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The Declaration on the State Sovereignty of Ukraine, and the landslide vote for independence, has transformed the former republic of 52 million inhabitants into a confident European state and a full-fledged and equal subject of international law. Yet the practical realization of the Declaration is its translation into reality and this requires that a number of important political issues be addressed, including the problems of national priorities, national interests, and the national security of a sovereign Ukraine.

Consistent internal and external policy formulations are impossible without answering the following questions: 

· What are the national interests and priorities of Ukraine as a sovereign European state in the near future? 

· What forces, structures, and programs can serve as guarantors of Ukraine's move to full independence? These factors are especially important given the existing circumstances of political chaos, economic decline and decay, the disintegration of the old communist structures, and the resurgence of traditional Russian imperialist ideology. 

· What factors of internal and external security are the most important for Ukraine now? What are the main threats to Ukraine as a sovereign state? 

These questions can be answered only after an in-depth examination of the concepts and issues of national security. What does the issue of national security mean for Ukraine? This question was first addressed by an international conference on the National Security of Sovereign States, which took place in Kiev in October 1991, and viewed Ukraine as a modem sovereign state. National security is a measure of the level of the protection from threats to the rights and liberties of human beings and to the vital interests and values of the sovereign state. At the same time, national security is a measure of military, political, economic, ecological, and sociocultural protection of the population from both external forces and the unlawful activities of internal political structures. Correspondingly, the system of national security is a whole complex of social and political structures and mechanisms that ensure the maintenance of a required level of national security.

The context of national security and its definitions are broadening as traditional factors of physical and geographical security have been supplemented by economic, ecological, and sociocultural criteria, m addition, modem democracies have come to stress the supremacy of the rights of the individual over the rights of the state as a guarantor of their own security, even in such a traditional are" ; as national security. The ascent of the new system of values as the most fundamental factors determining the behavior of the state on the international scene are also important. For independent Ukraine the most important basic values are freedom, democracy, stability, economic welfare, and social and cultural development.

Today, the traditional definition of national security is no longer relevant in Ukraine. The Soviet militarization of the economy and society in its totality only served to undermine all other aspects of national security- ecological, sociocultural, economic, and social stability. In other words, new Ukrainian military considerations should be made subordinate to these previously neglected aspects of national security.

However, the existence of a sovereign state in an unstable region would be practically impossible without strong political and military leadership. The building of a new national security system is one of the most vital priorities of Ukraine because it will be the guarantor of the successful implementation of the Declaration of Independence and of the health and future of the new nation.

The question is how much military power is sufficient to allow Ukraine to focus on the other areas of national security? In other words, what level of military power is necessary to provide the minimum amount of deterrence? The international Conference on National Security in Kiev recommended to the Ukrainian parliament the creation of a 400,000-member national army. This figure was based on the widely accepted correlation of the ratio of the military troops to the civilian population-one soldier per 100-110 civilians. National guard and internal and external security structures should also be created. Corresponding laws were later approved by the Ukrainian parliament to enable the new state to transform almost 1.5 million Soviet troops on its territory to 400,000-strong new Ukrainian National Army. This transformation requires a reduction of up to two-thirds in conventional forces in this region of Europe, thus allowing Ukraine to be in full compliance with the Conventional Forces in Europe (CFE) Treaty.

This transformation can be achieved with relative ease because nearly half of all Soviet Army officers are Ukrainian, and many Russian officers are ready to swear allegiance to a sovereign Ukraine because of the new state's relative prosperity and better economic and social conditions. But such deep cuts cannot be made instantly. Stability and security in this region could be jeopardized if the decision is made to disband the 1.5-million-member Soviet army stationed in Ukraine without proper job opportunities or social and economic guarantees.

However, the transfer of personnel is a relatively simple problem compared to the transfer of military assets that could be used to equip the national armed forces. The current dispute over the Black Sea Fleet illustrates the clash between both conceptions of national security and the difficulty in dividing military resources among sovereign states.

A separate question concerns what will actually happen to the nuclear weapons on Ukrainian territory. In spite of the disinformation and speculation provoked by the Moscow government, Ukraine has repeatedly declared its intention to become a nuclear-free state. Nuclear weapons on its territory are only a temporary phenomenon. Yet, Ukraine has categorically rejected the idea of one-sided Russian control over nuclear weapons on its territory. That is why the Commonwealth agreed to joint military command and control over nuclear forces by all four nuclear-weapons states: Russia, Ukraine, Belarus, and Kazakhstan. In other words, Ukraine seeks a " Ukrainian key," a veto power over the launching of nuclear weapons, but not direct control over them. It is also trying to ensure that these nuclear weapons are not aimed at the densely populated areas of the United States and the West.

By insisting on collective military command and control, Ukraine can provide increased nuclear security in the region. Ukraine rejects an unconditional transfer of all its nuclear forces from its territory to Russia for four major reasons: 

1. Nuclear weapons are extremely expensive. They were created with direct economic, scientific, and technological participation of Ukraine. Under no conditions, may these weapons be considered as only Russian. These weapons should be dismantled and stored under international control with equivalent Russian and U.S. reductions. 

2. Part of the strategic missiles, 46 SS-24 and some of the 130 SS-19s are the basis for a future reductions program in Ukraine. Nuclear warheads can be easily removed and replaced by satellite systems on these missiles. America has already used old strategic missiles for the same purpose. Tactical nuclear weapons are the most destabilizing security factor in the region and should be placed under international control. The United States should assist in helping with the quick removal and dismantling of these weapons. 

3. At least part of the 4,000 nuclear warheads on Ukrainian soil, representing tons of enriched uranium, should be placed under international control and reprocessed into nuclear fuel for 16 nuclear reactors. Ukraine has serious energy problems. Perhaps, this conversion can contribute to an effective energy policy ensuring the proper repair and safety of Ukrainian nuclear power stations. 

4. Ukraine, as a sovereign independent state, wants to participate in all nuclear disarmament talks as an equal partner in full compliance with all treaties negotiated in the past by the former Soviet Union. Ukraine has indicated that it is ready to cooperate with the establishment of international controls over the spread of dangerous weapons technology to third countries. But it is important to understand that if the United States and NATO provide some kind of guarantee for Ukraine with respect to external aggression, the question of nuclear weapons can be more easily negotiated. 

The main problem is not nuclear weapons reductions but real security threats from Ukraine's neighbors, especially after calls from the so-called " democratic" Russian leadership to divide Ukraine, and to even launch a preemptive nuclear strike against Kiev. The West should understand the serious nature of Ukrainian national security problems.

Some kind of guarantees from the West, and Ukrainian membership in European collective security structures-possibly associate membership status in NATO-should be considered as the only reasonable way to promote Ukrainian national security in the future.

Other aspects of Ukraine's national security, concerning economic and ecological security, must also be addressed. A system of economic security is very important and should be a priority toward building a national financial structure. Fiscal and monetary control structures, national currency, gold reserves, an adequate system of social welfare, and full participation in international financial institutions are imperative. These structures are needed to serve as the basis for radical economic reform, protection of private property, and the break-up of state monopolies, especially defense industries.

Ecological and sociocultural aspects of national security are also vitally important, especially in the aftermath of the Chemobyl disaster and the centuries-old resistance to the Russification policy from Moscow. On the other hand, proper attention should be given to the issues surrounding human rights and to the social and economic security of national minorities. In other words, national security problems of Ukraine are a vast, interrelated complex of such considerations stretching beyond physical and geographical security.

It is important to stress that Ukraine's move toward independence is only one aspect of a massive process of breaking up of one of the last and most inhumane empires in the history of civilization. The only way for Ukraine, as well as for many other enslaved peoples, to promote real independence and self-determination is to break with Moscow and Russian imperialist designs, at least politically, for some time. This is necessary in order to create an adequate system of national security encompassing political, military, economic, ecological, and sociocultural institutions.

Such measures would guarantee a successful transition to full independence and a reintegration into the world economic and political community.
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