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On 28 May 2014, within the Expert meetings series “Reforms Agenda for Ukraine”, the Ukrainian Think Tanks Liaison 

Office in Brussels, in cooperation with the Brussels-based Wilfried Martens Centre for European Studies, held a 

discussion on the results of the Presidential elections in Ukraine of 25 May 2014 and their impact on the domestic 

and foreign policies of Ukraine. The event attracted about 90 participants – representatives of think tanks and 

political foundations, EU officials, diplomats from EU Member States and journalists.     

Representatives of the co-organisers of the event welcomed the participants. Tomi Huhtanen, Director of the 

Martens Centre, greeted the participants and emphasised the importance of the Presidential elections in Ukraine. 

The moderator of the discussion Ambassador Salome Samadashvili, Visiting Fellow at the Martens Centre, noted 

that the objective of this event was to offer a broad picture of Ukraine after the Presidential elections to the Brussels 

audience. Olena Prystayko, Head of the Ukrainian Think Tanks Liaison Office in Brussels, thanked the Martens Centre 

for co-organising the event, presented the aims and objectives of the Office and confirmed that the Office would 

continue its efforts to cover the domestic processes in Ukraine in Brussels.  

Olha Ajvazovska, Head of the Board, OPORA Civic Network, focused her presentation on the procedural aspects of 

the elections, the validity of the results and the success of Ukraine in passing the democracy test while holding 

elections in such a difficult situation. She underlined that the fact that the president was elected in the first round 

and received the majority of votes in all regions of Ukraine confirmed the absence of a division in the country and 

the high public trust in Poroshenko, who now has all chances to unite and stabilize the country. She noted that, 

according to OPORA observation, the elections were fair and in compliance with the Ukrainian legislation and 



international standards and that OPORA parallel count matched the official results. The main problem of these 

elections was the fact that they took place in times of a terrorist threat in Lugansk and Donetsk provinces. Ukraine 

has passed a democracy test. The positive conclusions of the international election observation missions, the high 

turnout of Ukrainian citizens and the calm nature of the election process in the times of hardship added arguments 

in favour of a democratic and fair nature of the elections. 

Ambassador Ana Palacio, the former Foreign Minister of Spain 

and co-chair of the election observation delegation of the 

National Democratic Institute (USA) (the other co-chair – 

former Secretary of State Madeleine Albright), reported her 

impressions and observations from the elections. In her 

opinion, in contrast to the elections after the Orange 

Revolution, this time Ukrainians voted with their minds, not 

with their heart. She was impressed that, regardless of the 

unrest in the East of Ukraine, the elections were held in a 

normal, routine spirit. She felt that people who came to vote 

were proud with the gained possibility to freely choose their 

president. She noted that attitudes towards the new President, elected with a majority throughout the entire 

country, were rational: people do not expect him to do miracles, but rather demand him to deliver on the 

undertaken commitments. She ended with a remark that elections in Ukraine took place in accordance with 

European and international democratic standards. Today, the EU and the USA should work together to support 

Ukraine. The EU should confirm its commitment to its own values and principles and support Ukraine in this difficult 

for Ukraine times. 

Svitlana Kononchuk, Head of the Democratization 

Programme, Ukrainian Center for Independent Political 

Research, stated that the elections legitimised the demands 

of Euromaidan: fair competition, freedom of speech, no 

corruption. Thanks to these elections, Ukraine made a step 

towards a more balanced political system. Under the new 

Constitution, the newly elected president does not have the 

super-powers, which Yanukovych had and which eventually 

led to his downfall. At the same time, she noted, Ukraine has 

not yet freed itself from the oligarchic nature of power, 

despite the positive developments. These developments 

relate to the realisation by Ukrainian oligarchs of the need for democracy as a mechanism of defence against a 

super-powerful actor, like Yanukovych at the time of his rule, who could abuse his power to deprive them of their 

properties. Therefore, the oligarchs today do not wish to restore authoritarian tendencies. In her opinion, 

Poroshenko will try to secure a majority in the Parliament that would allow him to carry out the planned reforms. 

She thinks that the early Parliamentary elections should be held as soon as possible, while high levels of popular trust 

in the President persist and while political parties representative of public hopes and expectations have a chance to 

be elected. If these elections do not take place in the said timeframe, the return of the old political actors and the 

restoration of the political system of the past are possible. A general consolidation of the society and public support 

for reforms are needed. 



Oleksandr Solontay, Head of the Programme of Applied 

Politics at the Institute of Political Education, said that, 

although Poroshenko is a “classical” oligarch, he has all 

chances of becoming a European politician. This is possible 

not because Poroshenko himself strives for this, but because 

the recent events in Ukraine increased social demands 

towards politicians. The society has no infatuation with the 

new President, it formulates its demands. The demand to 

stop the war is the first and the most urgent one. To 

implement the reforms, the President needs a parliamentary 

majority. Social control, in his opinion, is a precondition for 

the implementation of reforms. This is where Ukraine’s civil society and the EU can be partners. The structure of 

Ukrainian economy indeed remains oligarchic. Ukraine needs to renew both the political and the economic systems. 

Olena Prystayko, reporting on the impact of the presidential elections on 

the foreign policy of Ukraine, noted that while positive developments may 

be expected in Ukraine’s relations with the EU, one should not expect 

positive changes in Russia’s position towards Ukraine. Indeed, in relations 

with the EU, Ukraine has an opportunity of faster progress. The signature 

and beginning of proper implementation of the Association Agreement, 

advancement on the visa liberalisation track and EU assistance to Ukraine 

on the reforms – this is a minimum that the parties should implement 

already this year. This will facilitate stabilisation and development of 

Ukraine. On the part of Russia, one should not expect a better attitude 

towards Ukraine. There is a fundamental reason for this: President Putin 

cannot allow Ukraine to be successful in democratic reforms. The success 

of Ukraine would mean a failure of his own internal policy, the possibility 

of losing control over his own population: if Ukrainians succeed in their 

fight for freedom and the right to choose, then other peoples in the post-

Soviet space, including the Russians, can do this. Therefore, she expects 

Russia to use the usual, as well as the novel leverage tools towards the 

new President of Ukraine: attempts to corrupt the president through 

participation in old gas deals, blackmail with Crimea, continued military aggression and destabilisation in the East of 

Ukraine, continued obstruction of Ukraine’s integration into Western politico-economic and military unions, 

attempts to split up the country through an imposed narrative of federalisation, which in practice means 

“feudalisation”, of Ukraine. She called upon the Western partners to consolidate and reinforce their support to 

Ukraine. 

The following discussion addressed the questions of reform priorities in Ukraine, participation of the civil society and 

expert community in the reform processes, the position of Ukraine on solving the Transnistria crisis and the status of 

Crimea. 

*** 

The next event of Ukrainian Think Tanks Liaison Office in Brussels will take place on 18 June 2014 and will be 

devoted to the joint efforts of Ukraine’s authorities and expert community in the process of initiating and 

implementing the priority reforms. 


