In a generally sociological sense, the youth is the most capable part of the population. It differs from other demographic groups by the greater obsession, cohesion, mobility, and release from the dogma of totalitarian consciousness, faster learns everything new, perspective1, its consciousness and the lifestyle is less weighed by the negative traditions, stereotypes of mentality and psychology.
Regarding the age, that allows to treat the person to the youth category, there is no a single designated canon. Thus, in the UN statistics, UNESCO defines the youth as the part of population, who is 15-24 years old, in the EU materials – 15-25 years old. In the legislation of independent Ukraine the term “youth” is regulated by the Law of Ukraine “On Promoting Social Formation and Development of Youth in Ukraine”, that determines the youth age of 14-35 years (before the contribution of amendments to the Law in March 2004, this limitation was till the level 28 years)2.
In this article we use 15-29 age limit, that was defined by the Soviet legislation and the legislation of many countries-satellites3. 
Thus, in 1983 the share of youth in Ukrainian SSR was 31,9% of the total number of the republic population, in 1987 – 30,2%4, in 1989 and 1990 – 21,1%5. The share of young people among the population of the countries of the Eastern and Central Europe shows the table#2.









Table#2

The share of the young people in the structure of a society in countries of Eastern and Central Europe6
	Country
	Date of the submitted information
	Number,
thousands of people
	%

	Poland
	30.06.1985
	8564
	23

	Czechoslovakia
	01.07.1984
	3327
	21,5

	Romania
	01.07.1984
	5122
	22,6

	Bulgaria
	01.07.1985
	1819
	20,3

	Hungary
	01.07.1985
	2134
	20,0


The youth always was, still is and will continue to be the specific social group, characterized by the searching of itself and its place in the society, uncompromising, intolerance, straightforwardness, maximalism. At all times the young generation gives off from their surroundings those people, who are dissatisfied by the current regime, those, who are fighting against everything old, conservative7. So, it is natural, that the sprouts of democratization firstly emerged in the sensitive to the changes youth surrounding.
Under the liberalization of social and political life, during the period of realignment throughout the “real socialism” area, the critical statements of the separate representatives about the Soviet electoral system, newspapers, mass media are strengthening; the information about the lifestyle in the West, youth interest by foreign attributes and symbolic, things, that are made in the West, western musical production in “rock” and “punk” style, the songs of immigrants are spreading among the young people.
The term “nonconformist” was confirmed in the official Soviet-party press of the realignment period, which is meant “the working, urban, including students, youth with the recusant disposition, the way of activity and the relations in it, contradict norm of the behavior and the socialist way of life”8. It was considered that the emergence of “nonconformists” – is the result of “the western ideology and culture influence”, which has no connection to the “internal situation in Ukraine”.
The demonstration of the tempestuous growth of the youth activity was observed by all over the world during the resonant action of students’ starvation in Ukraine in 1990 and the youth participation in anti-totalitarian revolutions in countries of the Eastern and Central Europe in 1989.

The evidence and, in the same time, one of the consequences of increasing the youth critical awareness and its potential opposition was the collapse of monopoly system of the communist organizations all over the Soviet space.
In Ukraine, as in the all countries of Soviet-style, the multilevel structures of the komsomol were officially recognized as the form of social and political activity of the young people, they incarnated the administrative-command system of the functioning the youth movement. During the Soviet times, the monopoly on the presentation of the youth interests in the state was legislatively fixed by the Komsomol. 

The Komsomol organization, as a part of the general ideological system, carried the great influence on the forming the youth consciousness. Here it is the description of this process by the 21-year-old dissident from Kharkiv Yurij Dzyuba in the letter to the Ministry of Internal Deals of Soviet Union with the request to be dismissed from the USSR (1971): “The conscious life of the young man in the USSR begins from the moment his joining the All-Union Leninist Communist Youth Union (Komsomol), that is – approximately at the age of 15.  Just in this age I joined the All-Union Leninist Communist Youth Union. It is worth to notice that the Komsomol (as, ultimately, the pioneers) accepts truly all young people. The smallest vacillation during the accession, and moreover – the refusal on the accession, is strongly repressed by administrative measures. It has a great influence to the impressionable psychics of the young man, and he, having no possibility to oppose these measures, in many cases obeys the will of the direction. From this moment begins the formation of the person, who completely subordinates to the leaders’ designations, the person, who perceives these designations as a clear coin, without the critical approach, the person with the psychology of the ideological slave. The questions at the Komsomol meetings are discussed only those, which do not require any solution. Here, all are voting unanimously, with the calm conscience. Gradually, it becomes a habit. I don’t remember the meeting, where anybody were abstaining from the voting or voted against the decision.”9
Gradually, the large gap was formed between the activity and behavior of Komsomol staff and the requests of ordinary Komsomols. That is why, the questioning among the readers of the newspaper “Komsomol Truth”, conducted in early 1989, only the 6% of the union members claimed that their thought influence on the situation in Komsomol organization, other thought that they do not see any influence, or it is very small. The lack of democracy in Komsomol organization has led to the situation, when many Komsomol “leaders” began to look down upon to the electoral asset and especially, to the ordinary members of the Komsomol.
The rapid fall of the Union authority in the youth surrounding at the end of 1980 conditioned by the default historical and ideological image of the organization, the absence of the independent civil position, that was one of the consequences of the system “party mentality” of Leninist Communist Youth Union of Ukraine. In recognition of its official representatives, in autumn 1989, the organization stood “on the border of political youth mistrust and perhaps already beyond this border”11. The analysis of the structures of Leninist Communist Youth Union of Ukraine, participated in the election campaign in spring 1989, clearly evidenced inflexibility of these structures for the new realities of social and political life, the youth indifference to this organization. The most primary Komsomol centers do not take part in the agitation for its candidates.
These processes were characterized also for the countries of the “real socialism”. For example, in Czechoslovakia in mid-80’s only 39 % of the young people positively assessed the work of primary organizations of the Socialist Youth Union according to the working and studying places. For comparison: in the late 70’s such views were followed by more than 50%12.   

The mass organizations of youth movement, which were controlled by the ruling communist parties, in the late 80’s has lost most of its members and monopoly status of the youth representatives.
The crisis in the governmental youth organizations in the countries of the “real socialism”, that, as in the Leninist Communist Youth Union of Ukraine, was linked with those crisis processes, which took place in the totalitarian system in general. The unification of the youth unions, which has held in the soviet societies for a long time, the striving to the comprehensiveness (both in number and direction of activity) were not given the opportunity to represent all the different interest of the youth, that inevitably lead to the formalism, bureaucracy, alienation from the youth, in whose interests these organizations were created. That is why, there was a problem of inefficiency of the centralized model of the hardly governmental youth organizations almost in all socialistic countries, with varying degrees of acuity.
Naturally, in parallel with the fall of the single possible state structures of the youth, was formed the oppose of youth structures, which due to their political activity, uncompromising gained the great influence among the young people, in particular, in society in general.
Among the largest youth organizations in Ukraine, the biggest role played the students’ organizations. As in the situation in Ukraine the students’ surrounding was identified as the most favorable for politicized unions’ activity. That is why, according to the researcher I. V. Kolyak, in our country these two flows – the youth and the student movement – can be considered as the form of one social process.
There are exuded the Students’ Fellowship and the Ukrainian Students’ Union among the most influential organizations of the opposition direction and the national level. They represent two traditional centers of the dissent – Lviv and Kyiv respectively.

In May 25, 1989 the constituent conference of Lviv Student Fellowship took place, where the statute, the programme, and the appeals to the Ukrainian students were adopted and the governing Council of the Fellowship was elected. Markiyan Ivanyschyshyn became the leader of it. 
In publication “The Ukrainian word” (Paris) is metaphorically described the “biography” of the Students’ Fellowship: “parents: the Lviv Universities; godfather: the Society of Ukrainian Language, the National Movement in the Ukraine for the realignment, the Union of the Ukrainian students in Canada, the Lion Society, godmother: native bureaucracy. Her christening is the most valuable. The more she christen us, the stronger we become; the character is inflammatory a little, but it brings up the democratic thinking, tolerance, the culture of the discussions”14.
Since October 1989, the members of the Students’ Fellowship University and the Polytechnic Institute took part in the political warning turn-out in protest against the brutal dispersion of the demonstrations on the 1st of October in Lviv. Subsequently, the majority of strikes, that took place in Lviv, did not go without the members of the Fellowship.

A similar process was occurred in Kiev. In summer 1989, there was an idea to create the general students’ organization, which can become a center of the students’ political initiative in Kyiv. The initiative Committee was created in September 5, 1989. Among its’ members were O. Khmelevsky, M. Svystovych, O. Doniy, V. Pyhovshek, V. Kyrylenko, M. Koshmanenko, V. Sokur, O. Suhoviy, P. Sherevera and one of the leaders of the “Community” V. Chemerys. The members of the conference agreed to create the Ukrainian Students’ Union (USU).
There was an Appeal of the Kyiv affiliate USU to the student’ youth published in September 1989. In was stated that the problems, that concern students, do not limit by the militaries departments: they are purely domestic problems and the issues about democratization of the high school life and the real students’ impact on the learning process.

 The Constituent Congress of the Ukrainian Students’ Union was held in December 8-9, 1989 in the Kyiv University. In the newspaper “Ukrainian Students”, the student of the Kyiv National University M. Svystovych noted “finally such a situation, when the students become an active force, can be seen not only from the South Korean reports, but also on your own eyes in your own home. As if having woken up from the heavy sleep, slowly gives the protest voice and our intellectual youth stratum: from the internal protest to its external elemental single manifestations, form them to the union, knocking together with the stagnators’ resistance, the authority repression on this way, or simply the misunderstanding of the surroundings: “And what do they still want?...”16.
Among the 167 delegates, who took part in the Congress, the regional representation distributes as follows: Kyiv was represented by 67 persons, Lviv – 49, Dnipropetrovsk – 14, Ivano-Frankivsk and Cherkasy – 8, Donetsk – 6, Khmelnytsky – 4,  Odessa – 3, Chernivtsi – 5, Chernigiv, Kharkiv, Dniprodzerzhynsk – 2, Uman – by the 1 delegate17.

As seen from the verbatim of the Congress, there was launched a brisk and intense discussion regarding the future status of the students’ organization: association or union. The positions of the delegates were clearly differentiated according to the region.

Thus, the representatives from Lviv insisted on the creation of associations or confederations, while the representatives from Kyiv were considered to create a centralized union. The delegates from the Western Ukraine argued their position in such a way: “we all are too different, to be adjusted into the one statute”, “it will be better in association to come to the conclusion to create a union, and then we will break in the union into some associations”. Moreover, they emphasized on the experience of Baltic republics, where there is no single student organization.
The delegates from Kyiv, in particular V. Kyrylenko, insisted on creation the union, having noticed, that in all Ukrainian universities there are joint educational, academic, social and economic students’ problems. 

The representatives from the Eastern regions voiced for the association with the 3 centers in Kyiv, Lviv and one of the cities of the Eastern Ukraine18.

The result of the Constituent Congress was the creation of two structures: The Ukrainian Students’ Union, which included the vast majority of the initiative groups from various regions of Ukraine and the Students’ Confederation, which included the USU and the organizations that were not acceded to it. The most powerful among these structures was the Lviv Students’ Fellowship.
According to the programmatic declaration, the Ukrainian Students’ Union was defined as “an independent public students’ organization, which carries out the activity, aimed at the protecting students’ rights and interests, development of the autonomy of science and culture, education of the Ukrainian national intelligentsia, democratization and establishment of Ukraine’s sovereignty”. In the political life, USU advocated on the prohibiting of any repression against the opposition activity, the abolition of censorship of providing the true freedom, the elimination state monopoly on mass media, the abolition of passport restrictions, legislative approval of pluralism and the equality of ideologies, the elimination of the state monopoly on the means of production, providing the radical economic reform, provision of the sovereignty of Ukraine (emphasis in the text – Ed.)19.
After the two failed attempts on the 30-31th of March 1991, a great embodiment took place. The two most influential students’ organizations in Ukraine of those times – traditional the Ukrainian Students’ Union and the Galician Student Fellowship merged. The Unity Congress and the World Bank announced the creation of the Alliance of Ukrainian Students (AUS)20.
In summer 1989 the Kharkiv branch of the Ukrainian Helsinki Union launched an initiative to restore the Ukrainian Youth Association (UYA), which was existed allegedly in Kharkiv in 1929-1930. Actually, this information is untrue, because this organization appeared only when the People's Commissariat for Internal Affairs (NKVS) fabricated process in 1929-1930 regarding the Union of Liberation of Ukraine, during which it was even made the lists of young people – members of UYA, which is also not really exist. The true story of UYA begins in 1946 in Munich, when Stepan Bandera and the Leadership of the Ukrainian nationalists launched an initiative of creation the youth organization in Diaspora at the Organization of Ukrainian Nationalists (OUN)21.
Lviv does not want to restore the old name of the UYA, demonstrating the independence from the emigration “party” organization. Instead, it was formed an Association of the Independent Ukrainian Youth (AIUY), headed by Igor Derkach. The AIUY groups existed in Chernigiv, Ternopil, Rivne, Chernivtsi, Vinnutsia22.
In September 27-29, 1990, the representatives of Ukrainian youth organizations took part in the World Conference of UYA, which took place in the German city – Munich. The delegation consisted of twenty-six people. Except the eight members of AIUY, there were representatives of the Lion Society, “Heritage”, “Host” and other organizations.
It was raised the important today issues: establishing the links with the UYA, creating the structures in Ukraine, organizing of the school camps, work and study of the Ukrainian youth abroad, computerization and the technical assistance, the projects of joint expeditions to the east of Ukraine as a mean of national consciousness elevation.

The students’ associations had been arising also in the Ukraine regions: the Ukrainian People’s Association “Free Wave” in Odessa Polytechnic Institute, the Left Front of independent students in Dniprodzerzhynsk, the center of “Friends of the Ukrainian Language” in Kyiv Pedagogical Institute, the “Fan club of the Ukrainian Language and Literature” in Chernivtsi University, the association “Enlightenment” in Uzhgorod and “Community” in Kyiv University.
Among the countries of the Central and Eastern Europe an alternative students’ organization was firstly formed in Poland. The specifics of the social system and traditions of a democracy, strong sense of national identity, and the Catholic religion as national integrating factor – all these factors became the basis that the opposition movement in Poland in general became a noticeable phenomenon of public life, much earlier than in Ukraine.
There was an Independent Students’ Association (ISA) in 1982 in Poland. ISA refused the cooperation with the Socialist Polish Youth Union and the Polish United Workers' Party (PUWP). After registering, ISA started actively to deploy an international activity. The Independent Students’ Association initiated the creation of international students’ internationals among those organizations, which do not belong to the International Students’ Alliance23.
The students of the universities in Czechoslovakia, like in Ukraine, with some exceptions, revealed the active and direct participation in the opposition movement, in 1989. The students were the most vulnerable to the government pressure, because they could be excluded from the university, depriving a real opportunity for future study or career after the high school.

However, in 1987 in Czechoslovakia began the process of formation so-called independent initiatives with the youth participation (“Democratic Initiative”, “Czech Children”, “Independent peaceful community”, “Society of T. Masaryk” etc.). The general number of these groups, directed against the “normalization” regime, reached to the 20. Most of them were genealogy led from the dissident union “Charter 77”, both in the ideological, organizational and personally aspects.
The members of “Czech Children” organization were among the initiators and organizers of the demonstration in August 21, 1988, which has begun to raise the civil activity of Czech society, which was finished in November by the “velvet revolution” in 1989.

Before November 1989, in Czechoslovakia was organized by the STIS, which linked the editorial team of the various editions of University, as well as an Independent Students’ Organization Stuha. Both groups were in contact with the opposition partly (in particular, helped to distribute a dissident petition), but their own activity did not pass beyond the law, though it come up to it closely. 
In Hungary, FIDES – the Union of Young Democrats, became an alternative youth organization. The idea of creation such an organization was born in 1981 on the Budapest meeting of students, when in the opinion of FIDES authority, VKSM ceased to represent the interests of the young people. Then this idea did not come true, but in different universities, students’ hostels started to appear amateur political groups, clubs, which became the future structure of the Union of Young Democrats. Gradually, outlined the tendency of integration of these clubs.
The organizational meeting of FIDES took place in May, 1987. On the March 30, 1988 was founded the Federation of Young Democrats. Although the spread of the civil initiatives was mainly observed in Budapest and other university centers (as Shered) involved to the greater opposition activity.
In a year FIDES numbered nearly 2,500 members, united in the 50-60 primary organizations, however, the half of them was operated in Budapest. The origin of the organization faced several students-activists from the students’ union at the College of Law named after Ishtvan Bebo, led by Viktor Orban, Gabor Phedor, Tamash Deych and other. The main problems that are interested the members of this organization in, were the political reform and the protest against the emergency service and others25.
In “Declaration of FIDES establishment” was declared the intention to unite politically active groups, which supported radical reform and the goal of a new Union activity, was proclaimed the building of new Hungary’s mixed economy, where the proportion of private, collective and state ownership are regulated by the economic rationality. According to the debate about political programme, the main goal of FIDES was claimed the legal state, where its expression and interests to freely created political parties and organizations could find the place26.
The specificity of Bulgaria and Romania is the fact that because of underdevelopment of the civil society, the youth organizations in these countries appeared only after the falling of Communism.
In Bulgaria, in November 1989, in Sofia University named after Klyment Ohridsky, an Independent Student Society, which in the programming Declaration advocated for quicker and more decisive dismantling of the command-administrative system and protect democracy in universities, was established27.
So, there is a great and fundamental difference of the youth organizations already at the formation stage. For students from the countries of Central and Eastern Europe, the issues of education, democratization of studying, conscription, the improvement of socio-economic status were connected with wide range of issues about democratic rights and freedoms, in the framework of Ukrainian statelessness (or formal legal Ukrainian Soviet sovereignty) the solution of these problems were clearly determined after the becoming Ukraine the sovereign state.
The youth opposition movement manifested mostly during the students’ starvation in 1990 on the October Revolution Square. This action became the apotheosis of the Ukrainian students’ movement and was named as the “granite revolution” or “students’ October revolution”29. At that times the youth organizations “Ukrainian Students’ Union” and “Lviv Fellowship” initiated the massive protest, where the young people acted decisively with the political demands, including the anticipatory termination of Verkhovna Rada (Parliament) powers and the appointment of new elections of multiparty basis, the Communist Party’ of Ukraine and the Leninist Communist Youth Union’ of Ukraine property nationalization, prevention of the signing the union contract, decision on military service only within the republic, resignation of the Head of Council of ministers V. Masole. Though the action finished successfully, it became the essential catalyst precursor and the proclamation of Ukrainian independence in 1991.
The conducting of the students’ starvation was based on the felicitous exampled of students’ participation in the overthrow of totalitarian power in the countries of Central and Eastern Europe. These examples have become an argument for the youth, to convince them the ability of successfully conquer with such a regime.
On the eve of starvation of Kyiv organization of Ukrainian Students’ Union distributed the postcard: “The youth in all times has been the vanguard of the social movements, community catalyst. The students were in the forefront of demonstrations against the totalitarianism in Czechoslovakia, Bulgaria, Romania and Poland. Our conquest freedom is shining for us too. It does not pertain, to sit in corners and watch indifferently for the timid strength of immature democracy”.30
The Coordinating Council of Ukrainian Students’ Union postcard had a similar content: “It is necessary to conduct the Verkhovna Rada (Parliament) re-elections on the multiparty base in spring 1991. All over the world – in Czechoslovakia, Poland, Hungary, the youth was the propeller and the vanguard of democratic forces. It is our time”.31
The example of the countries of Eastern and Central Europe has already set and it was summarized the results of the students’ starvation. As O. Doniy mentioned: “At that time we have been given Ukraine the chance to go through the way of the countries of Eastern and Central Europe. The students’ riots in Europe were established in 1989. “The Velvet Revolution” took place in Ukraine, in 1990. The difference is - only one year. Today the gap between our country and the countries of Eastern and Central Europe is growing. And if the policy in Ukraine was as a faith and as an idea, the politics nowadays is a business, money and power”.32
The independence of the youth opposition movement – is the important question today. The youth is controlled and manipuled by the separate person or organ, it is fulfill the will of “older” politicians, isn’t it? 

In the Soviet-party periodicals and in a part of public opinion spread the thoughts that the students’ starvation in October 1990 is covered by the western countries, the deputies of the National Council for different versions. V. Masole gave the estimation that there was not real starvation; the campaign was payed by the West, including the Diaspora33.
Indeed, since the time, when students’ activists for the first time published the idea of realization the political starvation (which took place in Zaporizhia, in August 1990 during the celebration of 500th anniversary of Ukrainian Cossacks), they were not expecting for the help of national-democrats, the starvation was prepared by the Students’ Fellowships from different cities of Ukraine34.
The claims about the inspiration of such an accident are refuted by the deputies of the National Council through the fact that the part of democratic minority (MPs Stepan Khmara, Levko Gorohivsky, Volodymyr Kolynets, Oleksandr Gudyma, Maria Kuzemko) took part in students’ actions, has gained the right to the live broadcast for the announcement of the students’ demands, in general, it was established a great gap between youth and the members of the organization.

The deputies of the Democratic national Council were frightened by the degree of the youth commitment. As V. Kyrylenko later mentioned: “It is unpleasantly for me to say, that the national patriots, who must support students, were against the re-election of the Parliament”.35 As it can be the situation, when the Parliament might not be re-elected.
The efforts of the investigating authorities after the starvation strike to tie the Khmara deal to the starvation and lead out the ideological mentors, have led nowhere.

According to the publication of “Movement-Press” the idyllic relationship between the Movement and USU, probably exist in the investigators’ imagination. The serious differences between them began during the starvation strike. The main students’ request – dismissal and re-election of the Parliament – was not supported by all representatives of the Movement. It predetermined, according the USU, the lack of clear concept of the state building of Ukraine, and its unwillingness to the elections. Therefore, “the village Rudne, Verbyvka helped us more than all the Secretariat’s National Movement”, - said the leader of the USU in the speech at the Meeting of the Movement, and he also put on the Movement the responsibility to provide support to the youth organizations.

However, such a democratic camp in the distance between the young people and the older generation is not just a Ukrainian authority. The experience of the countries of Eastern and Central Europe evidenced that the similar problems were typical for these societies too.

The students in Czechoslovakia decided to hold the demonstration in November 17, 1989, having not uploaded to this action “the professional revolutionists”37, as they ironically called them. The leaders of traditional opposition led the public only on the final stage, when they use their political experience, international reputation and democratic convictions38. 

The uncompromising request of the immediate resignation of the state and party leaders, the governments’ resignation and the immediate elimination of the provisions, fixed on the Constitution of the party leadership, belongs to the students. These requirements meant the dismantling of the “normalization regime”.
The request comparison, protruding by the students and the Civil’ forum shows that some students, who formulated their programmes in a radical way, continued to “pull” the Civil’ forum to the “street” temper and requirements39.
The students’ requirements in Slovakia showed the similarity with the programme installations of the Prague students. However, the organization “Public against the Violence” in Slovakia officially put forward the elimination of the leadership of Communist Party in the society among the priorities, at the same time ahead to the “half a step” initiatives of the Civic Forum or at least, as rightly noted by Czech historian V. Prechan, “it is not far from them”.40
The characteristic feature of the youth opposition groups of 1980 in Czechoslovakia – the radical straightforwardness and rejection of the tactical compromise. Their radicalism has forced dissidents to leave the undercover in the private apartments “Charter 77” and walk out the streets.

  The radicalism of the Czech students was manifested in the fact that they insisted on a radical rejection of the old regime, including the contacts with the former dissidents who have led the negotiations with the authorities.41
The generation of polish youth, which grew during the martial law, began to abandon the idea of nonviolent struggle – one of the main components of the Solidarity spirit.42 Therefore, the student audience in Poland was much more radical “moderate wing” of Solidarity, which advocated the dialogue with the authority. Adam Mynchyk within a few month after the signing of the Gdansk agreements in 1980, risked becoming unpopular, when he outlined the essence of their position to students: “You can ask ourselves: where are the borders that cannot be jumped?.. I think that they are identified by the number of factors: firstly, the international situation, namely the Polish belonging to the Warsaw Pact. There is a possibility, that attempts to modify the system will cause the intervention. Secondly, polish politicians. The social movement must try to limit this power to control it; to force it, to make concessions in democratic freedoms, but it should not ever break it”.43
In front of the Polish youth radicalism that was detected through its continuous nature of the anti-soviet clash on Krakow, Gdansk streets, Solidarity was helpless.
On the 14th of April, 1989, Leh Walesa was forced to declare that “Poland belongs not only for those shouters but for all us too”, meaning the protest of angry, impatient and disenchanted youth in his own.  The publicist A. Pavliak in “Gazeta Wyborcza” wrote about this situation on the 12th of July, 1989: “I am not their coeval. I am fully understand the danger that we could create for their activities. But I think that my approach to this fact would be somewhat different, if I was as old as they. It is possible that I could be among them. I don’t know… Explain them today that they do poor things, using stoned instead of the argument – is unconvincing. Street is not the appropriate forum for the exchange of arguments. Moreover, for many years they were accustomed by the authority”.44
There are some difficulties in “Solidarity” because of its issues, related to the registration of the Independent Students’ Association. Application for its registration, submitted in April, 1989, provoked some legal concerns with the regards to the provisions of the statute, which provided the right to strike. It contradicted the current Law on Associations, and the Law on High Education and the Training Regulations, which drew attention to the Provincial Court in Warsaw. Because of the obstinacy of the court on the 29th of May, under the slogan “We need a registration, but not a confrontation” youth began the perpetual strike in the universities of Lublin, Gdansk, Katowice and Warsaw.
The question of NZS was very difficult for “Solidarity”. The principle of the “legal state” occurred the clash with the situation, when the organization that has struggled with a common enemy, required breaking the law.
The “Solidarity” efforts intended to induce the students to make the concessions that they perceived as a manifestation of disloyalty and betrayal of their interests. The risk of losing “anti-communist” ally in the election fight lowered the “Solidarity” to turn down the neutrality and express the protest in connection with the refusal of registering NZS. Leh Kachunsky, a member of the “Solidarity” Presidium, has a different opinion regarding strikes NZS, we still have to take into account the students’ aspirations. The “Solidarity” pledges to support the requirements of NZS legislation in such form as young people want”.45
Finally, in September 1989, the dispute, which lasted for the several months, finally solved the Supreme Court, which recognized the possible registration of NZS, although in the current legislation (the law on public associations and the law on higher education), he found the provisions that would allow union to conduct a strike. However, the Court explained this right by the tradition of the students’ movement, the statute of 1981, the preamble to the law on public associations, which refers to the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and the International Covenant in Civil and Political Rights, which provide the right for strike. The Court has also taken into account the recommendation of the Minister of Education dated on the 22 August, and the interpretation of the law on public associations, prepared by General Attorney in August 31, 1989.

The youth radicalism was identified during a special parliamentary commission in Czechoslovakia to integrate the events of November 17, which later has become the prototype of the Committee of State Security, acquiring attention to the so-called “purification”. The majority of students and young people in general, having been the members of the Committee, detected a special desire to punish advocates of the old regime and dismissive attitude toward compliance with the rules of evidence, appropriate process and defendants’ rights.
Thus, the youth, including students, having showed their opposition to the government to the authority, tried to distance from the traditional “older” opposition. To some extent this explains the problem of generation gap (namely between the parents and their children), when children have not taken a public opposition of parents, which differed radically from its declared in private life.

It is no doubt, that for all students and youth of Soviet societies, the truth about the past offers a new way to build a future, which were offered by opposition, became a revelation and called to fight against the regime. It provoked a slave fear and rejection reaction. There are some other factors on shaping their consciousness that had a decisive influence on the young generation.
However, the active students’ participation in the process of social change promoted not only the change of political, social and economic landscape in the countries of Eastern and Central Europe, but also changed the youth movement: it withdraw from the leadership of a single Youth Union, led to the formation of the new student organizations, formation of new values and political orientation of the young people.
The common feature of the political life throughout the former socialist camp after the falling of the repressive system was the fact that the young people had found an active and direct participation in the political transformation. As you know, the revolution created the expectations that cannot be entirely justified; it is not a surprise that, disappointment changes the initial euphoria of frustration. The anti-totalitarian revolutions in 1989 and the students’ strike in 1990 in Ukraine over time in youth appeared awareness that “their” revolution was betrayed or stolen.

In our view, if we consider the problem more broadly, it is necessary to provide some factors of the ideological, material character, which led to decreased activity of the youth in social and political life.

A fundamental barrier in political activity among young people has become a cultural factor. This is the blurring of perspectives and orientations, inability to reorient under the destruction ideological model of the real socialism period. Expectations that the totalitarian state will act as the deputy, has not worked. 

In addition, during the communist period activists were involved in opposition movements to protest and destructive activities, which became an attractive form and mobilize the forces of resistance. The attractiveness of these activities fell significantly after 1989, when the price dropped and courage “direct action” no longer provoked severe reprisal. But political activity – the emergence of new structures and institutions – needed to re-orient the mentality towards a constructive creation action. There was a special “Veteran syndrome” appeared. While the environmental issues raised, the youth continued to be interested in this mainly – against which they can rise, that the same act of protest, do not wish to change the environment.
The desire of an experience thrilling feeling when every action creates history, a wonderful atmosphere that accompanies each revolution - these have caused some psychological features of depressed young people after a few months later, when they realized how difficult it is to navigate the new post-revolutionary atmosphere.

The necessity to earn money in more difficult conditions forced the young people, including those, who played a leading role in social and political movements, target free time and emerge into another side of his political career. High payments for housing, the threat of unemployment and economic difficulties associated with the creation of the family, the necessity to complete in the labor market – it has led to many prominent members of the youth movement to cease their activities.

After the democratic elections had been noticed some inconsistencies between the senior political forces and those representatives of the youth movement, who has got into, so to speak, sphere of high politics. The part of the deputies, elected from the democratic camp, underwent conformist sentiment and partly lost that radicalism, which, according to their younger comrades, was absolutely necessary for rapid and decisive political and economic reforms.

