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Paniotto V. 1., Maksimenko V. S.

THE IMPACT OF THE UKRAINIAN PRESIDENTIALELECTION
2004 ON ETHNIC RELATIONS IN UKRAINE
(EMPIRICAL DATA STATISTICAL ANALYSIS)'

The paper is devoted to the results of monitoring of ethnic prejudices of the population of Ukraine, the
surveys which is conducting by the Kyiv International Institute of Sociology (KIIS) every year since 1994.

The data of 13 surveys,

representative for the population of Ukraine,

are analyzed. FEach survey includes

from 1500 up to 2000 respondents (altogether about 22 000 respondents).

Our data shows that president elections campaign 2004 in Ukraine results in worsening of ethic rela-
tions at all, especially between Russians and Ukrainians.

Data and methods

Omnibuses conducted
by Kyiv International Institute
of Sociology

In order to determine the attitude of the population
of Ukraine toward these or those ethnic groups, we
use the data from 12 sociological surveys "KIIS-
Omnibus" that were conducted by KIIS in 1994-2004
(in 2001 two surveys took place). The data are repre-
sentative for the population of Ukraine 18 years of
age and older. The sample is stratified by oblasts and
types of settlements. At the first stage, the random
selection of settlements (using PPS - probability pro-
portional to size) is implemented. At the second stage

postal districts are randomly selected, and at the third
stage there is a random selection of addresses within
the postal districts and respondents within each
household (Our sample is described in details in
M. Swafford, M. Kosolapov, L. Kish and S. Heer-
inga, 1995, Chapter 6). In different years the surveys
were conducted in 120-165 cities, towns, and villages
(on the territory of 250-375 postal districts) in all 24
oblasts of Ukraine and the Crimea.

Sampling error for the whole data varies from
3% to 4% in different years taking into account the
design effect. (We estimate design effect of our
sample as 1.5)

The total number of respondents in the age of
18 and over 18°.

' The paper was reported on ASN (Association for the Study of Nations) 86th Annual World Convention, Columbia University,

14-16 April 2005.

> In some years respondents in the age of 16 and over were polled, but only respondents ofI8 years and older were taken for the analysis.
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Year Month Polled
1994 December 2180
1995 October 1530
1996 November 1431
1997 June 1890
1998 November 1573
1999 February 1552

Total polling was 22 198 respondents.

Standard errors for our main variable - Xenophobia index - was:

Xenophobia index

Year Month standard error
1994 December 0.03
1995 October 0.04
1996 November 0.04
1997 June 0.03
1998 November 0.04
1999 February 0.04

The Bogardus Scale

We used the Bogardus scale of social distance
to determine attitudes toward the representatives of
various ethnic groups in the version used by
N. Panina(N. Panina& Y. Golovakha, 1999, p. 80):

In the table given below in each row please
circle the number of the variant of the state-
ment you agree with.

| WOULD AGREE TO TOLERATE THE
REPRESENTATIVES OF THE NATIONALITY
GROUP NAMED IN ROW (see table) AS (see
card)

CARD
members of your family 1
close friends 2
neighbors 3
work colleagues 4
inhabitants of Ukraine 5
visitors of Ukraine 6
would not dlow into Ukraine | 7
1. |Americans 2 3 4 5 6 7
2. | Byelorussians 2, 3 4 5 6 7
3. | Jews 2 3 4 5 6 7
4. | Canadians 2 3 4 5 6 7
5. | Negroes 2 3 4 5 6 7
6. | Germans 2 3 4 5 6 7
7. | Poles 2 3 4 5 6 7
8. | Russians 2 3 4 5 6 7
9. | Romanians 2 3 4 5 6 7
10.| Russophone
Ukrairl?ians 2 s 4 5 6 7
11 Ukra!npphone 5 3 4 5 6 7
Ukrainians
12.| French 2 3 4 5 6 7
13.| Gypsies 2 3 4 5 6 7

Year Month Polled
2000 March 1946
2001 January 1997
2001 December 2012
2002 November 2023
2003 October 2020
2004 December 2044
Xenophobia index
Year Month standard error
2000 March 0.03
2001 January 0.03
2001 December 0.03
2002 November 0.03
2003 November 0.03
2004 November 0.03

The list of the ethnic groups appeared in the or-
der that is presented in the table (in Ukrainian this
order corresponds to alphabetical one). Although in
the surveys face-to-face interview method was
used, the part of the questionnaire with Bogardus
scale was given as self-administered.

It is worth noting that the list offered to the re-
spondents included not only representatives of
ethnic groups, but ethno-linguistic (Russophone
Ukrainians) and racial groups as well. The scale is
developed in such a manner that if a respondent
agrees to tolerate representatives of some national-
ity as members of his or her family, he or she
would also agree to tolerate them as friends,
neighbors, colleagues etc., and if, for example, he
or she agrees to tolerate them as work colleagues,
then he or she would naturally also agree to toler-
ate them as inhabitants or visitors of Ukraine. That
is, if the respondent circles some number in a row,
then he or she also circles al greater numbers as
well. We can consider the first (lowest) number in
the row as the answer to the question, that is, the
minimum socia distance at which the respondent
agrees to tolerate representatives of the given eth-
nic group to him or her. Then the index of social
distance between population (respondents) and
given ethnic group is the arithmetic mean of the
minimum social distances at which the respondents
agree to tolerate representatives of the given na-
tional group. It varies from 1 to 7. The index would
equal 1 ifal respondents consent to representatives
of the given national group being members of their
families, and the index would equal 7 if dl respon-
dents would not permit representatives of the given
national group into Ukraine.
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The Index of Xenophobia, Slavonic
and non-Slavonic intolerance

The preliminary analysis of the data proved that
notwithstanding some dynamics within 11 years, the
structure of social distances remains quite stable,
therefore, we base our analysis on joint data set of
1994-2004 (N = 22 198). In order to build the index
of xenophobia we conducted factor analysis of re-
spondents’ responses to Bogardus scale (see
V. Paniotto, 2003, p. 72-94). Based on factor analysis
two factors were identified. The first factor - attitude
to the Ukrainians, Russians, and Byelorussians, the
second one - attitude to other ethnic groups. We can
state that xenophobia has two dimensions: intolerance
towards Slavonic and non-Slavonic ethnic groups.
With this in view the attitude to Slavonic and non-
Slavonic nationalities as a single-dimension solution
can be perceived as general xenophobia index.

It was found that factor meanings of the above
mentioned factors are very close to the arithmetical
mean of the social distance index for Slavonic and
non-Slavonic ethnic groups accordingly (correlation
coefficient for the grouped data is 0.99). For this rea-
son to simplify the procedure we can refer not to the
factor values, but to the arithmetical mean. Thus, we
suggest that 3 indices be calculated: the general
xenophobia index or simply xenophobia index, index
of intolerance to non-Slavonic nationalities and index
of intolerance to Slavonic nationalities.

The arithmetical mean of social distance indices
for all 13 surveyed ethnic groups [, is assumed by us
as the xenophobia index Xj of the respondent”.

In this way the arithmetical mean of every re-
spondents' replies was calculated for each of the 13
groups =X ' '

X=1132D,
where Dy — is social distance from respondent; to
ethnic group i; index Xj varies from 1 to 7.

In the same way, two other indices were calcu-
lated for every respondent - index of non-
Slavonic intolerance (NSI) and index of Slavonic
intolerance (SI). ’

SX,=1/4% D, NSX; = 1/9 T D,

where IJ; - is social distance from respondent; to
ethnic group i; Russophone and Ukrainophone
Ukrainians, Russians and Byelorussians being con-
sidered for the index of Slavonic intolerance, the
rest of the groups - for the index of non-Slavonic
intolerance. .

The arithmetical mean for all the respondents is
viewed by us as xenophobia index, Slavonic and
non-Slavonic intolerance for Ukraine as a whole
(see table 1).

For instance index 1.7 at the intersection of the

line "Ukrainophone Ukrainians" and column

HAYKOBI 3ATTMCKMU. Tom 46. CotriooriuHi HayKu

"1994" characterizes the attitude of the Ukrainian
population to the Ukrainians speaking Ukrainian
language. This meaning of index denotes that the
majority of Ukrainian population in 1994 would
agree to accept Ukrainophone Ukrainians as their
family members or friends. The index 5.02 for the
Americans in 2004 signifies that the majority of
population at that point was in favor of Americans
residing in Ukraine, but would not tolerate them as
colleagues, neighbors, friends or family members.

Validity Problems

What do indices of social distance and xenopho-
biasay?

Social distance index is assumed to reflect attitude
(prejudice level) of an individual or a group of indi-
viduals towards a particular ethnic group. For exam-
ple, the social distance index in relation to Jews, cal-
culated for the population of Ukraine, is supposed to
measure the level of anti-Semitism of the population
of Ukraine. The level of anti-Semitism, however, is a
complex multidimensional phenomenon (see, for
example, Gudkov, Levinson, p. I11) that cannot be
described by a single indicator. From this point of
view, the social distance index cannot be assumed as
a valid indicator of anti-Semitism or ethnic preju-
dices, but is merely a component of the indicator
(Gudkov, Levinson). On the other hand, it is obvious
that social distance index correlates with the level of
prejudice. Therefore, we think that it is not appropri-
ate to use social distance index as a direct adequate
indicator of prejudice. The index, however, can be
used adequately for comparison of different groups
and for the study of changes in cross-time data.

If we consider validity of xenophobia or intoler-
ance index, which is weighed total of social distance
indices toward different ethnic groups, the problem is
further complicated by the issue of adequacy (repre-
sentativeness) of the list of the ethnic groups. Is it
possible, for example, that replacement of a particular
ethnic group in the list can result in substantial
changes in xenophobia index and interpretation of
data obtained: e.g. a particular list of ethnic groups
can show growth of xenophobia in Ukraine, while
another one can demonstrate its decrease? In order to
explore this possibility we conducted a series of cal-
culation experiments. We compiled different lists,
excluding three different ethnic groups from each of
them and re-calculating the xenophobia indices
(V. Paniotto, 2003, p. 74-92). Such repeated calcula-
tions demonstrated that correlation coefficient be-
tween xenophobia indexes of respondents for initial
and modified lists varied from 0.97 to 0.99. So that
index is rather stable and doesn't depend dramatically
on the small changes in the lists of ethnic groups.
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Table 1. Dynamics of indices of social distance and xenophobia from 1994 to 2004
for the total of Ukrainian population

Ethnic group 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 11 12 13

Ukrainophone Ukrainians 1.7 1.72 2.03 2.27 1.84 1.77 2.07 2.01 2.06 1.95 2.20
Russophone Ukrainians 1.78 1.84 2.06 2.34 1.98 1.99 2.32 2.16 2.24 2.12 2.21
Russians 1.95 2.06 2.45 2.55 2.29 2.24 2.5 2.14 2.4 2.44 2.48
Byelorussians 2.32 2.49 3.05 3.18 3.07 2.96 3.15 2.94 3.17 3.23 34
Jews 3.63 3.74 3.89 3.97 4.01 3.88 4.1 3.95 4.13 4.34 4.29
Americans 3.68 3.76 4.04 4.03 4.24 4.17 4.35 4.09 4.64 4.79 5.02
Canadians 3.69 3.73 4.13 4.06 4.31 4.25 4.46 4.27 4.37 4.58 4.92
Poles 3.85 3.84 4.16 4.23 4.45 4.45 4.45 4.05 4.66 4.37 4.50
French 3.9 4.01 4.31 4.34 4.56 4.37 4.62 4.42 4.73 4.66 5.03
Germans 4.03 3.92 4.39 4.3 4.67 4.46 4.68 4.39 4.56 4.61 4.93
Romanians 4.27 4.4 4.38 4.51 4.72 4.51 5.02 4.77 4.94 4.91 4.98
Negroes 4.92 5.04 4.96 4.94 5.22 5.17 5.45 5.22 5.43 5.54 5.47
Gypsies 5.15 5.14 5.15 5.35 5.45 5.48 5.61 5.43 5.72 5.89 5.70
Xenophobia index 3.45 3.51 377 3.85 3.91 3:82 4.06 3.83: 4 08 111 4.24
Slavonic intolerance 1.94 2.03 2.40 259 2 30 2.24 2.51 2.31 2.47 2.44 2.57
non-Slavonic intolerance 4.12 4.18 4.38 441 4.63 4.53 4.75 4.51 4.80 4.85 4.98

Ethno-linguistic groups

In our list of ethnic groups we consider
Ukrainians that prefer to speak Ukrainian and
Ukrainians that prefer to speak Russian as two
separate groups. Research of Kyiv International
Institute of Sociology implemented during recent
ten years proves that these two groups differ sub-
stantially in a series of parameters, in particular,
their electoral behavior and many other orienta-
tions (D. Arel and V. Khmelko, 1996).

It was found that the "convenient language" for
the people of Ukraine (namely, the language peo-
ple choose during home interviews, when they are
asked which language they are more comfortable
with: Ukrainian or Russian), is a very important
factor for many orientations of Ukrainian people
Thereby in the majority of cases for data analysis it
is reasonable to apply not merely ethnic groups,
but "ethno-linguistic groups”, in particular, Ukrai-
nophone Ukrainians (about 44 % of respondents),
Russophone Ukrainians (about 30 %), Russophone
Russians (about 20 %), Ukrainophone Russians
(about 0.5 %, who most likely grew up in the fami-
lies where one of the parents is Ukrainophone
Ukrainian), and about 0.5 % of others (Russo- and
Ukrainophone Jews, Poles etc.).

The table 2 represents the ethno-linguistic com-
position of Yuschenko's and Yanukovych's elec-
torate according to the data of pre-election polling
performed by KIIS (see Khmelko V., rate dyna-
mics.., 2004).

Table 2. Ethno-linguistic composition of Yuschenko's
and Yanukovych's electorate (distribution in percent)

Electorate
Social-demographic categories Yus;:(k;en— ]lz:/r;/;
N=911 N =701

DTHUYeCcKas
camMmouaeHTUUKaL U
Ukrainians 92.2 60.2
Russians 5.3 33.0
Others 2.5 6.8
TOTAL 100.0 100.0
Preferred language of commu-
nication:
Ukrainian 76.4 8.8
Russian 23.6 91.2
TOTAL 100.0 100.0
Ukrainians speaking Ukrainian 73.4 7.9
Ukrainians speaking Russian 19.1 51.8
Russians speaking Russian 3.2 32.8
Others 4.4 7.4
TOTAL 100.0 100.0

Results
Ukraine presidential elections in 2004

The 31 of October and the 21 of November the
Ist and the 2nd rounds of the election of the presi-
dent of Ukraine took place. The results of the sec-
ond round were protested by opposition because of
the mass falsifications, the mass demonstrations of
population in support to the claims of opposition,
blockade and picketing of government institutions

' According to our data, more than 90 % of the people in the West speak Ukrainian as their language of convenience, while more than

80 % of Eastern Ukrainians use Russian.
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(so called "orange revolution") with the demand to
cancel the results of elections took place. The Su-
preme Court declared the second round of the elec-
tions invalid and appointed the third round
(arevote of the second round) of the elections,
which took place on November 26, 2004. The elec-
tion campaign lasted the whole year 2004.

Both population and politics perceived these elec-
tions as extremely important, the election campaign
was held in a very aggressive, tough way, with the
large amount of violations. For Leonid Kuchma who
occupied the post of the president of Ukraine 10 years
long and for the oligarchs that supported him it was
vitally important to pass the presidential power to a
president who would be able to guarantee their per-
sonal security and safety of their businesses and
funds. Also, the severity of the competition is proved
by the fact that during election campaign there
was an attempt to poison the opposition candidate
V. Yuschenko, now President of Ukraine.

Because almost all rating television companies of
Ukraine were monopolized by the authority represen-
tatives, during the election campaign they covered
events in favor of unique authority representative -
prime-minister V. Yanukovych. For example in No-
vember 2004 according to the data of monitoring of
Institute of Sociology of NAS of Ukraine and Aca-
demy of Ukrainian Press 2/3 of all advertisement was
dedicated to V. Yanukovych (www.aup.com.ua).
‘What was the content ofthat advertisement?

One of the main election strategies was black-
ening of the opposition candidate reputation. The
main ideas - nationalism of Yuschenko, anti-
Russian ideas of his command, persecutions of
Russian speaking population, and that Yuschenko
is a USA marionette. Yuschenko's coming to
power would mean the division of Ukraine into
three grades - West of the Ukraine - first grade,
Center - the second grade, and the East - the third
grade (see the picture 1 in appendix 2, which was
shown many times a day). The aim was to create
mistrust of the population of the East Ukraine and
partially of the Central Ukraine to the candidate of
opposition, but in the same time it influenced on
the relation of eastern Russian speaking regions to
western Ukrainian speaking regions. Television
demonstrated fascist ideas of Yuschenko and his
surroundings: the fascists meetings were shown as
if in support of opposition candidate (see picture 2).

Another idea of antipropaganda - to show that
Yuschenko is USA protegee and his come to power
would pose Ukraine into dependence from USA on
one hand, and would lead to the deterioration of rela-
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tions with Russia - on other hand. One of the PR-
technologies of Victor Yanukovych's campaign is the
usage as antipropaganda the advertisement time of so
called "technical candidates”. From 26 registered
candidates more than a half was not at least known
politicians, and were registered only to use the pro-
motion time provided by law as anti advertisement of
Yuschenko. Among the brightest examples - pre-
election TV-clip of candidate Roman Kosak, which
pro-governmental channels broadcasted in general
before or after Yuschenko's advertisement. The clip
contained the appeals to radicalize relations with Rus-
sia and expressed support to Yuschenko in case if his
wife-American would become a citizen of Ukraine.
In such way, there was created the impression that
Kosak is a supporter of Yuschenko, and that
Yuschenko is against friendly relations with Russia
and that Yuschenko is USA protegee.

Part of the propaganda campaign was directed
against Julia Tymoshenko who supported
Yuschenko, particularly often was quoted the
phrase supposedly belonging to Tymoshenko that
"Donetsk region should be fenced in barbed wire".
Moreover, after the second tour of elections the
part of Yanukovych's supporters hold several con-
gresses on which the questions of separation or
autonomization were discussed.

Besides the direct antipropaganda in mass media,
the question of inter-ethnic relations was influenced
also by the discussions of opposite parties about the
most important problems, separating eastern, pre-
dominantly Russian speaking, and western, predomi-
nantly Ukrainian speaking regions of Ukraine. There
belong the initiatives of Yanukovych - double citi-
zenship, confer Russian language the status of the
second state language, rejection of joining NATO.

One more factor which led to the polarization of
population during the election campaign - insuffi-
cient attention of national-patriotic forces, making the
core of Yuschenko's supporters, to the interaction
with Russian speaking population. This is the tradi-
tional orientation of the main parties supporting
Yuschenko, which appeared already during Rukh
formation - national-patriotic movement, develop-
ment of which led to the formation of main parties
supporting Yuschenko. The constituting congress of
Rukh was hold in 1989. The poll of Rukh activists
arrived on that charting congress, conducted by a
Sociological group of Rukh (I was the head of this
group), showed that the activists of Rukh - delegates
of the congress - considered their most important
tasks the solution of political and lingvo-cultural
problems, and only then economic and ecologic .
Conducted in a same period poll of population

' The congress took place September 8-10, 1998, 720 from 1109 delegates of Charting Congress of Rukh were polled.
* Central Ukrainian department of VCIOM polled 2600 respondents, the data is representative for the population of USSR (which in

that time was a part of the Soviet Union).
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showed that in the answer what should be the Rukh's
first task - the population put at the first place eco-
nomic problems (44%), ecologic (26%), political
(13%) and lingvo-cultural (12%).

Table 3. Reaction of population of different regions
of Ukraine on the initiatives of Yanukovych
(the percent of respondents answered "agree"
and "fully agree" on the questions in table)

What is Yours atti- Regions

tude to the initiative

of V. Yanukovych West- Cen- South- | East-
to... ern tral ern ern

...reject of joining

NATO? 28.5 29.8 51.3 59.1

...confer Russian
language the status 29 44.8 75.9 344
of the second state

language?

. allow citizens of
Ukraine to have 35.8 45.4 69.3 71.5
double citizenship?

Anyway, finally the population of Ukraine at
the president election in 2004 was polarized re-
gionally - western and central regions voted for
Yuschenko, southern and eastern - for
Yanukovych (see picture 1).

Dynamics of the xenophobia level

At the graph 1 the dynamics ofthe social dis-
tances and of xenophobia level from year 1994
to 2004. The upper line is non-Slavonic intoler-
ance (NSI index), middle line - xenophobic in-
dex (XI), lower line - Slavonic intolerance (SI).
As we have mentioned before, with the probabil-
ity 0.95 the confident interval of indexes is from
0.06 to 0.08 for different years. That is why in
case of scale division at 0.5 index according to
the axe Y the changes from 16 to 1/8 would be
considerable.

Both indexes, SX and NSX, increased till the
year 1998 (as well as the X index, because it is in
fact the derivative from SX and NSX, closer to
NSX). However we can observe a stabilization and
even small decrease of the intolerance and xeno-
phobia level in 1999.

Besides, according to the results of our re-
search, the year 1999 is a crucial moment from the
point of view of subjective indexes of satisfaction
by one's financial state. Before that we observed
the increase of the level of dissatisfaction, but in
the year 1999 it started to diminish (see V. Pani-
otto, 2003, p. 78). Thus, economic situation in
Ukraine can be one of the factors, which influence
on the xenophobia level. In addition to economic

hardships, the second factor influencing on the atti-
tude of the population to another ethnic groups
could be wars and conflicts in the different parts of
the world, which are largely covered in mass media
and became media-events (war in Chechnya, Af-
ghanistan, Balkans and Iraq). Our researches show
the increase of the quantity of Ukraine independ-
ence supporters after the beginning of the war in
Chechnya or after taking hostages in Moscow
(Paniotto V., Khmelko V., 2002). These conflicts
increase level of fear and distrust toward represen-
tatives of other ethnic groups. Therefore the con-
flicts increase the level of non-Slavonic intolerance
and general level of xenophobia and in less degree
affect the level of Slavonic intolerance.

The graphic shows that Slavonic intolerance
reached its maximum in 1997 and stayed at that level.
In the same time, non-Slavonic intolerance continued
to grow. Then, in the end ofthe year 2002, the level
of xenophobia stabilized and in 2004 it was possible
to expect the level of xenophobia same or less than in
2003. But the level of xenophobia in 2004 increased,
also increased non-Slavonic and Slavonic intolerance.
Since the economic situation in country improved this
factor did not affect the increase of level of xenopho-
bia. International events (for example, war in Iraq)
could affect only non-Slavonic intolerance, therefore
1 suppose that increase of level of xenophobia is con-
nected with the presidential elections in Ukraine, es-
pecially with propagandistic campaign of V. Yanu-
kovych. The table 4 shows that most substantial
increase of level of xenophobia (all differences in
table, that are more than 0.06, significant on level of
5%) is typical for Russians and Russian speaking
Ukrainians, living in southern and eastern regions of
Ukraine. These are the categories of population, to
which the message of propagandistic campaign was
addressed, in particular these categories of population
were set against Yuschenko that was supported
by Ukrainian speaking population of west and center
of Ukraine.

Table 4. Index of xenophobia for some ethnic, lingvo-ethnic
and territorial groups of population in 2003 and 2004.

Groups of population 2003 | 2004 | Difference
All population 4.11 4.24 j -0.13
Ukrainians 4.20 | 4.29 -0.09
Russians 391 4.16 -0.25
Russian speaking Ukrainians 4.11 4.33 -0.22
Ukrainian speaking Ukrainians | 4.31 4.25 0.06
West 4.34 | 431 0.03
Center 4.11 4.18 -0.07
South 3.95 4.16 -0.21
East 4.13 4.32 -0.19
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Graph 1. Xenophobia and Slavonic and non-Slavonic intolerance dynamics
Appendix.

Anti-advertising, directed against Yuschenko and promoting growth of xenophobia

Figure 1. Figure 2. Example black PR, directed against Victor Yushchenko.
The poster on which Yushchenko is represented as fascist. Such
posters have been hanged in Donetsk
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Conclusion

The level of xenophobia in Ukraine increased
fiom 1994 to 2001 and was stabilized in 2002-2003.
But in year 2004 it increased again, also increased
non-Slavonic and Slavonic intolerance. Analysis of
data of previous years showed that the dynamics of
the level of xenophobia in Ukraine is still influenced
by two main factors - economic situation and exter-
nal wars and conflicts in other regions of the world
widely covered by mass media. Since the economic
situation in Ukraine improved, and foreign policy
factor affects only non-Slavonic intolerance, there-
fore I explain that increase of level of xenophobia in
2004 is connected with the presidential elections in
Ukraine. First, the population of Ukraine was terri-
torially polarized, western and central regions sup-
ported the candidate from opposition, southern and
eastern - candidate from authority. Second, during
the pre-election struggle discussions on the critical
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BIIJINB BUBOPIB NPE3UJEHTA YKPATHU 2004 HA MIXETHIYHI
CTOCYHKU B YKPATHI (CTATUCTUYHUU AHAJII3 EMIIIPUYHUX JTAHUX)

Cmammio npucesueno pe3yavmamam MOHIMOPUHEY eMHIYHUX YHnepeodceHb HaceaeH s Ykpainu, ana-
2i3y docaidxcens, ki npogodsmucst Kuiecokum miscHapoonum incmumymonm coyionoeii (KMIC) wopoky
nouunarouu 3 1994. Ananizyromocs dani 13 docaioncens, wo € penpe3eHmamu8HUMU 0As1 HACEACHHS

Yxpainu. Koxcrne docaioxncenus exarouac 6io 1500 0o 2000 pecnondenmia (3azanom 6ausvko 22 000 pec-

noxdenmis).

Ypesyavmami ananizy 3'acoéano, wjo npesudenmcevia kamnaris 2004 ¢ Ykpaini nocipwuna mixcem-
HIYHI CMOCYHKU 83a2aAi, A MINC POCIAHAMU MA YKPAITHUAMU 30KpeMA.
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