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Introduction

In the latest in a regular series of special closed briefings on pressing issues, the Regional Studies Center (RSC) convened a special presentation and discussion on February 21 assessing developments in Ukraine.  The briefing featured three specific presentations, followed by an open discussion.

ASSESSING DEVELOPMENTS IN UKRAINE:

Richard Giragosian (in English)

Director, Regional Studies Center (RSC);

David Shahnazaryan (in Armenian, with consecutive translation into English)

Head of “Concord” Centre for Political and Legal Studies

(former Armenian Minister of National Security and Ambassador Plenipotentiary);

Marion Kipiani (in English)

Norwegian Helsinki Committee’s Regional Project Coordinator for the Coalition for Trust initiative on peace and confidence building in the South Caucasus;
Richard Giragosian

The Ukraine events can be framed in numbers:
77-100 people were killed as a result of violent actions in Ukraine. 47 people were killed only on 20th of February. 

3 The troika of European foreign ministers (Polish, German and French) finished the overnight talks in Ukraine successfully. They have announced about the agreement at 7:20 am. The agreement proposes early presidential elections and presidential commitment to the constitutional reforms. However the hardest part is yet to come. That’s the implementation of the agreement. Besides, there is also EU announcement of individual sanctions for individual Ukrainian politicians.

Situation in Ukraine is leading to a crisis in Ukraine not only because of civil war but the potential division. The example can be Crimea, where 60% of the 2 million population are ethnic Russians.

There are also other factors concerning Ukraine.  We can also see that there is no longer competition between opposition and the government in Ukraine but rather much bigger competition between the West and Moscow, as well as Kiev. 

In the context of the Ukraine events there are lessons for Armenia. Although Ukraine is different from Armenia, there are some similarities, as socioeconomic discontent, unhappiness, etc., it’s really risky for the government to ignore the expectations for change coming from the society. As for opposition, it requires strategic vision and leadership. 

In conclusion, the situation is beyond the control and past the “tipping point.” The opposition leaders are 2-3 steps behind the events. Any agreement reached in the morning of 21st of February may or may not accepted by the demonstrators. Besides, there is a danger of geographical disparity, division and lack of resources to stabilize the whole territory of Ukraine.

David Shahnazaryan

The situation in Ukraine changes really fast. If we had this event a week before the picture will be totally different. The first important thing is the return of the 2004 Constitution. Secondly, it’s already agreed that there will be early presidential elections in Ukraine. Third, the opposition wants to form a National Unity Government. 

My first assessment on the whole situation is that the first phase is already over. That was a phase of the fight for the power. Secondly the meeting of the three EU foreign Ministers can be considered as a historical one. Third, the Government which will be formed would have to come up with solutions to very hard issues, as preparation of the elections which are announced, handling the crisis management, solving economic problems, etc..

The nongovernmental actors involved in the process are:

· Political opposition in Maidan plus Timoshenko as a separate actor,

· Civic activists and generally civic sector,

· Right-wing parties,
· Different Regions of Ukraine,

· Representatives of business.

The governmental actors involved in the process are:

· Parliament,

· Family of the Yanukovich as a separate oligarchic actor,

· Certain groups in parliament, who serve for Yanukovich and the system,

· Regional authorities.

All the parties are multilevel and have different interests. Even the business elites don’t have common corporative interests as such. There are also political issues both internal and external. 
The announcement of the US ambassador in Ukraine and also Klichko convincing the people to agree on the terms of the suggested agreement was really important. As for external factors, first of all Moscow lost its control on Yanukovich and the situation in Ukraine. 

What comes next? It will be better if Yanukovich will announce that Ukraine is turning to the Eastern Partnership process and they are ready to sign the Association agreement. The Russia will continue the policy of trade sanctions against Ukraine. There is threat of Ukraine’s fragmentation. These events will have big impact on post soviet states. The main features that can describe the situation in Ukraine the best is the high level of self organization of the people and also another factor that is common in post soviet states is that the non viable state systems can’t resist the public pressure any more. 

The political systems are different in Ukraine and Armenia. Neither the authorities nor parliament parties will take any lessons from Ukraine. The civil society in Armenia doesn’t have the same level of self organization. The changes in European Parliament and Commission would affect the situation in Ukraine.

Marion Kipiani

View from Georgia includes 2 dimensions: 

View from the population mainly from active part of the civil society,

View from the Georgian Government.

Among the population which is civically engaged and active groups there is a big interest towards what’s happening in Ukraine. However there are rumors that this is organized by the previous government of Georgia against the current Government headed by the Georgian Dream. Georgia and Ukraine came through the color revolutions and they share something in common too. There was a perception that the two countries are on the same track for the European integration. Besides, there is a common view of seeing the post soviet area as threatened by the Russian influence.

Governmental position is different. When the bilateral relations got worse with Russia (the latter banned the import of agricultural products and wine in 2006), Ukraine that time stood as a replacement for Russia. Euro Atlantic integration as important for two countries and they both went through the color revolutions. Besides the previous president Saakashvili had personal connections to Ukraine.

The main issue now is what will happen with Eastern Partnership, if Ukraine drops out. It was a role model for all the countries. I should also mention that Georgia and Moldova somehow benefited from the current process. 
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