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The way out is the policy of isolation?

The United Europe is creating a political, economic, cultural organism, intensifying ties inside. EU tries to enhance cooperation along its borders, creating a special tool in the form of euro regions, which spread on the neighboring countries. They form a kind of buffer zones along EU borders. Such EU policy is clear and understood. But the policy of ignoring some states is not quite clear.

I would like to touch upon the issue of EU relations with a neighboring country, which is behind the board of cooperation. I understand that my point of view is not a complete vision of the situation, but still it is a part of the problem to be solved.

If we look at EU-Belarus relations, we can notice an attempt of the European Union to fulfill functions of such organizations as OSCE or the Council of Europe. But it is not a humanitarian organization for human rights protection. It is a supranational organism, dealing mainly with economic interaction and relevant spheres. 

Can be often met the thought that Belarus leads a policy of isolation. And EU officials insist that Belorussian government should put an end to the isolation of the country. But it is clear that the EU strengthens such policy, though the official rhetoric welcomes Belarus to join the united European family, to take her place in free and democratic Europe, without any dividing lines. But it doesn’t matter whether official Minsk shows an interest in building relations or not, Brussels prefers to contact with some representatives of the opposition, deliberately ignoring official government. Is the dialogue going to be effective without involving governmental sector and cooperating only with a group of people representing the so-called civic society (the subjects of which are NGOs, some political parties, independent Mass Media)? This group of people does not have broad support in masses, a certain part of population doesn’t even know about the existence of such political parties, organizations, etc. In such a way is it possible for that group to speak on behalf of the nation? 

During the meeting with the EU officials the so-called civic society proposed a program of “five steps of the EU to the democratization in Belarus”:

1. Enhancing of support of democratic opposition, oriented to European values on the political level;

2. Representing of the EU in Belarus by means of establishing of the official representation in Minsk or appointment of the representative;

3. More precise coordination of efforts on Belorussian issue (involving EU, USA and, perhaps, Russia);

4. Coming back to ”step by step” strategy in relations with Belorussian authorities: to make steps forward only after corresponding steps of the official Minsk;

5. Working out a special separate program of actions on Belarus.

The civic society representatives got approval (or ensuring that the proposals will be considered) on almost all the issues of the “five steps”, but one: establishment of the official representatives in Minsk. Though it is rather hard to build relations, to conduct a dialogue, to resolve the problems having no special bodies to operate through. Our people cannot feel themselves protected, cannot wait for observance of their rights being in the democratic EU countries without deep cooperation on the governmental level. The dialogue on the high level should be intensified.

The policy of waiting for better times is not reasonable. The idea is that some day better Belarus will see authority, which will fulfill all the requirements of Brussels and at last meet the “international” standards in state managing. Then it will swiftly fly into the “friendly” European family. But until then let it stay aside and think properly about its bad behaviour.

� The article is not an order of the official Belorussian government.





