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General characteristics. Ukrainian media have entered the beginning of the presidential  electoral campaign associated with increased media activity of politicians. As a result, increasing direct and indirect pressure on journalists and editors of mass media, the high number of “customer-ordered” articles and TV broadcasts, defamation is more and more present in the information space in favor of politicians who pay to the loyal journalists.

The situation is worsened by the economic crisis, which turned into the decrease of wages of journalists and many wage non-payments. The crisis has forced media owners to return to the shadow economy, to close media companies and to fire thousands of journalists. Today the media market in Ukraine is full of experienced journalists who are seeking jobs in other sectors of the economy.

Censorship. Central government censorship in the form in which it was during President Kuchma in 2001-2004 does not exist any more. There are abuses by the officials of a different rank, using their official position, which may require the media to cover certain topics in certain ways, but it happens mostly in the local media in small cities, belonging to the local government bodies.

The pressure of owners of media companies and intervention into the work of journalists continues, resulting in the advice to cover different topics in more loyal or negative way. Most owners of the media in Ukraine have political interests and partially implement them through the media. The impact on the country's leading television channels is a real struggle between the head of the government and opposition representatives. An example of that is the scandal associated with the change of the top-management of leading Ukrainian TV channel Inter, which used to criticize the government and to support opposition politicians, in September, 2009. Owners or their representatives have the decisive word in the adjustment of the editorial and personnel policy in the media.

The state also puts the indirect pressure on the media by the monitoring bodies, including the National Commission for the protection of public morals, the National Council on Television and Radio, and State Committee on Television and Radio which is a subordinate body to the regional state broadcasting companies.

Economic self-sufficiency of the media companies. Most of the Ukrainian media is donation-orientated, and the number of such media is increasing because of the advertising market's fall by 40% for the first half of 2009 compared to same period in 2008. The exception is major television and FM-radio stations that, even depend on the owner, are still a profitable business. The main donors for the media are Ukrainian businessmen and state and local budgets. This grant nature of media has led to mass layoffs in the media during a crisis and the closure of many television projects and programs. 

Transparency of ownership. On December 10, 2008 Ministry of Justice has opened access to the State Register of print media and news agencies. At the website http:// dzmi.informjust.ua everybody can obtain the following information: the series and number of registration, registration date, type of publication, information about the founders. This information is still not enough to make a complete picture of the owners of Ukrainian media companies. In particular, owners of leading Ukrainian TV channels, according to the documents, are offshore companies, so it's difficult to determine who actually owns them. Ukrainian media market remains translucent. 

Pressure cases on journalists. In 2009, the number of cases of violence against journalists increased. Obviously, this can be attributed to the impunity of the violators  by the police, prosecutors and courts. Most loud cases include the following:

· In early January 2009 somebody had set fire to the door of.the former owner of the newspaper “Saturday Post" (Lviv) Rustam Kurbanov.  Few weeks before this incident unknown people had beaten Kurbanov.

· February 16, 2009 unknown people detonated a car of Valery Vorotnyk, the journalist and owner of Media Group "Antenna" (Cherkasy). 

· March 16, 2009 unknown people had beaten Anatoly Ulyanov, the journalist and art critic, editor of the site "Prosa" (Kyiv), who actively criticized the activities of the National Expert Committee on protection of public morals.

· April 24, 2009 unknown shot into the box office lead channel ATV (Odessa) Gregory Kvasnyuk, a leading analytical program "Truth", which frequently criticizes the city and central government.

Obstacles in implementing responsibilities. Journalists are increasingly often hindered in their professional activities. Attempts to create different barriers in accessing information are made not only by officials or politicians but also by private organizations. The loudest event, which is widely discussed, is the use of tear gas by the guard of KP "Kiev Pharmacy" company against the cameraman of the "Closed zone" programme (24 June 2009), when journalists tried to record a stand-up on the background of the administrative building of the company. The same day, on June 24, representative of the Passenger river agency damaged the STB television reporter's TV camera, which was to film the ship, where the drowning of a boy occurred lately. On September 18, 2009 the UNIAN agency photographer Vitaly Danilchenko was beaten in New Kachovka. During the raider's attack at the "Tauria" plant his camera was smashed, also concussion was caused to him. 

Protection of journalists' rights in court. Most of the journalists rarely come to court in cases when the violation of their rights takes place, because they do not believe in justice and do not consider it worth their time to be spent on. The rest of the journalists simply do not know how to do it. The cases that reach the court are not always resolved in favor of journalists.

In January 2009 there was a dismissed case, started in 2006 on the topic of violation of rights of privacy of Donetsk journalist Aliona Kochkina. Unknown persons were recording video for this journalist, and then attacked her apartment, but investigation failed to find the culprits.

In April 2009 the Kyiv Prosecutor's Office made an attempt to close another high-profile cases "in the absence of crime", which was the attack on the STB TV crew, involving a suspected former parliament deputy Oleg Kalashnikov in it. The investigation was resumed only after journalists protests.

Journalistic work of NGOs. Several existing organizations provide various kinds of assistance of journalists, including legal, in advancing their rights in Ukraine. Kyiv independent media trade union is the most active amongst them. This organization is useful to journalists now in a period when for various (including economical) reasons various media projects are closed, when there is a mass dismissal of people, often without the proper payment and validation. The main bother of the work of these organizations is the low level of solidarity in the journalist environment.

Ukrainian media work in the devastated atmosphere of trust. This imposes the journalists' work, as well as the work of organizations responding to the violations of the professional standards and ethics. In particular, the Journalist ethics committee is working. But its conclusions and decisions in conflict situations, unfortunately, are not credible in the journalistic environment. The environment does not have such undeniable moral authority, which it can be trusted. Half-freedom work conditions (including pressure of the owners and the worsening economic situation) is not conducive to the consolidation of professional ethics and professional standards.

Access to official information. Journalists have a limited access to the information from the authorities and public institutions. Press releases that are distributed to the media and official government sites are usually outdated or do not contain much value for journalists. The officials, while working with media, do not take into account the time factor that is especially important for television, daily newspapers and online-media: the journalists' queries can be answered after a few weeks, and the information is needed today. The comments are often provided directly by the press office, refusing to arrange access to speakers and experts from different departments, which may explain the information in more detailed way .

The state bodies categorically refuse e-mail correspondence, requiring requests by mail. Officials often refuse to comment on the conflict or resonant situation.

Legislation concerning media. Ukrainian legislation on mass media needs to be adapted to new realms, taking into account the rapid development of new media: on-line-newspapers, internet TV, internet radio, etc. Ukraine is quite behind in the understanding of the current trends in the information sphere.

Negative information. Instead of upgrading the actual laws, the MP's propose restricting free speech by amending the Constitution of Ukraine. The draft of Constitution contained such proposals offered by the two largest parliamentary factions PR (Yanukovich) and BUT (Tymoshenko), and these proposals were published in “The Mirror of the Week "in May, 2009. In particular, Article 34-1 of the project dealt with the fact that "the use of media for disinformation of society and anticonstitutional purposes is not permitted and is punishable by law, and the media, who disseminate such information, should be denied a license (permission certificate) by the court without the right of renovation”. Is was not clearly defined what is the meaning of “disinformation of society” and “anticonstitutional purposes”. The fact that Ukrainian politicians started thinking about how to limit free speech threatens a return to similar initiatives.

Positive issues. At the end of May 2009 parliament adopted a decree "About ensuring the activity of mass media in pre-election period in 2009”. According to this document, the Cabinet of ministries should stop control checks of the media by  the monitoring services during the time of the Presidential election campaign in Ukraine.

Forecast for 2010. According to our estimates, the pressure and the desire to control the media in 2010 will be increasing. This will be a summoning issue of the attitude of politicians to the media and the consequences of economic crisis on the Ukrainian media market.

In the political environment, the media is still perceived as a means of propaganda and agitation. Moreover, the idea that freedom can be sacrificed today for the restoring of the country's order, stability and overcoming of the crisis effects is popular over there.

Economic crisis and the falling of wages makes the journalists seek for the possibilities to sell their loyalty to politicians and businessmen, thus enhancing the level of corruption in the Ukrainian media. Journalism initiatives to encourage colleagues to work honestly do not receive support of the majority of neither journalists nor the owners of the media and politicians.

The professional level of journalists is downgrading, because only those who agree to earn less remain in the profession, and more qualified people go into other businesses.

Ukrainian journalism has been and remains a mirror of Ukrainian society. Radical change for better in the media field should be expected only in conjunction with the   structural reforms in the economy, the fight with the corruption, the change of the ruling elite people who will realize the value of freedom and respect the work of the truly independent journalists.
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