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THE EUROPEAN UNION IN CENTRAL ASIA:
A NEW CONCEPT OF DEMOCRACY ASSISTANCE?

From the 1990s onwards, Central Asia has been the target of numerous projects and
initiatives on behalf of Western states and international institutions. Most of the
initiatives of Western donors were focused on the strengthening of civil society by using
an instrumental approach. In their action, international donors were misled by their
own experience and interpretation of Western civil society. In so doing, they overlooked
two very important aspects: firstly, modern Western society took two centuries to
evolve; secondly, they were operating in a different social, economic, political and
cultural context. Since 2006, a new concept of democracy assistance was implemented
by Western donors; a pivotal role was assigned to ‘community development’ on the
grassroots level. The paper examines the ways in which, through its new forms of
engagement in Central Asia, the EU is trying to overcome the pitfalls and limitations
of the Western-oriented approach in the region, promoting the creation of a genuine and
effective civil society.
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1. Introduction: the Western-centric theoretical framework
in the “Post-soviet social”

As pointed out by Youngs, the third wave of democratization taking place
between 1974 and 1990 leads to a “teleological optimism in democracy’s propensity
to inexorable expansion” [15, 7]. Western culture grounded in citizenship, statehood,
education, individual rights was seen as characterized by a mutually reinforcing
and expansive nature. Western “norms and institutions were taken for granted in
contemporary life” and “no source of instability, conflict, or opposition to the
progressive expansion of [Western] world culture” was foreseen [11, 343].
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From the 1990s onwards, Western countries translated this teleological and
Western-centric view of political development into democracy assistance programs
and strategies based on certain “self-confidence about one’s own systemic superiority”
[2, 9].

One of the main strategies in the development agenda was the promotion and
strengthening of civil society conceived as a “realm of organized intermediary
groups that are voluntary, self-generating, independent from the state and the
family and bound by a legal order or set of shared rules” able to build “pressure for
democratic transition and pushing it through its completion” [5, XXX]. In particular,
international donors leant towards a neo-liberal version of civil society made up by
non-governmental organizations (NGOs) and other private and non-profit
organizations able to oppose the state and to foster economic reforms and liberalism
of social service provisions. This form of neo-liberal civil society had briefly emerged
also in soviet context between the end of the 1980s and the beginning of the 1990s
and was represented by the dissident movements and their social and political
engagement against the soviet system (see for example, the Velvet Revolution).

In the course of the 1990s, Western countries invested millions of dollars in the
development of civil society in Central Asia through the creation and financing of
several Western-style NGOs, considered as the building blocks of civil society
itself.

Altogether, two major problems emerged from the democracy assistance strategy
implemented: firstly, a problem of sustainability of these groups which tend to
disappear once the financial aid has expired; secondly, a tendency of the financed
NGOs to be more connected with the international community than with the
domestic one. In particular, these organizations were focused on problems and
activities able to attract international visibility and consensus instead of addressing
issues which could have had an impact on the local and national community. In this
way, they became increasingly disengaged from national politics and were not
effective in the creation of a civil dialogue with the local population, authorities and
central government [14, 757—161]. As a result, the strategy was neither successful
in the spread of a new democratic political culture nor able to affect the policy-
making process.

The main weakness of this Western-based approach was its overlooking of the
social, economic and cultural complexity of Central Asia where “several values and
norms exist parallel to one another as the Soviet heritage, regionalism, clientelism
and tribal affiliation” [2, 72] as well as of the importance of “the cultural dimension
of authority and [of] the political community structures” [12, 25]. Indeed, in their
action, international donors used Western civil society as a model, as a “ready-
made, compulsory blueprint for reform to be implemented in ‘oriental’ society, in
the spam of one generation” [13, 7005] ignoring that Western civil society has
taken more than two hundred years to evolve in its current form and that Central
Asia still lacks the democratic culture which could allow such a civil society model
to thrive. At the same time, international donors failed to consider another more
indigenous version of civil society which has existed in the region since pre-soviet
time and is based on traditions of reciprocal helping and local processes of decision
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making. This more communal form of civil society is described by Babajanian,
Freizer and Stevens as “a sphere of social interaction where people come together
on a voluntary basis along interest lines, to exchange information, deliberate about
collective action, and define public opinion” [1, 273], able to sustain community
organizing, stability and solidarity!.

Aware of the pitfalls and limitations coming from the previous democracy
promotion strategies, since the late 1990s Western donors have been engaged in a
renewed effort focused on “community development” through a participatory
approach involving local actors. A particular attention has been given to the local
context, institutions and structures, where these initiatives are carried out. This
applies also for the European Union which, since 2007, has implemented a new
concept of democracy promotion especially through the thematic program “Non-
state actors and Local Authorities in Development” and the “European Instrument
for Democracy and Human Rights” (EIDHR), assigning a pivotal role to “community
development” initiatives on the grassroots level.

The paper aims at a descriptive analysis of the main official documents
underpinning the new EU strategy in the field of democracy promotion in Central
Asia. The sample of documents includes the “Regulation (EC) No 1889/2006 of the
European Parliament and of the Council of 20 December 2006 on establishing a
financing instrument for the promotion of democracy and human rights worldwide”
(2006) [10], the “Regional Strategy Paper for Assistance to Central Asia for the
period 2007-2013” (2007) [9], the “Joint Progress Report by the Council and the
European Commission to the European Council on the implementation of the EU-
Central Asia Strategy” (2008) [7], “The European Union and Central Asia: the
New partnership in Action” (2009), the “Thematic Program Non-State Actors and
Local Authorities in development. 2011-2013 Strategy Paper” (2012) [8].

Three main issues have been identified that lead to a logical progression through
the analysis. Firstly, I will investigate the foundation of EU engagement in the field
of democracy and the principles guiding its action. In particular, T will address the
question whether the EU strategy is still “characterized by certain self-confidence
about its own systemic superiority”. Secondly, I will explore the ways in which
democracy is defined and how civil society is conceptualized; in particular, T will
focus on the relationship existing between democracy and civil society according to
the selected documents. Finally, T will look at the ways in which the national and
local contexts are taken into consideration in the new EU development agenda and
at how community development and participatory approach are conceived.

2. The EU Strategy for a New Partnership with Central Asia

In 2007, the European Community has introduced a Strategy for a New
Partnership with Central Asia. A total of 750 million EUR was assigned to the
region for the period 2007-2013 under the Development Cooperation Instrument

! See, for instance, the practice of ashar, defined by Earle as “a pre-Soviet form of collective voluntary
work, in which groups of people were mobilized to provide assistance of family and neighbors” [6, 257].
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(DCI) for initiatives both at bilateral and at regional level. Noteworthy, the EU’s
bilateral relations are built upon Partnership and Cooperation Agreements (PCAs)
which are based on three pillars: political dialogue, trade and economic relations
and cooperation in a variety of sectors. As stated in the Furopean Community
Regional Strategy Paper for Assistance to Central Asia for the period 2007—2013,
these three pillar are grounded in “common values of respect for human rights,
democracy and the rule of law and include commitments to align their respective
legal frameworks with that of the EU” [9, 3].

The Strategy testifies to a renewed interest of the European Union in the
region which can be explained as follows. Due to the EU enlargements of 2004
and 2007, the inclusion of the Southern Caucasus into the European Neighborhood
Policy and the Black Sea Synergy Initiative, Central Asia and the EU became
closer geographically, politically and economically. The peculiar geographical
location of these states with respect to Afghanistan, Pakistan and Iran has made
of Central Asia a very “delicate” spot where security concerns apply. Therefore,
cooperation in the field of border management, migration, fight against organized
crime and international terrorism as well as human, drugs, and arms trafficking
was seen as necessary not just for CA but also for the European Union and its
security. At the same time, as reported in the Strategy for a New Partnership, the
“EU dependency on external energy sources and the need for diversified energy
supply policy in order to increase energy security open[ed] further perspective
for cooperation” with this region whose countries are particularly rich in natural
resources [7, 10].

3. EU Democracy Assistance and the new legal framework

In the Regional Strategy Paper for Assistance to Central Asia for the period
20072013, democratic development and good governance represent key issues
together with the promotion of prosperity, solidarity, human rights, decent work,
security and sustainable development [9, 4]. Three main fields are identified in this
regard: 1) civil society and democratic process; 2) the judicial sphere; 3) Good
Governance and Public Service.

Firstly, with regard to civil society and democratic process, the EU assistance
“will focus on strengthening democracy, the rule of law, human rights and fundamental
freedoms. This also covers support for democratic institutions and fostering the
development of civil society and media”. Secondly, according to the document the
judicial field needs to be reformed assuring greater independence and efficiency in
line with international standards with special attention to the improvement of the
rule of law. Thirdly, the Regional Strategy Paper states that Good Governance and
Public Service reform should be fostered in order to increase governance and
effectiveness of public administration, to reduce corruption and enhance the rule of
law as well as to improve transparency and rationalization of public budget
management [Ibid, 37].

Interestingly, the document highlights that the priorities set out by Central
Asian governments regarding improvement of people’s well-being, poverty alleviation
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and the fight against terrorism mirror the three priority areas addressed in the
Strategy Paper. This is interpreted as evidence that “the transition process is using
the EU model, as well as OSCE and UN standards, as an essential point of reference”
[9, 8].

In the Strategy for a New Partnership with Central Asia, democracy is associated
with human rights, rule of law, good governance, which all together are seen as
essential elements underpinning long-term political stability and economic
development in Central Asia. As reported in this regard, “the development of a
stable political framework and of functioning economic structures are dependent
on respect for the rule of law, human rights, good governance and the development
of transparent, democratic political structures” [4, 75].

No section is explicitly dedicated to democracy in the Strategy. However, a role
of pivotal importance is attributed to human rights and rule of law: in the document,
the EU engagement is described as “Support for protection” and “Promotion” of
human rights and rule of law and the European Union’s involvement in this field
is defined as a “sustainable contribution” [Ibid]. The initiatives should be based on
an open, constructive, structured, regular, results-oriented dialogue [Ibid, 75-176],
“taking into account the policy agenda of the individual Central Asian countries
and their distinct political and social realities” [Ibid, 37]. However, the document
is quite vague when it affirms that “the forms and modalities of such dialogue will
be defined individually and at a future stage” [Ibid, 76] without mentioning how
this will take place and which actors will be involved.

A reference to civil society is made, when the document affirms that “the task
of sustaining a culture of human rights and making democracy work for its citizens
calls for the active involvement of civil society. A developed and active civil society
and independent media are vital for the development of a pluralistic society. The
EU will cooperate with the Central Asia states to this end and promote enhanced
exchanges in civil society” [Ibid, 77].

In the Joint Progress Report by the Council and the European Commission to the
European Council on the implementation of the EU-Central Asia Strategy of 2008,
a reference to the new approach used by the European Union in Central Asia is
made. The approach is described as “unprecedented”, based on “concrete actions”
which “have been mutually agreed upon and are being implemented or are under
preparation, both bilaterally with the five Central Asian republics, and with all on
key regional issues” [7, 2]. A smooth implementation on the ground of the Strategy
in encouraged [Ibid, 3].

In the document, democracy is not discussed per se but always associated with
human rights, rule of law, and good governance. The Joint Progress Report points
out that “All Central Asian states agreed to engage in or continue a structured
Human Rights Dialogue with the EU” [Ibid, 2]; with regard to rule of law and legal
and judiciary reforms, it suggests a sharing of experience between the EU and
Central Asia [Ibid, 6].

The Joint Progress Report ends with an invitation toward more cooperation
between EU, civil society, government and local actors and authorities: in particular,
“a greater effort should be made to promote human rights and democratization and
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to ensure active involvement of civil society, Parliament, local authorities and other
actors in the monitoring and implementation of the Strategy” [7, 74]. Noteworthy,
neither the actors — civil society, local authorities, other actors — are explicitly
identified nor the forms of their involvement are concretely indicated.

A completely different approach characterizes the European Instrument for
Democracy and Human Rights which is cited in the Strategy as an additional way
to contribute to human rights dialogue through financial and technical cooperation
and specific projects at national level.

The Regulation (EC) No 1889/2006 of the European Parliament and of the
Council of 20 December 2006 on establishing a financing instrument for the promotion
of democracy and human rights worldwide explicitly clarifies the mutual relationship
and interdependency existing between human rights, democracy, rule of law and
good governance. Democracy and human rights are seen as “inextricably linked”: in
particular, “the fundamental freedoms of expression and association are the
preconditions of political pluralism and democratic process, whereas democratic
control and separation of powers are essential to sustain an independent judiciary
and the rule of law which in turn are required for effective protection of human
rights”. In the Point 22 of the Introduction of the Regulation, a reference to
democratization and, more specifically, to democratic processes is made with regard
to the “European Election Observation Missions” and their significant and successful
contribution. Notwithstanding, it is also mentioned that “the promotion of
democracy extends far beyond the electoral process alone”.

The Regulation (EC) No 1889/2006 provides also a justification for the
Community’s engagement in the field of democracy and human rights. As mentioned
in Point 2 of the Introduction, “Articles 6 (1) of the Treaty on European Union
stipulated that the Union is funded on the principles of liberty, democracy, respect
for human rights and fundamental freedom, and the rule of law, principles which
are common to the Member States”. The promotion, development and consolidation
of these values represent a core objective of the Community’s development policy
and economic, financial and technical cooperation with third countries. At the same
time, the Regulation refers to the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and
other human rights instruments established by the United Nations as ground in
which EU’s contribution in the field of democracy, human rights, rule of law and
fundamental freedoms is rooted.

Whereas the Strategy describes the initiatives implemented as the result of a
decision made in partnership and cooperation with Central Asian countries, the
Regulation (EC) No 1889/2006 establishes and allows forms of assistance which are
independent from the consent of third country government and other public
authorities. This independency of action is stressed several times throughout the
document, where these measures are depicted as “in addition” and “complementary”
to the measures agreed with partner countries, able to address “community needs”
which were unforeseeable or simply caused by exceptional circumstances.

The choice of this approach relates also to the content of the action itself.
Indeed, as Point 9 of the Introduction of the Regulation states, “the task of building
and sustaining a culture of human rights and making democracy work for citizens,
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though especially urgent and difficult in emerging democracies, is essentially a
continuous challenge, belonging first and foremost to the people of the country”. In
this view, significant steps toward democratization may be accomplished through
a partnership with civil society defined as “all types of social action by individuals
or groups that are independent from the state”.

Therefore, civil society is addressed as a central actor in the promotion and
consolidation of democracy and democratic reform of third countries and identified
as the main target of the initiatives under EIDHR together with public sector non-
profit agencies, institutions and organizations and networks at local, national, regional
and international level, national, regional and international parliamentary bodies,
international and regional intergovernmental organizations and natural persons
(see Article 10).

Noteworthy, the Regulation foresees regular monitors and reviews of the initiatives
in order to evaluate the effectiveness, coherence and consistence of the programs
also by means of independent external evaluators and through annual and review
reports.

A strong focus on civil society characterizes also the Thematic Program “Non-
State Actors and Local Authorities in Development” of 2006, which follows an
“actor-oriented” approach, complementing the Instrument for Democracy and Human
Rights which uses a “sector-oriented” approach.

The Non-State Actors and Local Authorities Program focuses on supporting
stakeholders — identified with non-state actors and local authorities — by providing
financial resources for their “own initiatives” with the aim of involving all part of
society in the development process and encouraging their participation in the
political, social and economic dialogue.

The “building of the capacity of NSAs and LAs with a view to strengthening
their role in poverty reduction and sustainable development strategies” together
with the fostering of a “greater interaction between state and non-state actors in
various contexts, including NSA involvement in a policy dialogue with the
government and their capacity to play an oversight role” represent some of the
main objectives of this program [8, 76].

In order to enhance the credibility, visibility and influence of stakeholders, the
Program recommends the creation of civil society networks and the coordination of
their activities with the EU institutions as a way to foster synergies and ensure a
structured dialogue. This initiative addresses especially disadvantaged groups in
developing countries and, according to the document, NGOs are in the best position
to reach and give voice to them. NGOs are therefore recognized a specific,
irreplaceable, and essential role in promoting human rights and grassroots
democratization.

4. Conclusion

From the very brief analysis presented in the last paragraph, three broad
conclusions on the new European Union Democracy Assistance Strategy in Central
Asia can be drawn.
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Firstly, the European Union lacks of a precise definition of what “democracy”
means. The democratic process is associated to regular and fair elections but the
promotion of democracy is considered to extend far beyond the electoral process.

In the documents taken into consideration, democracy tends to be associated
with human rights, good governance, and rule of law but is never really discussed
alone. The Regulation (EC) No 1889/2006 conceptualizes democracy and human
rights as “inextricably linked”. Besides references to the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights upon which all Central Asian states have agreed, an auto-referential
justification is presented for the EU’s commitment in the field of democracy and
human rights. Indeed, as Regulation reports, the promotion of principles of liberty,
democracy, respect for human rights and fundamental freedom, and the rule of law
represents a core objective of the Community’s development policy and economic,
financial and technical cooperation with third countries since these values constitute
the culture on which the European Union itself is funded. Here, the idea of the
European Union as “Civilizing Power” and as a normative actor, focused on the
promotion of its own Euro-centric model emerges.

However, this position is mitigated by the use of a very “smooth” approach
based on “cooperation”, “partnership” in agreement with Central Asian countries,
“support for protection” and “promotion” of democracy and human rights. Similarly,
the Joint Progress Report presents the European Union’s Rule of Law Initiative for
Central Asia as based on a sharing of experience between EU and CA.

Secondly, the new EU Democracy Assistance Strategy is characterized by
inclusivity?. Indeed, as the Strategy for a New Partnership with Central Asia highlights,
the content of the programs should be defined and agreed with the authorities and
tailored to the specific needs of each country. Once again, not “imposition from
above” but rather “cooperation” and “partnership” with Central Asian governments
is chosen.

In addition, the European Instrument for Democracy and Human Rights and the
Thematic Program “Non State Actors and Local Authorities in Development” promote
a participatory and actor-oriented approach, aiming at involving and supporting
local actors and authorities in the implementation of “their own initiatives” on the
ground. Through these initiatives, the European Union seeks to increase and diversify
civil society in Central Asia, involving different actors in the political, social and
economic dialogue and decision-making process, fostering both liberal and communal
forms of civil society. Nonetheless, important questions regarding who can really
have access to EU financing aids and who is capable and has the means and
expertise to deal with the very complex bureaucratic procedures necessary for a
successful grant application are not appropriately addressed.

Thirdly, the new EU Democracy Assistance Strategy is characterized by
reflexivity®. Indeed, the regular completion of monitor and review papers, the

2 Inclusivity refers here to the “extend to which EU foreign policy-makers permit a role (in theory or in
practice) in European Foreign policy-making for external actors affected by EFP” [3, 288].

3 Reflexivity refers here to the “capacity of EU foreign policy-makers to critically analyse the EU’s
policy and adapt it according to the effect that the policy is expected to have on the targeted area” [4, 289].
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employment of independent external observers evaluating the effectiveness, coherence
and consistence of the programs as well as the implementation of ad hoc initiatives
looking at the countries’ specificities, unforeseeable and exceptional needs can all be
interpreted as an evidence of a new more attentive approach which take into
consideration the local socio-political context.

The new democracy promotion strategy represents a first faint attempt of the
European Union to go beyond the teleological Western-oriented approach to
democracy. Only in the next years it will be clear whether this new theoretical
framework based on an actor-oriented perspective and focused on the local and
domestic context will be able to promote genuine democratization at the grassroots
level, fostering new synergies between civil society, local actors and authorities and
the government.
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K. Iluepo6on

EBPOIIEIICKUI1 COIO3 B I[EHTPAJIbBHOM A3UWU:
HOBOE IMIOHUMAHUE MNOAJIEPKKU JTEMOKPATUU

C 90-x rr. [lenTpanbHast A3ust 66112 06 HEKTOM MHOTOYMCAEHHBIX WHUIIMATHB 3aTIaTHBIX
rOCYZIapCTB ¥ MEXKIYHAPOIHBIX OPraHU3alliii, GOJIBITHHCTBO U3 KOTOPBIX OBLJIO HAIIPaB-
JICHO HA yCHUJIEHUE TPAKIAHCKOro 001eCcTBa KAaK MHCTPYMEHTa JeMOKpartusayu. Mesk-
JIlyHapOJIHbIe JOHOPBI, TPUJIArasi YCUJIUsI 110 Pa3BUTUIO JieMOKpaTuu B LleHTpasibHOl
Asuu, He y4sid, UTO rpaxkIaHCKoe oOuecTBO B EBpolie MMeNo AIUTENbHYI0 UCTOPHIO
passutus u uto llenTpanbHas A3ust sIBJsIeTCS] MHOU SKOHOMUYECKOH, OJUTUHIECKON U
KyabTypHOI cpenoit. C 2000-x TT. cKIaAbIBA€TCI HOBOE TIOHUMaHUE TTOJIEPKKN JIEMOK-
paTnu, MOCTPOEHHOE Ha TIOHATUH <TOAIEPIKKA COODIIECTB> HAa HI30BOM YPOBHE. ABTOD
paccmarpuBaer, kKakuM oOpasom EC 11ocpeacTBoM HOBBIX TIPOEKTOB B cTpaHax LleHT-
paibHON A3uU TPEOJI0JieBal MPOBAJBI U OTPAHUYEHUST €BPOTIOIEHTPUYHOTO MOAX0/a
K PETUOHY.

Knwouessie caosa: EBpocoios, [lentpanbhas Asusd, mojiepKKa 1eMOKPATHN.

Tperbs BonHa nemokpatusanuu — ¢ 1974 mo 1990 r. — mopoauma Temeoynoru-
YeCKHil ONTUMHU3M OTHOCHUTEJIBHO CIIOCOOHOCTHU JIEMOKPATUU K PacipOCTPaHEHMIO.
3amasiHas KyJbTypa, YKOPEHEHHAs. BO B3aUMOYKPEILISIOMUX IPAKIAHCTBEHHOCTH,
rOCYJapCTBEHHBIX W 00Pa30BaTENbHBIX YUPEKACHNUSIX, B MHANBU/YaJTbHBIX MpaBax,
Ka3aJI0Ch, MOJKET pacIpocTpaHsaThes cama coboit. C 90-x IT. 3amagHbie cTpaibl odop-
MW 3TOT TeJEeOJOTHYECKUI M €BPOIOIEHTPUCTCKUI B3TJIAA HA MOJUTHYECKOE
pa3BUTHE B IIPOTPAMMBbI MOJJIEPKKH IEMOKPATHH, UCXO/sT U3 YOEKIEHHOCTH B COO-
CTBEHHOM <«CHCTEMHOM TMPEBOCXOACTBe». OMHUM W3 OCHOBHBIX 3JIEMEHTOB ITUX
porpaMM ObLIO yCHJIEHHE IPakIaHCKOTO 00OIIeCTBa, B KOTOPOe ObLIM WHBECTHPO-
BaHbl MUJIJIMOHBI, OHAKO BO3HUKJIN CJI0KHOCTHU: BO-TIEPBHIX, crioHcupyeMbie HI'O
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ucyesajqu TPU MPeKpalieHn (HUHAHCOBOU TOAMEPKKH; BO-BTOPBIX, TPOOJIEMBbI,
KOTOPBIMU 3aHUMAINCH crioncupyembie HI'O, ObLn akTyagbHbI [JIsT TIPUBJIEYEHUST
BHUMAaHUS 3aMa[HON OOIIECTBEHHOCTH U JIOHOPOB, HO UMEJIN MaJjioe 3HaYeHUe JIJIst
MECTHBIX COOOIIECTB W HE3HAYUTENbHBIE MOCTEACTBUS [JIsI MOJUTUKM HA HAIMO-
HasbHOM ypoBHe. Iloromy takme HI'O oxaszanuch HeadheKTUBHBI B CO3/aHUH
JIaiora MEKIy OOIIEeCTBOM W BJIACTSIMU, HE CIIOCOOHBI (hOPMUPOBATH JEMOKPATH-
YEeCKYIO MOJIUTUYECKYIO KYJIbTYPYy U ObLIN HMCKJIIOYEHbI U3 MPOIecca MPUHSITHUS
perennii. /[OHOPBI ATUX TIPOTPAMM TTpeHeOperaiu COnuaIbHON, SKOHOMUYECKON 1
KyJbTYPHOI cJ0KHOCTBIO lleHTpanbHOl A3um, B KOTOPOHW pa3Hble IIEHHOCTH M
HOPMBI — COBETCKO€ Hacjeare, PeTHOHAIN3M, KJIWEHTEJU3M W IJIeMEHHbIE CBS-
3M — COCYIIECTBOBAIM U 00ECHEeYMBAIN MECTHYIO BEPCHIO TPAsKAAHCKOTO B3aMMO-
NeWCTBUS, OCHOBAHHOTO HA TPAAUIINSAX B3aWMMOTIOMOIIHN («aImap») W BJAWSIHUS Ha
MECTHBIE BJIACTH.

OcosnaBast atu mpobsembl, ¢ Kouma 90-x IT. 3amajHbie JOHOPHI BBOISIT HOBOE
HOHSATHE <IIOJEPKKN coobitecTB» (community development) uepes yuactue B je-
SATEJILHOCTH MECTHBIX aKTOPOB, a ¢ 2007 r. mpuauMaiotca «CTpaTerns HOBOTO MapT-
HepctBa ¢ llenrpanbaoit Asueit» (750 muH eBpo), «PervoHaibHasi cTpaTerust 1o-
vomu EC Ilentpanbnoit Asum ¢ 2007 mo 2013 r.» u apyrue mporpaMMbl, Hapu-
Mep, TeMaThudeckas nporpamma «HerocynapcTBeHHbIE aKTOPbI U MECTHBIE BJIACTH
B pa3BuTum», Hayatad B 2006 r. u npopomxenHasa B mporpamme «HerocynapcTsen-
Hble aKTOPBI U MecTHBIe BiacTu B pazputuu. Crparerus na 2011-2013 rr.», Koro-
pble CTaBAT B IEHTP TTOHUMAaHUE PAa3BUTHSA JEMOKPATUN CHU3Y W TOAYEPKUBAIOT,
4TO BOIPOCHI GOPHOBI ¢ TEPPOPUSMOM U HAPKOTPAPUKOM, HeJIeraJbHOW MUTpaIei
u aHepreTuyeckoil 6ezonacHocTt EC MOTYT OBITH JIydllie PEIIeHbl, eCIM TPaskKIaH-
CKOe OOIIECTBO M JEMOKPATHYECKUI IPOIECC, BEPXOBEHCTBO IMpaBa M CIIPABE/JIN-
BbIIT cyj, a takke addexTuBHOe yrpasienue (good governance) u o0IECTBEHHO
opueHTHpoBaHHast Toccayskba (public service) B crpanax IlenrpanbHoii Asun Gy-
YT HA COOTBETCTBYIONIEM YpoBHe. Bce 3Tl JOKYMEHTBI ONUPAIOTCA Ha IBYCTOPOH-
HHe cOorJiallieHus W TapTHEPCKWE JOTOBOPBI, OJHAKO CJEAYeT YIMOMSHYTb, UTO
Regulation (EC) Ne 1889/2006 sakperuisier (popMbI TIOAAEPKKU AEMOKPATUN BHE W
MTOMUMO COTJIacUsI TIPABUTEJIBCTB UM OPTaHOB BJIACTH TPETHUX CTPaH, a rJIaBHBIM
KOHTPAreHTOM BBICTYMAET IPaskJAaHCKOE OOIIECTBO, MOHATOE MAaKCUMAJILHO ITHPO-
KO, KaK «BC€ TUIIbI OOIIECTBEHHOI esITeJIbHOCTH WHMBUIOB WJIA TPYIII, HE3aBU-
CUMBIX OT rocyzaapctBas. C 1enpio nosbimenusa aosepus k HI'O, yBenwdyenns nx
yOGJUYHON MTPEACTABJCHHOCTH U BJIMSHUS [IPEANOJIAraeTcsl CO3/aHne ceTeil Tpaxk-
JaHCKOTO 00IIeCTBa W KOOPANHAIUS UX JesTeabHocTu ¢ utncrutyramu EC mocpen-
CTBOM CHHEPTUU ¥ WHCTUTYIIMOHAJIN3UPOBAHHOTO JMAJIOTA.

N3 amanmsa TPOTPaMMHBIX U CTPATETUYECKUX JOKYMEHTOB CTAHOBUTCS $SICHO,
4TO, BO-TIEPBbIX, oduinanbhbie 1oKkymMeHTol EC nsberaor 4eTkoii hopMyIupoBKU
TOTO, YTO TIOHMMAETCS TOJ «/eMOKpaThel», a MpeapuHuMaeMble Tard BBIXOIAT
JIAJIeKO 3a TpeJlesibl 3JIeKTOPAJIbHOTO Tpoliecca. JleMoKkpaTust BKIIOUEHA B PSJl T10-
HATUN <IIpaBa desoBeKay, «3(h@PeKTUBHOE yIpaBjeHNe», «BEPXOBEHCTBO 3aKOHAY,
HO HUKOT/Ia He pacCMaTpuBaeTcs oT/e]bHO. /leMoKpaTus mpe/cTaBjieHa OIHON 13
KOHCTUTYHMPYIOIINX IeHHOCTEH, Ha KOoTopbixX ocTpoeH EC, 1 kak 9acTh moauTudec-
KO KyJbTYPBI <IMBUJIM30BAHHOTO MUpPa», MPUHAIJIEKHOCTb K KOTOPOW CTPaHbI
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[lenTpanbhoii A3umu 3asIBUJIH, MOJAINCAB COOTBETCTBYIONINE JEKIAPAIUUA U COTJIa-
nieaust. EC cuntaer cBO MUCCHIO <ITUBHJIMU3YIONIEH», B UeM TIPOSIBJISIETCS €BPO-
MOTIEHTPU3M, HECMOTPSI HA CMSITYAION[UE 3ASBIEHUS O <[TAPTHEPCTBEY, «COTPYIHU-
gecTBeE» U <<O6MeH€ OIIBITOM>».

Bo-BTopbix, HOBast ctpaterusi EC 110 nojijiepskke 1EMOKPATUU SIBJISIETCST «HMHK-
JIIO3UBHOMY IporpaMMbl 1 pemieHua OOJIKHbI 6bITb oIripesiejieHbl B COTpyAHUYE-
CTBE ¥ COIJIACOBAHbI C MECTHBIMU BJIACTSIMH, & TaK’Ke JOJKHBI ObITh HATIPABJIEHBI HA
HY’KIIbI KOHKPETHO cTpaHbl. [liaHupyeTcst oaiep:,kuBaTh y:ke IMEIIecs MecT-
Hble MHUIMATUBbBI ¥ YCTONYMBBIE TPYIINbI, TEM CAMBIM CIIOCOOCTBYS IMBepcuduKa-
UK TPasKIAHCKOTO 00IIecTBa — KaK JHOepasbHbIM, TaK U OOIMHHBIM ero (hopMam,
OJIHAKO KOHKPETHbIE BOIIPOCHI O TOM, KTO U HA KAKUX YCJOBUIX CMOXET MOJYUYUTD
noctyn K punarncam EC, mposcHeHBl HEOCTATOUHO.

B-Tpetbux, HoBas crpareruss EC mo mojjiep:xkke neMokpatuu siBisiercst «ped-
JIEKCUBHOM», T. €. TpeojaraeT MOHUTODUHT W HEe3aBUCHUMYIO OIEHKY pe3yJibTa-
TOB, peas3aluio 1eaeBbix mpoektos (ad hoc initiatives), BO3MOKHOCTb KOPPEKTH-
poBarh paboTy U pearupoBaTh HA HEIPELYCMOTPEHHBbIE (haKTOPbI, BO3HUKAIOIIIE
B MECTHOM TIOJIUTUYECKOM KOHTEKCTE.

Takum 00pa3oM, MOKHO 3aKJIIOYUTh, 4TO HOBas cTpaTterusi EC 1o momaepxke
JeMoKpatuu B ctpanax lleHTpanbHON A3uu CTAHOBUTCSI MEHee eBPOTIOIEHTPUYHOM
U TEJICOJIOTHYHOM, HO ee 3(DPEKTUBHOCTH MOKHO OYET OIEHUTD JIUITh B OYIYIIEM.
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CEMAHTHUKA IIO3BOJIEHHOTI'O: HIEPOXOBATOCTU
JEOHTUYECKOI'O JAH/AIIA®DTA*

B craTtbe cranzapTHas ceMaHTHKA JEOHTHYECKON JIOTHKY, BBIIIOJHEHHAs! Ha OCHOBE J[UHA-
MUYECKON JIOTUKU BbICKA3bIBAHUI, [OIOJNHSIETCS «CTporumMu» oreparopamu. O6cysxua-
I0TCSI TIOHSITUSI «CTEIleHb OTBETCTBEHHOCTH», «<HOPMaTUBHAsI MHANGM(EPEHTHOCTDY, «/1e-
OHTHYECKAsI MOJHOTA», <[I03BOJIEHHbIE DUCKH JIeHCTBUS 1 Oe3[1eHCTBUI».

Knwouesse ciooBa: JICOHTUYECKasA JIOTUKA, JUHAMUYECKasa JIOTUKa BbICK&SbIB&HI/Iﬁ,
JIOTU4YECKad CEMaHTHUKa, HOpPMaTHUBHbIE OII€PAaTOPbI, CAHKIM, CTEII€EHb OTBETCTBEHHOCTH.

JlaHHDII TEKCT SIBJISIETCS PAa3BUTHEM, JIOTIOJHEHUEM U YTOUYHEHHEM paHee omy6-
JINKOBAHHOM cTaThbu [9]; OH, B OTIMYNE OT MPEABIAYINX HAMNX uccaeaoBanuii [10,
11], onupaeTcss UCKIIOYUTENBHO HA PEAYKIMUIO JEOHTUYECKON JIOTMKU K AMHAMMU-
YECKOW JIOTMKE BBICKA3bIBAHUH, MOAPOOHO PACCMATPUBAET TPYIIILY ONEPATOPOB,
BBIPAKAIOMINX HOpMaTHBHOe Oe3passnune (MHAUGGHEPEHTHOCTH), AHATU3UDPYET
CJI0’KHBIE B3ANMOOTHOIIEHNUS IBYX TPYII OTIEPaTOPOB B «JICOHTHUYECKOM YHUBEPCY-

* Uccnenosanue niopep:xkano PTH®, poext Ne 12-03-00196a «Jlornka HOpM 1 HOpDMATHBHbIE CHCTEMbI>.
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