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Dear EDS Family and Friends,

It is a pleasure to welcome you to the 79th edition of BullsEye, the official 
magazine of European Democrat Students. 

In the past few editions it was an honour to feature increasingly high-
profile contributors, culminating in a stellar cast of European political 
rock stars in this issue. They include the former Prime Minister of 
Sweden and former EDS Chair Carl Bildt, former British Government 
Minister and current Chair of CGE and RUSI, the RT Hon Sir David 
Lidington KCB CBE, the leader of the EPP in the European Parliament 
Manfred Weber MEP - special thanks for organising to Eleni Koufali, and 
the former Chair of the Bulgarian Parliament Dr. Alexander Yordanov 
MEP - many thanks for arranging to Rayno D. Stoyanov.

While our readers have the opportunity to be inspired from Europe’s 
leading politicians, it is of equally great importance to see the perspectives 
of young politicians, editors and contributors who have shared their 
views on a wide variety of pressing topics.

In the field of world politics, we can read about key developments in the 
Middle East reported by Marta Urgellés, the worrying rise of far right 
sentiments globally described by Dimitrije Milic, the latest on relations 
between the US and China thanks to Silvia Grohmann, the impact of 
the Washington Agreement between Serbia and Kosovo covered by 
Vladimir Kljajic, and the dangers of political instability as described by 
Charlie Crumpton.

This edition also covers key developments in Europe, such as the history 
and importance of the Erasmus+ programme as described by Vasileios 
S. Kesidis, the protests in Belarus thanks to Victoria Olari, LGBT and 
Women’s rights in Poland discussed by Aurora Hårtveit, disinformation 
during the COVID-19 era covered by Alexandra Zakova, economic 
recovery options following COVID-19 described by Martin Bergman, 
developments in Georgia discussed by Giorgi Tavadze and in Lebanon 
as reported by Jad Youssef.

Many thanks to Chairman Angrisano and the EDS Secretariat for all 
their support, to Gustaf Reinfeldt and Krzysztof Kubon for reviewing and 
compiling all the articles and finding the images, as well as to Andrea 
Marcet for the design of the magazine.

Please let us know of your feedback on this edition and if you would like 
to contribute to the next one. At the EDS Bureau and the BullsEye Team 
we are always keen to hear your ideas and to discover more ways to 
serve the young generation across Europe and beyond.

Vice-Chair for 
Publications

Ivan 
Botoucharov
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The current issue of the BullsEye Magazine is the first of the new working year and most certainly a really special one. 

Our family has not met in person for many months, something that would break apart any group of people but ours. 
We are a strong and resilient family that has inherited nearly six decades of passionate political work for our beloved 
Europe. 

We struggled through the COVID-19 pandemic to keep our family working together towards a common goal: to defend 
and uphold students’ rights and to sustain our common European values in times of despair. For that let me thank each 
and every member of the EDS Team. 

We have a great and solid team of Co-Chairs that have pushed our policy through the EPP agenda. Our Bureau and 
Secretariat have delivered online events and kept the Council Members well 
represented at all times. Lastly, I want to thank the work of the new editorial 
team that delivered to us this very special issue. 

It is with great pleasure that I welcome you to read out their interviews and 
articles that tackle deep and crucial topics for the future of the EU, the future 
our generation has yet to build.

We are living in messy times. The world order is in disarray and uncertainty has become a central theme in global politics. 
This issue explores some of the larger events, and conflicts, in the world that creates this instability. In depth interviews with 
key European actors, the editors articles discussing various issues and external views on the subject, all make up this first 
issue of BullsEye Magazine the 2020/2021 working year of the European Democrat Students, EDS. 

In all parts of the world there is widespread instability in geopolitics, lack of cooperation amongst neighboring countries and 
challenges towards international economic and trade relations. We see it with Chinas aggressive behavior, internally and 
externally, and want for more regional power, the same goes for Russia and Turkey. The war in Ukraine, the war between 
Armenia and Azerbaijan, the war in Syria, different civil wars in Africa are just some examples of all the situations that adds 
uncertainty to the international affairs. The withdrawal of US leadership from the world stage, and an EU mostly focused on 
internal debate, have also created a vacuum in the world leadership for these alternative powers to grow in. 

That might, however, change now with the new, incoming leadership at the White House. The Biden administration has 
declared that they will put US leadership back on the centre stage, of world politics, and to rebuild trust in the US as 
the worlds superpower. This will be done through reentering international deals and agreements, taking responsibility to 
finance and actively try to reform international organizations and too again prioritize Europe and the transatlantic link. This 
shift in focus will be instrumental to putting back ”order” in the world order.  

There are a few other positive examples of development that will start to sort out the disarray. The EU:s attempt to try to tie 
funding to rule-of-law conditions is long overdue and a much needed reform of the EU funds, if they are to remain legitimate 
in eyes of some of the member states. The democratic uprising in Belarus, Hong Kong, Moldova, Poland etcetera are 
hopeful. The normalization and peace treaties in the Middle East between Israel and some Arab nations are key to achieve 
lasting peace in the region. The negotiations between Serbia and Kosovo, and those between North and South Korea, also 
creates possibilities for normalized relations between historical foes. The fight to combat Covid-19, climate change and a 
world economy in recession have, for the most part, been fought in a spirit of cooperation and urgency. 

This issue of BullsEye discusses some of these important issues. We get historical backgrounds to some conflicts, insight 
in present situations and scenarios playing out at this very moment and also 
examples of needed reforms for the time and challenges that lay ahead. 

In this time of disarray and uncertainty in the world, we need more information, 
more political engagement and more people who stand up to tyranny and 
injustices.  We need a free press, better governance, more reforms of the 
international community and stable international leadership. All of this, to 
bend arc of history towards freedom, market economy and liberal democracy. 

Carlo
Angrisano

EDS Chairman

Gustaf 
Reinfeldt 

Editor-in-Chief, 
BullsEye Magazine 
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With a Biden administration taking over in the United 
States expectations are running high for a new era in 
trans-Atlantic links after the dark years of the Trump night-
mare when Nigel Farage was the number one friend of the 
White House.

And there is certain to be a long honeymoon as President 
Biden goes back into the Paris climate agreement, stays 
in the WHO in order to develop global health cooperation, 
restores diplomacy to its primacy in relations with Iran and 
stops threatening the EU with new trade wars.

But that’s only the start. It’s after the honeymoon that the 
new realties have to be adressed. 

And how they are addressed will to a very high extent be 
dependent on how the EU manages to step up its game 
in key areas.

It was during the Obama administration that a deep shu-
tter swept through Europe as there was suddenly talk 
in Washington about a “pivot to Asia”. Senior US policy 
makers had to rush to Europe to give the message that the 
wording perhaps had been slightly unfortunate, and that 
Europe certainly would not be abandoned.

But now the reality is that the geopolitical and geoecono-
mic focus of Washington has shifted decisively to Asia and 
to the competition with a rising Chinese power. A Biden 
team will probably abstain from the Trump obsession with 
trade deficits, and abstain from the Pompeo crusading rhe-
toric, but it is highly likely to lay down a more determined 
and cohesive strategy to counter the Chinese challenge.

And then trans-Atlantic cooperation after the honeymoon 
will rapidly boil down to two things.

First, of course, on whether it will be possible to shape a 
coherent common approach to China in important areas.

And second, perhaps even more important, if Europe can 
stand on its own feet in key areas of policy and thus be-
comes a partner that also lifts old burdens from the US 
as it shifts its political, economic and security resources 
to Asia. 

On the first there are certainly different voices in Europe, 
ranging from those voices have gone silent as Chinese 
investments have poured in over those talking in terms if 
equidistance between the US and China towards those re-
ady to slavishly follow whatever comes out of Washington.

But gradually a new consensus is emerging that shares a 
lot of the basic US view on China but still has hesitations 
concerning some of the approaches often favoured in the 
US debate.

Over there you can hear voices calling for a “decoupling” 
from the Chinese economy. But from a European view 
that’s hardly realistic. The Chinese economy will soon be 

the largest in the world, and it’s likely to double in size wi-
thin a decade or two. It’s neither realistic nor desirable to 
cut all links with the world’s largest economy.

It’s more a question of trying to shape the economy of Chi-
na, and long-term perhaps even its society, in a direction 
which makes constructive interaction with it natural and 
mutually beneficial. With the US, EU and Japan coming 
together to reform the World Trade Organisation, and with 
cooperation to make certain that also China meets its cli-
mate goals, this isn’t entirely unrealistic.

China will continue to be run by its Leninist party for the 
foreseeable future, but its economy is to a large extent 
shared by a dynamic spirit of entrepreneurship that has 
nothing to do with either Marxism or Leninism. The tension 
is there all the time, and if the spirit of entrepreneurship 
is given freer rein, also in integrating with the rest of the 
global economy, that tension is bound to rise.

Whether the EU will be able to rise to the occasion, stand 
on its own feet and be a more relevant partner to the US 
on key issues remains to be seen. Ursula von der Leyen 
has talked about a “geopolitical commission”, and Joseph 
Borell equals firmly on the need for Europe to “learn to 
speak the language of power”. But words remain just 
words if they are not followed up also with deeds.

Europe will be dependent on key US support functions, 
the most obvious one being nuclear deterrence, for its 
ultimate territorial defence within the framework of Nato. 
But in the world of today security challenges are far more 
diverse both in terms of their nature and their origin, and 
here it will be increasingly unrealistic for Europe to expect 
the US cavalry always to be available. The EU simply has 
to become a security provider along a broad spectrum be-
low the threat of large-scale Russian military aggression.

It’s here that Europe seriously must improve its performan-
ce in the years ahead in order to create the possibility for 
an enduring strong link cross the Atlantic. The US doesn’t 
need a slave in Europe - but a reliable and strong partner 
both in order to meet the Chinese challenge and in order 
to free up its resources for the unavoidable pivot to Asia.

A world order in disarray 8’
read
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Former Prime Minister of Sweden, 
and former Chairman of FMSF 

Sweden and of EDS.



The Rt Hon Sir David Lidington KCB CBE is a leading 
British politician who has served as Member of Parliament, 
Minister for Europe, Leader of the House of Commons, 
Lord Chancellor, Secretary of State for Justice, Minister 
for the Cabinet Office, as well as de facto Deputy Prime 
Minister. He is also Chair of the Conservative Group for 
Europe (CGE), Chair of the Royal United Services Institute 
(RUSI) and Trustee of the Institute for Government.

Sir David, you have held many of the most senior 
positions in British politics and have been in an ideal 

position to witness developments in international 
policy, especially in relation to our European allies. 
Based on your experiences, what do you think could 
be approached or handled differently in the future, 
either by the UK or by our European partners, to move 
towards an increasingly strong cooperation and to 
deepen relations with Europe as a whole.

There are two key points. The first is that, although it will be 
difficult given recent history, both sides have to try and put 
that past behind us. What has happened has happened 

Common Strategic Challenges 
and Opportunities for 
Cooperation between the UK 
and European Partners 19’

read

“If you look at most of the rest of the world, they see Brexit as a sort of small article 
on page 12 of the newspaper. They’re not spending too much time analysing. 
I remember a Chinese minister saying to me, ‘we think in terms of centuries and 
Brexit is going to be a very minor episode when we think about it strategically’.”
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and at the end of the current year the UK will leave the 
transitional arrangement, I hope with a deal and further 
talks in the future. 

Geography and history aren’t going to change, nor will the 
strategic challenges that face all European democracies 
and so I think the second key point is this. I would like 
both in London and in Brussels, Paris, Berlin, and all other 
European capitals to see political leaders focus upon 
strategic objectives.

If I have a criticism, it’s about the way that the negotiations 
have been handled on both sides. It is that there has 
been too much of a focus upon the immediate, the very 
controversial granular details of an exit negotiation, 
perhaps that was inevitable, and not enough attention 
paid to the sort of relationship that we want. 

If we look at what’s happening in our part of the world our 
model of government as a liberal pluralist democracy is 
coming under increasing challenge in different ways, from 
Putin and from Xi. We are seeing the Kremlin seeking to 
destabilise eastern Europe and the Balkans and even 
interfere further west as well. 

We’re seeing the United States questioning its 70 years 
strong role as the guarantor of a rules based global order 
and of European security. And though I think Biden will 
be a president who values alliances and international 
institutions he will also want the Europeans, the European 
pillar of the Atlantic alliance to exercise greater political 
leadership and contribute more to security. So we are 
going to have to think about how we work together. 

If you’re going to have a European, in the broader sense 
of that term, international policy and security policy that 
makes sense in combatting terrorism, in meeting the 
challenge of people smuggling from Africa, of organised 
crime that comes from Africa then through the Western 
Balkans, perhaps from the Middle East as well, then 
you’ve got to involve the EU with its suite of tools, but also 
the assets that individual countries, particularly France 
can bring to the table and that the United Kingdom can 
bring to the table. 

A European security and defence policy that that doesn’t 
include both France and the UK isn’t a European security 
and international policy in anything but name.

It’s with perfect timing for this interview that the 
CGE has just published a new paper on international 
relations including international security and defence, 
entitled “European Britain, Global Britain: Foreign 
Affairs and International Relations Post-Brexit” which 
presents a Conservative perspective on how post-
Brexit the UK can deliver government policy in a 
pragmatic way. What are the key outtakes for you from 
this paper? What opportunities do you see for the UK 
to cooperate further with our European partners on 
security and defence and perhaps in other areas? 

The paper as with any CGE paper represents the views 
of its authors. It’s not a collective statement of policy but 
its authors have spent a lot of time and energy on putting 
a very good paper together. I think the examples that I 
would give are around strengthening security cooperation, 
especially when it comes to counter terrorism and anti-
crime operations. 

I also think that there is no contradiction whatever between 
the idea that the Johnson Government is committed to a 
Global Britain and that of a European Britain. Britain is a 
country which is a European power but it’s also a European 
power that has a global set of interests and a global 
outlook and we rely on international trade and investment, 
so things like freedom of navigation of the seas and the 
upholding of international treaties are important to us. 
The carbon reduction agenda is important to us and that’s 
something that the Johnson government is very strongly 
committed to, so I think there are opportunities there. 

I also like the idea Boris Johnson has espoused of a so 
called D10, Democracy 10 where you take the G7 Member 
States and you add in Australia, South Korea and India as 
additional partners and you start to develop that club as 
a more effective player in world affairs. I think that would 
be interesting because of course three EU member states 
are already part of the G7. My argument to the UK side 
would be look, accept the reality of how the European 
Union works, while for national security in article four of 
the treaties there is a carve out and it’s national action 
you go to Paris so they are assertive about that. But the 
reality is that what France, Germany and Italy do and say 
is going to be influenced by and will influence the common 
position in the FAC. And there is a context of the European 
Union acting as a constant conversation on all sorts of 
different levels in different institutional forms between 
27 governments and so just as you have the Presidents 
of the Commission and the European Council attending 
G7 meetings, it seems to me to be sensible to find ways 
of linking in the High Representative and the European 
Council President and the Commission President too 
because of the soft power the Commission has at its 
disposal to this D10 idea. 

I think European Britain and Global Britain complement and 
reinforce each other. They’re not opposites and I think that 
is going to be important in terms of meeting the challenge 
of China, in maintaining freedom of navigation, in terms of 
the cyber questions that we were going to wrestle with and 
how do you strike the balance between, on the one hand, 
liberty and free expression, and on the other, the use of 
the Internet for subversion and the demand from many 
of our voters to protect privacy - where do you strike the 
balance. These are difficult and complex conversations, 
so I think that there is a really important agenda there. 

I think the D10 idea also provides a mechanism for 
saying to Washington that the European allies are both 
being prepared to step forward more and to contribute 
something to America’s chief security concern which 
is the Indo-Pacific region and I think we will find it as a 
group of European democracies easier to persuade the 
United States to remain fully committed to the security of 
Europe if we are showing that we are exercising greater 
political leadership, perhaps particularly in Africa where I 
think the Americans will tend to leave to Europe to sort 
out, and that we are finding a way to contribute something 
diplomatically, economically and possibly militarily in the 
Indo-Pacific region as well. And I think the sort of D10 idea 
and finding a way to link that to the network of European 
cooperation through the FAC is part of the key to resetting 
the world at a time when I worry that what we thought 
of as the West is fraying. It’s becoming more vulnerable 
and more divided in the face of both technological and 
economic challenges on the one hand and serious political 
challenges from Russia and China on the other.
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Ivan 
Botoucharov

It’s very interesting to see that the USA still 
considers the UK part of Europe and very much 
groups us together. 

If you look at most of the rest of the world, they see Brexit 
as a sort of small article on page 12 of the newspaper. 
They’re not spending too much time analysing. I remem-
ber a Chinese minister saying to me, ‘we think in terms of 
centuries and Brexit is going to be a very minor episode 
when we think about it strategically’. It will be seen as a 
bit of a local squabble that most countries in the world will 
think it’s not their business and they’re not terribly inte-
rested. Their judgement will be that it doesn’t affect their 
interests fundamentally.

If you look strategically the UK is still going to be involved 
in NATO, in the OSCE, in the Council of Europe, we’re still 
going to be 20 miles away from the French coast. There 
is still going to be this massive network of personal, cul-
tural, educational, commercial, investment, financial links 
between the UK and the EU. The English language is still 
going to be used as the language of international busi-
ness, and of course one of the official languages of Ire-
land, so it will still be an official EU language. 

So the idea that either side can talk about a fog in the 
channel, that Britain or Europe, depending who you’re 
speaking to, is cut off, is fanciful. We’ll have to find a way 
to let the wounds heal from the last five years and then if 
we think about our people first, we need to move on cons-
tructively from that.

The international organisations you mentioned are 
so important for strategic cooperation and it’s great 
that we have those institutional connections. On this 
note, as EDS is a network of centre-right youth organi-
sations and our purpose is to unite young centre-right 
politicians, we would love to hear if there is anything 
that can be done in that direction more widely, per-
haps between British Conservatives and centre-right 
colleagues across Europe?

I very much hope so and I want to play my part in doing 
that. I learned a huge amount going back 30 years now 
when I was, first of all a Ministerial Advisor to our former 
Foreign Secretary Lord Hurd and then a Parliamentary 
candidate and new MP, I benefited hugely from Konrad 
Adenauer Stiftung and Hanns Seidel Stiftung providing me 
with opportunities to visit Germany and then to visit parts 
of Central Europe in the immediate aftermath of the fall of 
the Berlin Wall and the Velvet Revolutions of 1989/90. 

It was an absolutely incredible sense of excitement there. 
My own politics, my own approach to Europe is very much 
coloured by that time. When I was a Political Adviser to 
the Foreign Secretary, we came into the Foreign Office 
around the end of October, beginning of November 1989, 
and within a month the Berlin Wall had come down and I 
was sitting in my office seeing these reports from British 
ambassadors in Prague and Warsaw and Bucharest and 
Sofia about what was happening and the sense of absolu-
te amazement and wonder there.

I remember I went to east Berlin as a schoolboy and I saw 
the wall, I saw the border and to go back to walk through 
the Brandenburg Gate to just see a city starting to knit 
itself together was just so wonderful. Literally wonderful 
in the proper sense, because it was something you didn’t 
expect was going to happen. 

When I was Minister for Europe many years later and I 
went to somewhere like Tallinn or Riga I was pinching my-
self because I knew that you know 25 years before I would 
not have been allowed to go there. These were closed ci-
ties to westerners and so my approach to Europe is colou-
red by that sense of wonder and overwhelming joy at the 
continent, the shared civilization coming back together in 
1989/90. After divisions that had lasted really since 1914 
in different forms, as the continent was divided since the 
First World War. And so I want to hold on to that dream.
 
So going back to what you said about political parties I 
want to find a way to continue the Conservative Party’s 
connections with the mainstream Conservative and Chris-
tian Democrat parties around Europe. There are plenty of 
Conservative MPs still who have friends and contacts in 
perhaps the two German Christian Democrat parties and 
the Moderaterna in Sweden in particular, among others.

And I think that we need to encourage those contacts and 
find ways to develop them. I mean there are the obvious 
familiar sensitivities on the UK side about the language in 
the EPP Constitution about federal aspirations for exam-
ple. But you know with goodwill we can find ways to work 
around those.

We should also share ideas, we should be talking to each 
as centre-right political parties not just about Europe and 
the European question but about many other topics. For 
example, what measures have you found work best for 
decarbonisation? How are you striking a balance between 
raising revenue through taxation and at the same time 
encouraging enterprise and wealth creation. How are you 
facing the challenge of an aging society and trying to get 
inter-generational fairness in the way your society deve-
lops. How are you coping with the challenge of digital te-
chnology and the shake-up that it is producing for white 
collar and professional work. 

We’re going into a world where artificial intelligence will be 
able to do the work that junior lawyers and accountants 
and technical journalists have been doing up till now. It’s 
going to shake so many assumptions about employment 
and careers and we should be exchanging views, as par-
ties and politicians with a centre-right perspective about 
what works best and be honest with each other about 
what we’ve tried and doesn’t work as well and I think that 
way we can both have a fruitful relationship and we can 
actually improve the quality of our own policies by learning 
about others international experience.

This is an abstract from a longer interview, visit the 
BullsEye website to read, watch or listen to the full 
discussion, and follow Sir David Lidington on Twitter 
(@DLidington) for further insights.
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Protests in Belarus: 
The heroes of the streets

BullsEye8

For months, people in Belarus have taken to the streets to protest the fraudulent 
Presidential elections. For months now, the whole world has been watching the 
Belarusians conduct peaceful actions, while Lukashenko and his retinue are 
coming up with more and more absurd actions astonishing the whole world by their 
cruelty and democracy crackdown. According to OSCE’s report under the Moscow 
Mechanism, a whole list of serious violations has been recorded, from violations of 
the electoral laws and procedures, to cruelty and torture against Belarusian citizens. 

9’
read

Belarusian protests or the Belarusian revolution? 
 

From a historical perspective, the protests in Belarus are 
a vivid and exceptional phenomenon in the history of the 
country. Belarus was hardly ever known for such massive 
powerful mobilizations, even in the era of the fall of the 
Soviet Union in the ‘89-90s. Strong aversion towards war 
and any form of violence is one of the outstanding features 
of Belarusian mentality that for a long time allowed 
Lukashenko to stay in power. 

Even though Aleksander Lukashenko’s regime tried 
to undermine the protests since the very beginning, 
comparing them to Ukrainian Maidan, the rhetoric proved 
to be wrong. The Belarusian-style “revolution” is not a 
Ukrainian Maidan with burning tires. This is not an “Arab 
spring” or the Kremlin’s nightmare “color revolutions”. The 
protests in Belarus are not about changing the geopolitical 
orientation, like it was in Ukraine. They are neither anti-
, nor pro-Russian. Surveys conducted for many years 
show that the dominating majority (more than 70% of 
respondents) support the idea that Belarus should be a 
sovereign and independent state outside of any alliances. 
In fact, 98% of demonstrators joined the protests because 
of electoral fraud, use of violence and political repressions. 

And unlike Ukraine where there is political plurality, in 
Belarus there is no well-structured and strong opposition. 
Instead, there is something worse for this authoritarian 
regime: an awakened civil society.  Given the circumstances, 
sooner or later a leader will emerge. However, this issue 
is not about leadership at the moment, but in the absolute 
unity of the society, which is equally covering the worker 
from the Belaz Automobile Plant, the IT freelancer and the 
soloist of the Minsk Philharmonic Choir. The Belarusian 
revolution has made everyone’s voice equal and strong 
“there is neither Jew nor Greek “, nor a proletarian, nor an 
intellectual. And this is an absolutely unique situation. 

Female faces of Belarusians discontent
 

Belarussian women have played a key role in this uprising. 
To a certain extent, they became “accidental” heroes of our 
times. Lukashenka himself unwittingly facilitated women’s 
accession into the political scene, and in a narrower 
sense, their participation in the movement. First of all, he 
miscalculated, thinking that a 37-year old woman, a former 
teacher and a housewife would not pose a challenge to the 
system. As a result, the joint headquarters led by the three 
women managed to mobilize and inspire the Belarusians 
with faith in the power of their voice, in their right not to 
obey rude pressure. Secondly, open disregard for women 
based on patriarchal approach, the cult of using force 
and coercion, brutal pressure on professional groups in 
which the majority are women - doctors and teachers, 
the transcendental violence against protesters angered 
women and led to the largest protest actions in the history 
of the country.

Point of no return  

Belarusian population have reached a point of no-return, 
aligning people in their wish to change their leader. One 
by one, the protests in Belarus brought together all layers 
of society. In a short time, Lukashenko became a hostage 
to the social structure that he had preserved all these 
years, losing even the basis that he thought it’s his main 
supporter - the “working class”. A widespread wave of 
strikes in many factories critical to Belarusian economy 
was an unprecedented event that took the authorities by 
surprise. 

Another unpredictable event was the retirees rally, another 
pillar of Lukashenko’s electorate. Following the example 
of women and other workers, they marched through the 
streets carrying flowers and chanting for Lukashenko, who 
is 66 years old, to “go away!” and asking rhetorically “How 
many grandmas should it take to oust one grandpa?”. 
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Over the past three months of protests, Belarus has 
changed so much, freeing itself from fear. Another 
important pillar of this movement are the thousands of 
students that took to the streets. This happened despite 
the fact that the state authorities in Belarus are strictly 
controlling the student life, restricting students’ political 
activity and promoting and sustaining a climate of fear 
and unease. Politically active university students face a 
variety of measures from university’s administration and 
state authorities: reprimands, warnings, lower grades, 
expulsions from university and judicial sanctions. However, 
students are resisting these challenges. Enraged by 
disobedience, earlier this month Aleksandr Lukashenko 
has demanded that those students from universities 
who took part in protests be expelled. He offered to send 
them to the Belarusian army. In addition, he accused the 
protesters of terrorism.

It’s worth mentioning that young people have always 
been the most vibrant part of protest movements in 
Belarus, whether they are students, young professionals 
or freelancers. One of these young people, who has been 
resisting the regime for years, is Ivan Shyla.  

“Today all Belarusians are unanimous that we need a new 
president. And this is amazing. When the elections began, 
Lukashenka’s positions seemed unshakable and that he 
could be in power indefinitely. Now it is clear that this is a 
question of a year” said Ivan.

Over the years, due to his civic activity, he has been 
politically persecuted and arrested several times. Last 
time when this happened was on August 30, when he was 

detained for 6 days. “To better understand our reality, it is 
important to know these numbers - 20,000 were arrested 
(on a US scale, that would be 640,000 arrested). These 
are the biggest repressions in Europe in the last 40 years” 
declared Ivan.

Surprisingly, when asked what kind of support they expect 
from the international community, he mentioned that 
external reactions are to be appreciated, but in the end 
“the fight for destiny of Belarus should be decided by the 
great people of Belarus, and only by them”.

The 2020 revolt brought down the Belarusian myth of 
a submissive nation.

The power and motivation shown by the Belarusian 
people these days, proves that when people become the 
subject of history and a source of power, any dictatorial 
or autocratic regimes are powerless. It is now clear that 
despite such an unprecedented challenge to his rule, 
Alexander Lukashenko is not ready to give up on power. 
But knowing that history has a tendency to repeat itself, the 
fall of the regime is only a matter of time. The question is 
how far Mr. Lukashenko is willing to go in order to maintain 
his grip on power.

Victoria 
Olari 
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The impact of the Washington 
agreement between Serbia 
and Kosovo  

6’
read

At the beginning of September, we were all taken by sur-
prise by the historic agreement in the White House be-
tween Serbia and Kosovo. Both sides committed themsel-
ves to normalize economic ties but also made space for 
future dialogue. President Trump used the opportunity to 
triumph his diplomatic approach and praised his adminis-
tration. He also reminded us that the media and experts 
were wrong in their predictions that “the agreement was 
unlikely,” similar to the UAE-Israel deal. 

Over the last two years, Richard Grenell, Trump’s for-
mer ambassador to Germany and Special Advisor to the 
President on Serbia-Kosovo, was a frequent guest in the 
Balkans. He was the principal go-between to break a di-
plomatic impasse, and he succeeded. The White House’s 
strategy is to focus on the economy in the first phase and 
Serbia’s recognition of Kosovo in the second, i.e., inde-
pendence declared in 2008. Most Western nations have 
recognized Kosovo’s independence, but Serbia, backed 
by its allies Russia and China, is refusing to do so. They 
also block Pristina’s membership in the U.N. 

Even though there was some talk about the agreement 
in the media, the deal itself was presented in Kosovo and 

Serbia only after both sides signed it. Serbian pro-natio-
nalist and pro-Russian opposition heavily criticized it. One 
of the leaders even said, “No one can raise the ladder of 
betrayal as much as [Serbian President] Vucic.” 

The deal has only two pages, but it encompasses a 
number of issues, from the overhaul of the Belgrade - 
Pristina railway and highways to the mutual recognition 
of diplomas and professional certificates, as well as an 
invitation for Kosovo to join the regional “mini Schengen” 
initiative, which was formed by Noth Macedonia, Albania, 
and Serbia. 

The agreement also includes boosting economic develop-
ment in both countries through the U.S. International De-
velopment Finance Corporation (DFC) in the months and 
years to come. By the end of September, the U.S. dele-
gation had already visited Belgrade and Pristina. It issued 
joint statements regarding the private sector’s support in 
cooperation with the USAID, EXIM, and other government 
agencies. Belgrade would become the base of a regio-
nal DFC office to facilitate projects focusing on economic 
growth. 



In June, Kosovo’s Prime Minister Avdullah Hoti’s 
participation was followed by a war crimes indictment 
against President Hashim Thaci. Thaci had met Special 
Advisor Grenell in secret in 2018 and had been the 
prominent figure negotiating with the U.S. team. After 
the deal was made, Thaci wrote on Twitter, “I salute the 
signing of agreement b/w Kosovo & Serbia, today in 
Washington ...” On the other hand, the biggest opposition 
party, the Vetevendosje [Self-Determination] Movement, 
said on Facebook that the agreement is illegitimate and 
unacceptable to them. They argued they would oppose it 
in Kosovo’s assembly.  

The American-led negotiations resulted in a silent 
diplomatic conflict between the United States and the 
European Union over the Kosovo process. Some experts 
say America took leadership with the full right because, from 
2016, the dialogue was staked. The Brussels Agreement, 
brokered by the E.U., has not been implemented, and 
some basic principles were even violated, such as freedom 
of trade after Kosovo unilaterally introduced taxes on 
Serbian goods. 

The counter-argument was introduced in the essay “How 
Trump Lost the Balkans,” by an expert in the region and 

professor at John Hopkins, Edward P. Joseph, published 
in Foreign policy last October. He argues that no fewer 
than six mostly quiescent countries—Serbia, Kosovo, 
Montenegro, Bosnia-Herzegovina, Bulgaria, and North 
Macedonia—are now experiencing dangerous levels of 
interethnic toxicity, all on the Trump administration’s watch. 

The agreement also surprised a part of the Serbian 
public because it contained details that were not related 
to the discussed issues, such as the prohibition against 
the use of 5G equipment from “untrusted vendors”— a 
euphemism for Huawei. Serbia also promised to move its 
embassy from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem, and Kosovo plans 
to open its own. Just two weeks after the agreement was 
inked, Serbia’s Prime Minister, Ana Brnabic, opened a 
Huawei innovation and development center in Belgrade. 
She praised the company as one of the biggest and best 
partners in the Serbian economy’s digital transformation 
in 5G and beyond. It remains to be seen how far the 
agreement will be implemented. 

At the time of writing this article, it looks that a new 
administration is on its way to the White House, which 
puts in doubt many foreign policies made in the last four 

years. We can expect more involvement of the E.U. and 
coordination between the U.S. and allies when it comes 
to Serbia - Kosovo relations. Indeed, open dialogue and 
the agreement are necessary for the peace and prosperity 
of the Western Balkans and its European perspective. 
Polarisation is terrible, and we in the region know best 
what horror it can produce. As American comedian Larry 
David once said, “a good compromise is when both parties 
are dissatisfied.” 
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Vladimir 
Kljajic
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An interview with Manfred 
Weber MEP 
Head of the European People’s Party in the European 
Parliament, on Turkey’s belligerent policy in the Eas-
tern Mediterranean and South Caucasus region  

9’
read

Turkey’s recent behaviour has triggered a global negative 
backlash opinion for the country with many considering it 
a blow to Turkish secularism.  

The Turkish administration has been pursuing an 
aggressive foreign policy in the Eastern Mediterranean 
and South Caucasus region. Ankara meddling in Libya, 
Syria and the conflict between Azerbaijan and Armenia 
over the contested Nagorno-Karabakh region indicates 
that something has changed in the country’s strategy 
approach. It concerns us all that the Turkish government 
has sent out its research vessels, Oruc Reis and Barbaros, 
to carry out illegal researches within European Union’s 
borders whilst presumptuously and outrageously starting 
energy exploitation activities over Greece’s and Cyprus’s 
territory. Moreover, in July 2020 Turkish President Recep 
Tayyip Erdogan decided to turn the church of Hagia 
Sophia, a World Heritage site and Ecumenism monument 
of peace and conciliation, into a mosque. This reflects 
once again that Turkey is moving away from the European 
principles and values. No one can disregard the fact that 
Ankara recently announced it will reopen the occupied - 
Cypriot ghost town of Varosha. Analysts consider that this 
decision will only lead to further escalation of the tension. 

Manfred Weber, Head of the European People’s Party in 
the European Parliament, answers some critical questions 
over the issue which concerns all citizens and students of 
the European Union. 

The European Union has expressed its solidarity 
towards its member states, which have been 
experiencing Turkey’s aggressive behaviour, but has 
been hesitating to take concrete action in order to 
confront Ankara. How do you evaluate the European 
reaction and why do you believe Europe is reluctant 
to stopping Turkey’s aggression? 

The European Union’s heads of state have been very 
patient with Erdogan. When he declared the border to 
Greece open at the end of February 2020 we were among 
the first to call for a European condemnation of this cynical 
game with the lives of migrants. Despite a firm reaction 
to these provocations from the three European Union 
Presidents, we have only seen further escalation by Turkey 
in the Eastern Mediterranean. The energy exploitation 
in Cypriot waters, the research ship Oruc Reis and the 
Varosha decision all threw oil on the fire. Therefore, we 
have said that enough is enough. This is not only a Cypriot, 

a Greek or a French problem. It is a European one. Now 
it is time for the discussion about sanctions to be put on 
the table. We need to use the EU’s economic power to 
sanction Turkey.

Mr. Recep Tayyip Erdogan’s recent aggressive 
attitude shows that he does not respect the 
International Law and the sovereignty of European 
Union Member States. How do you interpret this recent 
stance and how Turkey could benefit by enrolling in 
an anti-European solidarity behavior? 

We should not forget that Erdogan has been losing power 
in Turkey for some time now. Last year his party lost the 
mayoral election in Istanbul to the opposition, after he had 
already lost Ankara and Izmir. These are Turkey’s three 
biggest cities. He seems to believe that provoking Europe 
helps him domestically. The truth is the exact opposite. 
Turkey and its citizens would gain much more if Turkey 
turned towards a more constructive partnership with the 
European Union. Unfortunately, we are very far away from 
that point now. 

The Turkish research vessel Oruc Reis has been 
sailing and conducting seismic surveys just outside 
the outside the territorial waters of the Greek island 
of Kastellorizo. How do you think Greece should react 
against Turkey’s provocative behaviour? 

Greece has been exemplary in its reaction to the Turkish 
provocations. The Prime Minister of Greece, Kyriakos Mit-
sotakis, has said that he is even ready to turn to the Inter-
national Court of Justice in the Hague in order to settle the 
disagreement over the delimitation of the maritime zones 
(the continental shelf and the Exclusive Economic Zone) 
in the Aegean and the Eastern Mediterranean. Despite 
this exhibit of good will by Greece, the Turkish leadership 
has consistently failed to respond constructively. Instead, 
President Erdogan does photo - ops in front of a map of 
the Aegean which shows several Greek islands in the Tur-
kish maritime zone. This is simply unacceptable. 

Greece and Cyprus have stressed the need to 
impose crippling sanctions on Turkey and Athens 
recently suggested freezing the customs agreement 
between the European Union and Turkey. Do you 
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you also think that the accession negotiations of Turkey into 
the European Union should stop or pause? 

Sanctions should never be our goal. They should be used only when 
all other diplomatic options have been exhausted. In my view, this has 
been the case for some time with Turkey. I have said that all options 
should be on the table, including economic sanctions.  Regarding 
the Turkish accession negotiations, we have been very clear for a 
long time. Turkey cannot become a Member of the European Union. 
This procedure should be stopped immediately. 

Migration has been a hot – button issue in the European 
Union for a long time. Turkey’s President, Recep Tayyip Er-
dogan’s, decided in February 2019 to step back from a 2016 
deal that halted the flow of migrants from the Middle East into 
Europe. Turkey’s main complaint is that the European Union 
has not kept to its side of the agreement - providing economic 
incentives and support in exchange for dealing with the sur-
ge. Thousands of migrants gathered along the Turkish - Greek 
border across the Evros River to enter Europe since the Turki-
sh government announced that the gates to Europe were open. 
At the same time, hundreds more migrants headed to Greek 
islands from the nearby Turkish coast in dinghies. Do you be-
lieve that this migrant influx has been partly orchestrated by 
Ankara to put pressure on the European Union? Is it likely that 
such an incident will be repeated? Which do you think would 
be the best way to handle the migration problem? 

The events of the end of February 2020 were unprecedented. 
Erdogan officially declared the border to Greece open and sent there 
thousands of migrants who abandoned the Turkish camps where 
the situation was relatively stable and entered a confrontation with 
the Greek security forces. This shows the level of cynicism of the 
Turkish leadership. They tried to intimidate Europe over the backs 
of innocent people. At the same time, what happened last February 
was a crucial test for Greece and Europe. The Greek Prime Minister, 
Kyriakos Mitsotakis, showed that we decide who enters Europe and 
not Erdogan. It was also a historic moment for the rest of Europe. 
Greece showed everyone that Europe’s borders are protected. 

The open question of migration reform in Europe is one of the 
key challenges for the current German presidency. I believe right 
now we have a good chance to make progress, because the new 
Commission proposal speaks not only about solidarity but most of 
all about border control and returns. I am convinced that Europeans 
are ready to help people that really need and deserve our help, if 
they know that people who do not have the right to stay in Europe 
do not come in or are sent back. The key issue in the negotiation is 
that no country can say “it is not my problem”.

Eleni 
Koufali

“This is not only a Cypriot, a Greek or 
a French problem. It is a European one”
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The Rise of far right sentiments: 
A battle for the EU society? 

11’
read

Every political battle is a battle over the definition of society. Laying the foundations of a 
post-war Europe was based on democracy, tolerance, unity, cooperation, and the rule of 
law. Post-war consensus about the values of our societies seemed to be monolithic. But 
in the past dozen years forgotten far-right sentiments appeared again all over Europe. 
Extreme right-wing identitarianism rose as a new reactionary voice in many European 
countries. One of the crucial challenges in the European future will be the battle over 
the definition of contemporary society. But have the rising far-right sentiments have the 
potential to disrupt post-war democratic consensus and unity, or is this issue overrated? 

Far-right sentiments – history and trends 

Far-right is not a new phenomenon in Europe. Even af-
ter the Second World War, waves of far-right phenomena 
were present in European public discourse. According to 
German political scientist, Klaus von Beyme waves of this 
kind of sentiments appeared on several occasions on our 
continent after 1945. Von Beyme wrote about three waves 
of far-right advancement in postwar Europe. His analysis 
also noticed that every wave was more intense and more 
accepted in the general populace than one before. The 
new rise of far-right sentiments in Europe can also be 
proof of a newest wave in Europe. 

On the other side, according to Dutch political scientist, 
Cas Mudde, no country is immune to far-right sentiments. 
In his book “The Far Right Today” he gave arguments that 
all countries have a fertile ground for at least some form 
of extreme right-wing stances. This phenomenon can be 

seen through, for example, nativist stances against the 
foreign-born population, a strong affiliation for brutal pu-
nishments for crime, or perception that all political elites 
are corrupt. These political positions in some part of the 
population can be a good starting point for development of 
far-right sentiments. 

According to the same scientist, political circumstances 
and major global events since the year 2000 helped in 
the strengthening of far-right sentiments globally and in 
Europe. Mudde identified some of the events as the major 
causes. He wrote that the 11th September attacks and the 
reaction they sparked, the great recession of 2008 and the 
so-called ‘migrant crisis’ of 2015 had an indirect impact. 

Another form of far-right sentiment that is growing in many 
European countries is anti-Semitism. According to the sur-
vey by the European Union Agency for Fundamental Ri-
ghts, 90% of European Jews say anti-Semitism is getting 



worse in their countries. A similar number say they expe-
rience it online while a staggering 73% say it is evident in 
public spaces. On the other side, anti-Semitism is not only 
a far-right phenomenon. During the same period, anti-Se-
mitic sentiment rose on the far-left too. 

How big is the threat? 

Far-right sentiments represent a sharp contrast to the va-
lues promoted by the European Union and its predeces-
sors. Spreading of this world view could potentially rede-
fine the foundations of our societies. Also, they could be 
lethal for European unity that brought more than 70 years 
of peace and prosperity to our continent. In many cases 
the far-right sentiment is fueled by misinformation, ‘alter-
native media’, conspiracy theories and fabrications. So-
metimes these sentiments are fueled thanks to low profile 
disinformation activities carried out by foreign actors. 

Russian groups carried out a widespread disinformation 
campaign aimed at influencing the European Parliament 
election, according to an analysis by the European Com-
mission and the European Union’s diplomatic service. 
“The evidence collected revealed a continued and sus-
tained disinformation activity by Russian sources aiming 
to suppress turnout and influence voter preferences,” the 
analysts said. “These covered a broad range of topics, 
ranging from challenging the Union’s democratic legitima-
cy to exploiting divisive public debates on issues such as 
of migration and sovereignty.” These attempts to influence 
the European social audience and create divisive feelings 
in our societies not only do represent an effective tool for 
other countries to pursue their strategic agenda but, also 
constitute a growing hybrid threat to European stability 
and prosperity. 

One of the major threats triggered by far-right sentiments 
is the extreme-right violence and terrorism. According to 
the analysis of International Centre for Counter-Terrorism 
from The Hague trend of deadly far-right violence has 
been slightly diminishing. In 2014, there were no far-right 
fatal attacks in Europe, and in 2015 there was only one, 
but it raised to ten deadly attacks in 2016. The trend con-
tinued in 2017 and 2018, with including fewer attacks than 
the average for the whole period. This form of deadly vio-
lence peaked in the first half of the 1990s and it’s declining 
since then but would be a mistake to ignore the possibility 
of this form of violence to happen again. 

However, recent data from the Bundesamt für Verfas-
sungsschutz, France Ministry of Interior and the Global Te-
rrorism Index, show that the threat coming from for far-ri-
ght terrorism is indeed increasing. Europe and especially 
North America are witnessing a dangerous rise in far-right 
terrorism, the 2019 Global Terrorism Index has found. “In 
2018, far-right terrorist attacks accounted for 17.2% of te-
rrorist incidents in the West. By contrast, attacks by Isla-
mist groups accounted for 6.8% of attacks, and attacks 
not attributed to any group accounted for 62.8% of inci-
dents in the West,” the report has found. The total num-
ber of extreme-right incidents has risen 320% in the past 
five years, with 71 countries having suffered at least one 
terrorism-related death in 38 attacks recorded in 2018, 
compared to only nine in 2013. The majority of right-wing 
terrorists are not aligned to any particular group, operating 
as so-called “lone wolf” attackers. However, experts have 
pointed out that the phrase is misleading, as the terrorists 
tend to belong to support networks and their radicalization 
process usually requires a base organisation. 

A time to fight against far-right sentiments 

Considering these elements, European center-right forces 
need now more than ever to be united in fighting far-right 
extremism all over Europe. Further spreading of extremist 
sentiments could have the potential to destroy the soul 
of postwar Europe that brought unprecedented progress 
of united Europe. Former American president Ronald Re-
agan said in one speech “Freedom is never more than 
one generation away from extinction. We didn’t pass it to 
our children in the bloodstream. It must be fought for, pro-
tected, and handed on them to do the same.” This quote 
might serve as a good compass for these potentially dan-
gerous times. 

But together with inspirational quotes, Practical measures 
are also very much needed. For instance, a good starting 
point would be for center-right to avoid entering into so-
cio-cultural debates with the far-right. In fact, according to 
Cas Mudde’s analysis, far-right thrives when issues easily 
related to their core ideology dominate the public discour-
se. On the contrary, whenever socio-economic issues like 
pensions and unemployment dominate public debate ins-
tead of extremely divisive cultural issues, far-right senti-
ments are struggling in gaining traction. 

European Union must insist on some form of regulations 
for social media in the field of countering disinformation 
and radicalisation. Some social networks, such as Face-
book, demonstrated their fragility to far-right propaganda, 
fake news, conspiracy theories, and anti-Semitism. On the 
other side, European Union must also develop a compre-
hensive strategy for countering foreign influence during 
election periods.  

However, tackling the far-right violence phenomena needs 
to be prioritized. According to counter-terrorism expert 
Tore Bjorgo, the responses need to take into account that 
the most severe terrorist threats from the extreme right 
do not come from traditional organizations, face-to-face 
networks, or skinhead gangs but increasingly from indi-
viduals operating alone, finding their ideological justifica-
tions, tactical inspiration and social support in extremist 
communities online. To prevent future deadly attacks, like 
one world witnessed in New Zealand, Germany and the 
United States last year, it is crucial to understand and mo-
nitor these online subcultures.  

In conclusion, the EU and the governments of the member 
states are taken between two fires. The risk of overestima-
te the threat of coming from the far-right in contemporary 
society or, on the contrary underestimate it. An overesti-
mation of the possible impacts of this threat could project 
some extremist ideologies from obscurity to the center 
of attention, with disastrous consequences for the social 
cohesion of EU countries. On the other hand, underes-
timating it and ignore these voices of protest and violent 
dissent in our contemporary society, might create a force 
of disruption of unimaginable force.  
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Dimitrije 
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The Russian hybrid war against 
Bulgaria and Europe 
Interview with Dr. Alexander Yordanov, 
member of the European Parliament, from 
the Union of Democratic Forces

10’
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Mr. Yordanov, the subject of the Russian hybrid 
war is often present in your comments on domestic 
and foreign policy topics. Can you tell us why?

This is a matter directly related to the national security and 
defense of our country. Russia’s hybrid attack is unfolding 
more and more aggressively. It aims not only to change the 
“chip of the Bulgarians”, but also to replace with lies and 
myths the true history of Bulgaria, Europe and the world 
in the twentieth century. It is done through manipulation of 
public opinion and through misinformation. The media and 
the Internet suggest that when we were tied to the regime 
in Moscow, we lived better. This absolute lie is aimed at 
brainwashing the younger generation. 

How do citizens recognize this war? 

This is a crossbreed war. Our historical and cultural-spiri-
tual memory is being attacked. An attempt is being made 
to fit Bulgaria into the so-called, from the Kremlin ideolo-
gues, “Russian world”. Its future goal is to change even 
our national identity, that is why our historical existence 
is manipulatively interpreted. This is a war against demo-
cratic institutions, against our historic success - our mem-
bership in the European Union and NATO. We are one of 
Europe’s border countries, but we are in the “center” of the 
Russian aggression. The opponent has already succee-
ded. The election of Rumen Radev as president is such 
a success, as well as the fierce attack on the current go-
vernment.  

In European Bulgaria, a number of political parties are 
pro-Russian. 

Kremlin has created a hierarchically organized system of 
its state bodies, scientific institutions and related media 
for the purposes of hybrid warfare. It is a system that is 
responsible for developing and coordinating strategies to 
carry out military and non-military actions. Another task 
performed by this system is the information propaganda, 
which means constant misinformation about events  and 
processes in the attacked country and manipulation of pu-
blic opinion. This aims for the citizens to accept the mani-
pulation as a “people’s position” and a “national interest”. 
Later to be introduced to the international community as a 
“nationally responsible policy”. Unfortunately, Bulgaria fai-
led to achieve full decommunisation through lustration of 
the Communist Party and State Security. At the moment, 
these units are the main collaborators of the “aggressors”. 
They and many of their heirs. Their presence in state insti-
tutions, universities, media and municipal administrations 
makes our country vulnerable.

What are the methods and forms of this war?

For now, it is non-military. If Bulgaria was not a member 
of NATO and the EU, it was possible that we would have 
already become the object of military aggression, as it ha-
ppened in Ukraine. We should be concerned about the 
fact that we have pro-Russian paramilitary formations that 
are also preparing for the “hot” phase of the war. They are 
conducting undisturbed “operational and tactical exerci-
ses.” It is also possible that they are being armed illegally. 
It is a fact that they wave Russian flags demonstratively in 
public places, share anti-European and anti-NATO posi-
tions, threaten Bulgarian citizens with violence and pose a 
serious threat to our national security. 

Dr. Alexander Yordanov is a Bulgarian politician and diplomat. In his long career Dr. 
Yordanov has been a member of the Bulgarian Parliament three times, chairman of 
the 36th Parliament and a member of the 8th Grand National Assembly which adopted 
the current constitution, currently he is a member of the European Parliament from the 
Union of Democratic Forces(EPP).



What methods does Kremlin use in its attack 
towards Bulgaria? 

In the first place, these are the political instruments: assis-
tance in the formation of political parties and support for 
pro-Russian parties and politicians; mastering positions in 
the legislative and executive branches; open interferen-
ce in the presidential election; stimulating corruption. In 
second place are the humanitarian instruments: opposi-
tion and misinterpretation of the Bulgarian historical and 
cultural heritage; propaganda of the well-known Russian 
mythologies about the “brotherhood”, the “Slavic world”, 
“Moscow - center and defender of Orthodoxy” and others. 
The economic instruments follow - energy and economic 
blackmail, high tariffs on Bulgarian goods on the Russian 
market, control and even a monopoly in a number of eco-
nomic segments - mainly in the energy sector. 
The methods of the special services should not be un-
derestimated either: the introduction of a Russian agency 
in the central state administration, in diplomacy and the 
army, in local government, in trade unions and the media, 
in large companies in the field of energy and military pro-
duction. Provoking crisis situations in the country is some-
thing we have witnessed for several months now. It is most 
clearly expressed through the behavior of the president 
and the so-called protest. The action of the prosecutor’s 
office in the presidency, carried out with the permission 
of the court, was the result of information that the head of 
state’s associates were “trading in influence” and leaking 
classified information. 

Information tools are also important. We are increasingly 
witnessing anti-European and anti-American media cam-
paigns, active disinformation about events, personalities 
and policies in the EU and the USA. Disinformation cam-
paigns are organized through fake news sites. I would 
also mention the diplomatic instruments: appointments to 
the diplomatic service of former agents and collaborators 
of the communist secret services - Bulgarian and Soviet. 
And last but not least, these are the financial instruments: 
direct and indirect financing of a controlled political elite 
and civil society organizations. 

Through combinations of these tools, the aim is to turn 
the war into a permanent state of the Bulgarian society. 
The main goal is to create programmed chaos, social des-
truction and impossible to overcome conflicts in order to 
weaken the pro-European forces of the  Bulgarian society. 
The attack against the Bulgarian government, which has 
been going on for several months on the streets is a gene-
ralized expression of this hybrid war. 

Under what conditions can a hybrid war succeed? 

A condition for the success of any hybrid war is that the at-
tacked country does not fulfill its basic functions, that autho-
rities are passive and even working for those who attack it, 
and that society is constantly confronted and divided. The 
hybrid war is successful when the state administration does 
not do its job, the special services are inactive and there are 
groups, most often mafia related, which constantly erode the 
citizens trust in the ability of the institutions to enforce the rule 
of law. In our country, the aggressor also relies on his “fifth 
column” of civil organizations. His main goal is to win the 
battle for the mind. For this purpose, it needs media, access 
to modern technologies and telecommunications (television 
and radio, public Internet portals, websites, hosting platfor-
ms, etc.), which help the attack to strike a blow to the minds 
of every Bulgarian citizen. Because hybrid war is total war. 

The public appearances of our pro-Russian president, es-
pecially in the last year and his attack on the legally elec-
ted government and parliament, which he carried out in 
violation of the Bulgarian constitution, are indicative of the 
totality of the hybrid war against Bulgaria at the moment… 

The full interview with Dr. Alexander Yordanov is 
available on the BullsEye website at www.bullseye-
magazine.eu

Rayno D. 
Stoyanov
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Throughout history, the Middle East has generally been 
a land of conflict and even more, since the founding of 
the State of Israel. The European Union has great allies 
in the Middle East and must be concerned about peace 
and cooperation in the region. Many countries share this 
interest and we must ensure that our action is an exercise 
in reason and the common good. It is truly a cause that 
needs no defence. But we must, as European citizens, be 
aware of the current situation on the basis of its history.  

On 14 May 1948, David Ben Gurión proclaimed the 
establishment of the State of Israel. On that day Ben Gurión 
defined the Jewish People as those who never lost hope. 
Although at the time, they were unaware that they would 
have to keep it up for a long time. Since then, the Middle 
East has been marked by the conflict which, despite many 
attempts at mediation, has yet to be overcome.  It was 
not until 1967 that The Six-Days War flared and twenty 
years after, the Palestine uprising lasted for years ending 
with the signing of the Oslo agreement in 1993 where both 

parts officially recognised the other. But the assassination 
of Israeli Prime Minister, Yitzhak Rabin, destroyed all what 
had been achieved so far. Tensions since then have not 
ceased but have been increasing.  

Another significant breakthrough took place in September 
1978 where Egypt became the first Arabic country to 
recognise the State of Israel followed by Jordanians on 
1994. The path to peace in the region was being shaped 
again. The peace agreements where resumed on 13 
August 2020 when the United Arab Emirates (UAE) agreed 
the establishment of diplomatic ties by which the Israeli 
authorities suspend the annexation of the Palestinian 
territories. It was the first Persian Gulf country to do so. 
And it did not take long for another to do the same. In 
addition, last September Bahrein became the fourth Arabic 
country to establish full diplomatic ties with Israel.  

Apart from the great importance of the recent peace 
agreements and the establishment of full diplomatic 
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relations, it must be emphasised that the international 
echo does not only include the Middle East actors but also 
the United States of America (US), which has played a 
fundamental mediation role. The White House has been 
the scene of the two biggest peace agreements in the 
region in recent decades.  

It was US President Donald J. Trump himself who led the 
rapprochement between the UAE and Israel. It established 
that Israel, in return, will devote its efforts to extending its 
ties with other countries in the Arab and Muslim world 
and, both countries agreed to cooperate and establish 
a roadmap for maintaining the bilateral relationship that 
began a few weeks ago. Both delegations began by 
addressing issues such as investments, security and 
tourism, among others.  

Furthermore, the following month the White House once 
again welcomed the Israel Prime Minister, Benjamin 
Netanyahu, and the foreign ministers of the UAE, Sheikh 
Abdullah bin Zayed al Nahyan, and Bahrain, Lieutenant 
General Abdulatif bin Rashid al Zayani. Trump was also 
quick to announce mutual recognition between Kosovo 
and Israel. 

In light of the events celebrated by some, others were quick 
to show their discontent. Palestinian senior official Hannan 
Ashrawi accused the UAE of “normalising” relations with 
Israel. It should be recalled that in January President 
Trump presented a plan for settling the Arab-Israeli conflict 
that was welcomed by President Netanyahu but rejected 
by the Palestinian National Authority. What is more, the 
set of agreements and their possible future enlargement 
from now on change the game board completely: Israel 
is breaking its isolation in the region and Iran, which is 
currently also facing the UAE and Saudi Arabia, is isolated 
geopolitically as never before.  

Needless to say the economic consequences which will 
improve the economic growth all over these states. These 
agreements that include the Gulf countries bring with them 
the opportunity to reach economic agreements. It will 
favour the developments of the region as a whole as Israel 
has one of the most developed technological industries in 
the world as well as it is the gateway for tourism.  

This will mean in geopolitical terms the stabilisation in the 
Middle East. It will improve trade and develop cooperation. 
It will in fact bring about positive transformation of the 
region through increased security and prosperity with 
economies as advanced as the state of Israel or the 
support of the United States.  

The latter is celebrating it as a retaining wall towards 
Iran, for which it abandoned the nuclear deal Joint 
Comprehensive Plan of Action in 2018. This is not at odds 
with the foreign policy of the White House over the past 
four years. With a change of presidential administration in 

the White House, we will have to wait and see how new 
team will be handling the Middle East issues.  

As in all international events, the European Union, as a 
strategic player and guarantor of Freedom, international 
cooperation and the promotion of peace cannot and must 
not remain on the side-lines of stabilising the Middle 
East. Any peace legitimately achieved that is good for the 
international community as a whole is good for Europe.  

That is why the High Representative of the Union for 
Foreign Affairs and Security Policy on behalf of the 
European Union made publicly two announcements 
of the normalisation of diplomatic and state relations 
between the United Arab Emirates and the Kingdom of 
Bahrain with Israel. One of the statements reads: “For 
many years, the EU has promoted the development of 
relations between Israel and the countries of the region. 
Both Israel and the United Arab Emirates are important 
partners of the European Union. The normalisation of 
their bilateral relations will be beneficial for both countries 
and a fundamental step towards the stabilisation of the 
whole region. We remain committed to achieving a 
comprehensive and lasting peace for the entire region”.  

There is still a long way to go, as the US President 
announced that we will soon see five more countries 
joining the total normalisation of diplomatic relations. Let 
this story record that it was also Europe that laid one of 
the foundations. It would appear, therefore, that although 
much work remains to be done, we are approaching the 
triumph of hope on which the Jewish people have relied 
throughout their history. But it is our duty not only to 
maintain it, but also to lay it with our own efforts.  Hope is 
the means; the end will be peace and cooperation in the 
Middle East.  
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Erasmus+ is the EU’s programme to support education, training, youth and sport 
in Europe. Its budget of €14.7 billion will provide opportunities for over 4 million 
Europeans to study, train, and gain experience abroad. A project credited to the 
‘mother of Erasmus’, Sofia Corradi, who first had the idea of a European student 
exchange back in the 1960s.
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We the European Democrat Students, are part of this 
project and stand by the side of each European Student 
who is eligible to participate in. This project is a European 
founded one but is not excluding anyone, many times 
we see non-European citizens coming by their home 
universities for taking part of it, as it is well said it’s a 
common project for the evolution of the entire youth. It has 
opportunities for people of all ages, helping them develop 
and share knowledge and experience at institutions and 
organisations in different countries. Nevertheless, it has 
opportunities for a wide range of organisations, including 
universities, education and training providers, think-tanks, 
research organisations, and private businesses.

The aim of Erasmus+ is to contribute to the Europe 2020 
strategy for growth, jobs, social equality and inclusion. 
Moreover, it promotes the sustainable development of its 
partners in the field of higher education, and contribute to 
achieving the objectives of the EU Youth Strategy.

Specifically it tackles issues like youth unemployment, 
promotes cooperation and mobility with the EU’s partner 
countries & adult learning, encourages youngsters to 
take part in European democracy, supports innovation, 
cooperation and reform, reduces early school leaving, 
as you can see combines many areas but on each case 
focuses education.

Worthy of mention, are the expressions of the 
following European Union Leaders:

 
«It is an honour to receive this prize as President of the 
European Commission and for the ten million Europeans 
who have taken part in the Erasmus programme since its 
inception. It is a prize to the students, the teachers, the 
dreamers who have made this European miracle come 
true.»

Speech by European Commission President Mrs. 
Ursula Von der Leyen at the Empress Theophano 

Prize award ceremony, on October 7th, 2020.

«Erasmus mobility prepares our young people to new 
environments, to new challenges. It increases skills and 
competences, building the confidence they need to be 
more entrepreneurial. This should not be a luxury for the 
few. A bigger and stronger Erasmus will help young people 
from all corners of Europe to study and work abroad, 
irrespective of their social background.». 

Speech by Commissioner for Innovation, Research, 
Culture, Education and Youth Mrs. Mariya 
Gabriel on the Online Stakeholder Consultation,  

on July 9th, 2020.

«The Erasmus programme is a great European success 
story — almost 4 million students have participated. An 
impressive statistic. But there’s another statistic I prefer.  
Around 1 million babies have been born to Erasmus 
couples. And who knows, maybe some of you will add to 
this statistic in the future!»

“Common sense, common Europe”, speech 
by European Council President Mr. Charles 
Michel at the University of Amsterdam,  

on November 20th, 2019.

As a European student organisation we addressed issues 
about the programme on collaboration with the proper 
Working Groups on Higher Education & Research and 
Policies for Europe, caused due to the unprecedented 
pandemic and epigrammatically we call upon: invest in 
the digitalisation of higher education; adapt all student 
services to telecommunication; ensure students, who 
need financial support for their accommodation and basic 
needs, receive it; repatriate exchange and international 
students or ensure their basic needs are met should they 
stay abroad; and equivalency of Erasmus programmes. 

To sum it up, the Erasmus Programme is a horizon of 
the worldwide students community, to my end as I have 
experienced a mobility of that type, I would encourage more 
and more students to enrich their academic background 
being part of this project and expanding European ideals 
such as free education, decrease of illiteracy, and students 
mobility.
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Tech made in China vs. policies 
made in the U.S.
How the trade war affects the Chinese Tech 
industry

China’s unapologetic quest to become
a world leader

After its rapid growth, beginning with the so-called policy of 
reform and opening-up in the late 1970s, the Republic of 
China soon went from a developing nation to a world player, 
and from a cheap manufacturer for mass production to a 
leading tech nation, with the Guangzhou city Shenzhen, 
widely referred to as Silicon Valley of hardware, where it 
is said, you can have an idea in the morning and your 
prototype in the evening.   

Today, not only big brands as Huawei and Xiaomi make 
their way around the globe, but also widely unknown 
manufacturers make up essential supply chain links for 
many of the world’s most popular tech brands.   

This innovation is driven by the unstoppable pursuit of 
regaining the lost power of China, the so-called Middle 
Empire, of rearranging the world order that has been 
established after 1945 and of overcoming the shame that 
followed the era of the opium wars. In the eyes of the 
Chinese government, this quest to become the leading 
global power has regularly justified measures that the rest 
of the global community has perceived as unbalanced, 
foul play or even espionage. Political as well as economic 
events of the past years demonstrate how unapologetically 
Chinese policy pushes boundaries until it hits opposition.  

Sanctions against Beijing’s backdoors 

One of the most prominent justifications for sanctions 
against China’s Tech constitutes the threat of national 
security. Being a so-called socialist market economy, 
the government of the Communist party allegedly has a 
certain level of control even over fully privately-owned 

companies.  Therefore, the U.S. fears that by involving 
Chinese Tech companies in its own economy, they might 
become a victim of espionage. A prominent example of 
this approach is the U.S.-goal to expel the privately-held 
company, Huawei, from 5G-projects not only in the USA, 
but all over the world.  

5G builds the core of future-oriented technologies such 
as the Internet of Things, self-driving vehicles and 
augmented reality, which is why governments have to 
substantially invest in 5G-infrastructure in order to make 
their cities and countries smarter and to not fall behind. 
Supporters of Huawei argue that the company is not only 
a pioneer in the field, but it also provides very well-priced 
hardware. Critics, however, fear that the implementation of 
its products in critical infrastructure could open a backdoor 
for Chinese spy-attacks.  

So far, Washington succeeded in persuading several 
European countries as Slovakia and Bulgaria to join their 
ally against Huawei’s influence on the global 5G market, 
executing a joint manifest against 5G technology providers 
under the “control [of] a foreign government”. While this 
is not an explicit move against Huawei per se and the 
company is not directly referred to, the indications are 
clear. The German government also intends to introduce a 
law, stipulating a “trustworthiness-threshold” for suppliers 
of critical telecom infrastructure.

Regarding other parts of the world, however, Washington 
will very likely not be as successful. In regard to many 
African countries, the People’s Republic of China and 
many Chinese investors have laid a strong foundation, 
inter alia with the so-called Belt and Road Initiative, 
boosting African economy and partnerships. Therefore, 
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During the 2016 election, the now outgoing U.S.-President Trump promised his 
voters to go hard on China, the enigmatic enemy of the East. Without doubt, he at 
least achieved to put the world economy in disorder and hit Chinese companies, 
in particular the Tech sector, hard. However, it remains more than unlikely that 
his gambit played out as planned. While he did neither succeed in securing the 
U.S. economy and his re-election, nor in defeating his opponent, he certainly put 
some pawns on the spot. Chinese Tech companies as ByteDance (TikTok) or 
Huawei found themselves in the midst of it all and were left to count their losses.  



the exploitation of Uyghurs in and from Xinjiang. While the 
suppression of the minority under the veil of an alleged 
“counter-terrorism” strategy in “re-education” camps has 
already caused a global outburst, the Chinese government 
and numerous companies are now additionally accused 
of forced labour.  Allegedly, Uyghurs are being sent away 
from their home-region in order to work at factories all over 
China, under very questionable circumstances.   

Consequently, the U.S. government reacted by adding the 
involved Chinese companies to its Black List, preventing 
U.S. companies from selling components or technologies 
to them without a license. While American companies are 
technically not restricted from purchasing products from 
those companies, effectively, no western player such as 
Samsung, Sony, hp, acer or Dell will risk being associated 
with such suppliers in the future.  

Sanctions to level the playing field 

For decades, the treatment of foreign entities within China 
has been grossly unequal, while Chinese companies were 
free to become successful beyond the borders of their 
home country. 

A prime example regards communication platforms: While 
U.S. based services as Facebook, Whatsapp, Instagram, 
YouTube and even search engines as Google are locked 
out from the Chinese market and access to these services 
is banned, Chinese social media providers as TikTok and 
WeChat became highly successful on the U.S. market and 
all over the world.  

Unsurprisingly, when imposing a ban - and later a deal 
- on these companies, arguments were brought forward 
that are more appealing to a free market economy. In 
particular, the U.S. government stated to be concerned 
about its citizens’ privacy, as personal data collected by 
such companies could eventually fall in the hands of the 
Chinese government.  

Considering, however, that also the U.S. - as many 
countries - have certain laws in place that allow government 
agencies to access personal data, this argument loses 
some of its genuineness. Nonetheless, this longing to 
create a new balance and some push back towards the 
young super power’s policies is the epitome of what seems 
to become the world’s attitude and it is unlikely to change 
in the near future, regardless of a new administration.  
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it can be expected that most African countries will stand 
by Huawei and other Chinese companies, allowing them 
to secure their influence even further by providing critical 
infrastructure.

Sanctions against military use

Closely linked to the matter of national security is the 
broadening of the “military end use” licensing requirements, 
imposing broader obligations on US exporters to identify 
potential military links of Chinese counterparts.  

In light of this, the U.S. Department of Commerce recently 
expressed its concern related to China’s leading chip 
manufacturer, SMIC (Semiconductor Manufacturing 
International Corporation), which could eventually be cut 
off from U.S. supply. This would hit China directly at its 
core, because the semiconductor sector is a field where 
China still needs to make up leeway.   

Even China’s leading companies as SMIC still lack the 
know-how to design and manufacture those cutting-
edge chips, that are essential to power everything, 
from smartphones to super computers. This means that 
smartphone producers as Huawei depend on importing 
ready to use chips and domestic chip manufacturers rely 
on essential U.S. software and equipment to build their 
less developed semiconductors. In 2019 alone, China 
spent around € 250 billion on the import in this field.  

Undoubtedly the Chinese government prepares to invest 
enormous amounts in local research and development, 
chasing after its goal to be up to par with the leading 
technology by 2030.  

Sanctions against human rights violations 

In June, the Australian Strategic Policy Institute (ASPI) 
revealed the involvement of several Chinese suppliers in 
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Combating disinformation 
during the COVID-19 era 
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While disinformation is mainly focused on achieving politi-
cal or financial goals, misinformation is often unintentional 
dissemination of falsehoods. However, this is not a new 
phenomenon. For years, governments and social media 
companies stayed idle as false information unwittingly 
spread online and headed down the rabbit hole. Ignoring 
the problem, which has been accelerating for many years, 
it has now intensified even more during the ongoing cri-
sis. Since December 2019, when the coronavirus began 
to spread, social media users have been spreading misin-
formation uncontrollably and rapidly.¹  The WHO declared 
that we do not only have to fight against the pandemic, 
but also against the “ infodemic “. ² The spreading of false 
information can seriously harm our democracies and the 
public health of our citizens.  

The Globsec survey indicated that out of 10 countries 
in Central and Eastern Europe, Slovakia is the country 
most prone to believing in conspiracy theories, with more 
than half of the population.³ One of the many negative 
consequences of being exposed to disinformation might 
be the rise of extremism. Even some national politicians 
have been denying the existence of COVID-19, spreading 
fear and misleading information, which erodes the citizens’ 
trust in democratic institutions. Moreover, the population is 
getting polarised towards this point of view, which can help 
far-right parties grow. 

However, before considering who should be held 
accountable, the crucial challenge for our democracies 
lies in the protection of free speech without undermining 
and limiting this fundamental human right embodied in the 
Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union, 
whilst reversing the horrendous consequences coming 
out of this “ infodemic “ as well.  

Since the beginning of the pandemic and ahead of the 
US presidential elections, some social media platforms 

have already taken some measures to curb the spread of 
disinformation such as more fact-checking on public posts 
or banning of fake accounts. Authorities question whether 
this is sufficient. While the US government has a relatively 

As the first wave of the COVID-19 pandemic swept across Europe at the beginning 
of the year 2020, citizens were told to stay at home and to follow social distancing 
measures to flatten the curve. This led to many people spending much more time on 
the internet than usual, searching for information as they were eager to know more 
about what was currently happening in the world. Consequently, an overwhelmingly 
large amount of disinformation and misinformation began to disperse online. Howe-
ver, some European countries, such as Slovakia, are more susceptible to the spread 
of hybrid threats and false information. How does this affect the COVID-19 crisis, 
what are the consequences and how can we tackle the spread of disinformation?  
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hands-off approach, the European Union has already 
adopted a voluntary code of practice for social media 
companies and required them to publish monthly reports 
of reported disinformation to increase transparency. ⁴ 

In the meantime, in the middle of the worst crisis since 
the creation of its republic, the Slovak government 
and stakeholders had to act urgently and have taken a 
different approach in finding ways on how to deal with 
floods of disinformation. An example would be their 
proper systematic strategic communication. The Slovak 
Ministry of health has started various anti-disinformation 
campaigns on social media and is seeking to increase 
communication with the public in order to win the public 
trust in state institutions. They need to be perceived as 
the most trustworthy and reliable source. Experts say that 
proper online monitoring is the inevitable solution.⁵ The 
Slovak police have already created a Facebook account 
where it debunks hoaxes shared online. It already has a 
rather decent frequence of tens of thousands of followers.

However, citizens have to be alert and able to scrutinise 
different sources critically. This is a core tool to stem the 
proliferation of disinformation. Therefore, appropriate 
education on how to use media and critical thinking is 
needed. Unfortunately, this is another stumbling block 
after Slovak MEPs of the European People’s Party in the 
European Parliament have published a recent survey 
showing that one-third of teachers in Slovakia believe 

in conspiracy theories.⁶ If teachers are not able to teach 
critical thinking to young generations, our democracies 
are at significant risk. A change in educational curricula 
in schools is essential. Then instead of learning facts by 
heart, which is very prevalent in Slovakia, students should 
be taught to think rationally for themselves. Furthermore, 
supporting quality local journalism in the regions would be 
another effective way of engaging communities with fact-
based and credible information and thereby uniting the 
urban and rural population, which is so polarised.  

In conclusion, European countries are currently facing 
not only a contagious, deadly pandemic but also a battle 
against the massive flood of misleading information that 
is spreading online. However, there is no silver bullet to 
combat this level of disinformation. Digital literacy and 
public trust in the institutions could be two steps in the 
right direction. At the end of every crisis, new opportunities 
arise, and change begins with every one of us to help 
reverse the consequences and protect our democracies. 

Alexandra 
Zakova 



Toward a cultural civil war? 
LGBT and women’s rights under 
pressure in Poland 

The general atmosphere in Poland has changed drastically 
over the past years in terms of perception of LGBT. Some 
state officials praise intolerance by announcing more and 
more new areas of the country “free from LGBT”. The 
number of “LGBT-free” areas is now almost at 100, with a 
total area larger than Hungary. As a result, Poland has the 
highest rate of hate-motivated physical or sexual attacks 
against LGBT people among the EU Member States. 
 
Poland’s treatment of LGBT has already led to major 
international condemnation. European commission 
president Ursula von der Leyen hence criticised Poland’s 
lack of LGBT rights in her first state of union speech. 
She declared that  “LGBT-free zones” are “humanity-free 
zones” that have no place in the European Union, and 
told the MEPs that “Being yourself is not your ideology, it’s 
your identity”.  
 
The EU Parliament has followed the case, and reports that 
the mental health and physical safety of LGBT people is at 
risk due to the government’s continued attacks on activists 
and organizations. MPs describes a reality where attacks 
on the LGBT community in Poland - including growing 
hate speech from the public, elected officials and the 
media - is becoming increasingly common. They further 
asked Poland to condemn LGBT discrimination and to lift 
the bans on LGBT rights, while instructing the European 
Commission to ensure that EU funds are not used for 
discriminatory purposes.  
 
The oppression the Polish LGBT community face on a 
daily basis cannot be accepted by European citizens, as 
an attack on their fundamental rights is an attack on our 
values, our democracy, as well as what we have fought for 
and achieved in recent decades. 
 
Fortunately, many are now fighting back against the Polish 
government´s attacks on European values. Following a 

Constitutional Court decision to impose new restrictions on 
Polish women’s access to abortion, thousands of people 
have taken to the streets in protest. The latest restrictions 
on abortion - which are some of the most restrictive in 
Europe - will greatly undermine women’s autonomy, and 
are therefore strongly opposed. 
 
The latest restrictions will challenge the 1993 Act, which 
allowed abortions in cases where there is a high probability 
of a “severe and irreversible fetal defect or incurable illness 
that threatens the fetus’ life”. The new restrictions have 
banned abortion in all cases except rape, incest and where 
the mother’s life is in imminent danger. However - due to a 
slow process - the new law removes almost all possibilities 
for abortion in practice. It is further worth noting that just 
1,000 abortions were legally permitted in Poland last year, 
and that somewhere between 80,000 and 120,000 Polish 
women have to travel abroad to access abortion services 
every year. This is in other words not about protecting life 
– it is about denying women the healthcare that they need 
and deserve in their country.  
 
Despite Poland being a Catholic country, opinion polls 
show that voters are unhappy with the new laws. But far 
from backing down, Poland’s ruling party is setting itself 
up to bask in the glow of public backlash. Even if the 
strength of the outrage may have taken them by surprise, 
the party knows that a war against women will pay off 
in the realm of domestic politics. As PiS consequently 
thrives on fear and scapegoats; the current protests are a 
perfect opportunity to exploit identity-based concerns and 
convince supporters of the importance of protecting so-
called traditional values. PiS party chief and Poland’s de 
facto leader Jarosław Kaczyński demonstrates this when 
he claimed that the country is in the midst of a “cultural 
civil war”, where he urged the people to defend the church 
“at all costs” agents the liberal values, or Poland would be 
“destroyed.” 
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Through Poland´s backlash on women’s rights and its increased harassment on the 
LGBT population, the government have gone to war on European values. Over the 
past two years, Prawo i Sprawiedlliwość (PiS) - has presented itself as the protector 
of traditional Polish values and portrayed its political opponents as those who are 
undermining the Polish way of life. The government’s strategy goes beyond the 
damage already done by the court’s decisions around women’s rights; what we are 
witnessing is an escalating culture war that plays on people’s fears and sense of 
identity.  



By framing the struggle as one that focuses on the Church, 
the PiS presents the demonstrations as an assault on the 
foundation of Polish society and, by extension, an attack 
on the people. In doing so, PiS ignores the fact that the 
demonstrations are mostly taking place in front of the 
public institutions PiS controls, not the churches. Poland’s 
cultural civil war is hence first and foremost between the 
government, and the basic rights of its population.   
 
Despite Poland´s recent delayed process of the abortion 
ban, there is unfortunately no reason to celebrate. It may 
appear that the authorities are deliberately delaying the 
process while waiting for the demonstrations against the 
abortion ban to receive less support. In other words; it is 
more important than ever to support the Polish activists 
who stand up for women’s right to decide over their own 
bodies.  

The European Union cannot let Poland continue to oppress 
its own people, support the discrimination of the LGBT- 

community and deprive women of their fundamental 
reproductive rights. Europe must condemn the restriction 
of women’s access to safe and legal abortion, and 
Poland´s LGBT- free zones must be fought. No European 
citizen should be punished for their government’s failure 
to respect the founding principles of the Union. We must 
protect our European democracy, our values and our 
citizens.  
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While everyone’s attention is focused on US presidential 
elections and pandemic, Georgia is holding its first parlia-
mentary elections since new electoral law was approved 
earlier in 2020, caused by dramatic events in June 2019. 
With these changes there are fewer chances for a single 
political party to form government. Brief story will put light 
on parliamentary elections of 2020.  

After Sergei Gavrilov, a member of Russia’s state Duma, 
took the chair of an inter-parliamentary session between 
lawmakers last year. It angered the opposition, which sees 
the current Georgian government as overly friendly to 
Russian interests. At this demonstration, opposition par-
ties demanded the resignation of the Minister of Internal 
Affairs and the head of the State Security Service of Geor-
gia. As midnight approached, protesters clashed with riot 
police.  As the result several hundred have been injured, 
the chairman of parliament resigned, but demonstration 
demanded the new electoral.  

Announced plans to change the electoral system to full 
party-list proportional representation without an electoral 
threshold failed to be passed as only 101 of the 150 MPs 
voted in favour, fewer than the required 75% to change 
the electoral law despite being supported by opposition. 
After several rounds of negotiations the new electoral law 
stipulates that 120 deputies will be elected by proportional 
representation, while another 30 will be elected from sin-
gle-member constituencies.  

Pre-electoral period was very polarized, as the Georgian 
Dream used administrative resources involving public offi-
cials and civil servants in agitation in favor of the ruling 
party, including agitation through the social network du-
ring the business hours.  Representatives in administra-
tive units were often not politically neutral and acted as 
party activists and representatives of the ruling party. The 
facts of violence mainly directed against the representati-
ves of the opposition parties. Violent events where local 
opposition leaders, journalists, and observers were bru-
tally beaten by an unknown group affiliated with the ruling 
party, took place in Marneuli municipality months before 
the elections. 

Major opposition parties agreed to have single candida-
tes  for thirty districts to be elected as single-members. As 
example there is Didube-Chugureti district in Tbilisi, poli-
tical parties agreed on next, major opposition parties will 
support a single candidate in case of given example Zurab 
Girchi Japaridze who represent libertalian party “Girchi”. 
Such division happened throughout the entire country. 
Parties of that agreement were UNM , European Georgia, 
Labour party of Georgia, Girchi and others. Fair to say, 
agreement was between totally different political parties, 
from socialists to libertarians.  

Political parties have spent up to 22 million GEL for cam-
paign proposes in the period from September to Octo-
ber,and 46 percent out of spent money belonged to the 
ruling party. Political corruption is not new for Georgia and 
it looks like companies affiliated with the ruling party won 
governmental tenders worth 47 million GEL in 2020 year, 
in return they donated 1,3 million GEL in favour of Geor-
gian Dream before the first of October 2020 (State au-
dit ). Fair to mention that during the campaign there were 
political parties with very limited resources like “Girchi”, 
they moved the entire campaign to social networks using 
Facebook, instagram and youtube, which actually worked 
for Girchi. Campaign period was filled with threats and vio-
lence against the main opposition party which is the Uni-
ted National Movement (UNM). Several facts of encroach-
ment on vehicles and other party property and vandalism. 

Before and during the elections the ruling party has mobi-
lised criminals and people affiliated with illegal activities, 
they have been used for threatening potential oppositional 
voters using different ways. Mindia Gabadze is one of the 
several journalists assaulted during the election day. Seve-
ral observers from local organisations were sent out from 
the polling stations so they were not able to perform their 
duties. When all polling stations were closed, counting had 
begun, and this is the time when major falsification happe-
ned. Each polling station had to publish the final protocol, 
with each party and candidate votes. Sending corrected 
protocols violating electoral law (prohibits to amend any 
changes in protocol after it has been signed by all mem-
bers of the local election committee).  Chairwoman of the 
Central Election Commission has shared the intermediate 
results at a press conference. Gorgian Dream gained 48 
percent (61 seats) from the proportional elected seats and 
14 seats from single-member, which totally gives them 
75 seats which is more than enough to create a govern-
ment by one political party. There will be a second round 
of elections for the 16 districts where no single-member 
got 50+1. After the elections according to the local organi-
zation there are up to 146 thousand void ballouts, and the 
vast majority of those ballots were opposition votes.

Massive falsification brought opposition together to boy-
cott the results. At this very moment opposition is going 
to use paragraph 38 of the Constitution of Georgia, which 
means next, that the first parliament assembly is going to 
vote on parliament legitimacy and a quorum of 100 seats, 
without opposition quorum will fail, which will cause early 
elections. 

Georgian halloween  6’
read
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A tale of a fractured nation 
7’

read

Lebanon has been referred to as “God’s paradise on earth”, “The Swiss of the east” 
and “The country of cedars”. Known by many names, described by numerous authors 
featured in uncountable books starting with the “Epic of Gilgamesh” that sang about 
its mountains and its cedars. But surely its most accurate depiction is “The Phoenix” 
that rises every time from its ashes, beginning with the survival of the tyrannical rule 
of dozens of empires, by overcoming the siege and the hunger from 1915 to 1918 
through an endless struggle to finally gain independence in 1943, and certainly en-
during a devastating civil war that wreaked havoc on the struggling nation, it seems 
like one thing is true, Lebanon and its people always finds a way. Perhaps, this time 
around this “legendary bird” is in desperate need to rise from the abyss again, from 
the depth of its collapse.



Lebanon, since its independence is known for its 
confessional system where the parliament seats as well 
as the primary state functions are distributed among the 
17 recognized sects while the “big three” holds the three 
offices of the state: the president should be a Maronite 
Christian, the speaker of the house Shiite Muslim, and the 
prime minister Sunni Muslim. While this formula served as 
a solution in the beginning, cracks in this system started 
to appear during the civil war and after the recent political 
and economic collapse of the country which lit the fire of a 
revolution known as the 17 of October revolution in 2019.      

It all started in 2016, when the Lebanese parliament elects 
a new president of the republic, “Michel Aoun” the leader 
of the biggest Christian party, at the time, “the free patriotic 
movement”. After a thirty-year struggle he finally became 
the president of Lebanon by gaining the support of 83 
deputies mostly after a consensual agreement has been 
made between the leader of “Lebanese Forces” “Samir 
Geagea” and himself. Which in turn encouraged the 
leader of the “future movement” “Saad Hariri” as well as 
“Hezbollah” to strike a similar deal to elect general “Aoun” 
to the office. 

Soon after assuming the presidency, president “Aoun” and 
the deputies chose “Saad Hariri” as the prime minister with 
the goal of forming a government of unity, that includes all 
parties represented in parliament in the hope of a better 
and faster governmental management, with little to no 
success, while corruption and nepotism increased.   

Correspondingly, in May 2018 a new parliament election 
consolidated the president’s support, and so it generated 
a similar inefficient government that was so corrupt it was 
ranked 137th out of 180 countries in corruption according 
to “Transparency international”, as a result a growing 
opposition from within, namely the “Lebanese forces” after 
their growing frustration with the government decided to 
resign from it on the wake of the revolution on 18 October 
2019, as well as a tremendous amount of opposition from 
the citizens who had enough of the empty promises and 
took their anger to the streets on 17 of October which 
forced the government altogether to resign on 30 October 
2019. 

Nonetheless, after all the protests and the people’s disgust 
of the political elites, the house and the president reverted 
to their old ways brought back a government with different 
faces but same abysmal work ethic, this time with “Hassan 
Diab” a former minister of education as prime minister in 
January 2020. 

Alas, Diab’s government failed again beginning with a 
default of the Eurobonds of 1,2 billion dollars in march 
2020, followed by a dramatic decrease in the Lebanese 
Lira (Lebanon’s currency) exchange rate which was 
1507.5 for 1$, by the end may it became 3950 LL for each 
1$ in the black market, and by august it skyrocketed to 
almost 9000 LL where it started to fluctuate from 7000 to 
8500 from then onwards. 

Moreover, a great economic meltdown soon followed as 
the inflation rate reach 510% according to professor “Steve 

Hanks” which decreases the purchasing power of the 
Lebanese citizen dramatically and increases the poverty 
rate to about 55% and the extreme poverty to about 23%. 

Even so, and amid all this financial and economic chaos 
a huge explosion erupted in the Beirut port that destroyed 
half the city of Beirut and claimed the lives of 203 citizens 
as well as 6500 injured, 9 still missing and three hundred 
thousand displaced, as of latest official data, and cost 
about 3.5 billion dollars according to “Aljazeera”. 

And so, we end up with a devastated country, a chattered 
economy, and depressed population that more than 77% 
of its youth claiming they want to flee the country in search 
of a better future somewhere else. 

Yet again the question is, what was the government 
solution?  

Well the reinstating “Saad Hariri”, the man that the people 
revolted to remove from power, as a prime minister 
and once again we enter in the same vicious cycle with 
Mr. “Hariri” and the rest of the political elite fighting for 
positions in the government giving little hope to the people 
of a change in the country. 

In the end, we truly hope Lebanon can soon get rid of the 
old ways of running politics and the country, and with the 
2022 parliament elections closing in the people of Lebanon 
should seek to choose wisely to be able to change the 
status quo and for the “Phoenix” to rise again”. 
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Covid-19 recovery and the need 
for economic reform
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“Never let a good crisis go to waste”, the famous quote ought to have been uttered by 
Britain’s fabled prime minister Winston Churchill, is as valid today as it was in Yalta 
in 1945. While the Europe of today may not lay in ruins after the bombings of a world 
war, the continent as much as the rest of the World is paralysed by an enemy much 
smaller. The economy is taking a good hit from the damage, and there is both a need 
and a possibility for Europe to make proper economic reform. 

An economy in transition
 

During the pandemic corporations of all sectors as well as 
institutions and citizens have moved into the digital era at 
a pace seldom behold. The digital revolution is paving way 
for new methods of working and accelerate a transition 
into a greener and digital world economy. 

As China has been taking on the US in a tough competition 
over the digital leadership of the world, European legislation 
is in the way of entering the race. According to data from 
CB Insights only 60 of the world’s 495 current unicorns 
(privately owned startup companies valued over $1bn) are 
based in Europe, almost half of them are UK and Swiss-
based. The world economy is the midst of not only a big 
recession but also digital transition that is of great historic 
magnitude and speed.

Different prerequisites, different reforms 

The EU long-term budget from 2021 to 2027 with the €750 
billion NextGenerationEU package is a forceful move from 
the commission to keep the EU economy afloat through the 
crisis. But for the crisis package to have a lasting positive 
impact on the economy, it has to be met by structural 
reform across the EU member states. 

The European economy is big and also quite diverse, the 
economies of different member states are far from identical 
and so is the need for the type of reform within them. A 
quick comparison of the variation in national debt between 
the 27 member states of the EU makes this very clear. The 
frank truth is that several European economies just have 
to make fundamental and unpopular reform in large areas 
such as pension systems, taxation and substantial cuts 
in the public sector. The stimulus package from the union 
needs to be a push in this direction, and leaders should 
utilise the opportunity of the crisis to execute these hurtful 
but necessary actions. Otherwise, inefficient economic 
policies will leave European states behind in competition 
of emerging economies with global ambitions. 

Common areas
 

There are two dominant areas where the European 
Union needs to commonly reform to remain a long term 
world economic leader, The digital sector and green 
transformation. The change of the economy into a green 
and digital economy it two of the paramount priorities of 
the von der Leyen commission, and should so be, but it 
cannot be satisfied only by large government spending, 
there has to be a formation of policy these areas to make 
Europe competitive in the long-term. 

The ambitions cannot stay as fine words in the corridors of 
Berleymont, it has to be met by policies that are concrete 
and improves the climate for business and innovation. 
European leaders must understand that it is among 
businesses and innovation that evolution into a sustainable 
and competitive economy can and must take place. Politics 
can only give them incentives and possibilities to do so.

With ideas of imposing an EU-wide tax on the digital 
sector, the path of the commission in the digital area is 
in complete opposition to just those fine words. In most 
areas, taxes are imposed on things that are discouraged. 
For example, taxes on tobacco and alcohol are aimed to 
make us smoke and drink less, taxes on emissions aims to 
make us pollute less and taxes on labour is proven to make 
us work less. A commission that wants to make Europe 
more competitive in the digital sector cannot remain 
trustworthy if it at the same time is proposing taxation that 
is completely counterproductive and would hinder digital 
companies in Europe from emerging. 

A green transition 

In the area of green transition, innovative businesses 
and corporations also have an important role to play and 
by smart reform midst crisis, the transition can be given 
a strong push. A report by the Stockholm Chamber of 
Commerce on an effective response under Covid analysed 
how the crisis can be utilised for strengthening the society 
in different areas. One key proposal short term in the 



report is for member states to put up high environmental 
standards on all government subsidies to encourage 
green transition. Long-term, however, the regulatory 
burden which is holding a green transition back should 
be eased, and the ETS system should be widened to 
incorporate more polluting sectors into a taxation system 
that is general and fair. 

Midst a good crisis Europe can get through the current 
recession stronger and more modernised than ever and 
retake its rightful power on the global arena, but this 
needs to be done by paving way for innovative enterprises 
to increase EU competitiveness. By acknowledging 
the situation and that private company, not government 
institutions are the leading actors in the modernisation of 

the economy a foundation for innovation-friendly policies 
can be set. The European Union and its member states 
should not let the crisis go to waste. 
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The end of Pax Americana: 
The inevitability of political instability  
and change

6’
read

It is the mid-1990s… the USSR has collapsed, a new globalised economy is beginning 
to ramp up and a hunger for political cooperation and possibly integration has taken 
hold within the European political class. The world has entered a period of relative 
stability with President Bill Clinton as the trusted figurehead. 

Fast forward twenty-five years and the scene is quite di-
fferent, Donald Trump were almost elected for a second 
term, the global economy has still not fully recovered from 
the 2008 financial crash and a pandemic is rampaging 
through much of the world. Politics seems an unstable and 
uncertain place, and perhaps even democracy is a broken 
system that is fracturing around the edges. However, whi-
le the world may seem more uncertain and unstable than it 
has ever been, this article will try to explain how instability 
is a natural cycle within politics that can be used by lea-
ders to forge the change needed for the future.

But why does the world seem so uncertain now? Twenty-
four-hour news, instantaneous communication and digita-
lisation have made everything seem more immediate es-

pecially with a focus on negative news reporting. Although 
arguably our only comparative experience of the world is 
the late 90s and early 00s, where a flourishing economy 
led by competent and moderate politicians and relative 
stability in the western hemisphere created a sense of di-
rection and certainty. The economy, heavily supported by 
the expanding financial system ran by ‘Casino Bankers’, 
accelerated growth and maintained a system that felt fair 
and stable. Following the financial crash, the system be-
gan to fracture with many feeling left behind which culmi-
nated in our present uncertainty.

Historically, however, the world has always had cycles of 
stability and insecurity, fragility and strength. The post-
WW2 period appeared reasonably stable and calm with 



short crises quickly solved by political leadership; even the 
Cuban Missile Crisis at the time seemed to be solved with 
speed and it was only forty years later that the true scale 
of the potential nuclear disaster became known. The fall of 
the Berlin Wall seemed to come quick and precipitated the 
collapse of the USSR but our leaders remained respected.

In the modern period every ‘behind closed doors’ 
conversation is reported and dissected by the media no 
matter how insignificant or late at night the conversation 
might be which, for better or for worse, often highlights the 
shortcomings of our leaders. All of this fuels the feeling 
of distrust between the electors and the elected which, 
as with Brexit and Trump, makes poorly thought through 
political choices appear the only option. Therefore, in 
comparing different periods of history it can be seen that 
cycles of crises are inevitable, possibly even necessary, 
within a democratic system. Every past crisis has been 
solved by our leaders and has helped to develop the 
system we have now. However, authoritarianism is on the 
rise; a number of political parties within in EU now have 
growing footholds on the continent, President Erdogan 
of Turkey appears popular and China, despite a recent 
and gradual change in foreign policy from the USA, is an 
extremely economically developed country. So perhaps it 
is that democracy is being stretched to its limits and is 
losing the PR war to the allure of economically prosperous 
authoritarian politics.

The allure of authoritarianism in difficult and uncertain 
times is no new story in Europe, the echoes of the 1930s 
and 40s are still felt, but a growing number continue to 
be drawn. The questions around immigration, in particular 
cultural influences, the uneven growth delivered by 
globalisation and a broad erosion of trust are difficult for 

politicians to quantify and explore in open discourse. 
So while the political consensus formed over the last 
forty years may now be shifting and appear uncertain, 
it is important that leaders recognise the instability and 
respond not with authoritarianism but a renewed strength 
and belief in democracy.

Instability in politics is inevitable and we as political 
enthusiasts and voters should not be afraid but embrace 
the uncertainty to create change. Change within the global 
order allows forward thinking leaders to glimpse the future 
to build a new order and shape a new democratic system 
that engages with voters. Commenting on the last four 
years of the Trump presidency venerated Journalist John 
Sims said, “A system that can absorb the most uncontrolled 
and disruptive President ever elected is surely the sign of 
a robust and strong democratic infrastructure. Democracy 
is a fragile and an imperfect system of governance”. 
Leaders should recognise what the electorate vote for not 
as ‘aberrations’ but as an indication on how they feel about 
the direction of their countries.
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The official magazine of European Democrat Students 37

(21) is from Bar-
celona, Spain. 
She holds both 
law and political 
science degrees 

in Pompeu Fabra University.  She 
is currently the Chairwoman of the 
NNGG Pupils in Catalonia. She 
has become an active member of 
EDS in 2017 after several years in 
her national organisation.  

Marta Urgellés 
 (23) is an under-

graduate in Inter-
national Business 
at Gothenburg 
School of Eco-

nomics in Sweden with a back-
ground as an elite athlete in alpine 
skiing. He is currently serving as 
Vice-Chair and International Se-
cretary of FMSF and as a counci-
lor in Dalarna County for the Mo-
derate Party. 

Martin Bergman



Executive 
Bureau



Vice-Chairman
United Kingdom

Ivan Botoucharov

Vice-Chairman
Germany

Benjamin Welling

Vice-Chairwoman
Hungary

Benita Czirkl

Vice-Chairman
Greece

Vasileios S. 
KesidisVice-Chairman

Cyprus

Iacovos Iacovou

Vice-Chairwoman
Italy

Valentina
Podestà

Executive Officer
Italy

Francesco 
Sismondini

Secretary General
Malta

Beppe Galea

Vice-Chairman
Croatia

Karlo Kolesar
Vice-Chairman
Belgium

Thomas Belligh

Honorary Chairman
Italy

Virgilio Falco

Deputy Secretary 
General
Lebanon

Christie Maike

Chairman
Spain

Carlo Giacomo 
Angrisano Girauta

The official magazine of European Democrat Students 39



Vice-Chair for Publications: Ivan Botoucharov
Editor in-Chief: Gustaf Reinfeldt  
Deputy Editor in-Chief: Krzysztof Kubon
Consultant: Mattia Caniglia 
Editorial team: Gustaf Reinfeldt, Krzysztof Kubon, 
Mattia Caniglia, Rayno D. Stoyanov, Alexandra Zakova, 
Aurora Hårtveit, Charlie Crumpton, Dimitrije Milić, Eleni 
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