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A new reality
“Security, stability and prosperity of 
the EU depend to a large extent on 
our ability to actively help in the dem-
ocratic transformation and economic 
progress of our neighbouring regions 
and societies”
/ By Karl Erjavec, Host of the Bled Strategic Forum, 
Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of Foreign Affairs of 
the Republic of Slovenia 

W
e are living in a new reality, where everything is constant-
ly changing and our ability to adapt to these changes will 
to a great extent determine our common future. 

Every crisis, every conflict and every event in the international 
arena have an effect on the way we live, think and make decisions. 
Again and again, we are challenged to alter our perception of the 
global affairs. With digitalization and new social media everything 
seems closer and more real. 

The world is becoming smaller, more interconnected and more in-
terdependent. We are facing new threats, but also new opportunities. 
The narrative in the geostrategic theatre is constantly evolving; old 
paradigms are being replaced by different ones.

Issues like cyber security, fight against terrorism, managing mi-
gration and refugee flows, human rights, nuclear (dis)armament, 
fake news, corruption, shared economy, liberal democracy have all 

(E)U are my destiny  
“We Europeans came together in this 
Union because we have common val-
ues and common destinies”
/  By Frans Timmermans, First Vice-President of the 
European Commission  

F
or many of us, the Bled Strategic Forum will be one of the 
first big conferences of the autumn. We come to this beautiful 
venue hoping for a couple more sunny days for discussions 

on interesting topics with interesting people. The mood in Bled this 
week coincides with the mood in political circles across much of Eu-
rope right now; optimistic, positive, revitalised. We have come a long 
way from the mood of apprehension, nervousness, even outright fear, 
which dogged many of us earlier in the year.

We started the year with a political hangover. For those of us who 
were just starting to recover from the UK Referendum and get our 
heads around the prospect of Brexit, the US Presidential election was 
another surprise. The Dutch and the French elections were then on 
the horizon, and there was a sense of apprehension that extreme na-
tionalists would fare far better than they eventually did. While not 
being naive about the lasting impact of the populist rhetoric, nor the 
need to consistently stand up for our shared values, across Europe’s 
capitals there is now a sense that we are coming back from the brink. 
We have started to get over the 2016 political hangovers and feel 
ready for the next challenge.

Nationalism is a bit like alcoholism, in the way it gives you a nasty 
hangover. In the heat of the moment it can seem like a great idea, a 
quick and easy way to make all your problems go away. But when you 
wake up the next morning you realise the situation is just the same, 
and you are in even worse shape to deal with it. I hope that Europe is 
learning that lesson again.

It is time for Europe to look more positively to the future. In spring 
the European Commission launched a wide debate with a White Pa-
per on the Future of Europe. President Juncker travelled to Ljubljana 
the very next day to present it to Slovenian citizens and the Prime 
Minister. We followed up on the White Paper with five Reflection 
Papers on key issues, from the future of the EU budget to harness-
ing globalisation and building a more social Europe. Sitting down 
and discussing the options with citizens across Europe has been an 
enriching process for me and my fellow Commissioners. President 
Juncker will draw his own conclusions this month in his State of the 
Union speech. From my perspective, the clearest take-away is the 
need for unity. 

The EU27 clearly want to stay together and set out a positive agen-
da for reconnecting with citizens and making sure that Europe both 
protects and empowers them. We Europeans came together in this 
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Union because we have common values and 
common destinies. It is the Commission’s job 
to defend these values, and to translate them 
into concrete ideas to improve the lives of 
citizens. We must do this without overstep-
ping the boundaries of national competence, 
which this Commission has been attentive to 
since day one, setting a clear list of ten prior-
ities to focus on.

The Commission is now committed to 
only doing what we ‘need to do’, not what 
might be ‘nice to do’. Because the EU loses 
support and credibility when it does things 
that can be better done nationally or local-
ly, and it wins credibility when it does the 
things that can only be done effectively by 

countries working together, and does them 
well. To give one example, look at the differ-
ence that EU action has made to migration 
management.  Two years ago we saw peo-
ple travelling in a disorganised way across 
Slovenia, in search of safety from war and 
persecution. Now the irregular Western Bal-
kan route is virtually closed and the people 
smugglers that would seek to exploit mi-
grants and put their lives at risk are being 
pursued and brought to justice. We have put 
in place humanitarian programmes inside 
and outside of the EU to ensure that people 
are cared for properly, and we have ensured 
that the responsibility for receiving asylum 
seekers is fairly shared. 

The Commission has also contributed to 
the EU’s economic recovery with an invest-
ment plan which has triggered over €225 bil-
lion of investments so far, including almost 
€500 million of investments in Slovenia. 
1500 small and medium-sized businesses in 
Slovenia will be among the beneficiaries of 
these investments. 

Since taking office, the Commission has 
helped to repair the foundations and pave 
the way for stability and security in Europe. 
Now we need to build on this and ensure that 
the quality of life of our citizens improves 
too. Our goal should be to make people feel 
good about their prospects, not just to stop 
them feeling bad about them. To do this, we 

need to build a more social and sustainable 
Europe.

That is the future of Europe that I work 
for every day at the European Commission. 
We want a Europe that is united around the 
shared values of its citizens, like equality for 
all and the rule of law. We want a Europe that 
provides social protection for its citizens at 
all stages of their lives, and a Europe which 
creates opportunities for people to shape a 
sustainable way of life for themselves. I look 
forward to hearing and sharing ideas to meet 
these ambitions in Bled, and to working with 
many of you to keep us on this optimistic 
path. •

Public freedoms build strong, 
stable societies
Human rights do not threaten security; they make all of us safer 
/ By Zeid Ra’ad Al Hussein, United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights 

I 
look forward to participating in the 
Bled Strategic Forum with leading 
voices from government, education, 

health, business and civic activism across 
Central and South East Europe. No matter 
the field of endeavour, I am convinced that 
effective solutions to the intensifying chal-
lenges all of us face must be underpinned by 
human rights principles and laws. For it is 
human rights that build peace within societ-
ies, and peace between societies. Only when 
civil, political, economic, social and cultural 
rights are upheld can development become 
truly inclusive and sustainable. Human 
rights do not threaten security. They make 
all of us safer.

It has been almost 70 years since the 
Universal Declaration of Human Rights 
opened a new era in international re-
lations. Until then, international 
law had largely regulated only 
relations between States. 
But after the slaughter 
and devastation of World War II, and the 
dispossession and oppression of imperial-
ism, world leaders knew far more was need-
ed. They committed themselves, by binding 
international laws, to protect the human 
rights of all people living within their juris-
diction. These rules and agreements, freely 
entered into, protect people against abuses 
by their governments. They are intended to 
limit the power of States. 

Why? Because the leaders who created 
the UN, and wrote international laws and 
treaties, were hard-headed pragmatists. 
They had experienced the massive slaugh-
ter and devastation of World War II, and 
dispossession and oppression of imperial-
ism. They had endured “balance-of-power” 
politics, and its consequences – the violent 
lurches into imbalances created by feral na-
tionalisms and extremist ideologies. And 
from these frightening experiences, as they 
faced a new nuclear era, State leaders drew a 
lesson – that global respect for human rights 
would build more resilient, more just, more 
developed and therefore, much more peace-
ful societies. 

The right to life, liberty and security of 
person. The right to education, health, food, 
shelter, clothing and social security. Freedom 
from any form of discrimination, whether 
based on sex, race, belief, sexual orientation 
or any other factor. Freedom of expression 
and the right to privacy.  Freedom of thought, 
conscience and religion. Freedom from tor-
ture, and from unlawful or arbitrary arrest 

or detention. The right to a fair trial. These 
and other fundamental rights and freedoms 
were drawn upon to build the agreements and 
laws that could create resilient and confident 
societies. States would be able to peacefully 
resolve disputes, surmount threats, and fa-
cilitate sustained progress in prosper-
ity and well-being by including all 
their members.   

The great treaties of 
international human 
rights law are not 
a series of sil-
ly obsta-
c l e s , 

which governments must duck or evade in 
their exercise of power. They are essential to 
development and peace. 

Notably, when civil society is free to par-
ticipate in making policy – including with 
its critical or dissenting opinions – then the 
State’s responses to threats, development 
challenges and all other issues will be bet-
ter-informed and stronger for being nour-
ished by diverse visions.

Let me put that a different way: repression 
will not protect public order. It will damage 
it. It will not build strong States: it creates 
fragility and fear.  By forcing grievances un-

derground, repression and tyranny create 
pressure chambers where tensions will build 
– with perhaps dramatic consequences.

So in this sense, the breadth of the demo-
cratic space in which civil society can freely 

operate is the best index of the strength 
of the State. Is government at the ser-

vice of the people? Or is it a pred-
ator, crushing diverse voices, 

stifling justice and inde-
pendent media – and 

thereby harming 
the interests 

of all?

Tyranny may be in the interests of a rul-
ing party. But it is never in the interest of the 
people – or of their State. It is false to assert 
that authoritarian government will provide a 
stronger economy or greater well-being. No-
one has ever been able to demonstrate that 
denying civil and political rights is a faster 
road to wealth. 

The 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Devel-
opment recognises this, with its goal to pro-
mote accountable and inclusive institutions, 
with access to justice, information and other 
fundamental freedoms. States’ progress in 
achieving Goal 16 will be evaluated in part 

by the “number of verified cases of killing, 
kidnapping, enforced disappearance, arbi-
trary detention and torture of journalists, 
associated media personnel, trade unionists 
and human rights advocates.” 

The message here is clear: authoritarian 
rule is not a satisfactory governance model. 
It is an impediment to sustainable develop-
ment, which requires profound, long-term 
investment in the great public freedoms: the 
freedoms of opinion, expression, peaceful 
assembly, and association. It requires respect 
for the independence of the media, in partic-
ular; and for a robust and impartial rule of 
law, with an independent judiciary.

Today the institutions and laws, which 
States built to codify their behaviour are be-

ing challenged from many directions. The 
tide is turning more heavily against 

civil society, including in many 
countries of this region, where 

some governments seem 
increasingly determined 

to keep citizens from banding together to 
make themselves heard. Many States are in-
tensifying their restrictions on registration 
and funding for civil society organisations, 
and independent media and judges are also 
under growing threat. Anti-terrorism legis-
lation is sometimes misused, to criminalise 
criticism. 

But to truly combat violent extremism, 
we must embody its opposite: principled 
inclusion. The rights to freedom of expres-
sion, information, peaceful assembly and 
association build social cohesion; they are 
our allies. It is also essential to ensure social, 
economic and cultural rights, including of 
youth, the unemployed, and minority com-
munities. Extremism feeds on corruption 
and injustice. Preventing violent extremism 
and conflict requires us to build institu-
tions that are flexible and responsive. Since 
the root causes of so many grievances arise 

from discrimination and exclusion, it means 
putting, at the core of policy, respect for hu-
man rights. 

The only sustainable way to build strong, 
safe nations, in Central and South-East Eu-
rope as every other region, is to ground them 
in empowerment, freedom and rights. •

 

(E)U are my destiny (continued from front page)
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N
uclear technology plays a much 
bigger role in our daily lives than 
most people realize. From the 

microchips and battery in your smart-
phone, to the tyres on your car and the 
electric cables in the walls and floors of 
your home – items such as these are routine-
ly treated with radiation. Radiation technol-
ogy helps to prevent food from spoiling and 
can reveal otherwise invisible cracks in the 
wings of aircraft.  And, of course, nuclear 
technology plays a key role in the diagno-
sis and treatment of cancer and other major 
diseases.

Global use of nuclear power continues 
to grow, despite the Fukushima Daiichi ac-
cident in 2011. The amount of nuclear ma-
terial in peaceful uses in the world has risen 
by 70 percent since 1999. Needless to say, it 
is essential that nuclear and other radioac-
tive materials should be used safely and se-
curely. They must not be allowed to fall into 
the hands of terrorists or other criminals. 
The main security concern is that terrorists 
could obtain radioactive material and use 
it, together with conventional explosives, to 
make a so-called dirty bomb. If one of these 
was detonated in a major city, it could cause 
serious damage, loss of life and mass pan-
ic. Nuclear security is the responsibility 
of individual countries. However, gov-
ernments have recognised that inter-
national cooperation is essential. Why? 
Because terrorists and criminals will try 
to exploit any vulnerability in the global 
nuclear security system. Any country, 
in any part of the world, could find it-
self used as a transit point. And any country 
could become the target of an attack. Nu-
clear security has been part of the work of 
the International Atomic Energy Agency for 
decades. After the 9/11 terrorist attacks in 
the United States, Member States asked us 
to step up our activities in this area and our 
work has grown steadily. We help countries 
to ensure that nuclear and other radioactive 
materials do not fall into the wrong hands.

I attended the four Nuclear Security 
Summits that took place between 2010 and 
2016. The process was launched on the ini-
tiative of President Obama. The Summits 
made a valuable contribution by focus-
ing international attention on this issue at 
the highest political level. The leaders rec-
ognised the IAEA as the global platform for 
strengthening nuclear security. This gave 
considerable impetus to our work. With 168 
Member States, the IAEA has a unique role 
to play. 

We provide practical assistance, expert 
advice, equipment, and training to mini-
mize the risk of nuclear and other radioac-

tive material 
being used in 
a malicious way. 
We have trained more 
than 10,000 police, border 
guards and other officials in 
detecting, and preventing, the smuggling of 
nuclear and other radioactive material. We 
have given countries thousands of instru-
ments for detecting such material. We pro-
vided radiation detection equipment and 
other assistance at major sporting events, 
such as the Olympic and Paralympic Games 
in Rio de Janeiro last year. We send expert 
missions to help countries to put effective 
nuclear security plans in place and improve 
physical protection at facilities at which nu-
clear material is held. Strengthening com-
puter security capabilities at the State and 
facility level, to guard against possible cyber 
threats, is a high priority for the Agency and 

for Member States. We operate a unique 
global database which has registered around 
3,000 incidents of trafficking, thefts, losses 
and other unauthorized activities involving 
nuclear and other radioactive material.

In my travel as IAEA Director General, 
I have seen many positive developments in 
the nuclear security area. There have also 
been welcome improvements in the interna-
tional legal framework. Last year, an instru-
ment known as the Amendment to the Con-
vention on the Physical Protection of Nuclear 
Material finally entered into force, nearly 11 
years after the Amendment was adopted. The 
original Convention covers the physical pro-
tection of nuclear material in international 
transport. The Amendment expands its cov-
erage to include the protection of nuclear 
material in domestic use, storage and trans-
port, and the protection of nuclear facilities 
against acts of sabotage. It requires countries 
to establish appropriate physical protection 
regimes for nuclear material. They also take 
on new obligations to exchange information 
on sabotage and credible threats of sabotage.

As far as nuclear power is concerned, we 
are seeing two interesting developments.  
First, the centre of expansion in nuclear 
power has shifted from Europe and North 
America to Asia. Second, developing coun-
tries are embarking on nuclear power. This 
should not really come as a surprise. Popu-
lous countries such as China and India need 
huge amounts of electricity and also want to 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Nuclear 
power helps with both. Likewise, develop-
ing countries, especially in Africa, desper-

ately need electricity if they are to achieve 
sustainable development. Advice on safety 
and security is at the heart of the assistance 
which the IAEA provides to countries which 
are considering nuclear power.

There can never be room for complacen-
cy on safety and security. Nuclear accidents 
can happen anywhere, even in developed 
countries with mature nuclear power pro-
grammes. A strong safety culture and a ro-
bust and independent nuclear regulator are 
the key to nuclear safety. As for security, ter-
rorists will attack the weak points in a secu-
rity chain. So, the most dangerous country 
from the nuclear security perspective – and 
the most vulnerable – is a country that does 
not recognize the risk of nuclear terror-
ism and take action against it. The IAEA is 
best known for its work to help prevent the 
spread of nuclear weapons. This is our so-
called “nuclear watchdog” role.

We implement safeguards in 181 coun-
tries, sending nuclear inspectors all over the 
world to check that States are not secretly 
developing nuclear weapons. Two years ago, 

the IAEA played an important 
part in bringing about a landmark 

international agreement concerning 
Iran’s nuclear programme, known as the 

Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action. We are 
now verifying and monitoring Iran’s imple-
mentation of its nuclear-related commit-
ments under that agreement. An equally 
important role of the IAEA is to help de-
veloping countries to use peaceful nuclear 
technology in order to achieve their devel-
opment goals. Nuclear technology enables 
countries to grow more food, treat cancer, 
manage water supplies, protect the seas and 
oceans and respond to climate change – and 
much more.

The IAEA technical cooperation 
programme has made a real difference 
to the lives of millions of people in de-
veloping countries. For example, we 
help to increase food supplies by de-
veloping new varieties of crops such as 
rice and barley. These are higher-yield-
ing and more resistant to drought and 

disease. By applying radiation in the labo-
ratory, scientists accelerate the spontaneous 
mutation process that occurs in nature all 
the time. 

Cancer is reaching epidemic propor-
tions in developing countries. Many devel-
oping countries lack both equipment and 
the trained medical and technical experts 
needed to treat cancer effectively. In Africa 
alone, there are 28 countries which do not 
have a single radiotherapy machine. IAEA 
technical support focuses on radiotherapy, 
nuclear medicine and imaging technology. 
We provide education and training for ra-
diotherapists, medical physicists and other 
health professionals. 

Nuclear technology is remarkable. It 
should be accessible to all countries to help 
improve the health and well-being of their 
people and strengthen their economic com-
petitiveness. The IAEA helps to ensure that 
all countries are able to make the best use of 
nuclear technology, and to protect nuclear 
materials against misuse. •

Countries should benefit from 
nuclear technology however it is 
imperative that it be used safely 
and securely
/  By Yukiya Amano, Director General of the 
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA)

Challenges in nuclear 
safety and security

Nuclear technology is remarkable. It should be accessible 
to all countries to help improve the health and well-being of 
their people and strengthen their economic competitiveness. 
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There are risks in the housing markets of 
some advanced economies and vulnera-
bilities from rapid credit growth in many 
emerging economies. In China, non-finan-
cial sector credit exceeds 200% of GDP. In 
Russia and India non-performing loans rep-
resent over 9% of gross loans.4

Governments need to take balanced ac-

tion to address these risks and boost inclu-
sive, sustainable growth, because the modest 
cyclical expansion underway will not be suf-
ficient to sustain strong gains in standards of 
living across OECD countries. And there is 
still a lot of repair and reforms to do, espe-
cially on the social front. 

A widespread feeling of unfairness
Our countries are still dealing with 

some of the legacies of the crisis. Across 
the  OECD  area, almost 37 million people 
are unemployed, over 4 million more than 
before the crisis. In many countries, young 
people are paying the highest price, with one 
youth in two unemployed in Greece (46.6%) 

and over one in three in Spain 
(39.3%) and Italy (34.0%).5 

Long-term unemployment in 
the OECD stands at just over 
30%,6 with large numbers of 
people facing low quality con-
tracts and anaemic real wage 
growth. Many are struggling 
to find quality full-time jobs, 

which not only bring better wages, but also 
a sense of purpose and identity.

While many have seen their opportuni-
ties diminish, a few have continued to pros-
per disproportionately. Inequalities have 
continued to grow in many countries. The 
average income of the richest 10% across the 

Making globalisation 
work for all: an OECD 
perspective
Addressing the growing inequalities and promoting a new kind of  
growth narrative: “inclusive growth”
/ By Angel Gurría, Secretary-General of the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD)

N
early a decade after the worst eco-
nomic crisis in living memory, and 
amid a resurgence of populism and 

protectionism in a number of countries, the 
OECD Economic Outlook 2017 sums up the 
global economic performance as “Better, 
But Not Good Enough”. 

There are welcome signs that the world 
economy may finally be escap-
ing the low-growth trap. The 
OECD projects global GDP 
growth to pick up to 3.6% 
next year, from 3.5% this year 
and 3% last year.1 Global trade 
growth began to recover from 
exceptionally low rates through 
the course of 2016, and is pro-
jected to average around 4% per annum 
through 2017-18.2  

However, a number of risks could derail 
this fragile recovery. For example, Global 
equity prices have increased on average by 
more than 10% since November 2016, reach-
ing historic highs in the US and Germany.3 

The average income of the richest 10% 
across the OECD is now almost ten times 
that of the poorest 10%, up from seven 

times a generation ago.

become household topics of conversation, be 
it among political elites, business community 
or general public. 

Everybody has an opinion and everybody 
has means and instruments to share this 
opinion with million of others. We are liv-
ing in a world where insecurity has become 
a predominant variable in our lives. Fear of 
the unknown is becoming a fertile ground 
for the rise of xenophobia, nationalism and 
negative populism. 

How do we grasp this new reality, how 
do we develop a new, positive vision, which 
will use above mentioned challenges as an 
opportunity to build a better, safer and more 
resilient future? Are we ready to work to-
gether in order to address issues, which can 
only be solved by close cooperation, mutu-
al trust and understanding among all major 
stakeholders and global leaders?   

These are the questions, which will be in 
the focus at the Bled Strategic Forum this 
year. They are not simple questions to ad-
dress, but they demand global answers nev-
ertheless. In order to actively participate in 
forming global solutions, we first have to be 
able to address challenges in our own home.

This is particularly true for the Europe-
an Union. After years of turmoil and crisis, 
the EU is finally able to ask itself questions, 
which have been (more or less intentional-
ly) pushed under the carpet, while we were 
running from one pressing issue to the other 
– what do we want to be? How will our com-
mon future look like? What kind of Union 
do we want to have?

In 2017, elections in several EU countries 
have proved that the majority of the citizens 
still believe in Europe, they still regard Euro-
pean Union as a home, which has solid foun-
dations and strong future. Now it’s up to the 
political elites to regain the trust of the Eu-
ropean citizens and start delivering results, 
which will enable the EU to become more 
transparent, more democratic and above all 
more resilient. 

Resilience means that the EU needs to be 
strong on the inside as well as on the outside. 
Instabilities in our immediate neighbour-
hood need to be addressed and managed. 
Security, stability and prosperity of the EU 
depend to a large extent on our ability to ac-
tively help in the democratic transformation 
and economic progress of our neighbouring 
regions and societies. 

In this context I would like to emphasize 
the need for the EU to actively engage with 
the countries of the Western Balkans region 
and help them on their way towards meet-
ing the standards, values and norms of the 
Union. Western Balkans belongs in the EU. 
Until then, the great European project re-
mains unfinished. 

Dear participants,
Bled Strategic Forum has become one of 

the biggest political, security and business 
conferences in South Eastern and Central 
Europe. We were able to achieve this only 
because of you and your trust in our project. 
We will continue with our mission to con-
tribute to our common understanding of the 
reality we live in and to offer an open plat-
form to tackle tough and important ques-
tions. •   

A new reality (Continued from 
front page)
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OECD is now almost ten times that of the 
poorest 10%, up from seven times a genera-
tion ago. In emerging economies like Mexico 
and Chile, this difference is close to 20 times, 
in Brazil it is 28 times.7 Global wealth is even 
more concentrated: the richest decile holds 
89% of the world’s wealth, while the top 1% 
accounts for 50% of global assets.8

This has fuelled an erosion of trust in po-
litical and economic systems. In the OECD, 
only 4 out of 10 citizens trust their govern-
ments,9 and in some countries like Greece, 
Japan, France, Australia, Canada, Spain and 
the UK, around seven-in-ten people say to-
day’s children will be worse off than the cur-
rent generation.10 

The policy community, including inter-
national organisations, need to address these 
concerns and reverse these trends by ensur-
ing a more inclusive, people-centred, rules-
based globalisation.

Making globalisation work for all
Globalisation has produced many wide-

spread benefits. It has facilitated global 
economic growth and productivity gains, 
integrated emerging economies in global 
markets and helped lift hundreds of millions 
of people out of poverty. Globalisation has 
brought diverse cultures and societies ever 
closer, and has been a vehicle for the dissem-
ination of technological advances, such as 
digitalisation. 

However, some of the dynamics of glo-
balisation are favouring an uneven dis-

tribution of costs and opportunities, 
an unfair share of benefits and 

an increasing concentra-
tion of income in a few 

hands. Growing in-
equalities are 

not only 
unfair, 

t h e y 
are also 
d a m a g i n g 
growth prospects, 
by lowering social mo-
bility, skills development 
and educational opportunities for the 
worse off. We need to change this. 

This was a key focus of the 2017 OECD 
Ministerial Council Meeting (MCM): ‘Mak-
ing Globalisation Work: Better Lives for 
All’. Ministers of economy, finance, trade 
and foreign affairs from OECD and Partner 
countries recognised that our economic sys-
tems and the globalised economy are leaving 
many behind. They launched a call for action 
on a number of different fronts. 

Minister agreed that a response is only 
likely to succeed if it goes beyond trying to 
“fix” aspects of globalisation that are the sub-
ject of discontent. Action should be framed 
within a new policy narrative centred on in-
clusive growth, aimed at improving multi-di-
mensional well-being in increasingly open 
and digitalised economies. 

It is vital to replace the “growth first, dis-
tribute later” axiom with a more integrated 
approach in which low income groups are 
better placed to contribute to the growth 
process, and are also able to benefit from it. 

At the national level, governments should 
bolster people’s ability to cope with change 
and succeed in a globalised and digital 
world. Social protection and safety nets must 
be adapted and improved, especially in the 
light of the changing work environment 
created by digital technologies. Education 
and skills policies must be enhanced so that 
workers acquire the necessary skills and 
competences required by the labour market, 
with improved access to lifelong training for 
disadvantaged workers. Equally important 
will be the move towards an “empowering 
state”, which means developing creative solu-
tions to ensure universal access to quality 
healthcare and education, develop stepped-

up active labour market and skills policies, 
improve the integration of migrants, shift the 
tax burden off labour, and develop a strate-
gy for small and medium-sized enterprises 
(SMEs). To support all firms to thrive, policy 
needs to address the growing productivity 
divergence between frontier firms and lag-
gard firms, and tackle the underlying causes 
of this divergence. This means reviving the 
diffusion machine, by improving the trans-
mission of frontier knowledge and technol-
ogy to laggards; promoting closer collabo-
ration between firms, especially small firms, 
and universities; while also ensuring a level 
playing field that does not favour incum-
bents over entrants, for example by ensuring 
R&D tax incentives are equally accessible to 
incumbent firms, SMEs and start-ups.

At the sub-national level, there is often a 
need for employment and skills policies as 
well as strategies for entrepreneurship, inno-
vation and investment to better respond to 
local circumstances. It also key to strengthen 
ties between rural and urban areas. Better 
policy co-ordination and metropolitan gov-
ernance can help reduce municipal fragmen-
tation and residential segregation by income. 

At the international level, there is a need 
for the governance of globalisation to catch 
up with the globalisation of economic ac-
tivity, while taking due account of national 
sovereignty. One aspect of this is strength-
ening international standards and making 
them more effective in help-
ing level the playing field and 
improve inclusiveness. The 
other main area concerns bi-
lateral and plurilateral trade 
and investment agreements. 
Government officials should 
be encouraged to further 
consult with their constitu-
ents and other stakeholders 
on trade and investment pol-
icy. Engagement at the local 
level would help to improve 

understanding of the likely impact of 
trade and investment reforms on com-

munities.

The contribution of the OECD
In support of these goals, 

the OECD is promoting and 
measuring a new kind of 

g r o w t h narrative: “inclusive growth”. 
This goes beyond GDP to make well-being 
and opportunity the ultimate goal of policy. 
To stay at the cutting edge of economic un-
derstanding, the OECD is constantly revis-
ing its models and frameworks through the 
New Approaches to Economic Challenges 
initiative (NAEC), launched in 2012. 

In addition, the OECD is shedding light 
on the interconnections between rising in-
equality and slowing productivity gains, 
which have held back wages and eroded 
trust. The Productivity-Inclusiveness Nexus, 
launched at last year’s MCM in June 2016, 
explains how countries can expand the pro-
ductive assets of their economy by fostering 
a level playing field for all firms, reducing in-
equality, and investing in skills.

The OECD is also working with govern-
ments through National Skills Strategies that 
can connect education systems to the needs 
and drivers of the 21st century knowledge 
economy. However, effective actions rely on 
co-ordinated international action, which 
is why the OECD is launching a horizontal 
project on harnessing digitalisation for in-
clusive growth. This will explore how social 
policies, in particular educational and skills 
policies, better integration of migrants and 
more effective social safety nets can make 
digitalisation a driver of inclusive growth. 

It is also critical to show people that the 
system which determines their well-being 
and opportunities is a fair one. This is why 
the OECD has led a major overhaul of the 
global tax architecture, working in partner-
ship with the G20. In June 2017, 76 countries 
and jurisdictions signed the OECD’s multi-

uncontrollable forces. They are the result of 
our decisions, our policies, our agreements, 
and our standards. Now is the time to inspire 
the new policies, the new agreements and 
new international standards that will trans-
form market economies and globalisation 
into catalysts of inclusive and sustainable 
growth.

Further to the publication of the report 
“Bridging the Gap” at the MCM 2017, the 
OECD has been asked to deliver a Frame-

work for Policy Action 
on Inclusive Growth for 
June 2018. The Frame-
work will provide a set of 
policy recommendations 
for fostering inclusive 
growth in advanced and 
emerging economies. It 
will start by identifying 
the most pressing inclu-
sive growth challenges in 
each economy and put 
forward context-sensitive 

policy packages that can reduce inequalities, 
while enabling all people, firms and regions 
to thrive. Going forward, the OECD’s Inclu-
sive Growth Initiative is calling for a re-ori-
entation away from a risk-only approach 
to welfare provision, towards a lifelong en-
abling platform that provides individuals 
with capacity enhancing assets in the form 
of human and social capital, good health and 
active support in labour markets, helping 
build strong foundations for learning and 
adaptation throughout life.

The OECD will continue to support this 
agenda, including at the multilateral level, 
working closely with the G20, G7, APEC, 
ASEAN, and the Pacific Alliance, as well as 
with the Bled Strategic Forum to ensure that 
globalisation works for all.  •
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It is vital to replace the “growth first, distrib-
ute later” axiom with a more integrated ap-

proach in which low income groups are better 
placed to contribute to the growth process, 

and are also able to benefit from it. 

lateral convention on Base Erosion and Prof-
it Shifting (BEPS), which is tackling the gaps 
and mismatches in tax rules that allow prof-
its to be shifted to low or no-tax locations 
where there is little or no economic activity. 
The OECD’s work on automatic exchange of 
tax information has already resulted in more 
than 80 billion euros in unplanned addition-
al revenue being returned to state coffers, 
even before formal tax information exchang-
es begin in September 2017.11  

To help level the playing field and en-
hance competition, the OECD has also part-
nered with the G20 to produce the revised 
G20/OECD Principles of Corporate Gover-
nance, providing globally-recognised stan-
dards on transparency, accountability and 
business integrity. The OECD Guidelines for 
Multinational Enterprises remain the only 
multilaterally agreed and comprehensive 
code of responsible business conduct that 
governments have committed to promote. 
The OECD Anti-Bribery Convention, is the 
only international, legally-binding, anti-cor-
ruption instrument focused on the ‘supply 
side’ of bribery. 

The Organisation is also working in other 
key areas related to the backlash against glo-
balisation, such as the call from G20 Leaders 
in 2016 to establish a Global Forum on Steel 
Excess Capacity (GFSEC), facilitated by the 
OECD.

At the 2017 MCM, last June, countries re-
affirmed their support for many of these in-
struments and called on the OECD to enhance 
its Guidelines on Corporate Governance of 
State-Owned Enterprises (SOEs), and to con-
tinue the ongoing “Standard-Setting: Review 
of OECD Legal Instruments”. This review, 
launched in 2016, aims to ensure that OECD 
legal instruments continue to respond to the 
challenges faced by governments, strength-
ening their relevance and impact, improving 
their implementation and broadening the ad-
herence to Partner countries. 

The OECD is also currently undertak-
ing a review of its Code of Liberalisation of 
Capital Movements to ensure an open and 
transparent system of orderly capital flows, 
characterised by credible commitment 
mechanisms, in our interconnected global 
financial and economic system. 

The economic system that we built and 
promoted for several decades is now leaving 
many people behind. If it is left unchecked 
it will continue to breed inequalities and de-
plete our natural resources. But these are not 
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A
ccession to the EU continues to be 
Turkey’s strategic objective. We be-
lieve that Turkey’s EU membership 

will make everyone a winner. It is important 
that we study the merits of this union and 
chart a common course to make it happen 
without succumbing to the political epidem-
ic of our day, namely blusterous populism. 

Let’s remember where we are coming 
from. Our forefathers entertained no doubts 
on what Turkey and Europe meant for each 
other. The Association Agreement in 1963 
with the European Economic Community 
explicitly envisaged membership as the final 
objective. Thirty six years and some ups and 
downs later Turkey became a candidate in 
1999. After a delay of six years, accession ne-
gotiations started in October 2005. Turkey is 
still conducting accession negotiations and 
16 chapters have been opened so far. Yet, we 
are going through a phase when some on 
the European side is voicing certain doubts. 
We are back in a learning process which I 
am sure will yet again culminate in a realiza-
tion of the importance of each other. 

The current psychology on both sides 
belies the facts on the ground. Technically, 
Turkey has never been closer to member-
ship. She meets all the Maastricht economic 
criteria that even some Member States fail in 
terms of budget deficit and public debt. As 
regards the Copenhagen political criteria, 
reforms have been carried out at an unprec-
edented level, especially during our Govern-
ment’s mandate. We do need to recover from 
the damage of Turkey’s last experience with 
coup attempts and do this within the rule of 
law. The FETO, the perpetrator of the coup 
attempt and murderer of some 250 citizens 
who gave their lives in support of democra-
cy, is a new generation of terror and crime 
network. This cultish network operates in 
extreme stealth and diversion and casts its 
net wide and deep. It is not easy to remove 
them from all the places they have secret-
ly infiltrated but it needs to be done. We do 
hope to return to normalcy and back to our 
natural course in not too long a time. Your 
efforts can very much facilitate our efforts 
and ease our burden if our EU colleagues 
worked with us in ensuring that those ac-
cused face justice and not grant them refuge 

nal market and the competitiveness of the 
EU in world economy.

We do need each other in every other 
respect, too. Today we are cooperating in a 
wide range of areas from foreign policy to 
the fight against terrorism, irregular migra-
tion, environment, education and culture, 
as well as energy security. Turkey, with the 
second largest army in NATO after the USA, 
supports NATO operations and EU civilian 
and military missions not only in the Bal-
kans, but also in different corners of the 
world. Turkey also contributes to the EU’s 
Common Foreign and Security Policy. 

Turkey’s enterprising and humanitarian 
foreign policy is clearly reflected in her ini-
tiatives to bring peace to Syria. It strength-
ens the pillars of stability and future pros-
perity in our common neighborhood with 
the EU. Our global initiatives such as the 
Mediation for Peace and the UN Alliance 
of Civilizations are co-sponsored with EU 
members Finland and Spain, respectively. 
Turkey is a European actor which tries to 
counter various forms of extremism and 
develop intercultural understanding as well 
as to end conflicts and enhance sustainable 
peace worldwide. Turkey not only strength-
ens the hard security of Europe, but provides 
a spectacular contribution to the cultural 
diversity and social dynamism of Europe. 
Turkey’s robust role as a secular democra-
cy demonstrates that Islam and democratic 
values are compatible. 

Our history is replete with examples of 
successful cooperation. The migration crisis 
was the latest challenge. Turkey was already 
dealing with millions of Syrians and others 
fleeing civil wars with little international 
assistance. When the number of migrants 
overflowing into the EU became unbear-
able, the EU reached out to Turkey. In just 
four months, three Summit meetings were 
held. The 18 March 2016 Agreement was the 
concrete result. Although our region is still 
suffering from the humanitarian crisis in 
Syria, irregular arrivals to the EU decreased 
by 99%. This is due to Turkey’s strong com-
mitment for the effective implementation 
of the Agreement. We succeeded in ending 
the flow of migrants, saving many lives that 
would otherwise be lost at sea. Despite de-

lays on the EU side, the take-back and reset-
tlement exercise is on track.

The Turkey-EU Statement of 18 March 
2016 was not restricted to the question of mi-
gration, but encompassed a broad spectrum 
of issues. One major dimension is visa-free 
travel for our citizens to the Schengen area. 
This process started on 16 December 2013 
when Turkey and the EU launched the Visa 
Liberalization Dialogue, in parallel with the 
signature of the Turkey-EU Readmission 
Agreement. Today Turkey remains the only 
candidate country which does not benefit 
from visa liberalization. We expect this ab-
erration to be rectified.

Furthermore, financial assistance from 
the EU for the Syrian refugees in Turkey 
has been slow in disbursement. Turkey has 
spent around 30 billion USD for the Syrians, 
whereas total contributions from the inter-
national community amounted to only 526 
million USD. Moreover, once the irregular 
crossings were reduced, the voluntary hu-
manitarian admission scheme should have 
begun, but it did not. The 18 March Agree-
ment will maintain its success as long as 
both sides fulfil their pledges and the EU has 
several to fulfil.

During this crisis, the EU called for “re-
newed engagement” in Turkey-EU relations. 
A similar concept of “re-engagement” was 
pronounced at the meeting between Presi-
dent Erdoğan and the EU Institutions’ lead-
ers in Brussels on May 25. Sharing the same 
geography and facing similar challenges, 
Turkey and the EU already have common 
strategic interests. A secure Turkey means a 
secure Europe. A prosperous Turkey means 
a prosperous Europe. And vice versa.

Turkey’s membership to the EU will con-
tribute to the future prosperity and security 
of the Continent. Please do understand this 
and spread the message to all segments of 
your population. Turkey as an ally, a partner 
and a member, will only inspire hope, op-
timism and dynamism in an unpredictable 
world. An EU with Turkey on board will be 
our common investment in our common 
future. •

in their countries. We are dismayed but will 
not relent in making the case.

Yet even before that misfortune, it was 
no secret that some artificial obstacles were 
thrown up by some EU members to block 
the opening of new chapters, serving their 
national political purposes only. As an ex-
ample, granting membership to the Greek 
Cypriots despite their rejection of the UN 
Comprehensive Settlement Plan in 2004 ef-
fectively bolstered their intransigence. That 
has also provided them with a randomly 
abused leverage against Turkey within the 
EU. Occasionally, we do see one or more EU 
members being tempted to exercise similar 
leverage.

Nonetheless, Turkey-EU economic ties 
are now so intertwined that it would be 
meaningless to disentangle from each oth-
er. The Customs Union between Turkey 
and the EU entered into force on 1 January 
1996 and has made Turkey an almost inte-
gral part of the EU’s internal market. Tur-
key has become the EU’s 5th main trading 
partner globally with the value of trade in 
goods currently amounting to 140 billion 
euros. Similarly, the EU is the most import-
ant trading partner for Turkey, representing 
41% of Turkey`s global trade. Moreover, 
around three quarters of Foreign Direct 
Investment in Turkey currently originates 
from EU Member States and Turks oper-
ate countless businesses in EU countries 
providing value and jobs. In light of the 
developments in the world economy, the 
EU sought to upgrade the Customs Union 
and we agreed. The initiative was launched 
in the first quarter of 2014 to find solutions 
to some systematic problems and to extend 
the Customs Union’s scope to include agri-
culture, public procurements and services. 
The upgrade should satisfy Turkey’s con-
cerns on EU’s commercial policy vis-à-vis 
third countries when concluding Free Trade 
Agreements. We believe that upgrading the 
Customs Union, while not an alternative 
to the accession process, would be a win-
win situation both for Turkey and the EU. 
With an updated Customs Union, and fu-
ture membership, Turkey, the 17th biggest 
economy in the world and the 6th biggest 
economy of Europe, will enhance the inter-

Turkey – EU relations 
Investing in our common future 
/ By Mevlüt Çavușoğlu, Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Turkey
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Rule of law in the Western Balkans 
– a fundamental European strategic 
objective

As early as 2003, when the EU-Western 
Balkans Summit was held in Thessaloni-
ki, the European Union (EU) adopted the 
Thessaloniki Agenda, envisaging a clear Eu-
ropean perspective for the Western Balkan 
countries and their EU membership. By ex-
panding to the Balkan region, the EU would 
ensure security, stability, enhanced social 
and economic development and prosperity, 
as well as strengthening democracy and the 
rule of law. EU enlargement and the transfer 
of its democratic values and legal standards 
to the Western Balkans are in the interests 
of both the aspiring states and the Union it-
self. Therefore, a special emphasis is placed 
on meeting the Copenhagen criteria in the 
accession process, particularly meeting the 
fundamental political criterion – the princi-
ple of the rule of law, which is vital not only 
for the Europeanisation of candidate coun-
ties, but also for their economic efficiency 
and convergence. The European Commis-
sion, on behalf of member states, would thus 
monitor the implementation of this import-
ant integration criterion. The EU member 
states, especially those in the region’s neigh-
bourhood would set an example for aspiring 
and candidate countries with their actions 
and respect for the law, including interna-
tional law. In the EU respect for, and the 
rule of (international) law is a civilisational 
founding stone of common European val-
ues and the peaceful resolution of disputes. 
For candidate countries, future members of 
the European family, acting in this spirit is 
a basic and central condition for joining the 
EU. For its member states it is an important 
responsibility.

Rule of law – the fundamental  
European value 

Since the Thessaloniki Summit, only 
Croatia has managed to join the EU. In the 
meantime, the EU has had to deal with finan-
cial and economic problems, terrorism, mass 
migration, the rise of populism and Brexit. 
The visibly growing Euroscepticism among 
EU citizens has raised many questions about 
the future functioning and structure of the 
EU, as well as its attitude to the continued 
enlargement process. These are not favour-
able messages for the Western Balkans or 
for the necessary reform processes in the 
region, particularly those related to the rule 
of law, which are paramount for the region’s 
stabilisation and security. It appears that by 
neglecting stabilisation and enlargement 
processes in the Western Balkans, the effi-
ciency of the EU’s tools for exerting regional 
influence is being diminished. Furthermore, 
as European credibility is dwindling, enthu-
siasm for the European perspective in the 
Western Balkans is waning. During the last 
few years, the EU’s lack of interest in the re-
gion, coupled with the repetitive routine of 
the accession process, has plunged the West-
ern Balkans into a new downward spiral in 
terms of security and political stability. Meet-
ing the accession criteria and implementing 
reforms in the accession process have slowed 
down and become unpopular, particularly in 
the most difficult areas, such as enforcement 
of the rule of law. Today the candidate coun-
tries need even stronger reform incentives 
and models, most notably in the practical 
enforcement of the principles of the rule of 
law into the functioning of the state and so-
ciety. What is at stake is the Europeanisation 
of the Western Balkans based on the concept 
of a fundamental EU value – the rule of law.

Rule of law: from the Brdo-Brijuni 
Process to the Berlin Process 
and acceleration of the accession 
negotiations 

The danger of weakening the European 
perspective and losing the impetus for re-
forms in the region, which are vital for recon-
ciliation, dialogue and security in the West-
ern Balkans, was first pointed out within the 
Brdo-Brijuni Process, which was launched 
by Slovenia and Croatia after the obstacles on 
Croatia’s path to the EU had been removed. 
This cooperation model brought together the 
interests of the two countries – Croatia’s in-
terest to accede to the Union and Slovenia’s 
interest to abolish prejudicial effect on the 
state boundary delimitation made by Cro-
atia in the EU accession documents and to 
resolve the border issue with Croatia upon its 
accession. These efforts consensually result-
ed in the “arbitration agreement”, binding on 
both parties. The agreement was supposed to 
finally determine the delimitation between 
the two countries’ territories, and become a 
model for resolving the many outstanding 
bilateral border issues in the region – a true 
example of strengthening mutual under-
standing and cooperation. 

In 2014, due to increasing European dis-
interest in, and marginalisation of the Balkan 
enlargement processes, German Chancel-
lor Merkel presented to the Western Balkan 
countries a diplomatic initiative called the 
Berlin Process with a view to providing a 
realistic impetus to EU integration through 
closer mutual cooperation and enhanced 
regional cooperation. The process was also 
supposed to accelerate the necessary reform 
processes vital for EU integration in each of 
the Western Balkan states. Strengthened re-
gional cooperation was expected to speed up 
reforms in candidate countries and improve 
their chances for European integration. The 
Berlin Process Summit was followed by the 
Vienna Summit in 2015, the Paris Summit 
in 2016 and the Trieste Summit in July 2017. 
The initiative was thus to consolidate the EU 
integration process dynamics in the Western 
Balkans and stabilise the region by enhancing 
regional cooperation on infrastructure proj-
ects, economic development, regional trade, 
youth education, science and digitalisation of 
economies. The Berlin Process has become 
one of the central regional mechanisms for 
regulating European accession processes and 
the EU’s relations with the Western Balkans. 

Rule of law – Slovenia and Croatia’s 
respect for (international) law promotes 
stability in the Western Balkans 

Therefore, Slovenia and Croatia, as the 
only EU member states in the wider region, 
which have already internalised the fun-
damental European values, have a special 
place and moral responsibility in the Berlin 
Process. They must provide Western Balkan 
countries with a positive example of respect 
for fundamental European principles, in-
cluding respect for, and the implementa-
tion of international law, in order for them 
to speed up their EU accession process. But 
how can Slovenia and Croatia be role models 
for the other countries in the region, for the 
successful internalisation of the EU values 
and for fulfilling the crucial political con-
dition – the rule of law – if they themselves 
do not (or will not) respect international law 
and implement the judgements of interna-
tional courts? Including the award of the ar-
bitration tribunal.

In addition to infrastructure projects and 
measures to mitigate pressing bilateral issues, 
one of the main objectives of the Berlin ini-
tiative is to enhance democratic structures 
and the rule of law in Western Balkan coun-
tries. The Final Declaration of the 2014 Ber-
lin Conference specifically calls on Western 
Balkan countries to make use of the positive 
influence of regional neighbours in pursuing 
agreed goals and settling disputes. The Vi-
enna Final Declaration of 2015 underscores 
the importance of regional cooperation in re-
solving bilateral disputes, calling on Western 
Balkan countries to intensify their efforts to 
address such disputes and enforce the rule of 
law. The participating States, including Cro-
atia, welcomed the support of the European 
Commission and the EEAS in resolving bi-
lateral disputes. The same call to strengthen 
regional cooperation in order to peacefully 
settle any outstanding bilateral issues and 
enforce the rule of law was also included in 
the Final Declaration of the Paris Summit of 
2016. This year, the Final Declaration by the 
Italian Chair of the Trieste Western Balkan 

The Rule of 
(International) Law 
The European role model as incentive to Western  
Balkan countries on their path to the European Union
/ By Iztok Mirošič, Ambassador, State Secretary at the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the 
Republic of Slovenia

Continues on next page

Slovenia and Croatia have 
a special place and moral 
responsibility in the Berlin 
Process - provide Western 
Balkans with a positive 
example of respect for Eu-
ropean principle including 
respect for international law.
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Summit in July confirmed the importance of 
strengthening reforms on the rule of law and 
its more effective implementation, settling 
any outstanding bilateral issues and fulfill-
ing the political criteria for EU accession as 
a basis for securing greater stability in the 
region. In order to settle outstanding issues 
in the Western Balkans, the Trieste Summit 
highlighted the need to improve the rule of 
law, including full compliance with the prin-
ciples and norms of international law. In a 
letter to Federica Mogherini, High Repre-
sentative for Foreign Affairs and Security 
Policy, and Johannes Hahn, European Com-
missioner responsible for enlargement, of 3 
June 2017, the ministers of foreign affairs of 
the Brdo-Brijuni Process advocated a strong 
role for the EU in South Eastern Europe, in 
particular with a view to resolutely enforcing 
the rule of law in all candidate and aspiring 
countries within the framework of transfor-
mation processes based on EU values, norms 
and standards. The latter undoubtedly in-
clude respect for valid bilateral agreements 
and international law, and the implemen-
tation of final decisions (arbitral awards) of 
the international courts. Letter was signed by 
both the Slovenian and Croatian ministers of 
foreign affairs. 

Rule of Law – European Commission: 
respect for the international legal 
principle that all arbitral awards be 
respected and implemented forms part 
of the obligations assumed by the EU 
and its Member States; this sets an 
example for the Western Balkans in the 
future

After examining the final arbitral award 
on the border dispute between Slovenia and 
Croatia, the European Commission, which 
plays an important role in the accession pro-
cesses of the Western Balkan countries and 
their harmonisation with European stan-
dards and values, noted that, according to the 
Tribunal’s partial award, Croatia was not en-
titled “to terminate the arbitration agreement 
or call into question the Tribunal’s ability to 

render an award independently and impar-
tially”. This was decided by the competent 
and legitimate tribunal itself. The Europe-
an Commission’s Legal Service further ex-
plained “that the arbitral award was the result 
of a valid international agreement entered 
into by Croatia and Slovenia and supported 
by the Union. /.../ In particular, the Acces-
sion Treaty of Croatia referred explicitly to 
the use of an arbitration procedure to settle 
the border dispute.” It was especially empha-
sized by the Commission’s Legal Service that, 
the “EU case law left no room for doubt as 
to the obligation of the Union and Member 
States to implement public international law, 
which it would be bound to demonstrate in 
this case.” “While the border between the two 
countries was a bilateral issue, it nonetheless 
had a direct effect on EU law, and therefore 
the Union had jurisdiction in respect of this 
matter.” In conclusion, the European Com-
mission views the final arbitral award as a 
valid and legally binding decision which sets 
a precedent, and calls on both parties to im-
plement it, thereby enabling the effective im-
plementation of EU law.

Also particularly relevant is the Com-
mission’s finding that, “/r/egardless of the 
substance of the award, the principle of in-
ternational law that the decisions of an ar-
bitral tribunal must be complied with and 
implemented was all the more important 
because it continued to be relevant in the 
context of territorial claims and border dis-
putes, which, in the Western Balkans, could 
be settled by arbitral tribunals in future.” The 
implementation of the arbitral award is thus 
particularly important in order to ensure the 
effective resolution of territorial disputes in 
the Western Balkans in future, an accelerated 
process of rapprochement with the EU, and 
a strengthened strategic role of the EU in the 
region.

The rule of law: Slovenia and Croatia 
– by respecting European values and 
norms setting up a model for the rapid 
progress of a more stable Western 

Balkan region towards EU membership 
and for a strengthened strategic role of 
the EU in the region 

After participating in the processes, Slo-
venia and Croatia signed the Berlin Pro-
cess and the Brdo-Brijuni Process docu-
ments, which underscore the importance of 
strengthening the rule of law in the Western 
Balkans, including respect for international 
law and the decisions of international courts 
and tribunals. In doing so, they demonstrat-
ed a strong political will to set an example by 
respecting valid bilateral agreements and the 
rule of (international) law, in order to assist 
Western Balkan countries on their European 
path, as well as to help the EU in the Euro-
peanisation process and in ensuring security 
and stability in the region based on European 
values and standards. Now is the time to show 
credibility. This is also particularly important 
in order to carry out infrastructure projects, 
co-financed by European funds and possibly 
related to territorial issues and respect for in-
ternational law. If the countries fail to respect 
the arbitral award, this could send the mes-
sage that international agreements, albeit in 
force, have no value. This could lead to new 
disputes and chaos within the EU after the 
end of the accession processes and EU mem-
bership of the today’s candidates. Such ac-
tions are not in the interests of the EU or the 
international community. The arbitral award 
is not merely legal advice. Despite diverging 
views on the results, the award is a binding 
and enforceable legal act. 

By implementing the award, honouring 
the international agreement in force and 
respecting international law, Slovenia and 
Croatia would contribute to increasing Eu-
rope’s influence on, and assistance with, the 
EU integration processes of the Western 
Balkans, and contribute to ensuring security 
and stability in the region based on Europe-
an values. This is in the interests of the EU, 
Western Balkan countries, Slovenia, and, 
presumably, Croatia. As EU Member States, 
Slovenia and Croatia would become true 
protagonists in standing behind accession to 

the EU of Western Balkan countries, and im-
portant allies of the European Commission 
in championing strategic European interests 
and values in its neighbourhood. If the two 
countries do not implement the award, the 
moral capital and economic potential of this 
role model for the region will be lost. This 
will influence the effectiveness of both the 
Brdo-Brijuni Process and the Berlin Process. 
Slovenia is well aware of its responsibility to 
assist others, to contribute to peace and sta-
bility, and to promote the European value 
of the rule of (international) law. As well as 
its paramount interest in becoming part of 
the most advanced core of the EU, Slovenia 
is also clearly demonstrating its willingness 
to settle this long-running bilateral issue by 
respecting international law and implement-
ing the arbitral award, which is based on an 
agreement in force, to set an example of how 
disputes can be settled in a civilised manner 
for other countries of the Western Balkans en 
route to the EU to follow. •
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on both parties to imple-
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Nuclear arms control:  
a perpetual challenge
With the rules-based international system under challenge, how can 
the Atlantic Alliance contribute to sensible nuclear governance?
/ By Rose Gottemoeller, Deputy Secretary-General of North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO)

and to controlling the proliferation of nucle-
ar weapons. By adopting a “nuclear umbrel-
la”, wherein all Allies gained the protection of 
nuclear weapons without having to acquire 
nuclear weapons themselves, NATO helped 
to prevent widespread nuclear proliferation 
in Europe and brought a high degree of sta-
bility and predictability to European securi-
ty. In that context, NATO has supported the 
negotiation of all the major arms control, 
disarmament, and non-proliferation treaties 
and agreements. NATO itself is not party to 
any treaty, but it supports and facilitates di-
alogue among members, partners and other 
countries to implement their international 
obligations fully. All these agreements have 
proven to be invaluable in making the world 
safer. Nuclear deterrence and nuclear arms 
control have gone hand in hand, as part of a 
realistic and step by step approach to achiev-
ing greater stability and security. 

The current degraded security environ-
ment, notably Russia’s behaviour and its ag-
gression against neighbouring Ukraine, has 
led to a reaffirmation of the concept of de-
terrence, including in its nuclear dimension. 
However, while NATO will remain a “nucle-
ar Alliance” for as long as nuclear weapons 
exist, it will do so at the lowest possible levels 
of armaments. NATO does not regard these 
weapons as simple “force multipliers”. On the 
contrary, the 2016 Warsaw Summit Declara-
tion states that nuclear weapons are “unique” 
and that “the circumstances in which NATO 
might have to use nuclear weapons are ex-
tremely remote”.  Any employment of nu-
clear weapons against NATO “would funda-
mentally alter the nature of a conflict.” 

Such statements show that the Allies’ 
focus is not on using nuclear weapons, but 
rather on deterring others and preventing 
miscalculations. Moreover, NATO’s offer to 
talk with Russia about restraining dangerous 

military activities demonstrates that the Al-
lies do not regard deterrence as a substitute 
for dialogue and transparency. 

So how can NATO contribute to chang-
ing the security dynamics for the better? 
How can the Atlantic Alliance contribute to 
sensible nuclear governance? Three major 
steps come to mind. 

First, NATO must continue to engage 
Russia in a dialogue about transparency and 
risk reduction, for example by regular recip-
rocal briefings on military exercises. Should 
these discussions yield tangible results, the 
agenda could be gradually broadened. The 
NATO-Russia relationship is a difficult one. 
However, it is useful to remind ourselves that 
even in the coldest days of the Cold War the 
West and the Soviet Union never ceased to 
have a dialogue, not least on nuclear matters, 
and to conclude many arms control agree-
ments. 

Second, NATO must step up its engage-
ment with the broader international com-
munity. For several years now NATO has 
been an observer at the NPT Review Confer-
ences. In addition, NATO’s annual Confer-
ence on WMD Arms Control, Disarmament 
and Non-proliferation brings together a truly 
global audience to discuss current and future 
proliferation challenges. And NATO also en-
gages with the NGO community in order to 

explain its view of the nexus of deterrence, 
arms control and non-proliferation, and to 
talk about the history of alliance nuclear pol-
icy. NATO has a good story to tell about sig-
nificant reductions in the stockpile of weap-
ons assigned to NATO and a lesser reliance 
on nuclear weapons in our security posture. 
We need not shy away from telling it. 

Thirdly, NATO must continue to adapt 
its deterrence and defence posture. This is an 
indispensable step for an Alliance that seeks 
to safeguard the security of over 900 mil-
lion citizens. NATO will take great care to 
ensure that this adaptation proceeds in full 
compatibility with existing arms control and 
non-proliferation agreements. By the same 
token, NPT nuclear weapon states that are 
also members of NATO will ensure that their 
small nuclear arsenals, which have been re-
duced by 90% since the end of the Cold War, 
remain safe and secure, and their staffs well-
trained.  Nuclear risks and responsibilities 
are shared among Allies, however, and an 
Alliance that demonstrates political cohe-
sion on nuclear matters is ultimately the best 
deterrent against political or military intim-
idation.

The current security environment is in-
deed challenging. But NATO and the global 
community have faced difficult times in the 
past. We have found ways – through the of-
ten difficult and painstaking work of nego-
tiation and dogged diplomacy – to control 
the weapons that pose the greatest risk to 
humankind. It is in the interest of all coun-
tries to reduce uncertainty, decrease unpre-
dictability, and minimize the potential for 
catastrophic nuclear war. The arms control 
agreements that have been achieved so far, 
be they bilateral or multilateral, have proven 
invaluable in this endeavour. By increasing 
security, controlling proliferation, reducing 
absolute numbers and bringing transparency 
and predictability to often-fraught relation-
ships, nuclear arms control agreements help 
to keep the world a more peaceful place. As 
such, they will have the support of the NATO 
Alliance. •

F
or the past fifty years, we can look 
back on truly remarkable achieve-
ments in nuclear arms control, dis-

armament and non-proliferation. But in re-
cent years, the global security environment 
has become less stable, less predictable. The 
rules-based international system that has 
been the bedrock of global security for de-
cades is coming under severe challenge from 
many sides. 

A revisionist Russia is boosting its nucle-
ar strength, is making threats to use nucle-
ar weapons and according to some NATO 
allies, is violating the Treaty on Intermedi-
ate-Range Nuclear Forces (INF). North Ko-
rea threatens other countries almost weekly 
with its missile trials. It has conducted five 
nuclear tests, and its progress on missile 
technology and warhead miniaturisation 
point towards the development of an inter-
continental ballistic missile capability. The 
nuclear arsenals of China, India and Paki-
stan are growing. Moreover, the 2015 Review 
Conference of the Nuclear Non-proliferation 
Treaty (NPT) revealed a deepening rift be-
tween State parties to the Treaty. The latest 
manifestation of this rift is the effort a num-
ber of countries in the UN General Assem-
bly to bring into force a treaty to ban nuclear 
weapons.

These developments have led to a wide-
spread perception that the nuclear environ-
ment is deteriorating. However, there is no 
reason for fatalism. We have experience that 
previous generations lacked. We have a long 
record of implementation of arms control 
treaties, transparency mechanisms and con-
fidence-building measures. And we have, at 
NATO, a multilateral cooperative security 
institution that is committed to controlling 
nuclear armaments.  

For almost 70 years, NATO has been 
committed to preserving peace in Europe 

 It is in the interest of all 
countries to reduce uncer-
tainty, decrease unpredict-
ability, and minimize the 
potential for catastrophic 
nuclear war.
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W
e have experienced quite a 
unique moment in history over 
the past two and a half decades: 

the hegemony of the US, which is the first 
time a non-Eurasian state has held a posi-
tion of such global power.  In this period we 
have asserted our Western value system and 
embedded it deeply into the institutions that 
constitute the foundation of a global order.  

This brief period of unchallenged Ameri-
can supremacy is now coming to an end and 
the global order it heralded is being chal-
lenged. Looking at geography, demographics 
and political systems, it is foreseeable that 
nations such as Russia and China, among 
others, will reassert their role.  Geographi-
cally the US is too far removed from the cen-
ter of Eurasian landmass to sustain global 
supremacy for an extended period of time. 

Furthermore democratic system of gov-
ernance is not conducive to sustaining long 
periods of global domination and making 
the necessary sacrifices of national resourc-
es to that end – human, military, financial 
etc.  However it is far from inevitable that the 
influence of the West will diminish rapidly. 
Much depends on the ability of the US and 
EU to overcome isolationist and national-
istic tendencies domestically, thus much 
depends on the leaders of today.  

The coming decades are going to be 
marked by global disorder and a crisis 
of legitimacy, increased region-
al tensions and continued ques-
tioning of the effectiveness of 
democratic systems as the ‘best 
game in town.’ 

How can we advance the prin-
ciples of global governance that 
will lead to establishment of a new 
global order? Will the democracies 
muster the willingness to advance democrat-
ic institutions and remain major players on 
the global scale or will they succumb to in-
ward-looking nationalistic tendencies?  Will 
values of human rights and transparent gov-
ernance remain as a long-term global legacy 
of the brief US supremacy?  

Global leadership starts at home
The appetite of American, as well as 

European citizens for global leaderships is 
questionable. The electorate in the US seems 
to be craving greater national autonomy and 
a lessening of US global involvement while 
the electorate in Europe is yearning for more 
control by national governments at the ex-
pense of EU institutions. Donald Trump’s 
Presidency, Brexit and rising nationalistic 
tendencies in other European countries are 
clear testaments to that.  In addition the Eu-
ropean citizens have been reluctant to sup-
port increased levels of military spending, 
still a necessary requirement of enhancing 
global influence.  

Isolation by either the US, or member 
states of the EU, is a formula for disaster. 
First, it fails to recognize the complexity of 
our economic and other interdependencies 
and thus does not offer a real solution to 
domestic economic and social challenges. 
Second, it further undermines the influ-
ence wielded by the West globally. Lead-
ership is key now more then ever. Not the 
type of leadership that follows each popular 
whim but the type that recognizes that only 
through maintaining our global footprint 
can we ensure that values of human rights 
and governance based on democratic prin-
ciples are carried forward. 

Leaders need to explain to their constitu-
ents that we are linked to one another by the 

sible global citizens’, it is high time to invest 
more in raising them. It might just hold the 
key to the next great leap of humanity – how 
humans relate to one another and perhaps 
resolve conflict in a more constructive man-
ner. Fostering resilient democratic societies 
at home is the basis for projecting these val-
ues onto a global level in the long-term. 

New multipolar reality
One of the main indicators of how chaot-

ic our world has become is the lack of agree-
ment about what constitutes legitimacy in 
the international arena. Inviolability of bor-
ders was until recently one of the key foun-
dations of global order. The unacceptability 

of changing borders by mili-
tary force and violating 

a sovereignty of a 
nation was a 

tenet ac-
cepted 

b y 

most 
n a t i o n 

states.  For 
instance when 

Iraq invaded Ku-
wait in 1991 most of the 

international community agreed 
that such action is not legitimate. Interna-
tional consensus was garnered for an inter-
vention to counter Saddam Hussein’s attack 
and major powers were in agreement that 
changing borders through force is not legiti-
mate in the international order. 

It would be hard to say the same for in-
terventions (military and other) in the re-
cent decade. The international community 
was sharply divided by the US intervention 
in Iraq in 2003. Even today it is seen as il-
legitimate, particularly due to the fact that 
no WMDs were discovered. Russia’s annex-
ation of Crimea and its actions in Ukraine 
are certainly not legitimate in the eyes of the 
EU and the US.  The level of intervening into 
domestic affairs of other countries has also 
been upped a notch thanks to the technolog-
ical advances – cyber attacks, meddling with 
elections, miss-information and fake news. 

There has been much talk of this centu-
ry being the Asian century but power is not 
going to be passed down like a baton from 
the US to China. Rather we are going to live 
a world of regional centers of power, which 
will contend for influence in their respective 
regions and globally. Relations between US, 
EU, China and Russia will mark the great 
power dynamic; in addition regional powers, 
including India, Turkey, Iran and Japan have 
great impetus to influence global dynamics. 

The institutions built over the past de-

cades, UN, OEDC, IMF, World Bank, to 
name a few, form an elaborate network 
of partnerships; their existence and their 
prominence greatly lessen the chances of 
armed conflicts.  With reform and certain 
adaptations these institutions can continue 
to play an important role in a more multipo-
lar world.  America and the EU should strive 
for the existing multilateral organizations to 
continue forming the backbone of the new 
global order. 

Key to the equation of an emerging new 
world order, are the following elements: The 
US-China relationship, multilateralism in 
Asia, the Transatlantic bond and relations 
between Russia, EU and the US. 

At the center for a new global dynamic is 
the relationship between the US and China.  
China is becoming the great regional pow-
er in Asia, its influence is likely to grow and 
come into direct conflict with the interests 
of the US in Asia-Pacific region.  Times of 
transition are very dangerous; there is the 
tendency to demonize the rising power(s) 

and create an ‘enemy.’  The US would 
be wise to seek a cooperative rela-
tionship with China in which com-
mon ground is sought on security 
matters. While this would include 
yielding a certain degree of in-
fluence on the part of the US, 
reaching an accommodation 
with China would also prove 

to have numerous other security 
benefits in the long run. Such an accommo-
dation would include the need to settle dif-
ficult issues such as the status of Taiwan and 
find a resolution for the Korean peninsula. 
At the same time it would provide a base 
upon which a common security infrastruc-
ture can be built – one that would be key to 
shaping the new world order.

Asia has far fewer multilateral institutions 
and is, in this sense, far less interlinked. En-
hancing the role multilateral organizations, 
such as ASEAN should be encouraged. These 
are likely to be dominated by China, but they 
would serve as platforms upon which part-
nership can be built and as an infrastructure 
of global governance. 

The Transatlantic bond is key towards 
ensuring stability and security of Europe. 
This does not mean that Europe needs to 
continue to look to the US for its security 
guarantee. On the contrary, European coun-
tries would be wise to step up to the plate, 
up their defense budgets and start forming 
a tighter defense union. However, I believe 
that this should be done within the existing 
NATO structures. It would be a mistake to 
weaken this bond due to the current lead-
ership alignment in the US and Germany.  
NATO needs to be strong. Europe can assert 
itself more within NATO and take on a more 
prominent role. 

The relations between Russia, EU and the 
US are likely to remain fraught with difficul-
ties in the coming decade.  Economically, the 
EU and Russia are, and will remain, inter-
linked. Russian economy is far from sturdy 
and needs foreign investment and influx of 
new technologies. Europe needs energy and 
access to a large Russian market. However 
any further Russian territorial claims related 
to European countries should not be toler-
ated. The issue of Ukraine is at the forefront 
and will need to be resolved. The West will 
have to recognize that Ukraine is where Rus-
sia draws the line and that Russia is unlikely 
to back off, regardless of which sanctions are 

Global governance in disarray - 
what next?
Advancing our values AND embracing pragmatism - shaping the new global order
/  By Katja Geršak, Editor-in-Chief of the Bled Strategic Times

nature of our systems - our economies are 
intertwined, our security, our health, our en-
vironment and the state of our planet. These 
are realities. No walls will protect a country 
from a global pandemic and climate change.  
If people are questioning the diverse and 
open model of society it is up to the leaders 
to make it popular. Only open cooperative 
societies lead towards continued prosperity 
in Europe and the US. 

Legacy of Human Rights
For a brief historical moment it seemed 

that we have finally reached a point in our 
development when humans consider each 
other true equals. On a human emotional 
level we can call the adop-
tion a notion of 
human rights 
progress – 
an ideal 
w e 

strive 
towards. 
United Na-
tions Universal 
Declaration of Human 
Rights attests to this progress. 
Other institutions, which formed the basis 
of global order created by the West, with the 
US at its lead, espouse the values of human 
rights, participatory governance, transpar-
ency and open economies.

But we are far from living up to those 
ideals and nationalisms and other ‘isms’ are 
rearing their ugly heads again.  As human 
beings born into different cultures, we have a 
natural propensity to associate ourselves with 
those that are like us, think like us and have 
similar behavior patterns and understand-
ing of the world. So inevitably our picture of 
the world is made up of  ‘us’ and ‘them’, be it 
based on nationality, ethnicity, religion and 
a whole assortment of other factors.  And at 
some point ‘them’ becomes the enemy thus 
perpetuating the historical cycles of integra-
tion followed by violent upheavals. 

We pride ourselves on technological 
progress, on encouraging innovation and 
developing democratic governance.  We 
should apply this spirit and seek to evolve in 
the area of emotional intelligence as a soci-
ety. Due to immense technological strides, 
we are now better equipped to understand a 
human brain and our emotional responses. 
For a truly better society based on greater 
understanding and cooperation emotional 
intelligence should feature high on the lead-
ers’ agenda and be brought into our educa-
tion programs. We always refer to ‘respon- Continues on next page
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implemented next. Integrating Ukraine into 
the EU structures will result in a visceral re-
action from Russia. The EU should consider 
taking a pragmatic approach and try halt-
ing the downward spiral of EU-Russia rela-
tions in the coming years. Building a more 
cooperative relationship with Russia may 
take a while, but may also result in opening 
new opportunities for finding a solution for 
Ukraine. Working on issue-by-issue basis is 
likely to be the model of cooperation in the 
near future.  

Pragmatism wins the day
If we are striving for a more orderly world 

the major centers of power will have to come 
to some sort of agreement on legitimacy and 
with this a broad set of norms and rules that 
will guide great power relations in the com-
ing decades. 

Currently democracy is far from a domi-
nant governance system and many countries 
do not aspire toward adopting it as their 
own system. Cooperation and recognition 

that other countries have different models of 
governance will have to prevail. Going back 
to the principles of non-intervention and in-
violability of national sovereignty would be 
advisable and a necessary first step. Consen-
sus on this issue should be easier to garner 
internationally. 

A more orderly global order will take 
shape and have the possibility of growth only 
when the US and China reach an accom-
modation in their relationship. The best we 

can hope for is Western and Asian economic 
powerhouses coming to an agreement as to 
the contours of a new global order. When 
such agreement is reached it will be much 
harder for other major global actors to ig-
nore it or counter it effectively. Until then we 
will muddle through from one issue to the 
next, from one crisis to another. •

Can the Davos 
consensus handle our 
technology future?

E
very year a cozy consensus emerges 
at the World Economic Forum. Cau-
tious predictions are made as leaders 

work earnestly to identify and mitigate the 
risks facing our world. Sadly this consensus 
proves to be deficient in one or more mate-
rial ways, often before spring has begun: the 
financial crisis, the Arab Spring, even short-
term views on the start of Donald Trump’s 
presidency.

This should give us cause for concern as it 
implies that the mental models we use to in-
terpret events, predict outcomes and design 
interventions may be flawed, and sometimes 
substantially broken. Test your own judge-
ment right now: when did you believe that 
Donald Trump would become President? 
This simple test helps to expose your mental 
model. Some of you are still in denial. Per-
haps though you made up your mind after 
the FBI October surprise, or after watching 
him brush off video evidence of his com-
ments on women. More interestingly, for 
many it was the Brexit vote that swayed their 
judgement, internalizing the shock of that 
UK decision with the notion that maybe, 
just maybe, the power of negative populism 
might succeed.

The reason for starting with the Davos 
Consensus is that we all have a personal 
mental model of how the world works, and 
a group mental model of how we, as a col-
lective, see the world. This poses a serious 
challenge for advisors and decision makers 
when we think through the implications of 
technology. Most approach tomorrow as 
though it will be an extension of today, and 
yet there are huge and largely inevitable 
changes taking place that will have profound 
implications for government, public policy, 
and society overall.

This implies profound changes for pen-
sions, employment, and social care. We 
may even become new types of human, our 
genes edited, even our birth coming through 
tech like the ‘Biobag’, an artificial womb 
used today to birth goats. And this is before 
we plausibly merge with machines, based 
on investments Elon Musk is making into 
brain-computer interfaces with Neuralink. 
Imagine a society where lives may be extend-
ed for two or three decades. An already age-
ing European population would simply get 
older and older. How would our workplaces 
look like? Would people pursue more profes-
sions in their lives? Would we become po-
litically more conservative as a society, pro-
tecting what we have rather than supporting 
youth and innovation?

Artificial intelligence (AI) is rapidly gain-
ing traction. For several years AI experts com-
forted the world by suggesting that progress 
would be long and tortuous. Unfortunately 
their mental model of AI was wrong by a fac-
tor of decades. New approaches to AI design 
such as combining methods of brute pow-
er with rapid pattern recognition, have seen 
huge advances in areas of society that seemed 
impossible. Libratus is an AI poker ace, win-
ning $1.7M from four top players over a 20-
day Texas Hold’Em tournament. Yes, comput-
ers are learning how to bluff and lie.

AI is moving into classic knowledge 
worker territory. JP Morgan switched on 
COIN, an AI that automates interpreting 
commercial-loan agreements that, until it 
went live in 2017, consumed 360,000 hours 
of lawyer and loan work each year. Israeli 
startup Zebra-Med is rolling out its imag-
ing solution to identify liver, lung, bone and 
cardiovascular disease, augmenting and then 
replacing radiologists for much routine work 
with better results.

In most economies the bulk of employ-
ment is in manufacturing, construction, 
transport and service. It is only a matter of 
time before our roads are populated with 
self-driving vehicles, for personal transport 
and cargo. 3D printed construction is al-
ready here, albeit at small scale. These are 
great advances for society overall, and some 
tech investors will hugely. But what will peo-
ple do? A return to the Roman ‘bread and 
circus’?

And this is before images of the Termina-
tor pop into our head. Perhaps we are closer 
than we think as Russian Kalashnikov re-
cently announced a fully automated combat 
module that can identify targets and make 
decisions when to shoot. War without hu-
mans.

The list of disruptive technologies goes 
on and on. Cryptocurrencies set to disrupt 
banking systems. Weather modification 
technology to turn humidity into rain and 
snow. Google Translate, super-charged with 
a neural network, allowing us to speak and 
understand all the languages of the earth 
with just a mobile phone connection. 

These technologies need to be on the ra-
dar of policy makers sooner rather than later. 
The pace of change and the ability to spread 
new technologies easily outrun governments’ 
capacity to regulate. The best preparation 
would be to question the prevailing view of 
the world and then, with an open mind, be-
gin to explore these technologies and think 
through the implications. If your children 
can google it, you have no excuses. •

For instance in healthcare we are on the 
cusp of a revolution with CRISPR genetic 
editing, stem cell treatment, and 3D-printed 
body parts. There are two baby girls who in 
2015 were given genetically modified cells to 
kill their cancer, and to this day are totally 
free of leukemia. In 2017 there are already 20 
CRISPR clinical trials underway aiming to 
cure lung, breast, prostate, and kidney can-
cer. Scientists can generate embryonic stem 
cells by reverse engineering skin cells, and 
from there use stem cells in various treat-
ments, such as using one’s own stem cells 
to generate working body parts or even cre-
ating primordial germ cells that could turn 
into eggs and sperm.

Initially our first thoughts might veer to-
wards the beneficiaries of these advances, the 
wealthy and the powerful. What self-respect-
ing billionaire would not want to live forev-
er? Larry Ellison, founder of tech company 
Oracle, has donated more than $430 million 
to anti-aging research. This will mean that 
our current generation of leaders, provid-
ing they can stay healthy for another fifteen 
years, might continue to wield power well 
into three-digit ages. How would geopolitics 
look if we can no longer assume that an auto-
crat will eventually die? Or that a democrat-
ically elected leader such as Vladimir Putin 
or Recep Tayyip Erdoğan might never leave 
office, returning term after term?

And yet these technologies will like-
ly spread rapidly to the masses. Healthcare 
treatment is exceptionally expensive and, 
despite the guaranteed objections from the 
pharmaceutical industry and other parts 
of the healthcare ecosystem, enough gov-
ernments and individuals will jump on the 
chance of being cured from their diseases 
rather than look forward to decades of costly 
palliative treatment. 

Are policy makers ready for a world where humans live  
for 120 years and computers take over most of the jobs? 
/ By Mark Turrell, Professor of Global Strategy, Hult International Business School
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ed States guaranteed secure access to mar-
kets through its overwhelming control of the 
seas and used that as a basis to construct a 
globe-spanning network of allies.

The current iteration of this globalist mes-
sage tends to resonate with a more youthful 
demographic that embraces technology and 
seeks international exposure as a way of 
life. Advocates bristle at talk of nostalgia for 
‘simpler’ times, regarding such rhetoric as 
a gross distortion of history. The globalists 

are more willing to 
project their minds 
decades into the fu-
ture in an attempt to 
tackle problems that 
will impact future 
generations. We as-
sociate leaders such 
as Former U.S. Pres-
ident Barack Obama, 
French President 
Emmanuel Macron, 
former Italian Prime 
Minister Matteo 
Renzi, Canadian 

Prime Minister Justin Trudeau — and even 
powerful princelings further east like Sau-
di Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman 
— with a camp of contemporary globalist 
leaders. While there is a youthful face to this 
club, the globalist-nationalist divide is not 
simply a function of age or generational di-

“There is no global anthem. 
No global currency. No cer-
tificate of global citizenship. 

We pledge allegiance to 
one flag and that flag is the 

American flag.”
u.s. president donald trump

Globalists, nationalists  
and patriots
Globalists and nationalists battling it out on the global stage: not a 
temporary phenomenon but a full on fight for our hearts and minds
/ By Reva Goujon, Vice President of Global Analysis at Stratfor

I
n times of global angst, we tend to or-
ganize ourselves into rival camps and 
casually hurl political epithets at each 

other as a matter of practice and principle. A 
couple of similarly angst-ridden generations 
ago, identifying yourself as a communist or 
capitalist could provide you with a medal 
or land you in jail, depending on where you 
were in the world and the company you kept. 
Now, it is self-proclaimed globalists and na-
tionalists who are pitted against each other 
in a battle to passionately defend or radically 
reconstruct the global order.

Divided Camps
There are several underlying forces — 

from aging populations in the advanced in-
dustrial world, to technological change com-
pensating for lagging productivity, to major 
evolutions in global trade — that have put 
this most recent global rebalancing in mo-
tion and thus this battle between globalists 
and nationalist under the spotlight. 

The so-called globalists celebrate deep-
er connectivity around the world. In global 
trade, complex supply chains have stretched 
from continent to continent, moving parts, 
ideas and technologies multiple times across 
borders to produce a single good. Globalists 
see the rapid pace of urbanization as both 
a threat and an opportunity. The looming 
stress on local and planet-wide resourc-

es drives technological progress — from 
vertical farming to modular construction 
to battery innovation — to find solutions, 
enhancing along the way the clout of more 
innovative corporations that can agilely fill 
voids left by the state.

Nationalism is a dirty word for most glo-
balists. The mention of it conjures disturb-
ing images of parades filled with high-kneed 
marches and stiff salutes, a blinding embrace 
of propaganda and the threat of losing a 
generation to war. 
Globalists subscribe 
to the postwar liber-
al order that argues 
for collective secu-
rity arrangements, 
such as NATO, and 
ambitious political 
unions, like the Eu-
ropean Union, to 
tame nationalist fer-
vor. Moreover, many 
globalists, partic-
ularly in the West, 
regard the United 
States as a superpower, or least a first among 
equals. Indeed, it is a nation equipped with 
the resources and foundational values to play 
a leading role in governing the globe among 
other like-minded nations. That responsibil-
ity traces back to the Bretton Woods system 
set up in the postwar order, where the Unit-
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from the ancient Greek polis to the Roman 
Republic and the Italian city-states of the Re-
naissance, then fusing with the early West-
phalian concept of a nation-state and the 
spawning of nationalism in the French Rev-
olution and democracy in the New World. 
The European Union’s experimentation with 
open borders and the forces of globalization 
in the modern era introduced a new and still 
unresolved dimension to the concept of citi-
zenship. But the essence of what it means to 
be a citizen remains. 

As Aristotle described centuries ago, man 
is a political animal and a virtuous and natu-
ral path to law and order is for citizens to live 
under a rule of law and to take an active part 
in the communities with which they share 
blood and common values. Citizenship is a 
collection of rights protected by political in-
stitutions and excluded to non-citizens. And 
the test of citizen loyalty is the willingness 
of man to die for those rights. Global citi-
zenship, therefore, is 
a hollow concept if 
there is no legitimate 
entity with the ca-
pacity to protect the 
community it claims 
to represent. This is 
particularly so when 
that community is 
fundamentally di-
vided by its national imperatives. How many 
people are willing to die for the Paris Accord, 
the United Nations charter or even the Euro-
pean Union? Globally engaged should not be 
conflated with global citizenship.

A Nuanced Debate
There are of course deep nuances when it 

comes to the globalist vs. nationalist debate. 
A country’s need for open and growing mar-
kets, as well as the social risk they face from 
unrelenting and environmentally stressful 
industrial growth, has led some to lump 
leaders such as Xi Jinping and Narendra 
Modi with Merkel and Macron in a group of 
globalists defending free trade and investing 
in green technologies. But Xi and Modi are 
not cut from the same cloth of their Western 
counterparts. Rather than preaching univer-
sal Enlightenment values, they are using the 
global stage to pursue their fiercely national-
ist agendas at home.

Even within the Western camp of global-
ists there exist major contradictions. The new 
darling leader of the Europeanists, Macron, 
is using his honeymoon period to try and 
sell his European counterparts on the idea 
of opening a European protectionist um-
brella over the Continent to shield the union 
from Chinese encroachment and Ameri-
can unpredictability. But the Germans, the 
Dutch and others know that “Buy European” 
can just as easily morph into “Buy French” 
under an untested French president who 
is bracing himself for union strikes and 
street protests. So the Europeans do 
what they do best at every summit: 
promise to discuss the matter at 
a later date while carrying on as 

vide. Those who know and fear their histo-
ry, like German Chancellor Angela Merkel, 
have risked their own political careers to de-
fend a globalist agenda in an age of resurgent 
nationalism.

Nationalists tend to see the globalists 
as spineless and misguided. A deep under-
standing of the past, and a vision toward 
the future, does little good if politicians are 
skipping over the problems festering before 
their eyes today. The nationalists preach a 
seductive message of taking back control of 
one’s life, of one’s nation. They minimize the 
consumer benefits 
of global trade and 
emphasize instead 
the tragedy that has 
befallen low-skilled 
workers who are ill 
prepared to keep 
pace with automa-
tion and free trade. 
Their mindset is 
entrenched in the 
present. Why spend time poring over demo-
graphic and climate charts when the solu-
tions to those problems are wholly intangible 
to the common man and woman suffering 
today? An American farmer who has seen 
their livelihood go up in dust after years of 
drought does not want a lecture on climate 
change; they want a politician who will tell 
them that immediate relief has arrived and 
that the scientists other politicians are listen-
ing to are full of bunk. A prideful Frenchman 
would rather fixate on a message of preserv-
ing a modern French way of life imbedded in 
the country’s revolutionary fabric than toler-
ate alien customs and job-seeking migrants 
coming across the Mediterranean from the 
war-torn Islamic world.

Even as nationalists make big — and of-
ten unrealistic — promises to their voters on 
short-term fixes to their long-term problems, 
setting the stage for further disappointment 
down the road, they are still able to feed off 
long-building disillusionment and distrust 
in political institutions to gain a voice and 

“If you believe you are a 
citizen of the world, you are 

a citizen of nowhere.”
uk prime minister theresa may

“Now, the dividing line is 
not between left and right, 
but globalists and patriots.”
french national right leader 

marine le pen

platform among the masses. This is a potent 
tool in the hands of certain powerful mem-
bers of the elite who believe that the only way 
to save the republic from its current unravel-
ing, and from its ossified public institutions, 
is to allow for the creative destruction of the 
state itself and rebuild from the ashes toward 
a more enlightened capitalist state based on 
Judeo-Christian values.

This mindset is naturally more risk-tol-
erant and less concerned with the very real 
consequences of injecting uncertainty into 
alliances and trade pacts around the world. 

For this class of na-
tionalists, the system 
is so broken that the 
time for big risk and 
sacrifice has arrived. 
To carry their am-
bitious agenda for-
ward, the nationalists 
weaponize populism 
to control the mes-
sage to the masses. 

Thus, distrust toward public institutions is 
naturally channeled toward the mainstream 
media. “Fake news” becomes a mantra to 
drive people toward sources of information 
that conform to their worldview. And truth 
gets sacrificed along the way.

The nationalist mistrust toward politi-
cal institutions plays out on a multinational 
levelas well. If the nation has reached such a 
level of crisis that it needs to be saved, why 
should a country like the United States need-
lessly tether itself to international bodies that 
require ever-greater sacrifices from the glob-
al superpower? The UN, NATO and newer 
arrangements such as the Paris Accord are 
seen as straitjackets to American power as 
opposed to the natural evolution of a post-
war foundation to stabilize the world and 
guarantee U.S. supremacy through trade and 
security linkages across the globe.

This is why nationalists scoff at the fluffy 
notion of “global citizenship.”

Citizenship, after all, is a loaded word. 
The concept traces a history that stretches 

though the Franco-German alignment is 
stronger than ever.

The murky future of the UK under Brex-
it, the polarizing Trump effect on the Con-
tinent, Macron’s new mandate and Merkel’s 
likely incumbency are feeding a narrative 
that the head of the nationalist monster has 
been cut off and the globalists have prevailed. 
Europe has bought itself valuable time, but 
is still prey to the deeper rebalancing tak-
ing place in the form of this globalist vs. 
nationalist battle. Even as nationalism may 
appear treacherous to many globalists, there 
is something very natural about individuals 
wanting to look after their own before focus-
ing on others. The human condition is born 
of tribalistic tendencies. Even the mildest of 
nationalists will still cringe when they hear 
Obama speaking alongside Merkel at the 
Brandenburg gate arguing that “a child on 
the other side of the border is no less worthy 
of love and compassion than my own child.” 

The globalist vs. 
nationalist debate 
is not a temporary 
phenomenon and 
neither side is in a 
position to declare 
victory over the oth-
er. So long as both 
sides regard the oth-
er as existing in op-

posing camps locked in a zero-sum game, the 
disappointments in our political institutions 
will mount and global angst will persist.

The reality is that there are global respon-
sibilities as much as there are national ones 
and the two worlds are deeply intertwined. 
A globalist would be unwise to ignore the 
nationalist instincts of his own citizenry. A 
nationalist would be unwise to ignore the 
global dimensions to problems that impact 
the citizenry he claims to defend. Whether 
we dwell on the past, entrench ourselves in 
the present or fixate on the future, the social 
contract that exists between the state and its 
citizenry is a constant. Problems will merge 
across borders and power balances will shift 
among governments, corporations and in-
dividuals. But perhaps those who recognize 
the pitfalls of the globalist vs. nationalist di-
vide may emerge as the strongest patriots in 
the end. •
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and Herzegovina, since 1995 ossified into 
the Dayton Agreement, erodes society and 
economy year after year. Albania, Macedo-
nia and the EU-frontrunner Montenegro 
also remain riddled by destructive political 
antagonisms. Across the region societies 
have moved apart, not grown closer through 
the shared EU-perspective. Hence, the EU 
member states are pushing for more regional 
cooperation, trust-building and reconcilia-
tion. Germany and France supported, since 
2014, the Regional Youth Cooperation Office 
(RYCO), which opened its secretariat in Ti-
rana this spring. First youth encounters and 
school exchanges are expected this fall. This 
is good news but far from enough.

Integration without catching up
Progress takes place when people´s lives 

become better thanks to EU integration. The 

most tangible result remains the EU visa 
liberalization of 2009, which has regrettful-
ly not been extended to Kosovo yet. All 
countries, including Kosovo in 2016, have 
established individual bilateral contractual 
relations with the EU - the Stabilisation and 
Association Agreements (SAA). 

A key element that remains is trade. Au-
tonomous trade measures were granted early 
on while the EU secured access for goods, 
capital and services. The SAAs are aimed at 
establishing a single market over a period 
of ten years. Hence, market integration has 
been advanced in a dynamic manner and 
also includes broader European arrange-
ments, such as the Vienna-based Energy 
Community, the Common European Avia-
tion Area and - recently signed in Trieste - 
the plan to develop a Transport Community 
between the EU and the region. As part of 
the pre-accession assistance, the region par-
ticipates in Community action programmes 
such as Erasmus+, Horizon 2020, initiatives 
in the area of small and medium-sized busi-
ness, environment and other sectors. Among 
the benefits of integration include increased 
mobility, communication and exchange. 

Another notable accomplishment is 
monetary stabilisation of this region, which 
for most of the 20th century was regular-
ly ravaged by dramatic inflation. Curious-
ly, the two countries which use the Euro as 
their currency are the front-runners and 
last in the formal accession process: Mon-

tenegro and Kosovo. Bosnia and Herzegov-
ina is using a Euro-based currency regime, 
while Albania, Macedonia and Serbia have 
tied their currencies to the Euro, trying to 
maintain a stable exchange rate. The region 
is also integrated into the European banking 
sector. These close economic ties developed 
in parallel to the financial crisis that hit the 
European Union almost ten years ago. In the 
Balkans the crisis migrated from the EU with 
a delay and only last year did the region start 
to grow again, yet at levels that will make it 
virtually impossible to catch up with the rest 
of the EU for a long time to come. 

Boosting growth - rethinking EU 
enlargement

If the countries of the Western Balkans 
are to have any prospect of overcoming their 
current economic predicament, they will 

need to become more innovative and double 
their annual growth rates. A recent calcu-
lation by the World Bank indicates that the 
economies of the Western Balkans will need 
to grow at annual rates of at least 6 percent if 
they are to match the EU average by the end 
of the 2030s. After a decade that ended with-
out net growth, the current figures scarcely 
exceed 3 percent - too low to catch up. With-
out closing the gap with the EU the region 
is already being exposed to the temptations 
of populism, nationalism and other anti-Eu-
ropean currents. In this perspective, EU 
enlargement policy in the Western Balkans 
cannot be described as a success no matter 
how many chapters in the accession negotia-
tions with Montenegro and Serbia have been 
opened or the SAA with Kosovo signed. The 
Western Balkans countries need a boost to 
start converging with the EU. 

The Berlin process was meant to enhance 
regional economic cooperation and lay the 
foundations for bolstering growth. The ideas 
for a “Berlin plus” agenda, sketched out by 
the German Foreign Minister Sigmar Gabri-
el on 31 May 2017, points further into this 
direction. “Berlin plus” could make the pro-
grams and initiatives launched since 2014 
more effective. But in order to succeed all EU 
cooperation and development tools will need 
to be better directed to the regional growth 
needs, including creating special funds for 
start-up business, vocational training, IT-in-
frastructure, environmental protection, re-

search and development. The “Berlin plus” 
ideas will quickly be put to a test since they 
will be measured against the commitment of 
China`s “Belt and Road” initiative with some 
10 billion Euro investments for 16 countries 
in Central, Eastern and Southern Europe. 

In light of competition with other devel-
opment projects and the elusive perspectives 
for convergence, a fundamental rethink-
ing of enlargement policy is unavoidable. 
Rethinking will need to include all 27 EU 
members and six Western Balkans states. In 
March this year, the EU27 met in Rome to 
bolster its unity in light of “Brexit”. This was a 
missed opportunity to foster a broader sense 
of unity and urgency vis-à-vis the region. 
The coming year offers a unique chance to 
promote a joint reflection of societies, poli-
tics and business. Why should this not lead 
to a first full EU27-WB6 summit 15 years 

after Thessaloniki 2003? 
The Austrian EU-Presi-
dency in 2018 is the ide-
al platform to connect 
these dots between EU 
enlargement and the Ber-
lin process, signalling the 
creative re-launch of the 
European project in the 
Balkans. 

What´s another year? 
For once “a year” can 

make a difference. The 
next few months are piv-
otal. As a first, the Euro-
pean Commission will 
not present the annual 
“progress reports” on the 
Western Balkans coun-
tries` way into the EU. 
With the brexiting UK 
hosting the next summit 
in 2018, the Berlin pro-
cess risks losing steam. 
The freed up energy can 
be used to focus minds on 
a truly generational chal-
lenge: how to create fast-
er gradual and sectoral 

European integration and substantial social, 
economic and environmental convergence? 
How to reverse the trend of “stabilitocracy” 
and build democracy, the rule of law and 
open societies in the Western Balkans? 

Hence, this year`s Bled Strategic Forum 
marks the changing of our approach towards 
south-eastern Europe. Next year, the EU is 
preparing for a new institutional cycle with 
a new EU budget, and soon after in spring 
2019, with the elections to the European Par-
liament and a new Commission. The policies 
and objectives of the renewed EU27 are be-
ing defined now. One of the goals needs to 
be the integration of the Western Balkans 
countries during the next decade. For this 
to succeed more spaces for creative struc-
tural and active cohesion policies need to be 
opened. Success for its economic and social 
model in the Western Balkans would boost 
the EU’s credibility as an assertive strategic 
actor capable of creating a comparable stan-
dard of living across Europe securing peace 
and democracy in the long run. A task for 
now and not to be left for another year. •

What’s another year? 
The European Union and the Western Balkans 2017
/  By Tobias Flessenkemper, Senior Fellow of the Centre international de formation européenne 
(CIFE), member of the Balkans in Europe Policy Advisory Group (BiEPAG) 

J
ohnny Logan from Ireland won the 
Eurovision Song Contest 1980 with 
the song “What`s another year?”. 

Also in April 1980, the European Communi-
ty and Yugoslavia signed their first compre-
hensive Cooperation Agreement. The Com-
mission news release noted that “the primary 
objective of the Agreement is to improve the 
balance in the EC-Yugoslav trade which 
produced an adverse balance to for the lat-
ter country of $3.5 billion in 1979.” 37 years 
on, many more agreements were signed with 
the Western Balkans, yet balanced economic 
relations remain illusory. From 2006 to 2016 
the six Western Balkans countries have ac-
cumulated a trade deficit of 98 billion EUR 
with the EU. No wonder that economic de-
velopment and integration have once again 
become the priority for EU-Western Balkans 
cooperation. In July 2017 the project of a re-
gional economic area fea-
tured high on the Balkan 
summit agenda in Trieste, 
however it produced little 
more than encouraging 
gestures from the EU. 

Are the Balkans back?
The Trieste summit 

was another annual meet-
ing of a series, which 
started in the summer 
of 2014 in the wake of 
the war in Ukraine and 
shifting geopolitics. Ger-
man Chancellor Angela 
Merkel wanted to reach 
“additional real progress” 
in reforming the Balkans 
on their way to EU mem-
bership. Results remain 
meager, but at least the 
EU’s attention for the re-
gion has grown. The deep 
structural difficulties have 
come into focus. Yet, the 
hopes that the EU will de-
liver the instruments and 
funding for speedy con-
vergence and member-
ship remain elusive. Shortcomings cannot 
be talked over, even if Brussels points to the 
opening of new negotiating chapters with 
Montenegro and Serbia and the effectiveness 
of the new Commission “fundamentals first” 
approach on the rule of law and democracy. 
Hence, most people in the Balkans suspect 
that Brussels only shows an interest when 
local crises threaten the Union itself: such 
as migration corridor, source of organized 
crime, staging post for Islamist terrorism, 
or as a sideshow in the West’s conflict with 
Moscow.

Conflicts and tensions
The Berlin process intended to tack-

le some of the causes of blockage. The idea 
was to foster the resolution of outstanding 
bilateral and internal political issues in the 
Balkans. For a crisis-ridden EU it is par-
amount to avoid importing frictions, not 
least against the background of reemerging 
tensions within the EU. With consternation, 
many EU capitals therefore noted the agita-
tion, which was prompted by the outcome of 
the international arbitration over on the sea 
border between Croatia and Slovenia, two 
“new” EU countries from the region. The 
list of unresolved issues in the Western Bal-
kans is long and painful: Kosovo and Serbia 
are far from normalization and Bosnia and 
Herzegovina is blocked as politicians lack 
any common vision for the country deeply 
scarred by the war. The conflict in Bosnia 

Bled Strategic Times, September 2017 14



O
n 27 April this year, Macedonia suf-
fered the biggest blow in the hands 
of the “captured state.”1 The country 

stood on the brink as police officers sided 
with ex-Prime Minister Nikola Gruevski’s 
VMRO-DPMNE party against the Constitu-
tion and allowed an angry mob to enter the 
Parliament. Bursting into the temple of our 
democracy through the main doors, opened 
by several VMRO-DPMNE’s MPs caught 
red-handed on security cameras, the un-
ruly crowd bloodied the faces of the current 
Prime Minister Zaev and Defence Minister 
Shekerinska among others, and nearly killed 
the leader of the Alliance for the Albanians, 
Zijadin Sela. This was the turning point. That 
moment marked the birth of the new, more 
mature and determined Macedonia. Emerg-
ing out of a deep and long institutional and 
moral crisis of impunity in the face of obvi-
ous and fully exposed wrongdoings, we have 
earned a chance to build a real European de-
mocracy, where everyone will be equal and 
accountable before the law. This is the essen-
tial promise of our Government.

 
Prioritizing European integration

In the brief three months since the for-
mation of the new Government on May 31st, 
2017, Macedonia has demonstrated a deter-
mination to reaffirm its international posi-
tion, rebuild its institutions and return to the 
fundamental values of democracy, good gov-
ernance and the rule of law. We have also en-
gaged in proactive diplomacy, which we hope 
will open avenues for an attainable European 
perspective.

The Government has crafted a Roadmap 
to address literally all fields of governance 
and coined it as Plan 3-6-9. The Plan focuses 
on measures to be implemented in the next 
three, six and nine months in key reform ar-
eas such as elections, rule of law, media, civil 
society and Parliament.  It represents a litmus 
test for our political will and capacity to face 
the old and emerging challenges and catch the 
EU train. The relations between the Repub-
lic of Macedonia and European Union and 
NATO have started to intensify and gained 
new dynamics and quality. Our reform re-
cord at home will establish the grounds for 
a clean and unconditional recommendation 

to kick off accession ne-
gotiations. The renewed 
recommendation of the 
European Commission 
will set the basis for fur-
ther deliberations at the 
European Council aimed 
at tangible advancement 
of the accession process.

NATO membership 
remains another strategic 
priority and represents a 
key pillar for long term 
stability and prosperity. We 
are firm in our strategic ori-
entation to swiftly join the 
Alliance, demonstrated by 
our direct contributions to 
its mission, the strengthen-
ing of the national military 
capacities, and the advance-
ment of good-neighborly re-
lations.

Good-neighborly relations 
and regional cooperation are 
among our highest foreign 
policy priorities. This is based 
on an understanding that the 
EU integration and regional 
cooperation are intertwined 
and mutually reinforcing pro-
cesses. The countries from the 
Western Balkans are like con-
nected vessels – prosperity of 
one, means prosperity of the re-
gion as a whole. We rise or fall 
together. Our recent diplomatic 
visits to Athens, Sofia and Tirana 
reflect our willingness to advance 
our relations and infuse a new en-
ergy, new spirit of cooperation in 
the relations with our neighbors. 
We aim to exercise open and bona 
fide policies directed at replacing 
problems with opportunities. The 
foundation of this approach is based 
on our firm determination to genuinely 
transform and advance cooperation with our 
neighbors towards our shared European fu-
ture.  The signing of the Treaty on Friendship, 
Good-Neighborliness and Cooperation with 
Bulgaria on August 1st, negotiated without 

third party mediation, demon-
strates that we are able to match our commit-
ment with tangible actions and deliverables. 
A joint statement by High Representative/
Vice-President of the European Commis-
sion, Federica Mogherini, and Commission-
er Johannes Hahn has praised the agreement 
underscoring that it “demonstrates the deter-
mination of both sides to overcome bilater-
al issues and is an inspiration for the whole 
region.”2 Moreover, the US Department of 
State described it as “an encouraging example 
of how differences between neighbors can be 
resolved peacefully.”3

Taking Reforms Seriously 
The malfunctioning of institutions, ab-

sence of checks and balances, grave state of 
affairs in the judiciary and the media turned 
Macedonia into a “captured state”, where 
impunity flourished. Our experience has 
provided a bitter confirmation for the need 
for serious, responsible and committed in-
stitutional reform. In response, our ongoing 
efforts pursue effective regulatory measures 
and deep reforms that would improve the 
present, critical state of affairs in almost all 
areas of governance. One of our priorities is 
to build an independent, impartial, profes-
sional and efficient judicial system, and to 
rebuild the trust in the domestic courts, as 
the foundations of a prosperous and just so-
ciety.

We will take steps to rectify the short-
comings documented in the “Priebe Re-
port”.  The focus will be on addressing the 
remarks and recommendations of the Eu-
ropean Commission and the Council of 
Europe (Venice Commission and GRECO) 
in close cooperation with them. What is 
more, a full revision of the Draft Strategy 
for Reform of the Justice System will be 
conducted with a view to incorporate the 
recommendations made by the European 
Commission. The Law on the Council for 
Establishing Facts and Disciplinary Li-
ability of Judges will be abolished. With 
regard to the suppression of organized 
crime and corruption, concrete activities 
have already been taken towards starting 
a reform of the Anti-Corruption Unit 
at the Ministry of the Interior. The State 
Commission for the Prevention of Cor-
ruption is to prepare a detailed analytical 
report of all corruption-related cases and 
investigations it has worked on in the 
last 5 years. Fighting corruption in all 

spheres of life is a must. Special attention 
will be placed on the reform of the security 
services, especially intelligence service, in 
light of the extensive infringements exposed 
in the past two years. The Government will 
ensure a transparent and inclusive debate and 
allow the consultation process related to the 

reform model to be completed. Additionally, 
there is a plan to start an inclusive parliamen-
tary discussion on the selection of the best 
model for reforming the communication in-
terception system. 

Our reforms at home are our strongest ar-
gument of the validity and soundness of our 
EU dossier in Brussels and vis-a-vis the mem-
ber-states. We do not wish to join the EU for 
the sake of joining. Our goal is to transform 
Macedonia into a European democracy gov-
erned by the rule of law. Our uphill journey 

can only be eased or made more difficult by 
the unfolding of the accession process.

 
Hunger for accountability 
and shared prosperity

Republic of Macedonia’s 
new Government is driven by a 

new energy, propelled by the pos-
itive vision of shared prosperity and 

cooperation. We have a clear mission to 
work towards a qualitative transformation 

of the Macedonian society as a whole, pro-
moting its cohesiveness whilst taking pride in 
its multi-ethnic and multi-cultural richness. 
Overcoming the crisis was a joint challenge, 
one which united us in demanding justice 
across the old lines of division.

The experience of surviving the crisis has 
made us more determined, but also more 
conscious of the seriousness and responsi-
bilities of our mission and the need to see 
our positive vision become reality. I hope 
that Europe will actively and wholeheartedly 
support that vision. Not only out of respon-
sibility towards Macedonia and its citizens, 
but because supporting it and seeing it bear 
fruit, can help invigorate Europe’s confidence 
in itself. Europe must show that not only it 
can help halt a negative dynamic, but that it 
can also propel forward a positive one. It will 
be of essential importance that the EU and 
its Member-States continue to be engaged in 
the process and find a way to provide a break-
through for our accession.

As we actively attempt to learn from our 
mistakes, we can only hope that Europe 
will do so as well. The crisis that Macedonia 
faced in many ways demonstrates what hap-
pens when a country is left in the “waiting 
room,” without a tangible perspective. The 
Balkans must not remain at the periphery of 
political attention. This will require the EU 
and the other partners to remain honest in 
evaluating our performance, but also fair in 
acknowledging and honoring the delivered 
reform results. What is more, starting EU ac-
cession negotiations can only positively affect 
the endeavours for resolving bilateral issues. 
The EU has an opportunity to demonstrate 
leadership in its policy towards Macedonia, 
the region and its European aspirations. I 
have no doubts that in order to ensure long-
term stability and prosperity of the region, it 
is particularly important to breathe new life 
into and strengthen the credibility of the EU 
enlargement process as one of the most suc-
cessful EU policies. By following the spirit of 
European principles, the Republic of Mace-
donia remains devoted to building a com-
mon European future with all its neighbours. 
Lets seize this new hope, the new spark born 
in the Macedonian crisis to make a real dif-
ference. Europe should match that commit-
ment with a similar vision for a just, peaceful 
and prosperous European Macedonia. •

The new crisis-born  
resolve in Macedonia  
is an opportunity we  
must seize

Endnotes

1   “Democracy and rule of law have been constantly challenged, in 
particular due to state capture affecting the functioning of dem-
ocratic institutions and key areas of society.” (Commission Staff 
Working Document, https://ec.europa.eu/neighbourhood-enlarge-
ment/sites/near/files/pdf/key_documents/2016/20161109_re-
port_the_former_yugoslav_republic_of_macedonia.pdf )

2   See: https://ec.europa.eu/commission/commission-
ers/2014-2019/hahn/announcements/statement-high-represen-
tativevice-president-federica-mogherini-and-6_en

3   See: https://www.state.gov/r/pa/prs/ps/2017/08/272975.htm

4   See: https://ec.europa.eu/neighbourhood-enlargement/sites/near/
files/news_corner/news/news-files/20150619_recommenda-
tions_of_the_senior_experts_group.pdf

Building a peacefull and prosperous  
European Macedonia
/ By Nikola Dimitrov, Minister of Foreign Affairs of the 
Republic of Macedonia
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How to give more leeway to 
unchallenged ‘fake news’  
Professionally fact-checked editorial content free for the taking
/ By Florian Nehm, Head of Corporate Sustainability & EU Affairs at Axel Springer SE 

The availability of these resources, how-
ever, crucially depends on a fair market that 
generates sufficient financial revenues to en-
sure the commercial viability of fact-check-
ing news media. An adequate editorial 
budget, ideally originating completely from 
the sale of editorial content and advertising 
space, is an essential prerequisite for inde-
pendence from ‘interest-driven subsidies’ 
provided by non-publishing industries such 
as governments and political parties as well 
as influence-seeking oligarchs. 

As users shift their consumption from 
print to digital in the form of websites and 
apps, European newspapers and magazines 
are reaching more readers than ever before. 
But higher readership online does not trans-
late into higher revenues. In fact, it is quiet 
the opposite. The press publishing industry 
is struggling because revenue yields for con-
tent and advertising online are much lower 
than for paper versions. And particularly ag-
gravating is the fact that other parties, such 
as search engines and news aggregators, gen-
erate considerable digital revenues through 
the unauthorized use of publishers’ con-
tent. Publishers’ valuable content and reve-
nue-earning potential are being siphoned off 
by large and small companies, which rou-
tinely reuse and monetize editorial content 
without permission or remuneration. Al-
most all publishers across Europe are there-

fore facing unsustainable financial pressure. 
But how did  European publishers get into 

this defenseless situation?  Commercial users 
(starting with the quasi-monopolistic search 
engines) make considerable and even huge 
profits, thanks in part to aggregated editorial 
content. The ‘manufacturing costs’ such as 
journalists’ salaries, etc. are however borne 
solely by publishers. In contrast to music 
and movie producers, press publishers so far 
have no legal protection from the commer-
cial exploitation of their branded publishing 

content by other players on the Internet. 
Without enforceable copyright rules, the 

chances of journalistic companies generat-
ing sufficient revenue to finance themselves 
is further reduced. Consequently the pro-
viders of fake news are strengthened. The 
decline of professionally fact-checked edi-
torial content, for which publishers assume 
editorial responsibility and liability, results 
in an increase in the leeway for fake news. 
In this way democratic societies lose jour-
nalistic quality, diversity and independence. 
This problem unfortunately already escalat-
ing dramatically in a number of EU Member 
States. 

To counter it, the European Commission 
has proposed a crucial copyright reform sup-
ported by publishers from Helsinki to Lisbon 
and all European publishers’ associations. 
The proposal is now being discussed in the 

European Parliament and the Council of the 
28 European governments. The proposed 
“press publisher’s neighboring right” would 
start to repair a system that undermines pub-
lishers’ potential to innovate and grow, and 
thus protect journalism and safeguard its 
role in the democratic process. This neigh-
boring right would finally give publishers the 
necessary legal ownership of material pub-
lished online and via mobile apps – the kind 
of right already granted to other producers 
in the film, music and audiovisual sectors. 

Having clear legal rights of own-
ership of the entire publication 
would make it easier to negotiate 
the terms of trade with companies 
who wish to reuse and monetize 
our content. 

This right would end a discrim-
inatory gap in legislation, making 

it clear that publishers own what they pub-
lish and allowing them to take action against 
unauthorized commercial use. 

Nothing is easier in the digital age than 
copying and distributing content illegally. A 
publisher’s right would provide protection 
to the publishers and their journalists from 
commercial piracy and pave the way for in-
novative and legal ways to monetize news 
content digitally. 

Conversely, a lack of political support for 
this crucial copyright reform proposed by 
the European Commission would certainly 
give more leeway to the unchallenged fake 
news. •

T
he Collins English Dictionary de-
fines ‘fake news’ as “false, often sen-
sational, information disseminated 

under the guise of news reporting”. And 
what would be the opposite of ‘fake news’? 
Carl Bernstein, the legendary investigative 
Watergate reporter of the Washington Post, 
has described the opposite of fake news as 
“the best obtainable version of the truth”. 

Journalists are fallible. But journalists 
have an ethos that differs from other profes-
sions: Their goal is to discover the truth, even 
if by publishing the truth they make 
complete fools of themselves. No other 
profession is as permeated by this ethos. 
Not doctors, not policemen, not politi-
cians, and not managers. 

It is journalists who are often the 
fastest when it comes to acknowledging 
mistakes, occasionally through self-crit-
icism, much more typically through criti-
cism of their beloved colleagues. But this is 
precisely the salutary corrective of pluralistic 
journalistic and economic competition. This 
is why we need journalism. Because when 
the corrective of unmasking false reporting 
is missing, our society loses its equilibrium. 
It is why we need a multimedia press rather 
than digital propaganda. 

Having a robust legal basis and a tradi-
tion of freedom of press, while a basic pre-
condition, is not in itself sufficient for pro-
ducing the ‘best obtainable version of truth’ 
or unmasking fake news. Researching pub-
lic records, uncovering corruption, sending 
correspondents to relevant events and thor-
oughly checking information are time-con-
suming and expensive exercises. They re-
quire a budget for trained and experienced 
reporters and editors. 

But how did  European publishers get  
into this defenseless situation? 
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The Vox Populi 
diplomacy 1.0
The new game in town – unlimited access to  
publicity at the touch of your fingertips
/ By Maxim Behar, President of International Communication Consultancy 
Organization (ICCO), CEO of M3 Communications Group, Inc.

T
o be a diplomat these days is really 
easy. You just wake up in the morn-
ing, take a shower, prepare a coffee 

and then...switch on the computer or just 
pick up the smart phone to see the latest 
tweet of your boss and to set your agenda for 
the day. 

It is not a joke and the on-
line diplomacy era did not 
start with the aggressive and 
direct style of the US Presi-
dent Donald Trump. It is true 
that the whole world these 
days is reading and trying to 
interpret his tweets, but this phenomenon 
stems from the deep changes taking place 
in our societies, transfomation of relations 
and media landscapes for the past decade in 
every single square meter on Planet Earth. 
 
The reason of this change is very simple - 
change of the ownership of media. Some 
years ago publishers and editors were the 
only ones with direct access to the media. 
The rest of the opinion makers - politi-
cians, diplomats and businessman especial-
ly - were trying to approach them in the 
most creative, ethical and professional way. 
Now there is simply no need to do this, as 
all of those groups, all of us are the own-
ers of media and can use it to increase 

our influence, but also to better serve our 
readers, followers, friends and audiences. 
We can call this phenomena “The Vox Po-
puli diplomacy or The Voice of the ordinary 
man”. With the unlimited publicity brought 
to the international relations and to the 
opinion making process people who don’t 

even have  a clue about diplomacy, negoti-
ation and history, now have access to two 
important tools, which they lacked before - 
opinions and media. 

Many newcomers are now entering the 
professional political arena, generally with 
no expertese on how to be a lawmaker,  insuf-
ficient knowledge of the laws or whom they 
should serve. One of the reasons for that, I 
believe, is also unlimited access to publicity 
by people who lack relevant education, but 
have exposure perhaps due to their charis-
ma. Think for a moment who were the pub-
lic figures before February 4, 2004, the date 
of the establishment of Facebook - not only 
the most powerful media network, but also 
the logical base of all the ensuing products 

catering to the unlimited humans’ desire to 
communicate and share - Twitter, LinkedIn, 
Snap chat, Pinterest, Instagram and even 
China based WeChat and Russian Vkontak-
te. Public figures before that date were a very 
limited number of   people with even more 
limited professions - politicians, TV anchors 
and analysts, show business players, sports-
men...  That was it. And sometimes someone 
very incidentally received some ‘air time’ 
on TV for a couple of minutes fame. Today 
a taxi driver with a second hand laptop in a 
small garage might be more popular that a 
politician, a rock singer or a football player 
if he has something to say and knows how to 
do it. He may reach more followers than any 
political “guru” if he is aware how to share 
his thoughts and how to influence people’s 
opinions. 

I believe this to be the main reason why 
there is a huge lack of leaders and person-
alities with a capital “L” or capital “P” in di-
plomacy and in politics as a whole today.  In 
the past, for someone to be  well-known and 

considered successfull, it was almost obliga-
tory to build a persona through politics – it 
afforded popularity, influence and enormous 
experience. 

Today there is no logical reason for a 
young and successful person to enter pol-
itics first - because there are so many new 
opportunities, start ups and launches to be 
successful fast and second because it is not 
a challenge anymore to be a politician in a 
political system which obviously the majori-
ty of the voters don’t like. 

There are two further reasons why poli-
tics is not a popular choice anymore. First, 
the system, which we still call “democra-
cy” is deficient also because it is controlled 
on a daily base by the whole society with 

all the angry and hate opinions which 
reach billions of people all over the world. 
One of the most obvious advantage of poli-
tics and diplomacy used to be their “immu-
nity” and freedom to act without immediate 
critics or negative opinions of the people 
around you, especially when you are a lead-
er. Today politicians barely get 10 minutes 
to defend their potentially damaged image 
and to explain their view, if anybody attacks 
them in social media. It means that the mod-
ern politicians must work hard every day 
on the communications means – to like, to 
share, to discuss, to prove and at the end of 
the day to be proactive in the fullest meaning 
of the word. 

I am not the one to like or dislike Presi-
dent Trump, also because I am not a voter in 
his country. But I like the way he communi-
cates to the world and this is a good example 
for each politician, diplomat or just a busi-
nessman. 

Open and proactive expression of opin-
ion brings completely different flavor to the 

modern diplomacy and makes 
people much more responsi-
ble and actively involved in the 
policy making, as it is not any-
more done only in the embassy 
rooms or ministerial cabinets. 
Vox Populli Diplomacy is much 

stronger today and this is an extremely good 
message to the modern world, which with 
social media is much better, much smaller 
and much more transparent. And each dip-
lomatic step is already controlled by the wide 
audience publicly – every day, every minute 
even. All those things are good news for so-
ciety.  

We simply must play the game – both 
diplomatic and politically - according to the 
new rules and to the Three S formula– Speed, 
Simplicity and Self Confidence; or The Three 
T formula– Tweet, Transparent and Trace.  

The rest is in the hands of the people. Fi-
nally. •

    

SMART

SIMPLE

www.generali.si

ACCESSIBLE

TRUSTWORTHY

FAST

RELEVANT

SAFE

All of us are the owners of media and  
can use it to increase our influence
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2
016: amid the geopolitical turbulence 
and uncertainty over migration and dis-
placement, last September’s High-Level 

Summit on Addressing Large Movements 
of Refugees and Migrants at the United Na-
tions in New York brought unity and clarity, 
and sent an important political message to 
the world. The meeting itself was unprec-
edented, and signaled that migration and 
refugee matters had risen to the top of the 
international agenda and were there to stay. 

Most importantly, the world’s nations de-
clared that they recognized and were com-
mitted to upholding the human rights of 
migrants. The “New York Declaration for 
Refugees and Migrants” was adopted by the 
193 UN Member States which committed to 
“protecting the safety, dignity and human 
rights and fundamental freedoms of all mi-
grants, regardless of their migratory status, at 
all times.” It was a historic moment in New 
York, a time and place where States united 
to affirm that all migrants and refugees are 
“rights holders” as human beings, born free 
and equal in dignity. The idea that some 
people may “deserve” rights more than oth-
ers goes against not only international stan-
dards, hard won over centuries, but surely 
against any notion of humanity.  

When the New York Declaration was ad-
opted, we at the International Organization 
for Migration (IOM) were heartened to see 
the word “rights” mentioned more than fif-
ty times throughout the document. Yet, we 
must also know that while a vast majority 
of States around the world has ratified in-
ternational instruments prescribing that all 
persons, including migrants, are entitled to 
respect, protection and fulfillment of their 
human rights, there has been an acute short-
coming in implementing these legal protec-
tions. We are not so much confronted with a 
lack of legal framework protecting migrants, 
but with insufficient implementation there-
of. Shortcoming in protection of and respect 
for rights lead directly to creation of vulner-
abilities – which subsequently need to be 
addressed, whereas full respect for and ful-
filment of rights of individuals will address 
existing vulnerabilities and prevent new ones 
from being created, either during the migra-
tion process or upon arrival.  

Last year, 2016, also recorded a grim 
milestone: an estimated 5,079 migrants died 
or went missing in the Mediterranean, the 
largest number ever reported in the region. 
Many more deaths undoubtedly went un-
recorded at sea and along the other migra-
tion routes to Europe, including in the Sa-
hara Desert. Migrants face grave violations 
of their right to life and numerous human 
rights abuses at all stages of the migratory 
process and along the precarious routes they 
are often forced to take in a quest for safety 
and better lives for their families. Violations 
of rights are both a cause for migration, as 
well as a sad consequence of lack of imple-
mentation of rights of migrants. 

People smugglers have flaunted out-
standing disregard for the dignity, life and 
rights of migrants, and exploited the needs 
of those desperate to reach Europe or other 
destinations. And in far too many instances, 
victims of trafficking are subjected to severe 
abuse, and violence, labour exploitation and 
in some instances subject to outright slavery.

Of particular concern is the detention of 
migrant children. The March 2017 Europe-
an Commission Recommendation on mak-
ing returns more effective calls on EU Mem-
ber States to not “preclude in their national 
legislation the possibility to place minors in 
detention (…).” Detention of children is a 
violation of international law as it can never 
be in the best interests of the child. General-
ly, detention has to have a legitimate aim, be 
proportionate to that aim, and be an excep-
tion to the right to liberty, one of the oldest 
rights to be enshrined in legal texts. Migra-
tion detention as it is used today is in most 
cases arbitrary by not being individual and 
not being used as a last resort.    

The resurgence of xenophobia in the 
EU, often fueled by public figures pursuing 
votes on the backs of migrants and political 
movements with bigoted agendas, has paved 
the way for increased discrimination and 
violence against migrants. As of Novem-
ber 2016, the European Union’s Agency for 
Fundamental Rights (FRA) indicated that 
violence, harassment, threats and xenopho-
bic speech targeting asylum seekers and 
migrants remain pervasive and grave in the 
EU, be they committed by state authorities, 

private companies, individuals, or vigilante 
groups1. Existing legislation, both at EU and 
national level clearly, prohibits hate speech 
and xenophobic acts, reflecting values at the 
core of European culture; that all human 
beings are equal with equal rights. And yet 
there is a tendency and even an acceptance 
of a discourse that creates an “other” which 
seems to be different from our “selves” – 
something that surely goes against the no-
tion of rights and the fundamental values on 
which the EU and also EU Members States 
were founded. It is paramount that we un-
derstand that attacks on one group of people 
can easily lead to an erosion of individu-
al rights of everyone. And that we look to 
history to learn how badly things can go if 
we do not counteract these notions of “oth-
er” as being “less deserving” of rights than 
“us”. There are lessons to be learned from 
when such speech was not curtailed in the 
past. And there is a need of informing of not 
only the dangers of such ideas, but also of 
the benefits of a society in which everyone 
feels secure, valued and safe. If we are seri-
ous about securing our own human rights, 
won over centuries of debates and of de-
velopments of hard law and enshrined in 
today’s international treaties as well as in 
many regional and national instruments, we 
cannot sit back and witness, or even actively 
take part in, the erosion of the respect and 
protection of rights of people who are effec-
tively under our jurisdiction. If we do so we 
put in jeopardy the very foundations – legal 
as well as philosophical – on which our so-
cieties, national, regional as well as interna-
tional are based. 

As underlined by UN Member States 
during the first informal thematic session 
towards a Global Compact on migration in 
May 2017, we need to work hard to make 
evidence-based discourse and policies the 
order of the day. This will naturally help 
to counter negative perceptions towards 
migrants. Governments and leaders have 
a number of tools at their disposal to en-
sure that migrants are protected against all 
forms of discrimination. They should not go 
to waste, but be leveraged for the benefit of 
their societies. 

Former Secretary-General of the Unit-
ed Nations, Kofi Annan, pointed the way in 
saying that “ensuring essential political, eco-
nomic and social entitlements and human 
dignity for all people provides the rationale 
for policy.” These birthrights should not be 
a luxury, “but an indispensable component 
of national development efforts.” It is crucial 
that the Global Compacts, which will be ad-
opted in 2018, clearly reflect this.

IOM’s work is guided by a rights-based 
approach, which is a conceptual framework 
and methodological tool for developing pol-
icies and practices that integrate the rights, 
norms and standards derived from interna-
tional law. This approach is multi-purposed 
as it supports States in upholding their inter-
national commitments, addresses the rights 
deficit experienced by migrants, fosters the 
rule of law and good migration governance, 
and ultimately, is the best way to realize the 
full benefits of migration for both migrants 
and societies. Such an approach ought to 
guide all legislative, policy and program-
matic discussions on migration in the Eu-
ropean Union. Indeed, it reflects and re-
spects the core European values of “human 
dignity, freedom, democracy, equality, the 
rule of law and respect for human rights” 
enshrined in the Treaty on European Union 
and upheld in the EU Charter of Fundamen-
tal Rights. •

Rights should guide our 
approach to migration 
How we deal with migration reflects who we are as a society. We have 
set the right standards, we need to live up to them
/ By Kristina Touzenis, Head of International Migration Law at the International Organization for Migration (IOM)

Endnotes

1  FRA, European Union Agency for Fundamental Rights (2016) 
Current migration situation in the EU: hate crime, November 
2016, http://fra.europa.eu/sites/default/files/fra_uploads/fra-2016-
november-monthly-focus-hate-crime_en.pdf.

It is paramount that we 
understand that attacks  
on one group of people can 
easily lead to an erosion of 
individual rights of everyone. 
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From troubled waters 
to ‘Blue Peace’
Water and security are increasingly interlinked. Without good governance 
and cross-border cooperation water will become a source of conflict
/ By Sundeep Waslekar, President of the Strategic Foresight Group

crease due to global warming, increasing 
rate of evapotranspiration and pollution 
caused by industrial and agricultural ac-
tivities. It is not possible to find solutions 
within the confines of a national border. If 
one country over uses or pollutes water, its 
riparian neighbours will be affected even if 
they are disciplined themselves. As demand 
for water grows and reaches the limit of fi-
nite supply potential conflicts are brewing 
between countries that share freshwater re-
serves.

Strategic Foresight Group has construct-
ed the Water Cooperation Quotient, analys-
ing trans-boundary water relations in all of 

the 286 shared river basins in 146 countries 
of the world. It shows that the countries 

engaged in politically driven and sub-
stantive water cooperation do not 

go to war for any reason at all. 
The Water Cooperation Quo-

tient can therefore function 
as a barometer to assess risk 
of war and prospects of peace 
by looking at water relations.  
It reveals that currently there 

are 84 cooperative river basin 
arrangements governing 153 

rivers. Out of this total, 49 insti-
tutions governing 90 trans-boundary 

rivers promote active water cooperation. 
There are only eight mechanisms facilitating 
full-fledged active water cooperation in 19 
trans-boundary river basins. They are all 
in West Africa and Europe.

The Senegal River Basin Organ-
isation (known as OMVS by its 
French initials) between Guinea, 
Mali, Mauritania and Senegal 
goes the farthest in promoting 
trans-boundary water coop-
eration. All dams, navigation 
lines, hydro-electric plants and 
other infrastructure are jointly 
owned by the four countries, su-
perseding national sovereignty. The 
institution also prevents conflicts on mat-
ters not related to water through its lines of 
communication between government lead-

ers. The Gambia River Basin Organ-
isation, in its neighbourhood, 

has recently amended its 
constitution to fol-

low the OMVS 
e x a mp l e 

o f 

subjugating national decision making to 
the spirit of regional commons. The riv-
er basin organisations of Niger and Congo 
rivers do not go as far as jointly owning the 
infrastructure. But the member countries 
have veto over other riparian countries 
in decisions to build infrastructure. 
Each country is allowed to con-
struct a dam or an irrigation line 
only if other riparian countries 
do not have objections. Thus, 
Africa is leading the way in 
using water as an instrument 
of peace, friendship and co-
operation despite economic 
difficulties. 

Europe also has a long track 
record of trans-boundary river co-
operation. The institutions such as Rhine 
and Danube river commissions are sup-
ported by the EU Water Framework Direc-
tive, which demands the harmonisation of 
national laws. The United States has a long 
history of cooperation with Canada and 
Mexico. Unfortunately, in recent years it is 
shying away from some of the provisions of 
the treaties to resolve differences and pro-
mote common approaches.

An interesting example of trans-bound-
ary cooperation in Europe is the Sava River 
in the Balkans. Following the end of violent 
wars and the signing of the Dayton Agree-

ment, the agreement to cooperate on the 
Sava River was the first major devel-

opment between the post-Yugoslav 
states. What began as a small 

technical exchange project 
has now bloomed into full-
fledged active cooperation, 
managed by the Sava River 
Commission and support-
ed by the EU institutions.

The Water Coopera-
tion Quotient reveals that 

several different models of 
trans-boundary cooperation exist, 

depending on political and economic re-
alities. While OMVS is the most far-reach-
ing, and could be the long term ideal for the 
countries seeking peace, many other models 
can help countries build cooperation in a 
phased manner, and climb gradually up on 
the Water Cooperation Quotient.

Water is not the oil of the twenty first 
century as some observers say. Oil has al-
ternatives like natural gas, solar, wind, 
and other forms of energy. 

Water has no 

alternative. It is also erroneous to believe 
that we can desalinate our seas to solve the 
problem. A large desalination plant can pro-
cess 150-200 million cubic matters of wa-

ter every year, which is helpful for small 
countries with a few million people liv-

ing on the coast. The needs of most 
countries are measured in billions 

of cubic meters per annum.
Therefore, the Sustainable 

Development Goal on Water 
has a special sub-goal (6.5.2) 
on water cooperation. The 
Global High Level Panel on 

Water and Peace, the UN Se-
curity Council, and the Inter-

action Council, a body of former 
Heads of States and Governments, 

among others, are promoting the use of wa-
ter as a force for peace at a time when new 
research shows a strong correlation between 
water cooperation and comprehensive 
peace.

The greatest need of the hour is to have 
tools to measure effectiveness of coopera-
tion, models of trans-boundary dialogue 
and risk reduction, and institutions of col-
laborative and sustainable management of 
water. If we fail in this path, conflicts are 
inevitable. Therefore SDG Goal 6 on Water 
and Goal 16 on peace, justice and institu-
tion-building are interdependent. 

The real solution for securing our water 
is good governance at home and good coop-
eration with neighbours. If most of the 286 
trans-boundary basins foster sustainable, 
institutionalised and collaborative water co-
operation we will gradually see a new era of 
“Blue Peace” in the world. •

 

L
ast November, for the first time in the 
history of the United Nations, the UN 
Security Council convened a session 

on water, peace and security. As it was a his-
toric discussion, it was open to all member 
states of the United Nations. 69 countries 
intervened. A follow up meeting of the UN 
Security Council was held in June this year.

There is a growing recognition of the 
strategic value of water. Since 1991, every 
Secretary General of the United Nations 
has called for examination of the linkag-
es between water and security. It took 25 
years for the Security Council to respond. 
This discourse will gather momentum in 
the fall of 2017 once the Global High Lev-
el Panel on Water and Security releases 
it report. Convened by 15 countries 
from all parts of the world, the 
panel is chaired by Dr. Danilo 
Turk, former President of Slo-
venia. It will make unprece-
dented recommendations on 
protecting water in conflict 
zones, designing new finan-
cial instruments and institu-
tions of hydro-diplomacy for 
trans-boundary water coopera-
tion, and preventing conflicts over 
water quality.

Sceptics might ask why there should be 
any attention at all to the security dimen-
sion of water management. There is a plen-
ty of water on the earth and no reason for 
conflict. This may appear to be true when 
we are looking at the pictures of our plan-
et transmitted by astronauts and seeing the 
blue oceans covering 70% of Earth.  In reali-
ty, only 0.007% of all water on the earth can 
be used for human or biological consump-
tion. Only a tenth of it is actually feasible to 
abstract and almost 70% of this is used for 
irrigation. In developing countries, water 
used for agriculture, particularly irrigation, 
accounts for 90% of its total use. 

With increase in population, econom-
ic growth, urbanisation and energy needs, 
the demand for water is bound to rise in the 
next few decades. At the same time, the sup-
ply of clean and fresh water 
is bound to de-
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E
very day, inconspicuously, we are 
slipping into a new reality, which is 
largely shaped by extremely fast-de-

veloping technology and systems. Nothing 
shockingly revolutionary happens overnight, 
however, we constantly face new inventions, 
devices, services and systems that radically 
change our way of life and work. A regular 
telephone has quietly turned into a porta-
ble one and now became a connected com-
puter centre that we carry in our pocket. A 
web-based correspondence solution 
has become a global system for ex-
change of information, knowledge 
and news. Television has, in a rela-
tively short time, transformed into 
a programmable and integrated 
tool for accessing content tailored 
to individual taste. The fact is, that we are 
surrounded by systems and devices that are 
ever more powerful and “smart”, as we like to 
call them, due to their increased functions, 
mostly because of their enhanced connectiv-
ity and processing power. 

In a world of constant changes, innova-
tions and new ideas that reach consumers in 
an extremely short period of time, the im-
portance of the production power of a large 
company and the size and number of inhab-
itants of a country, significance of the loca-
tion where you operate and, last but not least, 
the dependence on government services and 
public information systems is slowly losing 
its significance.

In this new reality, what counts is the 
idea, the ability to cooperate, the speed of re-
alization, and the attractiveness of a solution 
for the user or businessperson who consid-
ers the usefulness of novelties by asking the 
question: “Does this increase my personal 
comfort and satisfaction; Does this bring me 
new opportunities for business success?”

New information, social, and econom-
ic ecosystems are quietly being built. These 
ecosystems function increasingly inde-

pendently from governments and formal 
policies, which most often pose as a barrier 
to the innovation, rather than an environ-
ment for accelerated development. In a rel-
atively short period of time, governments 
have found themselves adapting too slowly 
to their surrounding environment, as they 
usually do not thoroughly understand the 
benefits of the new technology for compa-
nies and individuals. They also fail to recog-
nize opportunities new technologies could 
bring to the operation of governments and 
provision of public services.

From this wider aspect of impact of tech-
nological development on governments and 
public services, as well as on society, I see 

two extremes. On the one hand, the first ex-
treme is directed towards exceptional oppor-
tunities for an efficient functioning of pub-
lic services, close cooperation with citizens, 
incredible opportunities of direct democra-
cy and optimisation of public service costs. 
On the other hand, the second extreme will 
be moving towards government alienation 
from citizens, loss of influence and trust, and 
towards a state in which the government be-
comes the inhibiting element – redundant 

and disturbing. What worries me the most 
in this second scenario is who will regulate 
the joint public systems and the basic rights 
if the governments lose their significance 
and purpose, as the foundations of postulate 
government will be undermined. With this 
in mind, Slovenia’s primary challenge is to 
understand and exploit the new reality as 
an opportunity for accelerated development 
and raise the welfare of citizens and perfor-
mance of companies in Slovenia, as well as 
the wider region. 

What are our key challenges? The reac-
tion time of the government is simply too 
long. The complexity of systems does not al-
low for decision-making with a higher level 

of certainty. In Slovenia, we intensively pro-
mote collection, opening up and use of big 
data for creating more efficient solutions of 
complex problems and anticipating the fu-
ture. By combining various data sources and 
collections, a new understanding of complex 
systems and new ideas for their control is 
created. 

Complex challenges also require innova-
tion, different approaches and experimenta-
tion, as it is impossible to prepare a precise 

plan and consistently implement 
it with the certainty of achieving 
its goal. That is why we are intro-
ducing agile working methods, 
design thinking, business games, 
development based on smaller 
pilots which gradually turn into 

systemic changes. In the field of public pro-
curement, we are progressively shifting from 
ordering equipment and services to search-
ing for partners who can help us solve prob-
lems and provide fundamental functions.

In complex systems, an excellent idea 
and knowledge of an individual is not suf-
ficient; therefore, it is necessary to establish 
a culture of true partner cooperation, which 
can only address complex challenges. This 
cooperation must outgrow the governmen-
tal framework and become active within all 
social groups.

Information technology also offers new 
methods of direct democracy. We are online 
all the time, hence citizens’ opinions and 

Playing catch-up: government  
in a digital world
Governments need to be flexible, fast and transparent in the new digital era
/ By Boris Koprivnikar, Minister of Public Administration of the Republic of Slovenia

What are our key challenges? The reaction time of  
the government is simply too long. 
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suggestions are more accessible than ever 
before. The key element of confidence-build-
ing in the government remains integrity and 
transparency of operation, data, documents 
and goals.

These opportunities and possibilities re-
quire different understanding and operation, 
that is why we strive to redirect regulatory 
measures from processes to determining ob-
jectives and effects – thus we establish oppor-
tunities for new ways of reaching 
wanted results – not by defining 
step by step process but by setting 
a clear goal that leaves space for 
different solutions and approach-
es. We strengthen the awareness 
of basic values that serve as foundation for 
assessing simple everyday as well as complex 
decisions. It is not possible to control all pro-
cesses in large complex systems – they can 
only be guided with a clear vision, strategic 
goals, and common values. This framework 
maintains the synchronization and direction 
of large systems, while leaving wide possi-
bilities for innovation, experimentation and 
introduction of new methods, technologies, 
and solutions. 

In this system, we must learn something, 
which is unfamiliar to the traditional gov-
ernment understanding; namely, in the cor-
porate world intense competition is a rule 
and not an exception. We must accept that 
we make mistakes, experiment unsuccessful-
ly, make wrong decisions, and invest in solu-
tions that do not produce the desired result. 
This does not mean we are incompetent, but 
that we have yet discovered what works and 
should continue our search. Such a method 
is more efficient, as opposed to infinite plan-
ning of “effectively functioning” complex 
solutions which never come to life in prac-
tice. 

The fundamental role of the government 
can roughly be described as a regulator of 
rules, which enable coexistence and eco-
nomic success, and as the “tax collector”, 
as part of the created added value in order 

to that builds a joint infrastructure and 
provides supporting services needed for a 
well-organized life and business. In its first 
role, the government can be successful if it 
understands the environment it regulates. 
The challenge for governments is under-
standing new technologies, business models 
and users’ needs and how they should be reg-
ulated. In its second role, the government is 
more successful if it invests the collected tax-

es in the joint infrastructure and services and 
therefore uses as little as possible for its own 
operation while building and providing the 
most useful public systems. It is thus crucial 
that we first understand the importance of 
changes of the environment at a political lev-

Information technology also offers new methods of direct democracy.

el and then become intensively acquainted 
with them, participate with and understand 
them in depth. This is the only way that we 
will be able to manage collaborative econ-
omy, platforms, demographic and climate 
change as well as new technologies, such as 
blockchain, virtual reality, sustainable mo-
bility, just to name a few. 

By efficiently using modern information 
technology, artificial intelligence and predic-

tive systems, governments can significantly 
improve their own efficiency and produc-
tivity. Slovenia mainly focuses on collection 
and use of big data for predicting the devel-
opment of future events, because only in this 
manner can we prevent unwanted situations, 

and at the same time increase the investment 
power, instead of financing elimination of 
unwanted consequences in development. 
This is the foundation for gradual and per-
sistent promotion of our country’s compet-
itiveness.

With this technology stampede we face, I 
hope that we never lose sight of the key issue 
which we must consider with each decision 
before us: “Does some technology, system, 

solution actually contribute to a 
better business environment, and 
will this solution actually con-
tribute to greater prosperity of 
the citizens?” To never lose sight 
of this issue, we must strengthen 

the systems of direct democracy and wisely 
regulate modern business systems, so they 
do not gradually slip from the hands of the 
elected representatives of the people to cor-
porate governance, which has increasing 
control over our data, habits, and beliefs. •

Renault recommends renault.si
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I
n times when the consequences of the 
financial and economic crises across 
the EU are still bitterly felt, anti-EU 

and anti-systemic political parties are on the 
rise, and in the year marked with the painful 
launch of Brexit negotiations it is not difficult 
to make the case for the need to reform EU 
governance. Reaching the agreement on the 
level of ambition for the reforms and ensur-
ing that the reforms command the support 
of the EU citizens is a daunting task awaiting 
the European leaders.

Confronted with many challenges and 
the falling approval ratings for the EU proj-
ect among the EU citizens, as well as among 
the citizens of countries (formally) aspiring 
to join the EU, combined with a generally 
low political participation in elections across 
Europe, the ‘business as usual’ type of reform 
(reforming the EU in incremental steps) will 
only increase the apathy. 

Consensus on the need for reform is grad-
ually building among European leaders and 
most crucially the concrete direction it may 
take is starting to take shape. Economists 
(e.g. De Grauwe, Gros, Piketty, Sapir and 
Wolff, Stiglitz, to name a few), philosophers 
(most profoundly Habermas) and political 
scientists (most far reaching Ulrike Guérot 
with the call for the ‘European Republic’) 
provide academic analyses on post-crises Eu-
rope’s need of reform. In the European Parlia-
ment consensus on the level of ambition was 
reached over the adoption of three resolutions 
lead by Bresso and Borg, Verhofstadt, Böge 
and Berès.  At national level French President 
Emmanuel Macron’s electoral manifesto lev-
elled the ambition with the EP. Finally, the 
need for reform of the Eurozone governance, 
expressed by Macron and German Chancel-
lor Angela Merkel, indicated where the start-
ing point for the reform negotiations might 
be. The Future of Europe white paper pub-
lished by the European Commission ahead of 
the Rome Summit in March 2017 launched 
the debate, offering five scenarios on how the 
EU can move forward.

In order to receive the support of EU cit-
izens, the reform will have to respond to the 
current deficiencies, real and perceived, and 

give Europeans a perspective. Citizens will 
have to know and feel that they can make 
change by exercising their civil rights at any 
level. In other words, any reform agreed will 
have to address the output and the input le-
gitimacy of the EU. Three elements of the re-
form will be crucial.

the reform needs to de-
velop a new narrative 

for the EU. In fact, it only needs to remember 
that from the very beginning of the Europe-
an integration project the ‘maintain peace in 
Europe’ narrative went hand in hand with the 
‘anti-poverty’ narrative. Not only were the 
coal and steel industries to be interwoven to 
prevent a rise in war industry, people’s stan-
dards of living were to be elevated to prevent 
the rise of populist (and finally bellicose) 
political powers. Setting up of the European 
Economic and Social Committee and Com-
mon Agricultural Policy were not historical 
accidents. 

Today’s socio-economic problems across 
Europe require equally bold decisions to find 
solutions at the most effective, i.e. Europe-
an level. This will require a renewed under-
standing of sovereignty and of subsidiarity. 
The Eurozone governance reform proposals 
are headed into this direction, but more so-
cial, employment and taxation policies need 
instruments at the European level. 

t h e s e 
chan ges 

themselves will require a significant – though 
not revolutionary – shake up of the institu-
tional system to address the input legitimacy. 
Moving the Council of Ministers in the direc-
tion where it acts as the upper house of parlia-
ment would be less dramatic than it seemed 
a decade ago. The Commission would need 
to further develop in the direction of a true 
government.  

A reform strengthening the social and 
economic policy competences at the EU lev-
el and politicizing the Commission will only 
receive support if it ensured a fundamental 
strengthening of the links between all levels 
of governance. Two types of mechanisms are 
possible. The first mechanism is the one in 
which political representatives at a lower lev-

el also act at a higher level. In the EU context, 
without doing away with the nation-state, this 
means that national governments continue to 
come together at the EU level (possibly in a 
form that resembles more the upper house 
of parliament rather than an inter-govern-
mental gathering). The second mechanism is 
one whereby the lower level political repre-
sentatives exert control over those acting at 
a higher level. This translates into the need 
for national (and sub-national) parliaments 
to exert strong controls over the activities of 
their executive. Concretely, EU affairs need 
to become part and parcel of every standing 
committee in the national parliament. For 
instance Trans-European railway networks 
need to be discussed by members of national 
parliaments’ standing committees respon-
sible for transport with the same feeling of 
political responsibility and demanding same 
kind of accountability from ministers as it is 
expected when discussing national measures 
to boost railway infrastructure. 

Such changes, however, only partially de-
pend on modification of the EU institutional 
set-up. Relations between the national and 
the EU level are subject to national rules as 
well as to national political elites’ commit-
ment. National rules need to permit and 
national political elites need to commit to 
national parliaments’ need to exert control 
over the actions of the governments not only 
at the national level but also at the Europe-
an level. In addition, and subject to changes 
at the EU level, the relation between nation-
al parliaments and European Commission 
should continue being strengthened. Finally, 
political parties need to act as glue between 
the two mechanisms. They are the ones that 
connect parliaments at all levels. Rules on EU 
political parties and the proposal to reform 
the electoral law of the EU present a further 
step towards strengthening the presence and 
the awareness of the EU political families at 
national and sub-national levels.

for Europe-
ans to sup-

port an ambitious reform of the EU, they 
need to feel European. National boundaries 
to digital services of today equal the borders 

of pre-Schengen times and the national cur-
rencies of pre-Euro Europe. This means do-
ing away with everyday boundaries (postal, 
parcel and digital services), thus allowing 
not only a ‘common consumer space’, but 
also more cultural exchanges among the Eu-
ropeans. Language diversity will remain, but 
bringing down boundaries to the digital ser-
vices will help accentuate language richness 
across the EU rather than underline language 
barriers. Mechanisms actively encouraging 
people-to-people exchanges (while also sup-
porting the socio-economic agenda) will also 
need to be strengthened for people to feel Eu-
ropean. Setting up broad exchanges schemes 
for vocational purposes (Erasmus+ as a good 
example) and public service exchanges will 
increase the percentage of Europeans that 
live in an EU country other than their native 
member state. The EEAS system of incorpo-
rating national diplomats for 4+4 (+2 excep-
tionally) years of service, upgraded with the 
reverse flow (EU officials going to national 
capitals) can serve as a starting point for de-
vising the system public service open to civil 
servants of all member states and of the EU 
institutions.

Former German President Walter Scheel 
famously said “It can not be the task of a pol-
itician to examine public opinion and then to 
do the popular. The task of the politician is 
to do the right thing and make it popular.”1 
Once the consensus is forged around the 
three elements of the reform - addressing so-
cio-economic deficiencies, ensuring greater 
accountability of elected representatives at 
all levels and actively bringing down mod-
ern boundaries between people in Europe -, 
it will be up to the politicians to make the EU 
(reform) popular. •

Making the EU (reform) popular
Linking ambition and selling the reform of the EU to the citizens:  
three crucial elements of reform
/ By Sabina Lange, Senior Lecturer at European Institute of Public Administration, Maastricht, and Associate Professor of International Relations, 
University of Ljubljana, Associate Fellow at Think Europe, Ljubljana

Endnotes

1  The original quote: „Es kann nicht die Aufgabe eines Politikers 
sein, die öffentliche Meinung abzuklopfen und dann das 
Populäre zu tun. Aufgabe des Politikers ist es, das Richtige zu 
tun und es populär zu machen.“

FIRST,

THIRDLY,

SECONDLY,
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T
he EU is facing an unprecedented 
and regrettable first act of disintegra-
tion whose countdown has begun. In 

twenty months time the United Kingdom, 
most likely, will stand on the threshold of a 
transition period marking its passage from 
European Union membership to third coun-
try status. Alternatively, by unanimous agree-
ment of the EU 27, it could extend the period 
of withdrawal negotiations. Or, 
finally, talks, having crashed and 
burned, the UK will trip over a 
cliff ’s edge into the hardest exit 
option of all for all, no deal. 

The Article 50 notification 
officially marking the United 
Kingdom’s intention to withdraw 
from the EU was lodged on March 29 2017 
nine months after the UK referendum. Sev-
enty days after the notification, in an unnec-
essary election to secure a strong and stable 
majority to back her hard Brexit policy, the 
Prime Minister, Teresa May, lost her majority 
and much of her authority. 

The clock is ticking and, barring a unan-
imous agreement between the European 
Council and the UK to extend this period; 
the exit negotiations and their formal adop-
tion by the EU and the UK must be conclud-
ed by March 29 2019.

This includes the time necessary to obtain 
the consent of the European Parliament and 
a vote by a qualified majority of the European 
Council, suggesting that the negotiations will 
need to have concluded not later than the end 
of 2018 to facilitate the necessary procedures.

If a mutually satisfactory conclusion is 
not reached the Treaties shall cease to apply 
to the UK with effect from midnight March 
29 2019. 

A deadline extension, though legally pos-
sible, is politically unlikely. If the UK does 
not leave the EU in the timescale foreseen the 
absurd prospect of having to hold European 
Parliament elections in the UK in the sum-
mer of 2019 for a state that insists on leaving 
the Union and of it being drawn into ques-
tions about the future financing of the EU 
through the negotiations on the next Multi 
Annual Financial Framework for the EU’s 
post 2020 budgets would arise.

If there were no agreement the UK would 
trip over a cliff edge and would need to adopt 
a WTO tariff schedule for the conduct of its 
international trade, the worst of all possible 
future options for all parties involved.

The European Parliament adopted its res-
olution on Article 50 by an overwhelming 
majority on April 5 2017. Later in the month 
the European Council unanimously adopted 
guidelines for negotiations on April 29 2017. 
These reveal a high level of inter institution-
al coordination. The core principles express 
the wish to have the UK ‘as a close partner’, 
that any deal needs to be based on a balance 

of rights and obligations and ensure a level 
playing field, that the integrity of the single 
market must be preserved which means the 
four freedoms are indivisible and excludes 
cherry picking and that a non-member state 
cannot enjoy the same rights and benefits as 
a member.

This is not a Boris Johnson style ‘have 
your cake and eat it’ negotiating mandate.

The negotiations will be treated as a single 
package and ‘nothing is agreed until every-
thing is agreed’. 

The negotiations will be phased to provide 
as much clarity and legal certainty as possible 
and to settle the disentanglement of the UK 
from the EU.

The phrase disentanglement covers a mul-
titude, such as:

 – The key sensitivity of the reciprocal rights 
of citizens of the 27 EU member states liv-
ing in the UK and conversely of UK citi-
zens in the EU 27, 

 – The honouring by the UK of its outstand-
ing EU financial obligations, 

 – The special circumstances of the island of 
Ireland, the Northern Ireland Peace Pro-
cess and the border,

 – The exit of British members from all 
EU institutions including among others 
the European Parliament, Commission, 
Council, Court of Justice, Court of Audi-
tors, the European Investment Bank and 
the European External Action Service, 

 – The relocation of the European Banking 
Authority and the European Medicines 
Agency, 

 – The treatment of the paid up capital of the 
UK in the EIB, 

 – The orderly disengagement of the UK 
from international treaties signed by the 
EU. 

 – The Euratom Treaty
 – Agreement on privileges and immunities 

for each other institutions and assets in the 
others jurisdiction post Brexit. This is es-
pecially sensitive for the European Invest-
ment Bank.

 – Fisheries policy and terri-
torial waters

 – Dispute settlement mech-
anisms regarding the applica-
tion and interpretation of the 
withdrawal agreement.

This list is illustrative but far 
from exhaustive in a process that will be un-
precedented in scale.

Talks on the future framework for rela-
tions between the EU and the UK, also part 
of the Article 50 negotiations, will only take 
place when sufficient progress has been made 
on the priorities referred to above. A first de-
cision on this could be made as early as an 
October 2017 European Council, although 
the current pace of negotiations and their 
substance would need to accelerate for this to 
be achieved. 

The General 
Affairs Council 
(the EU For-
eign Ministers) 
on May 22 2017 
authorised the 
opening of nego-
tiations, nominated the Commission as the 
EU negotiator and adopted the negotiating 
mandate. The GAC will continue to monitor 
and assess progress.

Though initially contested by the British 
side, the idea of phasing the talks based on a 
judgment of ‘sufficient progress’ was accept-
ed at the opening round of negotiations on 
June 19 2017. Terms of reference were agreed. 
Negotiating groups have been established for 
citizens’ rights, the financial settlement, oth-
er separation issues and in addition a dia-
logue on Ireland/Northern Ireland has been 
launched under the authority of the Coor-
dinators. Negotiations will take place every 
four weeks unless decided otherwise by mu-
tual consent. Both sides have published a se-
ries of working documents and will continue 
to do so to inform public opinion. 

The respective position papers on citizens’ 
rights prompted the European Parliament’s 
Brexit steering group recently to publish an 
article in several newspapers suggesting that 
it ‘will reserve its right to reject any agree-
ment that treats EU citizens, regardless of 
their nationality, less favourably than they are 
at present’. 

On the financial settlement question 
while the Foreign Secretary, Boris Johnson, 
told the House of Commons that the EU can 
‘go whistle’ if it insists on demanding ‘extor-
tionate sums’, a more conciliatory tone was 
struck by a Brexit Minister, Joyce Anelay, in 
a written statement to Parliament which ex-
plicitly acknowledged for the first time ‘that 
the UK has obligations to the EU . . . that will 
survive the UK’s withdrawal — and that these 
need to be resolved’. To date the British side 
has not submitted a position paper on finan-
cial issues. 

Assuming that the political and adminis-
trative capacity, especially on the British side, 
can be mobilised to secure the necessary set-
tlement by  March 29 2019, this would mark 
the end of the beginning of the process, the 
prelude to a second act. 

Act two will be grounded in Article 218 
of the Treaty on the Functioning of the EU. 
A future comprehensive free trade agree-
ment with the UK can only be finalised when 
the UK exits and becomes a third country 
outside the EU in 2019. The Commission 
will negotiate on a mandate to be agreed by 
Council. Approval requires the consent of the 
European Parliament and a qualified majori-
ty vote of the Council. Hence the necessity of 
a transition period whose terms still are hotly 
contested in domestic UK politics 

If the eventual agreement covers areas of 
national and not exclusive EU Treaty com-
petence, a so-called mixed agreement, then 
the unanimous agreement of member states 
would be required triggering ratification by 
national parliaments. This happened with the 
recent Comprehensive Economic and Trade 
Agreement with Canada. 

Since the EU and UK start with full reg-
ulatory compatability, which in principle the 
UK’s EU Withdrawal Bill should preserve at 
the outset, the EU/UK trade deal should be 
more straightforward than other such deals. 
However, it will be complicated by ‘level 
playing field’ issues regarding competition 
and state aid, and safeguards against unfair 
competitive advantages through fiscal, social 
and environmental dumping. How to handle 
regulatory divergence over time and agreeing 
on dispute resolution mechanisms, if the UK 
insists on no role for the Court of Justice, will 
add to the complexity of the negotiations.

British political ground has not been well 
prepared for necessary compromises. Britain 
voted to leave the EU but it remains much less 
clear what they voted for. The Prime Minis-
ter’s Lancaster House speech and the subse-
quent White Paper opted for Britain to leave 
the Single Market and the Customs Union, to 

take back control 
of immigration 
policy and to do 
away with the 
role of the Court 
of Justice of the 
EU. Collectively, 

these have been characterised as constituting 
a hard Brexit.  

Teresa May now looking to Labour for 
support may be forlorn. Labour has its own 
mixed feelings on Europe and has the sniff 
of power in its nostrils. The referendum self 
evidently has not ended the Tory civil war on 
Europe with hard liners suspicious of every 
potential compromise as a sell out. Devolved 
governments in Scotland, Wales and North-
ern Ireland intend to protect their interests.

Britain is a country divided. The Primes 
Minster is leading a cabinet divided. The To-
ries in government are a party divided. The 
clock is ticking. Time is running out. The EU 
negotiating mandate is agreed. Britain finally 
must choose and specify what it wants. •

Tick-tock on  
the Brexit clock
 
Deal or no deal, the deadline is set – 29 March 2019  
Britain is leaving the EU
/ By Pat Cox, Former President of the European Parliament 

The negotiations will be treated as a 
single package and ‘nothing is agreed 

until everything is agreed’. 

Britain voted to leave the 
EU but it remains much less 

clear what they voted for.
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O
ur global food supply is under mas-
sive stress. Annual growth rates of 
global crop yields are lagging far 

behind the growth rates of global consump-
tion. Yet, despite this seemingly bleak situa-
tion, expectations remain high for a bright 
future in agriculture. This is in part powered 
by the adoption of new digital capacities that 
are finally reachable for farmers around the 
world due to the outburst of the fourth in-
dustrial revolution – digital connectivity. A 
new flock of innovators are entering the ag-
ricultural space, creating an unprecedented 
increase of digitally-enabled solutions for 
growers. While some of these innovations 
have the potential to transform agriculture 
as we know it, to date, their commercial suc-
cess is still limited and the adoption of these 
promising technologies remains difficult. Let 
us try to understand the problem, the poten-
tial and how we can unleash the opportuni-
ties that digital agriculture presents. 

The global food matrix
From the appearance of modern man and 

until 1804 it took us about 180,000 years to 
reach 1 billion in global population. It was 
only two centuries later, in late 2011, that 
we hit the 7 billion mark. And, according to 
U.N. estimates, 
we will reach 9.7 
billion by 2050. 
But, the world’s 
population is 
not just growing 
rapidly – it is 
also fundamen-
tally changing. 
By 2050, the 
number of peo-
ple that live in cities will exceed the number 
of people that live in rural areas. With the 
rise of incomes, the world’s middle class will 
double itself. This means that food consump-
tion patterns will change, and thus agricul-
tural demands will increase at an accelerated 
rate to levels that we have never witnessed. 
Additional trends will cause even more stress 
to our agricultural systems, such as rapid loss 
of arable land, fluctuating climate with in-
creasing amounts of damage-causing disas-
ters, severe water scarcity and a steady rise 

of costs of labor and inputs. With all these 
factors at play in the global food matrix, one 
thing is clear – our world is transitioning to 
even more volatility and uncertainty, with 
resulting challenges to our ability to sustain-
ably achieve food and nutrition security. 

Interestingly, compared with other in-
dustries, agriculture is slower to adapt to 
the introduction of new technologies. Since 
replacing the plowing ox with a tractor, the 
practices relate to how we grow our food 
has remained basically the same in most of 
the world. To meet our food and nutrition 
challenges, a fundamental step-change is re-
quired in the way we produce, manage, trade 
and consume food - and the digital revolu-
tion may present the perfect opportunity to 
make that happen.    

Digital connectivity – a fourth industrial 
revolution

Three industrial revolutions have pre-
viously transformed human society. In the 
first, steam power mechanized production 
for the first time. In the second, electric pow-
er scaled it to mass production. In the third, 
electronics and information technology au-
tomated production and enhanced efficiency 
and predictability. Now, the fourth industri-

al revolution is 
bursting in ve-
locity and scale 
that is more pow-
erful than ever 
and altering the 
way we live, work 
and engage. In 
less than two de-
cades, more peo-
ple on this plan-

et have access to cellular connectivity than 
people with access to electricity or piped 
water. The disruptions caused by the digital 
revolution are reaching deep into places, na-
tions, sectors and cultures that have thus far 
remained untouched by the previous revo-
lutions. And, there is no sector that has the 
potential to be fundamentally shaken by this 
disruption more than agriculture.  

The potential of digital connectivity in 
the agricultural space

The agriculture of the future will be dig-
itally integrated at all stages, from the im-
proving of inputs, through to the bettering 
of production process, and to the integration 
of post-harvest and delivery logistics. Digital 
connectivity can impact everything across 
the value chain, unleashing the opportunity 
to fundamentally address our very basic goal: 
more production 
per hectare and 
fewer losses across 
the value chain. 

The farming 
practice itself will 
be utterly changed. 
As smart devices are getting smaller, fast-
er and cheaper, data will be gathered from 
multiple sources to make farming more 
monitored, consistent, predictable and 
cost-effective. Data generated from satellites, 
drones and sensor systems can quickly and 
accurately monitor the state of plants, ani-
mals and soils, make analysis, predict and 
provide a decision that can then be immedi-
ately and effectively implemented via robot-
ics and smart machinery. Weather forecasts, 
soil moisture sensors and crop footage are all 
combined to assist the farmer in taking re-
al-time decisions on how to apply fertilizers, 

manage irrigation and decide upon harvest 
time, in order to maximize production in the 
most cost effective and sustainable way. 

Alongside the farmer, other stakehold-
ers will also be equipped with better tools, 
providing more information. Investors and 
financial institutions will be able to provide 
smarter financial plans and access to capi-
tal for the sector; insurance providers can 
be more flexible rather than conservative; 
traders and wholesalers will be able to make 
better predictions and pricing decisions; 
and regulators will be able to improve pol-
icy making. Consumers too stand to bene-
fit - they can unlock important information 
about the products they buy, including taste 
and nutrition details resulting from more 
transparency in the supply chain. 

Obstacles to overcome 
With these prospects, innovators and in-

vestors are rightfully excited. While in 2010, 
total VC investment going into the ag tech-
nology space was merely $400 million, last 
year ended with total of $3.2 billion. In addi-
tion, new players such as Google, Qualcomm 
or Intel, entering the industry and exploring 
additional ways to capture value based on 
digital innovation.

Nevertheless, 
something is stuck. 
The young inno-
vative companies 
are struggling to 
take off commer-
cially. While bar-

riers are manifold, the most important ones 
are connected to the specific nature of the 
agricultural sector. To illuminate this issue, 
I will present four main issues that sets the 
barrier high: (1) Data collection. There is 
an immense diversity in the structure of the 
value chain in different countries, which also 
has an influence on the variation in the pain 
points of local stakeholders. This struggle 
to gather required information sets a major 
challenge to innovators to assess the pain 
points and to analyze their business case, 
and also causes a real setback when trying to 
lay the opportunity to potential investors. (2) 

Fragmentation and Remoteness. Most agri-
cultural production occurs in remote plac-
es and in vast geographical spreads (there 
are about 8 million large-scale farms in the 
world compared with some 500 million 
smallholder farms with less than 1 hectare), 
which presents a complex hurdle for data 
connectivity endeavors, as well as for mar-
keting and distribution. (3) Nature of Trade. 
More than in any other sector, agriculture 
is made by family-owned businesses, some 
held and passed through generations. The 
organizational culture of these companies 
tends to be traditional and conservative, and 
thus the adoption of transformational meth-
ods, especially if it includes a shift to reliance 
on unfamiliar technology, stirs up fears. (4) 
Pace. When deciding upon assimilation of 
novel technologies, one needs to know that 
it brings about significant return. Alas, to 
witness actual change in agricultural pro-
duction, one needs the patience to explore 
several growing cycles.    

Call for action
In recent digitization index conducted 

by McKinsey in 2015, Agriculture ranked 22 
out of 22 sectors, below construction, hos-
pitality and government. Big data already 
plays a central role in many aspects of our 
lives. During the past decade loads of data 
has been collected individually and analyzed 
by innovators worldwide in the agricultural 
space too. The time to convert it to actual 
transformation is now. While technology 
shows some serious advancements, the ques-
tion of value creation and capturing has not 
yet been unlocked. To do that, innovators 
need to assimilate experts from the agricul-
tural industry alongside their tech fanatics, 
and address organizational issues within 
their business modeling. Governmental in-
stitutions need to support trials and bridge 
the gap between proof-of-concept to com-
mercial activity. Investors needs to grow a 
little more patience, as it will no doubt pay 
off in the long term. In any event, as stakes 
are high and so many stakeholders stand to 
gain, future is bright, and agriculture as we 
know it is standing on the brink of a tremen-
dous and dramatic turning point. Watch this 
space! •

Digital farming revolution  
Unleashing opportunity – agriculture as we knowing is standing on 
the brink of tremendous and dramatic turning point
/ By Roee Tamari, CEO of Herodium Investments Ltd., Panelist at the Young Bled Strategic Forum  

Since replacing the plowing 
ox with a tractor, the practices 
relate to how we grow our food 

has remained basically the 
same in most of the world. 

The agriculture of the fu-
ture will be digitally inte-

grated at all stages
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M
any politicians and functionaries 
have voiced the phrase „Cyber is 
important“ on many occasions. 

Although, cyber has been a part of numer-
ous headlines in the media and on the dis-
cussion points at international meetings, 
there is little comprehension of what it really 
means. This is quite understandable, as cyber 
has for too long considered to be something 
that pony-tailed guys in some dodgy apart-
ment-building deal with. And the 
motives of these hackers have been 
predominantly considered as crimi-
nal, rebellious or simply to show off 
their skills. Only in the recent years 
has cyber security emerged from addressing 
identity frauds into something more tangible 
for the politicians – power cuts, data breach-
es, disclosure of private e-mails, election 
hacks, etc. Cyber security is no longer linked 
only to money theft - it has become an issue 
for the whole of society as well as an issue of 
national security.

There is another aspect that generally il-
lustrates current cyber threats – majority of 
cyber attacks are opportunistic by nature. 
These are about searching the vulnerabilities 
and then taking advantage of them. The re-
sult of this, in simple logic, is that while you 
might not be a target of malicious actors, you 
might become one because you simply have 
a certain vulnerability. 

During the past decade, cyber has pre-
sented itself very evidently as a component 
in conflicts around us. So much so, that one 
could now say that cyber has become a con-
ventional tool in modern warfare. Georgia 
and Ukraine are two prominent cases, but 

definitely not the only ones. It is important 
to note that cyber tools have been used as a 
part of the overall military toolbox, either to 
prepare the battlefield, cause mistrust with-
in the targeted society or also used direct-
ly to enhance ones military posture. Cyber 
tools can cause different effects with much 
less cost than conventional means. Prices 
for malware may cost just a mere couple of 
bitcoins on the dark web, while artillery fire 

or fighter jets cost hundreds and thousands 
times more, however, the devastating effect 
might not correlate exactly to the price anal-
ogy. Taking into account the cost-effective-
ness ratio, as well as the fact that attribution 
of cyber-attacks remains difficult, the cyber 
tools are the preferred option for any adver-
sary in order to create the desired effects.

Defending the cyber space has become 
more and more complicated. The more 
wired we become, the more we use different 
databases, software and other IT-technolo-
gy wonders. And the more we rely on each 
other – public sector on private, military 
on civilian and vice versa. One might think 
that an armed soldier attending a military 
exercise is free of IT dependency, however, 
every support-element that this soldier is re-
lying on, is connected to some IT-systems. In 
more advanced military technology there is 
much more dependency on IT-solutions as 
we deal with digitally guided battle-spaces, 
unmanned military vehicles, weapons sys-
tems that use artificial intelligence etc. In 
the civilian sector, starting from small ven-
dors and ending with critical infrastructure 
systems, the situation is the same. In Octo-
ber 2016 we witnessed one of the first more 
widely known cyber-attack that used so-
called Internet of Things– our ordinary de-
vices that were connected to the Internet like 
printers, IP cameras, baby monitors etc. In 
essence, any connected services and devices 
come also with vulnerabilities that need to 
be dealt with.

All these IT-systems run on some soft-
ware. The current business model of major 

software developers does not prioritize secu-
rity. The market is geared towards consumers 
and speed –higher demand for new products 
has driven the developers to up the pace and 
constantly release new products to the mar-
ket. Fixing or patching up software problems 
becomes an issue when some vulnerability 
is found, mostly through somebody already 
taking advantage of it while someone else is 
suffering because of it. This has so far been 

more cost-effective than ensuring a release 
of already secure programmes. The so-called 
secure coding would, of course, be more re-
source demanding (modern programmes ex-
tend to millions of lines), even so, the market 
has started to show some movements here. 
Insecure coding is already somewhat hurt-
ing the reputation of the software developers 
and erodes the trust towards their products. 
Also the customers (e.g. all of us), are paying 
more attention to making sure that their data 
is stored safely either on their own protect-
ed hard drives or in reliable cloud services. 
Who wants to lose their photos of their fam-
ily vacation? 

With such complexity, sometimes it seems 
that we have all forgotten the basics. Two 
recent cyber attack campaigns, WannaCry 
and (Not)Petya, were effective on computers 
where software was not patched or updated. 
These vulnerabilities can be considered as an 
immediate result of insecure coding. Howev-
er, it is not only a question of secure coding – 
we also need to look at policies by which we 
deal with our software and its management. 
Patching your software on time, making sure 
that you have the latest versions of programs 
is an elementary thing to do. However, a lack 
of these sound policies has led to some mas-
sive business losses caused for example, by 
recent WannaCry attacks. The costs of such 
attacks are too high. These simple vulnera-
bilities have created lucrative opportunities 
that anyone with malevolent intentions can 
exploit with a clout of impunity.

Attributing cyber-attacks has always been 
a difficult task. Different states and other ac-

tors with malicious intent have used cyber 
tools to gain their objectives in a way that 
would be unlawful in the “real” world. In 
1993 The New Yorker published a cartoon 
with one dog behind a computer telling an-
other dog: “On the Internet, nobody knows 
you’re a dog”. There are many ways to hide 
your identity on the Internet so that one can 
do a lot of harm with almost complete im-
punity. Of course, what is happening online 

does not happen in isolation – it is 
a part of the overall picture corre-
sponding to events in the real world. 
This leads to two main conclusions: 
first, states and other actors have to 

start behaving responsibly online; second, 
the attribution will remain a political deci-
sion until the technology advances enough 
to enable us to attribute cyber-attacks reli-
ably. Fortunately, there is already progress on 
both issues.

In conclusion, while we need to deal with 
complex interdependencies between various 
systems, we also need to go back to the basics. 
Majority of us enjoy the opportunities that 
the new technologies have brought us; we 
need to make sure that we use these securely. 
There is a great deal we can do in terms of 
cyber hygiene, starting from educating the 
public from as early ages as possible so that 
the young generations who use day-by-day 
devices know how to use them securely. This 
is also the way to build up a nation’s resilien-
cy - it starts with individual behaviour. Once 
we get our policies right on securing our 
critical infrastructure, behaving lawfully and 
responsibly both on governmental as well as 
on individual level, “Cyber is important” will 
start meaning that we can take full advantage 
of the technological achievements in a secure 
way for the benefit of us all. •

“Cyber is important”
 
Majority of cyber attacks are opportunistic. You have a vulnerability, you 
get exploited. So when is the last time you upgraded your software?
/ By Tanel Sepp, Deputy Director of Cyber Policy Department at the Ministry of Defence of the Republic of Estonia

Majority of cyber attacks are opportunistic by nature.
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Slovenia, a tinny Central European coun-
try which lies on the crossroads of four ma-
jor European landscapes boasts immense di-
versity. Journalists and bloggers are amazed 
by its beauties and describe it as one of the 
most beautiful destinations in Europe. As a 
relative new-comer on the bucket list of the 
destinations to visit in Europe, it surprises 
with its landscape, rich history and culture 
and excellent food – all nicely packed on a 
tinny piece of land. Last but not least: the 
country is safe. Conde Nast Traveler listed it 
among the 10 safest countries in the world.

What is it that makes Slovenia so special? 
Let us go through some of the recent articles 
and blogs and you will figure it out by your-
self – in Slovenia, it’s all about diversity. In 
fact, this is the thing that makes this small 
country big. 

Slovenia – it’s not only 
the size that matters 

“All in a nation smaller than 
New Jersey” (National Geo-
graphic)

In March, National Geographic recog-
nized Slovenia as the World Legacy Award 
Winner in the category of the Destination 
Leadership, and Costas Christ praised its di-
versity: 

“Nearly 60 percent of Slovenia is covered 
in lush forests, and more than 40 parks and 
reserves are home to some 20,000 different 
plants and animals, with a network of diverse 
hiking trails. Meandering country roads also 
link pristine lakes to cobblestone towns, 
where local cafes serve up traditional fare 
like  štruklji  (savory veggie and meat pock-
ets), washed down with some of Europe’s 
least known yet tastiest vintages. All in a na-
tion smaller than New Jersey, with a popula-
tion of just over two million.”

“17 Epic Places You Nev-
er Thought To Travel, But 
Should” (Huffington Post)

Suzy Strutner, who writes for Huffington 
post, listed Slovenia among the 17 Epic Plac-
es You Never Thought To Travel, But Should: 
“Croatia’s been a hot travel destination for a 
few years now, but don’t overlook its charm-
ing neighbor to the north. The snowy peaks 
of the Julian Alps are the dramatic backdrop 
for Slovenia’s storybook Lake Bled, while 
outdoor restaurants line the riverwalk in the 
friendly capital city Ljubljana and the sprawl-
ing Postojna Cave is a dramatic diversion. 
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“Slovenia is an essential 
stop an any true European 
adventure” (Harpers Bazaar)

Harpers Bazaar included Slovenia on the 
list of the world’s most untapped destina-
tions: “Situated in the heart of Central Eu-
rope, Slovenia’s Adriatic coastline, endless 
alpine lakes and rolling fields of wildflowerd 
and vineyards make it a wonder for the sens-
es. Home to historic castles, picturesque al-
pine landscapes and Europe’s best emerging 
food and wind scene, Slovenia is an essential 
stop on any true European adventure.”

in full recognition of the fact most foreigners 
get bamboozled by the annexing history of 
this region.”

“If you haven’t heard of Ana 
Roš yet, it’s only a matter of 
time” (Vogue)

Ana Roš, an acclaimed Slovenian chef, 
who starred in Netflix’s Chef ’s Table episode, 
has elevated Slovenia’s gastronomy to the 
world stage. Now, the eyes of international 
media are on Slovenia – everybody wants 
to know where and what to taste. No mat-
ter the location in Slovenia, farm to table 
approach is what makes the gastronomy so 
special. In Vogue, Ana Roš explains about 
the Slovenian gastronomy: “But what exactly 

is Slovenian cuisine? As a gastronomic desti-
nation on the rise, Slovenia is home to a ver-
satile food scene that takes a few cues from 
its neighbors: Italy to the west, Austria up 
north, and Croatia down south. That means 
lots of homemade ravioli, fresh cheeses, fish, 
and lamb—often served with potatoes, leafy 
greens, fresh bread, and peppery olive oil.” 
CNN again pinpoints the importance of 
diversity also when it comes to food: Sand-
wiched between Italy to the west and Austria 
to the north, the Central European country 
tends to see a mix of Alpine and Mediterra-
nean flavors -- think fresh cottage cheeses, 
rich olive oil, fresh bread, potatoes, trout, 
pasta and mutton.” •

INSPIRING  
VISIONS  
OF THE FUTURE
A new horizon in information-
communication technologies.
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“For a little country, you 
pack a lot of pretty punch, 
Slovenia” (Australian celeb-
rity, Sarah Wilson)

Just recently, Australian journalist, blog-
ger and author of the best-selling ‘I Quit Sug-
ar’ book Sarah Wilson visited Slovenia and 
wrote a blog “12 reasons to visit Slovenia (or 
is it Slovakia), where she praised the diver-
sity of the country: “Slovenia is one of if not 
the most beautiful and bountiful country I’ve 
ever visited. It’s bound by Austria, Italy, Cro-
atia and Hungary and manages to combine 
the best of all four nations… in its terrain, 
food culture and the character and warmth 
of the people. It’s a relative new-comer on the 
Euro travel trail. The locals are aware of this; 
the tourism bureau produces postcards with 
“Greetings from Slovenia… or is it Slovakia” 
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Monday, 4 September

11.45 Side event: Digital lunch
–13.45 (by invitation only)
 @Grand Hotel Toplice

13.00 Gathering and Reception
–14.00 @Bled Festival Hall

14.00 Opening of the 2017 BSF
–15.00 @Bled Festival Hall
  Welcome address:
  › H.E. Mr Karl Erjavec, Deputy Prime 

Minister and Minister of Foreign 
Affairs of the Republic of Slovenia

  Address by:
	 	› H.E. Dr Miro Cerar, Prime Minis-

ter of the Republic of Slovenia
  Address by:
	 	› H.E. Mr Borut Pahor, President of 

the Republic of Slovenia
 
  Chaired by: Mr Peter Grk, Secre-

tary-General of the Bled Strategic 
Forum

15.00 Leaders’ Panel
–16.45 @Bled Festival Hall
 Speakers:
   › H.E. Ms Ana Brnabić, Prime Min-

ister of the Republic of Serbia
   › Mr Angel Gurría, Secretary-Gener-

al of OECD
   › Mr Frans Timmermans, First 

Vice-President of the European Com-
mission

   › Dr Danilo Türk, Former President 
of the Republic of Slovenia

 
  Moderator: Dr Nik Gowing, Inter-

national Broadcaster and Visiting 
Professor, King’s College, United 
Kingdom

17.00 Address by H.E. Ms Federica 
–17.10   Mogherini, High Representative of 

the Union for Foreign Affairs and 
Security Policy and Vice-President of 
the European Commission

 @Bled Festival Hall

17.10 Special Panel – A new vision for  
–18.20 a new reality
 @Bled Festival Hall
 Speakers:
   › H.E. Shri M. J. Akbar, Minister of 

State for External Affairs, Govern-
ment of India

   › H.E. Mr Mevlüt Çavuşoğlu, Minis-
ter of Foreign Affairs of the Republic 
of Turkey

   › H.E. Msgr. Paul Richard Gallagh-
er, Secretary for Relations with States, 
Secretariat of State, Vatican

   › Mr Aleksey Yurievich Meshkov, 
Deputy Minister of Foreign Affairs of 
the Russian Federation

   › H.E. Ms Federica Mogherini, 
High Representative of the Union for 
Foreign Affairs and Security Policy 
and Vice-President of the European 
Commission

   › H.E. Mr Péter Szijjártó, Minister of 
Foreign Affairs and Trade of Hungary

 Keynote listener:

   › Ms Patti Londońo Jaramillo, Dep-
uty Minister of Foreign Affairs of the 
Republic of Colombia

 
  Moderator: Dr Nik Gowing, Inter-

national Broadcaster and Visiting 
Professor, King’s College, United 
Kingdom

18.20 Conversation with the  
–18.40 President-elect for the 72nd  
 Session of the UN General  
 Assembly
 @Bled Festival Hall
 Speaker:
   › H.E. Mr Miroslav Lajčák, Minis-

ter of Foreign and European Affairs 
of the Slovak Republic and Presi-
dent-elect for the 72nd Session of the 
UN General Assembly

 
  Moderator: Dr Nik Gowing, Inter-

national Broadcaster and Visiting 
Professor, King’s College, United 
Kingdom

19.00 The future according to Ivan  
–20.00  Krastev, Jacques Rupnik and Tanja 

Fajon
  @Grand Hotel Toplice, Lake Lounge
 Speakers:
   › Ms Tanja Fajon, Member of Euro-

pean Parliament, Slovenia
   › Mr Ivan Krastev, Chairman of the 

Centre for Liberal Strategies, Bulgaria
   › Prof. Dr Jacques Rupnik, Senior 

Research Fellow at CERI, Sciences Po, 
France

 
  Moderator: Mr Dragan Barbutovski, 

Director of Think Europe, Slovenia

20.00 Networking Reception with  
–22.00 Ana Roš
 @Grand Hotel Toplice, Grand Hall
   Presentation of the Bled Strategic 

Forum Distinguished Partner 2017 
Award:

   › H.E. Mr Karl Erjavec, Deputy 
Prime Minister and Minister of 
Foreign Affairs of the Republic of 
Slovenia

   › H.E. Mr Miroslav Lajčák, Minis-
ter of Foreign and European Affairs 
of the Slovak Republic and Presi-
dent-elect for the 72nd Session of the 
UN General Assembly

 
 Addresses by:
   › Mr Janez Fajfar, Mayor of Bled, 

Slovenia
   › Ms Ana Roš, World’s Best Female 

Chef 2017, Slovenia

22.00  Night owl session – Fake news, and 
do the media still need editors?

  @Grand Hotel Toplice, Lake Lounge
 Speakers:
   › Ms Ingrid Brodnig, Book author 

and Digital Champion Austria, brod-
nig.org / digitalchampion.at, Austria

   › Ms Gabriella Cseh, Public Policy 
Director for CEE at Facebook, United 
Kingdom

   › Mr Matthew d’Ancona, Columnist 
at Guardian, London Evening Stand-
ard, International New York Times, 
and GQ, United Kingdom

   › Mr Peter Kropsch, President and 
CEO of German Press Agency, Ger-
many

   › Mr Teodor Marjanović, Commen-
tator on foreign policy at Hospo dářské 
noviny, Czech Republic

   › Mr Florian Nehm, Head of Corpo-
rate Sustainability and EU Affairs at 
Axel Springer SE, Germany

   › Mr Nabil Wakim, Director of Edi-
torial Innovation at Le Monde, France

   › Ms Melita Župevc, Senior Consult-
ant at Pristop, Slovenia

 
  Moderator: Mr Lenart J. Kučić, 

Self-employed, journalist and col-
umnist, Slovenia

Tuesday, 5 September

9.00 Global nuclear governance:  
–10.30 Quo vadis?
 @Hotel Golf, Jupiter Hall
 Speakers:
  H.E. Mr Yukiya Amano, Director 

General of the International Atomic 
Energy Agency

   › Mr Yerzhan Ashikbayev, Deputy 
Minister of Foreign Affairs of the 
Republic of Kazakhstan

   › Amb. Jacek Bylica, EEAS Princi-
pal Adviser and Special Envoy for 
Non-proliferation and Disarmament

   › Hon. Rose E. Gottemoeller, Depu-
ty Secretary-General of NATO

   › Ms Enna Park, Ambassador for 
Public Diplomacy at the Ministry 
of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of 
Korea 

   › H.E. Dr Lassina Zerbo, Executive 
Secretary of the Comprehensive Nu-
clear-Test-Ban Treaty Organization

 
  Moderator: Mr Jure Kosec, Inde-

pendent journalist at Delo, Slovenia

9.30 Water for peace and security
–11.00 @Hotel Golf, Libertas Hall
 Speakers:
   › H.E. Mr Kabiné Komara, Former 

Prime Minister and International 
Consultant at Invesco, Guinea

   › H.E. Mr Kairat Sarybay, Ambassa-
dor Extraordinary and Plenipotenti-
ary of the Republic of Kazakhstan to 
the Republic of Slovenia in Vienna, 
Austria 

   › Dr Danilo Türk, Former President 
of the Republic of Slovenia

   › Amb. Pio Wennubst, Assistant 
Director General and Head of the 
Global Cooperation Department at 
Swiss Agency for Development and 
Cooperation, Switzerland

   › Prof Aaron Wolf, Professor and 
Department Chair of Geosciences at 
Oregon State University, United States 
of America

 
  Moderator: Dr Sundeep Waslekar, 

President of the Strategic Foresight 
Group, India

10.45 The European Union in a  
–12.15 changed world
 @Hotel Golf, Jupiter Hall
 Speakers:
   › Ms Violeta Bulc, European Com-

missioner for Transport
   › Mr Pat Cox, Former President of 

the European Parliament, Ireland
   › H.E. Mr Andrei Galbur, Deputy 

Prime Minister and Minister of For-
eign Affairs and European Integration 
of the Republic of Moldova 

   › Ms Nathalie Loiseau, Minister 
for European Affairs of the French 
Republic

   › H.E. Dr Teodor-Viorel Meleşcanu, 
Minister of Foreign Affairs of Romania

   › Mr Iztok Mirošič, State Secretary at 
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the 
Republic of Slovenia

   › Mr Aleksandar Andrija Pejović, 
Minister of European Affairs of Mon-
tenegro

   › H.E. Ms Ekaterina Zaharieva, 
Deputy Prime Minister for Judicial 
Reform and Minister of Foreign 
Affairs of the Republic of Bulgaria

 
 Keynote listeners:
   › Mr Martin Kotthaus, Director 

General for European Affairs at the 
Federal Foreign Office, Germany

   › Mr Witold Sobków, Political Direc-
tor at the Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
of the Republic of Poland

 
  Moderator: Mr Tobias Flessenkem-

per, Senior Fellow at the European 
Institute - Centre international de 
formation européenne (CIFE), France

11.15 Realistic hope – How  
–12.45 transformation happens faster 
 than one thinks
 @Hotel Golf, Libertas Hall
 Speakers:
   › Ms Claudia Juech, Incoming 

Executive Director of the Cloudera 
Foundation, United States of America

   › Ms Alenka Smerkolj, Minister 
without portfolio responsible for 
Development, Strategic Projects and 
Cohesion of the Republic of Slovenia

   › Dr Angela Wilkinson, Senior Di-
rector of the World Energy Council, 
United Kingdom

 Keynote listener:
   › Hon. Vasantha Senanayake, State 

Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Dem-
ocratic Socialist Republic of Sri Lanka

 
  Moderator: Dr Betty Sue Flowers, 

Poet, Scenario Writer and Former 
Director LBJ Presidential Library, 
University of Texas at Austin (Emeri-
tus), United States of America

12.30 Southern Mediterranean
–14.00 @Hotel Golf, Jupiter Hall
 Speakers:
   › H.E. Mr Carmelo Abela, Minister 

of Foreign Affairs and Trade Promo-
tion of the Republic of Malta

   › Dr Hanan Ashrawi, PLO Executive 
Committee Member and PLC Mem-
ber, Palestine

   › Mr Michael Martens, South East 
Europe/Turkey Correspondent at 
Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung, 
Germany

   › Prof. Dr Masanori Naito, Dean of 
the Graduate School of Global Stud-
ies, Doshisha University, Japan

   › Prof. Dr Marko Pavliha, Vice Dean 
and Head of the Law Department at 
the Faculty of Maritime Studies and 
Transportation, University of Ljublja-
na, Slovenia

   › Mr Terens Spenser Nikolaos 
Quick, Deputy Minister of Foreign 
Affairs of the Hellenic Republic 

   › Ms Sarah Rizk, Counsel at Amerel-
ler, Germany 

   › H.E. Mr Fathallah Sijilmassi, Sec-
retary General of the Union for the 
Mediterranean

 
  Moderator: Mr Andreu Claret, Con-

sultant and former Executive Director 
of the Anna Lindh Foundation, Spain

13.00 Digital diplomacy in the 21st  
–14.30 century: To Tweet or not to Tweet 
 in foreign affairs?
 @Hotel Golf, Libertas Hall
 Speakers:
   › H.E. Mr Nikola Dimitrov, Minister 

of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of 
Macedonia

   ›	Mr Ilan Manor, PhD candidate 
at the University of Oxford, United 
Kingdom

   ›	Mr Eirliani Abdul Rahman, 
Member of Twitter’s Trust and Safety 
Council, Singapore

 
  Moderator: Ms Nora Müller, Execu-

tive Director International Affairs at 
Körber-Stiftung, Germany
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14.15 Human rights in times of change
–15.45 @Hotel Golf, Jupiter Hall
 Speaker:
   › H.E. Mr Zeid Ra’ad Al Hussein, 

United Nations High Commissioner 
for Human Rights

 
  Moderator: Mr Dan Damon, 

Presenter/Reporter at BBC World 
Service, United Kingdom

14.45 InvestTalk Slovenia
–15.45 @Hotel Golf, Libertas Hall
 Speakers:
   › Dr Imre Balogh, CEO and Execu-

tive Director of Bank Asset Manage-
ment Company (DUTB), Slovenia

   › Mr Aleš Koršič, Executive Director 
for Corporate Affairs at Bank Asset 
Management Company (DUTB), 
Slovenia

   › Mr Janez Škrubej, Executive 
Director for Asset Management at 
Bank Asset Management Company 
(DUTB), Slovenia

 
  Introduction and moderator: Mr 

Matej Skočir, Head of the Depart-
ment for Internationalisation and 
Foreign Direct Investments at SPIR-
IT Slovenia - Public Agency for En-
trepreneurship, Internationalization, 
Foreign Investments and Technology, 
Slovenia

16.00 Western Balkans: EU enlargement 
–17.30 – Is pretending the name of the 
 game?
 @Hotel Golf, Jupiter Hall
 Speakers:
   › H.E. Mr Ditmir Bushati, Minister 

of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of 
Albania

   › H.E. Mr Igor Crnadak, Minister of 
Foreign Affairs of Bosnia and Herze-
govina 

   › H.E. Mr Ivica Dačić, First Deputy 
Prime Minister and Minister of For-
eign Affairs of the Republic of Serbia

   › H.E. Prof. Dr Srdjan Darmanović, 
Minister of Foreign Affairs of Monte-
negro

   › Mr Walter Deffaa, Commissioner 
Crețu’s special adviser, European 
Commission

   › H.E. Mr Emanuel Demaj, Act-
ing Minister in Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs of Kosovo

   › H.E. Mr Nikola Dimitrov, Minis-
ter of Foreign Affairs of the Republic 
of Macedonia

   › Mr Pierre Heilbronn, Vice Pres-
ident, Policy and Partnerships at 
EBRD

   › Mr Thomas Mayr-Harting, Man-
aging Director for Europe and Cen-
tral Asia at the European External 
Action Service

   › H.E. Ms Marija Pejčinović Burić, 
Deputy Prime Minister and Minister 
of Foreign and European Affairs of 
the Republic of Croatia

   › Mr Hoyt Brian Yee, Deputy 
Assistant Secretary of the Bureau of 
European and Eurasian Affairs, US 
Department of State

 Keynote listener:
   › Mr Milan Nič, Senior Fellow at 

German Council on Foreign Rela-
tions (DGAP), Slovakia

 
  Moderator: Mr Gerald Knaus, 

Founding Chairman of the European 
Stability Initiative, Germany

17.30 Closing of the 2017 BSF
–17.45 @Hotel Golf, Jupiter Hall
 Closing remarks:
   › Mr Andrej Logar, State Secretary 

at the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of 
the Republic of Slovenia

Tuesday, 5 September

08.30 AmCham Business Breakfast  
–10.00 – A Changing World: How Do We 
 Feel and Co-create the New Reality?
 @Hotel Golf, Concordia Hall
 Speakers:
   › Ms Christel Hofman, Director at 

Such a Potential, Netherlands
   › Dr Matjaž Humar, Researcher at 

Jožef Stefan Institute, Slovenia
   › Dr Aleks Jakulin, Founder of 

Ganxy Inc., United States of America
   › Dr Teresa Kennedy, Award-win-

ning Author and President of Power 
Living Enterprises, United States of 
America 

   › Mr Andrej Pečjak, CEO of Metron 
Institute, Slovenia

   › Prof. Dr Mark V. Vlasic, Senior 
Fellow and Adjunct Professor of Law 
at Georgetown University, United 
States of America

   › Mr Tim M. Žagar, Co-founder of 
ICONOMI, The Financial Services 
for Decentralised Economy, Slovenia

 
  Moderator: Ms Ajša Vodnik, Exec-

utive Director of AmCham Slovenia, 
Slovenia

10.15 Red Monkey Innovation  
–10.45 Management
 @Hotel Golf, Concordia Hall
 Speaker:
   › Mr Jef Staes, Author, Speaker and 

Expert on Learning, Innovation and 
Culture Change at the Red Monkey 
Company, Belgium

10.00 Tourism panel – The collaborative 
–12.30  economy: sharing, cooperation or 
 simply business?
 @Grand Hotel Toplice, Grand Hall
  Opening remarks: Mr Zdravko 

Počivalšek, Minister of Economic 
Development and Technology of the 
Republic of Slovenia

  Opening remarks: Ms Maja Pak, 
Director General of the Slovenian 
Tourist Board, Slovenia

  Keynote speaker: Mr Manolis Psar-
ros, CEO of Toposophy, Greece

 
 Speakers:
   › Mr Christian de Barrin, CEO of 

HOTREC - Hotels, Restaurants and 
Cafés in Europe, Belgium

   › Mr Klemens Himpele, Head of 
Municipal Department for Economic 
Affairs, Labour and Statistics at City 
of Vienna, Austria 

   › Dr Janja Hojnik, Professor at the 
Faculty of Law, University of Mari-
bor, Slovenia

   › Ms Eva Štravs Podlogar, State sec-
retary at the Ministry of Economic 
Development and Technology of the 
Republic of Slovenia 

   › Mr Carlos Villaro Lassen, Secre-
tary General of the European Holi-
day Home Association, Denmark

   › Ms Daniela Wagner, Director for 
Europe, Middle East and Africa at 
PATA - Pacific Asia Travel Associa-
tion, United Kingdom

 
  Moderator: Mr Igor E. Bergant, An-

chorman at Radio-television Slovenia 
(RTV), Slovenia

11.00 The role of innovation in  
–13.00 a new reality
 @Hotel Golf, Concordia Hall
 Speakers:
   › Mr Ranko Jelača, Member of the 

Management Board of Telekom 
Slovenije, Slovenia

   › Ms Sirpa Kekkonen, Head of Gov-
ernment Strategy Secretariat at the 
Prime Minister’s Office, Finland

   › Mr Boris Koprivnikar, Minister of 
Public Administration of the Repub-
lic of Slovenia

   › Mr Michael Lau, Senior Wealth 
Management Manager at AIA Inter-
national, China

   › Dr Mark Pleško, Co-founder and 
CEOat Cosylab, Control System 
Laboratory, Slovenia 

   › Mr Gregor Potočar, Managing 
Director at SAP Slovenija, Slovenia 

   › Mr Robert Trnovec, Director Gen-
eral at Microsoft, Slovenia 

   › Mr Junji Tsuda, Representative Di-
rector and Chairman of the Board at 
Yaskawa Electric Corporation, Japan

 
  Moderator: Mr Marco Steinberg, 

Founder and CEO of Snowcone & 
Haystack, Finland

14.00 Musical leadership strategy –  
–14.30 For a European identity in a 
  multipolar world
 @Hotel Golf, Concordia Hall
 Speaker:
   › Mr Miha Pogačnik, Violinist, 

visionary and cultural ambassador of 
the Republic of Slovenia

 

14.30 Innovative Europe –  
–16.00 Opportunities for a new  
 breakthrough
 @Hotel Golf, Concordia Hall
 Speakers:
   › Ms Violeta Bulc, European Com-

missioner for Transport
   › Mr Sandi Češko, CEO of Studio 

Moderna, Slovenia 
   › Ms Medeja Lončar, CEO at Sie-

mens Slovenija, Slovenia
   › Mr Yuri Sidorovich, Managing 

Partner and Forensic leader for 
Deloitte’s Adriatic Region at Deloitte 
Slovenia 

   › Ms Rumyana Trencheva, Man-
aging Director of SAP South East 
Europe, Bulgaria

 
  Moderator: Ms Martina Merslavič, 

Coach at Own the Room, Slovenia
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 1 Bled Festival Hall (Cesta svobode 11) 
 2 Hotel Krim (Ljubljanska 7)
 3 Hotel Park (Cesta svobode 15)
 4 Grand Hotel Toplice (Cesta svobode 12) 
 5 Best Western Premier Hotel Lovec (Ljubljanska cesta 6)

 6 Kompas Hotel Bled (Cankarjeva 2)
 7 Hotel Golf (Cankarjeva 4) 
 8 Hotel Savica (Cankarjeva 6)
 9 Hotel Astoria (Prešernova 44) 
 10 Vila Zlatorog (Veslaška promenada 9)

CONTACT INFORMATION 
info@bledstrategicforum.org 
General Information: +386 (0)51 395 060 
Media Information: +386 (0)51 395 072 
Medical Emergencies: +386 (0)41 805 720  
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G facebook.com/BledStrategicForum 
Hashtag: #BSF 

Scan to download

Explore locations 
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Opening of the 2017 BSF 

Karl Erjavec
Minister of Foreign Affairs of 
the Republic of Slovenia. After 
starting his career in the pri-
vate sector and being later 

elected as member of the Kranj City Council, Mr 
Erjavec first served as Director of the Specialist 
Service and then as Head of Cabinet in the Hu-
man Rights Ombudsman’s Office. His previous 
positions include State Secretary at the Ministry 
of Justice, Minister of Defence and Minister of the 
Environment and Spatial Planning.

Miro Cerar 
Prime Minister of the Republic 
of Slovenia. Before entering 
politics, Dr Cerar was Full Pro-
fessor at the Faculty of Law of 

the University of Ljubljana. He took part in draft-
ing the Slovenian Constitution worked as legal 
advisor to the National Assembly. He taught 
Comparative Constitutional Law at the Golden 
Gate University in San Francisco and underwent 
training at Berkeley. Author and co-author of nu-
merous books and papers.

Borut Pahor
President of the Republic of 
Slovenia. In his long political 
career, he was elected as mem-
ber of the European Parlia-

ment, appointed as President of the National As-
sembly and as Prime Minister. He started his 
professional career in 1990 as a delegate in the 
Assembly of the Republic of Slovenia. He is for-
mer leader of the political party known today as 
Social democrats. 

Peter Grk 
Secretary-General of the Bled 
Strategic Forum. He serves as 
the Western Balkans Coordi-
nator at the Ministry of Foreign 

Affairs of the Republic of Slovenia. Previously, he 
was Chair of the Committee on the Civilian As-
pect of Crisis Management in Brussels, adviser to 
the Foreign Minister and Chief Foreign Policy 
Adviser to the Prime Minister. He holds a degree 
in Political Science.

Leaders’ panel

Ana Brnabić
Prime Minister of Serbia. Prior to 
her appointment, she served as 
Minister of Public Administra-
tion and Local Self-Government. 

She currently heads the Council for Innovative En-
trepreneurship and Information Tech no logies, as 
well as the Council for National Minorities. She is a 
member of the group “New Leaders for Europe” 
within the World Economic Forum.

Angel Gurría
Secretary-General of the Or-
ganization of Economic Co-
Ope ration and Development 
(OECD). He was Minister of 

Foreign Affairs and Minister of Finance and Pub-
lic Credit in Mexico. He is a receiver of numerous 
Honorary Degrees, Awards, Decorations and 
Medals. He holds a BA degree in Economics from 
UNAM (Mexico) and a MA degree in Economics 
from Leeds University (United Kingdom).

Frans Timmermans
First Vice-President of the Eu-
ropean Commission. He began 
his career as an official at the 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs in 

The Hague. He held numerous important posi-
tions including: deputy head of the Ministry for 
Development Cooperation’s European Affairs 
Section, Minister for European Affairs, member 
of staff of the European Commissioner Hans van 
de Broek, and adviser and private secretary to 
Max van der Stoel.

Danilo Türk
Former President of the Repub-
lic of Slovenia. Dr Türk is a 
diplomat, politician, and pro-
fessor of international law. He 

served as UN Assistant Secretary-General for Po-
litical Affairs, and was Ambassador of Slovenia to 
the UN. He is Chairman of the Global High-Level 
Panel on Water and Peace and chairs the Board of 
Directors of the Global Fairness Initiative.

Nik Gowing 
Between 1996 and 2014, he was 
one of the main news present-
ers for the BBC’s international 
24-hour news channel BBC 

World News. He presented The Hub with Nik 
Gowing, BBC World Debates, Dateline London, 
and locally covered major global stories. A Visit-
ing Professor at Kings College, he also co-au-
thored the interim findings of the “Thinking the 
Unthinkable” Study to wide acclaim.

Address by the High Representative 
/ Vice-President of the European 
Commission

Federica Mogherini
High Representative of the Un-
ion for Foreign Affairs and Se-
curity Policy/Vice-President of 
the Commission. Her previous 

positions include Minister of Foreign Affairs and 
international Cooperation of Italy, Head of the 
Italian delegation to the NATO Parliamentary 
Assembly, Member of the Italian Parliament, Par-
liamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe 
and Member of the Italian Institute for Foreign 
Affairs.

Special panel – A new vision for a new 
reality 

Shri M. J. Akbar
Distinguished writer, former 
journalist, editor and founder 
of the first weekly political 
news magazine in India, Sun-

day. He was member of the Forum of Islamic 
Scholars and Intellectuals and visiting Fellow at 
the Brookings Institution. He is a former Member 
of Parliament and national spokesperson of 
Bharatiya Janata Party. Currently, he serves as 
Minister of State for External Affairs.

Mevlüt Çavuşoğlu
Minister of Foreign Affairs of 
the 62th, 64th and 65th Gov-
ernment of the Republic of 
Turkey. He received his BA 

Degree in International Relations from Ankara 
University and his MA Degree in Economics 
from Long Island University in New York. Found-

ing member of the Justice and Development Party 
(AK Party). Former President of the Parliamenta-
ry Assembly of the Council of Europe (PACE) and 
its Honorary President in 2014. 

Paul Richard Gallagher
Secretary for Relations with 
States at the Holy See. He was 
born in Liverpool and was or-
dained in 1977. Doctor in Can-

on Law, he became member of the Holy See’s dip-
lomatic service in 1984. He served the Holy See in 
Tanzania, Uruguay and Philippines. He was ap-
pointed Apostolic Nuncio in Burundi (2004), 
Guatemala (2009) and Australia (2012). 

Aleksey Yurievich Meshkov
Deputy Minister of Foreign 
Affairs of the Russian Federa-
tion. He held various diplomat-
ic posts in the central office of 

the Foreign Ministry and abroad as Ambassador 
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary to the Italian 
Republic and Permanent Representative to the 
UN Food and Agriculture Organisation. He is a 
recipient of several foreign, departmental and 
public decorations and awards.

Federica Mogherini
High Representative of the Un-
ion for Foreign Affairs and Se-
curity Policy/Vice-President of 
the Commission. Her previous 

positions include Minister of Foreign Affairs and 
international Cooperation of Italy, Head of the 
Italian delegation to the NATO Parliamentary 
Assembly, Member of the Italian Parliament, Par-
liamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe and 
Member of the Italian Institute for Foreign Affairs.

Péter Szijjártó
Minister of Foreign Affairs and 
Trade of the Hungarian Peo-
ple’s Republic. Economist, 
joined Fidesz in 1998, president 

of youth organization of Fidesz. Former member 
of the National Assembly, communications direc-
tor, spokesman and chief of staff of the Fidesz 
party’s president. Former Prime Minister’s 
spokesman and head of the Prime Minister’s staff. 
Former State Secretary for Foreign Affairs and 
External Economic Relations and Deputy Minis-
ter of Foreign Affairs and Trade.

Patti Londońo Jaramillo 
The Deputy Minister of For-
eign Affairs of the Republic of 
Colombia. She holds a PhD in 
Political Science and Interna-

tional Affairs, teaches and is a researcher at the 
School of Finance, Government and International 
Relations of Universidad Externado de Colombia. 
She has co-written books on the United Nations 
and the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries, 
and is the author of books on the United States 
and South Africa as well as of articles on interna-
tional issues published in specialized magazines.
 

Conversation with the President-elect 
for the 72nd Session of the UN General 
Assembly

Miroslav Lajčak
Minister of Foreign and Euro-
pean Affairs of the Slovak Re-
public. Mr Lajčak is a career 
diplomat. He was instrumental 

in mediating post-conflict crises in the Western 
Balkans, and helped shape the diplomatic service 
of the EU. He served as Ambassador in Belgrade 
and Tokyo. In May 2017, he was elected President 
of the 72nd session of the UN General Assembly.

The future according to Ivan Krastev, 
Jacques Rupnik and Tanja Fajon

Tanja Fajon
Member of the European Par-
liament, Vice-Chair in S&D 
and SD. She holds a degree in 
journalism. A passionate advo-

cate of freedom of movement and its economic 
benefits, Fajon was previously the European Par-
liament rapporteur on the visa liberalisation pro-
cess for the Western Balkans.

Ivan Krastev
Chairman of the Centre for 
Liberal Strategies in Sofia, per-
manent fellow at the Institute 
for Human Sciences, Vienna, a 

founding board member of the European Council 
on Foreign Relations and a contributing opinion 
writer for the International New York Times. 
With Stephen Holmes he co-authered a forth-
coming book on Russian politics.

Jacques Rupnik
Director of Research at CERI 
and Professor at Sciences Po in 
Paris. Dr Rupnik was educated 
at the University of Paris and at 

Harvard. He is also visiting professor at the Col-
lege of Europe in Bruges. Since joining CERI in 
1982, he has been writing and lecturing about 
East European history and politics.

Dragan Barbutovski 
He runs Slovenia’s only EU 
policy think tank Evropa misli/
Think Europe. With the aim of 
stimulating debate about the 

EU, Think Europe recently published ‘13 recom-
mendations for Slovenia’ on the future of the EU 
at the occasion of the country’s 13th anniversary 
of EU membership. Think Europe organises pub-
lic debates & works on EU policy issues.

Networking reception with Ana Roš

Janez Fajfar
Mayor of Bled. He graduated in 
Ethnology and Geography 
from the University of Ljubljana 
in 1979. After travelling the 

world in the ‘80s, he joined the Iron Forging Muse-
um in Kropa as a curator. In 1984, he became re-
ception manager at Hotel Vila Bled and in 1991 he 
was appointed hotel director. In 2006, Janez Fajfar 
was elected mayor of Bled, to be re-elected in 2010 
and 2014.

Ana Roš
She took over a restaurant in 
the tiny village of Kobarid in 
2000. Today, Hiša Franko is a 
fine dining place, internation-

ally acclaimed as one of the world’s most for-
ward-thinking restaurants. The idea behind Ms 
Roš’s cuisine is to bring the Slovenian tradition 
forward by using new techniques. Ms Roš received 
The World’s 50 Best Restaurants Female Chef of 
the Year 2017 award.
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Night Owl Session – Fake news, and do 
the media still need editors?

Ingrid Brodnig
Austrian author and journalist. 
Her work focuses on the impact 
of digitalization on our society. 
In 2017, she published her third 

book „Lügen im Netz“ (Lies on the Internet), 
which explains fake news and political manipula-
tion online. She is also Austria’s Digital Champi-
on for the EU Commission.

Gabriella Cseh
Public Policy Director for Cen-
tral and Eastern Europe at 
Facebook, lawyer. She covers 
public policies and regulatory 

relations of Facebook in the region. Prior to join-
ing Facebook, she was executive director of Hun-
garian Public Service Radio and external relations 
director for PanTel telecommunications Ltd. Ms 
Cseh also served as a diplomat and civil servant.

Matthew d’Ancona
Award-winning author and 
journalist. He writes a weekly 
column for The Guardian. Pre-
viously editor of The Spectator, 

Mr d’Ancona now also writes for the Evening 
Standard, The New York Times International 
Edition and GQ. He is a visiting research fellow at 
Queen Mary University of London and a trustee 
of the Science Museum Group.

Peter Kropsch
Chairman of dpà s executive 
board. As economics journal-
ist, he worked 20 years for the 
Austrian news agency APA, 

and became member of the agency’s Executive 
Board in 2006, and then CEO in 2009. From 2012 
to 2014, he was president of the European Alliance 
of News Agencies (EANA).

Teodor Marjanović 
Senior editorial and opinion 
writer at daily Hospodarske 
Noviny, published in Prague, 
Czechia. His focus is on inter-

national news, especially the United States politics 
and the Middle East. He is former Fulbright Fel-
low and worked on Capitol Hill as a personal aide 
to Rep. Don Manzullo (R - Illinois). In the past, he 
also worked as producer at the BBC World Ser-
vice, London.

Florian Nehm
Head of Corporate Sustainabil-
ity and EU-Affairs at Axel 
Springer SE, one of Europe’s 
leading multimedia corpora-

tions headquartered in Berlin. He began his career 
as a journalist at Die Welt. He earned his MS in 
Economics at the Colorado State University after 
studying agriculture in Chile and Germany.

Melita Župevc
Senior advisor at Pristop agen-
cy. Ms Župevc has more than 
15 years of experience in jour-
nalism, public relations, poli-

tics and public affairs. She was also Member of 
Parliament during two parliamentary terms. Ms 
Župevc recently obtained her MSc degree in In-
ternational Strategy and Diplomacy at the London 
School of Economics and Political Science.

Nabil Wakim 
Director of editorial innova-
tion at Le Monde, Paris. He was 
previously editor-in-chief and 
online managing editor of Le 

Monde.fr. He founded Les Décodeurs, a fact-
check ing team inside Le Monde. He is a 2015 
Nieman Fellow at Harvard and teaches journal-
ism at the Sciences Po Journalism School in Paris.

Lenart J. Kučić 
Mr Kučić is a journalist, re-
searcher and podcaster. He is a 
former tech/media corre-
spondent, commentator and 

columnist at the Slovenian national (quality) daily 
Delo. He closely follows trends in ICT and chang-

es brought about by the convergence of the com-
munication and media industries. He is author 
and co-author of several books, expert articles 
and studies on the subjects of media ownership 
and new media. In 2008, he finished his MA pro-
gramme at Goldsmiths College, London (with 
distinction).

Global nuclear governance: Quo vadis?

Yukiya Amano
Director General of the Inter-
national Atomic Energy Agen-
cy. Prior to his election in July 
2009, he served as Japan’s Resi-

dent Representative to the Agency and as Chair of 
the Agency’s Board of Governors. In April 1972, 
he joined the Japanese Foreign Ministry, where he 
began a series of international postings in Bel-
gium, France, Laos, Switzerland, and the United 
States.

Yerzhan Ashikbayev
Deputy Minister of Foreign 
Affairs of the Republic of Ka-
zakhstan. Before his current 
appointment in 2013, he served 

as First Secretary to the Embassy of Kazakhstan 
in Brussels, Head of Foreign Minister’s Chancery, 
Chairman of the International Information Com-
mittee, Advisor to the Minister of Foreign Affairs 
and Deputy Head of Prime Minister’s Office.

Jacek Bylica
EEAS Special Envoy for Disar-
mament and Non-proliferation 
(since 2013). Between 2008 and 
2013, he was Head of WMD 

Non-Proliferation Centre at NATO. From 2004 to 
2008, he served as Poland’s Ambassador to the 
UN and other international organisations in Vi-
enna, and from 1989 to 2004 he held various posi-
tions in the Polish Diplomatic Service, including 
as Director for Security Policy. Mr Bylica studied 
in Warsaw, Moscow, Beijing and Boston, and 
holds degrees in International Relations and Law.

Rose Gottemoeller
Deputy Secretary General of 
NATO. Hon. Rose E. Gottemo-
eller took up her position in 
October 2016 after serving 

nearly five years as Under Secretary for Arms Con-
trol and International Security at the U.S. Depart-
ment of State. As Under Secretary, Gottemoeller 
advised the Secretary of State on arms control, 
non-proliferation and political-military affairs.

Enna Park
Ambassador for Public Diplo-
macy. Ms Park was Second 
Secretary at the Korean Embas-
sy to India and at the Korean 

Permanent Mission to UN. She previously worked 
as Director of Planning and Research Division 
and Regional Cooperation Division at the Insti-
tute of Foreign Affairs and National Security. Her 
other past positions include Minister-Counsellor 
at Korean Permanent Mission to UN, Direc-
tor-General for Development Cooperation, Min-
ister at the Korean Embassy to China. 

Lassina Zerbo
Executive Secretary of the 
Com  prehensive Nuclear-Test- 
Ban Treaty Organization (CT-
BTO) since 2013. He is former 

Director of the CTBTO International Data Cen-
tre. He holds a PhD in Geophysics from Paris XI 
University. Dr Zerbo received numerous prestig-
ious awards and is a member of several think 
tanks on energy, science, technology and develop-
ment, and peace and security.

Jure Kosec 
Journalist. Studied at the Uni-
versity of Ljubljana, Slovenia 
(Journalism) and Leiden Uni-
versity in the Netherlands 

(History). Since 2009, he has worked as a journal-
ist at Delo, Slovenia’s leading national daily news-
paper. He focuses on international politics, secu-
rity, economic and social trends.

Water for peace and security

Kabiné Komara
Former Prime Minister of 
Guinea and a Winner of the 
Oscar for African Managers 
Leadership Prize. Currently, he 

is an International Consultant for strategic issues, 
development, investment and finance matters. 
Previously, he was High Commissioner of OM-
VS-Senegal River Basin Development Organiza-
tion. During his rich career, started in 1974, he 
held numerous important positions in Africa. 

Kairat Sarybay
In 1988, graduated from Lenin-
grad State University, Philolo-
gist orientalist by speciality. In 
different years served as Depu-

ty Minister of Foreign Affairs, Ambassador of 
Kazakhstan to Turkey, Germany, and Assistant to 
President of the Republic of Kazakhstan. Speaks 
Kazakh, Russian, English, German, Turkish. 
Awarded Orders of Honor (Qurmet) of the Re-
public of Kazakhstan, and Anniversary Medals of 
Independence of Kazakhstan.

Danilo Türk
Former President of the Repub-
lic of Slovenia. Dr Türk is a 
diplomat, politician, and pro-
fessor of international law. He 

served as UN Assistant Secretary-General for Po-
litical Affairs, and was Ambassador of Slovenia to 
the UN. He is Chairman of the Global High-Level 
Panel on Water and Peace and chairs the Board of 
Directors of the Global Fairness Initiative.

Pio Wennubst
Worked for the UN in Nepal 
and for the Swiss Agency for 
Development and Cooperation 
(SDC), including in postings in 

Bolivia, Madagascar, Tanzania. Former Deputy 
Permanent Representative of the Swiss mission to 
the Rome-based UN agencies and the Head of the 
Economic and Social Development Team at the 
Swiss permanent mission to the UN in New York. 
Currently Assistant Director General and Head of 
the Global Cooperation Department.

Aaron Wolf
Professor of geography in the 
College of Earth, Ocean, and 
Atmospheric Sciences at Ore-
gon State University, USA. As 

trained mediator/facilitator, he directs the Pro-
gram in Water Conflict Management and Trans-
formation, through which he has offered work-
shops, facilitations, and mediation in basins 
throughout the world. He is author of “Spirit of 
Dialogue”, published in 2017.

Sundeep Waslekar 
President of Strategic Foresight 
Group, an international think-
tank that has worked with 50 
countries. A best-selling au-

thor, pioneer of new concepts to quantify con-
flicts, and practitioner of parallel diplomacy. He 
has authored research reports under the auspices 
of Strategic Foresight Group. He graduated from 
Oxford University (1983) and received D. Litt. 
(Honoris Causa) of Symbiosis International Uni-
versity from President of India.

The European Union in a changed world

Violeta Bulc 
EU Commissioner for trans-
port. Ms Bulc who has priori-
tised digitalisation and innova-
tion in transport. A noted 

academic, author, systems architect and entrepre-
neur. In the corporate sphere, she held various 
positions in the telecom industry, including Tele-
kom Slovenia and Telemach. Immediately prior to 
her current appointment, she was the Deputy 
Prime Minister of Slovenia.

Pat Cox
Mr Cox is Former President of 
the European Parliament and 
the European Movement Inter-
national. He was the President 

Jean Monnet Foundation for Europe, Leader of 
Needs Assessment and Implementation Mission 
on parliamentary reform of the Verkhovna Rada, 
Kiev, appointed by the European Parliament. He 
is also former European Coordinator for the 
Scandinavian -Mediterranean TEN T Core Net-
work Transport Corridor.

Andrei Galbur
Deputy Prime Minister and 
Minister of Foreign Affairs and 
European Integration of Mol-
dova. Mr Galbur received an 

MA degree in European Interdisciplinary Studies 
at the College of Europe in Natolin, and graduated 
in European Studies ath Trinity College in Dub-
lin. He is former Business Intelligence Analyst at 
Alaco (UK), Political Officer in EU Delegation to 
Russia, and in DG Enlargement, Bosnia & Herze-
govina Unit in European Commission.

Nathalie Loiseau
Director of the French National 
School of Public Administra-
tion. Graduate of the Paris In-
stitute of Political Studies and 

of the French National Institute for Oriental Lan-
guages and Civilisations (Chinese). Former Depu-
ty Director of the Middle East and North Africa 
Directorate at the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and 
International Development of France, Human 
Resources Director and Director-General for Ad-
ministration and Modernization (2011).

Teodor-Viorel Meleşcanu
Minister for foreign affairs of 
Romania. He was three times 
senator in the Romanian Par-
liament and held numerous 

high-level positions in the administration. He was 
defence minister, State Advisor on defence and 
security and head of the Romanian Foreign Intel-
ligence Service. He is also professor at the doctoral 
school of the National School of Political Sciences 
and Public Administration.

Iztok Mirošič
State Secretary at the Ministry 
of Foreign Affairs of the Re-
public of Slovenia. He started 
his career at the Ministry of 

Foreign affairs in 1995 as a Senior adviser for rela-
tions with Italy. He served as ambassador in Lib-
ya, Tunisia, Malta, Italy and San Marino. He was 
one of the negotiators for the Arbitration agree-
ment between Slovenia and Croatia.

Aleksandar Andrija Pejović
Minister of European Affairs. 
He holds a MA degree in Inter-
national Relations from the 
Greek University, currently 

doing a Law Ph.D. He served as diplomat in Lju-
bljana, Skopje and Brussels. He is also Chief Ne-
gotiator for EU Accession, Coordinator for EU 
funds, member of PES Presidency and WEF EPG. 
He writes, sculpts and is Honorary Captain of 
Boka Navy.

Ekaterina Zaharieva
Deputy Prime Minister for Ju-
dicial Reform and Minister of 
Foreign Affairs of the Republic 
of Bulgaria. Ms Zaharieva start-

ed her public career as a Legal Advisor at the 
Ministry of Environment and Waters. She later 
served as Deputy Minister of Regional Develop-
ment and Public Works and Minister of Justice, 
and was Chief of Staff to the President. She holds 
a Master’s Degree in Law.

Martin Kotthaus 
His portfolio includes Arctic 
Affairs. He studied Law and 
International Law and Diplo-
macy. In 1993, he worked for 

German Foreign Service in Luanda, Angola, 
Washington D.C. Between 1999 and 2003, he was 
Executive Vice President of Gruner+Jahr in Ham-
burg. In 2003 he returned to MFA as Head of Unit 
and Spokesman of the Ministry. Between 2011 
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and 2014 he worked at the Federal Ministry of Fi-
nance. Currently, he is GD for EU Affairs at Fed-
eral MFA.

Witold Sobkow 
Mr. Sobkow is currently politi-
cal director. He is an experi-
enced diplomat who held many 
important positions in his ca-

reer, including Ambassador to Ireland, Director 
for Non-European Countries and the UN System, 
Head of the V-4+UK Mission to BiH, Permanent 
representative to the UN and Senior adviser to the 
minister of European affairs.

Tobias Flessenkemper 
Professor of European politics 
at CIFE in Nice and the Univer-
sity of Cologne. Former Secre-
tary-General of the European 

Youth Forum. He advised on political develop-
ment and security sector reform on behalf of the 
European Union and the OSCE in Skopje and Sa-
rajevo. Visiting fellow at the German Institute of 
International and Security Affairs and co-creator 
of elbarlament.org – an advisory practice for in-
novation in governance in Berlin.

Realistic hope – How transformation 
happens faster than one thinks

Claudia Juech
Ms Juech is the incoming Exec-
utive Director of the Cloudera 
Foundation, the philanthropic 
arm of Cloudera Inc., a big data 

platform that applies machine learning and data 
analytics to address business needs and help solve 
social problems. Previously, Ms. Juech was an 
Associate Vice President at the Rockefeller Foun-
dation, using data and information to identify 
opportunities for large-scale impact such as the 
$130 million Yieldwise initiative.

Alenka Smerkolj
Slovenian Minister without 
Portfolio responsible for Devel-
opment, Strategic Projects and 
Cohesion. Previously, she was 

appointed as acting Minister of Finance. She is a 
member of Modern Centre Party. From 1988 to 
2014, she worked at the NLB Group, including as 
a director responsible for financial markets. 

Angela Wilkinson
World class global foresight 
practitioner and scenario plan-
ning expert. Strategic advisor 
to senior leaders in govern-

ment, business, and civil society in 30+ countries 
for over 30 years. Highly experienced in strategic 
dialogue and systemic change initiatives at organ-
isational, national and international levels. For-
mer roles include head of strategic foresight, 
OECD, Shell scenarios and futures research, Ox-
ford. 

Vasantha Senanayake
Appointed State Minister of 
Foreign Affairs in June 2017. 
Hon. Senanayake entered Par-
liament in 2010, was made the 

Deputy Minister of Wild Life and Sports in 2014, 
and reelected in 2015 as the State Minister of Irri-
gation and Water Resources Management.

Betty Sue Flowers 
Dr Flowers holds a PhD and is 
professor emeritus and former 
director of the Johnson Presi-
dential Library. She has moder-

ated executive seminars at the Aspen Institute, 
consulted for NASA, CIA, and the US Navy, and 
edited scenarios for Shell International, the OAS, 
the OECD, and the World Business Council for 
Sustainable Development, among others.

Southern Mediterranean

Carmelo Abela
Minister for Foreign Affairs 
and Trade Promotion of Malta. 
Former Manager at Mid Med 
Bank Ltd./HSBC Bank Malta 

plc., member of the Parliamentary Assembly of 
the OSCE, Government Spokesperson at the Of-
fice of the Prime Minister, Deputy Speaker of the 
House of Representatives and Minister for Home 
Affairs and National Security.

Hanan Ashrawi
Distinguished Palestinian 
leader, legislator, activist, and 
scholar. Dr Ashravi served as a 
member of the Leadership 

Committee as the first woman to hold a seat in the 
highest executive body in Palestine. Recipient of 
numerous awards and several academic acco-
lades, including eleven honorary doctorates from 
universities in the U.S., Canada, Europe, and the 
Arab world.

Michael Martens
Michael Martens works as cor-
respondent for Frankfurter 
Allgemeine Zeitung in Athens. 
Before, he reported from Istan-

bul (2009-2015), Belgrade (2002-2009), Frankfurt 
(2000-2002), Ukraine, Russia and Afghanistan 
(1995-2000). He published several books, among 
them “Keeping up old sores” (1999, Weimar) to-
gether with Nobel-prize laureate Günter Grass.

Masanori Naito
Professor of the Middle Eastern 
Studies and Migration Studies 
at the Graduate School of Glob-
al Studies, Doshisha University 

in Kyoto. Visiting professor and researcher at nu-
merous Universities around the world.

Marko Pavliha 
Full Professor of international 
maritime, transport and insur-
ance law at the Faculty of Mari-
time Studies and Transporta-

tion, University of Ljubljana. Former Minister of 
Transport and Deputy Speaker of Parliament of 
Slovenia. He held many positions in the most 
prominent institutions in Slovenia. Author and 
co-author of over 30 books and numerous articles, 
essays and scientific papers.

Terens Nikolaos Quick
Deputy Foreign Minister of 
Greece. Former Deputy Minis-
ter to the Prime Minister, Sec-
retary of the Standing Parlia-

mentary Committee on Greeks Abroad, member 
of the Permanent Standing Parliamentary Com-
mittee on Defence and Foreign Affairs, and mem-
ber of the Greek parliamentary group OSCE. He 
is an established journalist with 45 year of experi-
ence and an impressive media career, in television, 
radio and the press.

Sarah Rizk
Counsel at Amereller Legal 
Consultants, based in Munich 
and Cairo. Ms Rizk received 
her legal education from Cairo 

University (LL.B.) and Harvard Law School 
(LL.M.). She also studied political science, eco-
nomics and international human rights law at the 
American University in Cairo. Ms Rizk’s current 
practice is focused on Middle East arbitration.

Fathallah Sijilmassi
Secretary General of the Union 
for the Mediterranean. A ca-
reer diplomat for the Moroccan 
government since 1989, he spe-

cializes in economic international relations and 
Euro-Mediterranean issues. Mr Sijilmassi holds a 
PhD in Economics and a degree in Political 
Sciences. He was awarded officer of the Légion 
d´honneur and a grand officer of the Ordre Na-
tional du Mérite of France.

Andreu Claret 
Journalist and writer. Worked 
in some of the most important 
Spanish Media. Developed his 
professional career as an inter-

national affairs analyst, in Central America, Sub-
sharian Africa and the Arab countries. Former 
director of the European Institute of the Mediter-
ranean (Barcelona) and the Anna Lindh Founda-
tion (Alexandria, Egypt), an institution of the 
Union for the Mediterranean.

Digital diplomacy in the 21st century: To 
Tweet or not to Tweet in foreign affairs?

Nikola Dimitrov
Minister of Foreign Affairs of 
the Republic of Macedonia. 
Previously, he held numerous 
public positions, including as 

ambassador to the Kingdom of the Netherlands 
(2009–2014), United States of America (2001–
2006) and Deputy Foreign Minister (2000). He 
was recently appointed Distinguished Fellow at 
The Hague Institute for Global Justice.

Ilan Manor
Ilan Manor is a scholar at the 
University of Oxford. In 2016, 
Manor published a monograph 
on digital diplomacy titled “Are 

we there yet? Have MFAs Realized the Potential of 
Digital Diplomacy?” Manor has contributed arti-
cles on digital diplomacy to the Hague Journal of 
Diplomacy and Global Affairs. He blogs at www.
digdipblog.com.

Eirlani Abdul Rahman
Director at the Kailash Satyar-
thi Children’s Foundation, and 
Executive Director of YAKIN 
(Youth, Adult survivors & Kin 

In Need). She is a member of Twitter’s Trust & 
Safety Council. She led campaign #FullStop to 
#childsexualabuse on behalf of the Nobel Peace 
Prize laureate Kailash Satyarthi, won the 2015 
BMW Foundation Responsible Leaders Award. 
Between 2005 and 2015, she served in the Singa-
pore Foreign Service.

Nora Müller 
Head of the International Af-
fairs Department of Körber 
Foundation, one of Germany’s 
largest private foundations. She 

is a regular commentator on MENA issues in the 
German and international media including in Die 
Zeit, Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung, gulfnews.
com, Neue Zürcher Zeitung and Süddeutsche 
Zeitung as well as Deutsche Welle TV and others. 
Ms Müller is member of the IISS.

Human rights in times of change

Zeid Ra’ad Al Hussein
UN High Commissioner for 
Human Rights. He assumed 
his functions in September 
2014 and is the first Asian, 

Muslim and Arab to lead the Office of the High 
Commissioner for Human Rights. A veteran mul-
tilateral diplomat, Zeid has long familiarity with 
international criminal justice, international law, 
UN peacekeeping, post-conflict peace-building, 
international development, and counter-nuclear 
terrorism.

Dan Damon 
BBC radio presenter and re-
porter. Reported on Eastern 
Europe and former Yugoslavia 
1989-present. MA Political Sci-

ence. LLM International Law. Presenter of daily 
BBC World Service programme ‘World Update’

InvestTalk Slovenia

Imre Balogh
CEO and Executive Director of 
the Bank Asset Management 
Company (DUTB). Former 
Non-Executive Director of 

DUTB and President and CEO of Probanka who 

managed the orderly wind-down. Previously, ad-
visor and member of the Strategy Committee of 
the Supervisory Board in First Ukrainian Interna-
tional Bank. He worked at top management posi-
tions in MKB Bank Hungary, and was Chairman/
Board member in different financial institutions.

Aleš Koršič
Executive Director for Corpo-
rate Affairs at Cimos. Mr Ko-
ršič holds a BA degree in law 
and MA degree in economics. 

Previously, he worked as legal advisor at Cimos, 
and served as member of the Supervisory Board 
of foundry  Livarna Vuzenica and the Board of 
Directors of Livarna Kikinda in Serbia. He is ex-
perienced in acquisitions coordination, and cor-
porate restructuring and business reorganization.

Janez Škrubej
Executive Director for Asset 
Management. He holds a mas-
ter’s degree in economics from 
Ljubljana University and MBA 

from Drury University in the US. He worked at 
the international consultancy-audit company 
Deloitte as head of financial consultancy services, 
where he gained extensive experience on mergers 
and acquisitions, valuations, due diligence and 
corporate restructuring. Previously, he worked at 
Lek d.d./Novartis Group.

Matej Skočir 
Head of FDI and Exports at 
SPIRIT agency. His key tasks 
include attracting foreign in-
vestors to Slovenia with an em-

phasis on greenfield investments, implementing 
the program of further growth and development 
of enterprises (after-care), and presenting Slove-
nia and its investment projects at investment-real 
estate fairs abroad.

Western Balkans: EU enlargement – Is 
pretending the name of the game?

Ditmir Bushati
Minister of Foreign Affairs of 
the Republic of Albania. He 
served as Chair of the Parlia-
mentary Committee for Euro-

pean Integration and was member of the Joint 
EU-Albania Parliamentary Committee. He is 
former Executive Director of the European Move-
ment in Albania (EMA) and Analyst for Freedom 
House or the Nations in Transit Report. Mr. 
Bushati is a Lecturer of European Law and EU 
Enlargement Process.

Igor Crnadak
Minister of Foreign Affairs of 
BiH. Former member of the 
European Integration Com-
mittee of the National Assem-

bly of Republika Srpska. Served as Deputy Minis-
ter of Defence of BiH and Chairman of the BiH 
NATO Coordination Team. Between May and 
November 2015, he was Chairman of the Com-
mittee of Ministers of Council of Europe. 

Ivica Dačić
First Deputy PM and Minister 
of Foreign Affairs of Serbia. 
Former delegate in the Cham-
ber of Citizens of the Federal 

Assembly of the FRY and a deputy in the National 
Assembly of the Republic of Serbia. Former Min-
ister of Information and Leader of the Socialist 
Party of Serbia. He served as the First Deputy PM 
and Minister of Interior, and as Prime Minister. 

Srdjan Darmanović
Minister of Foreign Affairs of 
Montenegro. He served as Am-
bassador of Montenegro to the 
United States. He is an associ-

ate professor of comparative politics at the Uni-
versity of Montenegro and founder of the univer-
sity’s Faculty of Political Science. He is a member 
of the Venice Commission, author of two books 
and co-author of numerous books and articles. 
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Walter Deffaa
Special Advisor to the Europe-
an Commission. He holds a 
PhD in Economics (1981, Uni-
versity Stuttgart-Hohenheim). 

In 1982-1983, he worked as advisor at the Federal 
Chancellorś s Office in Bonn and PM ś Office of 
North-Rhine-Westfalia. Between 1983 and 2016, 
held several positions at the European Commis-
sion, including Head of Cabinet, Director General 
(DG) of the Internal Audit Service, DG Taxation 
and Customs, and DG Regional and Urban Policy.

Emanuel Demaj
Acting Minister at the Ministry 
of Foreign Affairs of Kosovo. 
Mr Demaj studied journalism 
and continued his Master stud-

ies in Public Administration and Diplomacy. Pri-
or to being appointed in this position, he served as 
a Deputy Minister at the Ministry of Foreign Af-
fairs of Kosovo.

Nikola Dimitrov
Minister of Foreign Affairs of 
the Republic of Macedonia. 
Previously, he held numerous 
public positions, including as 

ambassador to the Kingdom of the Netherlands 
(2009–2014), United States of America (2001–
2006) and Deputy Foreign Minister (2000). He 
was recently appointed Distinguished Fellow at 
The Hague Institute for Global Justice.

Pierre Heilbronn
EBRD Vice President. Respon-
sible for the Bank’s country and 
sector strategies, policy engage-
ment, TC and initiatives up-

holding and supporting the transition mandate. 
He holds a MA of Economics from Cambridge 
University and a MA of European studies from 
the College of Europe. Former European adviser 
of the French Prime Minister and deputy chief of 
staff for France’s Minister of Economy and Fi-
nance

Thomas Mayr-Harting
Managing Director for Europe 
and Central Asia in the EEAS. 
Earlier, he was Austria’s Am-
bassador to the UN, where he 

represented Austria on the Security Council, and 
then EU Head of Delegation in New York. An 
Austrian diplomat since 1979, he also served i.a. 
as Ambassador to Belgium and NATO, and as 
Political Director.

Marija Pejčinović Burić
Deputy Prime Minister and 
Minister of Foreign and Euro-
pean Affairs of Croatia since 
June 2017. She was one of the 

key members in negotiating teams during Croa-
tia’s path towards the European Union. She 
worked as State Secretary (2004-2008), member of 
Parliament (2008-2011) and as a European Policy 
Expert (2013-2016). 

Hoyt Brian Yee
Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
European and Eurasian Affairs 
responsible for Central and 
South Central Europe.  He 

served as Deputy Chief of Mission at the U.S. Em-
bassy in Zagreb, Croatia, and as Special Assistant 
to the U.S. Special Envoy for the Former Yugosla-
via. He also served in Afghanistan, Greece, Mon-
tenegro, Haiti, France, Belgium, and worked at the 
National Security Council.

Mr Milan Nič
Mr Nič joined the DGAP as 
senior fellow in April 2017. He 
previously headed the Europe 
program at GLOBSEC in Brati-

slava, and was director of its think tank CEPI. He 
also served as senior adviser to the Deputy Foreign 
Minister of Slovakia, and advised the High Repre-
sentative/EU Special Representative for Bosnia 
and Herzegovina (2007-2009).

Mr Gerald Knaus
Founding chairman of Europe-
an Stability Initiative’s (ESI) 
and founding member of the 
European Council on Foreign 

Relations. He is former director of the Lessons 
Learned Unit of the EU Pillar of the UN Mission 
in Kosovo and co-author of the book “Can inter-
vention work?”, and more than 80 ESI reports. 
Since August 2016, he has been a Mercator-IPC 
Senior Fellow in Istanbul.

Closing of the 2017 BSF

Mr Andrej Logar
State Secretary at the Ministry 
of Foreign affairs. Mr Logar 
started his career in 1987 as 
Consul at the Yugoslavian Con-

sulate in Sweden. Later, he served as Slovenian 
representative to the UN in Geneva, and ambassa-
dor to Denmark, Norway, Lithuania and Iceland. 
Recently, he was permanent representative of Slo-
venia to the UN in New York. 

AmCham Business Breakfast – A 
Changing World: How Do We Feel and 
Co-create the New Reality?

Christel Hofman
Transition expert. Her special-
ty is to transform organization-
al hierarchy into concepts of 
self-management. She trains 

managers in evolutionary leadership. Her faith 
and mission: Organizations exist by virtue of in-
teraction between people. Because society is 
growing more complex, we will have to incorpo-
rate more complexity in our partnerships by in-
cluding diversity and appreciating talent.

Matjaž Humar
Researcher at Jožef Stefan Insti-
tute and head of Laboratory for 
Bio-integrated photonics. He 
worked three years as a Ma-

rie-Curie fellow at Harvard Medical School and 
Massachusetts General Hospital in Boston, USA. 
Dr Humar is the co-inventor of world’s first 3D 
laser and first laser inside a live human cell.

Aleks Jakulin
Dr Jakulin coauthored the 
PNG and JPEG-LS standards 
now used worldwide and in 
space. He received the Europe-

an Association for Artificial Intelligence award 
for his PhD dissertation. He taught at the Statis-
tics Department at Columbia University in the 
City of New York. He is now dedicated to develop-
ing superior Internet data protection technology, 
needed for the future data economy.

Teresa Kennedy
Teresa Kay-Aba Kennedy is a 
Harvard Business School-
trained strategist, award-win-
ning author and transforma-

tional specialist. She has spoken at/moderated 
events from China to Chile, and in places like the 
United Nations, Pentagon, World Government 
Summit in Dubai and the World Economic Forum 
in Davos. She has been featured in media such as 
CNN and Oprah’s book, Live Your Best Life!

Andrej Pečjak
Mr Pečjak started his career in 
1984 with a spare parts store 
powered only by solar electrici-
ty and storage batteries. In 

2012, he and his wife took over the Metron insti-
tute which focuses on high-range electric vehicles. 
He is an active promoter of sustainable mobility, 
winner of Prešeren award and finalist at World 
Technology award for environment achievements 
in 2015.

Mark V. Vlasic
Senior Fellow/Adjunct Profes-
sor of Law at Georgetown Uni-
versity; Principal at Madison 
Law & Strategy Group; Co-Ex-

ecutive Producer, Propagate Content; ITAC Advi-
sor, US Secretary of Commerce; Advisor at Kinec-

ta. His former positions include: Head of Ope - 
ra tions, StAR, World Bank; White House Fellow/
Special Assistant to the Secretary of Defence; As-
sociate at Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher; Legal Officer 
during Milosevic/Srebrenica prosecutions, UN 
ICTY. Studied at UCLA, Georgetown, Leiden, 
Harvard, Oxford.

Tim Mitja Žagar
Co-founder and CEO of ICO-
NO MI, a digital assets manage-
ment platform that enables ac-
cess to a variety of digital assets, 

with the possibility of combining them and trad-
ing with them. ICONOMI is building a bridge be-
tween the old and the new economy by creating 
new dimensions in traditional fund management.

Ms Ajša Vodnik 
Ms Vodnik worked in the me-
dia for 14 years, first as a jour-
nalist, then as editor-at-large 
and finally by launching her 

own TV station when she was just 29. Currently 
she works as Executive Director of AmCham Slo-
venia where her main goal is to find ways to con-
nect people who can collaboratively inspire posi-
tive changes in sLOVEnia and in the world.

Red Monkey Innovation Management: 
Organizations and Regions in Search of 
a New Balance

Jef Staes
Author, speaker and expert on 
learning, innovation and cul-
ture change. With professional 
experience in Software Devel-

opment, Project Management, Training Manage-
ment and Culture Innovation (GTE Atea/Sie-
mens), Mr Staes currently assists CEO’s and 
managers to find comprehensive answers to the 
changing dynamics of today’s market. 

Tourism panel – The collaborative 
economy: sharing, cooperation or simply 
business?

Zdravko Počivalšek 
Minister of Economic Develop-
ment and Technology of the 
Republic of Slovenia. Former 
manager of Mlekarne Celeia 

dairy company. In 1999, he took over the top 
managerial position at Atomske toplice spa resort, 
transforming it into Terme Olimia. Received sev-
eral awards from the Chamber of Commerce and 
Industry of Slovenia for outstanding economic 
and entrepreneurial achievements and Manager 
of the year 2010.

Maja Pak 
Director General of the Slove-
nian Tourist Board. Ms Pak is 
in charge of managing the 
business and human resources 

policy. She drafts the STB’s annual programme of 
work, the annual report and the medium-term 
marketing plan for Slovenian tourism. Ms Pak has 
over 20 years of experience in tourism.

Manolis Psarros 
Managing Director of TOPOS-
OPHY, an integrated destina-
tion marketing agency. Mr 
Psarros is a tourism destination 

management and marketing consultant whose 
experience mainly focuses on tourism boards and 
DMOs strategic planning & operations support, 
place marketing strategies & campaign manage-
ment, product development, digital tourism strat-
egies and EU-funded tourism-related programs.

Christian de Barrin
Christian de Barrin is CEO of 
HOTREC, the umbrella Asso-
ciation of Hotels, Restaurants 
and Cafes in Europe. One of 

HOTREC’s contributions to the collaborative 
economy is a position paper “Levelling the play-
ing field”. Mr de Barrin is Member of the Steering 
Committee of the UN 2017 International Year of 
Sustainable Tourism for Development and of the 
Manifesto.

Klemens Himpele
Head of Vienna’s Municipal 
Department 23 responsible for 
Economic Affairs, Labour and 
Statistics since 2012. He stud-

ied economics at the University of Cologne. He 
started his professional career as an educational 
researcher. After this, he worked for Statistics 
Austria and the German Education Union 
(GEW). 

Janja Hojnik
Professor of Law at the Univer-
sity of Maribor, currently Vice-
Dean for research and interna-
tional relations and Head of 

doctoral programme. She specializes in the field 
of the EU internal market, including digital single 
market and has notable international academic 
publications. In 2016, she was awarded a Jean 
Monnet Chair on smart and sharing EU economy 
by the EU Commission.

Eva Štravs Podlogar
State Secretary at the Ministry 
of Economic Development and 
Technology. She has extensive 
experience in tourism, at local, 

regional and national levels. From 2001 until 
2015, she was Director of Tourism Bled. In 2015-
2016 she worked as Director General of the Tour-
ism and Internationalisation Directorate at the 
Ministry of Economic Development.

Carlos Villaro Lassen
Secretary General of the Euro-
pean Holiday Home Associa-
tion (EHHA) giving voice to 
the short-term rental industry 

– Europe’s largest accommodation forum with 
more than 20 million beds. The EHHA ranges 
from national trade associations all over Europe 
to property managers and platform members 
such as Novasol, Interhome, Airbnb, DanCenter, 
HomeAway andTripAdvisor.

Daniela Wagner
Director for Europe, Middle 
East and Africa at PATA. Ms 
Wagner is responsible for 
co-ordinating European PATA 

chapters, recruiting and retaining members, 
co-ordinating key events (including the PATA 
Advocacy dinner) and securing sponsorship. She 
also leads strategic international business devel-
opment for Travel Weekly Group and is responsi-
ble for creating new international events as well as 
introducing clients to the UK Market.

Igor E. Bergant
Journalist and anchor at TVS 
(the Slovenian public broad-
caster). Also acts as host and 
moderator at various national 

and international public events. Public speaking 
expert and coach.

The role of innovation in a new reality

Ranko Jelača
Member of the Telekom Slo ve-
nije Management Board. 
Found er of 00NET, a Croatian 
startup. He continued his ca-

reer at Asobi product and web design agency, as a 
marketing manager for Italy and SE Europe at 
Grupo Uralita, and as marketing director at Kraš. 
He is former marketing director at Atlantic Group 
responsible for Cedevita, Cockta and Donat 
brands. 

Sirpa Kekkonen
Head of Government Strategy 
Secretariat. Working in the 
Finnish Prime Minister’s Of-
fice since 2003. Mr Kekkonen 

worked for the Finnish Ministry of Finance and as 
the Director of the Finnish Institute of Public 
Management HAUS. His international activities 
include working as an expert in the OECD Secre-
tariat, and acting as an advisor in several interna-
tional development projects, including EU-fund-
ed capacity building projects.
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Boris Koprivnikar 
Deputy Prime Minister and 
Minister of Public Administra-
tion of Slovenia. He focuses on 
the digital transformation of 

public administration, as well as the economy and 
society. Mr Koprivnikar promotes an ambitious 
vision of “Slovenia – a green reference country in 
a digital Europe”. He aspires to unite the interests 
of the state, the economy and citizens for setting 
up a digital eco-system.

Michael Lau
Senior Wealth Management 
Manager of AIA International 
Ltd. in Hong Kong. He is also 
the Chairman of Pak Hing 

Loong Co. Ltd., a non-ferrous metal stockist 
which was once the largest brass material import-
er and metal scraps operator in Hong Kong. Prior 
to that, he was a strategic consultant in New York 
in the pharmaceutical and biotechnology indus-
try for 6 years.

Mark Pleško
Award of European Physics 
Society. Fellow of Engineering 
Academy of Slovenia. Member 
of EU-Japan Business Round 

Table. Nominated for Slovenian Entrepreneur of 
2014. Managing Director of Tehnodrom, Letrika 
Sol (JV with Mahle) and Cosylab. President of 
management board of IJS, member of Programme 
Councils at FMF and FRI University of Ljubljana. 
Angel investor in about 10 startups.

Gregor Potočar
Managing Director of SAP 
Slovenija. His previous posi-
tions include Sales Director for 
small and medium enterprises 

and partners responsible for Slovenia and Albania 
at Microsoft Slovenia, Head of WorldWide Part-
ner Network at NiceLabel, and Marketing Execu-
tive at SKB Bank. He graduated from the Faculty 
of Business and Economics, Ljubljana, and fur-
ther broadened his skills at IEDC Bled School of 
Management.

Robert Trnovec 
Director-general for Adriatic 
region at Microsoft. Previously, 
Mr Trnovec was president of 
the management board of S&T 

Slovenia, a leading provider of IT Consulting and 
Solutions (six years) and managing director at 
Hewlett Packard Slovenia (three years). He started 
his career at ATR Computers Slovenia where he 
held various sales management roles.

Junji Tsuda
Representative Director and 
Chairman of the Board of Yas-
kawa Electric Corporation 
based in Fukuoka, Japan.  He 

was educated at Tokyo Institute of Technology. He 
served as president of Japan Electrical Manufac-
turers’ Association and as president of Japan Ro-
bot Association. Currently, he acts vice-president 
of International Federation of Robotics. 

Marco Steinberg 
Founder and CEO of Snowcone 
& Haystack, a Helsinki based 
strategic design practice fo-
cused on helping governments 

and leaders innovate. Previously he was Director 
of Strategic Design at Sitra, the Finnish Innova-
tion (2008-2013), and Associate Professor at Har-
vard University’s Design School (1999-2009). He 
has published extensively on innovation in the 
context of public sector strategic transformations.

Musical leadership strategy – For a 
European identity in a multipolar world

Miha Pogačnik
Mr Pogačnik is an artist, inno-
vator and ambassador whose 
visions have led him to explore 
the formative forces of Art and 

their implementations to shape and influence all 
aspects of society. He has inspired world leading 
organizations such as: Shell, Novartis, Nike, Mi-
crosoft, Bosch, leading business schools: Harvard, 
IESE, CEIBS. He is one of the world most recog-
nized Slovenian experts.

Innovative Europe – Opportunities for a 
new breakthrough

Violeta Bulc
EU Commissioner for trans-
port. Ms Bulc who has priori-
tised digitalisation and innova-
tion in transport. A noted 

academic, author, systems architect and entrepre-
neur. In the corporate sphere, she held various 
positions in the telecom industry, including Tele-
kom Slovenia and Telemach. Immediately prior to 
her current appointment, she was the Deputy 
Prime Minister of Slovenia.

Sandi Češko
Chairman and co-founder of 
Studio Moderna, the leading 
multichannel electronic retail-
er in Central and Eastern Eu-

rope reaching over 450 million consumers across 
20 countries. He employs over 6000 people. His 
business is studied in eminent business schools 
and is used as an example of good practice (Har-
vard Business School, Stanford University, IEDC 
Bled).

Medeja Lončar
CEO at Siemens Slovenia and 
Head of Digital Factory for the 
Adriatic region. She is actively 
involved in the business envi-

ronment as President of the Supervisory board of 
Slovenian-German Chamber of Commerce, Pres-
ident of the Management board of UNICEF Slove-
nia, member of the Management board and Sec-
tion of Female managers at Managers’ Association, 
and the Supervisory board of Slovenian Market-
ing Association.

Yuri Sidorovich
Yuri Sidorovich, PhD, CPA, 
CFE, CIA, is Managing Partner 
at Deloitte’s Adriatic Region. 
With over 20 years of experi-

ences, Mr Sidorovich previously served as mem-
ber of Deloitte Central Europe’s Board of Direc-
tors and Chairman of Audit Committee, member 

of Deloitte’s Global Advisory Council, Vice-Pres-
ident of Slovenian Institute of Auditors, and 
Chairman of Belarusian Association of Account-
ants and Auditors.

Rumyana Trencheva
Managing Director for SAP 
South-East Europe. Ms Trench-
eva leads commercial activities 
for SAP in 10 countries: Bul-

garia, Romania, Serbia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, 
Montenegro, Kosovo, Albania, Macedonia, Croa-
tia and Slovenia. Ms Trencheva previously held 
key managerial positions in multinational com-
panies as INDRA Sistemas S.A., Hewlett Packard, 
Alcatel-Lucent and Ericsson Bulgaria.

Martina Merslavič 
Expert in corporate and mar-
keting communications. Ms 
Merslavič has rich experience 
in project management and 

achieves excellent ratings as communications 
coach. Throughout her 20+ year career she has 
helped numerous companies improve their com-
munications efficiency. As coach she is helping 
her clients to speak outside of their comfort zone. 
She believes that great communication always 
starts with great stories.
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