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January 21, 2008

On December 15, 2007, the Association of Rusyn Organizations in Transcarpathia (Soim Podkarpats’kykh Rusynov) issued a Declaration together  with a Preamble and an Attachment entitled, “On the 62nd Anniversary . . . . of the Act of Annexation”. The World Council of Rusyns considers these documents  a dangerous provocation directed against the present political order in Europe and against the interests of the Carpatho-Rusyn people living in Ukraine (Transcarpathia) and in neighboring countries.

The Soim proclaims  itself a national parliament, and in the Preamble and Declaration it states: that independent Ukraine has no “legitimate” right to rule Transcarpathia; that for sixteen years  Ukraine has carried out a policy of  “ethnocide against Rusyn people”; that in Transcarpathia there is a real possibility for “ethnic conflict”; and that Russia and the European Union should function as guarantors  for resolving the “Rusyn question.”


One must ask who elected the Soim, which proclaims itself a “national parliament”? No one. 

And as for the charge of ethnocide? There exist today in Transcarpathia Rusyn-language publications, school classes (with nearly 900 pupils), and legally functioning Rusyn civic and cultural organizations, including those associated with the Soim. No one has been imprisoned, killed, or tortured for being a Rusyn. At the present time, some of the leading figures in the Ukraine’s central government, administration, and courts are natives of Transcarpathia. The charge of ethnocide is therefore absurd.

The Soim’s further suggestion that there may occur ethnic conflict in Transcarpathia is in complete contrast to the historic and present-day reality, according to which Rusyns have always lived in harmony  with their neighbors who may be of another national background. Hence,  any talk of possible ethnic conflict is an insult to Rusyns who in nationality and linguistic matters have always been known for their tolerance and respect for others.


Russia as a guarantor for resolving the Rusyn question? Who in Europe would ever consider the present Russian regime headed by President Putin to be an appropriate guarantor for human rights and democracy? The present Russian regime, like its Soviet predecessor, is hardly an appropriate model for Carpatho-Rusyns or for any people in Europe. Considering the present political constellation of independent Ukraine, to call on the assistance of Russia (and to issue documents in the Russian language) is clearly an act of deliberate provocation on the part of the Soim against the government of the country in which its members live and function. 

The  content of the attachment to the Soim’s Declaration and Preamble is even worse. The Attachment speaks of a “Kosovo scenario”  as the “only solution” for Transcarpathia. It therefore calls for the creation of a “sovereign state” that is not part of  “any other state.” The proposed state in Transcarpathia should have its own army, it should construct  a “Great Carpathian  Wall” to separate it from the rest of Ukraine, and it should adopt Rusyn and Russian  as its official languages. Finally, citizenship in a future “independent Transcarpathia” would be “reserved only for the indigenous inhabitants and their relatives by marriage.” And how is one to determine indigenousness? The author  of the Attachment proposes the creation of  a lustration commission  to investigate each individual in order to determine whether he or she has ancestors living a minimum four generations in Transcarpathia. Perhaps the Soim’s proposed  “lustration commission” will carry out individual blood tests as well? 
Proposals such as the above clearly reflect fascist and racist ideas, and they have no place in twenty-first-century Europe or anywhere.

In present-day post-Communist Europe, individuals and organizations have  the freedom to put forth  a wide variety of ideas and goals, even if they may be extremist and reprehensible. The Soim of Subcarpathian Rusyns also has the freedom to do so. It is not acceptable, however, when they issue documents signed by a member of the World Council of Rusyns.
The World Council of Rusyns categorically rejects the extremist content and dissociates itself entirely from the Declaration, Preamble, and Attachment issued on December 15, 2007 by the Soim of Subcarpathian Rusyns. The World Council will also seek to establish whether the above-mentioned documents were approved by all organizations who are members of the Soim, or only by those organizations whose chairmen signed the Declaration. Upon receipt of such information, it will also consider whether the Soim may continue to represent Ukraine in the World Congress of Rusyns. 
Prof. dr. Paul Robert Magocsi,
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