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Brussels, November 16-17, 2009
220 CSOs representatives at the First Meeting of the Civil Society Forum

Second Civil Society Forum 
18th and 19th of November 2010, Berlin
The Second Civil Society Forum for Eastern Partnership will take place 
in Berlin on the 18th and 19th of November, in Berlin.
More than 220 representatives of the civil society sector from the EaP 
countries and from Europe are invited to attend and to contribute. 
The event will be hosted by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Germany and 
the Minster, Guido Westerwelle, confirmed his presence. The European 
Commission supports and finances the activities of the Civil Society Forum. 
The Commissioner Stefan Füle will open the Forum and present Commission’s 
vision of further cooperation.
This Second Civil Society Forum will take stock of what was implemented by 
the ongoing activities of the participants to the Forum throughout the year. It 
wants to set the new strategies as for the civil society engagement in the Eastern 
Partnership.
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Editorial by Siarhiej Mackievic

Steering Committee members’ participation 
to the EaP Platforms

The work of the Steering Committee and its lobbying initiatives gave the 
opportunity to the civil society to be present at the official Platforms meeting.
The participation has been secured on the first instance on ad hoc basis and 
only for very specific issues and timing. The working groups coordinators had 
the opportunity to take part in all the Platforms meeting of the first part of the 
year 2010. Unfortunately, due to the fact that they could not receive the material 
discussed in advance in the meeting and could contribute only to a very short 
time – without assisting for the whole meeting – reduced substantially the 
important input that the Civil Society could bring to the points in discussion.
Despite this very limited participation, the fact that Civil Society could 
participate showed a first interest and result of the role of the CSF. However, 
not all the successive meetings and the Platforms opened their doors to the 
CSF Steering Committee participants.

continued on next page
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The work of these last 12 months and the achievements and 
difficulties will be presented by the Steering Committee members 
and in particular by his Spokesperson, M. Siarghej Mackjevic, 
from Belarus. The Steering Committee will present its work at the 
EU level and lobbying activities addressed in the official platforms 
and with formal and informal contacts. The main activities were 
however implemented thank to the work of the working group 
coordinators that kept the track on the activities of the relevant 
platforms and informed their members and organized recently, 
the meetings in preparation of the Second Civil Society Forum. 
Four countries of the Eastern Partnership decided to address 
the support to the Civil Society Forum through the setting up of 
National Platforms (in Belarus, Armenia and the launch in Georgia 
and Azerbaijan). In Ukraine and Moldova the dissemination of 
the Civil Society Forum was embedded in existing pro European 
networks referring to the national coordinator.
The Civil Society Forum as a whole group of NGOs supporting 
the Civil Society perspective in the official platforms found many 
challenges on its way.
The Eastern Partnership itself had to find its own path and went 
through a “stop and go” process. On the other hand, it was often 
left the innovative approach might be close to loos momentum, 
in a very dynamic relationship with the EaP countries. On the 
other hand, the Civil Society Forum meeting in November last 
year did not identify an already written way of proceeding. The 
Steering Committee, in consultation with the NGOs, had to 
find a manner to work and being effective by creating solutions 
along the way. Certainly, the civil society participation was 
not fully accepted by all the EaP countries and it was often 
considered as threat and therefore taken away from the official 
processes. Being ourselves self critical, the Civil Society Forum 
encountered problems of lack of unity in the civil society sector 
in some countries and in areas, which prevented a true capacity 
of advocacy and lobbying respect to the official programmes. 
The challenge for the next Civil Society Forum and its future 
Steering Committee is to address the difficulties mentioned 
above and consolidate a real dialogue in the Eastern Partnership 
and orient – as much as possible – its direction.

Antonella Valmorbida
Director of ALDA,

Lobbying group of the Steering Committee 
for Eastern Partnership Civil Society Forum

continued from page 1
Dear friends,
The first year of our cooperation within Civil Society Forum 
of the Eastern Partnership is drawing to an end. It was a 
true challenge for the civil society organizations in all of our 
countries and posed many questions for us to answer. Are 
we ready to be on the frontline of engaging new countries 
in the European community? Do we have the experience 
to spread European standards in governance, energy 
efficiency, education and economic processes? Will we be 
able to maintain our commitment to human rights advocacy 
and defending the freedoms of our fellow citizens? And 
finally, what do we do to make our voices heard and our 
opinions counted with on the intergovernmental level? 
Evaluating these questions makes one realize just how 
highly we aim and how important the tasks we have set for 
ourselves are. 
At the Brussels Forum of last year we have presented 
our vision for the course of development of the Eastern 
Partnership and the role, which civil society is to play in 
it. Sometimes very ambitious, these recommendations 
nevertheless set the criteria, be it a long term goal, by which 
the participation of civil society in the Eastern Partnership 
shall be assessed. We are all miles apart, all newcomers in 
the EaP, all struggling to build up relations with other subjects 
of the Eastern Partnership, many of whom are also new in the 
process. And one year is obviously a very short period of time 
to evaluate our practical achievements. But we need to know 
that we are moving in the right direction. 
Throughout this year we were holding meetings within the 
four thematic platforms, participated in international events, 
devoted to Eastern Partnership, and developed national 
platforms. The next Civil Society Forum in Berlin is our chance 
to present this positive dynamics. Together, we can turn this 
event into a milestone in the course of engagement of the civil 
society in the Eastern Partnership, and the EaP itself! 
We look forward for our cooperation and truly hope that such 
synergy shall become possible.
See you in Berlin! 

Siarhiej Mackievic,
Speaker of the Eastern Partnership 

Civil Society Forum
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Civil Society Forum 2010 selection 
procedure
The 230 NGOs have been selected through a procedure 
which secured transparency, openness and inclusiveness. The 
selection process was decided by the Steering Committee, 
which bears the responsibility of the process, and endorsed by 
the European Commission.
By due deadline the European Commission received altogether 
562 application from Civil Society Organisations from EU 
Member States, EaP Countries, international networks and 
from third countries. According to the decision made by the 
participants to the first EaP Civil Society Forum,the selection 
of participants has been the responsibility of the CSF Steering 
Committee, which was elected in November 2009.
The selection procedure developed and applied by the CSF 
Steering Committee has been as follows:
1. The Civil Society Forum shall represent a wide range of Civil 

Society Organisations (CSOs): trade unions, employers’ 
organisations, professional associations, NGOs, thinktanks, 
non-profit foundations, national and international CSOs/
networks and other relevant Civil Society actors from EaP 
Partner Countries, but also from EU Member States and 
international organisations and networks. A limited number 
of CSOs from third countries could participate in the EaP 
CSF as observers without voting rights.

2. All CSOs fitting the above description and interested in 
participation in the Forum meeting 2010 were invited to 
submit expressions of Interest by 2 July 2010.

3. The selection of the participants to the EaP CSF 2010 
has been carried out by the CSF Steering Committee in 
cooperation with European Commission representatives.

The selection procedure was twofold:
A. As a first step two lists of recommended 

participants were prepared by:
a. EaP Country Facilitators elected by 

the CSF in 2009 and supported by EaP 
national platforms, where they exist. In the 
case of CSOs from EU Member States and 
international organisations/networks as well as 
CSOs from third countries, recommendations were 
prepared by three EU representatives elected by the 
CSF in 2009;

b. the thematic working group coordinators elected by the 
CSF in 2009.

Shortlists were prepared on the basis of the following criteria:
 ● Diversity of spheres of activity (it is crucial to assure the 

involvement of all the major components of civil society and 
at the same time to assure the adequate representation for 
each of the thematic working groups and subgroups).

 ● Involvement in ENP/EaP-related matters.

B. Final selection was made by the CSF Steering Committee in 
cooperation with European Commission representatives on 
the basis of the following criteria:

 ● Candidates to be selected had to receive more than one 
recommendation (see above point 3.A.).

 ● Diversity of spheres of activity (to assure the involvement 
of all the major components of civil society and at the same 
time to assure the adequate representation for each of the 
thematic working groups and subgroups).

 ● Involvement in ENP/EaP-related matters.
 ● Nationality (min 10% participants from each EaP country 

and min 25% from the EU). Up to 10 participants from third 
countries may be invited as guests (without voting rights).

 ● Participation in the previous Forum (min 40% of the new 
participants and max 60% of those who participated in CSF 
meeting in 2009).

The final list of CSOs invited to participate in the Eastern 
Partnership Civil Society Forum has been decided by the 
CSF Steering Committee and approved by the European 
Commission. Altogether 230 CSOs have been invited.
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Brussels, 7-8 October 2010, Working Group 1 meeting

Meeting of Working Group 1 on 
Democracy, Human Rights, 
Good Governance and Stability
EaP CSF Working Group “Democracy, Human Rights, Good 
Governance and Stability” deals with the main issues on the 
agenda of EaP Thematic Platform 1 on Democracy, Good Go-
vernance and Stability.
The meeting was held on October 7 and 8, 2010 in Brussels 
and over 60 representatives from both EU and EaP countries 
participated and contributed to the discussions.
The moderators Kristina Prunerova from European Partnership 
for Democracy and Siarhiej Mackievic from Assembly of Non-
governmental Organizations of Belarus have summarized at the 
beginning the work of the Steering Committee since the last 
meeting in Brussels in November 2009.
The representative of the European Commission, Mr. Maciej 
Stadejek welcomed the participants to the meeting and wished 
fruitful discussion. Representatives of national platforms shortly 
informed about the activities of the various platforms.
With the level of work involved within this Working Group, the 
coordinators of the WG1 decided to divide the work of the group 
into the following subgroups, complete with their respective re-
commendations
1. Judiciary reform (based on the work program of the platform 

and other activities)
2. Public administration reform (based on the work program of 

the platform and other activities)
3. Fight against corruption (based on the work program of the 

platform and other activities)
4. VISA facilitation group (request from the participants of the 

Forum)
5. Media (request from the participants of the Forum)
6. Human Rights (request from the participants of the Forum)

Objectives of Sub-Groups
1. Judiciary Reform Sub-Group
The Judiciary Reform sub-group acknowledges that there are 
considerable differences within the member states of the EaP in 
the area of judicial reform. However, all partner countries agree to  
procedural recommendations for the EaP process. These include:
1. Increased transparency of EU funding of the justice sector 

for the EaP countries.
2. Create specific platforms for civil society engagement in the 

reforms planning and implementation from the side of the 
authorities.

3. Create a periodic system for the joint and inclusive follow-up 
with regard to the implementation of the recommendations 
to the government presented by the EU.

4. Support for diversification and increase in the level of the 
funding for the civil society organizations working in the area.

5. Provide specific recommendations with regard to the policy/
legislation and practice in this area from the EU, in its action 
plans, reports, assessments.

6. Create expert groups for the assessment of the enforcement 
of the national legislation vis-a-vis International and Europe-
an standards.

7. Increase the number of representatives (experts) from the 
civil society organizations in the activities under the EU sup-
port programs diverted towards the authorities.

2. Public Administration Reform Sub-Group
The Public Administration Reform sub-group has six objectives:
a. Encourage governments of EaP countries to:

1. adopt and implement National Strategies for Local Self-
Government and Public Administration Reform in consul-
tation with civil society organizations

2. decrease the administrative burden on taxpayers
3. reduce administration bodies with overlapping functions
4. disseminate information and raise awareness about re-

forms, good practices and country situations in the sphe-
re of public administration reform

5. implement the European Charter on Local Self-Gover-
nment

b. Ensure independent monitoring of public administration re-
forms and European cooperation projects including those 
funded under budget support and CIB (Comprehensive In-
stitution Building programmes).

c. Encourage Belarus to join the European Charter on Local 
Self-Government.

d. Involve civil society in the decision-making process whene-
ver governments negotiate with EU for support or propose 
projects and strategies, including twinning programs, in the 
sphere of public administration reform.

e. Create another track within twinning programs that will ena-
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ble local civil society to manage quick, efficient, expert ex-
changes and training for local self-administration.

f. Organize training and education of public officials and local 
self-government officials based on a set of values and trai-
ning needs assessment.

3. Fight against Corruption Sub-Group
Three general objectives have been defined by the Fight Against 
Corruption sub-group:
a. Joint and regular monitoring of anti-corruption policies and 

the state of corruption in the EaP countries as a form of civil 
society contribution to the EaP anti-corruption activities.

b. Strengthening cooperation between EaP and EU CSOs. 
Develop common initiatives aimed at sharing expertise and 
experience between the EU CSOs and the EaP countries.

c. Developing a dialogue with international donors to anti-
corruption and in particular with European donors aiming at 
change of donor policies. In particular, EaP CSF will advoca-
te for CSOs inclusion at the policy planning and implementa-
tion of foreign aid to AC.

4. Visa Facilitation Sub-Group 
The CSOs of the EaP recognise that the biggest challenge re-
mains the unwillingness of the governments and well as of the 
European Commission to share any visa related information. 
To work with the EaP countries and EU, the Visa Liberalisation 
sub-group has a number of aims:
a. follow the work of others groups that deal with cross-thema-

tic issues like academic exchange and migration but also 
human rights or anti-corruption.

b. Differentiate the message when talking to different groups to 
highlight benefits for each group.

c. Convince both sides (EaP governments and the EU) that 
visa liberalization has the potential to become success story:

d. Monitor the implementation of introduced or promised VF 
processes.

e. Track the application of funds earmarked for VF/VL projects.
f. Continual involvement in the Coalition for Visa-free travel 

meetings

5. Media Sub-Group
The media sub-group present their recommendations within three 
levels, realm of activities, forms of actives and proposed projects.
1. Realms of Activities

a. Adapt EaP national media laws to the EU standards.
b. Closely monitor the state-of-play of Public Broadcasting 

System functioning in the EaP countries focusing mainly at 
administration of the system and funding.

c. Develop expert recommendations based on the monito-
ring which will be shared with the national governments 
and the European Commission.

2. Forms of Activities
a. Create Media Sub-Groups at the national level within the 

EaP platforms.
b. Provide informational support by encouraging the national 

journalists to cover the Forum.
c. Pay particular attention to the possible threats made by 

digitalization of TV in EaP countries. Monopolization of me-
dia sphere and disappearing of small local TV broadcasters 
could seriously threaten media plurality and diversity.

3. Proposals of Particular Projects
a. Launch information campaigns promoting of the essence 

and goals of EaP at national levels.
b. Create an interactive web-portal aimed at the description 

of the media landscapes of EaP countries based on the 
common methodology and indicators.

c. Monitor civil society relations between the EU and EaP 
countries by means of in-depth journalistic investigation 
program based on multilateral media cooperation.

6. Human Rights Sub-Group
The human right sub-group will:
a. Lobby the issue of human rights to be included in the agenda 

of the meetings
b. A “baseline” product should be a periodical monitoring of human 

rights situation and important events from all 6 EaP countries, 
put together bi-yearly in March and September. This report will 
build on existing reports from the six countries, which will be 
provided by selected human rights subgroup members (1-2 pa-
ges plus 3-4 bullet point recommendations from each country) 
and then put together by group coordinator under one format. 
The section on each country will dwell on five areas:
1. Freedom of expression
2. Freedom of assembly
3. Freedom of association
4. Other human rights issues relevant for the country
5. Electoral processes (if the elections are taking place in 

that particular country)
c. Monitor how the issue of human rights is included in the agen-

da of the intergovernmental meetings and how it is taken into 
consideration while deciding on bi-lateral projects

d. Monitor how governmental declarations on the progress with 
human rights actually look on the ground.

e. Define criteria of progress, once we are considered a more 
relevant partner for the Commission.

Siarhiej Mackjevic
Assembly of Pro-Democratic Non Governmental 

Organisations of Belarus, 
Coordinator Working Group I

Kristina Prunerova
European Partnership for Democracy, 

Coordinator Working Group I
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Working Group 2: 
Economic Integration and 
Convergence with EU Policy
Economic Integration and Convergence with EU Policy A meeting 
of the Working Group 2 of the CSF on Economic Integration 
and Convergence with EU Policy took place in Brussels on 1st 
October as part of the preparations for the second Civil Society 
Forum on Eastern Partnership. Anna Zvolikevych, Director of 
the EU Ukraine Business Council, moderated the meeting.
Representatives of 17 organizations from the Eastern Partner 
Countries and the EU discussed together a number of issues 
related to the organization of the CSF and working group 
activities. Specific discussions with presentations from the 
European Commission, Eurochambres and Business Europe 
concentrated on the issues of the SME Flagship Initiative under 
the EaP, including East Invest, TAM/BAS and NIF for Eastern 
partner countries. Participants were also informed about Business 
Support Programmes and the BOSMIP project which is presently 
active for countries from the Western Balkans, aiming at capacity 
building of the national business organizations.
During the afternoon session, the open discussions included 
representatives from the European Commission and participation 
of diplomats from Hungary, Georgia and Moldova. The discussions 
were devoted to the DCFTA issue, one of the priorities at the Joint 
Declaration at the Prague Eastern Partnership Summit held on 
7th May 2009. Participants were informed and debated about 
the situation regarding ongoing negotiations with Ukraine and 
preparations for negotiations with Georgia, Armenia, as well as 
the situation with Moldova and Azerbaijan. It was mentioned that 
Belarus would not be excluded from the process in future. Both 
general and specific issues were discussed.
The discussions concluded that the active involvement of civil 
society, especially social partners, was an absolute necessity 
at the consultations and during the negotiations. Support was 
also required from social partners for capacity building of strong 
national civil society organizations.
A presentation on capacity building programmes for Eastern 
Partner countries was made by the representative of the 
European Commission. Some of the participating Eastern 
Partner organizations have already been involved in discussions 
at national level on framework documents. The importance of 
monitoring and implementation of action plans on strengthening 
capacity of government institutions by civil society organizations 
were stressed by WG2 participants.
Preparations for the next Eastern Partnership Civil Society Forum 
meeting which is to take place on 18 and 19 November in Berlin 
were also discussed. The EU Ukraine Business Council will be 
participating at this meeting as well.

EUUBC Secretariat

Recommendations to the CSF II in Berlin:
1. Reiterate the demand to include the representatives 

of civil society as permanent participants in the EaP 
intergovernmental platforms, panels and other related 
programs.

2. Recall that civil society should be included in the 
monitoring of EaP through existing or future national 
platforms and insists that these platforms should have 
balanced representation and include representatives 
of social partners (employers’ organisations and trade 
unions).

3. Insist on the fact that the EaP platform 2 should add 
on the current agenda and start working urgently on 
issues related to agreements to avoid double taxation 
and on measures related to the promotion of foreign 
direct investment given their importance for the 
improvement of business climate in the region.

4. Recall the importance of visa facilitation and visa free 
regime to enable mobility and business contacts:

5. Welcome the achievements in the framework of 
the SME flagship initiative and stresses the interest 
of civil society to be included in the development 
of this initiative and in the programs implemented. 
Demand that the civil society and especially business 
organisations are included in the business meetings 
foreseen by Platform 2 trade panel.

6. Insist on the necessity to develop comprehensive 
institutional building programmes for civil society – 
NGOs and social partners on issues related to European 
integration and the approximation to the EU regulatory 
framework in order to enable them to play effective role 
in the EaP. Ask in particular for assistance to the partner 
countries civil society to monitor the implementation of 
antimonopoly legislation requirements and fight against 
corruption and for support to consumer protection 
organizations to enable them to play effectively their 
role in ensuring product safety and for enforcement of 
technical and sanitary standards legislation.

7. Ask for the organisation of seminars/conference for 
civil society on DCFTA and its impact on business/
trade and employment.

8. Demands for the inclusion of consumers issues and 
consumer protection in the work of the thematic 
programs. Insists that partner countries should adopt 
appropriate legislation on fair competition and fight 
against abuse of dominant position.

9. Ask for support for elaboration of a study on social 
dialogue in partner countries, which will elaborate 
recommendations for the improvement of social 
dialogue in these countries.
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Brussels, 10 September 2010, EaP CSF Working Group 3 

Heated discussions at CSF 
Working Group 3 meeting on 
environment, energy, 
and climate change
Environment, energy and climate change are determining factor 
of human wellbeing and the economy all across the EaP region. 
This is why EaP CSF Working Group 3, which covers these 
issues, invited interested WG 2 members to its meeting on 10 
September in Brussels.
Purpose of the meeting was to update CSF members on EaP 
developments, discuss topical issues, and plan upcoming work. 
We were lucky to attract several representatives of the European 
Commission to our meeting: Maciej Stadejek and John 
O’Rourke of DG External Relations, Andrzej Januszewski 
representing DG Environment, and Olivier Silla of DG Energy. 
They informed us about topical issues on the agenda of Platform 
3 on Energy and the Panel on Environment as well as about 
upcoming events such as conferences.
This information was very much appreciated as the CSF has 
very limited means of staying informed at present. We could 
participate with guest status in only one Platform meeting so far 
without access to preparatory and follow-up information that full 
or permanent participants have. Although our participation in the 
Environment Panel meeting was fruitful, as we reported in the 
previous issue of this newsletter, we have not received further 
information after the meeting.
Our discussion partners representing the European Commission 
stressed the value they see in civil society and the EaP CSF, such 
as our role of spreading information, raising public awareness, 
and our watchdog function. Although CSF representatives 
genuinely appreciated this moral support, they also voiced deep 
frustration about the limited and seemingly declining influence 
we have on the EaP process. During discussions, we collected 
some ideas how our rule could be strengthened, e.g. through 
the establishment of an EaP CSF Secretariat with professional 

staff, greater access to (non-confidential) information, or voicing 
our demands more clearly in form of letters to decision makers
During the meeting, we also conducted two working group 
sessions, one on environment and climate change adapatation, 
the other on energy and climate change mitigation. As a result, 
we defined a list of issues that are linked to the governmental 
agenda of the EaP process, but in our view are not sufficiently 
covered. In order to prepare effective results at the upcoming 
EaP CSF Forum event in Berlin, we identified lead authors of 
discussion papers and have started the process of developing 
them. The topics are:

 ● How to improve participation of CSOs in decision making, 
e.g. through an earlier start of all components of the EaP 
Environment Panel flagship initiative “Governance”

 ● Promotion of the recycling, reuse and prevention of waste, 
thereby contributing to a more resource efficient economy, 
reducing costs and preventing pollution (contribution to the 
Environment Panel topic “Green Economy”)

 ● Promotion of the valuation of ecosystem services and 
the integration of results into cost-benefit analysis of 
governmental programmes and projects (also related to 
“Green Economy”)

 ● Making natural resource management climate resilient 
through integrated water management and wise land use 
(contribution to Environment Panel topic “Climate Change”)

 ● Making Platform 3 (energy) projects transparent
 ● Promoting sustainably produced renewable energy trade as 

a contribution to Platform 3 discussions.
The meeting was moderated by Irene Lucius, coordinator of WG 3.
Please send her an e-mail if you would like to receive the detailed 
meeting report or want to participate in the drafting of discussion 
papers (e-mail: ilucius@wwfdcp.org).

Irene Lucius
WWF Danube Carpathian programme 

& European Policy programme, 
Coordinator Working Group III
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Brussels, 3 September 2010, EaP CSF Working Group 4

WG4: purposes and suggestion 
from members of the group and 
of the EaP
Working Group 4, Contacts Between People, was invited to the 
third meeting of Platform 4 on 27 May, and held a meeting under 
the CSF in Brussels in September. Both events offered valuable 
lessons.
The invitation to speak at the Platform meeting was sent 
to the two coordinators of WG4, Natalia Cojohari and Ben 
Rattenbury, who were permitted to speak to the Platform, and 
take questions, during a 30 minute session. We presented the 
WG4 recommendations from the first CSF event in Brussels in 
November 2009, to which the 80 Platform members listened 
patiently and impassively. Then we asked the Platform how they 
would like to work with the CSF, and how they thought we could 
offer the best added value.
The responses were very encouraging. Representatives from 
eight EU Member States and one Eastern Partner country 
commended the CSF initiative, and gave useful suggestions: the 
recommendations should be more specific, and more closely 
linked to the workplan of the Platform itself.
Unfortunately one national representative was not positive about 
the role of the CSF, which he saw as an illegitimate structure 
within the Platforms. Given that the decision-making for the 
platforms now requires consensus, this one government is able 
to block the participation of the CSF in future meetings.
Overall it was a useful meeting, but it is not clear when we will be 
able to participate again.
The meeting of WG4 tool place in Brussels on 3 September. 
33 members of the WG attended, though only two of them were 
from EU Member States. (This low attendance from the EU was 
probably connected to the fact that their expenses would not be 
reimbursed, unlike for participants from the EaP countries.)
The busy agenda included updates from the European 
Commission on the various funding available connected to 

the CSF, especially in the field of culture. Then there was an 
open discussion about the aims of the second CSF event, in 
Berlin in November 2010. Participants agreed that the focus on 
‘recommendations’ should be changed to agreeing “objectives” 
for the WG, and these objectives should focus on specific areas.
The meeting ended with a “World Café” discussion about how 
new projects and initiatives could be developed between the 
participants from different countries. In fact the cross-border 
networking was regarded by many as one of the most useful 
aspects of the meeting.
For more information about the meeting, including the minutes 
and presentations on funding opportunities, visit the WG4 
Google Group:
http://groups.google.com/group/people2people-eap-csf

Natalia Cojohari
National Youth Council of Moldova CNTM, 

Coordinator Working Group IV
Ben Rattenbury

Programme Manager, Euclid Network, 
Coordinator Working Group IV
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Eastern Partnership, 
Countries concerned:

 ● Armenia
 ● Azerbaijan
 ● Belarus
 ● Georgia
 ● Moldova
 ● Ukraine

Preparations for the 
establishment of the 
Georgian National Platform 
for the Eastern Partnership
The preparatory works for the establishment of the Georgian 
National platform for the Eastern Partnership are underway. 
The inauguration of the Georgian National Platform will take 
place by the beginning of November 2010 - just before the 
second meeting of the Civil Society Forum in Berlin. This will 
allow Georgian CSOs selected for the participation in the CSF 
to present recommendations of the National Platform to the 
CSOs of the six partner countries and the EU in Berlin, on 18-
19th November 2010.
Concept of the National Platform as well as selection criteria for 
the CSOs that wish to become members of the platform were 
designed by alumni of the first Civil Society Forum. The concept 
paper underlines the aims of the NP and lists the activities the 
latter should carry out for the achievement of these aims. The 
NP will be divided into four working groups according to the 
four EaP thematic platforms. The Coordination Council will be 
created to manage the work of the NP. The Council will be made 

up by the four representatives of four different CSOs from four 
working groups. The Council will represent the NP in relations 
with the third parties.
Alongside with the active civil society engagement, the main 
direction of the national platform will be fostering regional 
integration among six partner countries, improving the 
cooperation with the Georgian public authorities, establishing 
strong network with the EU-based CSOs and facilitating 
communication with the EU institutions and the EU local 
Delegation. The recommendations elaborated regarding the 
implementation of the EaP will become a significant aspect of 
the NP’s work.
At this stage 62 Georgia based CSOs expressed the interest 
to be a part of the Georgian National Platform for the Eastern 
Partnership. The question whether the platform membership 
should be open to any individual expert or limited to the 
registered CSOs was left open. Accordingly, it will be one of the 
first decisions that the National Platform will have take together 
with the elaboration of the recommendations for the next CSF. 

Tamar Khisadeli
Georgian Young Lawyers Association, 

National Platform Coordinator for Georgia
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Minsk, 5-6 July 2010, Civil Society Forum in Belarus

On 5-6 July, 2010 a Conference of the National Forum of 
Belarus’ civil society was held. The National Platform is 
an important part in the overall mechanism of civil society 
participation in the Eastern Partnership initiative. It has 
been designed to bring together and consolidate civil society 
positions at the national level, to elaborate the general strategy 
for the participation of Belarusian civil society representatives 
in the Eastern Partnership Civil Society Forum (CSF) and to 
advance substantive proposals on taking this initiative further. 
Additionally, the National Platform is entitled to recommend 
organizations for participation in the general Civil Society Forum 
to be convened on 18-19 November, 2010 in Berlin.
Belarus has become the second after Armenia member-country 
of the Eastern Partnership (EaP) that has shaped a relevant 
national platform for civil society.
The Conference “Eastern Partnership Road Map for Belarus” 
focused on the comprehensive evaluation of the EaP initiative 
progress, the current role of civil society, as well as its 
forthcoming tasks.
Ulad Vialichka, CSF National Coordinator for Belarus, 
underlined a generally successful (and rather speedy, at least, by 
EU standards) EaP evolution and active civil society engagement 
in the process. At the same time, he drew attention to several 
negative points, such as the lack of contacts with Belarus’ 
government officials, insufficient public awareness of the EaP 
initiative, and inadequate resource base of CSF structures.
Viachaslau Pazdniak, Director of the Analytical Center “Wider 
Europe”, emphasized in his report at the plenary session 
that “Belarus” civil society should safeguard EaP in all of its 
dimensions, even being cognizant of the fact that so far it has 
remained only a “window of opportunities”. This “window” must 
be used as a framework for constructing both the desired ‘futures’ 
and also strategies for their attainment. It is no less important 
that as a common geopolitical project of EU 27 member-states 
and 6 partner countries the EaP is offering to Belarusian civil 
society unique opportunities for both self-fulfillment and for the 
realization of European ideals and values in Belarus”.
Andrei Jahorau, Director of the Centre for European Transfor-

mation, stressed that the near-term objective of the CSO develop-
ment is to outline ‘agendas’ or ‘road maps’ for the EaP initiative 
advancement. In his opinion, “to facilitate preparation of such 
“road maps” for thematic platforms the “Open Method of Coordi-
nation” can be employed, which has proved to be efficient in the 
European Union. This method would allow to evaluate the degree 
of approximation of each country and the whole region to the EU 
common space through the strategy of soft governance, based 
not on sanctions, but on regular estimates and monitoring, study 
of best practices and public representation of evaluation results”.
Conference participants agreed on the topical objectives of 
Belarus’ civil society and set forth the substantive priorities for 
work in each thematic area of the EaP. These priorities will serve 
as reference points for the “road maps”, which will be further 
worked upon after the Conference. The deliberations concluded 
that Belarusian civil society is only mastering the competencies 
required for joining the intergovernmental dialogue on an 
equal footing. Meanwhile, work on “road maps” is not only an 
indispensable component of preparation for the CSF in Berlin, but 
it is also stimulating growth and development of civil society itself.
Civil society representatives estimated Belarusian State 
activities and concrete steps within the framework of the EaP 
initiative as insufficient and expressed their intention to propose 
to the Public Consultative Council under the aegis of the 
Administration of the President of Belarus to include the issue of 
EaP and civil society participation therein as a special item on 
the agenda of one of the forthcoming Council meetings.
Yet another important Conference outcome is the nomination 
of Belarusian civil society organizations for participation in the 
CSF in Berlin in November 2010. The recommended list of 32 
organizations drew on 94 applications received and will be taken 
into consideration, along with recommendations of European 
Commission Delegations, in the process of the final selection of 
participants in the future Forum.
For more information see www.eurobelarus.info 

Ulad Vialichka
Chairperson of the Board, Eurobelarus, 

National Platform Coordinator for Belarus

Establishing National platform of the Civil Society Forum in Belarus:
Conference “Eastern Partnership Road Map for Belarus”
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Activity of Azerbaijan
National Platform
Azerbaijan Civil Society members of EaP CSF initiated many 
important meetings and conferences recently. Among them, 
organization of round table by Ecolex Environmental Law 
Center, Azerbaijan National Committee for European Integration 
and Azerbaijan National Platform of the EaP CSF on “Position 
of Civil Society on issues related to utilization of alternative and 
renewable energy sources and energy efficiency” which took 
place on September 14, 2010 was particularly remarkable.
In the end of July, 2010 Entrepreneurship Development 
Foundation, in cooperation with Azerbaijan National Platform 
held a conference on “Development of small business in 
Azerbaijan” at Park Inn Hotel. The conference was attended 
by members of Parliament, representatives of the Government, 
foreign embassies, international organizations, local experts and 
mass media. The event was financed by Center for International 
Private Enterprises and Open Society Institute in cooperation 
with EU Delegation in Azerbaijan.
Participants from the Civil Society of Azerbaijan, diplomats of 
foreign countries and international organizations, representatives 
of Ministry of Ecology and Natural Resources, Azerbaijan 
State Oil Company and mass media discussed the issues of 
utilization of renewable energy and energy efficiency, necessary 
economic and legal instruments for achieving it, participation of 
small and medium-sized enterprises and role of the civil society 
in realization of energy efficiency.
Since September 2010, the National Coordinator of EaP CSF 
started discussions about prospects of EaP and development of 
vision of Azerbaijan NGOs on this issue at national level. One 
of the meetings with participants from National NGOs Forum of 
Azerbaijan, which took place on August 2010, it was decided to 
start discussions at national level on the prospects of including 
Azerbaijan and Civil Society to EaP process and increasing 

public awareness in the Azerbaijan society.
Cooperation with the EU delegation in Azerbaijan was continued 
at different levels through both inviting representatives of the 
delegation to the conferences of Azerbaijan members of EaP 
CSF and consultations on issues such as how to make CS 
participation effective in EaP issues. After discussions with 
Rector of Khazar University, the National Coordinator decided to 
initiate opening of EU information Center for students of Khazar 
University as well as other universities.
The Center provides young people and researchers with modern 
books, periodicals and other resources on EU, as well as, with 
computers and Internet access. This center, partially with the 
support of the EU Delegation, can become a very important tool 
in raising the awareness of the citizens in Azerbaijan, particularly 
young citizens on a vast array of issues, including democracy, good 
governance, transparent economy, etc. and contribute incredibly 
to the political and socio-economic development of Azerbaijan.
Also formulation of National Platform is going. Today NP received 
126 application from different NGOs in Azerbaijan and we prepare 
our vision to Berlin meeting of EaP CSF on November 2010.

Avaz Hasanov
Society for Humanitarian Research, 

National Platform Coordinator for Azerbaijan
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Finland as a model for Eastern 
neighbours and EU Member States
Without realising, the Finns had taken a position of leadership. 
The Director of the Finnish MFA apologised for only now, almost 
a year after the first annual event, holding an event to showcase 
the Eastern Partnership Civil Society Forum. When I told him 
that his was the first formal initiative by an EU government to 
focus on the CSF, he seemed a little embarrassed. “Why are the 
others so slow’, he asked? Good question.
The half day event had modest aims: the 30 CSOs present were 
to leave the room understanding what the Eastern Partnership 
and its Civil Society Forum are, know how they could participate, 
and be aware of sources for further information. By contrast, 
my presentation – a beginners’ guide to the CSF – made the 
point repeatedly that unrealistic expectations were among the 
biggest challenges facing the CSF. Starting from scratch, the 
CSF was having to design its systems and processes whilst 
simultaneously putting them into practice and achieving concrete 
successes; build a car whilst driving it around a race track. But 
of course civil society didn’t want just any car, it had to be a 
Ferrari! A participant in the meeting asked, with typical Finnish 
dryness, why we didn’t instead aim for a bicycle. Good point.
The Finnish government is increasingly focussing on the Eastern 
Partnership countries, whilst moving away from focussing its 
near foreign policy almost entirely on the Big Brother, Russia. 
There is now great interest in Belarus and Ukraine especially, 
though the government’s focus stretches across the CIS all the 
way to Kyrgyzstan. Looking at these diverse countries together 
may prove to be very far-sighted: once the six Eastern neighbours 

have joined the EU central Asia could well be considered the 
European neighbourhood.
What struck me most about the meeting was how open the 
government officials were to cooperating with civil society. Such 
cooperation has a proud tradition in Finland, which exemplifies 
the Nordic model not only in its system of high taxes for high public 
services, but also in the high levels of public services delivered 
by CSOs. Over four decades of cooperation high levels of trust 
and shared interest have developed between the two sectors, 
and whilst civil society does receive the majority of its funding 
from the state, commentators say it has retained the bulk of its 
independence. At the same time the government recognises the 
areas where civil society has unique expertise and is very open 
in asking the sector for help and guidance where appropriate.
Following my presentation, which highlighted the limited 
extent to which the CFS has been able to influence the official 
channels of the Eastern Partnership in its first year – the main 
for a for engagement being through the Platforms and the 
annual Ministerial Meeting – the Director of the MFA’s Eastern 
Europe section invited the CSOs present to provide ideas and 
suggestions for the Finnish recommendations for the Ministerial 
meeting. The offer was made casually, as if it were the most 
natural thing in the world, but I’d ask for a hearing test if this was 
said in any other EU capital, but in Finland apparently its normal. 
Clearly Finland has a lot to offer the Eastern Partnership, not 
only as a model of open and progressive governance for the 
Eastern neighbours, but also for its fellow EU Member Sates.

Ben Rattenbury
Member of the Steering Committee

Contact Group of the Euclide programme
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Civex meeting and opinion
on Belarus and Azerbaijan

The Civex meeting of the Committee of the Regions held 
on the 12th of October in Brussels.
It was given a relevant focus on the Eastern Partnership 
process and the opinion on Belarus, Azerbaijan and 
Armenia were presented.

Own-Initiative Opinion on The implementation of 
the Eastern Partnership initiative in Armenia and 
Development of cooperation between local and 
regional authorities in Armenia and the EU
(CdR 168/2010, CIVEX-V-008)
Rapporteur: Mr Teet Kallasvee

Own-Initiative Opinion on The implementation of 
the Eastern Partnership initiative in Belarus and 
Development of cooperation between local and 
regional authorities in Belarus and the EU
(CdR 169/2010, CIVEX-V-009)
Rapporteur: Mr Werner Jostmeier (DE/EPP)

Update of the Own-Initiative Opinion on Local and 
regional government in Ukraine and the Development 
of cooperation between the EU and Ukraine
(CdR 173/2010, CIVEX-V-011)
Rapporteur: Mr Istvan Serto-Radics (HU/ALDE)

Own-Initiative Opinion on The implementation of 
the Eastern Partnership initiative in Azerbaijan and 
Development of cooperation between local and 
regional authorities in Azerbaijan and the EU
(CdR 235/2010, CIVEX –V-012)
Rapporteur: Mr Gordon Keymer (UK/NI)

All the reports gave evidence of the needs to strengthen 
democracy and participation of citizens.

Steering Committee meeting 
of the Eastern Partnership Civil 

Society Forum in Tblisi
23rd and 24th of September 2010

The Steering Committee of the Civil Society Forum for 
Eastern Partnership met in Tbilsi on the 23rd and 24th of 
September 2010. Their work was to discuss the final 
arrangment for the whole event in Berlin in November 2010.
The Steering Committee was visited by a representative 
of the European Union office in Georgia, Mrs. Helga 
Pender, who confirmed the interest in the work of the Civil 
Society Forum.
A meeting with the Georgian Civil Society took part at the 
Georgian Foundation for Strategic and International Studies 
- GFSIS, where the Minister for European Integration of 
Georgia attended.

Launch of the Civil Society 
Forum meeting at the Council 

of Europe
M. Ulad Vialichka, representing the Steering Committee 
members, was invited to take the floor at the Commission 
on Democracy and Civil Society of the Conference of the 
International Non Governmental Organizations, by its 
Chairs, Antonella Valmorbida, on the 5th of October.
He had the possibility to present the challenges to the 
Committee members and to ask for a support from the 
Council of Europe which is officially sitting in the Platform 
I and IV of the official Eastern Parternership process.
The message was received by Mrs. Claudia Luciani, 
from the Directorate for Political Affairs who is personally 
involved in the EaP meetings.
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Brussels, January 22, 2010
Members of the Steering Committee of the Eastern Partnership Civil Society Forum

Members of the Steering Committee of the Eastern Partnership Civil 
Society Forum elected during the meeting on 16-17 November 2009
Coordinators of the EaP CSF thematic working groups

GrouP 1. DEmoCraCy, human riGhtS, GooD GovErnanCE anD Stability
Siarhiej maCKiEviС, Assembly of Pro-Democratic Non-Governmental Organisations of Belarus
(Spokeperson of the Forum)
email: s.mackievic@gmail.com
Kristina PrunErova, European Partnership for Democracy
email: kristinaprunerova@eupd.eu
GrouP 2. EConomiC intEGration anD ConvErGEnCE with Eu PoliCiES
Kakhaber GoGolaShvili, Georgian Foundation for Strategic and International Studies
email: gogolashvili@gfsis.org
ivan volEŠ, The European Economic and Social Committee
email: voles@komora.cz
GrouP 3. EnvironmEnt, ClimatE ChanGE anD EnErGy SECurity
mykhailo GonChar, The NOMOS Centre
email: geostrategy@ukr.net
irene luCiuS, WWF Danube Carpathian programme & European Policy programme
email: ilucius@wwfdcp.org
GrouP 4. ContaCtS bEtwEEn PEoPlE
natalia CoJohari, National Youth Council of Moldova
email: natalia.cojohari@cntm.md
ben rattEnbury, Euclid Network
email: ben.rattenbury@euclidnetwork.eu

EaP Country Facilitators
boris navaSarDian, Yerevan Press Club, Armenia
email: boris@ypc.am
avaz haSanov, Society for Humanitarian Research, Azerbaijan
email: avazyh@yahoo.com
ulad vialiChKa, International Consortium EUROBELARUS, Belarus
email: uv@eurobelarus.info
tamar KhiDaShEli, Georgian Young Lawyers Association, Georgia
email: tamarkhidasheli@gyla.ge
Sorin mErEaCrE, Eurasia Foundation, Moldova
email: smereacre@eurasia.md
Sviatoslav PavliuK, PAUCI Polish-Ukrainian Cooperation Foundation
email: sp@pauci.kiev.ua

Eu representatives (including international networks)
iris KEmPE, Heinrich Böll Foundation South Caucasus Regional Office
email: iris.kempe@boell.ge
antonella valmorbiDa, Association of Local Democracy Agencies
email: antonella.valmorbida@aldaintranet.org
Katarzyna PEŁCZyŃSKa-naŁĘCZ, Centre for Eastern Studies
email: katarzyna.nalecz@osw.waw.pl


