had a very pleasant conversation. One of them,
[name], was an adamant supporter of Yanukovych. He wanted to become a Party of
Regions member and, therefore, he volunteered in all events to support Yanukovych. The
young man had a higher education, was employed. He came to the rally akteiHevor
told us he had filled out an application in the Yanukovych camp and now he received a
call and was invited to come to the rally. He brought along his friend, the other young
man who came to our bus. His name was [name], he was not even 18 yet, studied in naval
forces part-time and “was pro-Yushchenko.” He came to the rally out of ityrios
Despite the young age, he was quite knowledgeable of the political situati@rainéJ
and his hometown and told us many interesting things. He said that this event for him
was a wonderful class in sociology or political science and he was glad hewame
Their friend, also a young man, stayed with the rally, he was a true Yanukewyahd
even brought a sleeping bag with him to stay and block the road for the entire night. Thi
was distinctly different from all the rallies in Yanukovych’s support in Kyitiere
people were brought by force and for money and in an hour those people left. These
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people here were as decisive as we even though there were three hundred of them and a
thousand of us.

We stayed there for about four hours. On the other side of the blockade, Viktor
Yushchenko’s camp people were waiting for us, the former Odesa mayor hiasits
also there. He tried to interfere and get the militiamen to remove the blockade. B
nothing could be resolved. We were terribly late for our concert even though we received
constant calls from there to let us know that Odesans were waiting for us.

The orange Odesans lost their patience. So they simply blocked the road on their
side. Not a single car could enter or leave the city any more. There wer@naomore
cars. The militia had no choice and finally decided to intervene and lift off the blockade
by Yanukovych’ supporters.

The problem was also in the loss of the shape of our column, since, in all the
euphoria, the orange Odesans broke us apart in some places. We decided to build a very
shapely column together with the Odesans and go through the blockade thanks to the
militiamen. Exactly that happened. A Berkut unit arrived. Ten guys in uniforitis, w
poles/bats but no shields simply divided Yanukovych’ supporters in two parts forming a
live corridor and we entered through it. The white-and-blue people were disappointed,
they were shouting offensive things at us. But for the orange folks, it wae a tr
triumphant march. That was the first victory in a stand-off in their littdd” war. It was
a victory for us as well but we were definitely late and our performance wasninde.

It was well after midnight and we went straight to the hotel.

When we passed the border and entered the city as a column, the white-and-blue
people got into their cars and followed us. Independent cars that had been wdkiag i
blockade, followed us as well. Trucks turned on their emergency lights to express
solidarity with us. The white-and-blue people tried to avenge and block orange cars.
Ironically, our goal “It’s time [pora] to unite!” was accomplished: the sujg@psof both
candidates were moving in one column.

This is the beginning of an interesting story about the clash between the orange
and white-and-blue in Odesa. The most interesting thing in it is the fact thakdeych’
supporters in Odesa are also a civil society and the Ukrainian people. Oftbeyraé
were different, but they could hardly be called electorate. They are varg afwvhat
they are doing even though the truth for them was different.

Odesa

Since we were unable to hold our meeting at the prescheduled time, we were
forced to revise our plans and decided to stay in Odesa one more day to hold our event.

In Odesa, for the first time, | saw cars with blue ribbons and white-andtagse f
In the streets of Odesa, a true struggle between the orange and the ddtiteeamwas
going on. The Odesans say that their forces are equal — 50-50, but they adamtytanit
private candid conversations. In reality, some claim that Odesa is for Y amhka@nd
others that it is for Yushchenko. Besides, the color of the Odesans depends on whether
they would support current Mayor Bodelan (the authorities) or former Mayaiitsi(the
opposition).

We staged our concert on Kulyk Field which is located across from the terminal.
We were traditionally welcomed by the orange people and Yanukovych’s supporters who
did not want to join our celebration settled down on the other side of the street. Some of



215

them, mainly the youth, were very nice, were handing out their campaign Wyecs,

were mainly dark PR against the opposition candidate. One of them was telling people
approaching their tent, “Definitely come to vote, vote for whoever you want, but

definitely come!” But not all white-and-blue people were that nicemesripped off

ribbons of the orange ones right on the street, shouted very radical slogans, such as, “We
will not put up with Yushchenko’s presidency,” “let us get separated.” AndralBdésa

| saw white-and-blue schoolchildren for the first time.

The Odesans say that the confrontation divided the city very brutally and
supporters of both candidates often display intolerance against each other even though
repressions are mainly directed toward the orange ones. In generalyasywat reigns
in Odesa, which is absent in Kyiv. The orange people in Odesa are not simply dgfendin
democracy, it is a sport, a gambling game.

A few tens of cars and a couple of bicyclists of the orange people joined us in
Odesa. The cars were parked along the road. The people stepped out of the cars, opened
doors, took out flags, turned up revolutionary hits, and started having fun. And even
when lights went off on the street for some reason, we did not stop our celebration. The
Odesans organized a piece of Maidan for us on Kulyk Field.

When our column started moving out of the city, people came out of stores to
wave at us. The Odesans saw us off in their cars and said goodbye with loud honking.
Our column left the south Ukrainian capital. And suddenly orange cars startetypassi
— it was the Odesans who were back to see us off one more time shaking hands with us,
waving, and smiling at us. Politicians became secondary. Yushchenko, Yanukovych,
elections, electoral campaign — all was forgotten. The only meaningfgllas the
smiles, music, and atmosphere. We were sole heroes — citizens of our courtirywevhic
loved equally and for which we were fighting. Glory to Ukraine, glory to Odesa!

Mykolayiv

Since we were behind the schedule and had spent an extra day in Odesa, we had
to revise our plan. We were expected in Mykolayiv all day, but we only made it there in
the evening. We decided not to stay there for another day because the Crimeatyas
so we only delivered a press conference for the regional media.

At the city entrance, we were greeted by our friends — artists from f@rge©
Square and Mykolayiv businessmen. They gave us food and helped us financially. In
Mykolayiv, on our parking site, a less warm reception was awaiting. Some VIRHeom
oblast ministry of internal affairs came to tell us that no one was wadingsfthere and
no one wanted to see us: “Get out of here! You are lucky you are late. We could barely
restrain people.”

A day before our planned arrival, Viktor Yanukovych came to Mykolayiv. And
on the day of our arrival, his supporters, mainly grandmas, took apart the stage which was
prepares for us.

In general, the situation with freedom of speech, freedom of expression of one’s
civic stance is rather difficult. Only one viewpoint can be expressed. Thetteegeig
plants in the city and their employees are threatened by the possibikjireg she
plants to the Americans if the “pro-American” candidate wins the elecfldresoblast
governor, Kruhlov, is one of the separatists.
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City residents were complaining about Yushchenko’s staff work in the ¢igy. T
headquarters were dominated mainly by representatives of Narodnyy Feyidi
Movement], which were mainly engaged in educational activities and not in theralec
campaign. That's why the city gave greater support to the candidate framithiogities
than the oblast. Election observers in the second round were brought by local
businessmen and not campaign representatives.

Perhaps, the fact that we were unable to support the Mykolayivites directly and
show a piece of Maidan to them in their city was the most upsetting thing for rte. | fe
sorry. But a few Mykolayivites joined our Train of Friendship.

Blockade in Armyansk

We learned about the Armyansk blockade early on when we were in Kherson. As
we later found out, they had been waiting for us since 11 a.m. But we made it totthis firs
Crimean town only after 7 p.m. There were about 150 people on the road who formed a
live blockade at the city entrance. The blockade was only for our cars, batiahse
others, including trucks, were able to pass on. There were only five militiamenevao w
supporting the blockade silently.

The road blockers were Armyansk residents. There were many childrenwthd y
among them. They were holding Russian flags with inscriptions “Russian congrofunit
the Crimea” and stretched slogans with Yanukovych’s symbols. According to tlegm, t
came there voluntarily — some saw that people were blocking the road and caimg to |
others came after they learned that “Yushchenko’s people” were coming. Hotheve
was a man among them who was running the group and giving out orders through a
megaphone.

From the start, the atmosphere was very tense. Unlike in Odesa, inhabitants of
Armyansk surrounded our cars tightly and they were not afraid of walking among our
rows and cars. They felt very powerful.

We got out of the cars immediately and tried to establish some contactrsthe fi
man who addressed us treated us to some coffee. He had a long conversation with my
Estonian friend about his service in the Soviet Army in Estonia. Then he starteduslling
how during Yushchenko’s prime-ministry, electricity and water in the citg wened
off. Therefore, you could not vote for him in any case. When we realized that he had not
changed our minds, he got a little offended.

| started a conversation with a few young guys. They were interesteqin wh
came, whether | was not afraid, why | needed it, and what my journalism @srk w
about. They were ready to listen and, therefore, | was able to talk. | talkeldvg,
telling them about my political views, about events on Maidan, about electoral
falsifications, about censorship on TV, about oligarchs, about Kuchma, about Russia’s
influence. They agreed that election falsifications were bad but Yanukovytttefar
was a comparatively better choice than Yushchenko. They supported him despite his
previous imprisonment, of which they were well aware, despite the fact thatfdiwas
telling stories about drugged oranges, which they found sincerely funny. However
doubt it | succeeded to convince them that people came to Maidan because of the call of
their hearts. They mentioned their acquaintances who had made two-montls alarie
supporting Yushchenko. It looked like the duties of the people who brought
Yanukovych'’s supporters included convincing others that they were actually making
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money in the Orange Revolution. But | was grateful to my new acquaintanchksifor t
conscious stance and tolerance.

However, not everything was that simple. There were many aggressink, dru
people among the blockade participants, who were provoking a fight. They did not want
us to go to the Crimea and they were very insistent in their wish. They staripgibg
off orange ribbons from the first cars they surrounded and tying white-and-bluerones
instead. Then they attempted to take down an orange flag from our car, which almost
started a fight. The Armyansk women present there were afraid of possibtegiole
outbreaks no less than we were. And when we tried talking to them, saying kind words,
the most sensitive ones started crying. They were already cold andnttedso afraid,
but, according to them, “they had to stand for theirs.”

The tension grew. The blockers tried to push our car toward the back, then
attempted to puncture the tires. The front part of the car at the head of the column was
damaged the most.

At that moment, local Crimean Tatars came to the place of the blockade, they
were Yushchenko’s supporters and wanted to help us. But it seemed to aggravate the
situation even more. Some Russian speaking Crimeans were saying that tleegatoul
support Yushchenko because the Tatars were supporting him. Local divisions layered
over national ones. A fight started between the Slavs and Tatars of Armyansk.

The number of militiamen was consistently low at the time when Cossacks from
Krasnoperekopsk drew up to help out the Yanukovych supporters. They started throwing
eggs at cars.

The help came from involvement of a deputy of a local council and the local
prosecutor general. Our car tour coordinator, explained to them that we wehe sim
exercising our constitutional right to move freely and express our views piaceie
man responsible for organizing the blockade started to look frightened. The prosecutor
told him that preventing people from moving freely and blocking the road was violating
the Constitution and Ukrainian laws and added that criminal cases were openedan Ode
against the people who had organized the blockade of the road two days before. The man
started expressing his justifications by saying that the people caorgardly and would
not want to leave, then our coordinator simply pointed to the megaphone.

He told the people that they had carried out their duty and now had to leave
especially because the next blockade in Krasnoperekopsk was waiting for clhaioar
The people stepped to the sides and our column moved through. They were waving blue
ribbons at us and many were smiling. The blockade lasted for about three hours but ended
quite happily for us.

We were on our way to Simferopol. Tatars were following us in their cars. In
Krasnoperekopsk, several cars met us and people stepped out to greet us with orange
flags. It was after midnight already, but people still came to greet uneitetation of
the orange people was closer to Simferopol. It was 1 a.m., but people weraistity w
for us. We needed one another’s support. We are together, we are many, and we...

Simferopol — Yalta

From Simferopol, we went directly to Yalta. The Crimea is no less beautifiéi
winter than in other seasons. Not too many people or cars, just nature. Everyone of our
participants who was in the Crimea for the first time, fell in love with the pelaiasé
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first sight. In Yalta, for the first time, | saw grandmas who were shpwofiscene signs to
the orange people. There was a plethora of such grandmas in Yalta. In generaletber
many pensioners in Yalta. And in general, we came across such shallow ggandma

We arrived at the Yalta pier. Maybe you know the place: against the background
of mountains and palm trees, Lenin is pointing with his hand at a McDonald’s. This time,
it looked even more fantastic: snow-covered mountain tops, palm trees, the sesatthe gr
revolutionary of the last century, the symbol of the American mass culture, patiple
orange flags who were cheering “Yushchenko!”, around them, people with white-and
blue attributes who were trying to cheer “Yanukovych!” over the Yushchenlaw, cred
this beautiful composition was locked into a circle of militiamen. The wavesroiireg
over and hitting the land loudly pouring water on careless passers-by.

There are many white-and-blue people in Yalta, they dominate, so to speak. And
young people there wear white-and-blue attributes and, as they sing in onéhsong
will rip your jaws for Yanukovych.”

After the meeting and the walk of the orange people on the Yalta pier, we got into
our cars and went to the hotel in Livadiya. Even the hotel staff were not too happy to se
us, despite the fact that all hotels were empty at the time and our large goapsource
of income. We had a mini day off and everyone relaxed a little, savored the local beer
“Crimea,” and got together in one another’s rooms celebrating first vicemekSt.

Nicholas night. But the dames from the hotel pronounced us completely stoned, drunk,
and high and pointed to our place on Maidan.

But in the Crimea, there were not only those who showed their middle fingers and
other obscene gestures, there were many people who greeted us, who came out in their
cars to meet us, etc. There were many people who did not express their support publicly
but made it clear conspicuously: we are with you, we support you. It must be tough to
have an orange soul and hide it from the blue reality. We are also with you, do not be
afraid! Speak your mind!

While in Yalta, we were discussing lively the coverage of our tour on TV. The
participants were definitely displeased at how the blockade in Armyanslowa®d on
all national channels. “They showed only the white-and-blue demonstrators, how there
were many of them, everything was one-sided, and all channels ripped thegecv#
one another” — such was the diagnosis. But everyone was pleased and pleasantly
surprised at how our confrontation in Armyansk was covered by the Crimean televisi
very objectively and adequately to what actually happened.

Donetsk

Before going to Donetsk, there were many discussions about whether we should
go there or not. | think that all participants of the Train of Friendship recealisdrom
their acquaintances, friends, and parents with requests to give up the idea ob gjoeng t
prime minister’'s hometown. But we wanted to go to Donetsk more than any ogher cit
underlining multiple times that the region was most important for our Train of
Friendship. We were afraid of this trip the most, but we were also anticipiatitegmost.

We were saying that if we were not going to go to Donetsk, no one else wouladdare g
there.

We left Zaporizhzhya at 8 in the morning in order to get to Donetsk in daylight
and so that a possible blockade did not ambush us in the dark. Our minimum plan was to
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enter the city, our maximum plan left a lot to dream about. The organizers Wegeus

good news that allegedly there were negotiations held with representdtiveal

authorities for us to be able to enter the city. Besides, unlike the previous blockades
Odesa and the Crimea about which we had been warned, there was no information about
possible activities against us in Donetsk. On the one hand, it added to our optimism, on
the other hand, it was hard to believe that we would be able to enter the city so easily.

About 50-70 kilometers before the city, we were met by four road militia odrs a
a car with parliamentarians and Yushchenko’s staff which were supposed to escort us
into the city. Besides, we were told that we were going to be met by cars fronsone
taxi driver unions and people from the Association of martial arts. We were als
informed that representatives of local authorities were even ready to peostdge in
Donetsk for us and that our stay was going to be limited to two hours. The news was
hopeful. But before the city, we were met by people who introduced themselves as
Yanukovych’s campaigners. They said that they understood that we made ouacidbice
they made their choice and it was normal, and offered to take us to the city bud insiste
that we did not step out of the cars. On the one hand, it was not a bad offer, but on the
other hand, we wanted to talk to Donetskites because it was the most important thing.
Besides, these people might have simply misled us trying to minimizef¢loe afour
stay in the city. They were saying that at the time, people with aggrdesiings toward
us were coming to the streets and they could not guarantee our safety. Also, gdoordin
them, the situation was constantly changing, so even after a few minutebedte
negotiations, they told us that the tension in the city increased and they recommended
taking us out of the city through a side road. One of the journalists who came from
Donetsk to meet us was telling us that there was no concentration of people on the street
at least two hours before although some media were reporting that oéllie
Yanukovych'’s supporters were being organized on two squares. The most suspicious
thing for me was that those guys were against us giving a press conflergocenalists
that were already expecting us. “What do you need it for? You want a sensatieg?! T
already know enough about you,” — said one of the people who introduced himself as a
Yanukovych camp representative. Besides, there were constant conversaiidribe
authorities that were supposed to arrive. We were not sure what authorities they we
talking about because representatives of the regional authorities wesatghere
already and so were traffic militiamen.

The organizers gave a press conference, although someone had already spray
painted and threw eggs at their van, and we headed for Donetsk. No one set any obstacles
for us but traffic militia cars were no longer escorting us. We reachedltheoad. The
road to the city was blocked with cars parked sideways in one or two rows. It i® hard t
say now how many cars with white-and-blue flags there were because axgrydsi
happening too fast in too great tension, but there were many, more than 50, perhaps,
twice as many than our cars. Since the column was not able to enter the aitnedetd
the side road without stopping. On both sides of the road, there were cars and people. The
people stepped out of their cars, shouted, approached our cars very closely as we were
moving along the corridor, they were throwing eggs, stones, and plastic botiles a
cars. Among the people, there were the Yanukovych representatives with whowh we ha
held negotiations. We were driving and the cars with white-and-blue flagshebind us
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either trying to pass us or following us, until two of our cars got punctured tires from
sharp triangles scattered on the road. The column stopped, the drivers stepped out of the
cars guarding them and looking at the road. They were changing the tidg,quith
no car jack, almost on the way. We were constantly followed by the white-and-blue
people. The drivers were telling us later that they had tried to surround one ofsour car
with two or three their cars or create hazardous situations. We did not paghamcse
few tens of meters when tires on two more cars were punctured. We had to tiegriace
We had to move on but the question was how to move when the entire road was covered
with sharp objects. There was no traffic or regular militia. Only us and thevas|
almost dark. Finally the traffic militia arrived which was supposed to escabmstifiere
on. But as soon as we took off — more punctured tires, including those of the police cars.

When we were waiting, we managed to communicate with the followers in the
cars with white-and-blue flags. A couple from Donetsk said that theyrhaddathere
with other 10-20 cars to follow us into the city and knew nothing about the blockade on
the road. They were shocked at everything that had been happening no less than we were,
and they were worried that the negative image of Donetsk will worsen fuiiitwarall
people in Donetsk are so aggressive.” Another young man was saying that the blockade
was only an obstacle to his business and is beneficial only for us to show Donetsk in a
negative light and for our PR. Some were even assuming that we threw the shagp object
on the road ourselves.

| believe that among the white-and-blue participants, there were noropépe
with positive attitudes toward us, who did not want to harm us in any way. But what was
happening to us was a small war, a war between representatives of one peoplenFor the
we were enemies who wanted to invade their city with no invitation or the right, they
came out to guard the borders of their territory. “Why did you come here?” — this
guestion we heard from the white-and-blue people not only in Donetsk but during the
entire tour. For those radicals who were ready to do anything not to let us inttythe ci
Ukraine was indeed divided in half: them and aliens. Those who were not with them,
were against them.

| regret, regret deeply, that the stereotype that Donetsk is a closeda®ne w
confirmed. Thinking not like everyone else is harshly prosecuted. | regrédidanot
have an opportunity to see and talk to the wonderful people living in Donetsk despite
their voting preferences. | am sorry that the people waiting for us in Donetsk —
Yushchenko’s or Yanukovych’s supporters — were not able to see or hear us. | am even
sorry for the radicals who burned dolls of Yushchenko, Tymoshenko, and Poroshenko on
a Donetsk square on that day, and who were unable to see for themselves the “orange
plague” they hated so much.

| regret that there is a city in my country, which | cannot visit being tlyel &@m
and where you are not allowed to express your political preferences and yourghbught
regret that | was not able to dismantle the myths built around the Donbas. capital

| call on all Donetskites [in Russian]: “Stop! Think about what you are doing and
who will suffer from it the most. Do you want your city to be associated withirals,
considered to be a dangerous place, a closed zone, a Ukrainian Middle Asia? Remember
the Christian values, tolerance, love for your neighbor. Open your ears, youndyes a
then your souls will be able to hear and see.”



221

APPENDIX B.2. ANOVA RESULTS BY DEMOGRAPHIC VARIABLES

Demographic Survey Groups Sum of Mean
variable item squares df square F Sig.
Organization Iltem 1 Between 8.733 5 1.747 3.803 .004
membership Groups
Within 32.149 70 459
Groups
Total 40.882 75
Item 2 Between 15.600 5 3.120 5.255 .000
Groups
Within 41.558 70 .594
Groups
Total 57.158 75
Item 3 Between 10.548 5 2.110 3.253 .011
Groups
Within 45.400 70 .649
Groups
Total 55.947 75
Item 4 Between 13.727 5 2745 3.918 .003
Groups
Within 49.049 70 .701
Groups
Total 62.776 75
Item 5 Between 22.623 5 4525 5.302 .000
Groups
Within 59.732 70 .853
Groups
Total 82.355 75
Item 11 Between 11495 5 2299 2939 .018
Groups
Within 54755 70 .782
Groups
Total 66.250 75
Item 12 Between 22127 5 4425 5.960 .000
Groups
Within 51.978 70 .743
Groups
Total 74.105 75
Gender Iltem 1 Between 6.222 1 6.222 13.286 .000
Groups
Within 34.659 74 468
Groups
Total 40.882 75
Item 2 Between 14462 1 14.462 25.065 .000
Groups
Within 42.696 74 577
Groups
Total 57.158 75
Item 3 Between 6.720 1 6.720 10.102 .002
Groups
Within 49.227 74 .665
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Demographic Survey Groups Sum of Mean
variable item squares df square F Sig.
Groups
Total 55.947 75
Iltem 5 Between 7705 1 7.705 7.638 .007
Groups
Within 74.651 74 1.009
Groups
Total 82.355 75
Item 6 Between 1.407 1 1.407 3.818 .054
Groups
Within 27.264 74 .368
Groups
Total 28.671 75
Item 12 Between 10.659 1 10.659 12.432 .001
Groups
Within 63.446 74 .857
Groups
Total 74.105 75
International Item 4 Between 6.704 1 6.704 8.847 .004
experience Groups
Within 56.072 74 .758
Groups
Total 62.776 75
Iltem 5 Between 5152 1 5.152 4938 .029
Groups
Within 77.204 74 1.043
Groups
Total 82.355 75
Iltem 6 Between 3649 1 3.649 10.792 .002
Groups
Within 25.022 74 .338
Groups
Total 28.671 75
Iltem 7 Between 9415 1 9.415 12.124 .001
Groups
Within 57.466 74 J77
Groups
Total 66.882 75
Item 12 Between 5806 1 5.806 6.290 .014
Groups
Within 68.300 74 .923
Groups
Total 74.105 75
Urban or rural Item 7 Between 3905 1 3.905 4.588 .035
Groups
Within 62.977 74 .851
Groups
Total 66.882 75
ltem 11 Between 3625 1 3.625 4.283 .042
Groups
Within 62.625 74 .846
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Demographic Survey Groups Sum of Mean
variable item squares df square F Sig.
Groups
Total 66.250 75
Item 12 Between 4616 1 4616 4.915 .030
Groups
Within 69.490 74 .939
Groups
Total 74.105 75
Influence of Item 1 Between 4587 2 2.294 4613 .013
education Groups
Within 36.295 73 497
Groups
Total 40.882 75
Item 9 Between 4473 2 2.236  3.198 .047
Groups
Within 51.054 73 .699
Groups
Total 55.526 75
Ethnicity Item 1 Between 3.997 2 1.998 3.955 .023
Groups
Within 36.885 73 .505
Groups
Total 40.882 75
Item 3 Between 8.407 2 4204 6.455 .003
Groups
Within 47540 73 .651
Groups
Total 55.947 75
Language Iltem 1 Between 5422 3 1.807 3.670 .016
Groups
Within 35.459 72 492
Groups
Total 40.882 75
Item 6 Between 4234 3 1411 4.158 .009
Groups
Within 24.437 72 .339
Groups
Total 28.671 75
Education Iltem 3 Between 4360 2 2.180 3.085 .052
Groups
Within 51.587 73 .707
Groups
Total 55.947 75
Place of residence Item 2 Between 6.427 4 1.607 2.249 .072
Groups
Within 50.731 71 715
Groups
Total 57.158 75
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APPENDIX B.3. ETHNOGRAPHIC FUTURES RESEARCH
INTERVIEW SUMMARIES

Olena

Optimistic Future. Free healthcare is unfeasible in the capitalist development, it
is a rudiment of socialism. Good social protection programs for the poor are ngeessar
it is a great goal, but free services — we have already been through thagrihast
effective. Mass media already are printing unbiased materials. Butiswvorrisome is
the fact that media are owned by certain politicians and are oftentedfiiaath them, so
one can feel a certain bias to that. But overall, information is delivered welt.iBut i
important to reduce such affiliations to make media less dependent on their @wubérs.
think these changes will be happening soon. Young people have been and will always be
active. There usually is a core active group. The only thing is if the futoreeignd
bright, they will not be politically active. So their activism increasgls worsening in
the political situation. But in general the youth comprises the most active grdwp in t
world. If you mean that youth will be in the government and the average age of a state
employee lowers, | do not understand that. | do not discriminate people by age. With suc
an attitude, soon children and babies will be government representatives. Government
selections should be based on the fact that various social strata are represeated. We
talking about religious groups, social groups, employment groups, geographicsitygiver
groups, ethnic groups. Because this is the basis of democracy — representaitargd
as possible quantity of groups with such interests. First and foremost, stabgesspl
have to be professional. Such specialists would have to have experience. A state
employee has to be involved in his/her government business and not politics. And vice
versa — a politician has to work in politics and not become a governmental negiigse
Such an amalgamation in the Yushchenko government, when politicians also work in the
government, is not the most suitable one. If among the government officialsrihere a
more people under 40 years old, it is a good thing. But is not, it is alright. The main
criterion is not age, the main criterion is the level of professionalism in thernje
duties. | find it unfortunate that people’s appointments to certain positions depend on
their political affiliation, on whether the person represents a certaie. fGavernment
appointments should be based on professional criteria solely. | personally do nat want t
be in the government in 10 years. | would like to teach at a university. | would not mind
participating in social project design, grant writing, which would unite foof¢he
government, NGOs — it is my sphere. But work in the government is not.

Pessimistic Future.A civil war is out of the question. Ukraine is a country which
survived two world wars on its territory, therefore, it will not go through anothiér ¢
war. The Orange Revolution is proof to this since it happened without any bloodshed. We
are a peace loving nation. But | can describe a pessimistic future. It isirane’s
population is 41 million. The percentage of population infected with HIV/AIDS is 3.7 or
even 4. Children massively die from AIDS before 10 years of age. Apart from the
demographic problem, the country has a socio-political one, since the work fdyoegs
out at a young age. HIV/AIDS infection is uncontrollable and is no longer limiteskto r
groups. It is, unfortunately, not such a remote forecast, a nearer one. Andé ailery



225

serious problem. There are many programs to fight this threat and presegthrethe

trying to help Ukraine. The biggest problem with such programs until recently was the
unwillingness and incapability of the Ministry of Healthcare to provide thw rig

treatment. The Ministry, until recently, was purchasing drugs which 6¢20@& per

person yearly, while there is a $550 alternative. For some reason, unprofessional
national, or something else, such destructive men in power were not able to think/globall
and funding of such programs nearly stopped. International organizations and alliances
will not be effective with their effort if not supported by the government. A&y

one problem. If now we do not start addressing other socio-economic problems, such as
healthcare, pension reform, educational institution reform toward enablingiedata
institutions capable to adjust to change and innovations, we will end up with badly-
educated ill, sometimes mentally ill people. Children born with deviations are not
diagnosed and treated properly at early stages. Such children are trdnsferre
specialized schools and then to a mental institution — and we are paying fas. alhtii

is how we get a higher percentage of mentally disabled people in Ukraine. There is
reforming of power-ineffective enterprises, but here we have a stimulus# thisis

helped. People will be forced to shift from oil and gas to newer technologies. But in
general, Ukraine is not a competitively capable country. | do not think tlealoire of

speech will be a serious problem. We are following a traditional developmenéahpat

first we gained our political civic rights and then we will have to gain ouo-smonomic
rights. Such developments were typical of other countries where basic ndatthés
determined further democratic development. So this is our chance. Personallyd |

not like to get sick in this country in the future.

Most Probable Future. My impression is that you are describing 2007 at most,
not 2015. My first question is whether the European Union is going to exist. | doubt it
very much that it will exist in the same form as it is nowadays. | do not fotdsame
to join a military alliance with Russia. An economic one yes, but not a militarywaémg
would Russia support the Ukrainian army? NATO should support it, not Russia. Why
join someone who has no funds to help you to develop your army? Ukraine’s army will
be transferred to the contract mode. Corruption will be there, it exists alwas, i
countries, but its level is another question. | would like to believe that it will subside
Civil rights violations should not be happening on a wide scale, but perhaps, in individual
instances. The question is not about civil rights violations, the question is whetkdsthe
a mechanism of correcting them. A reform of political parties should take pi
Ukraine. Presently, there is the single largest electoral distridtraié on the
proportional system. Political parties are extremely centralizedymowith no
transparent funding, no transparent formation of electoral lists, and the sarncalpisis
for the entire country. What we get out of this is the possibility to concenlirptdiical
power in Kyiv, centralization in the country, all decisions are made exclusiveig i
capital. This results in shadow financing of political parties — corruptiom aglis gives
us an opportunity to turn the electoral campaign into a profitable business for politica
parties. Because, first, there will be return of funds spent on the electopiganmand,
second, to get a seat in a political party people will be expected to contributg. mone
Third, there will be a complete separation between voters and the people they elec
Because in a majority system, you elect an individual realizing that youtesqreething
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from the person. It is difficult to hold accountable the whole party as opposed to an
individual. All that is scary and needs to be reformed. Because if this is noheefone

will get a parliament consisting of a few parties with shadow financinty par
representatives will be selected to the parliament using unknown criterjzarirament

will possess an enormous amount of power after the constitutional reform, the prime
minister will be appointed who virtually will rule the country — all theseysttangs.
Therefore, reforms should happen. Ten years from now, my children will be yoath. | a
sincerely hoping that they will be studying in Ukraine and do not go to study abroad.
Education needs to be reformed as well. K-12 education is more or less acceptase. |
alien to Ukraine and it will remain alien. It is not very comprehensible butsit lea
subjects are taught normally, the teaching approach is more or less notesst st the
schools where my child is a student. But | would definitely reform higheaéduacl

would reform the arts, change courses a little, adjust the educator stafituhiers with

the sciences although | would use more hands-on methodology. But the arts instruction is
obsolete. Very often, there is a lack of literature on which educators could rely. Th
Ukrainian science if very separated from the western science. If you doeadt several
foreign languages, you are doomed. We need to translate the literature, write our own,
stop thinking that there is our Ukrainian science and there is some foreign oneeut ther
Political science is political science in Ukraine, Italy, Franceh®tinited States. We

need to dump this marginal approach to the arts that we are very special, deaivill

with our own, and we do not need someone else’s ideas.

Svitlana

Optimistic Future. Developing civil society and a strong democratic system in
ten years is practically and theoretically impossible. Ukraine nedelash 50 years to
strengthen its democratic system and get true civil society. The tabthe Ukrainian
nation is so ideologically spoiled that many years will pass before weahsoaety
which would correspond true democratic criteria. Even nowadays mass media are not
prosecuted for printing unbiased materials. | think that the biggest gain yeanafter
the Orange Revolution is freedom of speech and freedom of expression. | and people
around me are not afraid to express their opinion openly. That is the only true gain.
Economic system is based on developing and application of knowledge and innovative
thinking. The government should not have increased salaries for members of parliame
and judges by so many times but for ordinary doctors and teachers instead. And then
when doctors take bribes while receiving high salaries, then they can bedaareste
punished. Otherwise, the government itself makes them take bribes by not imcreasi
their salaries. Education and healthcare seem to be among the most coasujpt tre
country, in my opinion. Education should be more focused. Presently, students have to
take many classes which they will not need in the future. Personally, | Wil li
continue teaching at one of higher education institutions in Ukraine, | would like it t
happen in Kyiv, and | would like to have my own place to live. | would like to be really
satisfied with my work — | would like to see my students get international gradts
internships, higher education institutions with no unprofessionalism. | see ncsothat
people are not in the field, to which they really belong. For example, people incapable of
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learning English come to study it because it is popular or because it is theamay
where their parents could send them. And | will also be a candidate of sciences.
Pessimistic Future.l do not agree with this. | think the Ukrainian society reached
the level of maturity which would not allow 80% of this scenario. But | do not rule out an
economic or political crisis. And | do not rule out a high level of corruption eithen. Als
the gap between the rich and the poor is possible. Everything else is impossitiesafter
year’s events and due to our level of development. The Revolution awoke some emotions
in our people. In me, it awoke patriotism since | was rather indifferent befocautfe |
was patriotic still because otherwise | would have been abroad now. A true g@iatriot
Ukraine should live in his/her country. People give bribes because they see others around
them do it and they also do it out of necessity.
Most Probable Future. | agree with absolutely everything. Ukraine’s
membership in the WTO is most probable, while its membership in the E.U. is possible
after 25-30 years. Ukraine’s economy would be infiltrated with corruption oniyalbart
Ukraine is unlikely to join the currency zone and military alliance with Rusdiat A
depends on the upcoming parliament elections. Mass media will be completely free.
Human rights violations will only happen occasionally. | really would not watd be a
laughing stock in the world because of conflicts and physical fights on the gargrnm
level. There has to be a difference of opinions since the government cannotafonsist
representatives of only one party but it should be approached in a civilized manner. In ten
years, members of parliament will be people who will not be capable of such things due
to their upbringing and mentality. As for me, | would be satisfied even witlchitega
job in my hometown, not necessarily in Kyiv.

Myroslav

Optimistic Future. This scenario can be called very optimistic indeed. | would
like to believe in it but | do not think Ukraine will reach this level of development in ten
years. The thing is Ukraine just started on the path of democracy. | believatigeOr
Revolution was a starting point because since that moment, not only represeatatives
some political parties or elites, but all people started their movement tdesuacracy.
And this movement cannot be completed in ten years. And | think such an optimistic
scenario can be expected in 20-30 years when the youth generation whathrvadasg
on Maidans in 2004 being brought up on these ideals and changed under the influence of
the Orange Revolution, will not only be an active member of society but will be able to
take responsibility for its development. So it will be 30-50 year-old people whbewil
members of the political elite. So when such a change of political elites pédce, then
such a scenario can be realized. Now, we are going through a transitional peroaah, w
talk about the final retreat of communist elites from power, we can now jokingthaa
communists left and komsomol members run the country. The current post-communist
ruling elite is a transitional period between the old communist elite and #¢yplital
for a European country. We are in a similar transitional period to that in Poland or
Lithuania at the beginning of the 90s. So | think we need another 20 years. Personally
am trying to combine several paths. On the one hand, | want to realize myself as
historian and, on the other hand, realize myself as a socio-political figure. YAnd m
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constant swings and attempts to combine both are challenging at the moment. | am
constantly swung to one or the other side. So there can be two scenarios —-Hecdreeit

a professor, teach at a university, and have my own school, or a representative of a
political entity, which would try to change something in this country. | think thaixtbe
scenarios will be connected partially, because | believe that a politicabpn should be
based on historical roots typical for the Ukrainians. And even being in politicaldw
invest myself into increasing the role of true history in Ukraine’s devedopman

ideology would be based on history. Because | believe that this is the wagrthead
Ukraine to the level of this optimistic scenario, since history holds nicegaamf such
developments. Now, as we are celebrating the first anniversary of the GQevgjation,

we do not pay attention to the most important aspect of it. We pay attention to the
external entourage, orange colors, megaphones, tents, etc. and as a resulhef this, t
Revolution is being turned into a cheap operetta, which can be easy to repeat. But we do
not pay attention to the fact that the Revolution was a much deeper psychological
process, a process or rebirth of people. The most important lesson that the Revolution has
taught is the fact that people are capable of standing up for very importarst theltiean
unite them. Such values which can be our platform, are activism (people rose up),
responsibility (people were not afraid to take responsibility for the fufureeo

country), and solidarity (people united despite their party affiliations, etc.).
Unfortunately, the first anniversary showed that most of the authorities did not
understand the lessons of the Revolution, therefore, | believe it is important to rieéy on t
true history of the Ukrainian people, because it is our unique asset which we should
utilize.

Pessimistic Future.l am convinced that this scenario will not happen simply
because of the events of 2004. A failure of the Orange Revolution could have triggered
such a scenario. If Yanukovych and the forces that supported him had come to power,
they would have adopted a totally different decision making system in Ukraindy, whic
would have been a deeper, more extreme variant of Kuchmism, on the other hand, the
population participating in the Revolution would not have put up with it. This tension
would have been constant and could have caused the pessimistic scenario. But now,
people have become different and they will not allow going back down so much. The
events of 2004 became a platform that allows us to move upwards. How high we rise
depends on our work, but at least we will not fall below this platform. There should be a
notion of the state ideology. The authorities should articulate and people should
understand what kind of country we are building. Unfortunately, nowadays, | still have
not heard from the authorities about the model of the country’s development. They are
using general phrases, but these phrases do not make much sense. First thing, it would be
useful to develop a model that would satisfy everyone as a result of widelsocieta
discussions. | think such a model exists, if it does not satisfy everyonesfiesatie
majority. Of course there will be marginals — extreme left, ex¢raght — who will
disagree with it. Such an ideology should become a platform for unification of klyhea
Ukrainian forces. Thus far, such an ideology does not exist and we are stuck in one place.
The primary element of such ideology should be an approach, which is not accepted by
everyone yet, that the Ukrainian country is the most optimal way of developirtaet
Ukrainian nation. Unfortunately, there are still political forces out tivtieh doubt this
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approach, who guestion the unity of Ukraine, want to annex it to Russia, divide it, or
liquidate it. That was one of the poles. Another pole should be democracy — as the way of
rule in the country and internal culture of all civic and political organizations.sHauld

be a priori, accepted without doubt, and forces which oppose it should be considered as
such that hamper the country’s development. And another ideological pole idatrive
progress. Because they often try to turn us back — either to the events of a f@esdeca
old — the communist past, or the events of a few years old — the Kuchma past, and then
there are forces which are trying to turn us back to the events of the Orange Bevoluti
without offering anything new. So the next important element would be proposing
progress, prospect for the future in all fields — economy, culture, etc. A very amport
component of the ideology would be unification of the east and west of Ukraine. There
indeed exists a very serious mentality split, which is historically detednbut nobody
takes steps to cope with it. | would design strategic programs to elimeagplit.

Because this split can be one of geopolitical bombs used against Ukraine ikzise

gets in the way of one of the neighboring countries and the latter is possible. Amel anot
important element is establishing civil society in Ukraine. It is beilkgdaabout a lot

but very little is done for it. The separation between business and politidsaiedea lot

but it will not happen until there is a civic sector which would separate them. People
should be taught how to defend their interests on the lowest level as well as using
democracy on the highest level. The authorities should simplify the process of
registration of civic organizations, develop an internal Ukrainian and not just
international grant system to support these organizations, since most of our civic
organizations are funded by external resources — grants, dependent pom#ndygoals

of the grants. Hence the Ukrainian country can set its own grant priorities and support
such organizations.

Most Probable Future. This scenario reminds me of the events of 2005. | am
hoping that Ukraine in ten years will move ahead, not necessarily to the aptfotiste
described above, but, nonetheless, further ahead with establishing civil socigiso-
western European ideology and not a pro-Russian one. If we do not do anything, this
scenario is likely to happen, but | am hoping that despite the post-revolutionaky shoc
the Ukrainians will be able to mobilize and based on the Maidan values influence the
authorities to improve them. What is described in this scenario is likely to happen if t
current authorities rule in ten years and if people are not able to infltreneathorities.
Because such a scenario is acceptable for both the current authorities hadfdr t
authorities that were in charge before the Revolution, because the scéoaso a
uncertainty.

Bohdan
Optimistic Future. | do not believe that civil society will be established in ten
years. Certain traditions are necessary for it to be established. The ®avgution
only started creating it. Our mistake was the same as in 1990, when we thouglet that
accomplished what we wanted and now we are going to rest. And now we do not have
sufficient funds to control the authorities. And these days, you cannot do anything
without money. People are becoming less interested in politics and do not want to go to
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vote. As for economy, | do not see such development, since the current government does
not have specific programs, but only slogans. If | were president, | would gtdptieg
economy and make it completely market-based. It is possible that peopleeniith
lives, but our people have specific mentality. A great number of Western Ukrainian
population work abroad and send money home. | have friends whose parents send them
$300-400 monthly and they do not want to study or look for jobs. So in ten years, those
people will not be educated and capable of earning money. As for healthcare, it is free
nominally now, but in reality, you have to pay money for everything. Healthicatgds
be insurance-based and only a small segment of it should be state-funded depending on
competition. The same concerns education — my education is funded by the state, but we
still have to pay money for classroom repairs, for gifts for professormsptiwks sold at
a higher rate than in bookstores, etc. As for NGOs, it is possible that thée irider.
But they have to learn how to fund specific programs with great accountabdity a
feasibility. In the future, youth will not be able to have its representativibe
government because it does not have enough money. Besides, we do not need political
immunity, unlike individuals with a criminal past who are paying the high feeseo ent
the parliament and be unreachable to law. We were told, “you are young dinysowi
experience, so you cannot run in the elections yet.” But when we were neede#dsy st
demonstrations, we were always welcomed. We were used by the politiesl &omd
now they will not give us access to power. Personally, in the optimistic futuoaild w
like to write — write the truth and work either for a TV channel or something likeltha
would not want to be employed by a channel that tells me what to write. | woutd like
write what | want and sell it to a channel that will air it.

Pessimistic Future.This scenario seems too pessimistic. In my vision of the
pessimistic future, the Party of Regions will recapture power. They anegakout the
split of Ukraine into several smaller states, but the only cause of the sphewil
federalization of Ukraine, for which this party stands. But no one really wants
federalization of Ukraine, this is not reasonable. Just like there were sestiment
Western Ukraine a few years ago to split off and form a monarchy. But whemaRus
started building the dam to annex Ukraine’s island, even Donetsk started speaking
Ukrainian. Russia is perceived as a neighbor. We like our neighbors and try to be nice to
them, but when they try to take over our apartment, we defend ourselves. Ukraine is
unitary — from Lviv to Donetsk. The divisions into easterners and westernergrRuss
speakers and Ukrainian speakers, Orthodox believers and Greek Catholics are very
primitive. With a sound politics of Ukrainization, Ukraine could be all Ukrainian in 15
years. | believe in Ukraine’s unity because when we were all rippeti3ffayears ago
and still managed to unite, nothing can destroy our country after that. Our neiglebors ar
too weak to turn us into their satellites. Belarus and Moldova have their own problems.
Poland is the only country which is economically stronger and could claim Weste
Ukraine, but Russia would not allow it to take over Ukraine politically. Russia isigeali
with crises itself. The only developed parts in Russia are Moscow and SsbBegebut
all the periphery is lagging behind. And if Ukraine becomes prosperous econgniticall
might annex some of the Russian periphery and not v.v. In theetury, nobody
conquers anyone any more, but economic dominance is possible. | agree with the high
level of corruption and political crisis, since politicians are not capable to suppor
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national idea. Every time, we are promised that these elections are laghdnes
everything is going to be perfect afterwards. But this is not possible. Qurtaete is
no ideological unity in Ukraine, unfortunately. Nationalism which united all western
nations was so tabooed during the Soviet empire time that it is frowned upon in Ukraine
nowadays. Nationalism should be distinguished from patriotism. | do not think that the
gap between the rich and the poor will increase because oligarchs will ée toishare
with people, because people can simply rise up against the system with uncontrolled
capital. | do not think explosions will happen because no matter whether the government
is Ukrainian or anti-Ukrainian, they all care about safety. Youth movementsalikely
to be suppressed since the authorities will be afraid that they will be punistrettheiit
term. And they will also learn from mistakes of the past, which should not be repeated.
Activists can disappear because the old system is still prevalent imelkEien when a
powerful figure retires, they can still affect the situation. It is harddgg about terrorist
acts since they are so unpredictable. Currently, Ukraine managed to remeaharelt
there have been no terrorist acts. Crimean Tatars could possibly be involved in
something, but they actually fight the Russian population on the peninsula and side with
the Ukrainian population on the principle my enemy’s enemy is my friend. Human
trafficking and torture cannot be eradicated in a decade, | think you neadtéiOeyears
for that. The same concerns the army — it is all in people’s mentality €lfd the head of
the government, | would focus all of my effort on economy because if people live
comfortable lives, they are content in other areas. We need to refocus our ecammy fr
producing raw materials and goods to technology that manufactures the goodsed we ne
a technological breakthrough (e.g., exporting not just steel, but car parts, natjust r
leather, but processed leather products). | would try to support civic organizations. |
would create and advisory organ at the parliament and presidential administration and
increase punishment for abusing the Constitution. And | would create a commission
which would analyze the Constitution and control the consistency among laws. | would
offer more support to the retired, students, etc., because if they see that thete&aatry
care of them, they will care for the country. State officials should be cautnodt at the
salary level, but at the expenditure level — they have to be accountable foir all the
expenses. That is when corruption becomes visible — if you make $1,000 but spend
$15,000. | would also increase support for gifted youth. There are many gifted people i
the country who have their inventions. The country is unable to fund those inventions and
innovations and if those people are smart, they will go to Western Europe and sell their
ideas there. We need to cooperate with donor organizations and initiate thegredit
tuition system for gifted youth. Alternative power stations should rejglexceic ones.
Hydro, wind, and solar energy resources should be implemented. | would increase
efficiency of cultivating land, especially since Ukraine is an agraaiomand 50-60%
of population live in rural areas. We need to support villages but not through donations,
but with employment of qualified managers and professionals and modern technologies
which would improve the market. Foreign investment should be channeled into the
agrarian market as well. The tax system should be improved, so that businessfaén pay
taxes.

Most Probable Future. | agree with most of it, but I think that even in 2015
Ukraine will not receive an association membership status in the E.U., sin@y has
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been struggling with it for about 40 years. We have problems with the border with Russ
and until we lock it up so that potential terrorists stop entering, the E.U. will notevant
deal with us. We have a population of 48 million poor people, transitional economy,
political murders, unresolved Gongadze case, now even the orange team is suspected of
corruption, so | do not see the reason why the E.U. would want to admit us. | am also
unsure about the military and currency unions with Russia. Our primary interest ia Russ
is economic cooperation. The hryvnya is more stable and reliable these days iaiisd Puti
dictatorship in Russia with all the oil company scandals does not make Russia very
appealing. We also need a sound system of privatization, not forceful take-overs of
enterprises. The Chechen war in Russia is likely to last for anotheraenayel nobody

in Ukraine will want to join a military union with Russia to go and die in Chechnya.
Russia is not that much more military advanced to attract Ukraine and our jéal@s
When we compare Russia to NATO, we see that the latter has more advantageous
criteria. We can sign bilateral treaties with Russia and stay memibsish alliances as

the GUAM, particularly because we have a leadership potential in it. \Waale to

realize our leadership in the Transdniestria conflict and the Zmiysiggd conflict with
Romania. We can also become an advocate of the former USSR republics in Europe.
Progressive politicians from those countries are now coming to Kyiv, not Moscow. When
they come to power in their countries, they will maintain relations with us andtin tha
case, the Western world will take into account the Kyiv representation, not thewlosc
one. And that way we will be able to weigh in the world decision making and decide for
ourselves which military and other alliances we want to join. We can singuk tee

NATO criteria but remain a neutral state, which is stipulated by the QdimtitNow,

Russia is positioned as our enemy through the presence of its navy in the Crimea,
occupancy of our lighthouses, claiming Crimean Peninsula. But if we were mseofibe
NATO, we would not have all these problems. | agree that youth movements will not
have a unified ideology. We do not have a single state politics when it comes to
interpreting history — ideology is based on history. Yushchenko fights for recwgofti

the UPA — it is very important for me as a Western Ukrainian. But it metanally

opposite thing to someone from Eastern Ukraine, who was taught by their parents that
UPA soldiers had sided with Hitler. There should be state-approved documerits whic
interpret history, including the UPA, Holodomor, and other events. And young people
will seek commonalities not in those controversial issues, but something elsew&here
young people that voted for Yanukovych. But they all became one with the orange side
people when there was a water outage in their dormitory. Youth can unite around the
issues of increasing of stipends, raising the level of life, giving loamgibg diplomas

up to European standards so that students do not have to retake exams, etc. During
communism, they said, let us all work hard so that our grandchildren have a bright futur
But | think we should have a happy life now, not in the future. Political parties tend to
exploit the youth because the latter are the cheapest labor force and are chpabl
distributing handouts, campaigning, etc. One of the favorable ways of survivadifor ¢
organizations is winning a grant, but those are hard to get.
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Taras

Optimistic Future. | do not believe in absolute democracy, absence of prejudice,
etc. To be able to talk about the future, we have to be aware of the past. The 70 years o
the Soviet past created a powerful Soviet person and the person did not disappear with
the new boundaries and boards of state institutions. The Soviet people stayed, but the
orange people are emerging as well. | do not even consider myself devoid of the
Sovietism because the system left an imprint on me — we were born in it and we
witnessed it even though it was just a little bit, but we were also brought upvigg S
people. The more time passes, the greater the breach between the Sovel {heeshaw
Ukraine. And the Orange Revolution events played a breaking part in this. We lack a new
system and are living in chaos when even presidential orders are not carried out and
private property can be withdrawn forcefully from business owners etc. Thestdasy
collapsed and the new system has not been built yet. The Orange Revolution was an
important starting/breaking point and before this point, there were a few moreantport
events like the Revolution on Granit and Ukraine without Kuchma. Since Ukraine is tied
to its Soviet past, Russia’s influence remains great. So the Revolution broke difaine
the influence with Russia as the successor of the Soviet Union. The breach in the future
will increase now that it is not promoted by Ukrainians as much as it is forabeé by
Russians. Because we live in the information world, the times of face-tadagacing
and agitation are over. Information creates everything. Informatienrcgism, it is
weapon in the 2§ 22" centuries, etc. And even the information created by the Russian
mass media about fascists and Americans coming to power in Ukraine, put up a wall
between us. So Russia will move away from Ukraine, which is positive for our country.
When you look in the future 10-20 years ahead, gas is something that does not last and
the world is turning to alternative sources of energy. For instance, they aliadpail
powerful electric reactor in Europe which will be able to supply power to half the
continent, so the entire continent will be able to cut down oil and gas purchases from
Russia. The increase in gas prices on Russia’s behalf is a further breastnbetw
country and Russia with its Soviet-like imperialistic policy. This is alsaipediecause
Ukraine’s economy that is 70-80% dependent on energy resources will be modernized,
upgraded to be less dependent on this. The future then will be without Russia, with
stronger borders and greater spread of the Ukrainian language. So in aboutsteng/ea
will reach the same level of economic cooperation with Russia as we have Roland
nowadays. Personal future: a statesman (not just a clerk, but a decisioh-atthkegh
not as much interested in it, another possibility — a politician although now this does not
look very prospective, unless it is on a regional level. | am not an expert im&krai
national politics and therefore, | am not interested in national-level ppbtit$ am
interested in regional politics. Another drawback of the Soviet system isigternee of
the center and everyone else looking up to it. The center (Kyiv) is considereth& be
only developed, democratic place, although Lviv is another exception in the western
region, but all other regions have great economic potential but their business, economi
or political technologies are on the level of the mid-90s. So bridging the cedter a
regions is the main part of work. The paradox, for example, lies in Ukraine’s space
technologies and advanced satellites or rockets, and the satellite Bpwg @ grandma
in a village who is using outdated tools to cultivate land. So the regions seemivattrac
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with all the work that needs to be done and | envision myself part of this. And | do not
rule out business of course, which should be an integral part of my career.

Pessimistic Future.Ukraine’s division into several countries is possible taking
into account its history. Because Ukraine was divided not once into even more than two
countries. But reasons for that were not internal but external. Civil warsstabeal
triggered by external factors. War with Russia, being satellites of aihatries,
corruption — are also possible due to an external factor because only extersahferc
interested in having a weak Ukraine. Neighboring countries will be inéerest
Ukraine’s poor economy to get rid of competition. Ukrainians in the country are not
interested in undermining their own economy. Developed communications will control
corruption. The increase of the gap between the rich and the poor is also a possibility.
Presently, there is no developed middle class in Ukraine, but there is dynamics of
development of the middle class. Terrorism in Ukraine is possible only if itdsprea
around the world. Terrorism is more spread in some Asian countries due to customs, lack
of resources, inability to compete with mega-countries, it is an underground phenomenon.
And their religion allows that. Ukraine and terrorism are two incompatibleghurgess
something changes in ten years significantly and terrorism becomes spnede-
phenomenon. Suppression of youth movements is possible but the Ukrainian authorities
have never been radical toward their own people. Again, this is possible under the
influence of an external factor and presence of occupants on Ukraine’syelitosine
is too big a country to have a completely centralized power system, because it is
impossible to appoint absolutely devoted people to a small group of authorities all over
the country. There was a scenario during the Orange Revolution, developed bykgaviovs
[a Russian political adviser] most likely, to defame youth organizatiorsrasistic ones
and stage a few terrorist acts in the subway on their behalf. This would have been
possible in Russia, but not in Ukraine, because even the Ukrainian authorities would not
have allowed it. So | believe the pessimistic scenario is possible only ifisheare
external factor. In the past, Ukraine was most successful when it was independent
Otherwise, it was in decay, colonization, lack of development, etc. This is patstile
the fact that Ukraine’s political and national elite is not establishedlidetdsia is
fighting among themselves, but people tend to unite around such things as national
dignity, consciousness, and certain patriotic beliefs. Ukraine missed out on theatmome
of this formation when other European countries were in the process of delimiting thei
borders and asserting their languages. The language is one of the main agatns of
formation but it was discredited in Ukraine and received only a secondary role. And only
now the orange events changed the status of the Ukrainian language from the language of
a repressed intelligentsia to the language of the Ukrainian elite aadrep&krainian is
more prestigious even in Donetsk. To protect ourselves from the negative developments,
we have to start with school, educational institutions. We could start withisgladew
progressive educational institutions where the elite is educated and develdpoigpa
and nationalism are important. People may have various beliefs but when they have
common tangential points, it is a serious unifying factor. This would build a seymific
basis for establishing a unified nation. And radical reforms which are ndiléeasfirst
sight, are necessary. For instance, part of the former and current autheete® be
imprisoned. But the ruling authorities cannot do such a thing to their colleagues. Ther
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are two developments of events: a natural one, when everything happens as it is, goes
with the flow; and a personal one, a more difficult, less realistic one. If Ukraireta
choose a personal path of development, it would entail punishing the guilty, offering
statesmen alternative, higher salaries, realizing mass projectsisbstgdtaff reserve,
supporting small and middle business, establishing a strong middle class, aatirdgleg
more power to local governments. Moving from one system to another will result in
stagnation, a setback, but it will develop a basis for progress. There is theBugepe

and the U.S., there is the east — Russia. We cannot possibly be with Russia. Goisig west
good, reaching the level of their life is beneficial, but you will still @aple assigned to
you by them. The third option would be to be the leader in your own region. We can
influence such countries as Belarus and Moldova. When you manage to exercise
leadership locally, you manage to compete with countries with greater ecqratential
than your own. It is important to create alternatives for unions, one of such alesmst

the GUAM.

Most Probable Future. This scenario is a certain description of the current
situation. The democratic system is being established nowadays. Does Ukedinbe
E.U.? On the arena of international politics and to move away from Russia we do need
the E.U. Right now, leftist youth movements of Vitrenko and Symonenko have become
more active. This is very typical for the situation — when Russia loses contra ove
country, it tries to finance or create inside organizations which would defentkitssts.
Politics is business. Political parties can be approached and offered fundingtfcalpoli
lobbying in the parliament. Vitrenko’s rating is not high enough to make seriousiihanc
investments in them from the Ukrainian business. The only financial source is pro-
Russian forces. The Moscow Patriarchate is an unofficial residence iaRsecret
services in Ukraine. This can develop further but the technologies will remain
technologies — they will not go beyond flag waving and yelling. They will not be@ble
affect the situation seriously. They can only be an additional factor and heat ligt conf
situations. There are also nationalist organizations on the marginal levabdutce of a
unified national organization signifies the fact that Ukraine has passedgbeot&a
national struggle, which started at the beginning of the 90s. They tended to ayay aw
from influential positions of power and the Soviet system remained in its plac&.Uhe
is living its final times, the U.S. is drowning in terrorism, economic strugglesse
entities were created long ago and they had stages of development, stablilitgcay. It
is hard to say whether those systems are going through stages of stabildsyotae |
am sure they are not going through the developmental stage. When there is a gap betw
stages, a smaller entity can realize its potential by filling #peasnd making a leap.
Ukraine’s potential is in its food industry and fertile soils. The country has a dedelope
industry and agrarian sector. There will be no revival of Ukraine without revigng i
rural areas. The latter performed not only economic but also educational functions
preserving the language — the heart of the nation. Without modernizing thamgrari
industry, all other industries will be lagging behind, holding back the metal industry,
science, etc. It will be like a suitcase without a handle — you do not want tatleave
behind but you cannot carry it along either.
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Mariya

Optimistic Future. This is a very pretty picture, but | do not think this is possible
in ten years. | would give it 30-35 years. To accomplish all this, we need not only
political will but managers on the power level. Unfortunately, at the moment, we have
people in power who are shaped by Sovietism. We need a complete rotation of our elite,
we need new managers and politicians. We cannot follow the American pattern of
democracy, what we need is the Swedish socialism. The Orange Revolution triggered
some irrevocable changes. Youth will be involved in politics more actively asdahg a
does not lose faith. We have to support youth’s economic interests now to demonstrate
that since it succeeded once, the outcome of the success is sustainabbeefimaent
should have well-designed state policy and keep youth interested and involved in
decision making, and make policy, not politics. We need a strong middle class. The
educational system should be modernized and similar to that in Kyiv-Mohyla Agadem
We need more managers, good MBA programs. Grants, educational programs, and
technical education are essential. In the future, Ukraine will be in thel#itRussia
will possibly be a member as well. We were not able to follow the path of the Balt
countries or Poland, so now we need to distance ourselves from Russia and prioritize the
E.U. and NATO membership, starting with effective information campaigmse pieople
do not even know what those organizations are. Education and healthcare should be
accessible but not free. Brain drain problems should be addressed. Personal future wil
entail owning a personal media business but only in an improved system with liberal
taxes. | am not likely to be in the government, but | would be interested in being thvolve
in promotional campaigns.

Pessimistic Future.Split of Ukraine into several countries is not realistic. The
separatist moods emerged during the Revolution and were mainly instigated hglexter
forces. There is no objective ground for a split of Ukraine, these ideas arg mostl
imported from outside. Ukraine is not a homogenous nation even though the Ukrainians
are dominant, but there are no grounds for separatism. It is not uncommon to speculate
about this subject, especially before the elections, and the Crimea, for exampl
brought up every time. We are rebuilding infrastructure and we need to moderttize it
important to distribute accumulated capital properly among industrial braactidhis
will result in revitalization of infrastructure. We cannot constantly nrakeey in the
metallurgy field because its potential will be exhausted in about 20 yefestiucture is
not ruined as much as it is outdated. The levels of corruption are getting lowagsddca
is publicized and discussed in community. This is the first step of eradicatmigtoan.

The number of the poor increases and it is important for the government to select the
right direction — not investing in branches with quick enrichment but are less prespecti
(like metallurgy, coal production), or funding other initiatives and branches that have
more potential in the future. Investing in education, healthcare is important, lthis wi
result in establishing a stronger middle class. Mass media will still bediepteon

political forces, but | hope what we had last year will not happen again. Serrand

wars are not our problems. Our mentality does not support such notions. Environmental
politics is in the gutter but I do not think we will allow another crisis after Chotreby

we got burned once. | do not envision problems with youth movements, the problems
may lie in absence of quality youth movements. When young people see that youth
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movements are not effective, they will have no desire to join such movements.
Suppression is not likely but youth’s apathy is possible. The immunity has now been
developed since the country has already had this sickness. | was shocked at the
magnitude and powerfulness of last year’s events and | think it was the rigtg thoic
make.

Most Probable Future. Ukraine’s future is in Europe, we should only be trade
partners with Russia. Military alliance with Russia is not very probablé laoge that at
the end of the contract of the Black Sea navy, Russia’s military will lea\eirgks
territory. | have nothing against NATO, but | know that public opinion about it is biased
and there is a lack of information. I think Ukraine should remain a neutral country in
terms of military alliances and | do not think Russia poses a military thvesashould
work to reach the European standards of living and that way we will be able to join the
E.U. We will still be catching up in ten years because our government does not have
distinct developmental strategies, there is no plan. There is no prioritizeéogpdmic
branches or an effective team to determine these priorities. In the fuknagne’s
political system will be a multi-party one and there will be no problems with
representation since parties will be better formed. | am against pamyosystem, it is
more beneficial for Ukraine to have several parties which would form aiocnaind
coordinate their activities. Parties will be more accountable that way emdlinot have
problems in the government. Human rights violations are possible in any societyyand the
will be happening in Ukraine, they will not be prevented in ten years since thisgproces
requires a lot of work. Youth may be more apolitical, but it is a good thing, because they
say that when people do not know who their prime minister is, it is a good thing. The
political processes will stabilize, people will voice their preferenuesigh elections,
and constant campaigning is impossible. | hope that our elite will be reneeed, not
necessarily need lustration like in Poland, we need elite renewal. EveratingeOr
Revolution did not bring new people because Yushchenko and Tymoshenko are
representatives of the old system.

Lesya

Optimistic Future. Ukraine’s likely future in a decade would have to come out of
the optimistic and probable scenarios. Corruption is an element of any country’s
development — it is present in well-developed countries as well. Reforms arecaimgong
process, even advanced democracies keep reforming themselves. Socia shouitgk
not be free. There should be free access for those who cannot afford them (e.g., free
healthcare for the poor). Taxes should be lower and then each individual should pay for
the services he or she needs. Because free services entail either torgyliwts
(queues) or the quality is low. For instance, Denmark offers free healthcaoebeudlble
to see a doctor, one has to get on a long waiting list. | am a supporter ofdibek&le
have independent, unbiased mass media even nowadays, we have biased, non-biased
media — whatever you like. What we need now in the media business is to build the
culture of media, because both dirty and non-dirty news is reported nowadays. Of course
there will always be dirty press. Freedoms, elections, protection of hurhé-rithere
is great progress in these areas. Authorities are not always resporsiegetal needs in
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any country. It is unlikely that the youth would have its representatives in teengoent
since the authorities and youth typically do not get along. There are ateg y
politicians in the government now, but we will not have such examples as in Estonia
where the prime minister is 30. This is due to our traditions of recognizing olu@epe
In the communist past, the government was mainly composed of older people, but we are
getting rid of these habits and are forming governments based on professionédisio
not have lustration in Ukraine, which is needed. The E.U. should be our strategic goal,
but the membership concept is very vague, we need to outline better so that we can
control internal processes correspondingly. In my personal future, | would like to be
involved in decision making on the national level, | am interested in international
relations. Because | have eclectic interests, | am not sure about thenpyesiti

Pessimistic Future.l do not envision any wars, what is possible is a return to
authoritarianism. There is a temptation of a strong hand, a pragmatic leadecrBem
offers a set of tools to turn a vertical model of power into a more horizontal one. But
social hardships, a crisis, and world tendencies might result in people’s appsal tow
greater authoritarianism. Politicians should remain wise in such situatidnmiaritize,
along with policy makers and other decision makers, a common national interestoWe als
need free media, NGOs, societal control over the authorities. Sometimesneliar
rational leaders are not understood by society because it is hard to say what®r w
standing behind them. Society should be critical of itself. There were chtiddeaders
in the past that had negative impact on their countries (e.g., Hitler in Germhasg.i¥
a popular belief that democracy will only work if it is implemented by a strong Band.
the idea of democracy is that we all should be involved in building the system and society
needs to be educated on such issues. We need debates, explanatory campaigns, more
publicity, maximum communications, and feedback. We need to make sure that the top
authorities are not disconnected from the rest of society.

Kateryna

Optimistic Future. In ten years, there will be developed civil society with civic
organizations and institutions in Ukraine. Ukraine will become a member of NATO and
an associated member of the E.U. Healthcare, education, other human servioes wil
free of charge and better quality. Mass media are already unbiasedrandhatiever
they wish. Government officials should bring themselves down to the level of ordinary
people, give up privileges, and use the same services as ordinary citizens. Theill, they w
make decisions that will improve their lives and lives of other citizens. Youth should be
included in the government, but it should be professional youth who has experience and
education from abroad. They should be paid high salaries and be compensated for their
educational expenses. Ukraine should remain friendly with both Russia an@s$heowt
we should implement western democratic values — human rights, media freedomt etc. B
we should remain friendly with Russia because almost half of Ukraine comitesnica
Russian. All minorities should have the same rights and opportunities — discounts,
educational opportunities, etc. Ideally, education is free and accessibalesocial
groups and national minorities and preferably in the languages of nationaltieadine
educational system needs a reform — a total change of the top authoritiesememtag
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the Ministry of Education where Soviet thinking is preserved. Teacher’s profession i
valued, it is not prestigious. It should be prestigious to be a teacher, doctogribaad
other intelligentsia representative. Nowadays, it is prestigious to beyarlaaconomist,
businessman, manager, etc., but the supply of these positions is above the current
demand. There is nothing in the western democracy model that | would not like to be
implemented in Ukraine. But consumerism is an element that | would not like to develop
in Ukraine. Personal future — in Ukraine if it is an E.U. and NATO member, woflting
an international organization in a decision making position, perhaps related to business
Pessimistic Future.Since Ukraine experienced such a phenomenon as the
Orange Revolution, it will never go back to the given scenario. My pessimistiarsc
would present Ukraine in the same state as it is now — torn between west and east
between the E.U. and Single economic space, no effective social servitcdstaen
Ukraine’s west and east, which was instigated before the elections by sitichapslas
Vitrenko, the communists, and presence of such politicians in the parliament. Ukraine
population would be provoked to unbalanced actions. Ukraine would be economically
dependent on Russia which would not sell us oil and gas. But this is not very plausible
because money turns the world around and Ukraine is a relatively rich counirihee.g
Kryvorizhstal deal boosted the budget. Youth would be passive in the worst case
scenario, but judging from last year’s events, youth presented itselfibeshpossible
light both in the west and east. Youth may not be as active in the future, but when youth
are not as interested in politics, it is a sign of a more stable situation in theyctunt
developed countries, very few young people vote and are politically activec&aid
social crises raise youth’s interest in politics. One of the top priorit@®wsion of
social services — education, healthcare, culture, freedom of speech, accegssiick
and protection of human rights. A gap should be bridged between rural and urban areas,
and an administrative reform is necessary. The government did an ungatygfacin
the information campaign of the administrative reform and it remains very vague.
Providing more information and transparency in general, greater access tasbki
information. The country should have a sound information policy. If it is accession into
NATO, mass media should constantly inform public how NATO is defined, how it is not
only a military organization, but also a political and economic one which increases
people’s living standards. This also concerns reforms, membership in the HO+~W
neither the authorities nor mass media inform our people about these notions in an
appropriate way. Internet access is particularly important. Spread of kegjanibe
internet in the educational system is essential. Mastering foreigmages is important
as well. Even presently the internet reached every school. Ukraine will catcthup wi
Europe in a decade. We need to reform the educational system. We need a more
democratic and westernized system which would employ educators with expgrénc
working in western institutions. We also need to introduce exchange and internship
programs in cooperation with western schools and universities and conducting
conferences and seminars for disseminating advanced methods of teachingaanl.rese
Most Probable Future. This scenario is too pessimistic. | am in favor of an
optimistic direction with a Ukraine with a strong democratic system an€elaped civil
society and an associated membership in the E.U. Poland is Ukraine’s bigtlabtes
E.U. and that should help our country. We will need an intense information campaign,
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reformist laws in the Verkhovna Rada. The military system should be reformed to
establish an army on a contract basis. This will make the system aétfactioung

people who want to join the army to get paid and become professionals. The army should
provide high salaries, technical equipment, ammunition, and participation in peaceful
trainings abroad. Youth will do the same in a decade, young people are alwamé¢he s
their values are different from those of older people, they are more liberagdtu &

place of residence, more mobile, have more freedom in choosing their profession,
education, etc. A war with Russia is not plausible, this idea is only instigatadibal
politicians in both countries. Economy plays an important role, both Ukraine and the E.U.
are tied to Russia economically. We may have some intercultural tensiottsgyout

should not be aggravated. We cannot intervene in Russia’s internal affairs buthdtope t

in ten years the situation with freedom of speech will improve in Russiaigiomn will

remain the main problem, it is present in developed countries as well. To reduce it, we
need to increase transparency, accountability, have mass media as watcbrdbhgd, c
meetings with MPs of all levels, etc. The government should realize thabit éected
forever, that it will have to be accountable and it gets paid from our taxes.

Vasyl

Optimistic Future. Many of these scenario elements will remain goals. Mass
media will be more pluralistic, the implementation of the civic/public telewiis very
beneficial since it promotes pluralism. This scenario is not very plausible nid kel
establish itself better on the domestic and international arena and will atmopwéh the
E.U. on a higher scale. Ukraine’s associated membership is possible, but fullnstémbe
in ten years is premature. E.U. entrance requirements are very rif@rousmbership
candidates and joining of the new ten countries affected the E.U. negatively, and
Europeans are very cautious when it comes to admission of new members and
enlargement of the E.U. As for the internal matters and democratic traasfins inside
Ukraine, elections will be more democratic due to the recent events. The role of
governmental and particularly non-governmental organizations will incneddieaaine’s
political life. Ukraine’s democracy will be unique to the country’s systemwesturopean
democratic values will be hard to implement in Ukraine. It will be hard to instill
something different in Ukraine due to its culture and mentality. Ukraine’s daoyowiill
mostly coincide with foundations of any democracy, providing freedom of speech,
increase of access of society in governing the country. NGOs will gaarpabple’s
access to power. NGOs are less biased and are more likely to evaluateelpjant
support democratic processes in Ukraine. People’s socio-political activism @rwpol
consciousness will increase in ten years due to the recent events, whickdgbeogle
cardinally and left imprint on their political consciousness. Education and othdr socia
services should be not only free but also high quality. To guarantee better douality, t
budget should be more socially-directed. Tax regulatory policies should be rerbuted. |
may cause dissatisfaction with business circles but we need to increbaddgbeincome
relying on international loans since Ukraine has good credit in internationaltiosist
Youth will be more active, gain greater access to power since it will hapothetial to
revive Ukraine and since it will not be affected by the Soviet system. Inmevhinking
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is a starting point after the Orange Revolution. People’s perceptions arenghaoig
only in politics, but in other areas. People started realizing that human beimdgsrat
value and their rights should be provided and guaranteed, that they are capable of
standing up for their rights and when you fight for your rights, you demonstate y
value. Personal future — definitely in Ukraine in the political area with aragedut
comfortable standard of living.

Pessimistic Future.lt is difficult to imagine such a situation and conditions that
would cause such a situation. Decay in politics or economy of Ukraine can be predicted.
Economic instability is possible but not to such a high extent as described in theoscena
Complete impoverishment of the nation is not possible but crises are feasibl@eeUkrai
cannot integrate in the E.U. without taking into account Russia’s interastaolta way
out for Ukraine to give one up for the other, Ukraine needs to seek compromise between
the two and set corresponding priorities. On the one hand, we declared the pro-western
vector of development but, on the other hand, we need to maintain a friendly economic
partnership with Russia. The worst case scenario would be completely breaknognoff
Russia and such an initiative would come out of Russia, so we should compromise and
not rush where we are not welcomed (I mean the E.U.) but develop a good partnership
with Russia because Ukraine and Russia complete each other. We should be careful wit
making pro-western statements because we are dependent on Russia’s oil Batl gas.
Russia should recognize Ukraine’s European aspirations and Ukraine should also seek
alternative providers of oil and gas to be less dependent on Russia. But other countries
will also want to sell at high prices and barter relationships with Ukraine acager|
appealing because of corruption, shadow mechanisms, and waste of money. We have our
own potential — the oil deposits in the Black Sea by Island Zmiyinyy, whichd#use
tension with Romania, which claims that it is not an island but only a rock that cannot be
considered Ukraine’s territory. Youth would be disillusioned with broken ideals,
similarly to how the ideals of the Revolution are being broken now. And due to political
and economic crises in the country, there may be an overall process of disillusiohment
the nation. There is a possibility of a mass brain drain, so state policies should &thang
prevent this. Ukraine should not join Asian blocks since they did not prove to be
effective. Pessimistically speaking, Russia will try to take over UKsapwditical and
economic systems attempting to implement the Belarus model. It is impor@atelop
short-term tactics of activities, not long-term strategies. E.U. and kp&riences show
that development of short-term tactics in many areas results in a mattglieffect. If
such tactics are implemented simultaneously in many areas and on manytheyels
prove to be very effective. If in the worst case scenario, | personally wotdddéve
abroad and look for a better life there. But it is important to make changes in personal
lives and not whine to everyone how difficult life is.

Most Probable Future. There is a possibility of antagonism alongside with
pluralism in society. There will be forces supporting their positions and thereentlieir
opponents. Internationally, Ukraine should not rush where it is not expected because the
E.U. membership entails not only a leap in the economic or political development, but
also a leap in the cultural development. For Ukraine, to be able to join the E.U., we need
changes of generations so that social consciousness changes and Ukrahibhay &e
part of the pan-European processes and can call themselves true Europeans. So a
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associated membership is possible but nothing more. We need a Ukrainian brand,
promotion of Ukraine internationally, and development of ties with European countries
separately. This will attract greater investment in Ukraine, for whicheee to provide a
favorable investment climate, since investors are scared away bylitystabfavorable
laws, and non-transparent regulations (e.g., Austria as one of thesgneatstors in
Ukraine fears to invest its money because it does not know what will happen to it
tomorrow). There is a possibility of a monetary block with Russia, Belarus, amtb\éol
but on equal membership conditions, but not the Single economic space model.
Economic priorities will include raising living standards of the Ukrainiattsacting
investments since Ukraine has great potential. The Soviet educational model is 80%
positive and our students are competitive abroad. There should be international programs
so that students can gain education and experience in other countries. Our education will
be more marketable. We need to develop critical thinking approaches and ngcreasi
focus on majors. The educational system will shape the Ukrainian mentaliityiadpi
development, and sense of ownership. The Ukrainian language, literature, and culture
should be integral components of the educational system. We are all part of one
Ukrainian society and we need to raise the level of the Ukrainian languagar.eBhef
social services will not change drastically. Internetization is acdiffout necessary
process that is currently mishandled by misuse of funds, so we need greafargacy
and accountability in the field. To provide qualified professionals in all areas, we
probably need 50 years, not 10. Teaching should be conducted apolitically, it should not
be dependent on a certain political party or view. It will take a while forrggoes to
change since older people are reluctant to give up their status. Positions shbeld not
discriminated by age, but some generational processes should take place before
developmental gains become apparent. Periodic economic reforms should be of top
priority, so that the system does not stagnate. In politics, we need pluralism in the
Verkhovna Rada but one team in the government. The parliament should provide the
ideological basis for the country’s development and the government should perform
executive functions. Youth will remain active even in small towns due to NGOt&dtivi
and representations around the country. Provincial life will not change significaat|
decade and people there will be less concerned with politics and culture butithore w
their economic welfare. The army reform and creating a professionahcobéised army

is likely because Ukraine does not need the army it has now.
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