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1.RUSSIA-UKRAINE CRISIS- The Russia-Ukrainian War[19](d] is an ongoing war between Russia
(together with pro-Russian separatist forces) and Ukraine.[e] It began in February 2014
following the Ukrainlan Revolution of Dignity, and initially focused on the status of Crimea and
the Donbas, internationally recognised as part of Ukraine. The first eight years of the conflict
included the Russian annexation of Crimea (2014) and the war in Donbas (2014-present)
between Ukraine and Russian-backed separatists, as well as naval incidents, cyberwarfare, and
political tensions. Following a Russian military build-up on the Russia—Ukraine border from late
2021, the conflict expanded significantly when Russia launched a full-scale invasion of Ukraine
on 24 February 2022.The Russian invasion of Ukraine has left the five republics of Central Asia
in a bind, but none more so than Tajikistan, a fragile country that depends on Russian troops
and remittances for stability. As former Soviet republics, Central Asian states all enjoy special
relations with Moscow and are considered traditional allies of the Russian Federation. The
invasion of Ukraine — another former Soviet republic — raises urgent questions for Tajikistan
about how to meet Russian expectations of support from Dushanbe in the face of global
outrage and condemnation.

2.Russia’s invasion of Ukraine constitutes the biggest threat to peace and security in Europe
since the end of the Cold War. On February 21, 2022, Russian president Vladimir Putin gave a
bizarre and at times unhinged speech laying out a long list of grievances as justification for the
“special military operation” announced the following day. While these grievances included the
long-simmering dispute over the expansion of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO)
and the shape of the post—Cold War security architecture in Europe, the speech centered on a
much more fundamental issue: the legitimacy of Ukrainian identity and statehood themselves.
it reflected a worldview Putin had long expressed, emphasizing the deep-seated unity among
the Eastern Slavs—Russians, Ukrainians, and Belarusians, who all trace their origins to the
medieval Kyivan Rus commonwealth—and suggesting that the modern states of Russia,
Ukraine, and Belarus should share a political destiny both today and in the future, The corollary



to that view is the claim that distinct Ukrainian and Belarusian identities are the product of
foreign manipulation and that, today, the West is following in the footsteps of Russia’s imperial
rivals in using Ukraine (and Belarus) as part of an “anti-Russia project.”

3.Disagreement continues over both the causes and potential solutions to the conflict between
Ukraine and Russia. We use the word ‘solutions’ carefully, because there is little prospect for
re-establishing the level of confidence or the norms that prevailed prior to 2014. In this brief
conclusion, we set out some of the key findings of the book, and pursue their implications for
the future. First, this book has differed from many others in its understanding of the timeline of
the conflict. The conflict that emerged in 2014 had its roots at the very outset of the post-Cold
War period, because from the very beginning, Russia sought to prevent Ukraine’s independence
and, when this was unavoidable, sought to limit it both in terms of sovereignty and territory. As
Angela Stent astutely points out, ‘Every U.S. president since 1992 has come into office believing
that, unlike his predecessor, he will be able to forge and sustain a new, improved relationship
with Russia.... Yet each reset has ended in disappointment on both sides’.[1] Similarly,
structural problems undermine efforts at re-setting Ukrainian-Russian relations; even the most
pro-Russian Ukrainian presidents (Kuchma and Yanukovych) struggled to find a stable
accommodation with Russia.In terms of national identity and tactics, the story begins even
earlier. As chapter two demonstrated, the approach to information warfare and the use of
unconventional tactics (‘active measures’) has deep roots in the Soviet era, even if the specific
tactics of cyber warfare have taken advantage of contemporary technology. The spread of
disinformation, brazen lying, “‘whataboutism’,[2] and targeted violence were all tactics used by
the Soviet Union, particularly in its long-running battle against the Ukrainian independence
movement. As chapter three showed, Russia’s conception of its national identity — including the
view that Russians and Ukrainians are one people — has sources going back centuries.This is not
to say that military conflict was inevitable, or that the events of 2013—-2014 did not provide
both added incentive and opportunity for Russia to use force. But it does indicate that the
desire to revise the territorial arrangement in Ukraine did not emerge in response to NATO or
EU enlargement. While those developments undoubtedly were seen as dangerous to Russian
interests, Russian interest in controlling Ukraine predates them.

Looking forward, this interpretation has important implications. While the nature of Putin’s
regime helps explain the decision to intervene in Ukraine in 2014, the notion that Ukraine is in
part or entirely Russian territory is not limited to Putin or to a narrow slice of the Russian elite.
To the extent that the Russian creation myth centres on events in Kievan Rus, and to the extent
that the territorial expansion under Catherine the Great is seen as the basis for NovoRossiya, it
would appear that Russia’s territorial aspirations in Ukraine have not been satisfied. The effort
to promote further separatism in NovoRossiya in 2014 indicated that had the opportunity
existed, a much larger slice of Ukrainian territory might have come under the sway of Russian
proxies.



