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Abstract

The article reflects on the issue of the modernization of the European sys-
tem of security in the context of contemporary geopolitical challenges, especially
the aggressive policy of the Russian Federation. The formation of the system of Eu-
ropean security, taking into account the multi-dimensionality and the functionality
of the system, is analysed in the article and the factors of threats and challenges
that determine its modern functioning are indicated. The author draws attention to
the inefficiency of the European security system, its problems and possible avenues
of reform.

The place and role of Ukraine in the geopolitical architecture of Europe, par-
ticularly in the Baltic-Black Sea region, are also examined. The ideas of Ukrainian
and foreign scientists and political leaders on creating the Baltic-Black Sea region
are analysed as well as the existing experience of cooperation nowadays. The intere-
sts in the Region of the Russian Federation connected with its desire to strengthen
its military presence on eastern and eastern-southern borders to confront NATO
and the EU are highlighted.

Key words: European security system, Baltic-Black Sea region, NATO, the Euro-
pean Union, Ukraine, Russian Federation.

Abstrakt
Artykut skupia sie na kwestii modernizacji europejskiego systemu bezpieczen-
stwa w kontekscie aktualnych zmian geopolitycznych, w szczegdlnosci ze wzgledu na
agresywna polityke Federacji Rosyjskiej. Uklad europejskiego systemu bezpieczei-
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stwa, biorgc pod uwage jego wieloaspektowosc i funkcjonalnosé, jest poddany w arty-
kule analizie oraz wskazane s czynniki zagrozen a takze wyzwania zwigzane z jego no-
woczesnym dziataniem. Autorka skupia uwage na nieefektywnosci europejskiego sys-
temu bezpieczenstwa, jego niedoskonatosciach i mozliwych sposobach reformowania.

Badane jest takze miejsce i rola Ukrainy w geopolitycznej strukturze Europy,
w szczegblnosci w regionie Morza Czarnego. Ponadto, analizowane sg pomysty ukra-
innskich i miedzynarodowych badaczy oraz lideréw politycznych dotyczace stworze-
nia regionu Morza Czarnego w kontekscie doswiadczen wyniesionych ze wspotpracy.
Polozony jest akcent na kwestie zainteresowania Regionem przez Federacje Rosyj-
ska z racji jej dazenia do wzmocnienia militarnej obecno$ci na granicach wschodnich
i potudniowo-wschodnich, celem konfrontacji z NATO i Unig Europejska.

Stowa kluczowe: europejski system bezpieczeristwa, region Morza Battyckiego
i Morza Czarnego, NATO, Unia Europejska, Ukraina, Federacja Rosyjska.

Introduction

Nowadays global geopolitical structure is undergoing significant chan-
ges. The escalation of permanent political, diplomatic, cultural, ideological,
economic and military confrontation on the European continent is linked
directly with the Russian-Ukrainian conflict, which started in 2014 with
the illegal armed seizure of the territory of Ukraine (the Crimea) and its
accession to Russia and later expanded with the hybrid Russian aggression
against Ukraine in the Donetsk and Lugansk regions. These actions have led
the European security system and the system of international relations as
a whole to a sharp exacerbation of a latent crisis.

Confrontation between the most powerful geopolitical players — the Uni-
ted States, NATO and the EU on the one hand and the Russian Federation
on the other — for the first time since the end of the "cold war" has revealed
unsolved problems and failures in the politics of "Western democracies."
Russian military aggression against Ukraine has become the biggest chal-
lenge to the European security system and affected fundamental issues of
European and global security.

Besides the Ukrainian-Russian conflict, Furope now faces the menace
of terrorism, extremism and flows of immigrants from Islamic states. These
problems have shown that the current system of international security is
barely able to respond to these challenges. Assistance to the countries in
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the fight against terrorism and extremism is largely in bilateral or block
formats. The opportunities of the international security system to respond to
challenges in the economic, information, and resource humanitarian security
of individual countries seem to be insufficient and limited.

Russia’s actions against Ukraine undermined regional stability in coun-
tries from the Baltic to the Black Sea basin, creating a challenge for NATO
as a key element of European security. After the Russian invasion in Ukra-
ine, the fears of most countries of Central and FEastern Europe have found
justification. Consequently, they each requested an increase in the protection
of the Eastern flank of the EU and most importantly to increase the NATO
presence. Nowadays the process of strengthening eastern borders is under-
way, which demonstrates that NATO is fully committed to its obligations.

Taking into account current geopolitical challenges the following qu-
estion arise: 1) is the existing European security system effective and if not
in what ways may it be reformed?; 2) how did the Ukrainian-Russian conflict
affect the European security system?; 3) how can regional and sub-regional
alliances like Baltic-Black sea region strengthen it and can Russia’s destruc-
tive and aggressive action ruin this union?; 4) what is the role of Ukraine in
the new geopolitical alliance — Intermarium with or without Ukraine?

The place of the key institutions in the European security system

Security was and is one of the most important aspects in the functio-
ning of international relations. In order to ensure and strengthen the exter-
nal security of member states in the international community, a system of
international security based on a system of obligations, guarantees and op-
portunities for its subjects has been created.

Among various systems of international security, the following may be
singled out:

— Global (an example of such a system was a bipolar world with a system
of deterrence and confrontations that existed between the Soviet Union
and the United States);

— Regional, based on specific institutions in a particular region (they are
the three institutions in Europe — the EU, the OSCE, NATO);

— Sub-regional, the priority of which is not military security, but the de-
velopment of economic relations (such as, the Visegrad Group,
the Black Sea Economic Cooperation, etc.);

— Bilateral agreements, which cover military-political and economic is-
sues and are the lower basic level of the security system in Europe.
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In general, the structure of the European security system includes:
the United Nations (UN); NATO; The Organization for Security and Co-
operation in Europe (OSCE); The European Union (EU); The Council of
Furope.

However, despite the relatively multidivisional structure of the European
security system, it should be noted that the actual security tasks in Europe
belong to three organizations — 1) NATO (including EU member-states, and
also states outside it), 2) the European Union itself (closely cooperates with
NATO on defence issues), 3) OSCE (includes European, Asian and North
American countries).

NATO'’s role in the new conditions or threats to international and Fu-
ropean security is greatly increasing and it has become the foundation of
Furopean security architecture. The most important and enduring purpose
of NATQO, set out in the Washington Treaty, is to defend the freedom and
security of all its members through political and military means. The Allian-
ce commits to ensure a lasting peaceful order in Europe; however, achieving
that goal may be at risk due to the crises and conflicts that arise inside
and outside the Euro-Atlantic area. Today, Alliance members, particularly
Poland and the Baltic States remain concerned about the possibility that
regional disputes or attempts at political intimidation could undermine se-
curity along its borders. The illegal annexation of Crimea by the Russian
Federation and turning the peninsula into military centrepiece forced NATO
to take steps to strengthen security on its eastern flank. In particular, this
was one of the leading themes of the NATO summit in Wales in September
2014, where the allies placed collective defence back as the primus inter pares
among NATOQ’s three core tasks (the other two being crisis management and
cooperative security) and it was decided to strengthen the military presence
of the US and NATO, particularly in Lithuania, Latvia, Estonia and Poland.
At the Warsaw summit (June, 2016) the Alliance agreed to deploy up to four
thousand soldiers in the Baltic countries and Poland and enhance the measu-
res of operational and combat training of NATO Allied Command Transfor-
mation (ACT) in the region (Shlapak, Johnson, 2016, p. 8). The Black Sea re-
gion as the south-eastern flank of the Alliance is of great concern and impor-
tance as well. In light of the regional realities and security challenges, NATO
has strengthened air and maritime presence in the region.

Among the measures announced, the following have already been deve-
loped:

— The multinational brigade in Craiova, for which Romania is a frame-
work nation, forms the land component of the forward presence. Cur-
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rently ten Allies — Bulgaria, Canada, Germany, Spain, Hungary, Italy,
Luxembourg, the Netherlands, Poland and Portugal — have commit-
ted to it, contributing to the brigade headquarters and coordinating
enhanced training.

— In the air domain, Canada and Italy are reinforcing the efforts of Ro-
mania and Bulgaria for air policing.

— In the maritime domain, standing NATO maritime forces are present
with more ships and more naval exercises. A Black Sea functional
centre has been established within the NATO Maritime Command,
which focuses on the regional specific security issues and maintains
tight links with the regional navies (Anastasov, 2018).

This shows that NATO is fully committed to its obligations towards its
member-states and now can be considered as the main instrument to ensure
Europe’s security and stability. As NATO and the Furopean Union share
key security challenges it is vital nowadays to increase practical cooperation
in different areas that would lead to more favourable outcomes for both.
The Russian-Ukrainian conflict may become a powerful incentive to spread
the influence of NATO on the global stage. The Alliance may find the role
of its military remains in Europe, resorting to the functions of deterrence
of war in Europe. This will mean an increased need for reorientation of
its military power to perform the complex tasks of defence and increase
readiness to deal with broad strategic confrontation. It is especially necessary
for the defence of Central and Eastern Europe. All this requires substantial
rethinking. NATO needs to reconsider collective defence in its current form,
yet in a different setting, and find the answer to new geopolitical realities
and challenges. Possible ways of meeting these challenges are a combination
of the foundations of collective, cooperative security and crises management.
That is why it is important not only to implement the programme adopted
at the 2014 Wales Summit, but also preserve its internal unity and the ability
of the Member-States to meet their obligations.

Organisation for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) (befo-
re 1994 — Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe) is also one
of the most important elements in the European security architecture. It
has to act in the following directions: political (including security aspects),
economic (market economy, social justice), ecological (environmental protec-
tion) and "human" (human rights and development of democratic institu-
tions) on the basis of generally accepted principles. The political dimension
of the OSCE activities concentrates not only on the general principles of
the relations development among the countries, but also includes more spe-
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cific areas such as strengthening trust among member-states, arms control,
prevention and resolution of conflicts and combating transnational threats.
The need for strengthening the trust among European states was clearly
understood by politicians taking into account ambiguous processes during
the "Cold War," which included permanent crisis in relations between two
warring military-political blocs, a constantly growing arms race and armed
conflicts in various regions of the world. The high level of international ten-
sion could only have been removed through dialogue and the implementation
of effective measures of confidence.

After 1990, the OSCE acquired more well-established organizational
forms, sent observer missions to different elections and held field operations
(for instance, Kosovo, Georgia, Ukraine) in Europe to monitor the situation
and the possibilities of peaceful settlement in these conflicts. The OSCE
has accumulated some experience in such activities as early crisis preven-
tion, crisis management and post-conflict rehabilitation. The main OSCE
achievement was coordination of the adoption of the Treaty on Reduction
of Conventional Armed Forces in Europe, which established quantitative re-
strictions for European countries on the main types of conventional weapons.
OSCE also tried to carry out mediation or monitoring in the conflict zones
in the territories of the new independent states of the CIS — in Transnistria,
Abkhazia, Nagorno Karabakh and Chechnya.

However, the results of the OSCE performance are not always effec-
tive. For example, OSCE failed to resolve the problems in Kosovo, where
the organization was involved prior to the NATO action in 1999.

The activity of the OSCE mission in Ukraine today is rather controver-
sial. On the one hand, by assessing the actions of international organizations
in terms of Russian aggression in eastern Ukraine, some analysts highlight
the positive effects of the OSCE activity. Mainly due to the participation of
Russian experts in the OSCE, these assessments are questioned, however.

After the change of power in February 2014 and the annexation of Cri-
mea, the role of OSCE significantly increased with regard to easing tensions
between Ukraine and Russia and the promotion of a peaceful settlement of
the conflict in eastern Ukraine. On March 21, 2014, the OSCE Permanent
Council at the request of the Ukrainian government decided to establish
the Special Monitoring Mission (SMM) in Ukraine, the mandate of which
extends throughout the state. The purpose of the OSCE mission in Ukraine
is to maintain dialogue and reduce tension in the country. However, many
analysts are rather sceptical today about the activities of the OSCE mission,
emphasizing the limitations of its activities. However, it should be understo-
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od that the OSCE is not a peacekeeping force, and its SMM representatives
are unable to control the situation along the entire length of the border of
the conflict zone.

Therefore, the purpose of the OSCE activity is different from that of
NATO. First and utmost, it is conflict prevention, crisis management, com-
pliance with the rights of people, refugees, arms control, economic develop-
ment, political reforms, etc. Thus, the OSCE is not an organization that
guarantees safety, rather the one that helps to create the conditions for se-
curity. Instead, NATO has the real tools of force impact and coercion to
peace. To continue to play a useful role in resolving this issue and in easing
tensions between Russia and the West, the OSCE needs to adjust its way of
working and strengthen its toolbox.

The Russian-Ukrainian conflict has also become a new springboard for
competition of the EU and the Russian Federation for spheres of influence.
A desire to restore its sphere of influence on the European continent has
become important to the Russian Federation. A period of "political and
economic domination" and control over "zones of exceptional geopolitical
interests" began in relations between the EU and Russia. The Furopean
Union began to noticeably tend to the Euro-Atlantic vector of development
and the possible creation of Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership
with the United States.

This also led to underestimation by the USA and the EU of the situation
of the former Soviet Union states, including Ukraine, and Russia’s imperial
ambitions. They obtained the status of relatively affluent buffer areas with
prospects of democratic development. The USA and Western European co-
untries actually "gave" Russia the territories of its traditional geopolitical
influence (except the Baltic states).

Only because of the tragedy of the "Boeing 777" in July, 2014 over
the Donetsk region and the entry of regular units of the Russian Federation
Armed Forces into the territory of Ukraine, the EU Council took the deci-
sion to impose system sanctions (the so-called sanctions of the "third wa-
ve"). They waited to impose these sanctions due to continued hopes for
appeasement of the aggressor by means of diplomacy. Subsequently, Federi-
ca Mogherini, the High Representative of the Union for Foreign Affairs and
Security Policy, announced the termination of the partnership relation of
the EU with Russia.

The EU with its traditional paradigm to address transition, moderni-
sation and steady integration into a shared FKuropean space to approach
Russia became obsolete. The Global Strategy for the Furopean Union’s Fo-
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reign and Security Policy adopted in June 2016 perfectly reflects this change
when it states that 'managing the relationship with Russia represents a key
strategic challenge’. Nevertheless, as a reflection of the deep divisions among
Furopean member states concerning Russia, Brussels is still willing to ’enga-
ge Russia to discuss disagreements and cooperate if and when our interests
overlap’. In other words, the EU is committed to a dual approach that in-
tends to consolidate a strong position (deterrence) with open channels for
meaningful dialogue (diplomacy) (Facing Russia’s strategic ..., p. 4).

Baltic-Black Sea region — perspectives for cooperation

There is no clear and generally accepted geographic and political defini-
tion of the Baltic-Black Sea region. Ukrainian and foreign researchers often
include in this concept all Black Sea and Baltic countries (Turkey, Bulgaria,
Romania, Norway, Sweden, etc.) adding to them Slovakia, the Czech Repu-
blic, Hungary and Austria. This understanding has affected European and
American scientific thought, which considers the Baltic-Black Sea region in
a broader sense. Also the space between the Baltic Sea and the Black Sea
is often called "Intermarium", but the ambiguity of this geographical defi-
nition defines the existence of the geopolitical concept of Joseph Pilsudski
with similar term "Miedzymorza" (from Polish "Intermarium").

An important basis for cooperation in the field of security between the co-
untries of the Baltic-Black Sea region is deep historical traditions of success-
ful coexistence starting from the times of Kyiv Rus and the Byzantine Empire
(through the ancient trade routes connecting the Baltic and Black Seas).

Ukrainian historian and first President of Ukraine (1917-1918) Mykha-
ilo Hrushevsky emphasized the importance of the establishment of closer
cooperation between the countries of the Baltic-Black Sea region that would
be beneficial for both Ukraine and the region. In the section "Orientation on
the Black Sea" of his work "On the threshold of a new Ukraine" Hrushevsky
substantiated the "Black Sea prospects" of Ukraine by its historical past.

The founder of Ukrainian political geography Stepan Rudnytsky in his
works ("Ukraine from the political and geographical position" (1916), "Ukra-
ine and Great Powers" (1920)) saw the guarantees of the future of Ukrainian
state and the region in the close cooperation of the Baltic-Black sea co-
untries. The scientist proved the "historical gravitation" of the Ukrainian
people to the peoples of the Black Sea and Baltic Sea regions.

One of the main ideologues in the formation of Baltic-Black Sea region
was Polish politician Joseph Pilsudski who created two concepts: already
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mentioned "Eastern European Inter-Sea Federation" (in Polish Miedzymo-
rze) and the complementary project of the idea of the federation — Prome-
theism (in Polish Prometeizm).

There are three approaches towards geopolitical concepts of the Baltic-
Black Sea region: 1) the first one can be formulated as a conceptual one
of the mapping of Europe, the idea of which was proposed by S. Rokkan
in the article "Modelling of Europe in the logic of Rokkan" as Vienna —
Moscow-Istanbul Triangle (Larsen, 1995, p. 40); 2) the second approach
is based on the logic of the "Cold War" and conflict interaction between
political actors. The basis of the approach lies in an agnostic interpretation
that focuses on military-strategic aspects; 3) and the third approach can
be defined as structural, treating changes as a geopolitical redistribution of
territories

Analyzing theoretical approaches to the security problems of Baltic-
Black Sea region four visions that are often synthesized with each other and
somewhat modified can be underlined — historical, global, regional and Rus-
sian ones. It should be noted that depending on the approach, the geographic
scope of the region is changing.

Historical approach considers the Baltic-Black Sea region as a region
between Russia and Western Europe. When in different periods it fulfilled
different functions, one of them was to preserve the independence of states
and counteract the "imperial" ambitions of Russia. It was actually in the pe-
riod between the First and Second World Wars when the region was seen as
a "sanitary frontier," which separated Russia from the Western Europe. In
the first years after the collapse of the USSR, the idea gained a new impulse
— for the post-Soviet countries the Baltic-Black Sea region became a neutral
"bridge" between Europe and Russia. The geographic scope of the region va-
ried depending on political and historical conjuncture and included the ter-
ritories of Ukraine, Belarus, Lithuania, Latvia, Estonia, Poland, Moldova,
Hungary, Czech Republic, Slovakia, Romania and Finland. The relevance
of this approach was lost with the formation of the EU as an indepen-
dent geopolitical actor and with integration of Poland, Lithuania, Latvia,
Estonia, Bulgaria, Hungary and Romania into the Euro-Atlantic security
structures

Global approach or "Wide Baltic-Black Sea Region" geographically inc-
ludes all coastal countries of the Baltic and Black Seas and often extends to
the Baltic-Black-Caspian Sea region. It is considered by the scientists thro-
ugh the prism of contemporary global threats and from the point of view of
the EU policy towards its neighbours.
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The regional approach considers the region in terms of Copenhagen
School of International Relations and Functionalism. The region, first of
all, is interesting from the point of view of the recompilation of the post-
Soviet space and is most appropriate for a future non-conflict development
of the Baltic-Black Sea region.

The Russian approach considers the Baltic-Black Sea region through
the prism of "special interests" of the Russian Federation. The main thesis
of this approach is that "Russia as a country, which has access to the Baltic
Sea and the Black Sea, should be involved in all forms of the Baltic-Black Sea
cooperation". Its origin comes from the doctrine of "close neighbourhood".
In the 2000’s, it was grounded and developed by Russian philosophers and
political scientists such as V. Tsimbursky and M. Ilyin (Tsimburski, 2006,
p. 8; Ilyin, 2008, p.103).

The main challenge for the Baltic-Black Sea region is that it is a po-
tential zone of the struggle between "Western Democracies” and Russia.
The main problem of the countries in the region is that Russia will always
struggle for this space as an important centerplate, while the loss of control
on it would make them vulnerable. Belarusian official and scientist V. Kono-
beyev actualizes the role of Baltic-Black Sea region as follows: "Geopolitical
importance" of the Baltic-Black Sea isthmus "is that possession of it (or con-
trol over it) by Russia (previously by the USSR) provided it an advantage as
"overhang" of the Eurasian "heavy" monolith over fragmented and "lighter"
Western Europe. Such position was after 1812 and then after 1945. Owning
of the "Baltic-Black Sea isthmus" by Western Europe with its integration
balances this geopolitical situation"(Konobeyev, 2008, p. 68). The perse-
verance of such rhetoric is supported by military defence strategies, where
Belarus is considered as "the door to Moscow", "air shield of Russia," etc.

The advantage of the western integration vector in the region in the late
1990s and the first half of 2000s did not stimulate domestic, regional, and
Euro-Atlantic discourse around the Baltic-Black Sea concepts. NATO enlar-
gement took place within the framework of the European strategic concept
of the regions. The lack of a clear understanding of the realities of post-
Soviet space did not allow its developers to include Baltic-Black Sea region
countries include into one strategic zone. As a result, the Baltic States were
allocated to the north strategic district, and the countries of the Visegrad
group, Ukraine and Moldova — in central.

Russia was deeply concerned about NATO’s expansion to east, which
meant its gradual loss of control over its "near abroad" and worked more
actively in this direction. The consequence of this move was the prevalence
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of Russian position on general security regional discourse and de facto agre-
ement with it in Western Europe. However, attempts to justify at least some
of the points of Russia’s security order (Putin’s Munich speech, reform of
the OSCE, etc.) failed.

NATO enlargement and the implementation of the EU Program "East-
ern Partnership" put under question favourable for Russia balance of po-
wers. On the one hand, Russia’s geopolitical potential allows it to influence
only neighbouring countries, which means that Russia for the first time du-
ring the last three centuries freed itself from responsibility for the fate of
the Baltic-Black Sea territories, and responsibility for their safety and eco-
nomic development, ideally, should lie on the Euro-Atlantic community. On
the other hand, Russia will never agree with such position that shows its in-
ability to present itself as a leader in a big global game that, in turn, makes
it impossible to reintegrate the post-Soviet space again.

From the abovementioned we can conclude that the existence of self-
sufficient states, which would act as independent subjects of international re-
lation even at the regional level contradict geopolitical aspirations of the Rus-
sian Federation in the Baltic-Black Sea region. This forces the countries of
the region to search for allies beyond the region excluding Russia and it can
also be a precondition of the temporal partnership between the countries of
the region.

The emergence of the Baltic-Black Sea region may prove to be a bene-
ficial factor both for the EU and NATO, because there will be a desirable
"buffer organization/alliance/union" at their borders that will separate We-
stern Europe from the countries of Central Asia — sources of illegal migration
and drug trafficking. Regional cooperation also allows closer cooperation in
the struggle against corruption and contributes to counteracting mild secu-
rity threats and regulation of frozen conflicts, in accordance with Europe-
an principles, "by removing them from "Post-Soviet" paradigm," as well as
interacting in the information sphere. Therefore, part of the military tasks of
NATO and the EU will be fulfilled by the state of the Baltic-Black Sea region.

At the end of the 20th century, the idea of creating the Baltic-Black
Sea region/alliance was raised several times. For the first time after the di-
sintegration of the USSR, the activation of Baltic — Black Sea cooperation
at state level was initiated by the President of Lithuania, A. Brazauskas at
the Summit in Vilnius in 1997. The idea was supported and even practically
developed on the initiative of the President of Ukraine, Leonid Kuchma, to
hold a meeting of all interested states in the Crimea in Yalta, in September
1999. In 1999, at the conference in Klaipeda, the Presidents of Lithuania,
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Ukraine and Poland discussed joint projects to create optimal transit ro-
utes which have important geo-economic significance in relations between
the Baltic and Black Seas.

Ukraine was particularly interested in accelerating this process —in 1993,
the Ukrainian Institute of Society Transformation began to study potential
features and advantages of a Baltic-Black Sea partnership. During the se-
cond half of the 1990s, the Institute developed a model of functioning of
the partnership in the economic sphere. A strong transit and transport sys-
tem that connects the Baltic and Black Sea" was offered as the basis of
economic partnership. In fact, it was a kind of restoration of the trade route
"from the Varangians to the Greeks."

On 10th-11th September, 1999, in Yalta a summit was held under the ti-
tle "Baltic-Black Sea Cooperation: Towards Integrated Furope of the 21st
Century without Division Lines." The representatives of 22 countries of
the world in a joint statement expressed their desire to make joint efforts
to resolve and prevent conflicts, and maintain security, stability and econo-
mic cooperation in the Baltic-Black Sea area through participation in joint
projects in spheres of energy, transport, communications and ecology.

It was agreed to exchange information between the two regional orga-
nisations — the Baltic Sea States Council and the Organisation of the Black
Sea Economic Cooperation. This should lead to the identification of priori-
ty cooperation areas. Some of them are: political dialogue on security, re-
gional and European integration issues; sub-regional economic cooperation;
the development of transport and energy infrastructure; third pillar issues
— combating organised crime, illegal migration, drug-trafficking, increasing
the efficiency of border controls (Rassoha, 2006, p.4).

It was natural to expect attempts to expand the geographical status
of the region from the Baltic and Black Seas to the Caspian. Ukraine’s
President Viktor Yushchenko and Georgian President Mikhail Saakashvi-
li, at a joint Press Conference on 12th August, 2005, in Borjomi, initiated
the organisation in Ukraine of a summit with the leaders of the Baltic-Black
Sea-Caspian region, Russia and the United States. Later, this initiative was
supported by Latvia and Romania. On 2nd of December, 2005, a constituent
meeting of the Community of Democratic Choice was conducted. The me-
eting was attended by the presidents of Ukraine, Georgia, Lithuania, Estonia,
Latvia, Romania, Slovenia, Moldova and the Republic of Macedonia, as well
as by representatives of Poland, Bulgaria and Azerbaijan. That same day, they
adopted a Declaration of the CDC, signed by nine states, including 3 Baltic
states (Lithuania, Estonia, Latvia), 4 states from the Black Sea region (Ukra-
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ine, Georgia, Romania and Moldova), as well as two Balkan ones (Slovenia and
Macedonia). Azerbaijan, Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Hungary, Poland, United
States, European Union and the OSCE have observer status at the CDC.

The next step in promoting further cooperation was the international
conference "Common vision of common neighbourhood," held in Vilnius on
2nd- 5th May, 2006, dedicated to the problems of Baltic-Black Sea coope-
ration. During the summit, organised by the presidents of Lithuania and
Poland, Valdas Adamkus and Lech Kaczynski, the heads of States and Go-
vernments of the new EU members and NATO (Latvia, Lithuania, Estonia,
Bulgaria, Poland and Romania), and the heads of the states from so-called
"new democracies" (Ukraine, Georgia, Moldova) in the presence of the NA-
TO Deputy Secretary General, the EU High Representative for Foreign and
Security Policy, Javier Solana, discussed the prospects and methods for de-
epening interregional cooperation and exchange of experience in the sphere
of democracy and Euro-Atlantic integration.

On 31st October, 2008, in Riga, as a reaction to the Georgia-Russia war,
the Baltic to Black Sea Alliance was founded. The BBSA is an International
NGO Alliance for Regional Security and Democracy. The initiative group
for forming the Alliance included Ms. Elina Lange (Latvia), Mr. Martins
Murnieks (Latvia), Mr. Koki lonatamishvili (Georgia) and Mr. Oleksandr
Omelchuk (Ukraine). There are over 40 founding members, representing all
three aforementioned countries.

The main areas of regional cooperation in the Baltic-Black Sea Alliance
are as follows:

— Democratic Leadership Development — to bring together leadership
groups in business, government, and non-governmental organisations
with a special emphasis on youth, to promote the rule of law, trans-
parency, accountability, and enhance the role of civil society;

— Economic and Trade Development — to identify and promote compe-
titive opportunities in areas such as regional branding, tourism, wine
exports and lowering cross-border trade barriers;

— Crisis Management — to promote effective regional responses to crises
such as natural disasters or cyber wars;

— Conflict Prevention and Resolution — to promote civil society dialogue
and open media discourse to identify confidence-building measures in
resolving conflicts;

— Energy Security — to identify and promote reliable, efficient, and af-
fordable energy strategies based on a diversification of supply sources
and transportation.
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To create a Baltic-Black Sea Economic Alliance (BCHEA), extensive
coordination mechanisms of the national markets of the states of this region
are required. They should operate in the following directions: eliminating
restrictions on trade in goods and services; elimination of obstacles to free
movement of people; formation of a common market of capital, its free import
and export; joint ventures; formation of a common labour market; formation
of joint commercial and investment banks, insurance companies and pension
funds; formation of free trade zones; adherence to common migration poli-
cy; development of joint production infrastructure (roads, communications,
telecommunications); cooperation in tourism; convergence of national civil
codes; organisation of visa-free travel, etc.

Conclusions

One of the ways to strengthen the European security system is to sup-
port regional initiatives. The Baltic-Black sea region could become one of
them as it belongs, in geographic and geopolitical terms, not only to the sphe-
re of world geostrategic interests, but also is influenced by them. Countries
belonging to this region have a very favourable economic and geographical
position which is important both from an economic, political and security
perspective. The idea of creating a Baltic-Black Sea region was reflected
in many academic works by European and Ukrainian researchers and in
the declarations of famous politicians. In 2015, the idea of the Baltic-Black
Sea alliance gained new meaning after the newly elected President of Po-
land Andrzej Duda repeatedly stated that he intends to invite the heads
of the Central and Eastern European countries to create a "partnership
alliance of states" from the Baltic to the Black and Adriatic Seas. The cre-
ation of such an Alliance is now very important from different perspectives:
1) transit location of the Baltic-Black Sea region is in the geopolitical inte-
rests of the great powers and geo-economic blocs. Most initiators of the cre-
ation of the region see it as a regional project which has economical and
transit importance. However, it is clear that the economy can function pro-
perly only in a prosperous security environment. In a broad interpretation
the Baltic-Black Sea region includes political and strategic components —
defence, economic development and communicative facilities. This alliance
must be a counterweight to the common external enemy — the Russian Fe-
deration, which is a real military threat in the region; 2) if the Baltic-Black
Sea union (alliance or confederation) appears on the political map of Eu-
rope, it has a favourable background for economic cooperation, which can
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be expressed in the common economic space, common energy, logistics and
infrastructure projects that promote economic development. Restoration of
transit transport, economic, energy, financial, trade and social cooperation
between the Baltic and the Black Sea region will allow them to increase
their economic potential and defence; 3) cooperation in the security and
military spheres can become a good basis for the creation of a zone of sta-
bility between the EU and Russian Federation. The countries belonging to
the Baltic-Black Sea basin can create on their borders impregnable fortifica-
tion against the looming threat from the East. Maybe that threat will help
the countries to reject any misunderstandings and overcome the existing ob-
stacles that now prevent them from uniting in a new defence, economic and
political union within the EU and NATO structure.

Undoubtedly, such a union will make the EU stronger and improve
the operational capabilities of NATO to protect its eastern borders. Howe-
ver, there are some obstacles for the creation of the Baltic-Black Sea region
and they include differences in the interpretation of some historical events
and ethnocentric vision of the future of the region. Only mutual understan-
ding and possible benefits for all of the countries participants of this project
can make it a reality and not only a declaration in the near future.
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