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Ukraine – the European Union

KEY THEME ANALYSIS:  Working Visit of the President of Ukraine Viktor Yanukovych to Poland: Expectations and Results

A working visit of the President Viktor Yanukovych to Poland was prearranged, first of all, with the aspirations for diminishing the disquietude of the Europeans about judicial trials of the Ukrainian opposition. Such a disturbance could essentially harm the conclusion of the Association Agreement and of the agreements on a free trade area and on visa regime liberalization with the EU. On the other hand, against a background of the deterioration of relations with Russia, it was important to Kyiv to obtain the support of Poland as its faithful strategic partner which, in addition, now has the presidency of the European Union. The Programme of the Eastern Partnership also became the issue of negotiations in Gdansk. At last, the official Kyiv has changed its negatively neutral attitude to this initiative and decided to make up for lost leadership.

Firstly, Ukraine strives to receive a peculiar “prerogative” in the relations with the official Brussels comparing to the other Member States of the Eastern Partnership Initiative; secondly, it wants to get the desirable results at the future EU – Ukraine Summit in December. The Eastern Partnership Summit, to be held on 29-30 September 2011, might become an “additional background” for Kyiv to move forward its aspirations for the European integration, and even though not to conclude the desirable agreements but, at least, not to lose the support of the countries of an “old Europe”. Besides, using the support of Poland which currently heads the EU Council, Ukraine could hope for extra costs within the framework of the renewed programme on financing of the ENP and for effective guarantees on the conclusion of the Association Agreement and of the agreements on a free trade area and on visa regime liberalization with the EU.

But it is possible under one condition: the Ukrainian authorities should follow the criteria of building of the democratic society which is so important to enter the “family of the European peoples”. That is why, a working visit of the President of Ukraine Viktor Yanukovych to the neighbouring Poland to meet the President of the Republic Bronislaw Komorowski on 30 August 2011 can hardly be considered as a kind of a “final action” on the harmonization of the European positions: taking into account the European reaction to the lawsuits against the members of the Ukrainian opposition, in particular, against the former Prime Minister of Ukraine Yulia Tymoshenko, this visit should rather be examined, first of all, as a step to settle the problems and possible complications in the relations with the EU which is so undesirable for the official Kyiv.

The “tête-à-tête” format of the meeting in the summer residence of the President Komorowski without any press conferences, press releases or agenda at once points to the confidentiality of issues and… to the efforts of the Ukrainian authorities to get support of their most active European “curator” or, at least, an advice as for the situation emerged.

Because today Ukraine has finally lost its image of a leader of democratic reforms in the post-Soviet area, and the arrest of Y. Tymoshenko, regardless of the fact that she is guilty or not, proved to the Europeans that the judicial system of Ukraine is completely subordinated to the politicians. That’s why, the only thing Warsaw can now advise the Ukrainian official authorities is to prove that the lawsuit against Tymoshenko has an exclusively criminal but not a political character.

Maybe the illegitimacy of gas contracts with the RF, signed by the ex-Prime Minister in 2009, is also now examined from this perspective because the situation of the “appeal” of the price formula for Russian gas for Ukraine is gathering steam, and the recognition of these documents as the normatively incorrect ones doesn’t only allow to revise the existed price indices but also, in fact, to prove the fault of Y. Tymoshenko and the criminal component of her the then actions. But now it is very difficult to improve the situation. Now the EU is not really convinced of the existence of the democratic Ukrainian society. Russia relies on the “roundabout” energy pipelines (having launched the “North Stream”) and the invariability of the Kharkiv Agreements on the deployment of the Russian Black Sea Fleet in the territory of Ukraine.

Accordingly, the supposition on the fact that at the Eastern Partnership Summit the European party solemnly announces the completion of the negotiating process with Ukraine on the Association Agreement is hardly true: firstly, there are a number of unresolved issues of the negotiations between the EU and Ukraine; secondly, it is not so easy to remove huge defects made now to the image of Viktor Yanukovych himself and to the image of Ukraine as a whole. Moreover, such a situation gives more trumps to the countries of the “old Europe” which, per se, have always been in opposition to the entering of Ukraine to the EU, because the fact that the states of the CEE region support Kyiv without paying attention to “anything” provides so few guarantees of positive solution of the Ukrainian issues in September and, maybe, in December, too.

That is why the issues of state and prospects of trade and economic relations, which two Heads of State also discussed during the meeting, may have more chances to be successfully settled because Poland is the largest trade partner of Ukraine in the Central and Eastern Europe. According to the results of the first half of 2011, Poland ranks fourth in the world in foreign trade turnover with our country that reaches USD 2.9 billion.

But using only pragmatic suppositions, one can state that the discussion of economic cooperation has rather been focused on its energy vector because now (together with the search for alternative energy sources and construction of the of the terminal for reshipment of petroleum gas) Ukraine pins its hopes exactly on Poland as for the support in supply of the “alternative” energy recourses to Europe. First of all, it concerns the extension of the oil pipeline “Odessa-Brody” to Plotsk and Gdansk. Accordingly, at the very beginning of a new energy conflict with the RF the issues on diversification of energy sources and on the transit of non-Russian energy resources to Europe are becoming topical. But the official Kyiv can hardly finance such a powerful economically capacious project by itself. But the efforts, which could be applied together with Poland, are also less.

As a result, there are a number of unresolved issues: starting from the democratic reforms and ending with the problems of resource supply. And the worst thing is that the first problem doesn’t allow to resolve the second one. Because a simple scheme “democracy → support of the European institutions → financing of new energy projects” can’t, unfortunately, be started up “in the reverse direction” for Ukraine.

Ukraine – NATO

KEY THEME ANALYSIS: Ordeal by Libya: “Responsibility to Protect” Concept in Operation 
Libya became the first serious trial of the NATO ability to realize the demands of a new Strategic Concept of the Alliance on its capability to influence the political and security situation beyond its borders in the interests of strengthening of global security.

The theme of this material, as well as of the next issue of the «International Weekly» review, concerns the success of the Alliance in the fulfillment of this new mission in Libya. 

On the world arena the authorities of the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya were not notable for their adherence to the norms of the international law and compliance with the generally accepted rules of conduct in the international affairs. From the very beginning of Gadhafi’s governing his regime had transformed Libya into the rogue state which deliberately infringed legal foundations of the international order. The course towards the struggle with the world imperialism transformed the conduct of the Libyan regime into the deviant one, and Libya started to be associated with the disrespect for human rights, support of the international terrorism, undermining activities against the neighboring countries and the aspiration for the weapons of mass destruction
. Hands of Muammar al Qadhafi are smeared with blood of the dead in the plane crash in Lockerbie
 which cut off 270 lives and had been the biggest terrorist act before the attack on the World Trade Center’s Twin Towers on 11 September 2001 in the USA. Due to that terrorist act, Libya was isolated by the Western states from 1988 to 2004. Only intensive steps of Gadhafi’s regime towards the accomplishment of payments to the families of the dead, the avowal of its guilt and the refusal from the projects on development of the weapons of mass destruction and the liquidation of their existing reserves opened the “door of rehabilitation” for Gadhafi. But the “honey moon” in relations with the West lasted for countable years because the displays of a real anti-humane essence of al Qadhafi’s regime during the rebellion in Benghazi testified that this totalitarian regime is not legitimate in the eyes of the world community.

In this context, the issue on classification of actions of the government of al Qadhafi arose during the political debates between the leading NATO Member States. The mass and gross violations of human rights became a factor which undermined the internal Libyan sovereignty and raised doubts of the international community as for the legitimacy of Qadhafi’s regime. The way to realize the external intrusion in the framework of the “Responsibility to Protect” Concept was found. On 4 March 2011 in his speech during the meeting with the President of Mexico Felipe Calderon the American President Barack Obama declared that “the violence in Libya should be stopped, and Muammar al Qadhafi has lot his legitimacy and needs to step down from power and leave” 
. On 28 March 2011 the leaders of the Alliance – the USA, France, Great Britain and Germany – made a joint statement that al Qadhafi should leave, and in May 2011 that formulation was fixed in the Final Declaration of G8 Summit in Deauville
.

The resolutions adopted by the UN Security Council became the important measures taken to suppress al Qadhafi’s regime. The UN Security Council Resolution № 1970 unanimously approved on 26 February 2011, imposed sanctions on Muammar al Qadhafi’s regime in order to assist the Libyan nation. The UN urged to end to the violence and calls for steps to fulfill the legitimate demands of the population; made demands to the Libyan authorities to allow immediate access for international human rights monitors, to ensure the safety of all foreign nationals and their assets and facilitate the departure of those wishing to leave the country, as well as to ensure the safe passage of humanitarian and medical supplies. At the same time, all Member States put an embargo on the supply of weapons to Libya, and the issue on the Libyan crisis was referred to the Prosecutor of the International Criminal Court. The separate section contained sanctions against the Colonel family and its supporters: all the UN Member States were ordered to freeze without delay their funds, other financial assets and economic resources, as well as to ban them the entry into or transit through the territories of the UN Members
. But the events in Libya continued to worsen, and the restrictions imposed with the Resolution № 1970 appeared to be insufficient to restrain the forces of al Qadhafi. Moreover, there was the information that the adherents of al Qadhafi were armed with the chemical weapons which could be used against the local citizens as it had been done before in Iraq.

In order to discuss the situation in Libya, on 12 March 2011 the meeting of the League of Arab States took place. The organization urged the UN SC to impose a ban on the flights in the airspace of Libya in order to stop the usage of aviation by al Qadhafi’s forces for conducting terrorist attacks against the rebellions in Benghazi. In fact, the League of Arab States repeated the position, previously announced with the NATO leaders, which had envisaged the possibility of any military intrusion into the Libyan affairs only after an air embargo would be placed on the country. Besides, the no-fly zone could exclusively ensure the effective fulfillment of the Resolution № 1970 on the restriction of movement of the Libyan top leaders. And on 14 March the Representative of Lebanon to the UN submitted for consideration of the Security Council a draft Resolution № 1973
 which envisaged:

1) the immediate establishment of a cease-fire and a complete end to violence and all attacks against, and abuses of, civilians;

2) a ban on all flights in the airspace of Libya except those which sole purpose is humanitarian activity or evacuation of foreign nationals;

3) authorizing of Member States to take all necessary measures to protect civilians and civilian populated areas, while excluding a foreign occupation force of any form on any part of Libyan territory.

On 18 March 2011 the Resolution № 1973 was adopted by 10 Members of the UN SC, Russia and the PRC abstained from the voting.

In practice, the Resolution № 1973, which was called by the Secretary General Ban Ki-moon as an historical one, gave the NATO Members’ armed force the possibility to protect the Libyan population. At a crucial for the National Transitional Council of Libya (the NTC) moment – on 18 March – the detachments of al Qadhafi broke through to Benghazi and targeted the city outskirts threatening the lives of 500 thousands locals.

On 19 March 2011 four NATO Members – France, Great Britain, the USA and Canada – started a series of simultaneous military operations to deter al Qadhafi’s regime. To protect the civilians, military hostilities were firstly started by France which began the Operation Harmattan with 20 combat aircrafts Rafale B/C and fighter planes Mirage 2000-5 deployed on the aircraft carrier Charles de Gaulle. French air force launched attacks on al Qadhafi’s ground forces on the outskirts of Benghazi, as well as on the airbases near Tripoli and Misrata. Having been the first to start the military operation in Libya, the French underlined their dominant role in the operation on enforcing the no-fly zone over Libyan territory. Besides the air attacks, France was responsible for the refueling support in the air, command supervision, the rescue operations and control over the arms embargo
. British military operations against Qadhafi’s forces were launched after the French ones having the codename Operation Ellamy. The Royal Navy submarine HMS Triumph fired approximately 12 Tomahawk missiles against the land air defence objects. At the same time, Tornado GR4 attack aircraft and Eurofighter Typhoon F2/FGR4 launched attacks on Qadhafi’s residence Bab Al-Aziziyah in Tripoli. The Canadian military operation under the name Mobile was concentrated on enforcing the no-fly zone, protecting the air space and giving fire support with seven CF-188 Hornet aircrafts. As for the USA role, on 19 March 2011 the US Africa Command (AFRICOM) commenced Operation Odyssey Dawn. Within the framework of the operation the US armed forces had to strike “mechanized forces of the Libyan artillery and mobile surface-to-air missile sites, interdicting their lines of communications which supply their beans and their bullets, their command and control and any opportunities for sustainment of that activity” when forces were “attacking civilian populations and cities”. The Army General Carter F. Ham assumed command of coalition armed forces which included not only the US military force but also military contingents of Belgium, Greece, Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, Italy, Norway, Qatar, the Netherlands, Spain and the United Arab Emirates. The US military contingent included the command ship Mount Whitney, marine amphibious ships Kearsarge and Ponce, guided-missile destroyers Stout, Barry, Mahan, submarines Providence, Scranton and Florida – in general, the USA detached 11 navy ships. From the very beginning of the operation the US authorities declared that the role of the American military forces would gradually decrease but the allies’ part would growth. The US activity on radioelectronic warfare, electronic intelligence, refueling support will remain invariable, and the share of fighter planes will decrease. On 19-29 March the US military forces launched 192 cruise missiles Tomahawks BMG-109 and made 983 fighting flights decreasing the main offensive potential of the al Qadhafi’s army to 20-25 %. In fact, at the beginning of operation the US government undertook its command in order to demonstrate an example for other NATO allies and to strengthen the spirit of “allied solidarity”. Huge financial expenses for military operations became the reasons for the US withdrawal: the first10 days of Operation Odyssey Dawn cost USD 550 million for the US budget
.

On 23 March the Naval Forces of NATO Member States (in general, 16 ships) were united under the joint command with the aim of enforcing the arms embargo in the Libyan territory. And the next day the allies announced that NATO would undertake functions of command of the operation on enforcing the no-fly zone over Libyan territory within the framework of Operation Unified Protector which should continue 90 days. On 26 March at the North Atlantic Council meeting the allies decided that NATO shall control the command of all the operations under Resolution № 1973 but the possibility of the land phase was excluded. On 31 March the US Africa Command AFRICOM completely handed over the command of the Operation Odyssey Dawn starting the work of special NATO Libya Contact Group to realize the next stage of Libyan population protection
.
Foreign Policy of Ukraine

KEY THEME ANALYSIS: Ukraine Confidently Lay the Vector of Agricultural Cooperation to the East
Taking into consideration that on the European ground the Ukrainian production isn’t in popular demand due to its not so high quality, and in the post-Soviet area the RF has leading positions promoting its agricultural production to the markets of partner countries and refusing, if it’s possible, from the Ukrainian goods, the official Kyiv absolutely logically redirects vectors of agricultural cooperation to the East. The official visit of the Ukrainian delegation headed by the Minister of Agrarian Policy and Food of Ukraine Mykola Prysyazhnyuk to the People’s Republic of China (18-20 August 2011) became the other attempt in that sphere. 

During that visit M. Prysyazhnyuk met the Minister of Agriculture of the People’s Republic of China Han Chanfu and Vice President of China Eximbank Zhu Sintsin. Within the framework of the visit there was the First joint session of Ukrainian-Chinese subcommittee on cooperation in the agricultural sphere, as well as a business-forum for Ukrainian and Chinese enterprises working in the area of agriculture. Besides, the Ukrainian delegation visited the leading enterprises of the agricultural area of China.

The parties discussed the perspectives of Ukrainian-Chinese cooperation in the agricultural sphere and the creation of the agricultural technological park in the territory of Ukraine, the collaboration in the fields of food industry and veterinary medicine, and the cooperation in the engineering and technical sector. So, the Ukrainian-Chinese technological park in the agricultural sphere is a joint innovative project which unites investment projects in the agricultural sphere, in particular, as for the cultivation of cereals and oil crops, the construction of facilities on their processing; the construction of cattle-breeding complexes, the facilities on the fodder production; the realization of research work in the livestock and crop sectors.

Paying attention to the fact that during that visit the Ministry of Agrarian Policy and Food of Ukraine, the Export-import bank of the People’s Republic of China and the China National Machinery Industry Complete Engineering Corporation (СМСЕС) signed the Memorandum of mutual understanding on the cooperation concerning progress of the agricultural sphere in Ukraine, one can consider that the Ukrainian authorities made a positive step in that direction.

The Export-import bank of the PRC, on its part, is interested in issuing credits for the projects in the agricultural sphere of Ukraine, such as the construction in Ukraine of the cattle-breeding complexes and pig complexes, the establishment of joint ventures for cultivation of soya and wheat with the subsequent realization of that production abroad, the construction of modern grain elevators and granaries, the construction of hotbeds for all-the-year-round cultivation of vegetables and creation of some wholesale vegetable markets in the territory of Ukraine. Also it is planned to establish the working group of the State Enterprise “The State Food and Grain Corporation of Ukraine”, the Private Joint-stock Company “Joint-stock Commercial Bank “Kyiv” and the СМСЕС which should submit for consideration of the Export-import bank of the PRC the list of investment projects with their prior technical and economic feasibility study in September this year. But the Export-import bank of China is ready to allocate the costs under the state guarantees or under the guarantees of the Ukrainian or European banks. It looks like foreign investors don’t have the whole confidence in the Ukrainian business because they want to establish the joint enterprises or control their activity in order “to preserve costs” and “to resume their natural course”.

Nevertheless, in general there are positive results of the Ukrainian-Chinese cooperation in the agricultural sphere because now it, per se, is the prerogative direction of the trade and economic relations of both countries. Whether such cooperation is successful or not, only time will show.
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