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Context 

Protracted, or frozen conflicts, among other internal tensions in Eastern Europe and 

the South Caucasus demonstrate that the Eastern Partnership (EaP) countries face major 

security threats. Furthermore, Russia’s aggressive actions in the region, which include 

attempts to interfere in domestic and foreign affairs of the EaP countries using hybrid 

methods of influence, cannot be neglected.  

For the EU, the region has become an area of instability and uncertainty as a result of 

the increased hostilities in conflict zones, political crises and stalled transitions, coupled 

with the growing influence of radical Islam in Azerbaijan and some regions of Georgia, 

and potential security challenges for the South Caucasus countries stemming from a crisis 

in Russian-Turkish relations. 

 

Summary 

Civil society recommendations focused on strengthening the EU and NATO engagement 

in the EaP region by bringing it into the strategic dialogue around deterrence strategy. 

NATO needs to develop a roadmap for further co-operation with a membership 

perspective depending on the countries’ foreign and security policy ambitions.  

The work on international conventions, which would govern the conduct of hybrid 

warfare as seen in Crimea and elsewhere should start as soon as possible. Possible 

solutions to the impunity of de facto authorities in situations when human rights are 

violated in conflict zones and victims face the problem of legal territorial jurisdiction 

should be explored. 

The EaP region is in desperate need of a new model of information flow among the six 

member countries that would replace the Soviet-style Moscow-centred model. 

Information campaigns about the DCFTA have to be continued in the three AA/DCFTA 

signatory countries with the focus on practical support, for example, how to export to the 

EU market. Similar campaigns but on European technical assistance to SMEs and CSOs 

have to be implemented in all six EaP countries.  
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RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

1. On security challenges facing NATO, the EU and EaP countries 

 

Read more:  

Policy Paper  Security Alert on the EU’s Doorstep Strategies for Strengthening Security in 

the Eastern Partnership Countries 

Policy Brief  Time for a New Security Architecture for NATO and Eastern Neighbours: 

Selected Eastern Partnership Countries 

 

To the EU:  

 The EU should not disengage from the region and give in to its inward-looking 

tendencies; the EU Eastern Neighbourhood should not be neglected as it sends a 

wrong message and jeopardizes the reform processes in the region. 

 The EU should take a larger role in the resolution of the Nagorno-Karabakh 

conflict; the role of the EU may be that of the negotiator, but also the peace-keeper 

on the ground. 

 CSDP should become a more proactive policy, into which the EaP countries should 

be more actively involved. 

 

To NATO: 

 NATO should develop a better understanding of the EaP region and a concrete 

policy for the EaP countries; the EaP countries should be considered not only as 

the security consumers but also as security providers. 

 NATO, include them in operational planning platforms, and assist them in military 

training, intelligence support, joint military exercises, and standardisation of 

defensive weapons systems to improve co-ordination and training. 

 NATO should elaborate and present to the three EaP countries that signed 

Association Agreements (Georgia, Moldova, Ukraine,) a roadmap for further co-

operation with a membership perspective depending on their foreign and security 

policy ambitions. 

 NATO should develop a better understanding of the Black Sea region and consider 

the area as important as the Baltic or the Arctic areas. 

 More cooperation between the EU and NATO with clear distribution of 

responsibilities will benefit the EaP. 

 

 

http://eap-csf.eu/assets/Seacurity%20Alert%20on%20EU%20Border.pdf
http://eap-csf.eu/assets/Seacurity%20Alert%20on%20EU%20Border.pdf
http://eap-csf.eu/assets/files/europeansecurity%20postwarsaw.pdf
http://eap-csf.eu/assets/files/europeansecurity%20postwarsaw.pdf
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To the civil society and EaP governments:  

 The EU expects the EaP countries to take more local ownership and responsibility, 

and to propose initiatives. The EU should not any longer come up with ready-made 

solutions. Consequently, there is more room for initiatives from the civil society – 

genuine concerns can be raised and addressed and the local civil society (as well 

as the EaP governments) should come up with the ideas for projects that would 

address the needs of the local population.   

 It should be explained to the societies that democracy is directly linked to security, 

and that security is about responsibility. 

 

2. On Russian soft power in the EaP countries and possible responses 

 

Read more:  

Policy Paper Threats of Russian Hard and Soft Power in Georgia 

 

To the EU: 

 The joint EaP TV production is one of the possible solutions for the new 

communication model. Running not as one TV channel but as a distribution 

network of regionally based small media outlets working within different 

platforms that would disseminate objective information and infotainment about 

what is really happening in the EaP countries. Region-wide like activities similar 

to the Stop Fake campaign could be a useful part of this system. 

 Support to universities and researchers in the Eastern Partnership countries in 

order to counter the propaganda that is spread through universities and other 

educations institutions is needed. 

 The EU and EaP countries should actively support cultural activities and youth 

exchange and people-to-people contacts through decreasing visa costs and 

consider a visa-free travel as one of the most effective countermeasures to Russian 

propaganda. 

 

To the EaP governments: 

 The EaP countries should create a joint working group of media experts developing 

“positive agenda” ‒ an accessible document helping to promote European 

approach within the EaP region in times when the prospects for the European 

integration are not as bright as at the beginning of the process. The agenda should 

focus on success stories of the people from the EaP countries and convince our 

societies that even if their countries are not part of the EU politically, they can use 

opportunities to become a part of European business, cultural and civic circles.  

http://www.ei-lat.ge/images/doc/threats%20of%20russian%20soft%20and%20hard%20power.pdf
http://www.stopfake.org/en/news/
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 The EaP region is in desperate need of a new model of information flow among the 

six member countries. The Soviet-style Moscow-centred model should be 

eliminated as soon as possible. The new direct communication model should be 

established instead. We should convince our societies that Moscow is no longer 

capital of our region – it's only one of the geopolitical centres of gravity. And our 

EaP nations should speak directly to each other without Kremlin as a moderator. 

 

To civil society and media: 

 The civil society and media communities in our countries should make efforts to 

decouple the significance of the Russian language from the so-called “Russian 

World”. Alternative content in Russian language as lingua franca of the region 

should be actively created and disseminated in the information space of the EaP 

and EU countries. It will help to hit the very core of Russian propaganda system.  

 The most affected part of the pro-Kremlin oriented audiences could be reached by 

infotainment projects, including soap-opera format – transmitting cultural 

patterns and values through simple daily life stories. Instead of demonizing Putin 

in Western media, we should make use of all existing weaknesses of Russian 

system and its mistakes.  

 The pro-European media in the EaP countries should focus on media literacy 

projects.  

 It is a must to invite critically minded Russians into the EaP media since this is the 

most efficient way to reach potentially pro-Kremlin Russian language audiences in 

the EaP region. All existing Russian liberal media should be used to disseminate 

alternative content about the EaP and EU countries within Russia. Russian media 

professionals who lost their jobs can be invited to cooperate on such a project. 

 Cooperation between national media sectors and civil society should be 

strengthened in order to promote the European values in the EaP region more 

effectively. 

 

To the EaP CSF: 

 The EaP CSF should contribute to the new Communication Strategy for the EaP 

region through the network of CSOs in the six countries and the EU and joint 

projects. 

 The EaP CSF should commission research on the Russian soft power. In particular, 

the researchers should study public strategic documents on Russian information 

policies towards the EaP and EU, and try to identify how the Russian soft power 

agencies are working with media, political movements, national minorities, and 

business structures. In order to learn more about Kremlin's holistic approach to 
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the EaP region the EU should support both academic and applied research on 

Russia by the think-tanks and academic institutions in the EaP and Baltic region. 

 The EaP CSF should expose all the channels of this influence should be exposed and 

made well-known with the help of local media systems. The EU political figures 

should be regularly informed about the distorted image of the EU institutions and 

EU politicians presented in the Kremlin media. 

 

3. On trade and financing as mechanisms of influence in the EaP countries 

 

To the EU: 

 Information campaigns about the DCFTA have to be continued in the three EaP 

signatory countries with the focus on practical support, for example, how to export 

to the EU market. Similar campaigns but on European technical assistance to SMEs 

and CSOs have to be implemented in all six EaP countries.   

 The EaP economies should be fully integrated into the digital market. Therefore, 

harmonization of legislation and technical capacities should be supported.  

 Economic, energy and transport security are inter-related. Particular attention 

should be given to developing alternative energy sources and focusing on green 

economy. All EaP countries should be granted full transportation access for 

distributing their production and participating in economic activities.  

 After the banking crisis (especially in Moldova) monitoring of the banking sector 

should be increased. In addition to international actors, such activities should be 

performed by local watchdog organizations.  

 

To the EaP governments: 

 EaP CSOs, especially from the three non-AA and non-DCFTA signatories (Armenia, 

Azerbaijan and Belarus), should be given a greater role in their respective 

countries’ discussions with the EU. Active involvement of CSOs will ensure 

transparency, comprehensive representation of the EaP societies and will increase 

openness and democratization of the EaP countries.  

 The extent of sharing the best practices among the EaP economic actors and CSOs 

needs to be increased. The exchange of innovative ideas and results, for example, 

from business factories, hubs and incubators has to be fostered.  

 

To the EaP CSF and civil society in general: 

 Economy and business activities are among the few areas where the EaP 

governments are more open and motivated to engage with CSOs. Such opportunity 
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should be further exploited by the EaP CSF and used to strengthen the role and 

influence of its member organizations. In order to do so, a regional event with focus 

on economic cooperation, which would allow to share best practices and to 

prepare action plans, should be organized. 

 Gender equality in economic activities should be further addressed and 

strengthened within the EaP countries. Women, including IDPs, are playing key 

roles in establishing and leading SMEs in regions (especially in rural areas), where 

they are the main providers of economic and social support. These issues should 

be addressed either during the regional economic cooperation event (see above), 

or, if financial constraints allow, during a separate event focused only on gender in 

economy. 

 Cooperation and involvement of the private sector has to be prioritized in all 

economy-related CSOs activities.  

 

4. On international frameworks and mechanisms for bringing peace into the EaP 

region and the involvement of civil society 

 

To international community and the EU in particular: 

 The work on international conventions, which would govern the conduct of hybrid 

warfare as seen in Crimea and elsewhere should start as soon as possible. 

 Possible solutions to the impunity of de facto authorities in situations when human 

rights are violated in conflict zones and victims face the problem of legal territorial 

jurisdiction should be explored. 

 An early warning system, which would monitor mutual attitudes of neighbouring 

states, regions and societies, should be implemented. The studies should include 

media monitoring, monitoring of events and speeches, social networks, actions by 

local authorities and ethnic groups, as well as increased monitoring of public 

opinion, in order to study the inroads the nationalistic discourse is making in the 

EaP.  

 

To the EaP governments: 

 All parties involved in the current negotiations between Armenia and Azerbaijan 

should undertake efforts to start a civil society track which could help negotiate a 

way out of the present impasse.    

 Historians from all sides of warring divides should be brought together to work on 

historical paradigms, which would attempt to present an account of the past which 

would aim to reflect a balanced view and would not perpetuate past conflicts. The 

result of such efforts should of course be transmitted down to the school level.  
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 A dialogue of experts from the parties involved in the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict 

should be established, which would also include representatives of both diasporas. 

 

To the EaP CSF: 

 The EaP CSF should produce a book or a film recounting the experiences of those 

people who live in conflict zones. 

 The EaP CSF should put more pressure on the governments involved in conflicts 

via extended practice of monitoring mission to the conflict zones. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

This policy brief was written based on the recommendations of the EaP civil society conference held 

in Tbilisi on 28-29 July 2016 the EaP CSF Georgian National Platform and the Liberal Academy Tbilisi 

with the support from the EaP CSF Secretariat organized the conference “Security Challenges of the 

EU’s Eastern Neighbourhood”. The objective of the conference was to provide a platform for civil 

society organisations, experts and policy makers from the Eastern Partnership countries to discuss 

and identify solutions to the main security threats for the six states, as well as civil society role in 

their implementation. The conference sought to develop recommendations for the EU and NATO to 

stabilize the region, based on the findings of the EaP CSF members. 

 

About the Eastern Partnership Civil Society Forum 

The Eastern Partnership Civil Society Forum (EaP CSF) is a unique multi-layered regional civil 

society platform aimed at promoting European integration, facilitating reforms and democratic 

transformations in the six Eastern Partnership countries - Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Georgia, 

Moldova and Ukraine. Serving as the civil society and people-to-people dimension of the Eastern 

Partnership, the EaP CSF strives to strengthen civil society in the region, boost pluralism in public 

discourse and policy making by promoting participatory democracy and fundamental freedoms. 

For more information, visit www.eap-csf.eu 

file:///C:/Users/Darya/Documents/Riga%20Messages/www.eap-csf.eu

