The Election Campaign in Full Swing.
In five days, the people of Ukraine will come to the polling stations to cast their votes for the parties which will form Verkhovna Rada, the Ukrainian Parliament. Allegedly, the early election was called in order to prevent the pending political crisis. There is, however, little hope that the situation will change after the 30th of September, the day of the election. It is obvious that the same people will come to power. The only speculation is about the possible coalition because it will determine who will be in the driving seat of the Prime-Minister, whose power has increased after the Constitutional reform in 2004. 
Why election?
When it comes to the reasons for the early elections in Ukraine, there is a temptation to give the easiest answer.  The political chaos in Ukraine, which has intensified since the parliamentary election in 2006, the early election seems to be the only way to put an end to the inefficient policy-making of the rival President Yushchenko and Prime-Minister Yanukovych. The easiest way, though, is not always the right way. There are both formal and informal reasons for the election. On the one hand, the President is striving to carry out his duty as a guarantor of the Constitution before the citizens. He dissolved the Parliament which was constantly breaking the law; on the other, the question “Why election?” is closely related to the question “Why crisis?”, since the election is a response to the crisis. The crisis resulted from the conflict between different parties and the speculations of the Socialists, Communists, and the Party of Regions on the possibility of winning an outright majority. Moreover, the clash of interests of different oligarchic elites and financial-industrial groups fuelled the crisis. All this demonstrates the un-readiness of the Ukrainian politicians to find compromises and to cooperate with each other, to find ways to a civilized sharing of power. As was assumed earlier, the new constitutional model established in 2004 does not correspond to the ambitions of certain political actors in Ukraine. Taking into account all these variables, the election can hardly be expected to solve the pending crisis. 
As the time for election campaign this year is very short (restricted), it does not presuppose the coming of new actors into Ukrainian politics. There is no technical possibility for such a “début”. What can be expected at the most is the slight change of influential circles, especially if a new coalition is formed. 
The same people in the same place. 
Looking at the election campaign 2007 one gets the feeling of a déjà vu of the elections in 2006. There are some shifts in the election lists, there is some shuffling among the members, some parties even changed the rhetoric of their messages to the people; the main ideas, however, stay the same. The Congresses of the parties held in early August in the very beginning of the election campaign revealed this fact. 
The most grandiose Congress was that of the Party of the Regions. The Congress was organised in the Palace of Sport, which is the biggest concert hall in Kyiv. In the year 2004 the European Song Contest took place there. The path leading to the entrance doors covered with blue carpets (the colour of the party), the crowds of the party followers and the posh appearance of the party members very much resembled the exquisite Oscar Awards. The awards here were as important for the politicians as the golden Oscars for the actors. The people close to the party leaders were awarded places in the election lists, the closer the partisan, the higher up is the place on the list; that is the logic. 

The biggest “surprises” here were found in the first 5 positions of the election list. There are two new names in the party: Inna Bohoslovska and Nestor Shufrych. During the last election they were the inveterate rivals and now, considering their upper positions in the list, they will play a leading role in this election. As the last election demonstrated, both these parties could not overcome the passing barrier independently. Together, though, Ms. Bohoslovska and Mr. Shufrych can attract a considerable number of voters from different social groups. In the last election, Ms. Bohoslovska’s party “Viche” positioned itself as a progressive party oriented towards the young people and the liberal middle class. On the contrary, Mr. Shufrych’s Social-Democratic Party (United) supported the status-quo of the Kuchma’s regime, and was more oriented towards the elderly population. Moreover, taking into account their public speaking talent and popularity with the people, these two politicians are the perfect mouthpiece for the Party of Regions, but they did not bring any strategical changes to the party.

In comparison to the last election, where the emphasis in the speeches of the Party of Regions was on the anti-NATO speculations, the integration with Russia and giving the Russian language the status of the second national language in Ukraine, the emphasis this year is on the lack of democracy in Ukraine, which resulted from the inefficient “orange” rule. The party promised to rectify this situation. For months now, the Party of Regions has been stressing its two-vector international policy, where the main directions are based on  Ukraine’s partnership with both the EU and Russia. However, it seems, to be a mere rhetoric change in the speeches with an intention to win pro-European voters. The guests from Russia demonstrated the priorities of such relations. Mr. Zatulin and Mr. Kosachev of the “Edinaja Rosija” party were speaking about the “horror of the orange narcotic” which stupefied Ukraine. The Party of Regions has to save Ukraine from this intoxication. 
Taking into account the strong teamwork, its image as a strong party and the ample media resources, the Party of Regions has very good chances to win the election with the highest score. 
In comparison to the last election, the Block of Yuliya Tymoshetko has better chances mainly due to the restless activism of its leader for the whole year. In spite of the intriguing process of the registration of the party in the Central Election Committee, there was no doubt that the block would take part in the election.  
The Congress of the Block did not yield to their rivals in their performance. The best Ukrainian musicians were singing for the thousands of the followers who came to support their ideological leader. The leader’s ideology, though, perplexed some observers. The honourable guest Mr. Wilfried Martens, the leader of the European People’s Party, invited the Party “Batkivshchyna” (Motherland) to join the EPP. Ms. Tymoshenko was glad to accept the invitation. The “Batkivshchyna” is positioning itself as the leftist party and joining the right-wing party might mean a change in the ideology of its leader. This is very doubtful, though. Rather, this step was intended to increase its popularity among the voters. Sarkozy, Merkel, Barroza and other prominent partisans of the EPP are the symbols of power, stability and European interest for Ukrainians. This invitation has a very positive meaning, demonstrating that Tymoshenko has a good relationship with other European leaders, especially taking into account her notorious past and Interpol deal. 
The third party which will definitely come to the parliament after the 30th of September is Our Ukraine – People’s Self-Defence, the union of nine democratic parties of Ukraine. The most prominent players in the Union are the pro-presidential party, Our Ukraine; the People’s Self-Defence
, and People’s Movement of Ukraine (RUKH). The main rhetoric of the speeches in the Congress was about the language, common Orthodox Church, pro-Ukrainian humanitarian policy and economic standards. The most controversial point is the abolishment of the deputy immunity, an issue on which not all the deputies within the party agree. That is why the politicians are obscurely speaking about the abolishment of unlimited immunity without giving any explanation as to which extent this immunity may be unlimited. So far, the Block of Yuliya Tymoshenko has been defined as the party’s ally. This can be easily changed after the election, since friends and rivals in Ukrainian politics are shuffled like cards in a game, as the past few years have shown.
Speaking about the chances of the remaining parties (the Communist party of Ukraine, the Socialist party of Ukraine, the Block of Lytvyn, Progressive Socialist Party of Ukraine and the Ukrainian Union “Svoboda”), the chances of their overcoming the passing barrier are very slim. In the following we will have a closer look at these parties.
The losers and the winners of the early elections. 
As in any game, there are losers and winners in politics. Usually there are more losers than winners. Obviously that will be the case after elections. 
The main loser will probably be the Socialist Party of Ukraine with its leader Olexandr Moroz. There is a chance that the party won’t come to the Parliament at all. Mr. Moroz has lost the trust of the voters; as the last surveys demonstrate there is no hope that he will re-gain the trust in this short period. 

Also, the Communists have very little chances to overcome the 4% barrier. They had good chances in Kuchma’s era, when they represented an alternative to the government; this role is now played by the Party of the Regions. The people seem to be uninterested in Communists and are likely to cast their votes for the Party of Regions, as it includes many promises made by the Communists into their own programme (anti-NATO speculations and official status of Russian, among them). 
The same can be said about the Progressive Socialist Party of Ukraine with its leader Ms. Natalia Vitrenko. Her anti-NATO and pro-Russian rhetoric is now represented by the Party of the Regions, which has more resources to promote itself. The voters who supported Ms. Vitrenko in the past are most likely to vote for the Party of the Regions. 

The chances for the Party of Lytvin to overcome the 4% barrier are not very huge either. His passive attitude after the defeat in the 2006 elections have led the voters to forget his strengths during his position as the speaker of the Parliament. Now the party does not represent any strong image for the voters and is most likely to lose the election. 
The Ukrainian Union “Svoboda”, a nationalistic party, will have very little chance to come to the Parliament, since it is not that popular with the people and the voters who support the nationalistic ideology are most likely to vote for the Block of Yuliya Tymoshenko or Our Ukraine- People’s Self-Defence. 

Even if some of these parties come to the parliament they will be in a minority and won’t be able to influence the policy greatly. The importance of their role is only limited to the formation of the coalition. 
While it is easier to state who will be the loser, it is more difficult to say who will be the winner, since merely reaching the parliament does not guarantee victory. As mentioned earlier, everything will depend on the coalition. 
What next?
After the 30th of September Ukrainian people will have the rest they deserved. Three years ago, the Ukrainians went to the polling stations to cast their ballots. But will it bring stability? This is doubtful. The real revelation and stability would come if one party wins an absolute majority, either the Party of the Regions, or Our Ukraine or Block of Yuliya Tymoshenko. Since this is hard to imagine, stability and peace in Ukrainian politics is also difficult to imagine. In fact, a new crisis can be expected after the election, which might last until the next election, the Presidential election in 2009. 

One fact remains clear: the parties will have to form a coalition again. 
There are two most possible variants of the coalition, as in 2006. Either Orange parties will collaborate and form the parliament majority, or Our Ukraine will form the majority with the Party of Region (and Communists or Socialists if they come to the Parliament) as in the year 2006. There is naturally a third way, less possible, though. The Block of Yuliya Tymoshenko will form the majority with the Party of the Regions. This last possibility is very unlikely, taking into account the upcoming presidential elections in 2009, where Yuliya Tymoshenko has good chances to win provided she continues her persistent policy. The people are too tired of being let down by politicians, and Ms. Tymoshenko understands this pretty well. 
The parties are trying to convince the voters that they will not do the same mistakes. President Yushchenko declared that Our Ukraine – People’s Self-Defence are going hand in hand with their friends in Block of Yuliya Tymoshenko and that no coalition with the Party of Regions is possible in the future. These celebratory messages can hardly be taken at face value. The value of the words of politicians at the time of elections is not too high. It has become a long tradition of Ukrainians politicians to change face after elections. So, any prediction can fail. 
In two years the Ukrainians will elect the President. Maybe there will be changes then. 
� The party of Lucenko, the former closest ally of the president during the Orange revolution, who was the Home Affairs Minister in the first government after the Orange Revolution.





