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RUSSIA AND UKRAINE AFTER VILNIUS SUMMIT
Trying to describe the real equation of Russia - Ukraine relations after Vilnius summit of 2013 is not so simple today, because the last weeks were very complicate and less predictable. In the same time, the lack of predictability makes also to not see the "clear sky of future", and the author of this text must be forgiven for any kind of ideas which will not be fulfilled in the next months and years.
We must underline – developing this paradigm – that the future is completely different from that we may want. In our mind, we want a perfect world, but the reality is different – more or less. We want a clear world, a perfect society, where is no corruption, no crimes and no organized criminality. We want that negotiations must be 100% public and their results must be respected and in complete agreement with international treaties and international human rights and human values.

In last 15 days, the number of articles about Ukraine increased, and we must note the same characteristic about Russia.
For example, today about Ukraine we can find 166,000,000 references on Google; for Russia there are 196,000,000. In the same time, two binoms: Russia – Ukraine mean 977,000,000 references and Russia – Ukraine protests add also 229,000,000 references. At the end, the Russia – Ukraine compatibility means 13,300,000 references.
As we can see, there is a big interest for these relations – maybe the most important relation heritable from the former Soviet Union – and we can find a big diversity of opinions. Even now, for sure, more that 100 articles are published on Internet about these relations – freedom of thinking and freedom of ideas helps us to express and find ideas. Maybe the best human right is the right of free-thinking and writing and is very important also to see how we can protect this freedom against some moguls and institutions who don't like this.

Relations between Russia and Ukraine are not simple to date on history, because Kiev was and still remain the most important town of the beginning for Russia and also for Ukraine, and one of the main battle of Russian history – Kalka – was also on the territory of Ukraine of today.
But for our text is important to note that the main ideas started, in fact, in 1991, when the Soviet Union was broken, after the agreements from the Beloveskaya forest.
In 1991, Ukraine suddenly became independent of Moscow and took an increasingly independent course. However, in the 1990s political change in Ukraine was as much evolutionary as revolutionary. Moreover, while there has been considerable evolution away from strictly Soviet institutions and forms of politics, that evolution has occurred not as a break from those institutions and forms, but as a modification of them. Speaking in 2001, Leonid Kuchma said, “Ukraine virtually lives in accordance with the laws of the former Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic.”

Two examples illustrate this basic theme. First, Ukraine’s Soviet Constitution remained in effect until 1996, when a new one was adopted. While the old Constitution was amended repeatedly between 1991 and 1996, that course of action (amendment of the Soviet Constitution rather than rejection of it) meant that both the process of the amendments, and the overall constitutional framework, continued to be constrained by the Soviet document, which cannot be considered “neutral” in any respect. Even the new 1996 constitution was adopted according to the methods prescribed in the Soviet version
. 
This requirement had important effects on which actors had a say in the process and which did not. This stands in stark contrast to the “roundtable” talks held in some other post-communist societies to open up the political process and to start from scratch in designing post-communist constitutions. 
Second, in part because the Soviet constitution remained in force, the Verkhovna Rada that had been elected under the Soviet regime in 1990 remained in office until 1994. Therefore, in both the institutional form and the personnel inhabiting key positions, there was no break at all in the legislature of Ukraine. It was this group that inhibited many proposed reforms in the early 1990s, and chose not to change the election law for 1994. Those interests continued to obstruct reform or – in a better way – transformations. 
In other words, the decision to retain Soviet institutional forms and personnel after independence in 1991 was not only a decision to change things gradually, but a decision to limit how far the reforms might go. These choices were not made by misguided reformers, but by self-interested actors who were already in power in the late Soviet era. This elite was never ejected from power; the actions of elites of the late Soviet and early post-Soviet era have continued to condition politics in Ukraine.
After adopting fundamental law in 1996, it was started a new kind of politics – and legality for Ukraine. Constitution is the framework of state and society and politicians are forced to respect it more that any other citizens. In fact, corruption is the result of bad behavior of politicians who don't respect laws and Constitution – in the moment when public opinion considers that politicians are the main outlaw people, the result is the separation between citizens and politicians.

The 2002 parliamentary elections and their aftermath helped polarize Ukraine’s political landscape. The blatant use of “administrative resources” and outright fraud clarified the increasingly authoritarian nature of Kuchma’s regime. This helped to galvanize opposition forces behind Viktor Yushchenko, whose performance in the election solidified his status as leader of the opposition.
Late that year, the Melnychenko tapes – the same corruption – further undermined Kuchma’s standing, when it was revealed that he had approved the sale of Kolchuga passive radar systems to Iraq. While it appears in retrospect that the weapons were never delivered, the revelation set the U.S. government, previously rather tolerant of Kuchma’s behavior, firmly against him. It also solidified the perception in Ukraine that Kuchma was gathering power not for the purpose of building the state, but to enrich his friends. 

By early 2004, two major uncertainties dominated Ukrainian politics. First, what would the “party of power” do against Yushchenko? Many suspected that Kuchma would find a way to avoid the constitutional two-term limit. An opinion was obtained from the Constitutional Court stating that, since Kuchma’s first term had begun before the 1996 constitution was adopted, Kuchma’s first term did not “count.” Ultimately, however, Kuchma chose not to run, and instead put forth Prime Minister Viktor Yanukovych, former governor of Donetsk Oblast
. 
A second issue that dominated the early maneuvering was an attempt to revise the constitution to substantially reduce the powers of the presidency. In May 2004, the parliament voted on a proposal to amend the constitution to transfer many of the president’s powers to the prime minister. For Yushchenko and his supporters, the plan was an obvious effort to get the presidency in anticipation that Yushchenko would soon win that office. It was also feared that an enhanced prime minister’s position would become an alternate means for Kuchma to extend his rule (with no term limit). The motion attracted the support not only of many of the pro-Kuchma factions, but also of the communists and socialists, both of which had long supported a shift to a parliamentary system. For the communists, this would represent a return of power to the soviets (councils), a long-held tenet of their ideology
.

However, despite all this support, a small number of deputies from the “party of power,” surprisingly, defected, narrowly defeating the measure. These defections may have stemmed from Yanukovych, who assumed that he would win the presidency, and could not have been any more pleased than Yushchenko at the prospect of reducing its powers. With this bill defeated, and a very strong presidency on the line, the campaign intensified.
At the end, we remember what it was: Yushchenko won the presidency and form the first time western direction was more considered in Ukrainian politics. The elections was marked also by a very interesting moment: president Vladimir Putin come to Kiev to support prime-minister Yanukovych, he spent two days in Kyiv the week before the first round, explicitly endorsing Yanukovych and appearing along aside him at a military parade. 
But the politics after 2004 was not so good – in economy and parliament as well. The leaders were in a continuous fight one against each other and the result was a different perception of their ideas. In fact, is was again a new mistake of politicians: they can accept and enhance good ideas for their society, but after a while their behavior compromise any good idea adopted. In a continuous competition for votes, they adopt ideas, tactics and strategies, but the fulfillment is not at the perfect level. At the end: politicians are out of parliament and their ideas are on the third level of implementation – the society makes the connection between politicians and ideas – but not all the ideas are bad or worse.

In February 2010 it was the time for a new president: Viktor Yanukovych. He is just a simple person, without much intellectual profile, and this was not good – the lack of this profile is not able to convince population about the best intentions. It is quite obvious for all citizens that the person who was send in jail for a while is trustless – and his behavior confirmed this, because the corruption increase and the social reaction come. In fact, for any normal analyst, the protest against him was expected – only the moment was not known.
Just few ideas about corruption in Ukraine are significant for what are the results of Viktor Yanukovych internal politics: 
A)
 When Viktor Yanukovych came to power in 2010, he announced that preparations for football’s Euro 2012 would be one of his priorities. And the main source of funding for the championship was to be his country’s exchequer. Money that could have been used to build hospitals would go instead to stadiums and motorways.

The first thing built by the state owned road construction company was a mini motorway on the outskirts of Kyiv. In a country whose roads generally resemble tank ranges, the appearance of a highway with a beautifully smooth surface was bound to attract attention. Official sources hastened to explain that it was built as part of the preparations for Euro 2012.

The only thing is that the road is not part of any transport network linking Ukraine with Europe. Officials used money destined for Euro 2012 to build instead a road linking the capital with Mezhyhirya, President Yanukovych’s private residence, which has become the symbol of Ukrainian corruption in high places.
In Yanukovych’s final weeks as Prime Minister, his government illegally privatized Mezhyhiriya. No money was paid to the state for its sale; instead, a couple of semi- derelict buildings in Kyiv were handed over in return (they have continued to fall down ever since).

Mezhyhiriya, meanwhile, was acquired, without any competitive tendering process, by a Donetsk company called ‘MedInvestTraid’, which immediately resold it and a few years later filed for bankruptcy. Was someone covering their tracks?

In 2009, after an unsuccessful bid to create a political alliance with Viktor Yanukovych, Yulia Tymoshenko tried to return Mezhyhiriya to state ownership, but nothing came of it. MPs from Yanukovych’s party removed all the documents relating to the sale from the government departments involved.

Viktor Yanukovych spent his entire working life as a government official, and his wife is a pensioner. Before he was elected president he received a Ukrainian MP’s salary, equivalent to up to $2,000 a month. He has no official income to explain this level of expenditure. To buy one door for his residence for $64,000, he would have had to put by three years’ worth of salary, without even allowing for living expenses. 
Admittedly, Yanukovych’s latest tax return put his income somewhat higher. It turns out that last year, on top of his salary, he received $2,000,000 from a Donetsk publisher for an as yet unpublished, and indeed unwritten, book of memoirs. Given that his previous foray into literature was a fiasco – he was accused of plagiarism and the book removed from the shelves – it is not surprising that this large fee was immediately interpreted as a means of laundering the president’s shadier sources of income. 
In Ukraine, which occupies 152-nd place (out of 182) in global corruption listings, such facts about Yanukovych do not even raise an eyebrow. Corruption is endemic in the whole power vertical, from traffic policeman to government minister. 
B)
 Corruption is a widespread and growing problem in Ukrainian society. In 2012's Transparency International Corruption Perceptions Index Ukraine was ranked 144th out of the 176 countries investigated (tied with Bangladesh, Cameroon, Central African Republic, and Syria). Back in 2007 Ukraine had taken 118th place (179 countries investigated that year). 
Ernst & Young (in 2012) put Ukraine among the three most corrupted nations of the world together with Colombia and Brazil. 
Bribes are given to ensure that public services are delivered either in time or at all. Ukrainians stated they give bribes because they think it is customary and expected. Some of the biggest bribes involve more than 1 billion US$. According to a 2008 Management Systems International (MSI) sociological survey, the highest corruption levels were found in vehicle inspection (57.5%), the police (54.2%), health care (54%), the courts (49%) and higher education (43.6%). On June 8, 2011 Viktor Yanukovych stated that corruption costs the state budget USD 2.5 billion in revenues annually and that through corrupt dealings in public procurement 10% to 15% (USD 7.4 billion) of the state budget "ends up in the pockets of officials".
According to the United States Agency for International Development (USAID), the main causes of corruption in Ukraine are a weak justice system and an over-controlling non-transparent government combined with business-political ties and a weak civil society. Corruption is regularly discussed in the Ukrainian media. 
Ukrainian media, particularly the Ukrayinska Pravda, regularly unveil a millionaire lifestyle of Ukrainian politicians and publica servants, utterly contradictive to their declared official incomes.

	Year
	Ranking
	Corruption Perception Index Score
	Confidence Range
	Standard Deviation
	Surveys Used

	1998
	69 of 85
	2.8
	
	1.6
	6

	1999
	75 of 99
	2.6
	
	1.4
	10

	2001
	83 of 91
	2.1
	
	1.1
	6

	2002
	85 of 102
	2.4
	
	0.7
	6

	2003
	106 of 133
	2.3
	
	0.6
	10

	2004
	122 of 146
	2.2
	2.0–2.4
	
	10

	2005
	107 of 158
	2.6
	2.4–2.8
	
	8

	2006
	99 of 163
	2.8
	2.5–3.0
	
	6

	2007
	118 of 179
	2.7
	2.4–3.0
	
	7

	2008
	134 of 180
	2.5
	2.0–2.8
	
	8

	2009
	146 of 180
	2.2
	2.0–2.6
	
	8

	2010
	134 of 178
	2.4
	2.1–2.6
	
	8

	2011
	152 of 183
	2.3
	2.1–2.5
	
	10

	2012
	144 of 176
	2.6
	2.4–2.9
	
	8


With these kind of results, the public reaction is inevitable. The moment was considered by the summit of Vilnius, from the end of 2013. 
In fact, in 2013 president Yanukovych takes a change of direction. He understood that is impossible for him to be re-elected easily and he was forced to see that some other countries are now in better position, just because they opened a good relation with EU.

In this case, he knows that less than 60 countries can be visited with a Ukrainian passport and he wanted to distribute the internal political pressure to other countries, because in that moment young generation will support him just for this development of travel and the other citizens will profit too (because a big number of Ukrainians will start to work inside EU countries, and their money will come to internal economy).

But this process was not well controlled, because he forget two main ideas of 21st century: first: the rule of law must be implement in any country – and for this selective justice is forbidden – and second: European unions means a better and efficient economy. For this he must be considered guilty to not prepare his party and also his country. Why this? Because inside European Union you want to enter – so, you must accept the rules made before by other UE members, and you cannot bring inside EU your own rules (especially about corruption).

In that moment, he forgot to look of his country maps
:
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The second map is just the salary map and also is a map of industry. In this case, to not prepare population for what it will be is a great mistake, and it was easy to speculate this fact.
Because, in the same time, the public debt of Ukraine is big and to be paid it is necessary to have money. Cynically speaking, EU wanted to help president Yanukovych to be a promoter of integration, but before his second elections as president. Or, this thing was just a mistake.

Russia was the only state which offer some money as a loan – but we know that any loan must be paid too. In fact, even Russia helped today Ukraine to solve some problems, is impossible to do necessary economic reforms for Ukrainian government. Russia offered the help, but this help is like a help inside brothers, but not like a help for son.

In this second case, the son is much more protected and in many cases the money are not ask to be send back. And is a pragmatic vision from Moscow: we can help our brothers, but we cannot defend them always, because that means we give our money for others: this money is not use by us (Russians) for national development, but they are given to others, just to solve their problems. In fact, on this moment Russian money was just a palliative, because the problems still exists and the economic reform must be done, no matter the help of other states.
What was very bad and the biggest mistake: the violent protests. In fact, every politician must know that any kind of peaceful protest can be accepted, but not the violent one, because the final result is not easy to be guessed and blood ask more blood – today and tomorrow.

In the moment when violent protests started, the map
 of Ukraine was like this: 
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After few days, the map
 was like here: 
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These kinds of maps offer a different perspective for the relations of Russia with Ukraine, because all these maps must be considered as dangerous map for all Ukrainian neighbors. In the same time, all EU diplomats continue to say that Ukraine can still join to European Union.
In this moment, the best answer for the question: which will be the relations between Russia and Ukraine after Vilnius summit is: EXPECT the RESULT of PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS in Ukraine.

If the protests were just a peaceful expression of democracy, the violence was not a solution. But we must note that violence is not a solution mainly for government, because inside the higher lever of power structure everyone will understand that population is ready to not accept and to fight. And they will ask: when the number of people ready to fight will increase 25% of population, are we able to resist on power?

Internal political divisions coupled with its difficult economic situation are now pushing Ukraine to the brink of collapse. Throughout its entire post-Soviet history, Ukraine's economy has only grown worse. For example, Ukraine's gross domestic product in 2013 was only 84 percent of its size in 1992. Apart from the bankrupt state of Somalia, no other country in the world has a smaller economy now than it did 20 years ago
.
Despite being a large country of 46 million people, Ukraine's economy is about the same as Romania, population 21 million, and the Czech Republic, population 10 million. In addition, two-thirds of Ukraine's exports come from just two cities in eastern Ukraine: Donetsk and Dnepropetrovsk. The rest of the country lives in conditions of economic collapse. When the Soviet Union and Eastern bloc collapsed 25 years ago, Ukraine and Poland had similar economies and per capita gross domestic products. Today, Poland's GDP of $483 billion is almost triple that of Ukraine's $174 billion. Per capita GDP in Poland is $20,600 based on purchasing power parity, while Ukraine's is just $7,300. And those are figures from 2012. The situation in Ukraine has only worsened since then
.
Russia has signed off on $15 billion in financial assistance to Kiev and already paid $5 billion of that sum. That money will at least postpone Ukraine's economic default, but it will not solve the systemic problems in the country's economy and failing government institutions.

In this equation, when economy is down and protests are violent, why Russia should adopt a new style of its diplomacy to Ukraine? It is much better to expect more and to let Ukraine to become more mature. A "mature person" is the supreme level of personality and this means that it is able to play in Champions League. For a state, it is quite the same.

Understanding these problems, it is better for Russia and all neighbors of Ukraine to expect a bit more, because the keys of Eastern Europe future (map and economic paradigm) are today – even we don't like to believe this – on Kiev streets. 
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