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MuHCKHM JUAI0T

YcunuBaloljeecsi reonosMTUYecKoe HampsbDkeHue Mexnay Poccueit
¥ 3amaZioM BBIHOCHUT Ha IOBECTKY [JHsI BOIPOC O OyAylleM ero JByX
anuueHTpoB — Bocrounoii EBpons! u I0xxHoro KaBkasa. Haxogsice mexay
JBYMsI LIeHTPaMHU PervOHa/IbHOTIO IIPUTSDKEHUSI U, COOTBETCTBEHHO, [ BYMsI
WHTEeTrPaliOHHBIMHU MMPOEKTaMH, cTpaHbl Boctounoit EBpomst (Benapycs,
MonzmoBa n Ykpamua) u lOxnoro KaBkasza (Apmenusi, AsepGaiimkaH
v [pysusi) CTaIKUBAIOTCSI C MAcCCHBOM TeKyIieil U CTpaTeruveckoit
HeollpefieIeHHOCTH.

OHu HaxoAATCS IOJ, NOCTOSIHHBIM «ITePeKPeCTHbIM OIHeM» JUCKYPCOB
60/IBIINX coceneil B 061acTy 6e3011acHOCTY M MHTerpauuu. Vx BHelHue
NOJIMTUKA OTPAaHMYEHBbl PErvOHANbHBIM OaJAaHCOM CHJI, & dKOHOMHUKH
3aBUCST OT MHTEr PALJIOHHBIX IOTOBOPEHHOCTEN 60J1ee BBICOKOTO MOPSIKA.
Takue c0o)XHBIE OTHOLIEHHS 33aBHCUMOCTH, a TakKe HWAEHTUYHOCTb U
HAl[MOHA/IbHbIE UHTEPEeChl CAMUX CTPAH TPEOYIOT OT MX DJIUT MCKYCHOM
JUIUIOMAaTUM U B3BELIEHHOTO TOCYIpaBeHUsl. A OT BHEIIHUX UTPOKOB —
JIy4LIero MOHUMaHUsI CriePUKHU «CepeJMHHbBIX» PETHOHOB.



Minsk Dialogue

Current geopolitical tensions between Russia and the West, including
the Ukraine crisis that reflects them, pose serious questionsabout the future
of two epicentres of these tensions - Eastern Europe and South Caucasus.
Sandwiched between the two geopolitical poles and their respective region-
building projects, the countries of Eastern Europe (Belarus, Moldova and
Ukraine) and South Caucasus (Armenia, Azerbaijan and Georgia) are
massively exposed to present-day and strategic uncertainties. Even their
immediate future looks unpredictable, and longer-term development
prospectsare undermined by lack of vision, aswell as by poorunderstanding
of these regions by external actors.

Thesocieties of Eastern Europe and South Caucasusare heavily subjected
to big powers’ security discourses, their foreign policies are to a large extent
limited by the balance of regional powers and their economies depend on
bigger integration arrangements. Such a constellation of dependencies,
together with these countries’ own identities and specific interests, require
from theirelitesand foreign actors highly skillful governanceand diplomatic
navigation. Serious challenges are found on all levels of analysis, they are
multiple and cross-dimensional. Therefore, policy responses also need to
be identified on all policy levels and across thematic dimensions.

The conference will adopt a multi-disciplinary approach and have
representative attendance. It will host specialists (academics and policy
analysts) with security, foreign policy and business/economy backgrounds
from Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Georgia, Moldova, Ukraine, Germany,
and Russia.



LIENU KOHOEPEHLIUK

* CocTaBUTh KapTy HallMOHA/IbHBIX, PErMOHA/IbHBIX M BHeLIHUX IIOJXOI0B
K OIlpefie/IeHHUIO BBI3OBOB, cTosiuux Iepex Bocrounoit EBpomoil u
IO>xHpIM KaBkaszom.

* [IpoBectu ry6unnbiit CBOT-ananu3 Bocrounoit EBpomnsr u FOxxHOTO
KaBkasa B cucteMe MexIyHapOJHBIX OTHOLIEHHWHA Ha €BPOIEHCKOM
KOHTHUHEHTe.

OPFAHU3ATOPbl KOH®EPEHLIUN

Co-opranusatopamMmu  KOHQEpPEHLUH  BBICTYMH/IM  JKCIIepTHas
uHHUIMaTiBa «MuHckuii guanor» (Bemapycs), ['vccenckuii yHUBepcUTeT
umenu lOcryca Jlubuxa ([epmanus) u PakyrbreT MeXAYHAPOZHBIX
otrnourenuii BI'Y (Benapycs).

MOBECTKA QHA KOH®EPEHLUA

IlanenpHasn puckyccusi «Crparermdeckue BbI3OBbI B BocTrouHo
EBpomne u Ha l0:xH0oM KaBkase».

Ceccus 1. «byayuiee Ge3omacuHoctu B Bocrounoit EBpone u Ha
IO>xHOM KaBKkase».

* Kax MHUHMMU3MpPOBaTh peruoHasbHble PUCKH, KOTOPbIe CTAaHOBSITCS
pesy/nbTaToM pacTyliero npotuBocrosinust Poccun u HATO?

* Kakyio pons B popmupoBanuu cpenpl 6e3omacHoctu B BocrouHoi
EBpomnie u Ha IO)xHom KaBkasze UrparoT pa3jinyHble HallMOHATbHbIE U
Me)XJyHapoJHble, FOCylapCTBeHHbIe Y HeroCyJapCTBeHHbIe aKTOPBI?

* Kak yperyimpoBarp CyliecTBylole «3aMOPOXXeHHbIe KOHQIUKTBI» U
MpeJoTBPaTUTh MOSIBJI€HNE HOBBIX?

* Pea/iMCTUYHEI T HOBBIE AOTOBOPEHHOCTHU B paMKax peI‘PIOHaJIBHOﬁ
crUcTeMbl 6€30TIaCHOCTU?

* Kakum o6paszom aganTupoBarh GYHKIUHA U PECYPCHI MEXKAYHAPOAHBIX
OpraHu3alyi, YT00bI OHU OTBEYA/T COBPEMEHHBIM BbI30BaM B 06/1aCTH
6e30macHoOCTH?




CONFERENCE OBJECTIVES

* To map national, regional and external perspectives on the current
challenges in Eastern Europe and South Caucasus.

*To conduct in-depth SWOT analysis of Eastern Europe and South
Caucasus in the system of international relations on the European
continent.

CONFERENCE ORGANISERS

The conference is co-organised by the Minsk Dialogue Track-II
Initiative (Belarus), Justus Liebig University (JLU) Giessen (Germany), and
the Faculty of International Relations of the Belarusian State University
(Belarus).

AGENDA

Opening panel discussion “Strategic Challenges in Eastern Europe
and South Caucasus”.

Session 1. “The Future of Security in Eastern Europe and South
Caucasus’.

* How to minimise regional risks that stem from growing NATO-Russia
tensions?

* What is the role of multiple national and international, and state and
non-state actors that shape the security of Eastern Europe and South
Caucasus?

* How tosettle the existing protracted conflictsand prevent the emergence
of new territorial disputes?

* Is there space for new regional security arrangements?

*How can the functions and resources of international security
organisations be adapted to better suit the changing realities of Eastern
Europe and South Caucasus?




Ceccus 2. «Bygymme 0usHec Mogenn U KOomepanuOHHbIE CETH B
Bocrounoii EBponie n Ha IO>xkHoM KaBkase».

*Yro MoXeT cTaTh OyAylIMMHM JpaiiBepaMH SKOHOMHUKH B BocTouHO#
EBpomne 1 Ha lOxxHoM KaBkasze?

* Kak pasButme sxkoHomuyeckoir KOHBIOHKTYpbl B EC, Poccun wu
IOPYTUX peruoHa/IbHBIX LIEHTpax OyJeT BAUSITh Ha JKOHOMHYECKHE
BO3MOXHOCTHU cTpaH BocTounoit EBpomnsr u KOyxHoro KaBkaza?

*EC u EBpasuiickuii 5KOHOMHYeCKUI COI03: eCTb /I INOTeHLWan y
«MHTeTpalliy UHTEeTPaLdii»?

*Moxer nu KuTaiickuii mnpoekt «OauH TMosIC - OLUH IyThb»
TpaHCPOPMUPOBATh CTPYKTYPyY OKOHOMMYECKHX OTHOIUEHUH B
Bocrtounotii EBporne u Ha IO)xHoM KaBkaze?

* C KaKMMHU HOBBIMHU BbI30BaMHU CTPaHbl PerMOHa CTAJIKUBAIOTCS B CBeTe
npuGIDKarollelicss YeTBepToi MPOMBIIIIEHHON PEBOTIOLMH ?

Ceccusi 3. «BHewmHsAsA MOMUTHKA M OyJyliue MeXIyHapOJHbIe
BbI30BBI B BocTouHoii EBpone u Ha I0)xHOM KaBka3ze».

*Kakyio ponp OymyT Wrparb MeXIyHapojHbIe IIPaBUTebCTBEHHBIE
1 HeIpaBUTe/bCTBEHHble opraHusaunuu B BocrouHoil EBpome u Ha
IO)xnom Kaskase?

* Kakue BHyTpeHHUE aKTOPbI OyAyT OTpene/siTh BHELIHIOK MOMTATHKY
CTpaH peruoHa?

* Kakue BHelIHenmo/IMTHYECKHe CTpaTeruy OyAyT MOMOTaTh MaJjIbIM
«cepefMHHBIM» cTpaHam Boctounoi#t EBpombr m HOxxHoro Kaskaza
MaKCUMU3UPOBATh CBOM HHTEpPechl B KOHTEKCTe KOHKypPeHIIUH
MHTETPALIMOHHBIX IIPOEKTOB?

* Kak Gyzer BoImIsiieTh reonoauThyeckast Kapta Bocrounoii EBpormsr u
IOxxn0TO0 KaBkaza uepes 10-20 net?

+ Kakyto npupogy u posb 6yayT UMeTh MeXTOCYAapCTBEHHbIE aJIbsTHChI B
peruone?

Cemunap. «SWOT-marpuna Oyaymero Bocrounoit EBponsr u
I0>xHoro Kaskasa».




Session 2. “Future Business Models and Networks in Eastern
Europe and South Caucasus”.

* Where can the drivers of future business in Eastern Europe and South
Caucasus come from?

* How will the economic situation in the EU, Russia and other regional
powers impact economic opportunities in Eastern Europe and South
Caucasus?

* The economies of the European Union and the Eurasian Economic
Union: is there potential for an “integration of integrations”?

* Will China’s One Belt One Road project become a game-changer in
Eastern Europe and South Caucasus?

* What new challenges does the upcoming Fourth Industrial Revolution
pose in Eastern Europe and South Caucasus?

Session 3. “Foreign Policy to Meet Future Challenges in Eastern
Europe and South Caucasus”.

* What will be the roles of intergovernmental and non-governmental
international organisations in Eastern Europe and South Caucasus?

* What domestic foreign policy actors will play a role of significance?

* What foreign policies do competing region-building projects require
from small in-between states in Eastern Europe and South Caucasus?

* What will the geopolitics of Eastern Europe and South Caucasus look
like in the next 10 to 20 years?

* What will be the nature and role of alliances in Eastern Europe and
South Caucasus?

Workshop. “The SWOT Matrix of the Future of Eastern Europe
and South Caucasus”.




Munckuti duanoz2

SWOT-AHANN3
BOCTOYHOW EBPOMbDI
N HOXKHOI0 KABKA3A

(Pa6ouuti dokymenm)

1.8 paMKax pabodero gokymeHta Bocrounasi EBpoma u HOxHbIi
KaBkas yci0BHO paccMaTpHBalOTCsl B KayecTBe eMHOTo perroHa. Msl He
npeHeOperaeM MHOXX€CTBEHHBIMU Pa3/TUYUSIMH, KOTOPbIE CYILIECTBYIOT
MeXJy OTHUMU CyOperuoHamMH, OAHAKO TOJYEPKHMBaeM UX o0O0liue
XapaKTEPUCTHUKU KaK CEepPeIMHHOTO PervoHa (pacrooKeHHOTO MEeXy
LEeHTPaMU Ie0NOTUTHYECKOTO MMPUTSDKEHUSI) B CHCTEME MEXAyHapOSHBIX
oTHoueHuM. [Ipy 3TOM MBI MTOHUMaeM, 4YTO CUCTeMHBIN aHanmu3 BocTouHoit
EBpomnbl u lOkHoro KaBkaza B upease HeoOXOZMMO PACLUIMPUTH, KaK
MMHUMYM, 0 KapThl Bceil EBpasuu.

2 . Boctounas EBpomna u lO>xHb1i1 KaBKa3 Haxoas1TCst B reonoiMTHYecKoi
TypOyJIEHTHOCTH C HEHW3BEeCTHbIMU IepcreKTuBamu. [Ipogomkaercs
HaKoIUleHWe KOH(IMKTHOro moreHuuana mexzay Poccueir u 3amazowm.
Bb1iiTHi M3 TypOy/IeHTHOCTH ITO3BOJIMT HOBas perMoHaIbHast (M 1106aibHast)
MOJe/lb MEXAYHApOAHBIX OTHOIIEeHWH u Ge3omacHocTH. OpHAKo ee
KOHTYPBHI IIOKA He ITPOCMAaTPHUBAOTCSI.

3. Cnenyst cTpykType u noruke KoHdpepeHiuu «byayiiee Boctounoit
EBponer n IOxHoro KaBkasza: Ha mepeceyeHHWM BHeIIHeH IOJTUTHKU,
Ge3omacHOCTH W OW3HECa», OCHOBHAs 4YacTh pabovero [JOKyMeHTa
noctpoeHa mno mnpuHuuny SWOT-marpuiibl: BHaudazne QUKCHUPYIOTCS
OCHOBHbIe BHYTpHpervoHabHbie ¢GaxkTopbl passutus (Strengths) u




Minsk Dialogue

SWOT-ANALYSIS
OF EASTERN EUROPE
AND SOUTH CAUCASUS

(Non-Paper)

1. The non-paper defines Eastern Europe and South Caucasus as
a single region. In doing so, we do not ignore multiple dissimilarities
that exist between the two sub-regions, but rather intend to underline
their common characteristics as an in-between region (located between
geopolitical centres) in the system of international relations. At the same
time, we realise that ideally systemic analysis of Eastern Europe and South
Caucasus should be broadened so that to encompass, at least, the whole of
Eurasia.

2. Eastern Europe and South Caucasus have entered a period of
geopolitical turbulence with unknown prospects. Conflict potential
between Russia and the West continues to build up. A new regional
(and global) model of international relations and security could end the
turbulence, but the parameters of such a model remain unidentifiable.

3. Following the structure and logic of the conference “The Future of
Eastern Europe and South Caucasus: at the intersection of foreign policy,
security and business”, the main body of the non-paperis based ona SWOT-
matrix. First, it deals with intra-regional Strengths and Weaknesses, and
then it discusses externally-driven Opportunities and Threats.




«AxusiecoBsl TisThl» (Weaknesses), 3atem — 00yC/IOBlI€HHbIE BHEUIHEH
cpegoii BoamokuoctH (Opportunities) u yrpossi (Threats).

STRENGTHS

4. B CTpaHaX P€EruoHa IMpOoAO/DKA€T 3SBOJMIOLHOHHO YKPEIATbCs
omynieHre 1 OCO3HaHHue COOGCTBEHHOTO CyBe€pEHHUTETA.

5. [TpoucxoauT MOMCK 1 06 HEKTUBU3ALMS HALIMOHAIbHBIX HHTEPECOB.
[IpaBga, KOHCEHCYC 3/1IMT IO IIOBOAY COJEP)KaHUsSI HaLlMOHAIbHBIX
MHTEepecoB IOJHOCThIO He JOCTUTHYT, a caMa KOHILeMNLMsI HallMOHAIbHBIX
VHTEpPeCOB YaCTO WCIOJIb3YeTCs ISl Lie/iel MOMUTHYeCKOU OG0pbObI MIIH
MpOTIaraH/Ibl.

6. TocymapctBa Bocrounoit Espombsr u  IOxnoro Kaskasa
NeMOHCTPUPYIOT MOJUTUYECKYI0O BOMIO K [JUBEPCHUPHUKALU CBOUX
BHEUIHENOJIUTUYEeCKUX W BHEIIHEeIKOHOMUYECKUX OTHOLIEHUHN C 1e/IbI0
M30aBUTHCSI OT MOHO3aBUCHMOCTEN.

1. Perunon TIpUBJIeKaTesIeH J/is KOHCOMUAUPYIOINX MAaKPO-TIPOEKTOB.
Hamnpuwmep, g5 KMTalicKuX MHUIMATUB B pamMKax «HoBoro imrenkoBoro
MyTH», BKIIOYasi GopMar «16+1». ITO 00yCIOB/IEHO re€03KOHOMUYECKUMH
dakTopamu, JIOTUCTUYECKUMHU BO3MOXXHOCTSIMH, a TaKXKe IOJTUTHKOMN
CTpaH pervoHa.

10



6 -
STRENGTHS

4. A sense and awareness of own sovereignty continues to strengthen
gradually in the countries of the region.

9. States in the region search for objective national interests. However,
elite consensus about what constitutes the national interests has not
been fully established, and the very concept of national interests is often
exploited for political and propaganda purposes.

6. Governments in Eastern Europe and South Caucasus demonstrate
political will to diversify their foreign policies and economic relations with
a view to overcoming mono-dependencies.

1.The region is attractive to consolidating macro-projects. For instance,
to Chinese initiatives within the framework of the New Silk Road, including
the 16+1 format. This reflects geoeconomic factors, logistic opportunities,
and the actual policies of the countries in the region.

11
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8. Hmerorcs peruoHaj/ibHble IUIOWIAAKHW U d)OpMaTbI (HaHpI/IMep,
«BocTouHoe MMapTHEPCTBO», OpraHMU3allUM B pPaMKaX MOCTCOBETCKOM
I/IHTEI'pa]_H/II/I), Ha  KOTOpPBIX INPOUCXOOUT (MO)KeT HpOI/ICXO,ZLI/ITb)
OOMEeH OIBITOM U JIYy4IIMMU TPAaKTHUKaMH, Bpra60TKa n peaindanus
KOHCO/MNANPYIOLMX ITIPOEKTOB.

9.v CTpPaH pervoHa MOSBASIOTCS BO3MOXXHOCTH 3aHHUMATh CHJIbHbIE
SKOHOMUYECKHE TMO3UIIMHA B CEKTOPA/IbHBIX HUILAX HA PETMOHABHBIX U
MHUPOBBIX PbIHKaX (HampuMep, B Pa3BUTUM U MMIUIEMEHTALMA HUILEBBIX
TexHonoruit). OfHaKo 3TO TpeOyeT CUHEPIUU KayeCTBEHHOTO U THGKOTO
rocyrnpaBieHusi ¢ 3GPEeKTUBHON [eSITeTbHOCTHI0 MA/JIOTO0 M CpPeJHEro
OusHeca.

10. CTpaHbl permoHa UMeIOT pecypCc MHOTOYMC/IEHHBIX AUACIIOP, Yel
MOTEHLIMAJI B HEKOTOPBIX M3 HUX Y)Ke SIBJISIeTCS KII0YeBBIM (paKTOpoM
pasBuTusi (KaK BHYTPEHHEro, TaK W B CHUCTEME MEXAyHapOAHBIX
OTHOLIEHHU), @ B HEKOTOPBIX — TIOKA UCIIO/Ib3yeTCsI HELOCTAaTOYHO.

WEAKNESSES

11. v 6onpumncrsa CTpPaH peruoHa «TOKCUYHbIe» OTHOLIEHHUS C KeM-
TO M3 COCe/lel WM C BHEIIHUMH aKTopaMu. K3-3a 3TOro ocioxHsiercs
npo6JieMa HU3KOr0 BHYTPHUPETrHOHAIBHOTO I0OBEPHS.

1 2. OTCYTCTBYET Pa3BUTasA peruoHa/ibHas ITOBECTKaA AHSI.

12



8. Several regional platforms and formats (such as the Eastern
Partnership or post-Soviet organisations) have been developed that (can)
facilitate exchange of experience and best practicesand where consolidating
projects can be/are designed and implemented.

9. The countries in the region are obtaining opportunities to establish
strong economic positions in sectoral niches on regional and global
markets (for instance, in the development and implementation of niche
technologies). However, this requires synergies between high-quality and
flexible state governance and effective SMEs.

10. The region has the resource of large diasporas. In some countries,
diasporas have already become a core factor of development (both internal
and in the system of international relations), and in others their potential
is yet to be fulfilled.

WEAKNESSES

11. Most countries of the region have ‘toxic’ relations either with one
another or with a big power. This aggravates the problem of low trust inside
the region.

12. The region lacks a comprehensive agenda.

13



13. TraBHbIMuU 0uaramu HecrabuaBbHOCTH OCTAIOTCS TeppUTOpUA/IbHBIE
KOHQUKTBI. HeT GMM3KOI NMepCreKTHBBI yperyiupoBaHUsT KOHQIMKTa
Ha [lonGacce. Ilpousouuia ackanauus cutyanuu B Haropaom Kapabaxe.
C1abo KOHTpOIMpyeMble IPoLeccsl HabMoAa0TCs B AGXa3uu.

14. Cpezu 5/IUT M Hace/IeHUsI CTPAH PEruoHa Bee OOJIbILIe ITPOSIBIISIETCS
YYBCTBO He3alWleHHOCTU. HeT moHMMaHUs AajpHeHUINMX TpaeKTOpUi
Pa3BUTHs PErdOHANIBHOM cuTyauuu. Ha Takom ¢oHe oOuiecTBeHHOE
MHEHW€e CTAaHOBUTCSI JIETKOM JOObIYel /IJIst IPOTAraH/abl K MAHUITY/ISIIIUHA.

19. LuewmsauyonHoe n  reomonmMTHYECKOe NPOTHBOCTOSHME
packasbIBaeT o0IIecTBa.

16. Curyauusi ycyrybrisiercss mpoGreMaMu  He3aBepIIeHHOCTH
HAllMOHAJIbHOTO CTPOMUTE/BCTBA M IIOCTCOBETCKUX TpaHCPOPMALMH,
HE/I0CTaTOYHO PA3BUTHIX U CTPYKTYPHUPOBAHHBIX JTUT, CTA0BIX UHCTUTYTOB,
KOPPYMITMPOBAaHHOCTH, HEPa3BUTOW IPABOBOM Ky/lbTypbl, O€JHOCTH M
COLMA/IPHOM MOJISIPU3ALUM  OOLIEeCTB, TEXHOJOTMYEeCKOM OTCTaloCTH,
«yT€YKH MO3IOB», MOHOIIOJM3UPOBAHHOCTH U Hed3(P(PEeKTUBHOCTH
SKOHOMHUK. A TalOKe IUIOXOM MOTUTUKON B OTHOLIEHWM HAlMOHAJIbHBIX
MEHBIIMHCTB U HeZJOCTATOYHOM Pa3BUTOCTHIO IPAYKJAHCKHUX OOLIECTB.

17. Crmsumucs MHOCTPaHHble WHBECTHIMH W OOBEMBI TOPTOBIU
B pernoHe. HecMOTpss Ha MOMUTHYECKYI0 BOMIO K JuBepcUHKaIuH,
COXpPaHSIeTCSl DKOHOMHYECKasi M MOJMTHUYeCKas MOHO3aBHCHUMOCTb.

14



13. Territorial conflicts remain the main source of instability. The
conflict in the Donbas has no short/medium-term solution. The situation
in Nagorno-Karabakh has escalated. Poorly controlled processes are
observed in Abkhazia.

14. Elites and populations of the region feel increasingly unprotected.
There is a lack of understanding of where regional trajectories are heading.
Against this background, public opinion becomes an easy target for
propaganda and manipulation.

19. Civilisational and geopolitical confrontation breaks societies apart.

16. The situation is further aggravated by the problems of unfinished
nation-building and post-Soviet transformations, insufficiently developed
and structured elites, weak institutions, corruption, poor legal culture,
poverty and social inequality, technological backwardness, brain drain,
and monopolised and inefficient economies. Bad policies on national
minorities and insufficiently developed civil societies also add to the
problem.

17. Foreign investments and trade have been falling in the region. In
spite of existing political will for diversification, economic and political
mono-dependencies remain problematic. Importantly, dependencies have
not only a quantitative dimension but also a perceptional one at societal
and elite levels.

15



[TpuToM He TO/MBKO Ha ypoBHe IIU(PPOBBIX IOKa3aTeseil, HO U Ha ypOBHe
0OIIeCTBEHHOTO U 3JTATHOTO BOCIIPUSITHSI.

18. dYacro WIHOPHPYEMOil TPOOIeMOii SIB/ISIIOTCS OTHOCHTE/IBHO
cabple cHCTeMbl O0Opa30BaHUS B pervoHe, HeIPHBIEKATeNTbHOCTD
pervoHa/IbHBIX YHUBEPCUTETOB. B pesynbrare cTygeHThl M3 BocTouHOM
Espomnsl 1 OxxHOoro KaBkasa npenoymTaroT ye3xarh 3a NpeJe/ibl peruoHa,
YIIYCKAIOTCSI BO3MOXXHOCTHU Pa3BUTHUSI PErMOHaJIbHOM HJEHTUYHOCTHU
Y BHYTPHPETMOHAJIBHBIX NPOdeCCHOHAJBHBIX KOHTAKTOB Yy Oyayliux
ITOKOJIEHUH.

OPPORTUNITIES

19. dyHIaMeHTampHBIX CHCTEMHBIX NMPOTHUBOpeunii Mexay Poccueit
M 3amajioM, B OTJIM4YHE OT BpPeMeH XOJOJHOW BOUWHBI, CcerogHsi HeT. B
SKOHOMUYECKON cdepe HHTepechl BO MHOTOM COBMajalT. Hmerorcs
o6 beauHsIONME 001Me yrpo3sl (Hampumep, Teppopusm, UT'HJT), kotopsie
MOTYT CTaThb (AKTOPAaMU CHIDKEHUs TeONOTUTHYECKOW 3CKa/lalliu B
pervose.

20. Besonacuoctu u Pa3BUTHIO CTPAH peruoHa GyayT crioco6CTBOBATH
BCe BO3MOXXHBIe TOYKM CONPUKOCHOBEHHS BHYTPU pEruoHa, a TaKKe
C BHEUIHMMM aKTOpamH. locyzapcTBa MMeIOT BO3MOXXHOCTH MCKaTh U
pa3BuBaTh pasauvHbie GopMbl coTpygHudecTBa u ¢ Poccueit, u ¢ EC, u
¢ gpyrumu aktopamu (Kuraem, Typuwmeii, Mpanom, CIIA u ap.). 3gech

16



18. Relatively weak education systems and unattractive regional
universities pose a problem that is often ignored. As a result of it, students
from Eastern Europe and South Caucasus prefer to study in other parts of
Europe and the world, which undermines chances of developing a regional
identity and intra-regional professional contacts among future generations.

OPPORTUNITIES

19. Unlike during the Cold War, there is no fundamental conflict
between Russia and the West today. In the economic realm, they have
multiple common interests. Certain common threats (for example,
terrorism and ISIS) can also become factors of geopolitical de-escalation.

20. Any feasible points of contact and cooperation inside the region and
also with external actors will contribute to the security and development of
the countries in the region. States in Eastern Europe and South Caucasus
have opportunities to pursue and expand various forms of cooperation
with Russia, the EU, and other actors (China, Turkey, Iran, USA, etc.). They
can make use of multilateral and bilateral tracks.

17



MOTYT OBITh 33[€fiCTBOBAaHbI KAK MHOI'OCTOPOHHHE, TaK U [JBYCTOPOHHHE
TPeKHU.

21. [TpuopureTtHoii siBnsieTcst cpepa SIKOHOMUKH. Ha MHOrocTopoHHEeM
YPOBHEe TOTeHIMa/lbHble BO3MOXXHOCTH HeceT B3aUMOJEHCTBHEe IO
muann EC-EADC, xoTa Havarh Auasor mnoka He ygaetcsi. IlepcrnexkTussl
TaKOTO B3aMMOJEMCTBMSI YaCTO PACCMATPUBAIOTCSI 3a IpefenaMu
pervoHa KakK «{drpa ¢ Hy/IeBOM CyMMO¥», YTO B OCHOBHOM ITPOTUBOPEYUT
BHELTHEITOJIMTHYECKOMY MBbILUTEHHI0 (PAalMOHA/IBHOCTH) CepefUHHBIX
CTpaH.

22. TIombITKY CHUBHTS rpaZyc HampsDKEHUS Ty TeM JTULIb TAKTHYECKUX
Y TOYEYHBIX coriaumeHuii (Hanpumep, HoBoro BapuanTta JTOBCE) He
AT pe3yasrata. HeoGxomgumo oO6lee TMOMUTHYECKOe MMOHHUMAaHHUeE.
OpHako Takoe MOHHWMAHWE MOXXET OBITh AOCTUTHYTO TOJNBKO MyTEM
JOJITOM Y YITOPHOM paGoThI C Le/IbI0 Pa3BUTHSA Mep A0Bepus (B TOM Ynciie
agantauyuu BeHCKOTo [OKYMEHTA), BBICTPAMBAHMS KOHCY/IBTAL[OHHBIX
MEeXaHU3MOB (HampuMep, Ha YPOBHE BOEHHBIX DKCIEPTOB) U KOHTPOJIS
Ha/l BOOPY>XeHUSAMU (MOTYT GBITh ITPE/IOXKEHBI HOBbIE MEXaHU3MbI). TOT
«3aKOJIJOBAHHBIN KPYT» OCJIOXKHSIETCSI TEM, YTO BO3MO)XHbIE TAKTUYECKHUE
moroBopeHHocTH ¢ Poccueli Ha 3amajie MHOTUMHU BOCIIPUHUMAIOTCS KaK
MyTh K IETUTUMALAH TTOCT-KPBIMCKOTO CTATYC-KBO.
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21. Economy is a priority sphere. On the multilateral level, cooperation
between the EU and the Eurasian Economic Union could bring potential
opportunities, even though attempts to start a dialogue between the two
have been futile so far. Prospects for such cooperation are often seen
outside the region as a zero-sum game, which generally contradicts the
foreign policy thinking (rationality) of in-between countries.

22. Attempts to lower geopolitical tensions by means of tactical and
targeted agreements only (for example, a new version of the CFE Treaty) do
not produce wanted results. Overall political understanding by all sides is
needed. At the same time, such understanding can become reality only as a
result of long and persistent endeavours aimed at developing confidence-
building measures (including an adaptation of the Vienna Document),
establishing consultation mechanisms (for example, on the level of military
experts), and introducing arms control policies (new mechanisms could be
suggested). This ‘vicious circle’ is further aggravated by the fact that many
in the West perceive potential tactical agreements with Russia as a way to
legitimise the post-Crimean status quo.

19



THREATS

23. OTCyTCTBYIOT OHSITHBIE KOHTYPBI MHTETPALIMOHHBIX ITPOLIECCOB.
MHorouncieHHble TPOTHUBOPEYMS] CTABIT IO COMHeHHe Oyxyiiee
VHTETPALIMOHHBIX  IIPOEKTOB HAa  ITOCTCOBETCKOM  IPOCTPAHCTBeE.
HemnoHsiTHa /151 CTpaH perrnoHa 1 repcreKTHBa eBpOoIeiiCKo MHTeTpaluu.
B wactHoctH, Hackonbko EC roToB B3siTh Ha cebsi pelleHHe Cepbe3HbIX
npo6nem? M3-3a BHyTpenHux npobnem B EC ocrabeBaer BHHMMaHHE K
cTpaHaM «BocToyHoro mapTHepcTBa».

24. OrcyrcTBUe wupeil At 0OLIeeBPOIECcKOro U II06aabHOTO
COTPyZHHUYECTBA TaKXKe OTAANSeT TepCleKTHUBY  CBOPAYMBaHUS
reoIOTMTUYECKOro MPOTHUBOCTOSsIHUS. KitroueBasi mpobieMa 3aKio4aeTcst
B Pa3sHOM NOHMMaHWM MCTOYHHUKOB 3cKanauuu. Ha 3amaze mpuumHOM
CerOAHSILIHUX SIBJIeHHMH CYMUTAIOT MoBefleHHe Poccuu: B 4YacTHOCTH,
HapyileHre MOCKBOI 0a30BbIX MeXZyHapoZHbIx mpaBuwia. B Poccuum
)Ke KOpeHb IpOoOJeMbl BUJIST B TOM, YTO IIOC/ie OKOHYAHUS XOJOFHOM
BOMHBI He OBLIO CO3ZIAHO PABHOIPABHBIX U MHKIIIO3MBHBIX WHCTUTYTOB
MeXJYHapOJAHbIX OTHOLIEHHUI 1 6e30MacHOCTH.

25. Bo3BpalaoTcsi MHOTMe TepMUHBI U KOHLENITHI BpeMeH XOJIOAHOM
BOWHBI, KOTOPbIe 06PaMIISIOT U GOPMUPYIOT OXUgaHus. [Ipy aToM camu
pervoHajbHble U [TI00a/IbHbIE BBI3OBBI MPEACTABISIOTCS MOTEHLHAIBHO
6osiee OMACHBIMU, YeM BO BPeMeHa XO/I0HOM BoitHbl. HaMHOrO CoykHee
IPOTHO3UPOBAaTh Pa3BUTHE COOBITUI Ha (QOHE «Pa3MBIBAHMS» IPABUI
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THREATS

23. The future of integration processes causes concerns. Multiple
contradictions undermine post-Soviet integration projects. The prospects
of European integration also look unclear for the countries in the region.
In particular, to what extent is the EU ready to take the lead in resolving
regional problems? As a matter of fact, the EU’s internal challenges weaken
its attention to the Eastern Partnership.

24, Lack of ideas for all-European and global cooperation is another
hurdle on the way to easing geopolitical tensions. The fundamental
problem has to do with the sides’ different interpretation of the sources of
the escalation. In the West, Russia’s behaviour - in particular, the violation
of basic international rules by Moscow - is seen as the cause of today’s
turbulence. And in Russia, the problem is thought to originate from the
fact that no equal and inclusive institutions of international relations and
security were established after the end of the Cold War.

25. Various terms and concepts from the Cold War times are now back
to the international relations vocabulary and shape and frame expectations.
At the same time, current regional and global challenges look potentially
more dangerous than during the Cold War. It is far more difficult to forecast
future developments against the background of blurring rules, institutions,
and balance of interests in international relations.
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N HWHCTHUTYTOB MEXAYHapOAHBIX OTHO]_LIEHI/II'/JI, a TaKXKe OTCYTCTBUA
IMOHATHOrO OaslaHca HNHTEPECOB.

26. [lponcxoguT pacmimpeHre ¥ KOHLEHTPAUMsl  BOEHHOM
nHdpactpykrypsl Poccun 1 HATO Ha rpanunax pervioHa. Hems6exHo
3aITyCKAeTCsI CTUPATb «JUIeMMbI 6€30MTaCHOCTH».

217. BospacTatoT yrpo3sl MCIIONb30BaHUS BOEHHOM WM THOPUIHOMN
CWJIBI B OTHOLLIEHWH cTpaH peruoHa. Hosele yrpossr as OxxHoro Kaskaza
ucxonst ¢ bamxkHero Bocroka.

28. Ha ¢doHe MHPOPMALMOHHOTO MPOTUBOCTOSIHUS MeXAy Poccueit
¥ 3ama/ioM MPOMCXOLUT IMOMUTHU3ALMS IKOHOMUYECKHUX OTHOIIEHUHA M
KOHTAKTOB MEX/LY JIFOJbMH.
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26. The military infrastructure of Russia and NATO is building up on
the region’s borders, which inevitably launches the spiral of the ‘security
dilemma’

27. The possibility of military and hybrid power being used against
the countries in the region is a growing threat. New threats to the South
Caucasus are coming from the Middle East.

28. Against the background of Russia-West confrontation in the
information sphere, economic relations and contacts between people are
getting politicised.

23






