Following is a detailed report on Mr. Soros’s meetings with civil society groups. For information on media, please see page 36.
Events Summary

Itinerary: March 29 – April 02, 2004

March 29, Monday

Arrival to Simferopol, Crimea, Ukraine

March 30, Tuesday, Crimea

• Round table in Livadia Palace, Yalta: Tolerance and Human Rights: Agenda for NGO’s and donors

• Meeting at Gasprinsky Library, Simferopol: Discussion of human and minority rights and HIV/AIDS issues

March 31, Wednesday, Kyiv

• Ukraine and Wider Europe: discussion with Ukrainian Foreign Affaires Minister, IRF Board Chair, Ambassador of UK and Ambassadors of Sweden

• Round table: Human Rights and Fair Elections 

• Round table: The Rule of Law
• Meetings with the President, the Speaker of the Parliament and the Prime-Minister 

• Round table at the Parliament: The Role of Civil Society Organizations in Ukraine
• George Soros’s speech: “Ukraine and Wider Europe”

April 1, Thursday, Kyiv

• Round table: Political Situation in Ukraine: Agenda for Independent Think-Tanks
• International Center for Policy Studies event: Building Democracy in Ukraine
• Discussion on media issues 

April 2, Friday, Kyiv
• Discussion on HIV/AIDS issues

• TV show: Media and the Open Society
• Interview at the Public Radio: Wider Europe

• Wrap-up meeting with the IRF staff

Please note that much of the below material has been translated into English.
ETHNIC RELATIONS AND HUMAN RIGHTS IN CRIMEA
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News Upon Arrival

Only a few hours before George Soros arrived in Crimea, the IRF office was informed that the scheduled round table on tolerance and human rights could not take place at the Livadia Palace as originally planned. Despite the fact the Livadia Palace was booked and paid for well in advance, the authorities explained that the round table could not be held due to alleged fire drills. According to the official statement, these “drills” had to take precedence over the IRF’s event. IRF received no further explanation from the Livadia Palace management. Crimea Autonomy officials who were scheduled to greet George Soros at the airport did not show up. 

After a short discussion, it was decided to hold the round table anyway, even if that meant meeting outside in the open air and not having local political leaders and other guests present. 

The IRF has reason to believe that these events were orchestrated by the chief of Ukraine’s administration, Victor Medvedchuk. The negative campaign against George Soros launched in the media controlled by the regime reinforced this belief. After being asked for an official explanation, President Kuchma ordered the Livadia Palace management to postpone the fire drill exercises and allow the round table to proceed. 

The round table took place at the Livadia Palace as originally planned. Interestingly, even political officials whose presence had been in question showed up.

1. ROUND TABLE: TOLERANCE AND HUMAN RIGHTS IN CRIMEA

Participants:

More than 100 representatives of the Crimean NGOs, state officials, academicians, and journalists.

Overview:

Despite the fact that the presentations failed to address some of the most urgent issues concerning the state of human rights in Crimea, the majority of participants agreed that the topic was timely and in need of further exploration.

The issues discussed focused on:

· the land reform, as one of the most important problems concerning Crimean Tatars 

· the human rights violations against the Ukrainian community in Crimea, especially in educational, informational and cultural areas 

· the lack of appropriate state policy regulating the access of the Crimean Tatar children to the native language in schools  

Representatives of both ethnic communities and the government institutions agreed that considerable progress has been made in the area of education and schooling. IRF-sponsored children’s centers (schools at home) and other types of non-traditional schools (Sunday schools, classes, etc.) for studying languages, history and various local ethnic cultures represent some of the most successful examples. Several new educational initiatives for pre-school and primary school children (education for tolerance) are also planned to be implemented in the nearest future. 

Conclusions and recommendations:

1. The round table demonstrated a lack of concrete policy propositions and focused only on the description of the current situation.

2. Tolerance and human rights advocacy represent burning issues in the current situation in Crimea. However, the lack of a common strategy concerning these issues remains a point of contention.

3. More attention should be devoted to improving ways of cooperation among NGOs as well as expanding the collaboration between NGOs and local authorities.

4. Local NGOs should perceive the aid from international or donor organizations as primarily an opportunity for active participation in finding solutions to local problems, rather than cultivate the atmosphere of dependence on grants and international help.  

5. IRF Crimea program should reevaluate the existing initiatives in Crimea and reassess priorities for its activities in the future.

2. MEETING AT THE GASPRINSKY LIBRARY: NATIONAL MINORITIES IN CRIMEA



Participants: 

George Soros; Leonard Benardo, OSI Regional Director for Ukraine; Annete Laborey, Director OSI -Paris; Grygory Nemyrya, IRF Chair of the Board; Yevhen Bystrytsky, IRF Executive Director; Refat Chubarov, MP, Head of Parliamentary Sub-Commission on Minorities and Nationalities, Member of IRF Supervisory Board ; Ilmi Umerov– Deputy Speaker of the Crimean Parliament, member of the Medjlis of the Crimean Tatar people; Aider Emirov, Director of the Gasprinsky Crimean Tatar Library; Jan Harfst, Coordinator for the Crimea Integration and Development Program, UNDP; Shakir Selim, Crimean Tatar writer.

Overview:

1. Gasprinsky Library Project: Development of the Crimean Tatar Culture 

Gasprinsky library serves as a unique repository of the Crimean Tatar literature and culture.  

The participants discussed the issue of language development, including the place of the Crimean Tatar language among Turkish and other world languages.

2. Current situation in Crimea

The situation in Crimea was characterized as rather tense. Crimean deputies and Crimean Tatar leaders condemned the fighting and those who provoked it. Participants also discussed the negative media campaign launched against George Soros prior to his visit to Ukraine

3. Future of the Gasprinsky Library

George Soros and Yevhen Bystrytsky underlined the importance of the Gasprinsky Library and its role in preserving the Crimean Tatar culture and linguistic tradition and education. Despite the significant progress made through cooperation with libraries from Russia, Uzbekistan and Turkey, they noted that more could be done in expanding the archive of print and other materials related to the Crimean Tatar language and culture. 

HUMAN RIGHTS AND JUDICIARY REFORM
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1.
FIRST UKRAINIAN FORUM OF PUBLIC HUMAN RIGHTS ORGANIZATIONS:

HUMAN RIGHTS DURING THE ELECTIONS

Purpose: To discuss directions of joint activities of public human rights organizations during the 2004 election campaign, as well as to developing strategy for cooperation of organizations for the next few years.
Participants: 118 representatives from 82 Ukrainian Public Human Rights Organizations from all regions of Ukraine, numerous members of media and donor organizations, and foreign guests.  The Forum’s program included plenary sessions and round tables.

Main speakers at the first plenary session:

Yevhen Zakharov, Co-Chairman of the Kharkiv Human Rights Group

Nina Karpachova, Human Rights Commissioner of the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine

George Soros, Head of Open Society Institute and Soros Foundations’ Network

Lyudmyla Alexeyeva, President of International Helsinki Human Rights Federation, Chairman of the Moscow-Helsinki Group

Serhiy Kovaliov, first Human Rights Commissioner of the State Duma of Russia, Chairman of the Board of the International Memorial Society
Issues discussed in the morning session:
· raising the capacity and activities performed by Ukrainian Human Rights NGOs;

· social needs for human rights activity during election;

· networking of human rights organizations;

· international experience and cooperation with foreign human rights NGOs.

At the afternoon session on 31 March participants worked in five thematic sections:

1) Prevention of torture and degrading treatment, as well as compliance with the right to liberty and personal security. 

Participants discussed recent developments in the campaign to prevent torture in Ukraine.  Two network projects supported by the IRF – OSI and the European Commission are currently under development.  Participants were informed about initiatives of this projects and possible cooperation with other NGOs.

2) Freedom of conscience and religion.  

The IRF-sponsored project on the issue of freedom of conscience and religion was presented and discussed.  The main idea is to support religious groups in conflict with state and local authorities.

3) Peaceful assembly.  

Participants expressed their concern over the current situation of freedom of assembly in Ukraine.  In many regions local authorities have adopted restrictive measures on the freedom of peaceful gathering. These measures run contrary to rights guaranteed by the Ukrainian Constitution.  The new common initiative will include monitoring of the legal right to assembly, litigation, drafting laws and lobbying.  

4) Freedom of speech and privacy.  

The latest legal initiatives on electronic data retention prepared by the Kharkiv Human Rights Group in cooperation with internet providers were presented.  Participants agreed to work together on the new project aimed at providing a free access to public information during the elections.    

5) Actions against discrimination. 

Participants decided to establish a new working group on combating discrimination under the umbrella of the Council of Ukrainian Human Rights Organizations.  Its activity will include anti-discrimination bills, impact litigation, round tables and research.    

On 1 April, the Forum started work in three sections:

1) Electoral Rights Protection 

2) Human Rights Monitoring during the Election Campaign 

3) Informational and Educational Activities during the Election Campaign

Participants presented the electoral initiatives of their respective organizations and agreed to design a common action plan.  A separate mailing list has been created for the exchange of information among human rights NGOs.   

Recommendations:

Three resolutions were adopted:

The first one urged all the participants of upcoming electoral campaign to respect human rights. 

In the second resolution, participants expressed their negative position toward a new draft law submitted by the Speaker to the Ukrainian Parliament concerning the right to assembly and public gathering.  Ukrainian human rights NGOs called on the MPs to reject this draft law and seriously address the freedom of assembly issue in Ukraine. 

In the third resolution, human rights NGOs urged state authorities to take active measures to combat torture and degrading treatment in Ukraine. 

George Soros: I didn’t expect to make a speech.  But I would like to emphasize the importance of a civil society in advocating human rights and ‘rule of law’.  One can not really rely on the government to be the advocate of human rights and the ‘rule of law’, because the ‘rule of law’ actually limits the power of the authorities.  I think this is why it is so important that civil society be actively engaged in ensuring the ‘rule of law’.  I have been advocating greater involvement, particularly from the European Union, that there is an information and action plan to improve relations and to help Ukraine’s development.  And I’ve just seen the action plan that has been agreed upon between the European Union and Ukraine and the ‘rule of law’ stands as number five on the priorities for the coming year (and it is not even mentioned for the following year.)  There is no way in which you can strengthen the ‘rule of law’ in one year.  So, leaving it off the agenda for the following year is a very bad development, and I would like to draw your attention to this because these are bureaucratic things and therefore it’s difficult for civil society to be aware of it.  That’s why I would like to draw your attention to it but I think it would be important for a civil society to advocate that the ‘rule of law’ should be higher in the rank of priorities. 
That’s really all I can contribute to this conference at this time except to say how pleased I am to see Mr. Kovalyov here because I have never forgotten when we met when he was Ombudsman of Russia and had just returned from Chechnya where he had made a major contribution in ending the first Chechen conflict.  He said to me that, “all my life I have been fighting losing battles. I am  very much ready to fight losing battles because these battles need to be fought and by fighting them you will in the end come out victorious.  Thank you.
2. RULE OF LAW ROUND TABLE

Political Context  

The process of implementing judicial reform in Ukraine is accompanied by significant difficulties. Insufficient efforts by state bodies in the reform process have led to the fact that judicial system of Ukraine is not able to effectively perform one of its major functions as stipulated by the Ukrainian Constitution, namely to protect human rights and liberties. 

In general, the judiciary in Ukraine is very dependant on other branches of government, both the legislative and executive.  The current level of financing is not sufficient for the judicial system to function properly. 

In 2003, the State Judicial Administration was founded.  It is the central body of executive power that is supposed to take steps aimed at providing the material and financial basis needed for court activities.  However, this newly created institution started taking restrictive measures in respect to judges, in particular, in the area of professional education.  This fact makes the judges rather dependent. 

It is evident that judges and judicial power suffer from an extremely low image in the eyes of society.  The courts are widely perceived to be a part of a repressive state system (as in Soviet times), rather than a tool for settling disputes. 

Thanks to the efforts of the IRF Rule of Law Program, some progress has in fact been made, in particular in terms of establishing and activating judicial self-governing bodies; increasing awareness of judges on the matters of international standards of human rights, and most significantly, the application of the Constitution of Ukraine’s direct provisions concerning the courts. With the support of the Council of Europe and the IRF, seminars related to the implementation of the European norms and standards of human rights are being held.  The methodology of applying the practice utilized by the European Court of Human Rights has been analyzed and its provisions implemented in the educational programs.

The Program has created and continues to support a number of informational resources aimed at providing access to judicial practice for international judicial bodies and Ukrainian courts, in particular, the website of the Association of All-Ukrainian Independent Judges, the magazine of the Ukrainian Legal Foundation: Practice of the European Court of Human Rights. Judgments. Comments. 

The IRF has managed to involve the cooperation of a number of state agencies and NGOs.  In particular, due to IRF support, a new concept of judicial reform has been developed and presented. Measures to form and make judicial self-governance more active have been taken.  The Program has supported several initiatives aimed at creating preconditions for further activities aimed at improving the professional qualification of judges. 

The IRF Rule of Law Program cooperates with the leading scientists in the legislature and judiciary.  Draft laws have been developed with respect to the adequate provision of finances needed to fund court activities.  The Program had analyzed proposals in terms of new procedural legislation, in particular the Civil-Procedural, Administrative-Procedural and Criminal-Procedural Codes.

The aim of the round table was to discuss with the key participants from the Parliament, Ministry of Justice, State Judicial Administration, State Prison Department, Supreme Court, various Judicial Associations and Legal Clinics, local and international donors, the existing problems in judiciary reforms, perspective ways for their solution, and the priorities of the IRF Rule of Law Program in this respect, as well as the collaboration of state agencies, NGOs, legal communities and donors in this context.

Participants:

1. Representatives of donor organizations and Embassies:  George Soros; Viktor Pinchuk (Ukraine); Swiss Cooperation Office, Public Affairs section; US embassy; French embassy; ABA/CEELI; UNDP; OSCE; Council of Europe Informational Office in Ukraine and the IRF.

2. State representatives from: Ministry of Justice, State Judicial Administration, State Prison Department, Supreme Court, Academy of Judges, and the Institute of State and Law.

3. Members of Parliament:  Victor Musiyaka (Head of the Legal Policy Subcommittee), Victor Shishkin (adviser of the Legal Policy Committee), Mykola Melnyk (deputy head of the Expert-Analytical Department of the Parliament and IRF Rule of Law Program Board Chair).

4. Representatives of Legal Clinics and NGOs: representatives of legal clinics from Donetsk, Mykolayiv, Lutsk, and Kyiv; from Center for Political and Legal Reforms, Center for Judicial Studies, Ukrainian Legal Foundation, All-Ukrainian Judicial Association, Kyiv Judicial Club, representatives of regional Judicial Associations from Donetsk, Kharkiv, Crimea, Lviv, and Zaporyzhzhya.

5. Media.

AGENDA:

1. Brief presentation of the IRF Rule of Law Program: activities, achievements, current needs, and strategic priorities 

2. Legal Clinics and their perspective on development in Ukraine: 

IRF began supporting legal clinic in 2000 with the aim of securing legal protection for the socially vulnerable groups of society and facilitating the reform of the practical legal education. Throughout the four year period of the “clinical” movement, a number of positive trends have become evident, namely:

· IRF supported the opening and operation of  24 legal clinics in the institutions of higher education; 

· The increasing impact of the benefits of the “in-house” legal clinics on the law training institutions and Ministry of Science and Education of Ukraine;

· The enhanced  professional competence of legal clinics staff; elaboration and publication of relevant  informational and methodological manuals for the educational purposes; 

· Participation of educational institutions and local NGOs in joint public advocacy activities;

· Changes in public opinion and approaches to legal educational reform; 

· The establishment of the conditions for the formation of a legal clinics network;

· The increased funding and informational/technical assistance by various donors in this area (for example, ABA /CEELI, Democracy Commission of the USA Embassy in Kyiv). 

The work performed by the legal clinics creates real opportunities for securing and protecting the rights and liberties through the network and encourages the application of the constitutionally enshrined principle of equality for all citizens in protecting their rights.  In many regions they fulfill the role of citizens’ advisory centers. Clinics are specialized to protect the rights of ethnic minorities, refugees, prisoners, and the unemployed.  The IRF established a global legal clinics web-site which provides on-line legal consultations to the local NGOs.

The IRF managed to overcome obstacles facing the development of the legal clinics by including the Ministry of Science and Education, Ministry of Justice and the institutions of higher education into the clinical legal movement and receiving commitments from them to support the clinics’ work.

Taking into account the current needs of the clinics, during 2004-2007, the IRF will pay particular attention to and support initiatives that provide for:

· building a network by organizing an association of legal clinics of Ukraine, which will provide informational, analytical and strategic development activity for the clinical movement in Ukraine and its consolidation; 

· sustainability of an individual development of legal clinics; 

· education of specialists for the professional development of clinics;

· informational and methodical support for the clinics ( manuals, analytical publications, elaboration and implementation—in cooperation with the Ministry of Justice and the Ministry of Science and Education); 

· development of legislation for the regulation of legal clinics and its practical implementation;

· raising public awareness with respect to the activities of legal clinics; 

· procedural and organizational training for advisers and trustees of the legal clinics for the purpose of preparing the clinics for the eventual transition to self-support.

3. Perspectives on the creation of model courts in Ukraine 

Creation and operation of the first model courts in Ukraine with the help of the Canadian embassy and OSCE in 2003-2004 has proved highly efficient and innovative, especially concerning the introduction of information technology and the organization of record keeping.  The experience indicated that it is important to continue developing and transferring the best practices of the first model courts to the new model courts, and later to all other judicial authorities. Model courts are envisioned to become the training and methodological basis for all other courts. 

The priority of future work should be the introduction of model courts for specific types of legal jurisdiction: civil, criminal and administrative. Specialization of judicial jurisdiction conditioned upon the subject of a judicial trial is necessary for diversification of record-keeping and operation of the court secretariat and should indicate whether a civil, criminal or administrative case is tried. The courts that try cases for each of the above jurisdictions shall apply different procedures for:

· Receiving and accepting documents; 

· Record keeping during the trial; 

· Ordering and overseeing execution of court rulings.  

Model General Courts 

1. Civil Jurisdiction. The objectives:  

1) Improved access to administration of justice in civil proceedings; 

2) Deepened specialization of judges in consideration of civil proceedings; 

3) Development and synchronization of the trial proceedings and the appropriate record keeping procedures; 

4)  Standardization of trial records for the purposes of civil proceedings; 

5) Development of mediation procedures for the purposes of civil proceedings. 

Such model courts can operate on the basis of general trial and appeal courts. There is a need to set up model courts on the level of trial and appellate courts, since different procedures are followed in terms of the case consideration and record keeping. 

As a result of the liberation of judges from the duty of public reception the underprivileged social groups may lose access to justice. When judges address the public, they can indicate errors on documents and advise people on the evidence required at trial. Currently, the state is not yet ready to ensure the legal aid in the case of civil proceedings, in fact there is no provision in the law to provide for free legal aid to anyone in a civil proceeding.  Under such circumstances, it is possible to alleviate or prevent the negative consequences of not having free legal aid by setting up information centers at trial courts.  

Such information centers could:

· Prepare and provide statements of claim forms and advise the public on how to complete them; 

· Advise the public on the norms of procedural law; 

· Dispense information on the course of the trial and its results;

· Provide access to electronic databases of legislation and judicial practice. 

Access to justice can also be improved through the development and publication of informational booklets for the litigants. For the trial purposes it would be more time efficient to forward litigant memos on their rights and responsibilities instead of readings them out at the trial. 

If model courts had a sufficient number of judges (in big cities or districts) it would be beneficial to introduce their specialization for trying specific types of cases.  It would be possible to organize a training course at the Academy of Judges to improve judicial skills in a particular specialization. Civil cases, deemed in law circles as relatively simple, could be distributed among several judges in order to even out their workload.  Therefore, there is a need to develop clear and fair procedures for distributing cases depending on their description, complexity, and workload standards. To speed up publication and readability of judicial documents, there is a need to develop forms for them that would depend on the type of document and description of the case.

Today, judges do not practice the application of mediation procedures in civil (commercial) proceedings.  The role of a judge in the mediation proceeding is limited to a formal inquiry of whether parties would like to conclude a mediation agreement. At the same time, procedural legislation does not prevent mediation as an efficient tool used to settle legal conflicts.  Therefore, it would be beneficial to train judges for using mediation procedures, develop methodological recommendations on their application and introduce such procedures in practice at model courts from the beginning.  Analysis of the first mediation practices could be used as a basis for development of amendments to procedural legislation, which would legalize mediation procedures and establish a stimulus for their more frequent application (e.g. partial repayment of court fees).  

2. Criminal Jurisdiction. Objectives:

1) Developing conditions for creating circuit criminal courts and the operation of juries; 

2) Enhancing specialization of judges for the purposes of criminal proceedings; 

3) Developing record-keeping in criminal proceedings; 

4) Standardizing judicial documents used for criminal proceedings; 

5) Developing mediation procedures for criminal proceedings.

Such model courts can be set up on the basis of trial and appellate courts.  There exists a need to set up model courts on the basis of the trial and appellate courts because of the different origin of cases and different record-keeping procedures used by these judicial authorities. 

It would also be beneficial to enhance the specialization of judges involved in criminal cases. For these purposes, it would be possible to take into consideration both descriptions of cases, and the peculiarities of judicial administration, conditioned upon the subject of the trial (minors or mentally incompetent, etc).  

Judges can also specialize in exercising oversight powers in relation to pretrial investigation (arrest warrants, legal wire taps, etc) and issues associated with the handing down of sentences. These judges would not be involved in trying criminal cases per se. 

Eventually it would be possible to introduce the specialization of judges in future trials by jury.  The proposals on the training of judges, the improvement of record-keeping practices, and the standardization of documents in civil jurisdiction are applicable for criminal jurisdiction as well. The record keeping and the operation of the court secretariat for the purposes of criminal proceedings are associated with practices of delivering the accused to the court, summoning jurors and people’s assessors, providing security for those participating in criminal proceedings and those present in the court room, as well as executing urgent arrests or releases. 

Another important issue is the application of mediation procedures in criminal proceedings.  The criminal legislation provides for the possible conciliation between the accused and the victim for the purpose of halting the proceedings for minor crimes. This provision has a considerable potential for mediation resolution of criminal cases and could be used by judges. 

Model Administrative Courts. 

The creation of model administrative courts may become one of the most forward-looking trends in promoting judicial reform in Ukraine, provided that under the Judicial System Act the formation of the administrative court system is completed in 2005.  The lack of a proper organization, the insufficient qualifications of judges, and the absence of a democratic oversight may corrupt the idea of administrative justice.  Instead of representing a tool for the human rights protection, the administrative courts may turn into an instrument operating with a sole purpose of protecting the interests of the authorities. 

Before a specialized system of administrative courts is set up, certain general or commercial courts, both trial and appellate, could serve as model administrative courts. First, the specialized judges need to be introduced to the administrative cases.  It is necessary to pay more attention to the education of judges in the area of administrative law and procedures.  The expertise acquired by these judges can aid in the timely development of the needed documents for organizing the operation of new administrative courts (record-keeping instructions, regulations on administrative court secretariats etc). 

Aiming to improve the accessibility of administrative justice, the draft Code of Administrative Procedures passed in the first reading provides for a possibility of addressing an administrative court by a written statement of claims written by a court officer using words of the applicant.  In connection with this, there is a need to arrange training for relevant officers and candidates for their positions. 

Proposals for the creation of information centers, broader specialization of judges, organization of record keeping, standardization of documents, development of information booklets and the introduction of mediation procedures are all important for model administrative courts.

Courts of Arbitration. 

Independent courts of arbitration are not very widespread. They act on either a consistent basis or they are set up on a case by case basis.  The administration of justice in accordance with the arbitration procedures is used mostly to settle commercial disputes. 

The Arbitration Act is expected to be passed in the near future.  As soon as this act comes into force the jurisdiction of the arbitration courts will be extended to private disputes, not just commercial ones. This will open up new possibilities for the development of alternative (extra-judicial) ways to regulate legal disputes and to unburden the judicial system. 

Model arbitration courts of a new type could be set up with the support of international and foreign structures that support judicial reform in Ukraine. The development of arbitration courts requires the research of foreign experience in this area, analytical support and preparation of model rules of procedure for permanent courts of arbitration.  

It is also necessary to actively promote arbitration and disseminate information on the specific features of using this method of settling disputes.  On the other hand, it’s necessary to try to lower the cost of services provided by courts of arbitration, gradually rejecting the clan or local character of arbitration in the country and preventing the transformation of these institutions into purely business formations. 

4. Judiciary Reform in Ukraine and Self-Governance of judges 
To speed up judiciary reform in Ukraine, the judges created in 2001 the All-Ukrainian independent judicial association which consists today of more than 1000 professional judges (out of a total of 6000 judges in the country). The Association is not a political or trade union and its activities are aimed at integrating the efforts of judges toward developing an open society and judiciary in the country, strengthening the courts and independence of judges, raising society’s awareness and confidence in them, protecting their interests, professional training and the legislative process. Such judges’ unions can facilitate the establishment of an informational network within the courts and between judges throughout the country, an exchange of information between foreign judiciary agencies, experts and judges, organize round tables, seminars and conferences related to the judiciary reform and ways of its promotion, as well as the involvement of civil society and the legal community into this process.  

5. National Criminal Justice Reform 

During the past several years, the criminal justice system in Ukraine has been seriously criticized by the Council of Europe and the Committee for Prevention of Torture for its resistance to democratic change, arbitrary arrests, prolonged periods of pre-trial detention, lack of legal aid to detainees and continuing reports of beating ant torturing detainees and prisoners.  Ukraine’s rate of detention occupies one of the leading places in Europe (32% of all offenders are arrested by the court) and imprisoned (31% of all sentenced). The majority of defendants receive no legal aid or an attorney.

Over-incarceration crisis hampers penitentiary reform, which is in progress due to IRF support of public initiatives aimed at facilitating the humanization of penitentiary activities, implementing rehabilitative programs and promoting the reintegration of ex-prisoners into society.  Today more than 60 NGOs are involved in prison reform and they successfully cooperate with local agencies, youth centers and medical and social protection agencies.  The penitentiary system has become more open to state and public control, expressing a strong will to cooperate with the community in fostering democratic change according to the international standards for the treatment of prisoners.

In order to speed up the penitentiary reform there is a need to start solving the human rights problems afflicting Ukraine’s criminal justice system. This should be done by providing policy analysis of criminal justice practice, democratizing the Criminal and Criminal-Procedure Codes, providing legal aid to detainees, defendants and convicts; preventing torture and inhuman treatment of detainees; providing the litigation in cases of torture and illegal detention; developing supervisory alternatives to pre-trial detention, promoting a probation service, mediation, juvenile and restorative justice; training for judges to rationalize a resort to pre-trial detention; involving the public in law-enforcement and penitentiary control. 

6. Discussion

The main emphasis of the discussion was placed on the development of legal clinics and the practical legal education.

Viktor Pinchuk, member of the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine, stressed that legal clinics are very important in providing social and legal help to vulnerable groups of society and in educating future high qualified specialists in law.  According to him, these two sides of clinical activities are equal in importance and should be developed.  After hearing that there existed only 23 legal clinics in Ukraine he commented that the figure was too low for a country of Ukraine’s size. That is why after his previous talks with George Soros and today’s discussion he expressed a desire to participate financially in enlarging the network of legal clinics to up to 100.  As a Member of the Parliament Pinchuk promised to lobby for the necessary changes in legal aid legislature and help facilitate the creation a legal basis for the effective operation of legal clinics.

George Soros expressed his satisfaction with the current developments and implementation of the IRF Rule of Law Program initiatives. He expressed a hope for involving other donors in their support, especially the legal clinics movement. 

He further noted that it is very important to focus on quality of operation of legal clinics in the initial stage rather than concentrate on their number. IRF has the capacity to secure this.  That is why the idea of creating a special Legal Aid Fund, which would support the development of legal clinics, appears more appropriate.  According to Soros, the best experts and specialist in legal education and public advocacy should be included on its Board.

Soros further remarked that the most important activity of the IRF in promoting the rule of law in Ukraine remains a problem.  It is necessary to take a wider look at the problem. “The more I am involved in legal reform, the more I understand the importance of supporting human rights protection and their realization for the open society development. This demands the development of a legal system, especially the judicial one, which is the guarantor of democracy, and the raising of legal culture.

“As you know the European Union also provides support to initiatives in the area of rule of law in Ukraine. That is why the OSI network experience should be used while elaborating an action plan for the Wider Europe through the establishment of the rule of law. European Union officials confirmed their desire to support such initiatives. This provides a good opportunity for the creation of joint EU, OSI and IRF programs in this area.”

During the discussions, representatives of the Ministry of Justice, Supreme Court, Academy of Judges, Institute of State and Law, Academy of Legal Sciences and  Regional Appellate Courts identified the key problems which should be solved through the joint efforts of state judicial agencies, judicial NGOs, national and international donors in order to facilitate the judiciary reform process. The following are some of their recommendations:

· Systemic and comprehensive analysis of the needs of judicial reform in Ukraine, development of the concept of the reform, and the unified effort of public agencies and NGOs in this effort;

· Policy analysis of current criminal justice practice;

· Enhancement of the professional level of judges in terms of raising their awareness of the international human rights standards; 

· Support to judicial self-governance bodies;  

· Analysis of application of European norms on human rights in the judiciary system of Ukraine, determination of obstacles and possibilities of their broader application;

· Organization of educational and training events for the purpose of integrating human rights norms into the Ukrainian judiciary;

· Secured public access to judgments;

· Development of the legal clinics movement;

· The creation of Legal Aid Fund within the Rule of Law Program;

· The enhancement of competence and the professional level of tutors at legal clinics;

· Monitoring of judicial decisions related to pre-trial detention measures, judicial skills building and providing legal aid to detainees;

· Pilot model courts, juvenile justice, probation and mediation projects.

UKRAINE AND WIDER EUROPE
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1.
UKRAINE – EU ACTION PLAN FOR THE WIDER EUROPE CONCEPT

On March 11, 2003 the European Commission Initiative on Wider Europe/Neighborhood proposed that “Russia, the countries of the Western CIS and the Southern Mediterranean should be offered the prospect of claiming a stake in the EU’s internal market and further integration and liberalization to promote the free movement of persons, goods, services and capital (four freedoms)”. This should be achieved “by means of a countrywide and/or regional Action Plan”.

According to this document, Action Plans should be established by the EU Council and “based on proposals from the Commission, wherever possible with prior discussion with the partner countries concerned”.  The Action Plans will supersede EU common strategies, for example the one geared towards Ukraine, and should be “the Union’s main policy document for relations with these countries over the medium term”. 

Action Plans should be developed through three-step process: 

1. Joint analysis of reforms in the country and, as we understand it, implementation of existing bilateral agreements. 

2. Preparation of an Action plan by the Commission and the Member States in association with each country, setting out common objectives, benchmarks and a timetable for their achievement.

3. An annual review of progress in implementing the Action Plan. 

In June 2003, an EU Council decision approved the main guidelines for elaborating the Action plans within the framework of the EU’s Wider Europe concept.  The document states that, “Action Plans will become key policy instruments for the EU in its relations with neighboring countries over the medium term.  These should be political documents, built upon existing agreements and setting out clearly, strategic policy targets, common objectives, political and economic benchmarks used to evaluate progress in key areas and a timetable for their achievement which enables progress to be judged regularly. They should be concise, complemented where necessary by more detailed plans for sector-specific cooperation and should detail EC country assistance”.

The Commission had been mandated from 2004 onwards to present “proposals for Action Plans for all countries concerned as appropriate, commencing with Ukraine, Moldova and Southern Mediterranean partners with Association Agreements”. 

Ukraine is mentioned as among the first countries with which the EU would like move forward with a detailed Action plan. 

During the first (Kyiv, February 2004) and the second (Brussels, 23 – 25 February, 2004) rounds of consultations on a draft Action plan, the content of the document was discussed within working groups in the following directions: political dialogue and reform, regional cooperation, JHA; economic and social reform and development; trade, market and regulatory reform; transport, information society, environment and people-to-people contacts.

Mr. Oleksandr Chalyi, First Deputy Foreign Minister for European Integration, led Ukraine’s delegation to the consultations and Mr. Hugues Mingarelly, Director of External Relations Directorate-General of the EC, led the EU’s delegation.

The Ukraine-EU Action Plan will define bilateral cooperation for the next 2-3 years.  And in his speech at a meeting with EU ambassadors from member and candidates states, Prime Minister Viktor Yanukovich said that Ukraine hopes to coordinate the Action Plan with the European Union by May 18. 

According to the latest press reports, talks on the Action Plan were suspended in early April because of the need to elaborate a joint approach to the project for a group of EU members.  The negotiations are expected to resume next month, at the earliest, Mr. Chalyi noted.

2.
SPEECH “UKRAINE AND WIDER EUROPE” BY GEORGE SOROS,

CHAIRMAN OF THE OPEN SOCIETY INSTITUTE

SPEECH:

It is very nice to see so here many friends so many people I know from my past visits.  I hope you can hear me, and I suppose I can speak in English.  I certainly can’t speak in Ukrainian.  As you know, I had a rather eventful visit.  I was surprised by my reception.  There was clearly a provocation and the right way to respond to a provocation is not to be provoked.  I want to focus on the constructive aspects of my visit.

You all have a copy of the article published in the Financial Times.  It has been translated and published in the Ukrainian press.   I am very keen to make the most of this opportunity to have an Action Plan that would bring Ukraine and the European Union closer together.  What’s not in the article is that the subject of the ‘rule of law’ is the one that could form the cornerstone of the action plan that is currently being developed.  Because I think you all agree that in the long run strengthening the ‘rule of law’ is of vital importance for Ukraine.  And it’s also an issue, which is of interest to the European Union and whether they could be enlisted to provide assistance because they have the capacity and the interest to do so.  Prior to my visit here, I discussed it with officials of the European Commission and I got positive feedback.  This is also an area where the Foundation is very much engaged and interested and has a capacity to contribute. It is also a challenge for us because we place primacy on such an important issue not only in Ukraine, but also in other countries where we are engaged.   So it’s a challenge for us to develop this concept.  And we would like to rise to the challenge.  If the Ukrainian Government showed an interest we would be eager to respond to it.  That’s what I explained to President Kuchma when I visited him and the Prime Minister and both of them reacted in a positive way. I hope that we will, in fact, be asked to prepare a plan, a project that could be incorporated in the Action Plan, which will likely be signed in July.    There isn’t very much time.  But I think it’s time enough if we start now.  I think it could still be put together and could be incorporated in the Action Plan.  And it would give me great pleasure and satisfaction if the Foundation could contribute to it.

We are doing what we can as a Foundation. I’d like to use this opportunity to also inform you of a development in that respect.  We have some 23 legal clinics attached to law schools which give law students an opportunity to practice law and to provide legal assistance to people.  Viktor Pinchuk participated in this workshop and offered to enlarge the number to at least a hundred, which, I think, is a wonderful initiative.  I’m delighted to receive this offer and I think it’s the first major contribution from a local philanthropist to the work of the Foundation.  We’ve decided to set up a Legal Aid initiative to which we will both contribute and which will carry out this work.  And hopefully there will be other contributors.  These are the practical and constructive outcomes of my visit.  I’d like to first of all thank Viktor Pinchuk for becoming my partner in this Legal Aid effort. 

I look forward to trying to do something on a larger scale because to create an open society having a well-functioning independent and professional judicial system is an absolute necessity.  And this is where I think the Foundation can make the greatest contribution.   If you have any questions, I’d be very happy to answer them.
DISCUSSION:

Sergey Kiselev, Radio Liberty: Mr. Soros, You have promised to talk to Mr. Kuchma about his administration.  Have you done that?

George Soros: Yes, I think that my visit to Ukraine has to reveal some of the central points in this situation, particularly with regards to the media, specifically the fact that there are these temniki that some media are willing to obey.  I would single out the Ukrainian edition of Izvestia and 1+1 Television. 

I think this really puts Ukraine in a bad light.  The President has assured me that he had no knowledge of these temniki and he promised that he would look into matters but I think that it is very evident that the temniki have originated from his office.  I believe that they did originate without his knowledge which means somebody has overstepped his authority. I think this is one of the weaknesses in the present situation which hampers Ukraine’s ambition to be accepted as a future member of the European Union. 

Moderator: May you introduce yourself?

Correspondent: Vremia Novostey, Rosiyskaya Gazeta.  Today is my birthday so I would be grateful if Mr. Soros could answer four questions.  So, the first question is what is your attitude toward Mr. Putin?  The second, how do you assess the case of Khodorkovsky? Third...

George Soros: Wait I can’t remember more than one at a time…Look, I don’t know Mr. Putin so I don’t have any personal impression but I can guess he doesn’t like me. As far as Khodorkovsky is concerned, I think that it is a great loss for Russia without a doubt to have the most progressive of the oligarchs held for persecution -- I am using the word “persecution” as opposed to prosecution.  But one has to recognize that this move is very popular in Russia because the oligarchs are generally hated in Russia and this has been politically very popular for Putin.  He came into office promising the dictatorship of the law, which means that anybody who made money in Russia has had the  law brought to bear on him or her somewhere along the line. The state then decides whom they want to prosecute.  That’s the dictatorship of the law. And I think what you need instead is the ‘rule of law’ - not the arbitrary decision who gets punished and who doesn’t.  I think this is the regrettable development in Russia as far as an open society is concerned. 

Сorrespondent:  Why did you withdraw your capital from Russia? 

George Soros: I think you’ve got my answer. 

Moderator: May I suggest and I hope that you will be positive about this, notwithstanding that it is your birthday today, let other journalists have the floor?

George Soros: One more if you promise…

Correspondent: Why have you taken up arms against Bush?

George Soros: I wrote a book about and … I don’t want to undercut the sales of the book. I don’t think I want to criticize Bush here.  I’d like to criticize Bush in America, not here.  

Correspondent: Mr. Soros, would you be so kind to answer whether you share the opinion that the media is the crucial element for the possible positive democratic development in Ukraine. And if you share that opinion… 

George Soros: Sorry…

Moderator:  Excuse me, can you please introduce yourself?

Correspondent: My name is Yevhen Dubovitsky I do work for the channel that Mr. Soros is referring to, which is 1+1. 

Anyway, I can only regret for something that I dislike myself too. And this is my solid point even if I have to quit tomorrow.  But my question is whether you believe that the media, a free media is a crucial element for the democratic development of Ukraine given the European prospective.  If you do share this opinion, do you intend to step in as a possible investor or encourage other foreign investors to come into the Ukrainian media market to inject western rules into the Ukrainian media market. Thank you very much. 

George Soros: Thanks. I think that the media is one of the crucial points - it’s not the only one but is very visible and therefore one can identify some problems.  I am glad that you would like to have another employer and I would encourage you in doing that.  But I am afraid that getting foreign investors in may not help because 1+1 is owned by my friend Ronald Lauder with whom I will have to speak when I go back to New York because I found it strange that 1+1 should give airtime to someone who has a group of hooligans at his disposal. 

Correspondent: Today in the news you were quoted that you can see that NGOs already lost fighting but you still will support them for that.  May I ask to explain whether we understood this quotation right or this just a small quotation from the story? 

George Soros: I think this is a misquotation, which happens from time to time.  I welcomed Sergei Kovalev to the meeting and I was reminded of the story that he told me when he was the Ombudsman in Russia and returned from Chechnya where he made a major contribution to stopping the first Chechen war.  So, in my eyes he is a hero.  And he said that, “All my life I fought for loosing battles” or “I fought for lost causes.”  And of course, he was victorious.  So, I was using this as a way of encouraging NGOs not to give up the fight even if it looks like a lost cause.  So I think it was taken totally in the opposite sense that I meant.  

Question from an NGO representative: Today you used the Ukrainian term “temniki”. Can you find an equivalent for this word in English or this term was contributed by Ukraine and now is used internationally?

George Soros: It is very interesting question because I have never heard the word before and it is a Ukrainian contribution.  But when I go back to America I am going to use it because as it happens in political life the conservative media in the US actually work themselves with such temniki.  It is a strange thing and of course, it is easy for me to be critical of low standards in Ukraine but there is something wrong also in America and since I became politically active in the United States I saw exactly the same method being used by the Republican National Committee.  I can see the messages they send out and then articles in papers or on certain television shows that repeat these articles word for word and again they are not necessarily the truth.

Moderator: We have the time for one more question. 

Correspondent: Mr. Soros, Sergey Kiselev, (of the) Companion Magazine.  You often make predictions about economic or financial futures.  How often do you use prognoses to affect possible outcomes?

George Soros: I try not to, because I certainly want to avoid influencing the markets.  So I do not make these predictions.  Certainly when you ask me about the future course of the dollar I can tell you exactly where the dollar is going but am not at liberty to tell you. 

Moderator: I want to thank Mr. Soros, on your behalf for his answers to your questions and invite all to the reception. Thank you. 

3.
DEBATE PROGRAM ON THE PUBLIC RADIO

To make the Europen Integration message more public, it was agreed to continue discussion of European issues at the Public Radio.

IRF founded Public Radio in 2001 to serve as an independent radio outlet whose main goal was to provide objective and balanced coverage of the political and social climate in Ukraine. It was also envisioned as a public forum for the free speech and exchange of ideas in the increasingly polarized political environment. 

Committed to the highest levels of the editorial rules of ethics and professional conduct it attracted a broad spectrum of listeners. Political leaders, members of the diplomatic community, as well as the representatives of the cultural, scientific, and religious circles have all had an opportunity to express their views on current events contributing to the overall quality of its broadcast. Public Radio figures nowadays as a valuable source of information, often quoted by the variety of both print and electronic media.   

From its inception, Public Radio has been devoted to establishing lasting partnerships with the local media and the NGO community. Its producers have participated in comprehensive training programs for the local radio journalists. It has also launched a number of joint media campaigns with the local media and NGOs. One of them was a joint project with the Committee of Voters of Ukraine aimed at establishing greater transparency in the performance of the Members of Parliament.  

Debate Program on the Public Radio 
11:20 – 12:00, April 2, 2004
Public Radio, Kyiv, Ukraine
Participants: George Soros, world-known philantropist, IRF founder; Olexander Chalyi, First Deputy head of Minister of Foreign Affairs of Ukraine; Mykola Veresen, Pablic Radio journalist.

Mykola Veresen: Good afternoon, I am Mykola Veresen, and we have very respectable guests today. We will discuss the issues of Ukraine and its place in the world, particularly in Europe. In our studio, there is the Deputy Minister of Foreign Affairs Oleksandr Chalyi who is responsible for European integration processes, and financier, philanthropist and investor George Soros. On March 30, he published an article on Europe’s democratic enlargement in The Financial Times. And this is the topic of our today’s discussion. In his article, Mr. Soros calls upon Ukrainians to pay more attention to their country. On the other hand, he writes that neither Ukraine nor its European neighbors are ready to join the EU.  And still on the other, he says that carrots and sticks are needed to convince the neighboring countries. Mr. Chalyi, what should Europe and the European Union use – sticks rather than carrots?

Oleksandr Chalyi: Do you believe that Mr. Soros’ article is controversial? In my opinion, this is a good article for Ukraine. For its central idea is, I quote, “the EU should use incentives to promote the democratic development of bordering countries without seeking reciprocal concessions”. I believe this is the most important thing, the one that Ukraine is trying to make the EU believe in. I agree with Mr. Soros when he is saying that Ukraine is not ready to join the EU yet. He is also right when he is saying that we need considerable internal transformations of our society. On the other hand, I cannot agree with Mr. Soros what regards his comparison of the situation in Ukraine and in, for instance, Western Balkans, which were granted the prospective membership. From this point of view, we are no less ready to get the possibility to join the EU. And that’s why we believe that the EU implements double standards: it endorses one approach to the Balkans where there are much more problems than in Ukraine, and still, they get the prospective membership; the approach to Ukraine is different. But the central idea of the article is that the European Union has to turn its face to Ukraine and provide concrete incentives to foster its integration – and I agree with that entirely.

Mykola Veresen: Mr. Soros, is Mr. Chalyi right saying that Europe endorses, in your opinion, double standards. Is Ukrainian situation really similar to that of the Balkan state of the former Yugoslavia? First of all, is their movement to democracy, freedom of speech, human rights and economic transformations quicker than Ukraine’s?

George Soros: The Western Balkans experience many problems – they are not ready for membership, they have been accepted as potential members only. The reason for it is their location. The Western Balkans is geographically closer to Europe than Ukraine is. Thus, I think that location is very important. It is also very important to help Ukraine become a more open society which is closer to membership in the European Union in terms of the ‘Copenhagen criteria’ – agreement concluded on the basis of the rule of law, democracy and which the EU members must follow, or at least understand. This should be Ukraine’s objective, and the role of the EU must be to help Ukraine achieve these standards.

Mykola Veresen: Mr. Soros, as far as I understand and as far as it is being widely discussed even in Kyiv, Russia, which borders with Ukraine, is going away from democracy. And an attempt to involve Russia into following European democratic principles was not quite successful. On the other Ukrainian border, the European community has existed from the moment when Poland, the Czech Republic, Slovakia and Romania were granted the prospective membership. Ukraine has found itself on the boundary. Given that Europe, as you say, pays no attention to Ukraine, and Russia is only too happy to lure it into a reconstituted empire – will Ukraine land in Russia again, for Europe is actually sleeping, and Russia is very active. At least, that is what is being said in some circles in Kyiv.

George Soros: Yes, this is a very significant problem, since Russia is seeking to include Ukraine into the list of members of the new Russian empire. And Europe cannot compete with it here, for it does not offer membership. But I believe the Ukrainian people will be willing to remain open to Russia as well because it is a very important partner; there are also many cultural and historical ties between Ukraine and Russia. But at the same time, Ukraine would want to remain open to Europe and the rest of the world. And here, I assume, much will depend on political developments in Ukraine itself, and the Ukrainian people will have the important right to vote. It is not the issue of waiting what other people will do in Ukraine – it is time to think what Ukrainians can do for themselves.

Oleksandr Chalyi: I would like to say that I agree with you. The EU has a vacuum as to the strategic seeing of the future place of Ukraine in the EU relationships. And this vacuum must be filled – this is my first point. My second point is that enlargement of the EU has provoked counter-enlargement of the Russian Federation. In this perspective, Europe is to a certain extent responsible for the situation around Ukraine. In this context, Mr. Soros in his article “Europe’s Democratic Enlargement” hints at greater responsibility of Europe for events that are going to take place in Ukraine. And it is very important to differentiate between Europe and the bureaucrats in Brussels who implement certain instructions. Here we have a great difference of approaches. For example, the European Parliament adopted a resolutions providing for Ukraine’s European perspective: associate status, possible prospective membership. But we are not able to transform this opinion of the EP into concrete decisions of the EU. That’s why Mr. Soros’ article is important.

George Soros: I would like to give you a practical example of how events in Ukraine are influenced by some phenomena. I would like to say that I understand that Public Radio lost its channels through the administrative actions of the Government. This makes a very bad impression upon Europe; it turns attention to this fact, and if the Government fails to allow Public Radio to continue broadcasting in Ukraine, then Ukraine fails to observe the Copenhagen criteria. This is a very practical example. It shows how Ukraine’s actions diminish its chances to join the EU.

Mykola Veresen: I have here information that Oleksandr Chalyi in his interview to BBC disclosed that negotiations concerning action plans “Ukraine – EU” have been suspended. I would like you to inform us about the course of such negotiations.

Oleksandr Chalyi: As you know, the main tool of the New Neighborhood Policy is the action plan that the EU is reconciling with all neighboring countries. There is an established priority, and Ukraine as one of the key EU partners, has started working on its plan. We had negotiations with the European Commission and were planning to finish them by mid-March. We are not happy with the approach that the European Commission used – it has a very weak system of incentives, it is too generalized. I mean the action plan that we were offered. However, we were able to develop a document that satisfies our political interests. First of all, this is a document for two-three years. We prefer such plan since we believe that in two or three years, there will be changes in Europe and that will give a new chance to Ukraine. Second, we think that the action plan must provide conditions for concluding an agreement on free trade. And we aim to conclude an agreement of a European type on association. The European Commission was ready to consider intensive cooperation within the framework of the agreement, but there were some objectives on the part of the EU member states regarding the mandate of the European Commission as to the further negotiations. They would also like to see more incentives for Ukraine. That’s why consultations are now being held within the European Union. Upon the EU request, we have postponed next consultation round till mid-April. That means that the negotiations are not suspended, they are postponed – we’re getting prepared for the next round.

Mykola Veresen: When you say that system changes will take place in Europe in two or three years, what do you mean? Will they be able to spur Ukraine on to a more fruitful cooperation? 

Oleksandr Chalyi: In the first place, the clear awareness of the EU expansion consequences will come about for the European Union itself. Expansion is a great challenge for it. The article by Mr. Soros is called "The Democratic Expansion of Europe", and as a representative of Ukraine I do not know what will happen in two or three years, whether Europe will remain democratic, being a union of democratic states, or it will transform into a democratic empire – this is one script of the event development. Secondly, as you know, in 2006 Ukraine will experience the Parliamentary Elections, which, in my opinion, will play a significant role in further development of the Ukrainian society, especially if they already take place in terms of the new constitutional system of Ukraine. Moreover, the term of the Partnership and Cooperation Agreement will be over. To my mind, this means that these changes are of a qualitative nature, so the geopolitical role of Russia will be more comprehensible and that gives Ukraine a new chance to establish its relations with the European Union in a new way as well as to transform them afresh. I am quite certain that the year 2007 will give us all kinds of opportunities to conclude the agreement on association. 

Mykola Veresen: I can’t help asking Mr. Soros one question – concerning a piece of information that spread all over both Ukrainian and Russian channels, let alone the Georgian ones. This year in winter there appeared the news that Mr. Shevardnadze blamed you personally for the overthrow of his government in Georgia. And since then everybody in Kyiv discusses what role Mr. Soros had played in the Georgian events. We cannot but ask you in particular: what is your role in the situation when Georgia is led by Mr. Saakashvili, while Mr. Shevardnadze is retired? 

George Soros: As you may see, it is easy for Mr. Shevardnadze to accuse me – much easier than to blame himself. I used to work with Mr. Shevardnadze and his government on stopping corruption.  I am very sorry that everything ended up for him in this way – he had made a brilliant career as he was one of those veritable reformers who promoted the development of progressive policies and was supported by the West.  However, he could not fulfill everything he had promised because the main source of corruption in Georgia was the Ministry of Internal Affairs as well as the traffic police who held up trucks and extorted a certain amount of so-called “fare” from them. Shevardnadze’s life itself as well as his security depended on the Ministry of Internal Affairs and thus would have been risking his life if he attempted to constrain this Ministry.  Therefore he was unable to do what he had promised. In the end, the reformers quit his government, organized several parties and started an election campaign. I respect and honor these people, although I did not interfere in the internal policy or the party politics in any way.   

As for these trips abroad we included the representatives of all parties proportionally, showing no preferences for anybody. In addition, we organized exit polls in electoral districts in the same way as it had been done in Ukraine. When the government forged the results, they did not correspond to the results of the exit polls. People were indignant about that and it provoked a spontaneous reaction.  However, I am very glad that it happened in this way. I ardently support the new government, although I worry a little bit about the fact that there remains no real opposition. The revolution seems to have proceeded too far as again there is only one party or one coalition in the government. They will have to share a bit of their power with a new opposition; I think that the independence of the new local foundation from the government will be protected by the rule of law if the government exceeds its limits.

Mykola Veresen: In Ukraine, the elections approach as well. I would like to ask Mr. Chalyi within the bounds of his competence, if the Ministry of Foreign Affairs carries on negotiations concerning foreign observers who are going to be present at the elections here. Beside that, I would like to find out about all these various organizations, which, as we know, were represented in Georgia and had visited Ukraine during the previous elections. Will there be more of them? And in general what is the usual procedure, how does it all happen?  

Oleksandr Chalyi: You know that our official position is the maximum openness for international monitoring. We have officially declared that. First of all, we are ready to invite all traditional international structures that keep track of elections – these are observers from OSCE, there will also be representatives from the Council of Europe and the CIS. However, there will also work the observers from social international movements, and in this context, Ukraine is open to the maximum. Within the bounds of our competence, we maintain contacts and provide concrete support.  When certain questions or problems occur, we do our best to help, coordinating activities of such organizations and observers in Ukraine. That is to say, that Ukraine has declared that it will be entirely open for international observation during the next presidential elections. This is our principal approach.  

George Soros: I would like to say one thing that makes me anxious. I am hopeful that everything will be fine with the elections and that there will not be any problems with exit polls and all will be free and fair. However, will these elections have vital importance? From the standpoint of the constitutional reform, it becomes more complicated as a subject for understanding. And I can see one specific proposal that concerns the transition from presidential to parliamentary democracy. This kind of transition as such is worth supporting in all possible ways because democracy ripens and there are numerous factors that prove the necessity of implementing parliamentary democracy in Ukraine instead of the presidential kind.  However, if the very legislation that introduces the constitutional reform gains too much power afterwards, it will not be constitutional anymore. Then it will be necessary to dissolve the Parliament and organize new elections before this Constitution gains validity. I guess there is a probability that this condition will not be paid proper attention, so it will not be followed and this will be a constitutional tort. Moreover, it will lead to a situation when Europe and the rest of the world will look at this askance pushing Ukraine into the arms of Russia. And this will be a really unhappy turn of events for Ukraine. This matter is extremely complicated and it is hard for the broad masses of people to comprehend it. For me it was difficult to understand as well. It took me two days of talking with the Prime Minister, the President and the opposition to form a clear picture of what was going on.   
Mykola Veresen: Mr. Soros, you have just said that you had a talk with Mr. Kuchma – many people remember your article published in 2001 when you offered him to resign, at least temporarily, while the investigation was underway concerning his involvement in dissapearance of Mr. Gongadze, which still remains mysterious. What have you spoken about with Mr. President, and if you can tell this, what was the mood of this conversation?

George Soros : We had a very frank conversation. We haven’t seen each other for a long time, and we can openly address each other. We had a good and friendly conversation. I asked him about this campaign with “temniki,” which was aimed at discrediting me, and examples of downright lies in the Ukrainian “Izvestia” and on “1+1”. We spoke about this. And I said that to a certain extent this was a strange experience for me since I had already encountered a similar attitude in America when I started to criticize the Bush administration. These are strange feelings for me. In response, President Kuchma told me that if this is a common practice in America, why can’t it be done here? However, in America this has a wholly different scale – in the US there are only party-driven “temnyky,” and not governmental.   So, I am in opposition to these forms of censorship both in America and in Ukraine. I think we all must oppose such things. We had a very good conversation in the end.
Mykola Veresen: Did you speak with Mister President about the elections, and what did you hear from him as regards his opinion of the next presidential election?

George Soros:  I would like to present my practical proposal connected with the plan of action mentioned here. When the matter concerns justice and internal affairs, here it is necessary to establish and strengthen the rule of law in Ukraine. Because there is a great need for this for Ukraine’s future – this is a very important element. This component was absent due to the legacy of the Soviet Union where everything was based on power, and not on law. Thus, a culture, a legal culture, should be established, and should be developed. This is what the Foundation is trying to do, giving support on a small scale, but together with Europe and with the support of the Ukrainian authorities this can be done on a larger scale. I spoke about this with European leaders and they want to support this. I discussed this with the President and Prime Minister here. I think if they make a proposal themselves this will bring a warm reception in Europe, and in general, this will become a positive event.

Mykola Veresen: Mister Chalyi, as I understood, you are an optimist. You think that after 2006, 2007, 2008 Ukraine will become a European state. Could you find any new arguments proving that you are right, that really there is a path, and really a path to the West,  and that there we see our happy future?

Oleksandr Chalyi: First of all, we are European state, we are returning to our European identity, strengthening it. European integration is the most important instrument for ensuring our sovereignty and our independence. And the third moment – Ukrainian people don’t want to live in an empire any more. We want to live in a great European state, but not in the empire, in order that our children won’t die for some empires – first of all. Secondly, why I am an optimist? Because Ukraine today presents the most positive experience of democratic transformations in the post-Soviet society. We have strong opposition, for 12 years of independence we managed to avoid the use of force for the solution of some problems. So, we have already formed considerable pluralistic democratic culture. That is why I believe that next two years will help us to transform successfully in European direction. — Mr. Soros, are you an optimist or a pessimist in respect of Ukraine?

George Soros: I think that the future of Ukraine is an open question. Its solution is in the hands of the Ukrainian people. I strongly believe in this because I think Ukrainians want to be free and live peacefully.  The Foundation was created here in order to help Ukraine move in the direction of an open society, and this had happened even before Ukraine became independent. In my opinion, the Foundation has achieved a lot – and I am satisfied with its work. The Foundation is managed by Ukrainians, so Ukraine moves in this direction on its own. I will continue to support Ukraine in the future. I met with a somewhat strange reception at first. But I have warm feelings towards Ukraine. 
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1.
PUBLIC COUNCILS AS AN INSTRUMENT OF PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

IN THE LEGISLATIVE PROCESS IN UKRAINE

Public Councils are voluntary associations of representatives of public organizations and analytical centers that provide expert-analytic support to state authorities. As a rule, their activities are focused on carrying out independent evaluation of draft laws, and fostering involvement of wide public circles into discussion of actual issues related to state policy and legislative process. The format of the Public Council was developed by IRF within frames of its program Civil Society Impact Enhancement. 

From 2002, mechanism of influence of community and independent scientific specialists on legislation improvement process has been implemented into life with the assistance of IRF in Ukraine. It is the unique mechanism created on the territory of former USSR republics. Terms and conditions of community influence on the lawmaking process are to be created through cooperation of the Public Councils with the Committees of the Verkhovna Rada (VR) of Ukraine. Providing expert-consulting assistance and information support is envisioned to help increase the transparency of the lawmaking process and encourage the debate between parliamentary representatives and community.

Today, the following councils are active in Ukraine: Scientific-Expert Council under the VR Committee for European Integration, Public Council on Legislation for Self-Governance and Organizations of Third Sector (NGOs), Public Council on Freedom of Speech and Information, Ukrainian Human Rights Organizations Council (RUPOR), Public Council under the Committee for Culture and Spirituality, and Scientific-Public Expert Council under the Committee for Legal Policy. 

The round table on the role of public councils provided an opportunity for members of different councils to share for the first time their experience and knowledge and make some concrete recommendations concerning the lawmaking process in Ukraine. It is also emphasized the importance of cooperation between the public councils and the respective committees in the Verkhovna Rada. 

The roundtable was attended by Peoples Deputies of Ukraine, members of Public Councils, representatives of international organizations, ambassadors and representatives of embassies of Poland, Japan, Italy, France, the USA, Germany and Canada,. George Soros was also present. 

Head of the Political and Legal Reforms Center and coordinator of the Scientific-Public Expert Council under the Committee of Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine for Legal Policy, Ihor Koliushko moderated the roundtable. He underlined the importance of such a gathering and stressed the importance of international organizations in supporting the activity of Public Councils. 

Mykola Tomenko, Chairman of the Committee of Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine for Freedom of Speech and Mass Media, who is also a People’s Deputy of Ukraine, spoke about the main problems of reforming legislative branches, the role of public consultation bodies in the lawmaking process, and emphasized the involvement of non-governmental organizations in its monitoring. 

Anatoliy Tkachuk, Head of the Public Council on Legislation Issues for Local Self-Governance and Organizations of the Third Sector (NGOs) spoke about the importance of Public Councils in providing a medium for communication among lawmakers, the executive branch and NGOs. He also pointed out that they serve as a public forum through which the public can affect decisions of the legislative branch as well as engage in the open debate about the burning legal issues. 

Iryna Zapatrina, Director of the Social and Political Research Institute and representative of the Scientific-Public Expert Council under the Committee of Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine for Legal Policy drew attention to the necessity of continuing support for development of Public Councils and their role in monitoring and contributing to the quality of the lawmaking activities. According to her, public councils combine expertise of scientific-analytic centers benefiting from their joint effort and surpassing the research constraints in the case of individual consultants. 

Valeriy Ivanov, President of the Public Organization Academy of Ukrainian Press, presented the Public Council on Freedom of Speech and Information. He described its main objectives and principles of work. “Goal of the creation of a Public Council is to ensure the right to freedom of speech by way of reforming the national informational legislation, the goal made possible through the development of new draft laws, monitoring of performance of existing ones, and providing public expertise on other legislative drafts and existing laws.”

Necessity of cooperation of NGOs with authorities for building civil society in Ukraine and the importance of effective and transparent legislative process was underlined by the following people: Les Tanyuk, Head of the VR Committee for Culture and Spirituality, Maxim Latsyba, representative of the Ukrainian Independent Center of Political Studies, Yuri Scherbak, Advisor of the VR of Ukraine for International Issues, and George Soros.

George Soros:

I am not so good in terms of official speeches and will be brief.

First of all, I recognize the important of the IRF work, in particular its contribution to the development of the open society in Ukraine. As well as you do, I highly value its work, and, in particular, support such open public measures as this roundtable. I am pleased to hear about your activities. I see what happens and understand that it is a very critical aspect in the development of Ukrainian democracy. Actually, legislation must be open towards the society and this process must always be implemented through respective hearings. I also hope that the remuneration of your efforts will consist in real changes and the formation of new legislation that complies with European standards. Summarizing all this, I would like to say that I am very pleased to return to the Parliament of Ukraine. I attended it many times upon its creation and after independence. I often visited Ukraine in those times. I feel as if I have come back home.

Since it is a press conference, I would like to speak about positive aspects of my visit. First of all, I am very pleased to see you all here. As you may know, one of the principles of the European Union is the development of democracy in neighboring countries. The respective document was prepared by Javier Solana and approved in March 2003. From that time, the European Commission started developing this idea that was later transformed into the Wider Europe initiative, which in my opinion has huge potential. However, it is necessary to stress that the implementation of this idea will require great political will, either in Europe or Ukraine. That is why, in order to prevent the EU’s extension from being only declarative, it is necessary to make a plan of action, which, by the way, is in the process of preparation. I am confident that the biggest need for the future of Ukraine as a country with an open society is the need to strengthen the rule of law. And this idea is wider and deeper than pre-electoral processes in Ukraine and is even more important for elections themselves. The rule of law means the proper organization of an independent professional legal branch of power, improvement of legal education and the creation of a legal culture. All this was absent in the Soviet law system. It was founded not on the basis of law and legislation, but on the administrative actions of authorities. That is why, today it is necessary to develop such a culture of law and it is the priority of the Foundation’s activities. We have rather many programs in this sphere. We support legal assistance centers, model courts, etc. However, the possibilities of the Foundation are not endless. Support of the EC may make such efforts more important and more significant, and I believe that it should become the central task, which Ukraine must undertake. The Foundation may play a certain role in the development of this process, in particular, for example, it can mobilize experts both from Ukraine and outside. But, unfortunately, Ukraine in general does not consider the rule of law as a high priority objective. This year, it was placed fifth. I raised this issue when meeting the President and Prime Minister and obtained their positive reaction. That’s why, if they really support this request from the Foundation, we will also assist in developing all this in order to present our joint results before the EC. I have discussed all these issues with official representatives of the European Commission prior to the visit to Ukraine, and they have supported this idea. We are running short of time, since respective documents must be signed in July. However, we can still manage to develop them and will assist not only the development of relations between the EU and Ukraine, but the development of Ukraine as an open society in general, too.

2.
ROUND TABLE POLITICAL SITUATION IN UKRAINE:

WHAT IS ON THE AGENDA OF UKRAINIAN INDEPENDENT THINK TANKS

Political Context

The year 2004 is of immense importance for Ukraine’s transition to democracy. Presidential elections will determine future development of the country. In contrast to the previous elections, in 2004 citizens will have to choose not between different trends of a single, democratic model but between the democratic path or the preservation of the present situation, whose internal logic promotes the strengthening of authoritarian trends. 

The 2004 elections will take place in difficult conditions. Experts predict that the overwhelming majority of contenders and the political forces supporting them will resort to administrative resources and “dirty” political tricks to influence the election process. 

Two major priorities for Ukrainian Independent Think Tanks: 

· maximum support for ensuring open, transparent, democratic presidential elections-2004; drawing voters’ attention to particular social problems reflected in the electoral platforms, as well as adequate measures aimed at addressing them, as a precondition for making a conscious choice; 

· development of proposals for the future president, which would allow him to secure resolution of the most urgent social problems and to achieve the country’s ascendance to a qualitatively new level.

Purpose:

The round table at the Razumkov Centre was aimed at discussing with the regional think tanks the above-mentioned priorities and determining the ways and time frame for their implementation, as well as developing adequate activities for each stage of the election campaign. 

Agenda:

The main topics for discussion were:

· realization by Razumkov Centre in cooperation with regional Think Tanks of a number of activities devoted to analysis of electoral law, an influence of domestic factors, scale and forms of the administrative resource application, voters’ expectations in different regions of the country, and the programs of candidates, with their subsequent discussion at round tables and conferences both in Kyiv and in the regions, as well as in the mass media, etc.;
· defining the most important topics for research, which results may be used by future president, especially: fighting corruption and official abuses, providing transparency, openness and accountability of the authorities, freedom of speech, strengthening the third sector, reform of the system of labour remuneration in the interest of the majority of citizens, intellectual property protection, speeding up the process of Ukraine’s integration to the WTO, security sector reform, intensification of Ukraine’s co-operation with leading democracies, etc.;

· building up a mechanisms of cooperation and networking between Razumkov Centre in cooperation and regional Think Tanks for 2004 and further prospective.

Participants:

Representatives of Razumkov Centre, the IRF and regional think tanks from the cities of Dnipropetrovsk, Donetsk, Kharkiv, Kolomyia, Lviv, Lugansk, Stryi, Symferopil, Trostyanets, Zhytomyr were invited for the round table.   

A.Grytsenko (Razumkov Centre):

2004 is very important for Ukraine, because the outcome of forthcoming presidential elections will determine our future for the next 15-20 years.

Implementation of constitutional reform will deprive newly elected president of possibility to realize his/her program. Think tanks ought to help the newly elected president. 

There are two strategic goals for non-government think tanks: to guarantee fair, democratic and transparent elections and to prepare for new president proposals for solution of urgent social problems. 

V.Romanov (Dnipropetrovsk, Public Organization "Association of Policy Analysts"):

We should pay attention to development of regional think tanks. We should create corporative environment, develop mechanisms of cooperation of NGOs with governmental institutions. We must be competitors, though at the regional level authorities have the monopoly on information. We should form a market of analytical services, oriented both on public, authority and academic circles.

V.Sidenko (Razumkov Centre):

It is impossible to guarantee a due political development of Ukraine without solution of key groups of economic problems. They are: problems of structure reforms of Ukrainian economy; problems of reform of management system; defining priorities for Ukraine’s participation in the international division of labour.

G.Kapnyst (Kharkiv, Center for Human Rights "Life Tree"):

Authorities block our activity, because they see that we can guarantee transparency of forthcoming elections. We should unite to protect our rights.

I.Zhdanov (Razumkov Centre):

Our strategic goal is to guarantee fair and transparent elections. We performed studies on issues of administrative resources and counter measures, organized Round table devoted to this problem. The main issues of the proposals for a future president should be: public service reform, reform of mass-media, fighting corruption, and judicial reform.

Y. Shveda (Lviv, Center for Policy Studies):

Presidential election will hardly change the situation radically. Transformation process lasts much longer. The main task of Think Tanks is to promote changes in public consciousness. We should raise the level of civic culture, but not only rely on election results.

O.Myroshnick (Kharkiv, Local Democracy Foundation)

Our strategic task is to fight the consequences of the constitutional reform in the regions. We have organized the club of the best political analysts of our region and will try to elaborate proposals for activities of public and authorities after the constitutional reform. 

George Soros:

Formation of open society does not depend completely on the outcome of elections. These results will not play an important role if amendments to the Constitution are adopted. 

There is a draft of the program on cooperation between Ukraine and the EU, aimed at the maintenance of the rule of law in Ukraine. The participants of today’s meeting could be involved in this project. On the whole, realization of this project depends on the decision of Ukraine’s Government. Today evidence exists that the Government will support this project and include it in the governmental program.  
It is necessary to involve in this process civil society as well. The participation of Viktor Pinchuk is highly demonstrative. There are a lot of rich people in Ukraine which prefer the rule of law to the rule of politicians.

As think tanks you should think about your clients. You have to try to influence the future president, which is your potential client as well. The Renaissance Foundation is interested to pay for that work if it will bring practical results. 

A Comment of A.Grytsenko (Razumkov Centre)

Razumkov Centre is ready to participate in the program of cooperation between Ukraine and the EU, aimed to maintenance of rule of law in Ukraine. Our experts are ready to contribute to this project.  

Guidelines for the future

The following points incorporate the ideas for the future IRF activities aimed at Ukrainian think tanks development:

1. to involve independent Think tanks in preparation process of the Action Plan  "Ukraine - EU" within the frameworks of the initiative " Wider Europe - New Neighborhood" on conditions that this process will be initiated by Ukrainian Government and will be financed partially by European Commission;

2. to develop network projects of leading and regional think-tanks;

3. to further experience in policy analysis for regional think-tanks.

MEDIA AND FREEDOM OF SPEECH
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1.
DISCUSSION ON MEDIA ISSUES

Participants: George Soros, Leonard Benardo, Mykola Tomenko, Andriy Shevchenko, Volodymyr Mostovy, Sergiy Guz, Tetiana Lebedeva, Hryhoriy Nemyria, Yevhen Bystrytsky,
The agenda of the meeting included the following issues: temniki (instructions, which are regularly sent by administration (authorities) to mass media in order to take total control over information), as well as the IRF’s strategy to be implemented in the media-sector in the near future.

Temniki

1. TV companies are obtaining them today by e-mail several times a day. E-mail delivery is a key channel of circulation.
2. Printed media (newspapers) are obtaining complete articles ready to be placed therein. E-mail delivery is the key channel for circulation as well

Actual priorities of support to be provided for media-projects
3. George Soros proposed having public broadcasts and discussions of the temniki and their relation to the control of the media.
4. Other participants offered a parallel approach: to reveal manipulations through empirical example and to support “truth holding”. Today, the promotion and support of “truth holding” could be effective: for example, carrying out open comparisons of temniki with the way they are followed by TV channels, all through monitoring and further circulation to wide public circles.
2.
TV SHOW “MEDIA AND OPEN SOCIETY”

A further discussion on freedom of speech issues in Ukraine took place at a roundtable televised program on ICTV. Participants included: Yulia Mostova, Deputy-editor-in-chief: Mirror Weekly, IRF Board Member; George Soros; Dmitri Kiseliov, ICTV journalist ;and  Oleksandr Tkachenko, New Channel Manager.

ICTV, owned by Victor Pinchuk, represents one of the country’s most popular private television stations. Although it is primarily a commercial TV station with focus on entertainment and sports, the impact of its political coverage should not be underestimated. ICTV has traditionally favored pro-Kuchma political parties and has so far been identified as one of the main pro-government oriented media outlets.

IRF agreed with ICTV managers on having a show with the participation of George Soros, Yulia Mostova, deputy editor-in-chief of Dzerkalo tyzhnya (Mirror Weekly) newspaper, Olexander Tkachenko, head of the board of Novy channel, and Dmitri Kiselyov, ICTV journalist. It was also agreed that there would not be any edits from the taped show.

Media and open society issues, in particular, “temniki” and freedom of media in Ukraine, relations between Ukraine and Europe, as well as changes in Ukrainian society and its democratization were discussed during the program.

At the beginning of the discussion participants gave their answers on a question about their understanding of an open society. George Soros defined it as a “Society that recognizes that no one possesses an ultimate truth, a deciding truth. For this purpose, the society should have institutes that would allow people to have different interests, different points of view, and live together with the democratically elected parliament and the president. It is necessary to have the rule of law, tolerance toward criticism, and mass media.”
George Soros: If temniki contain lies it is important for people both in Ukraine and in America to understand that when they hear some information from temniki they hear a lie. They have heard many lies about me. Of course, this upset me. I have done a lot for Ukraine and was still represented in such bad a way. The media wrote downright lies. For example, they accuse me of being connected with Berezovsky while, in fact, I attacked him officially and openly. Such instructions also come from the Republican Party, and this, as a matter of fact, resembles these temnyky, which are being created by the President’s Administration in Ukraine. However, there is a great difference, because here in Ukraine there are bodies that deal with it and the majority of TV stations follow instructions of temniky. In the US a party deals with it, and this comes to just a small segment of media. 

Yulia Mostovaya, taking part in discussions concerning temniki, drew attention to the fact that the United States are in the state of war, and in the state of high danger. They may constantly expect acts of terrorism in their territory. And as regards temnyky, which exist in Ukraine, all metric channels, the major and the most high-rating channels of the country – really work under these temnyky, and very many print Mass Media also work under these temnyky. This does not occur in the United States. It is really very important to understand that the major TV channels are controlled by two persons who are not always their owners. So, channels – “UT-1”, “1+1”, and “Inter” – are those channels that are under control of the team of Viktor Medvedchuk. And it is, first of all, these channels where the temnyky are being implemented.

Besides, George Soros pointed out that the state needs stability, and what is most important, it needs the rule of law, and this is what the countries of the former Soviet Union are lacking, since the Soviet system was not based on the rule of law. It was based on the rule of power. And earlier you had the government, an idea of laws and institutes, to which everything, including authorities, should have been submitted. There is such idea. Such country, such state should be created, and this is the mission of the institutes of an open society in these countries.

George Soros indicated that today there is some geopolitical struggle for the future of Ukraine, and this is important to understand. “It is very important for Ukraine to remain open in all directions, since you are so close and interrelated with Russia, that you should maintain very good mutual relations with Russia. And at the same time you want to be now a part of the Europe. This struggle is going on at the present. And I hope that Ukraine will be able to maintain and keep on maintaining the balance of openness. That is why it is very important to adhere to the rule of law and respect the Constitution, and when the matter concerns introduction of changes in the Constitution, that may be very useful, it is very important for these changes to be introduced in a constitutional way, by the constitutional means, otherwise Ukraine may be lost as regards the prospects for the development of an open society. And then Ukraine may follow the path of Russia”.

Speaking about a near-term outlook of the relations between Ukraine and Europe, Soros emphasized that Europe can’t offer a membership to Ukraine now, since there is an indigestion because of a too large number of new members. However, for such country as Ukraine Europe may keep open its membership in future, as well as freedom of movement of goods, people and capitals, and this is what Europe should offer to Ukraine in exchange for the promise, that Ukraine will move in direction to an open society that includes, and this is very important, the rule of law, and especially development of a long-term program which will strengthen justice, legal education, and public spread of information as regards the rule of law”. George Soros told about his plans of extending the program of legal clinics, as well as about the fact that V. Pinchuk would take part in this process and would make his contribution to it”.

In conclusion of the conversation, George Soros indicated that he would leave Ukraine with warm feelings.

HIV AND PUBLIC HEALTH
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During recent years Ukraine has become an epicenter for the HIV/AIDS epidemic in the CEE region. According to official data—the number of people living with HIV exceeds 62,365 whereas the UN estimates that number at 500,000 persons -- 1% of the general population. Injecting drug users (IDUs) constitute 64% of all HIV-infected. 

To discuss issues as to what donor organizations could do in this context, to develop partnerships between the main stakeholders of the anti-AIDS coalition in Ukraine, to discuss the participation of civil society in anti-AIDS prevention and care programs, and finally to create real partnership between state and NGO sector in the area gathered the following people: 

George Soros; Christopher Crowley, USAID Mission Director to Ukraine, Moldova and Belarus; Olena Franchuk, Head of the Anti-AIDS Foundation; Douglas Gardner, UN Resident Coordinator and UNDP Resident Representative in Ukraine; Andrey Klepikov, Director of International HIV/AIDS Alliance; Anja Nietzsche-Bell, Project Manager, Social and Health Care Sector Projects, EU Delegation in Ukraine; Helene Chraye,  First Counsellor, Delegation of the European Commission; Andrey Pidaev, The Ministry of healthcare in Ukraine; Zhanna Tsenilova, Head External Relations Department, Ministry of Health of Ukraine; Leonardo Benardo, OSI Regional Director; Olena Kucheruk, IHRD Policy Officer in Ukraine; Grigory Nemyria, Chair of the IRF Board; Denis Poltavets, IRF Public Health Program manager.

After welcoming remarks Denis Poltavets introduced the topic, describing the general situation with HIV/AIDS in Ukraine, underlining that injecting drug use is still the most important fueling factor and that HIV has begun to move into the general population.  Poltavets briefly described the most important projects which are currently operating in the country: the Global Fund project, World Bank project, projects supported by USAID and EC, UN peer-to-peer education project and IRF Harm Reduction activities.

Douglas Gardner made additional comments on the role of UN family organizations and also underlined the importance of IRF’s role in development of Harm Reduction programs in Ukraine.

George Soros raised the issue of public awareness about HIV/AIDS related problems. This topic was discussed by various participants. Olena Franchuk noted that public awareness would be the main focus of the Anti-AIDS foundation in Ukraine. Denis Poltavets underlined that as soon as drug users are still the main group of PLWH, it would be necessary to consider alternative media channels which would enable proper messages to be delivered to that group. This was supported by Anja Nietsche-Bell, who also shared the results of EC supported projects.

Andrey Klepikov described the efforts of the International HIV/AIDS Alliance in the development of the antiretroviral treatment in Ukraine. George Soros informed the group about Bill Clinton’s initiative to make ARV drugs available at lower prices. Olena Franchuk said that she was in contact with Bill Clinton on that matter but because of the break in the Global Fund project, negotiations were stopped. Denis Poltavets raised the issue of substitution treatment and its role on adherence to ARV treatment. He asked the Minister of Health to facilitate introduction of substitution treatment into the practice. The Minister agreed to help with this. 

Andrey Klepikov expressed his gratitude to Mr. Soros for his input in combating the HIV epidemic in the country. He also pointed out that in the new situation IRF as part of the Open Society Institute could play a unique role supporting policy change in the area of HIV/AIDS related activities and also providing necessary support for the protection of human rights of IDUs and PLWA. Olena Kucheruk briefly described the situation with human rights violations. She also expressed concern that without substantial changes in the public attitude and existing policies toward IDUs and other vulnerable groups it would be impossible to reach 60% coverage of those in greatest need. This idea was discussed between Mr. Soros and Olena Franchuk. Ms. Franchuk proposed to meet with IRF representatives to discuss that possible cooperation in this direction.

Overall, program developments were clarified. Namely, policy changes aimed at combating stigma associated with HIV/AIDS and injecting drug use and raising of public awareness about that problems with the aim of institutionalization of harm reduction strategies and their incorporation into the practice of corresponding social and medical services.

Media Summary

The press in Ukraine began covering Soros’s planned visit in the weeks leading up to it. Comments from media controlled by Viktor Medvechuk ranged from ideological attacks to accusations that Soros was behind the overthrow of Milosevic, Shevardnadze, and that he was now coming to Ukraine with the same intentions. No other media, including that owned by Viktor Pinchuk, participated in the attacks.

An opposition website reported that the government was waging a strategic smear campaign. In an article published on March 23, Ukrayinska Pravda said it had obtained a copy of a “temnyk,” a daily directive sent out by the presidential administration to television stations. It published excerpts saying critical statements by the EU and the US State Department on the closure of prominent opposition media in Ukraine should be ignored.

The website said Medvedchuk, who controls two of the three “independent” television stations (Inter and 1+1), orchestrated the attacks. 1+1’s nightly short program Prote, dubbed “five minutes of hatred” because of its vitriolic attacks, said that the foundation had funded training to foment unrest among Crimean Tatars in the city of Kherson.
There was local media coverage of the last-minute postponement of Soros’s talk in the Crimea. Ukrayinska Pravda portrayed the incident as part of the government’s campaign against Soros, while other outlets said the event was delayed due to firefighting exercises in the building. Pro-government media said that his trip to Crimea was part of his plan to intervene in Ukrainian politics and make a profit in Ukraine.

Soros’s meeting with President Kuchma was widely covered. There was also extensive coverage by both the local and international press on the attack on Soros by extremists in Kyiv. 

MEDIA COVERAGE 

MARCH 24 — APRIL 7, 2004

Please note that much of the below material has been translated into English.
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TV:

(TV channels UT-1, 1+1, Inter, and Ukraina are controlled by President's Administration.)
 TC "TV COVERAGE OF GEORGE SOROS VISIT" \l2 
Prote, Dmytro Korchynsky, 1+1, 24.03.04 

About two years ago Yushchenko concluded the cooperation agreement with Medzhylis (Crimean Tatars Parliament). The leaders of Medzhylis became parliamentarians of the national Parliament through the “Our Ukraine” lists. Their fighting spirit is impressive. Yesterday forty Crimean Tatars armed with steel bars and knives destroyed the pub “Cotton-club”. They beat everyone. The witnesses say that while attacking the Tatars shouted “Let’s beat skinheads and Slavs!” It must be noted that no skinheads were in the pub but the Slavs suffered for sure. 
Probably these are the first results of the trainings aimed at organization of mass riots, which have been recently held in Kherson and Simferopol with the financial support of Soros.  His Foundation has also financed coups d’etats in Yugoslavia and Georgia. These trainings for Crimean Tatar activists from “Our Ukraine” were held by the representatives of the Yugoslavian radical union “Otpor”. It is worth noting that Yugoslavian radicals are not interested in the protection of their countryman and Orthodox churches in Kosovo. Instead, they help “Our Ukraine” to create a new ‘Kosovo’ in the Crimea and if they are lucky in Kyiv too.

“GEORGE SOROS HAS FLOWN TO CRIMEA”

Inter, Podrobytsy (Details), 29.03.04

George Soros flew to Crimea today. As journalists have been explained by representatives of the Renaissance Foundation, which is a part of the network of non-profit organizations established by the famous financier, Soros intends to learn about the situation in Ukraine, activities of the Foundation, meet with political men, diplomats, and public figures. He is going to participate in several round table meetings as well.

However, not all are happy with arrival of the American billionaire. Crimean communists stand against it more actively than others.

Leonid GRACH (Chairman of the Crimean Republic Committee of the Communist Party of Ukraine): “You know, the Crimea is that weakest link which exists generally and in the geopolitical chain as well as in our internal Ukrainian political milieu today.

Whatever is written and said, the question should be put in a different manner today: about national security of our state, about integrity of our state, and what’s more important, about the destiny of people, of Ukrainian peoples of different nationalities living in the country, who, naturally, have the right to require peace, serenity, and integrity of the state both from the government and from all the stability institutions.

If, however, somebody wish to have a more serious look, let them look how Soros blew up the situation in the Yugoslavia and Balkans, and how Soros embroiled Serbs with Muslims or vice versa.”

Anyway, Soros himself, upon his arrival in Simferopol, promised not to interfere with Ukrainian internal affairs and explained that his foundations, and I quote–“only join the activities that will ensure holding of the elections”–end of quote.

STB, Vikna. Novyny (Windows. News), 29.03.04

International financier and public man George Soros has been surprised with cold welcome by Ukrainian authorities. He told journalists so upon his arrival in Simferopol. According to Interfax, giving his comments upon refusal by Crimean government officials to provide the premises of the Livadia Palace to hold the round table with his participation, Soros said that we wanted to visit Livadia as a tourist. “It seems to me that behavior of the officials does not quite promote tourism so much needed by the Crimea” he stressed. At the same time, Soros pointed out that he agreed to hold the planned event even in the open air. Soros wishes to take part in the round table on human rights on 30th of March. His visit to the Ismail Gasprynsky Crimean Tatar Library in Simferopol established with support of the Renaissance Foundation has been scheduled for that day. After the visit, Soros will fly to Kyiv, where an extensive program is in store for him. The financier’s visit of Ukraine will continue until 2nd of April.

Channel 5, Chas (Time), 29.03.04

On the first day of his visit of Ukraine, American financier and philanthropist George Soros stated that the Administration of President Kuchma sabotaged his stay in this country. Soros’s representatives hold that all Crimean institutions, which they contacted while seeking premises to hold round tables and meetings with public, refused them. However, George Soros said that he agreed to hold the planned event even on the open air. At the same time, he says that he takes no offence at Ukraine for such reception. According to him, the budget for financing of non-governmental non-profit organizations by his foundation in Ukraine will not change and will amount to US$ 5 million. He also denied statements of some politicians that real objective of the financier’s stay in Ukraine is that of preparation of a revolution. Soros assured that he would not interfere with Ukrainian internal affairs.

“EAST UKRAINIAN TV ACCUSES US FINANCIER SOROS OF INTERFERENCE”

BBC Monitoring International Reports, 30.03.04
Ukrainian regional TV channel Ukrayina has accused US financier George Soros of trying to stage unrest in Crimea in order to cash in on ensuing instability. In a commentary on Soros's visit to Ukraine, the eastern Ukrainian channel said Soros was behind the collapse of the USSR, the overthrow of Milosevic in Yugoslavia and the "Revolution of Roses" in Georgia. It was time to "show Soros the door", the television added. The following is the text of a report by the Donetsk-based Ukrayina television on 30 March: 

The appearance of Mr Soros in Crimea cannot be deemed a chance one. Moreover, it is symptomatic. He believes the situation is hotting up to the degree that it is time for him to act. Otherwise, why should he be distracted from the financial machinations that bring in millions and billions in profits. He was in Yugoslavia when the fight against (Slobodan) Milosevic was raging. He paid for the setting up of the infamous Resistance movement, which played the same role during disturbances that the well-known (?Knara) in the Revolution of Roses in Georgia. At a recent summit in Davos, Soros seized the opportunity to brag: I am proud of pulling off a revolution in Georgia. This tycoon and democracy fighter in one person always appears where it is time to topple the regimes he disapproves of - to cash in on ruin in the countries where he masterminds revolutions. The transformation of Kosovo into an administrative protectorate of the USA, the genocide of Serbs, the transfer of enterprises into the hands of American global monopolies are all the results of his activities. 

When the Soviet Union was on the verge of a break-up, and also in the first post-Soviet period, Soros raked in a lot of money. His foundations swarmed into CIS countries, laying their hands on all the scientific know-how under the guise of financial assistance and gathering intelligence on scientific research for many years to come. It is hard to calculate how much Soros capitalized on the demise of the Soviet economy. 

Today he needs Ukraine. It is profitable for him to stage unrest, and he spares no money to finance his structures in Ukraine. But that's not what I find surprising. What is amazing is his unceremonious interference in the affairs of a sovereign state. All the advice he dishes out on what the president, government, parliament should do, the confidence that no-one can do without him, the willingness to pay salaries to those who will follow his instructions. Why are we looking on? Why can't we show Soros the door? Why can't we tell him that we can cope on our own? 

Source: Ukrayina TV, Donetsk, in Russian 1800 gmt 30 Mar 04 

“Round Table in Crimea Took Place with Well-known Financier George Soros”

 ICTV, Facty, 30.03.04

Author- Serhy Kalinin, Iryna Heliyeva

A round table with well-known financier and philanthropist George Soros took place today in Crimea at Livadia Palace-Museum.  Participants discussed ways to evade inter-ethnic conflict in Crimea.  George Soros expressed disappointment with the low activity of Crimean non-governmental organizations.

Discussions about inter-ethnic tolerance in Crimea are rather timely.  Disputes between Crimean Tatars and Slavs last week nearly led to inter-ethnic conflict.  Participants of the round table noted that the policies of the Ukrainian state have not yet provided equal rights to all ethos’s living in Ukraine in practice.  For Crimean Tatars, Bulgarians, Greeks and other national minorities the most important problems revolve around language rights and the provision of land.

Nadir BEKIROV (political scientist).  The absence of such a policy means people cannot exercise these rights.  Once the possibilities to exercise these rights have been removed, they are forced to somehow adapt the situation to themselves and adapt to the situation. 

Political scientists note that integrating re-settlers should have reached the phase of helping people establish themselves a long time ago.  However, even today no realistic proposals were expressed on how national minorities should live and develop further.  

George Soros (financier, founder of charitable funds):  “I did not get a clear idea about what was discussed this morning.  It seems that there is a problem with land, with preserving and developing culture, language and by the way, not only for the Crimean Tatars, but for Ukrainians living in Crimea.”
George Soros is ready to help repatriated Crimean Tatars and is awaiting concrete project proposals from them.  After getting acquainted with the situation on the peninsula the financier flew out to Kyiv.  In the capital tomorrow the first public forum of rights enforcement organizations “Human Rights During Elections” will be opened. 

As late as yesterday, the issue of whether the round table would take place was still in question.  Livadia Palace Management prohibited the use of its premises for the conference.  Yalta firefighter. Oleksandr Dyhalo, assured our correspondent Iryna Beliyeva that the palace would serve as the site for firefighter training. 

The situation was cleared up with the intervention of Leonid Kuchma, the President of Ukraine.  No trainings took place here today and none were scheduled to take place at all, on the contrary to what Oleksandr Dyhalo was purporting.  George Soros stated that he is not offended by the misunderstanding.  

“George Soros received in Crimea with sunny weather and picketers”

Author- Serhiy Ihrunov

Ukraina, Podiji, 30.03.04
Picketers in Crimea greeted the American financier and IRF fund founder George Soros.  According to him, he [Soros] came to Ukraine to see the results of the program’s activity, meet with politicians, diplomats, representatives of donor organizations.  The less than friendly greeting did not interfere with George Soros’ plans to hold a round table at Livadia Palace.  It should be noted that Soros’ arrival coincided with an escalation in ethnic strife in Crimea.  This coincidence, in particular, evoked dissatisfaction from local inhabitants. 

George SOROS.  “I am not upset with anyone.  I am happy that my main worry- the forecast for rain- did not hold out.  It was sunny, and at the end of everything, we were able to hold our event right here at the magnificent Livadia Palace.  And this little confusion, which took place at the time that I arrived, this unwelcome reception, I believe, came from a single source.  This was Mr. Medvedchuk, but I saw that it wasn’t very successful.”
The arrival of Mr. Soros to Crimea should not be viewed as an accident.  Even more than this, it is symptomatic, he believes, of the fact that the situation has reached such proportions that it is time to act, otherwise why else would he distract his attention from making millions and billions in profit..  He was in Yugoslavia during the era of the fight against Milosevic and he set up the “Otpor” movement using his own funds, which played the same role as “Akmara” did during the revolution in Georgia. 

During a summit recently in Dovose, Soros was not shy in boasting: “I am proud that a revolution took place in Georgia.”  This magnate and democratic fighter always shows up when the time has to come to bring down regimes which are not viable in his eyes.  Take a look at the devastation brought on in the countries where he initiates revolutions.  Kosovo was transformed into the administrative protectorate of the United States, genocide against the Serbs. The transfer of power into American global monopolies — this has been made by his own hands.  At that time the USSR was at the point of crumbling, and during the first post-Soviet period Soros had made a pretty penny.  His funds enveloped the CIS, and under the guise of financing, all scientific know how was raked up. 

Research areas have been laid out for many years to come.  It is hard to estimate the profits Soros’s earned from the Soviet Union’s collapse.  Ukraine is something that he needs today, the lack of order here is to his benefit, and he is generous with his money when it comes to financing every structure in Ukraine.  This is of no surprise; what is surprising is his hasty interference into the affairs of a sovereign country.  It is all of his advice, including how the President should act, the government and Parliament.  The confidence in his indispensability.  Readiness to pay the salaries of anyone who will follow his orders.  And so why do we sit idly watching and not show Soros the door? Why don’t we say: we know what to do best. 

“GEORGE SOROS VISITS UKRAINE”

UT-1, Visti (News), 31.03.04

President Leonid Kuchma and the famous American financier and philanthropist George Soros exchanged ideas on the total spectrum of geostrategic challenges that the world community is facing. During their meeting in Kyiv, they discussed the Wider Europe Initiative and perspective for Ukraine’s European integration.

Such issues as, the formation of an open society in the territory of the former Soviet Union and freedom of speech were also discussed. The President of Ukraine spoke in favor of constructive cooperation with George Soros in the future. This is not the first time that Leonid Kuchma has met with the American philanthropist. Last time they got together was in November of 2000.

Prime Minister Viktor Yanukovych also met with Soros and among other things they discussed political reform in Ukraine. The Head of the Ukrainian Government pointed out that the implementation of reforms is an important step towards further development of a democratic society, the basis of which must be the ‘rule of law’ and human rights.

Today, Soros also met with the Chairman of the Verkhovna Rada, Volodymyr Lytvyn. They discussed the role and position of Ukraine in the European processes. In particular, George Soros agreed that without Ukraine, there could be no full-fledged Europe.

“Eggs Flung at George Soros”

ICTV, Fakty (Facts), 31.03.04

Author – Serhiy Schvets

A forum of public human rights organizations was convened in Kyiv by a scandal. The internationally famous financier and philanthropist George Soros had hardly taken his place in the conference hall when an unknown person came running up to him flinging a small white bag filled with a white substance. After that the youth screamed, “Yankee go home!” and “Get out of Ukraine!”

The security service bound his hands and dragged him out of the hall. Soros regained his poise and remarked that this was the first such incident in his experience. However, even this ‘warm’ welcome did not diminish his will and attitude towards Ukraine, he said.

Even as Soros was making these remarks to, he was attacked by another young man and this time a similar bag of fluid struck Soros in the back. Both perpetrators were detained and questioned by officials of Pechersk district police station. It has been determined that the two youths are members of the organization called “Bratstvo”. They claim that they were protesting against visit of the famous financier. 

The forum continued. Near the Teacher’s Building – the venue of the event – some other thugs tried to throw eggs at Soros, but this time they missed and security teams were was not able to detain them. It was also found out, that “Bratstvo” was preparing a number of more hooligan type actions against Soros today, but so far, there have been no more incidents.

Meanwhile Soros discussed important issues surrounding human rights protection. Legal assistance to people with insufficient incomes and legal education for the population are some of the objectives of the Renaissance Foundation, which Soros founded in Ukraine.

George SOROS (financier, founder of charitable organizations): “I have never experienced anything like this anywhere. I did not expect this to happen in Ukraine. I think there is someone behind it. I believe this is not a coincidence.”
The ‘rule of law’ is a general slogan used in many legal projects supported by George Soros. Today, the financier was listening to reports on the results some of these projects and to proposals put forward by Ukrainian managers.

Soros is going to express his position this evening in a scheduled speech.  One of his projects supports legal clinics – organizations that provide free legal advice for Ukrainian citizens with low incomes. Such clinics are created in cooperation with the legal departments of various universities. Advice is provided to clients by students under the guidance of professors.

DMYTRO (student, legal clinic consultant, Kyiv Mohyla Academy): “Our clients are mostly socially vulnerable people – disabled people, pensioners, victims of the Chernobyl disaster. These are people, who cannot afford, well, paid lawyers’ services. Our clinic fills this niche.”

Clients are generally happy with the level of competency offered by the students. Universities are interested in creating legal clinics since they offer their students the opportunity to get real legal practice.

Natalia ROZERDENT (Head of the Legal Clinic of International Solomon University):  “It’s not just for students to acquire certain applied skills in addition to theoretical knowledge. Most consultants are potential lawyers, and in this way they, determine their positions and realize the need for their work. This provides a certain basis for furthering their careers in the domain of advocacy.”

Ukrainian universities have borrowed the tradition of legal clinics from their Western colleagues, yet they still have a long way to go before they reach the same level.

George SOROS (financier, founder of charitable organizations): “Where is one more important aspect to it – this is public education.  The country needs to inform people by means of television and other media about the rule of law. People have to be aware of the law, of their rights, and to take responsibility under the rule of law. Think of how you can implement all of the elements of this complex legal program. This will help you to involve EU resources in your development.”
Soros’ practice of lending support to legal clinics was adopted by well-known Ukrainian industrialist, investor and a National Deputy of Ukraine, Viktor Pinchuk.

“Communist Leonid Grach Links Attack on Majlis to Visit of George Soros”

Ukrayina, 31.03.04

In Simferopol, Wednesday night, unknown male assailants attempted to set the Majlis on fire. The criminals reportedly threw two bottles of an inflammable mixture into the windows of the second floor. The fire was fortunately stopped in time and the loss was limited to only some broken glass and burnt window-frames. For the time being, the heads of Majlis have refrained from assigning blame for the incident, but consider the event to be a provocation.
Aidar MUSTAFAYEV:  “At certain times, the attempts to involve us in some conflict are obvious and point to the opposition. For the time being, we’ll abstain from it, all the more so, after that much-talked-about scuffle in a bar. No excitement should be generated around it, but there is no doubt that it was a provocation.”

People’s deputy of Ukraine Leonid Grach has directly linked the attempt to the arrival of George Soros to Crimea. Grach believes that the American billionaire’s visit to the Autonomous Republic of Crimea held quite definite aims, namely, ideological and financial support to separatists within the community of Crimean Tatars. 

Leonid GRACH:  “The visit of Soros will have a direct effect on the course of all events from the standpoint of its extreme nature and duration of all those flames fanned today. This is a game of fanning the flame and emotions.  It will continue steadily and will last until strict law, which is required by the situation in Crimea today, is restored.

5th Channel, Chas (Time), 1.04.04

Chairman of the VR Committee on Freedom of Speech and Information Mykola Tomenko calls on the President to join the struggle against temnyks “in order to finally overcome this evil”. According to him, the President is undergoing vital transformations, and the reason for that is the visit to Ukraine of George Soros, the founder of the International Renaissance Foundation, who informed the President about existence of temnyks, believes Mykola Tomenko. He also said that in recent days, the number of media getting temnyks has decreased. In his words, only media that are still getting and following temnyks are those that directly or indirectly work with the SDPU (united). 

“OPEN SOCIETY AFTER GEORGE SOROS”

ICTV, Fakty [Facts], 06.04.04

Author – Serhy Shvets

Today in Kyiv, well-known financier George Soros, Minister of Health Care of Ukraine Andrii Pidaev and Head of the Anti-AIDS Foundation Olena Franchuk discussed possibilities for cooperation on prevention and treatment of AIDS. The issue of open society was also discussed.

The term “open society” was introduced as far back as 70 years ago by philosopher Anri Bergson. Later the idea was developed by Karl Popper. It endorses the concept of a society based on the postulate “everyone has its own opinion, but no one possesses absolute truth; the ideal is unattainable.” This means the greatest degree of freedom, but in accordance with the rules of the society’s functioning. Rule of law and private sector of economy are independent from the state. Recent decades have proved that open society is threatened by both repressive regimes and by regimes with weak state management. Under such regimes, considerations of getting profits are so all-pervasive that they corrupt both the authorities and politics. Moreover, market economy is unable to ensure social justice. This is the task of the sate, yet without repressive administration. According to George Soros, the balance, however without force, shall guarantee the success of a society. This coincides with the primary definition of democracy. Democracy is not flawless, but it is most open for improvement.

RADIO:

 TC "RADIO LIBERTY ON GEORGE SOROS VISIT" \l2 
“Famous Financier and Philanthropist George Soros Says He Is Not Afraid of Victor Medvedchuk”

Volodymyr Prytula, Radio Liberty, 31.03.04
Simferopol, 30 March 2004 – During his recent and informal visit to Ukraine on the 29th and the 30th of March, George Soros was also a special guest in Crimea.  While there he was afforded the chance to see the results of sevens years’ worth of activities related to the program entitled, The Integration of Nationalities who were Earlier Forcibly Removed from Crimea, i.e. Crimean Tatars, Bulgarians, Armenians, Greeks and Germans, into the Pan-Ukrainian Society, that he had financed.  Although the problem of integration in Crimea is still of current importance, Crimean authorities saw fit to cooperate with directives from Kyiv, and therefore did not have the ‘welcome mat’ out for Mr. Soros.

While staying in Yalta, the famous financier and philanthropist claimed that the person responsible for the cool and inhospitable welcome he received was Victor Medvedchuk. Yesterday, organizers of the Soros visit to Ukraine stated that Crimean authorities interfered with the scheduled meetings planned for Soros in Crimea, in particular there was the rather public problem over using Livadia Palace as the venue for round table talks, paid for and hosted by the Soros funded International Renaissance Foundation. This followed earlier frustrations that resulted when permission for a meeting between Soros and students at Tavrian National University was denied by University President Mykola Bagrov.  Beside these two moves, the Crimean Parliament did its part to try and scupper the planned participation of influential deputies and government employees at the Livadia round table by calling a special plenary session of Parliament on Tuesday instead of its normal appointed time of Wednesday.  Also, neither Crimean Prime Minister Sergiy Kunitsin, nor the speaker of the Parliament Boris Deich agreed to meet with the influential financier.  Not to be outdone communist Leonid Grach, the ex-speaker of the Crimean Parliament, being very close to the Presidential Administration, appealed to the Ukrainian Government to declare George Soros persona-non-grata in Ukraine.   

Despite these events, late on Tuesday night Kyiv relented and permission to use Livadia Palace for round table talks was granted after some prodding by Soros himself.  During an interview with journalists Soros stated that he didn’t feel slighted: "No, no. Today the weather is fine and we are carrying out our event as planned in Livadia Palace.  Having said that, I must say that I think, the misunderstandings and inhospitable actions, which occurred upon my arrival, came from the same source.  All this was organized by Mr. Medvedchuk.  However, I was able to see that he doesn’t have so much authority after all, not everything is in his power and the palace is open today," said Soros.  According to Soros, his visit was upon the invitation of non-governmental organizations, so the attitudes of the authorities did not worry him much.  At the same time, Soros said that he did in fact have “sincere” relations with the President of Ukraine Leonid Kuchma, whom he had known before Kuchma had become head of state.  

Before Soros’s departure, journalists asked him what he thought about the current joke making the rounds that states “wherever Soros appears you should expect a revolution”. “I think you’re flattering me.  If you’re talking about what happened in Georgia, then this is the private business of Georgian people,” he declared.  It’s necessary to add that since 1993 the International Renaissance Foundation, financed by George Soros has spent more than 5 million USD on different humanitarian projects, of which two and a half million was used to finance development of the program, The Integration of Nationalities who were Earlier Forcibly Removed from Crimea, i.e. Crimean Tatars, Bulgarians, Armenians, Greeks and Germans, into the Pan-Ukrainian Society.

PRINT MEDIA:

 TC "PRESS ON GEORGE SOROS VISIT" \l2 
“Will the Soros Alarm Clock Ring in Ukraine?” 

Yana Kusch, Izvestia-Ukraine, 26.03.04

The author believes that George Soros is going to visit Ukraine because the American millionaire would like to repeat his Georgian experiment and to overthrow the President in Ukraine. The author refers to words said by Soros himself: "I made a conclusion that the majority of problems of many countries are in their top officers i.e. presidents." 

The author presents certain facts of Soros’ biography. In particular, the author points out that according to a version, Soros assisted fascists in robbing Hungarian Jews and as a result he had to run away to England in 1947. 

Also, the author cites the history of big financial machinations of Soros (England, Italy, Argentina, countries of Asia region and Russia). The author points out that after Asian crisis, Taiwan issued special Decree: "Any person, who is revealed to cooperate with Soros foundations, will bear criminal responsibility." In addition, the author lists Soros financial defeats, in particular those related to shares of Internet-company and purchase of Euro.

The author says that at certain moment Soros started dealing with politics. His main strategy is in tuning political regimes of countries to his needs with a help of network of foundations which are financed by oppositional forces. The author cites the following “confession” of Soros: “I am proud of revolution made in Georgia.”  After Georgia’s revolution, Soros is now financing Georgian government pretending that he is fighting against corruption, and from this very moment will wait for obtaining dividends from his investments. Based on Soros words, the author makes a conclusion on expansion plans of Soros: "If this experiment justifies itself, such experience could be later used in African countries." 

The author believes that reasons of particular attention of Soros to Ukraine are as follows:

1. Soros is planning to gain capital through financial machinations with Hryvnya. 

2. Its foundations were kicked out from Poland, Czech Republic and Hungary, and Russian foundation is closing its activities, too. That is why Soros is trying to strengthen its positions in Eastern Ukraine, by using Ukraine for this purpose. 

3. Due to the change of power in Ukraine, Soros intends to obtain benefits from money that he has already pumped into Ukraine. 

Besides, the author says that Mr. Berezovsky recently comes out as a Soros companion in political and financial machinations. Berezovsky has not managed to overthrow Putin and he is now trying to gain revenge in Ukraine and then to destabilize the situation in Russia from Ukraine. The author quotes  Soros' statetments on Berezovsky: "Yes, we have been cooperated with Berezovsky for a long time. We have some joint business projects. He is a very clever, respectable and reliable man. We are often discussing the political and worldwide issues. Last time we have met in London last week. I often follow his advice".

“Soros Accuses Medvedchuk”

www.PRAVDA.com.ua, 29.03.2004

George Soros, a well-known international financier and public figure, is astonished at his reception by Ukrainian authorities.
“It seems to me that the authorities did not welcome me very warm during my visit to Ukraine. I’m surprised very much, however I have come not to the authorities, so I can do without their warm welcome,” said Soros to journalists at his arrival to Simferopol.

Only officials from International Renaissance Foundation met him at the airport.

Soros expressed belief that the sabotage of his visit was initiated by the President’s Administration.

“As I understand, this comes out of one specific source – the President’s Administration”, said Soros.

He said he is ready to hold meetings in Crimea just under open air. “I am only afraid of the rain a little,” added Soros.

He also mentioned that he wanted to visit Livadia Palace as a tourist. “But I think such behavior of the authorities doesn’t benefit tourism very much which is so important for Crimea,” he added.

As it is known, on Monday the administration of Livadia Palace refused Soros to hold his events there because of conducting civil defense training session.

At the same time, Soros indicated that he didn’t offend at Ukraine for such a reception. According to him, the budget of financing of his foundation in Ukraine won’t change and will make up to $ 5 millions next year.

As to the question concerning the fact that according to some politicians Soros came to Ukraine to organize revolution, as he made in Georgia, he said: “I would like to assure you that I have no intention to interfere with internal affairs of Ukraine.”

“However an official position of the Foundation consists in advocating fair, honest and open elections. The Foundation will participate in such process in order to ensure holding of such elections, as it happened during the previous elections.”
As it is known, a campaign aiming at the creation of a negative attitude of the population toward Soros has been going on in mass media that are under control Medvedchuk, Head of the Presidential Administration, for more than two weeks already. 

“Ukrainska Pravda”, Simferopol

“Has Kuchma Started War against Medvedchuk’s Administrative Resource?”

http://www.glavred.info/?news=104104805, 30.03.2004

Mykola Tomenko, the Chairman of the Verkhovna Rada Committee on Freedom of Speech and Information, believes that President of Ukraine Leonid Kuchma has started a war against the administrative resource used by Viktor Medvedchuk and local authorities.

In particular, according to Tomenko, it became obvious due to George Soros’s visit to Ukraine, since the whole system of the administrative resource, which so far was used by the authorities against the opposition, is now employed against him.

Tomenko informed the Glavred that the scheme used against Soros has been mastered when used against the leaders of Ukrainian opposition. This scheme includes information campaign in the mass media controlled by the SDPU (united) aimed at discreditation of a person as well as refusals to provide room for meetings with the public, etc.

In this situation, the noteworthy fact is that President of Ukraine Leonid Kuchma finally started a struggle against the administrative resource used by Viktor Medvedchuk and local authorities. Leonid Kuchma promised to ensure holding of the Round Table, which Soros planned to attend in Crimea showing thus the absurdity of the reason for turning this event down, as he said. As reported, yesterday, the Director of Livadia Palace where the event was supposed to be held announced that the officials of the Ministry of Extraordinary Situations closed the Palace till April 1 for conducting some trainings/maneuvers.

Commenting on that, Mykola Tomenko said: “Will Leonid Kuchma continue combating the administrative resource used by the Head of his administration Viktor Medvedchuk in the future, during the election campaign? According to the President, he promised to guarantee fair elections in Ukraine.

Besides, the People’s Deputy reminded the audience that at his time, George Soros helped Viktor Medvedchuk become a well-known lawyer and public figure. Ukrainian Bar Association headed by Medvedchuk received three grants from George Soros amounting to 87 thousand 677 dollars. IRF supported the initiative of the public organization headed by Medvedchuk as to implementation of the project “Comprehensive Theoretical and Practical Training for Advocates: Applying International Legal Human Rights Standards”.

Given all that, there is a question - will Viktor Medvedchuk continue issuing orders to the authorities to boycott the visit of famous financier to Ukraine and by means of “temnyky” demand that the mass media under his control ignore George Soros’s meetings with Leonid Kuchma, Olena Franchuk, Volodymyr Lytvyn and other Ukrainian officials? Or maybe, after a respective statement by Leonid Kuchma, the campaign for discrediting Soros will stop, and Viktor Medvedchuk will officially thank the prominent philanthropist for financial support that assisted his to get established as a respected lawyer and public figure”, Tomenko stated.

“Ministry of Foreign Affairs does not Know Why Soros Was Turned Down”

Mignews.com.ua, 30.03.2004

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Ukraine has difficulty “commenting at this stage” on the reasons why the Round Table “Tolerance and Human Rights in Crimea” which was to take place in Livadia Palace and supposed to be attended by American financier George Soros was relocated.

“When we have full information we will be able to comment,” the Head of the Foreign Ministry Press Service Markian Lubkivsky said during today’s briefing. He mentioned that Soros came to Ukraine as a private person having a private program.

According to MIGnews.com.ua, when Soros arrived to Crimea, the management of Livadia Palace refused to allot the room for the Round Table on the grounds of the order of the fire brigade officials to close the Palace till April 1. Acting Chief of the Second Fire Brigade of Yalta Oleksandr Dryhalo claims that March 30 was slated for fire brigade’s training/maneuvers as far back as the beginning of the year. 

Ruslan Kukharchuk, MIGnews.com.ua
“Soros, Pinchuk to create legal assistance fund”

Interfax News Agency, 01.04.04
U.S. financier George Soros told reporters in Kyiv on Wednesday that he and Ukrainian parliamentarian Viktor Pinchuk are planning to create a joint fund to provide legal assistance to citizens in Ukraine.

Speaking about the agreement with Pinchuk, Soros said this is the first major contribution of a local philanthropist toward organizing a legal assistance fund. 


“Soros regrets Khodorkovsky's fate”
Interfax News Agency, 01.04.04

U.S. financier George Soros believes former Yukos CEO Mikhail Khodorkovsky is being persecuted by the Russian authorities. 

In Kyiv on Wednesday, Soros told reporters the situation surrounding Khodorkovsky is a big loss for Russia. Such measures are very popular in Russia, where they simply hate the oligarchs, he said.

Soros believes that in Russia it is the authorities who decide who can be persecuted. He added that what Russia needs is the supremacy of law. 

INTERVIEWS:

 TC "INTERVIEWS BY and ON GEORGE SOROS" \l2 
Leonid Amchuk, Ukrainska Pravda, 02.04.2004

Mr. Soros, what are your impressions from this visit to Ukraine? 

I have mixed feelings. In a certain sense, this visit is a unique one. It was the first time in my life when somebody threw something at me.

The campaign of temnyky (discrediting through government mass-media outlets) was not unique. I have already confronted such things. In this case, it has brought quite a positive experience since this hostile attitude of the authorities provoked a spontaneous but sincere and warm reaction from people.  

There was an attempt to keep me away from Ukraine; however, what happened was quite the opposite. Because of all this, my cordial feelings towards Ukrainian people have deepened. 

What will be the amount of financing of your foundation next year? 

It will not change and will remain the same as last year: $5 million, plus $1-3 million in contributions from other organizations participating in specific programs. 


Three years ago, when the cassette scandal was in full swing, The Financial Times published your article, in which you called upon President Kuchma to temporarily leave his post and delegate responsibility to Prime Minister Yuschenko for the time of the Gongadze case invеstigation. Was there a certain influence of that publication of yours on your current visit? 

I did not have that feeling. Our communication with the President was friendlier than the last time.

When the President assured me that he did not give any directions concerning the attack on me and had no idea about that, I believed him. This is proven by the fact that at first we were forbidden to conduct the round table talks in the Palace of Livadiya, but after this was reported on TV, the decision was changed and we got the access to Livadiya.  

Have you discussed temniki (instructions for government mass-media) with the President and were you satisfied with the answers? 

We have discussed the issue. He asked me if I had a chance to physically hold such a temnyk in my hand or at least to see it. In my opinion, this was not a satisfactory answer; however, it did not make sense to discuss it any further.  

He assured me that he had no idea about a temnyk about me and I accepted this explanation. I guess it was somebody from his staff, most likely Mr. Medvedchuk, who exceeded the limit of his authority.  

Was Mr. Medvedchuk present during that meeting with Mr. Kuchma? 

No.

Do you know him personally? 

I don’t recall meeting him, however I assume this could have happened.

Are you aware of the fact that your organization has financed the projects submitted by the organization headed by Mr. Medvedchuk? 

No, I don’t know anything about that.

During your meeting with the Kyiv community you said that you were going to meet Mr. Lauder, an American owner of the “1+1” channel,  and ask him why his TV company takes part in political confrontation in Ukraine... 

I said everything I wanted to say concerning this point.

You know, there is the information that the students who had attacked you during the Forum in Kyiv were expelled from KPI University ... 

They deserved this.

[At the time of the interview, there was no refutation from the KPI representative about the fact that these students were not expelled.] 

During your previous visit in autumn 2000, a partial replacement of the power elite took place in Ukraine. This time in Kyiv you have met with the new Supreme Rada Speaker Lytvyn, as well as the new Prime Minister Yanukovich. What are your impressions about them? 

It is very difficult to form an opinion about a person based on just one short meeting. I am impressed with the Prime Minister’s benevolent reaction to the suggestion to make changes and amendments into the draft of the Ukraine – EU Action Plan in order to encourage the EU to promote strengthening of justice dominance in your country.  

He also remembered his personal experience – he has tackled the matter of criminal justice before. Moreover, he knows that this sphere requires improvement. I was impressed by this kind of attitude. 

And what about the opposition? 

I have known these people for quite a long time.

What is your impression of the current political moment in Ukraine? 

The political situation is contradictory. The discussion concerning political reform is very intricate and complicated. However, I think I have finally captured the main point. 

In my opinion, the transition from the presidential system to the parliamentary one would be justified and proper. However, to my mind, it is a constitutional tort to implement this system without the dissolution of the Parliament. As in this case, the Parliament will assume the authorities that were not conferred to it by people. 

This is a great danger for the future of Ukraine.

When Russia was ruled by Yeltsin, you strictly criticized Russian oligarchs. Nowadays in Ukraine your project partner is Victor Pinchuk -- who is deemed to be an oligarch. Why did such transformations occur?

There is not a single transformation. In Russia I openly criticized Mr. Berezovskiy, although we had really fruitful cooperation with the Mr. Khodorkovsky’s Foundation “The Open Russia Foundation.”  They looked at a lot of our programs. I supported such a turn of events.

In general, it seems to me that the Russian events of that period are very similar to what is happening in Ukraine now. We have started cooperation with Mr. Pinchuk, however, I take everything I know about Mr. Medvedchuk’s activities very critically. 

I see common features in Mr. Berezovsky and Mr. Medvedchuk. These people do not do business but extort money from other entrepreneurs for an opportunity to work.  


“Russia Doesn’t Need “Dictatorship of Law”

Vremia Novostey (News Time), 02.04.04
Well-known American billionaire and Chairman of the Open Society Institute, George Soros, whose influence upon world of politics is legendary, recently visited Ukraine.  Soros talked to a Kyiv journalist from the newspaper Vremia Novostey about Russia’s role in the former Soviet Union and about Ukraine’s prospects.

After events in Georgia, you have been seen as an ‘evil genius’ in Ukraine.  Is it true that you financed the Rose Revolution in Tbilisi last November?

Before my visit, some Ukrainian TV channels regularly aired five minutes of hatred. But the comments they put forward had nothing to do with reality. During Mr. Shevarnadze’s time in office, the Open Society Institute assisted in combating corruption in Georgia.  The now incumbent Georgian President, Mikael Saakashvili, who was then the Minister of Justice, and Parliament Speaker Zurab Zhvania, took an active part in the struggle.  It just so happened that the main source of corruption was the Ministry of Internal Affairs.  Still, Shevarnadze, who was dependent on these same law enforcement officials, could not cope with the situation.  The accumulation of unsolved problems--both of a political and economic nature--resulted in crisis on the eve of presidential elections.  In the end, the new leader of Georgia was elected by the people, not Soros, through free elections.

And yet, Ukrainian mass media reports that you, Soros are involved in preparation of a Ukrainian revolution similar to that of the Georgian scenario.  The goal of your visit to Crimea was allegedly, to destabilize the situation and create of conditions of interethnic strife…

What is being blamed on me is far from reality.  The Open Society Institute actively supports ethnic communities, helps them solve cultural problems related to national languages and educational issues.  It was these issues that were the focus of the round table conference I attended at the Livadia Palace in Yalta.  Both Tatars and Ukrainians in Crimea are national minorities; they have problems that are cultural and educational in nature.  As for a revolution, I have never liked or supported them, since I always have and continue to advocate progressive, steady and democratic development, as well as change of government through free and fair elections.

In 2001, at the height of the ‘tape scandal’ [when confidential conversations of the President recorded by one of his bodyguards were made public - Ed.] you publicly appealed to Leonid Kuchma asking him to resign, making room for the young.  What’s your point of view now?

I don’t think that I should be forecasting further political developments in Ukraine.  I will be accused of interfering with internal affairs of the country.

On Wednesday, you had a meeting with the President of Ukraine.  What did you talk about?

We exchanged ideas about Ukraine’s perspectives for European integration, the absence of which makes it impossible to create a sustainable security system in Europe.  Still, to meet European requirements, Ukraine has to achieve rule of law, create an open society, and ensure freedom of speech.  Censorship and circulation of the so-called ‘temniki’– these are counterproductive measures; they do not facilitate Ukraine’s progress toward the EU.  I raised the issue of the ‘temniki’ during my conversation with Kuchma.  He said he knew nothing about them.  But statements made by well-known politicians and journalists leave no doubt that such instructions are sent by the Presidential Administration.  Maybe someone from the Presidential Administration is overstepping his authority.
In the article entitled, "Europe's Democratic Enlargement," published on 30 March in the British newspaper, The Financial Times, you presented a negative assessment of Russia’s role in the development of the former Soviet states.  What were the grounds for your assertions?

Russia is trying to turn the neighboring western countries of the former Soviet Union—Ukraine, Moldova and Belarus—into its backyard by preventing them from joining the EU.  Russia will neither facilitate nor foster positive democratic changes in this region because it still holds out hope that it can reconstitute its empire. 

What is your assessment of Russian President Vladimir Putin?

I don’t have the honor of knowing him personally, that’s why I can’t assess him.  In respects to the current policies of the present Administration, it is my belief that following a
chaotic period, the restored Russian state is shedding the few attributes of an open society it had acquired.  Since the West can exert little influence on Russia, it’s time we ceased to treat Russia as a nascent democracy.

What do you think about the court action against Russian tycoon Mikhail Khodorkovsky?

It is a very popular measure in Russia, where oligarchs are hated.  And Putin himself came to power by promising to establish the ‘dictatorship of law.’  All formalities are being fulfilled; in other words, Khodorkovsky is being prosecuted in court.  But Russia, in my opinion, doesn’t need such dictatorship of law, where decisions on which criminals should be punished and which should be pardoned are arbitrary.  It needs the rule of law, under which any arbitrary decisions are impossible.  That’s why after the trial against Khodorkovsky began Russia lost a lot of investment appeal.

And what are the reasons for your withdrawal of investments from Russia?

I think I have already answered your question.

You support opposition not only in countries with transitional economies, in fact you have recently declared war on U.S. President George Bush.  What made you do so?

I wrote a book about that in America.  I don’t want to advertise it now.  And besides, I would like to criticize Bush in America, not here.

Interviewer Svitlana STEPANENKO, Kyiv

“George Soros: ‘I Didn’t Call Leonid Kuchma a Candid Man’”

Serhy Rakhmanin, Dzerkalo Tyzhnia, 03.04.04
His assets are estimated at $7 - $8 billion. He transformed a company worth $100,000 into an investment fund worth $4 million. By the mid-1990s, his world-famous Quantum Group was already worth $10 billion. On September 15, 1992 a series of his stock-exchange deals caused a collapse of the British pound, which earned him another $1 billion and “persona non grata” status in the UK. In the late 1990s, his empire yielded a 35 percent increment annually. In 2002 he was fined €2.2 million for an attempt to take over the French bank Societe Generale. And in 2003 he crashed the US dollar with a few phrases. Since 1979 he has been spending lavishly on charity, which is suspicious to his enemies and incomprehensible to his supporters.

His funds operate in scores of countries, distributing some $300M - $400M annually. He says that he has earned so much money that he “couldn’t spend it on himself” no matter how he tried. He is a brilliant stockbroker and is proud of it, because in the world of big money it is an honorary title rather than a disparaging nickname. He claims that he doesn’t meddle in politics, and yet he is called the “godfather” of the Yugoslav and Georgian revolutions. He writes philosophical books and regularly plays tennis at the age of 73.

He keeps talking about a global open society. His ill-wishers call his attempts to create a democratic world without borders a yearning for absolute wealth and domination. Indifferent realists argue that being this old, wise, rich, and influential, he can afford the luxury of not troubling himself about such fiddle-faddle. His true friends are convinced that his devotion to the ideas of an open society is his true religion. Some explain his charitable activity as a billionaire’s whimsicality, others call it a political and entrepreneurial instrument, and there are those who believe that he really does want to make the world better. He says that the wealth he has is a mechanism for building an open society: “When that time comes, nobody will ask why I gave help.”

He is really too rich and too influential to be ignored. And even those who hate him admit to this fact. He is feared. And those who oppose him don’t bother much about choosing their means. The Ukrainian authorities are not an exception. In Crimea he saw no red carpet. In Kyiv he was met with mayonnaise and “temniki”.

Before meeting with Leonid Kuchma you said that you had a long frank acquaintanceship, so you had the right to ask him directly about the “temniki” and to count on an honest answer. He said that he didn’t know about the “temniki.s” Did his words seem candid to you?

I didn’t call Kuchma a candid man, I only said I knew him very well. As to the “temniki,” he didn’t say that he had never heard about them. He only said, “Show me those ‘temniki,’ show me the proof.” And then he stated unambiguously that he wasn’t responsible for the instructions which directed mass media organizations to issue materials aimed against me.

Do you believe him?

I believe him. Because I think that this is all done by Medvedchuk, who wants to make Russia happy.

 Do you think it’s the only reason why?

I don’t know. I don’t know Mr. Medvedchuk. I don’t know his connections, his interests, his business. But I know that he would lose if the Ukrainian market became an open market. Because his business (as I understand it) consists in extorting money from other businessmen, offering them assistance from authorities in exchange.
I understand that someone was trying to provoke me. And the best remedy against provocations is not to give way. Someone wanted me to leave Ukraine, but I had no intention of satisfying that wish.

You said that you were going to demand an appearance on the 1+1 channel. Did you get that opportunity?

No, I didn’t.

You mean your meeting with the co-owner of 1+1, Ronald Lauder (with whom you were going to share your impressions of the channel) will definitely take place?

I am going to phone him.

While on your visit to Ukraine you were quite often accompanied by Viktor Pinchuk. He offered you an appearance on his channel ICTV, he said he was willing to take part in your project setting up legal clinics. Do you think Mr. Pinchuk acts exclusively philanthropically? Or is he seeking sort of an insurance for his capital, which may be in jeopardy after the change of power?

I think this is the way he wants to display himself in order to uphold his current status, no matter what government takes office. I hope he will work for it, particularly with the help of the ICTV channel. I suppose he will see to it that this channel, (unlike those influenced by Medvedchuk) presents objective, well-thought-out opinions.

In Kyiv you met with Kuchma, Lytvyn, Yanukovych, Tymoshenko, Moroz, Yushchenko. Which of these names do you think Ukraine’s future will be tied to?

I wouldn’t like to answer this question. I support the idea of an open society, but I am a stranger in Ukraine. And I don’t meddle in politics.

Nevertheless, in a well-known article in the Financial Times three years ago you suggested that Leonid Kuchma resign, saying that if he stayed at his post any longer, it would have an adverse effect on the investigation in the Gongadze case and on the objectivity of the media. Didn’t you think then that you were meddling in Ukrainian politics? And weren’t you afraid to ruin your relationship with your old acquaintance?

No, I didn’t think so. I just expressed my opinion. I thought it was a matter of principle to step in or step aside during the investigation, and specific people didn’t matter much in this case.

Do you regret that Leonid Kuchma didn’t follow your advice?

Yes. The fact that the Gongadze case was never carried through did a lot of harm to Ukraine’s image in the West.

Last year it was announced that you were going to cut Soros Fund programs in most Eastern European countries, to step up work in Latin America, South-East Asia, Africa, and the Middle East, and to actually curtail your activity in Russia. Spending in the rest of the CIS was supposed to remain in the same amounts. However, it is rumored that George Soros wants to increase allocations for Ukraine and Moldova. Are these plans tied to the approaching elections in these two countries?

In Russia I have discontinued the fund’s activity in its present form and cut spending there. But we are supporting some programs and some organizations who work on those programs. As for Ukraine and Moldova, our activity in these countries will be represented on the same scale.

Could you name the sum allocated for your programs in Ukraine in 2004?

The budget is five million dollars. Another million is supposed to be allocated for grants that won’t be financed through the fund.

Then what is your comment on the recent media reports about seven or eight million dollars spent on funding your programs in Ukraine last year?

The budget may have stated the figure of five million, but in real fact we spent more.

Does it mean that in 2004 you will spend eight million dollars in Ukraine, not five?

It’s quite possible that in the end we will have spent about eight million.

Do you expect any surprises from the presidential election in Ukraine?

The situation is too intricate, and I can’t claim that I grasp it well. What I can say is that in case the constitutional reform succeeds, the presidential election won’t matter much.

Ukraine is now facing the same dilemma as Russia was several years ago. But your country has better chances today to become an open society. Or at least, to advance in that direction.

In your article in the Financial Times a few days ago you suggested “deleting Russia from the list of young democracies.” But only three years ago you said that Vladimir Putin was “able to shake the country up,” that under his leadership “Russia might get back on its feet,” that he might be able to “restore a strong state, which is even desirable, because a weak state threatens freedom.” Did Putin disappoint you? Did he go too far building a strong state?

In 2001 Russia’s future wasn’t quite clear. It was difficult to judge the real character of the new leadership. Russia had two options - to become an open society or to turn into a corporate state. It opted for the second way: in that country the government dominates business using the laws of state-run capitalism. Business circles know that they have to do as the government wishes if they want to keep their business running.

Soon after you bought a majority interest in the Russian company Svyazinvest [Communications Investment], you called that deal “the biggest mistake in your life.” And recently you announced your intention to sell your stocks, although very low. You see no future for your business in Russia? Or are they simply ousting you?

I am trapped. The people who will buy these shares will definitely win. But I have no choice - the price of the shares will continue to fall. To sell the controlling stocks at their real value, the company would have to be privatized. But the government won’t take any steps in that direction as long as I have my finger in the pie.

It’s becoming more and more obvious that Putin doesn’t like me. And that he doesn’t like what our funds are doing, especially in Ukraine and Moldova, let alone Georgia. That explains the campaign he unleashed in connection with my visit.

Still, I don’t think that today’s Russia is a repressive regime. Putin is really very popular. But that country has none of the characteristic features of an open society. There is no supremacy of law - it was replaced with a dictatorship of law. There is no parliamentary opposition.

But Georgia doesn’t have it, either. At the recent forum in Davos you didn’t conceal your support for Mikhail Saakashvili. Didn’t your views on developments in that country change after the recent parliamentary election there? Don’t you have a feeling that the new Georgian president, having all the power in his hands, may become an even more authoritarian leader than Shevardnadze? 

Of course, when only one political force is represented in a parliament, there is some danger. Fortunately, an open society always has people dedicated to ideas of democracy, who will watch the authorities very closely.
Georgia is making determined steps toward an open society. I hail the anti-corruption campaign that has started in that country. And I want to support Saakashvili in it.

Do you really believe that the special trusteeship fund which has been established with your direct participation could seriously change the situation?

I do believe that the creation of normal conditions for public servants is one of the steps on the way to overcoming corruption. If a minister’s salary were fifteen hundred dollars, it would be possible to hire a qualified specialist and demand conscientious performance from him. If a road policeman receives one hundred and fifty dollars, he wouldn’t wring money out of transit truck drivers.

Don’t you rule out that a road inspector may go on extorting money, only he will have an additional $150 bonus from Soros?

If an inspector wears a badge with his name, it will be easier to hunt extorters down. Guilty officers will be fired and replaced by more decent ones.

I wonder if you think it’s possible to set up a similar trusteeship fund in Ukraine.

In Georgia, a special law was passed. I think a similar law could be passed in Ukraine as well.

“George Soros Knows What Should Be Stick and Carrot for Ukraine, and Calls George Bush’s Policy a Threat to American Democracy”

Oleksandr KAZHURIN, Sehodnia (Today), 05.04.04

“Who are you, Mister Soros?” This question is being asked throughout the world, and nowadays it is being asked in Ukraine, too. A financier, benefactor, financial marauder, agent of influence – this is a far from complete list of epithets for George Soros, accompanying him like a train regardless whatever country he chooses to visit. Last week, he visited Ukraine and stayed here for five days. The official goal of the visit was inspection of activities of the Renaissance Foundation and getting acquainted with “achievements in developing open and democratic society”; the philanthropist denied any political implications of his visit.

As a stock market genius this person started to be talked about after 1992, when he managed to get more than $1 milliard in several days by considerably “dropping” the pound sterling and becoming a persona non grata in Britain.

Noteworthy, his financial significance is accompanied by certain political influence in the world. The situation in Georgia, where the former regime represented by Eduard Shevarnadze accused the American of having prepared the coup d’etat, has already become classic. Of course, it would be a great exaggeration to talk about Soros as a “geopolitical chess player” changing Presidents and Prime Ministers with a single move of his hand (moreover, according to some knowledgeable people, his real role in the “Georgian revolution” is much less than that of very powerful Georgian businessmen). Still, it is beyond any doubt that his financial potential and liaisons in politics and mass media help him “amend” the situation in certain countries of “developing democracies”

This visit was rich with scandals, and it gave rise to polemics in the mass media – although the magnate himself never did or said anything scandalous or unexpected. Not only did he name no favorites of the upcoming pre-election rate, he refused to comment on the fate of the dollar as well. At the same time, he was willing to discuss the “problems of the freedom of speech in Ukraine.” We present to attention of our readers an exclusive interview with George Soros that he gave our newspaper on the day of his leaving Ukraine.

Mr. Soros, before coming to Ukraine, you were obviously advised on possible reaction to your visit. Did you expect such reception as you experienced here?

I was very surprised by the obstructionist campaign aimed at discrediting me before my visit, and continuing during it. It was clear for me that the source of it was in Russia, and that the executor’s name was Mr. Medvedchuk – the Head of the Presidential Administration. President Kuchma assured me that he issued no such instructions, and I believe him.

If this is true – why does Medvedchuk need it?

I think, his aim was to tie himself with Russia. His former contact person there was Voloshin [former Head of the Kremlin Administration]. He has already left his position, that’s why Medvedchuk wanted to offer his services to someone who is willing to use them.

Mr. Soros, you are a rather well-known person in Ukraine. But now, if we asked an ordinary person in the street “Who is Soros?” - the most frequent answer we’d get would be “A ‘moneybag’ going around the CIS and organizing revolutions.” What can be opposed to such stereotypes?

This is an illustration of propaganda. The reality is different. I am not even the sole source of financing for the Renaissance Foundation, which, by the way, was established before the independence of Ukraine, in 1989. I think that the people who work with the Foundation would admit that it has been doing positive constructive work here. I would like to emphasize that accusations against me in some Ukrainian media outlets angered me very much.

The Russian press used to compare you to Boris Berezovsky. Both of you criticize your Presidents, but already lost any actual influence on the politics of your countries. What do you think about such comparisons?

I decidedly deny it. Berezovsky is a corrupt oligarch. He interfered with Russian politics in order to satisfy his own needs. I was the first person who publicly disclosed his manipulations and I am proud of having shown him as such to the Russian public.

A few days ago you visited Crimea. Is escalation of the interethnic conflict possible there?

Only if some organized force brings in its own variant of developments from outside. But I think that would be a farfetched assumption. I think the main source of Crimean prosperity is tourism, and realistic Crimean authorities should ensure safety and piece in Crimea at least for this reason.

Your visit coincided with the periodic conflict on the peninsular…

I am really apprehensive that recent unrest and provocations in Crimea can be somehow connected with my visit. I have no proof as to who might be responsible for that. An investigation should be carried out, since such playing with fire is very dangerous. I believe the Foundation’s work on mutual understanding between different ethnic groups in Ukraine, and particularly in Crimea, is significant. I focused our attention mainly on Crimean Tatars, but we try not to leave out other nationalities.

By the way, your are constantly talking about human rights of an individual. And what about the rights of a nation? What is more important?

Both individual rights and rights of certain communities are important. We are supporting both. But when for the sake of a nation the majority suppresses the minority, we support the minority.

Who should be supported then in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict?

This is a tragedy. We find ourselves in a vicious circle. Terrorism gives birth to antiterrorism and vice versa. And this goes further and further on. A new approach is needed. I supported Rabin’s policy and strongly oppose Sharon’s policy.

Coming back to Ukraine, in your last article in The Financial Times you say that “carrots and sticks might help to convince Georgia’s neighboring regimes.” Specifically in terms of Ukraine – what are “sticks” and what are “carrots”?

The “carrot” is ensuring for the neighboring countries, including Ukraine, the four freedoms maintained in the EU. Freedom of movement of capitals, goods, services and, most importantly, people between the EU countries. This can become an incentive from the EU. And the “stick” in this case will be the claim to open Ukrainian markets in response to opening the European markets for Ukrainian goods. Or mutual closure of the markets.

Have you formed an opinion of Viktor Yanukovych’s government?

During my visit, I’ve met Mr. Yanukovych for the first time. Your Prime Minister supported initiatives aimed at strengthening of the law. He claimed that he was aware that there was still enough to be improved. I think his statement was sincere.

Economic growth in Ukraine is 10%. Is this territory attractive for your investments?

First there should be the rule of law in order to attract investments, especially when we are talking about property. And when the authorities are acting in an illegitimate way, say, by closing radio stations or other mass media, people get disappointed.

But is it possible that while the West is waiting for this ‘rule of law’ all investment ‘cream’ will be skimmed by local businessmen or the Russians?

Let them do that. Russian capital is capital, too. That is why you shouldn’t be afraid of the inflow of Russian capital. Provided it isn’t corrupted.

And what is a profitable investment now?

I avoid giving such advice.

And advice about the dollar?

The same.

New world currency – will it be the Euro or something entirely new?

The Euro is already the world currency. It will be difficult to suggest something new.

Mr. Soros, there is a view that internal policy implemented by George Bush and aimed at strengthening control over public processes under the banner of fighting terrorism can lead to undermining the fundamentals of democracy in American society. Is it a real threat?

It is. President Bush claims that those who oppose him help terrorism. In other words, criticism is not patriotic. And this is a threat for open society in America. For if you try to avoid criticism you can make very grave mistakes. President Bush has shown that in the way he seized Iraq. That’s why a oppose him.

In one of our interviews, you said, “Events of September 11 gave Bush the enemy he has been so long waiting for.” Don’t you think that a reasonable conclusion that comes to mind is: this all was necessary for someone inside the USA, and Arab terrorists were performers, and not organizers?

No, I don’t think so.

“Yevhen Bystrytsky, Executive Director, International Renaissance Foundation: ‘One might have a distorted conscience to slander Soros!’” 

Serhiy Doyko, for “Glavred” (Editor-in-Chief), 29.03.04
They call George Soros in different ways. For some people, he is a successful patron, philanthropist, a man, who does “super-possible” things for the benefit of establishment of open society and development of democracy. 

For others, he is an evil genius and chief financial wheeler-dealer for whom ideals of democracy and transparency seem not as important. But the fact that owing to his financial possibilities and relations in powerful financial and political circles billionaire George Soros can “fine-tune” unfolding of these or those, mostly conflict, situations in different countries of the world raises no doubts…


Some days prior to George Soros’s arrival in Ukraine, domestic mass media supplied various versions related to the objective of the American businessman’s visit to our country. At least the following testifies to the fact that the visit is taking place for a particular reason, in spite of numerous denials of the same on the part of, let’s say, officials. Firstly, the visit is being made informally. This is alerting by itself already. 


Secondly, call on the ARC and participation in the round table related to observance of human rights in the Crimea has become the main objective of Soros’s visit. This activity coincided in time with next confrontation on the peninsula.


Thirdly, one should recall some of propositions made by Soros himself. For instance, he said that he was “proud’ of the revolution that took place in Georgia” at the Economic Forum in Swiss Davos in January this year. The day before, statements of former Russian foreign minister Igor Ivanov and Georgian president Eduard Shevardnadze were heard that the revolution in Tbilisi was prepared through Soros Foundation.


Fourthly, well-known persons from among fifty richest people of the world sometimes say about George Soros: “Soros is always where a scent of trouble is, where muddy waters may be…”


And, finally, good money can be made on politics. Possibly, even more money that at a stock exchange… The whole thing depends on how much money should be invested…


Thus, what is the real objective of the George Soros’s visit in Ukraine? This question “Glavred” asked to Yevhen Bystrytsky, Executive Director of the International Renaissance Foundation (or Soros Foundation, as it is called more often). By that moment he was in the Crimea, where preparation for arrival of the high guest from overseas was under way. It should be noted that it was the Renaissance Foundation that acted as initiator of Soros’s visit to Ukraine:

Mr. Bystrytsky, versions as to Soros’s arrival are offered by many people. Those are not denied by some politicians, people from mass media… Perhaps, there are real grounds to do so?

Could you tell me which media in particular speak or write about this in such a manner? 

Let’s be more specific – among some of my colleagues and in political circles, versions about a hidden objective of Soros’s visit started being discussed long before than, perhaps, the real objective of his visit… This is the reason that we request you to explain the situation.

I believe, I will answer in substance. Soros’s Open Society Institute and the Renaissance Foundation, whose objective is to promote establishment and development of open and democratic society in Ukraine, help and in every way support the very development of open and democratic society. If some of the mass media have different versions and start the “Gebbels-style” propaganda against Soros linking him with all troubles that occur in Ukraine, then I can say that such mass media stand against openness, against democracy. They wish to preserve the existing things (I am not going to tell what things exactly). In other words, a background, which, I would say, is that of dishonest and deceitful propaganda, where facts are misrepresented, has been created around Soros’s visit. Those, who have launched such propaganda, who motivate and fund it, those people stand against any openness.


What, in this case, is meant by “openness”?

The mass media you have mentioned constantly allege that they observe interference with Ukrainian internal affairs and that Soros supports such activity… If we were to be logical, we would understand that Ukraine is not only a state. It is a civil society. Now the objective of civil society is to control and interfere with affairs of the state so that it will not “close” itself and be democratic. So that there is no corruption as exists in Ukraine today.


So what is the real objective of George Soros’s visit to Ukraine?
The objective is simple. Myself and the Renaissance Foundation sent a signed invitation to Mr. Soros to visit us so that he could see the results of the Foundation’s activities in Ukraine including those in the Crimea, where about 2 million dollars where spent only under one program. Besides, we support various organizations, schools, non-governmental organizations active in the field of human rights, libraries, development of “green” tourism… Support is provided to many things in the Crimea. And all that is implemented by the public. And, sometimes, by the public together with governmental structures, this refers for instance, to library conferences and reform of land relationship. I can say many things about that…


Therefore, Soros arrives to see the results of the Foundation’s activities. It is him who gives money for those. I wish to stress once again that he never influences the decision-making of the Executive Board and the Program Boards of the Foundation which members are Ukrainians exclusively. And they are not paid enormous fees, kopecks only to arrive in Kyiv to approve this or that decision.


Now what about the developments in Georgia… This means that when they say about financing of the revolution in Tbilisi by Soros Foundation the activities of Georgians exclusively, who are members of the local Foundation, are meant?

As regards the development in Georgia, Soros stresses that the responsibility is borne by the local Foundation. And he never supported militants in Georgia. If you mean some other versions discussed in some of the mass media, all of that is lie! For instance, some papers wrote that Soros Foundation supported militants in Kherson. Except for activities of a non-governmental organization aimed towards combating AIDS, we did not support anything at all. One and the same newspapers managed by one and the same hand alleged that Soros Foundation was liquidated in Poland, Hungary, and Russia… Nothing of the kind! In Hungary, Soros Foundation prospers. To the contrary, the Central European University, a fantastic educational establishment, at which dozens of Ukrainian students have studied and now study to receive perfect European education, is being developed there. Batory Foundation in Poland, similar to our Renaissance Foundation, currently receives additional funds not only from Soros Foundation but also from Ford Foundation and European donors. This is done to develop democratic society in Poland.

If we speak about civil society, about interest of all parties in it, then who “launches” the versions, which, to put it mildly, “hit” Soros?

First of all, I would want to point out that the countries, in which the Open Society Institute factually works together with their governments – Baltic states, Poland, Hungary, Czech  Republic, Slovakia, and other countries – have been in Europe long ago. To put it more cynically and,  let us say, more ‘morally suppressed’ than our mass media, which defend interests of known persons, Soros with his propaganda, with his very simple formula of openness and high ideology became a barrier to all of that. Frankly speaking, it is strange for me, as the Director of the Foundation, to see that such hysteria is being launched because of arrival of a US citizen and, at the same time, a well-known political man.


However, information on financing by Soros of Georgian ministers has also given rise to, perhaps, surprise, if not hysteria, with someone?

When they speak about financing of Georgian ministers, they forget to add “UN”. Those are the United Nations and Soros, who provide joint financing. Did it really have to affect Soros’s authority?.. Thus, let me repeat that the level of hysteria that has emerged is not even the ‘black PR’ it is rather a morally distorted one… Some kind of so much unhappy conscience acts with journalists under someone’s management… And this, by the way, is an indicator of the condition in which Ukrainian mass media controlled by specific oligarchic and, I would say, party forces are today. I am thinking about the future. Not even about Soros’s arrival. He will leave. I rather think what image will remain in Ukraine after all this hysteria which, I think, has been already known to Western mass media. What our image will be!? The thing is that Ukraine will pretend to join the European Union. However, prerequisites for joining that are well known include freedom of mass media, protection of human rights, judicial reform… Those are the questions that arise. Therefore, to ‘slander’ Soros and the Foundation, who made so much to establish civil society (as no other donor in Ukraine), one might have a distorted conscience!.. 


“Glavred” also asked representatives of the Parliamentary Committee on Human Rights, National Minorities, and Inter-ethnic Relations to share own observations regarding George Soros’s arrival in Ukraine.
Hennadiy Udovenko, Chairman of the Committee, “Nasha Ukraina” (Our Ukraine) Group:

Firstly, one should not look for an enemy in everybody, who arrives from the West, including Soros. This is a habit dated back to Soviet times: communists see their enemy in Washington, which allegedly instructs how we should act. We consider Moscow to be our major enemy and blame communists for their acting upon Moscow’s instructions… We need to strive for reconciliation. Today, however, an enormous political heat continues to exist with regard to, for instance, the same political reform… 


It is understandable today that the “Crimean Tatar” card starts being played for the first time since independence. Some kind of Kazaks (either from Krasnodar or Moscow, who have never existed there) have appeared in the Crimea and begin provoking the Crimean Tatars who are indignant at failure to resolve their problems. In particular, as spring comes, the problem of distribution of land became more acute. The Parliament failed to support the draft law proposed by Dzhemilev and Chubarov related to return of deported peoples which law was relevant to the Crimean Tatar people. Meanwhile, completely “feeble” governmental draft law, which does not resolve that problem, first of all, in the Crimea, has been supported… 


It would be ungrounded to blame Soros for his financing of the Renaissance Foundation and fulfillment of a considerable work in our country, and whose offices are used by many people. Developments that took place in Georgia are affairs of Georgians. The most important thing for us today is not to allow blowing up a conflict in the Crimea. We need no “Russian Chechnya”. That is the most important thing today. And capabilities of such political man as Soros, obviously, will be directed towards prevention of crisis scenario. This is the reason why he arrived to take part in the round table. I have also been invited to attend it, but I regret I am to be in Odesa on that day…


In Kyiv, Soros is to meet with the President, the Prime Minister, and everybody will nicely chat there and so on. In my opinion, this visit should be used to prevent a conflict in the Crimea. And, finally, why journalists were never anxious that the OSCE High Commissioner on National Minorities Max van der Stoel began visiting the Crimea became a regular visitor at the Crimea? He visited the place very often and no suspicions arose with anybody. Now that plays begin around various international foundations, they are wishing to use Soros’s Foundation, his visit to the Crimea and meetings to be held there right for the purpose of making already acute political situation on the peninsula even more critical…


Ukraine is not bearing any specific blame for failure to resolve the problems of Crimean Tatars as we have been left alone with financing of the return of Crimean Tatars to the Crimea. As neither Russia, nor Kazakhstan or Uzbekistan, where Crimean Tatars stayed, undertake any financial commitments to help us in their settlement…

Mykola Shulga, First Deputy Chairman of the Committee, KPU (Communist Party of Ukraine) Group:

From my point of view, if we speak about current situation in the Crimea, George Soros’s visit would hardly pay a positive impact on the situation in the ARC. The matter is that several spots within the post-Soviet area have been associated now with funding by Soros of opposition forces which produced an adverse influence on situation in this or that country. This resulted in such crucial changes as, for instance, those in Georgia. This is one thing. And the second is, to my opinion, that from abstract standpoint a citizen of any country may participate in any activities: cultural, scientific, and humanitarian. But nothing happens in the world for no reason especially when such worldwide known persons as Albright, Soros or Havel are concerned. Soros is not a freshman in politics and, I believe, estimations should not be naïve…

Victor Teren, Chairman of the Committee’s Sub-committee, BUT (Yulia Tymoshenko Block) Group:
Current situation in the Crimea to a considerable extent is simply being blown, in particular, by the mass media too. The information misrepresents the reality. For instance, I believe that some of the television channels must be responsible for those broadcasts that were on air right when all this was taking place. Some broadcasts were absolutely specific and failed to represent the things that were in fact happening. We reviewed this matter at the meeting of our Committee. The situation as reported by both Chubarov and Dzhemilev looked quite differently. In essence, those were Crimean Tatars who stood against those “skinhead”, absolute bandits dosed with drugs and so on. And when accusations against Crimean Tatars are voiced willfully, this does not do credit to such mass media as we need no working up of national differences at all… I think that all this has been intentionally timed to Soros’s arrival. For instance, I see nothing bad in the fact that Soros has allegedly influenced the situation in Georgia. If it is true, then God be praised that this happened. As Georgia, finally, will become a normal civilized state and not one as was under the rule of Shevardnadze, the last post-Soviet eternal leader, who has grown old. And Georgia will manifest itself as a normal state and skip across to the European Union as well.  Currently, it receives the biggest assistance from the United States among former Soviet Union republics. And thank goodness.


I do not believe that Soros will be able to somehow influence the situation in Ukraine, in the Crimea. The whole thing is being blown today. They continue intimidating us with the United States of America. God grant the United States, which have purchased not a single factory from us to date, while 80 per cent of Ukrainian capital belongs to Russia, to help us. But they still intimidate us with the United States and Soros. Now back to Soros’s visit to Ukraine… You see, people with us are still looking for some kind of interest in everything. They cannot imagine, for instance, that other persons may work for democracy. When some political movements formed in Ukraine, such as, for example, “Rukh”, its representatives were also accused that they allegedly sold themselves to somebody…  If Soros struggles for principles of world democracy today, it is good. Ant that’s all. It is all the “primitive ‘Medvedchuk-style’ policy” that intimidates us with US. I absolutely disagree with this official line. One day everything will change and people will look at both Ukraine and Soros in a different way.   

Mustafa Dzhemilev, Chairman of Medzhlis Nasha Ukraina (Council of Crimean Tatar People) Group:

The Renaissance Foundation funds several programs in the Crimea, including one related to issue of schoolbooks with Crimean Tatar language of instruction. Approximately 70, possibly even 80 per cent of schoolbooks issued during the whole time of Ukrainian independence have been funded by Soros Foundation. If the Foundation did not exist, those schoolbooks would not be available. I am not aware of any other of its activities within the Crimea. It is true that a meeting between Mr. Soros, Kunitsyn, Deych and me is expected to take place in Yalta on 30th of March. Rumors reached me that the meeting may not take place due to specific political reasons. However, I cannot say for sure whether it will be cancelled. If the meeting does not take place, then, possibly, Soros will not arrive…


As a matter of fact, I am already tired to respond to those conjectures, which come from communist Grach in the first turn that Soros is almost going to carry out a coup in the Crimea. He (Leonid Grach) expressly alleged in his statement that Soros intends to stage revolution with participation of the Medzhlis and associated the same with “Nasha Ukraina” group… That is all such a “mess” that it is simply unrespectable to respond to that person. He (Leonid Grach) has become tangled in lies already. Now as regards political objectives of Soros Foundation… It is difficult to understand for many people, especially those having Soviet way of thinking, how comes that a man does philanthropy for no particular reason. Why does he simply help people and has nothing in return? I do not know, perhaps he is relieved from some kind of taxes in return; however, Soros implements the programs to the benefit democracy and civilization worldwide. As regards some kind of sedition or anything directed against Ukrainian state – I can see nothing of the like at all… 
38

