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A week after the polling stations closed, Ukrainians are still waiting for the results of the local  

elections. Those results filtering through are dubious in nature and follow widespread reports of 

electoral fraud and serious irregularities. The Bloc of Yulia Tymoshenko (BYuT)-Batkivshchyna has 

threatened to block parliament until it agrees to rerun elections in those regions where its  

candidates were refused registration. More than 4 million citizens were denied the opportunity to 

vote for the party whose candidates were absent from the lists in 3,368 polling stations nationwide. 

   Reruns are being called for in the regions where  

Batkivshchyna was denied participation. These were the 

regions of Kyiv and Lviv as well as many of the cities and 

districts in the regions of Luhansk, Ternopil, Kyrovohrad 

and Donetsk. The party also seeks reruns in the cities of 

Luhansk, Kharkiv and Odessa because of mass  

falsifications in the mayoral elections. 

   The international community has condemned the  

elections, the manner of their preparation and reported 

irregularities. The office of Catherine Ashton, the EU High 

Representative of the Union for Foreign Affairs and  

Security Policy, said it was “concerned at reports from a 

number of election observer missions of irregularities  

during the local elections which were held on 31 October. These derive primarily from the electoral 

framework and the administration of the elections. They undermine public confidence in the  

electoral process and in the further consolidation of democracy in Ukraine.” 

   These strong comments followed a statement from the US government, saying the elections “did 

not meet standards for openness and fairness set by the presidential elections earlier this year.” 

   The barrage of criticism was not simply directed at events on polling day. It began with the  

postponement of the elections 6 months ago and changes to the election law that forced the 

opposition to abandon their blocs and run as individual parties. Criticism was also directed at the 

amendment that facilitated election fraud by ensuring the pro-government forces had control of 

the territorial and regional election commissions – the bodies that count and verify the votes. Some 

of these commissions refused to register opposition parties and their candidates; in their place 

sprung up bogus party branches and candidates. 

   Batkivshchyna has masses of evidence of electoral fraud. On election day and thereafter  

irregularities ranged from obvious ballot-box stuffing to barring opposition election commission  

officials and election observers from commission buildings and polling stations. 

   Maryna Stavniychuk, a Council of Europe Venice Commission member and former deputy head 

of the Central Election Commission described it as the “dirtiest election since Ukraine’s  

independence.”  
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The verdict is in. It has been delivered by domestic and international election monitors, by  

concerned NGOs, by Western governments, by international bodies and the Western media. The 

conclusion is that President Viktor Yanukovych has flunked his first big democracy test.  

   It is no longer a matter for debate. Mr Yanukovych 

has not fulfilled the promises he made during his foreign 

visits to safeguard Ukraine’s democracy and ensure 

free and fair elections. During his September address to 

the US Atlantic Council in New York, he told the  

audience that he had always been a supporter of 

“orange” values ever since the Orange Revolution. 

Rutgers University Professor Alexander J Motyl wrote a 

response entitled ‘Yanukovych in Wonderland.’ 

   As Peter Byrne wrote in the Kyiv Post, “an international 

consensus is taking shape that he [Mr Yanukovych]

failed his first big democratic test since taking power on 

25 February.” This verdict is not to everybody's liking. 

The lone voice that continues to apologise for Mr Yanukovych is Adrian Karatnycky, as seen in his 

Kyiv Post opinion piece of last week. His support is all the more surprising as he is a former  

president of the human rights think tank Freedom House. Next year, Freedom House is likely to 

downgrade Ukraine from “Free,” a status which it has enjoyed since 2005, to “Partly Free.” 

   A senior US government official and Ukraine expert who requested anonymity told Inform, “The 

elections were a major disappointment – though not a complete surprise. They came on top of 

many other examples of threats to democracy which have appeared this year in Ukraine.” 

   The US official continued. “Ukraine's new 

leaders failed to facilitate the holding of a 

free election and this will be undoubtedly 

seen as a regression away from democ-

ratic gains because the 31 October local 

elections will stand in contrast with the 

three free elections held in 2006, 2007 and this year. Is President Yanukovych dismantling the very 

democracy that brought him to power? It is still too early to tell but the omens are not  

encouraging in the least.” 

   Borys Wrzesniewski, a Liberal Party MP from Toronto of 

Ukrainian-Canadian background, has been involved in 

supporting Ukrainian democracy for the last three  

decades. His family runs the Dopomoha Ukrainy founda-

tion that provides assistance to Ukrainian democratic 

groups and NGOs. During the Orange Revolution the  

Dopomoha Ukrainy foundation provided hundreds of 

thousands of dollars to enable Ukrainian-Canadians to be 

election observers to help ensure a free and fair vote. 

   Mr Wrzesniewski said, “Those of us who have been involved in Ukraine's movement towards  

independence in 1991 and democracy in 2004 watched with unease as newly elected  
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President Yanukovych delayed the scheduled country-wide municipal elections from the Spring 

to the Fall.” He continued, “Many were worried that this tactic was undertaken to provide time to 

rig these elections and subvert the democratic will of the Ukrainian people. Our worst fears have 

been confirmed.” 

It’s OK to Say the “F” Word: Fraudulent 

   Mr Wrzesniewsk talked about the election observers, 

“Other than the laudatory statements by the Russian 

observer team, reports by international observers 

coming out of Ukraine have been unanimous in their 

condemnations.” As they indeed have been from the 

US government, the EU and Council of Europe, NGO’s 

and European MEPs. 

   Polish MEP Pawel Kowal complained that  

Batkivshchyna candidates were unable to register in Kyiv and Lviv which “served the interests of 

the ruling party,” he told EUobserver. Mr Kowal pointed out that elections cannot be judged only 

on the day of voting as the entire election campaign should be analysed. 

   Nico Lange, Director of the Konrad Adenaeur Stiftung in Ukraine, personally experienced the 

democratic regression in June when he was detained for more than ten hours in Kyiv’s Borispol 

Airport. Last week, in an article penned for Austria’s 

Die Presse, he wrote: “The Ukrainian leadership led 

by Viktor Yanukovych failed its test on democracy 

during the local elections.” Worse still, Mr Lange 

believes the “New authorities are rebuilding Kuchma’s regime. The local elections should have 

become for Yanukovych a test of his democratic nature but instead they merely re-affirmed his 

authoritarianism. Now he has a massive concentration of power with which he is not supporting 

freedom of speech, but the interests of oligarchs.” 

   Professor Motyl told Inform, “That the Party of Regions 

rigged the elections is no surprise. They said they would, and 

they did.” He continues, “Now that they own so much of the 

country, the question is: how will they run it? The answer is 

almost certain to be very badly. The other question is: how 

will their misrule affect Yanukovych? And the answer is 

negatively.  

   “The president's need to maintain an image of honesty 

and selflessness will increasingly conflict with his cronies' untrammeled pursuit of self-interest.  

Expect tensions between the president and the Party of Regions to increase,” Professor Motyl 

concluded. 

   In Odessa, the head of the For Open Democracy NGO, Tom Nolan, explained that his  

observers were disillusioned by what they saw on the ground where they found a “high number 

of infringements on the day of voting in polling stations and throughout the night during the 

counting and transportation of ballots.” 

   Mr Nolan said he was not alone in witnessing massive fraud, “Over 100 international observers 

have in their possession unquestionable proof of election law infringements in Odessa as well as 

of international standards.” 

 

Professor Alexander J Motyl. 
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   Professor Eric Herron, a Ukraine and elections expert from the University of Kansas, described 

how he had experienced observing elections in four post-Soviet countries. “But, what I witnessed 

in election district number 311 in Odessa was the worst I have seen for many years as an  

international observer.” 

   Professor Herron said that the For Open  

Democracy NGO was officially registered 

with the Central Election Commission. 

Nevertheless, many precincts refused to 

permit their people to enter and act as observers. Some of their group were threatened and 

pressured or had verbal abuse thrown at them. Meanwhile, others were ordered to leave  

precincts while officials demanded that they provide written explanations as to what they were 

doing.  

   Roman Chichiy, a Canadian observer, and Marc Liuse, from Australia, both witnessed  

evidence of massive election fraud in Odessa. This included large numbers of fraudulent ballots 

for the authority’s candidate which – counted with other ballots for other candidates – were 

greater than the number of registered voters.  

   The Ukrainian Congress Committee of America 

(UCCA) registered 29 individuals with the Central  

Election Commission and deployed election observers 

to Cherkasy, Kyiv, Lviv, Odessa, and Poltava oblasts 

and to the Crimean autonomous republic. After  

monitoring the elections at more than 100 polling  

stations, UCCA Executive Vice President Andrew J. 

Futey was concerned with several systematic violations 

that he and other UCCA observers witnessed on  

election day. These included an insufficient number of 

ballots delivered to many polling stations, ballot boxes 

missing their seals, unstamped ballots, pre-signed  

protocols, and many candidates being unlawfully excluded from election lists. The most troubling 

violation they observed was that several members were threatened, intimidated and even not 

allowed into precincts to monitor the elections, as in the case of observers from the For Open 

Democracy NGO. 

   Other Western experts and international observers found the  

authorities resorted to crude anti-Semitism. According to the  

Economist, Olexy Kostusev, the authority’s candidate in Odessa,  

described incumbent Mayor Eduard Hurvits as somebody with “long 

fingers,” “strange eyes” and “pointed ears,” which he argued should 

make “you realise what forces he represents.” 

   No matter which side of the political fence you are on – election 

fraud must be condemned. When the dust from these elections  

settles, it is likely that Mr Yanukovych will exercise his power by trying to 

crush the opposition completely and establish a “managed democracy” with puppet opposition 

in the form of Arseniy Yatsenyuk’s ‘Front for Change’ and Serhiy Tihipko’s ‘Strong Ukraine.’  

Of course such a move will keep Ukraine firmly outside the EU and push it further East. The  

country’s development will be set back and, once again, it will be the people that will lose out. 

 
“What I witnessed in election district 

number 311 in Odessa was the worst I 

have seen for many years ”  

 

A pensioner votes. More than 4 million 

citizens were denied the opportunity to 

vote for Batkivshchyna in areas it is popular. 

P
h
o
to
: 
A
F
P
 

 

 



“Preliminary reports from election monitors suggest that Ukraine’s  

31 October local elections did not meet standards for openness and  

fairness set by the presidential elections earlier this year.” 

US Department of State. 

 

 “Against this background, Catherine Ashton is concerned at 

reports from a number of election observer missions of  

irregularities during the local elections which were held on  

31 October. These derive primarily from the electoral framework 

and the administration of the elections. They undermine public 

confidence in the electoral process and in the further  

consolidation of democracy in Ukraine. 

   “...Electoral reform should be conducted through a transparent 

and participative process and should ensure that a revised  

electoral framework is in place well ahead of parliamentary 

elections. Changes to the electoral framework shortly before the 

launching of an electoral process do not allow for a proper 

preparation of the process and run contrary to international 

norms and best practice.” 

Statement from Catherin Ashton’s office, EU High Representative 

of the Union for Foreign Affairs and Security Policy. 

 

“I am disappointed with the conduct of local 

elections in Ukraine. Information so far reveals significant setbacks in  

democratic standards.” 

Wilfried Martens, President of the European People’s Party (EPP).  

“When we raise concerns and worries, it is not to raise obstacles for  

cooperation but to get rid of them. There must be no repetition of the failures 

of the recent regional elections. The next parliamentary elections must be just 

as fair and transparent as those that brought the present Government to office.” 

Gunnar Hökmark MEP, Vice-Chairman of the EPP 

 

“The environment surrounding Ukraine’s 31 October local elections has dete-

riorated compared to the situation during the presidential election earlier this 

year.” 

  US-based National Democratic Institute. 

“There were so many violations that we cannot say that it was  

democratic, fair and open.” 

OPORA spokesman Dmitry Gnap.  
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A 23-member delegation of the Strasbourg-based Council of 

Europe Congress of Local and Regional Authorities. 

"Those who passed a law allowing for a  

politically unbalanced composition of  

election commissions, and providing, for  

example, that candidates can be removed 

from the lists at the last moment before the 

elections, should accept that the voting was not of a standard we would wish 

to see, namely, fully in line with the requirements of the European standards for 

fair, transparent and professionally organised elections.”  

Head of the Congress delegation Gudrun Mosler-Törnström (Austria, SOC). 

"Surveys showed that before the elections, around 60 percent of the  

population expected fraud and manipulation. The credibility of the political 

system in Ukraine has suffered again. This we can say already before we 

know the final results, which will be the case only in a couple of days.” 

Congress Rapporteur Nigel Mermagen (United Kingdom, ILDG). 

"Voting day has exposed the weaknesses of the new electoral law, 

passed just three months before these local elections. We witnessed 

that those polling stations where the information about de-registration 

of candidates arrived at the last moment, opened their doors only one 

or two hours later for the voters. We observed how voters, because of 

overcrowded polling stations, had to form queues at the polling 

booths which could have put the secrecy of the vote in danger. There were between five and 

eight different ballots to be filled-in with dozens of parties and candidates, and, as a  

consequence, overlong voting procedures.” 

Teet Kallasvee, Estonia, EPP. 

 

“Overall, it is good that there were no systematic violations. This is  

emphasised by international observers and the police.  There were those 

satisfied and dissatisfied, winners and losers. That is life.”  

Viktor Yanukovych, President of Ukraine.  

 

“Not only does the law not provide for creating conditions for fair,  

competitive and transparent elections, it does not allow for them to be 

declared invalid – even if serious election violations took place.” 

Maryna Stavnijchuk, former Deputy Chairwoman of Ukraine’s Central 

Election Commission.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



"As a result,  the whole electoral process is marked with a critical mass 

of facts of harassment of civic activists, intimidation of candidates 

from opposition, pressure on media, growing abuse of power and 

other manipulations. The most obvious and outrageous examples  

include unbalanced composition of election commissions with clear 

domination of the ruling party, creation and support of bogus party 

structures and refusal to register legitimate branches of the  

Batkivshchyna party in a number of regions, most notably in Kyiv and 

Lviv. These unacceptable developments make practically irrelevant 

the voting day, as both – the questionable legal basis and the fraudulent electoral process –  

made it impossible to conduct free and fair elections that correspond to the European  

standards. 

   "Unfortunately the new Ukrainian authorities are failing this important democratic test." 

Elmar Brok, MEP and EPP Coordinator on Foreign Affairs.  

 

“Vice president [Joseph Biden] has spoken to President Yanukovych about 

the importance of maintaining democratic reforms. I think the world -- the 

European Union and the United States were paying close attention to the 

local elections and as I say, we don't believe they met appropriate  

standards.” 

US Assistant Secretary of State for Europe and Eurasian Affairs Phillip Gordon.   

 

“The local elections that took place on 31 October were neither  

democratic, nor free. They do not conform to the generally accepted 

European standards, and their results are deliberately disfigured… 

“…If we, Ukrainian and international forces, do not take action now at 

this early stage, the government will take it as carte-blanche for further  

attacks against democracy, human rights and freedoms; and for the establishment of  

authoritarian rule in Ukraine. A rule that is alien both to Ukraine’s people and the whole of 

Europe.”  

Joint statement issued on 2 November by ten opposition parties. It was signed by former Prime 

Minister Yulia Tymoshenko’s Batkivshchyna party, the Reform and Order Party, the People’s 

Movement of Ukraine (Rukh), People’s Self-Defense, the Motherland Defenders Party, the  

Ukrainian Platform Party, the Civil Position Party, the Ukrainian Republican Party “Sobor,” the  

“For Ukraine” Party as well as the United Center party.  

Questions or comments? E-mail us at nlysova@beauty.net.ua 
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