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THE CONCEPT 
 
The fifth edition of the Black Sea and Balkans 
Security Forum took place on 3-4 September, in 
Bucharest. Organized by New Strategy Center, 
with the institutional support of the Romanian 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Ministry of 
Defence, the Forum benefits from the co-
sponsorship of the Public Diplomacy Division of 
NATO, as it did for all its previous editions. 
 
After four iterations, the Forum is now 
established as a leading debate platform in the 
region, a meeting point for stakeholders and 
ideas on the most stringent issues in security, 
defence and international relations. As a highly 
professional conference bringing together 
officials, scholars, analysts, representatives of 
non-governmental organizations and 
international experts with an aim to facilitate 
in-depth dialogue and propose multi-
dimensional approaches to old and emerging 
challenges, the Forum is a unique event in 
Romania. 
 
After the 2020 edition of the Forum, organized 
successfully under special safety conditions, as 
we acknowledge the importance of having a 
coherent conversation on the most pressing 
issues, the 2021 edition was held under rigorous 
conditions related to the health and comfort of 
the participants. 
. 
The world is already recovering to a new sense 
of normality, which brings pre-existing trends 
and challenges and the emergent ones at the 
forefront of our concerns. The Black Sea region 
and the Balkans are still facing geopolitical 

 
BUILDING TOGETHER A MORE 
RESILIENT EUROPE 
WAS AT THE CENTER OF OUR 
EFFORTS TO ENGAGE IN A 
PRAGMATIC, SOLUTION-
ORIENTED DIALOGUE IN 
BUCHAREST, IN SEPTEMBER 2021. 
THE PANDEMIC HIGHLIGHTED 
THE NEED FOR OUR SOCIETIES 
TO BUILD RESILIENCE IN ALL ITS 
FORMS, FROM EMERGENCY 
RESPONSE SYSTEMS, 
INFRASTRUCTURE, ECONOMY 
TO SECURITY CULTURE AND 
EDUCATION, AND 
PROFESSIONAL DISCUSSIONS 
ON ALL THESE ASPECTS ARE 
ESSENTIAL. 
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confrontations, internal pressure and various interests. With numerous sources of instability, 
from frozen conflicts threatening to heat up at any moment, such as the recent Nagorno-
Karabakh confrontation, to disputed borders and extensive militarization, the region is a never-
ending source of sensitive dynamics. The Black Sea region and the Balkans represent a space of 
global relevance, where Great Powers either cooperate or compete. In this space, the pandemic 
accentuates such a competition, but also accelerates pre-existing trends so the states in the 
region face various challenges, starting from the Sars-CoV-2 virus itself, with effects in the 
economic and social domain, to hybrid challenges that affect the stability of such a fragile space 
from the security point of view. The 2021 edition of the Black Sea and Balkans Security Forum 
seeked to address the security challenges in the region and beyond, by using the lessons learned 
to enable the what is set to be a long post-pandemic recovery and forward thinking so that we 
can ensure the resilience of our societies for future challenges and crisis. New Strategy Center 
aims to highlight that the Black Sea region and the Balkans represent a strategic continuum, with 
profound links and interdependencies, that require a unitary approach. This philosophy drives 
the concept behind the Forum since 2017. With 18 panels scheduled over two days, the Forum 
set ground for what we can do together for a safer and prosperous Europe in a world marked by 
new challenges, the perspectives on the economy of the future, opportunities in the region for 
development, cooperation, and supplier diversification in the energy sector, supply chains, 
infrastructure and food security, the potential of using unmanned systems and the new 
opportunities for the defence industry. In designing the event, we put a special emphasis on the 
military industrial cooperation and the manner in which Romanian companies in the field could 
develop their cooperation with renowned US companies, thus contributing to enhancing the 
resilience of Romania in matters of industry and security. Moreover, as we witnessed an 
unprecedented increase in infodemics over the last year, we tackled how we can develop digital 
literacy projects for countering fake news campaigns. With an impressive list of keynote 
speakers, panelists and moderators, comprising incumbent or former high government officials, 
both civilian and military, leading think tanks and prominent scholars and political analysts from 
EU and NATO member states and partner countries, the debates had speakers either present in-
person in the conference venue, either via an online video connection. 

Some of the working sessions on 
sensitive subjects were conducted in 
confidence under Chatham House rules 
while others will be open to the public 
and the media, according to the 
conference program. The organizers 
were committed to prioritize the safety of 
all participants, by setting all the 
necessary precautions against Covid19. 

More information about the Forum and its 

previous editions are available on: 

www.2bsecurityforum.ro 
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PANEL I. PANDEMICS, INFODEMICS AND EDUCATION. SUPPORTING 
DIGITAL LITERACY PROJECTS AND COUNTERING FAKE NEWS CAMPAIGNS 
AND DISINFORMATION 
 
The panel provided a much-needed conceptual 
framework for the region and the wider 
security context, inscribing both the Balkans 
and the Black Sea region in a strategic 
continuum, subjected to a similar set of 
geopolitical threats and opportunities. At a 
global scale, the security environment changed 
dramatically, calling for a holistic approach, 
capable of achieving the necessary level of 
resilience while sticking to the values which 
define the Euro-Atlantic world. In such a 
context, security needs to move past its military focus to encompass a much wider range of 
sectors. Whether it is mitigating the devastating effects of climate change, ensuring the smooth 
functioning of our critical infrastructure or safeguarding public health, the following decades 
present us with a mix of challenges which require a 360 degrees response. 
 
Alongside the obvious need, highlighted by the current pandemic, to place a much greater 
emphasis on our sanitary security, it is of utmost importance to strengthen our abilities to stem 
the current infodemic wave. The meteoric rise of IT-C technologies represents a double-edged 
sword: the more time we spend online, the more vulnerable we become to disinformation 
attempts. Such as a mask acts as a filter for viruses carrying air particles, so does our brain when 
it comes to falsehoods. As a result, in an ever-demanding security environment, verified 
knowledge and formal education play a crucial role. 
 
The testing context in which we found ourselves translates into a weakening of the post-1945 
international order and its multilateral institutions. In the case of NATO, the younger generation 
is particularly vulnerable, as the older ones grew up in a bipolar world, dominated by the Cold 
War. It is important to note that NATO is not a mere militaristic defensive alliance. It is 
enshrined with deep political meaning and dependent on a certain level of popular support. For 

example, in the early 1960s, the perception of 
NATO suffered badly due to the dominant 
American position, leaving partners with the 
impression that their voices are not being 
listened to. Later that decade, in the aftermath 
of de Gaulle’s frictions with NATO, only 34% of 
the French public required membership in the 
Alliance as being essential. In the post-Cold 
War context, America’s unipolar moment 
coupled with the emergence of digital 
technologies profoundly altered the structural 

conditions within which NATO is perceived, leading to the quest for a redefinition of the 
Alliance’s role on the global stage.  

�
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We saw how Ukraine, Georgia, and to a small extent Moldova, have been subjected to hideous 
disinformation campaigns geared towards preventing their accession. Due to its relatively 
heterogeneous composition, support for the Alliance is profoundly shaped by geopolitical and 
cultural factors. Over 85% of the Romanian population is deeply supportive of NATO, while just 
29% of Spaniards view it as essential for their security. The inter-generational divide is a matter 
of concern, as between 65-80 percent of baby boomers declare themselves concerned with 
Russia, North Korea and Islamic terrorism, compared to only 50-60 percent of millennials. This 
is explainable through different historic moments which marked each generation’s upbringing, 
sound information campaigns being the only palpable solution for closing the gap.  
 
The pandemic made the digitalisation of the formal education system a prerequisite for its 
functioning and not an option. In an age defined by information technology, the education 
system plays a dual role. First and foremost, it must prepare individuals for what the future is 
about to bring, and it must do so by making best use of available technologies while instilling 
the necessary critical spirit for navigating the current infodemic. Cloud computing, artificial 
intelligence, robotics and the Internet of Things changed and will continue to change the way in 
which we live, study and work. In the past two years, formal schooling lost one of its most 
important functions: social immersion, being replaced with digital substitutes. As a result, the 
teaching process as a whole suffered badly, highlighting the importance of human resources.  
 
What lies behind the title of doctor or teacher 
will change profoundly in the near future,but 
will never be replaced by complete digitalisation. 
The inertial nature of the system means that the 
results will become clear only in the future. 
Evaluation suffered greatly during the pandemic, 
as no effective anti-fraud precautions were 
implemented.  
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PANEL IIA. OPPORTUNITIES IN THE BLACK SEA REGION FOR THE ENERGY 
SECTOR. DEVELOPMENT, COOPERATION, SUPPLIER DIVERSIFICATION 

The Black Sea and Balkans Security Forum covered discussions on a variety of subjects, including 
the Energy Sector. The second panel of the Forum was focused on the opportunities in the Black 
Sea Region for the energy sector, through development, cooperation and supplier diversification. 

 
The discussion was moderated by Mr. 
Marilen Pirtea, Rector of the West 
����������� ��� ����è����, Romania, who 
was joined by experts in the energy sector 
such as H.E. Virgil Popescu, Minister of 
Energy, Romania, Mr. Ion Sterian, CEO 
Transgaz, Romania, Mr. Alexandru 
Maximescu, Vice-President Regulatory & 
Corporate Public Affairs, OMV Petrom, 
Romania, ��Ǥ� ������� 
��ì£ǡ� 
�������
Manager, Nuclearelectrica, Romania and 
��Ǥ� g������ �������ǡ� ������� ��������� ���
Regulatory and Public Affairs, ENGIE 
Romania. 

The context created by the European Union (EU) regarding the Green Deal1 and its dependence 
on the Nord Stream 2, high gas prices and the climate changes since the last decade, has led to 
multiple discussions and innovative approaches within the national states of Europe. 

As an important actor in the issue, Romania is required to rejuvenate its ways in the meaning of 
energy security and supply by exploiting the opportunities presented by the natural gas in the 
Black Sea and the willingness of its strategic partners to develop a more sustainable path towards 
the future, accordingly with the EU standards. With the ambitious goal of reducing the 
greenhouse emission to at least 50% by 2030, EU is encouraging the member states to embrace 
decarbonization and move their perspective towards the usage of hydrogen in the energy sector. 
Nuclear energy represents a critical solution to reduce the greenhouse emission and to support 
the hydrogen production with the benefit of maintaining the overall prosperity of the energy 
environment.  

According to the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) report2, the capacity of the 
nuclear energy, which consists in the extraction and exploitation of uranium, should be doubled 
in order to support the transition from the polluting coal-based energy. Climate change 
represents a worldwide crisis and it should be solved by raising the criteria of selection of the 

�
1 Communication From the Commission to the European Parliament, the European Council, the Council, the 
European Economic and Social Committee and the Committee of the Regions, The European Green Deal, Brussels, 
2019, accessed at the link: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/resource.html?uri=cellar:b828d165-1c22-11ea-8c1f-
01aa75ed71a1.0002.02/DOC_1&format=PDF.  
2Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, Energy Systems, 
https://www.ipcc.ch/site/assets/uploads/2018/02/ipcc_wg3_ar5_chapter7.pdf.  
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�
1 Communication From the Commission to the European Parliament, the European Council, the Council, the 
European Economic and Social Committee and the Committee of the Regions, The European Green Deal, Brussels, 
2019, accessed at the link: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/resource.html?uri=cellar:b828d165-1c22-11ea-8c1f-
01aa75ed71a1.0002.02/DOC_1&format=PDF.  
2Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, Energy Systems, 
https://www.ipcc.ch/site/assets/uploads/2018/02/ipcc_wg3_ar5_chapter7.pdf.  
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technologies at a global level and investing in projects that will benefit the energy security and 
also deal with the decarbonization issue. 

By addressing the current challenges in 
the energy sector, it can be excluded a 
further deterioration of the 
environment and opportunities of 
development can arise. The natural 
resources of the national territory, 
including the Black Sea region, can 
benefit Romania into attracting 
domestic or foreign investors for 
exploitation of regional potential at 
high levels. Companies like 
TRANSGAZ and ROMGAZ are 
establishing projects, assuring 
interconnectivity capabilities, and developing pipelines throughout Romania aiming to provide 
access to electric energy and heat to individuals situated in small towns and rural areas, especially 
in the Central and North-East regions.  

The initiatives in the Black Sea region include offshore wind energy by creating artificial islands 
from where the power will be continuously transported, resulting in a relevant contribution to 
the culture of sustainability. In addition, projects upon offshore platforms for the natural gas in 
the Black Sea are being discussed, alongside with methods of transporting the supplies to the 
consumers. Beforehand, by approaching a structural manner and following an accurate criterion, 
almost 45% of Romania’s gas distribution network shall be developed and modernized and be 
“hydrogen-ready”, in the direction of aligning with the energy transition. Furthermore, new 
technologies are to be brought into the country in order to either combine natural gas with 
hydrogen, ��������������������������£������������������������������������������Ǥ 

As for other proposed innovative perspectives, the direct relation between agricultural and 
energy capabilities of Romania should be mentioned. A common ground between two of the 
national strengths would provide financial benefits, where agricultural waste is integrated and 
transformed into biofuel, with the focus on creating a circular economy ecosystem and reducing 
the import of biofuel.  

It is mandatory for Romania to keep up 
with global trends and the fast forward-
moving European perspective by 
adopting an open position to new 
perspectives and strengthening the 
existing capabilities, alongside with 
creating new ones and also engaging in 
industrial partnerships and European 
Institutions and committees of experts. 
Given the diversified energy resources 
Romania has, not only opportunities, 
but also challenges will arise in the 
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coming period of time, which can be overrun by political shrewdness and willingness and the 
rapid development of useful technologies. 

 

PANEL IIB. UNMANNED SYSTEMS IN THE BLACK SEA REGION. SMART 
APPROACH, FAST DEVELOPMENT  

Focusing on the implementation 
and development of Unmanned 
Systems in the Black Sea region, 
the discussion was chaired by Rear 
Admiral Sorin Learschi, Senior 
Associate Expert of New Strategy 
Center. Among the speakers were 
Rear Admiral Mihai Panait, Chief 
of the Romanian Naval Forces, 
Capt. Iuri Covaleov, Acting Deputy 
Chief Military Intelligence for ISR, 
Mr. Geraint Lloyd, Business 

Development and Strategy Director of U-TacS, General (Ret) Frank Gorenc, of Aeronautical 
Systems Inc., Rear Admiral UH(Ret.) Noam Feig, Senior Naval Consultant, Elbit Systems and 
Capt. (Ret.) Tzahi Appelman, Consultant for Maritime & Advanced Programs in IAI\MALAT 
Division. 

The discussion presented certain considerations about emergent, disruptive and innovative 
technologies (EDIT), and the challenges they may bring to the future of warfare. Such 
developments in the field of military technologies, like drones, unmanned vehicles and artificial 
intelligence, may accelerate the already-existing trends in the region. Considering the 
geopolitical dynamics already present, the Black Sea strategic & operational environment might 
soon be defined by chaos, complexity and competition. It is undeniable that the Black Sea region 
is of great strategic importance for Europe and NATO. As many as three NATO members are 
Black Sea nations (Romania, Bulgaria and Turkey), which means that any instabilities in the 
region will have a direct and pronounced impact on the Alliance. 

The primary challenge for NATO in the Black Sea is represented by the resurgence of the Russian 
Federation. Russia continues to represent the dominant actor in the Black Sea region, aiming to  
maintain control over its near-abroad (the post-Soviet states of the region) and deter the NATO 
enlargement in the region. Russia supports Ukrainian separatism, illegally maintains troops on 
the territory of Georgia and the Republic of Moldova, thus fuellsing the security dilemma 
between Moscow and NATO. The Kremlin is focused on enhancing its capabilities in Crimea – 
it has deployed a considerable number of troops and has made great efforts to modernize its 
capabilities, integrating various new technologies in the Black Sea Russian Fleet, such as new 
surface and submarine platforms, anti-aircraft missile systems and ballistic missiles. Considering 
the fact that both Russia and China, who are NATO rivals and competitors, are already investing 
in UAVs, drones and technologies employing AI, should be an incentive for NATO to make 
efforts to maintain its technological superiority.  
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Maintaining informational superiority is tough in the digital era. The emergence of Open-Source 
Intelligence (OSINT) in unofficial circumstances, as well as technological advances in the field 
of commercial satellites, represent threats for informational security. The development of EDIT 
weapons such as hypersonic weapons, are also a substantial threat, since they reduce the enemy’s 
possibility to prepare for an attack. Another new technology that will have a huge impact on 
reconnaissance and surveillance are drones. Their ability to offer real-time streaming along with 
the ability to fly and transport goods also creates great opportunities, helping to enhance mission 
efficiency.  

In the Black Sea, the combination between unmanned systems and other types of sensors will 
include synthetic aperture radar and ground-moving target indicators (SAR/GMTI) and space-
based automatic identification systems and platforms. Unmanned warfare will be a successful 
solution for future maritime situational awareness capabilities, as these can minimize the risk of 
human exposure to various dangers.  

In this context, the necessity to develop emergent, disruptive and innovative technologies 
becomes obvious. Romania’s goal, in this direction, is to build a modern, well-sized and well-
equipped naval force, capable of countering current and emerging threats. This is an attainable, 
realistic goal, considering the fact that since 2017, Romania started to allocate 2% of GDP for 
defense. A 20% of this budget is dedicated to the new capability endowment and modernization 
process. This materializes through the acquisition of new ships, naval strike systems, maritime 
unmanned systems, etc. The success of such an endeavor relies on the implementation of a smart 
approach, based on three main pillars: the development of new surveillance and reconnaissance 
capabilities focused on unmanned systems; the integration of these capabilities; the cooperation 
between the stakeholders for implementing these tools. 

As of now, NATO’s military strategic framework consists of three documents: a threat-based 
military strategy, a threat-based concept for the deterrence and defense of the Euro-Atlantic 
area, which describes today's employment of the military instrument of power, and then a 
capability-based, but threat-informed NATO concept, which describes the development and 
future employment of the military internal power within a 20-year timeframe. It is in this context 
that various major players in the military industry attempt to innovate, outthink and outpace 
foreign competition, ensuring NATO’s leadership in the future of warfare. 

PANEL IIIA: OLD FROZEN CONFLICTS AND NEW WARS. LESSONS FOR THE 
FUTURE 
 
The panel Old Frozen Conflicts and New Wars. Lessons for the Future addressed the issue of 
regional frozen conflicts and the evolving nature of war. The guests of this panel were Mr. Igor 
Munteanu, former Ambassador of Moldova to the USA, Ambassador Pavlo Klimkin, former 
Minister of Foreign Affairs, Ukraine, Ambassador Kurt Volker, former US Special Representative 
in Ukraine, Ambassador Pierre Andrieu, former Ambassador of France to the Republic of 
Moldova and Tadjikistan, Mr. Alexander Iskandaryan, Director, Caucasus Institute, Armenia, 
Ambassador Farid Shafiyev, Director, Center for International Relations Analysis, Azerbaijan. 
The panel was moderated by Prof. Dan Dungaciu, member of the Scientific Council of New 
Strategy Center.  
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What are old frozen conflicts? Old frozen 
conflicts are geopolitical constructions used 
by Russia in order to implement its policy. The 
limited sovereignty doctrine is brought into 
discussion to emphasize the resemblance 
between the past and present views of the 
Russian Federation. This concept has been 
employed in the Soviet time, referring to the 
smaller states part of the Soviet world at that 
time, and has the same application in the 
newly independent states.  
 

When it comes to old frozen conflicts and new wars, the presence of the Russian Federation must 
be analyzed at all levels. The persistent presence of Russian troops, and the fact that Russia 
maintains frozen conflicts in the region to achieve its own strategic interests, must be 
highlighted.  
 
Moscow is using an interesting terminology in order to hide their interests when it comes to the 
neighboring states. It’s a well-known fact that Russia claims special rights in the ex-Soviet space 
and wants to fulfill its historical mission of reintegrating territories that once belonged to the 
Soviet Union. As a result, Russia has committed to protect the so-called ‘Russkiy mir’ (the 
Russian world) beyond the borders. As proof, since 2011, Russia follows the concept of 
Responsibility to protect (R2P), having used it in cases such as Crimea, Transnistria and Donbas.   
 
It is worth addressing why, in spite of the substantial efforts made by international organizations 
such as the UN, OSCE and the EU to solve these frozen conflicts, there is still no successful 
resolution. As long as Russia will be successful in preserving the status quo as long as it keeps its 
leverages strong enough to maintain its dominance in the region, and continues to create the 
threat of war.  
From the perspective of Ukraine, one challenge that needs to be overcome is the development 
of a set of strategies for dealing with the regional frozen conflicts. These frozen conflicts have 
been generated and supported by Russia, through an attempt to sell insecurity, which is a 
fundamental part of their strategy. In recent years there has been a change made in their 
approach, namely a shift from military/economic towards a hybrid one.  
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An answer to the problem that concerns 
what Russia wants now would be that 
the Kremlin is trying to achieve control 
over all these regions, and even more to 
project power over the states affected by 
these conflicts. The most illustrative 
example is the massive passportization 
effort, which has been a longstanding 
policy of Russia as it seeks to maintain 
control over former Soviet countries. 
This policy is a functional ideological 
mechanism that has served as an 
argument to Russia’s military 
interventions in the Black Sea Region. 
‘Passportization’ formally began in 2002 when Russia adopted the law on citizenship. The policy 
targeted countries from the Baltic region, post-Soviet countries like Latvia and Estonia, that 
moved towards EU and NATO integration after the fall of the Soviet Union. Russia capitalized 
on the problem of stateless people by granting them citizenship, in order to secure its regional 
influence.  
 
 Another point of view consists of the transformation of these frozen conflicts into open wars. 
The tension remains strong around the Black Sea, especially in Ukraine where Moscow wants to 
maintain its position.  Another conflict, the one in Nagorno Karabakh, was triggered by the 
aspiration of Azerbaijan to regain the occupied territories. Azerbaijan managed to win this war, 
having military and political support from Turkey. When the ceasefire agreement was reached, 
Russia achieved diplomatic success by deploying almost 2000 Russian peacekeepers troops on 
what was left from the Nagorno Karabakh territory.   
 
The presence of Turkey in the North Caucasus is considered to be hazardous in its relation with 
Russia, who views this region as its own historical backyard. The two countries maintain a 
pragmatic partnership, but the Russians are aware of the limits of this so-called alliance, 
including the fact that Turkey is a NATO member.  Also, the presence of Turkey in South 
Caucasus and its potential projection in Central Asia is a major concern for Russia. 
The European Union (EU) must play a significant role in the resolution of these conflicts. The 
Black Sea and the Caucasus are part of the Eastern Partnership, which has been developed in 
order to create a secure, political and economic environment. In Ukraine, Georgia, Moldova and 
Nagorno Karabakh, the EU is part of the negotiations for the resolution of these conflicts. Despite 
this, in Nagorno Karabakh Russia did not involve either the EU or the two co-chairs of the Minsk 
Group - France and the US - in the November ceasefire agreement. 
 
From the perspective of Armenia, there have been some changes made in the regional landscape, 
namely a tendency for constantly decreasing attention from external actors towards the South 
Caucasus and the Black Sea region. Taking as an example the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict, it can 
be said that the subject has drawn a lot of attention from the international media. However, 
despite this, there seems to be a lack of international engagement.  
 
Since the second Karabakh war, Azerbaijan has claimed that the conflict has been resolved. The 
role of the Minsk Group in the negotiation process is not that clear and the status of the Nagorno-

�

�

Black Sea and Balkans Security Forum – 2021 Report 

 
 

13 

Karabakh Republic is no longer considered to be an issue of negotiations. As in the case of other 
conflicts, the presence of Russian peacekeepers is meant to ensure the protection of the 
population. All of this is part of the securitization of conflicts resolution efforts, meaning that 
the military solutions are preferred to diplomatic ones.  
 
Also, securitization means that the only external players to engage in the conflict are the ones 
that have a security interest in the region, such as Russia and Turkey in the South Caucasus. The 
role of the Western part is considered to be decreasing, taking into consideration that Azerbaijan 
no longer agrees to talking outside the auspices of the OSCE Minsk Group.  
 
At the opposite pole, from the perspective of Azerbaijan, understanding the Nagorno-Karabakh 
conflict should be divided into three parts: past, present and future.  
Since 1988 there has been a conflict, developed under the Soviet Union and continued after the 
fall of the USSR as a conflict between two independent states of Azerbaijan and Armenia. One 
important factor is that between 1992 and 2020 there have been some negotiations under the 
auspices of the OSCE Minsk Group. In 2007-2009, the two parties agreed to the so-called Madrid 
Principles, which proposed peace settlements of the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. The 2020 
conflict was a result of the failure of the negotiations led by the Minsk Group. The Madrid 
Principles were abandoned. 
 
For Russia, this war represented an opportunity to control both countries. Armenia is part of the 
Russian-led military union (CSTO), while Azerbaijan is not a member of any military alliance. 
That is why the cooperation with Turkey was essential for Azerbaijan and its success in winning 
the war.  
 
The situation at present shows that Azerbaijan managed to liberate its occupied territories. As 
for the other parts involved: US is almost withdrawn from the region, France tried to adopt a 
presidential statement in favor of Armenia but failed due to the support to Azerbaijan from non-
aligned movement members, and Russia is considered to be the main actor on the ground, 
having their peacekeeping troops in the region.  
 
When talking about the future of the region there are a few points worth mentioning: territorial 
integrity of all three states located in the South Caucasus should be preserved at all costs; opening 
and keeping communication lines between Armenia and Azerbaijan is important; the need of 
delimitation of the borders between Armenia and Azerbaijan; the presence and involvement of 
Turkey is a key point in order to keep a balance in the region; the possibility of a Caucasian 
agreement should be taken into consideration.  
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PANEL IIIB. FOOD SECURITY AND RESILIENCE IN THE BLACK SEA REGION 
AND THE BALKANS IN THE CONTEXT OF COVID-19 AND OTHER SHOCKS 
 
Focusing on the crucial importance of 
food security, and the impact the 
COVID-19 pandemic had on this sector, 
the discussion was led by Mrs. Nastasia 
Belc, President/General Manager, 
National Research and Development 
Institute for Food Bioresources (IBA), 
Romania. Panelists during this 
discussion were Mr. László Borbély, State 
Advisor, Coordinator of the National 
Strategy for Sustainable Development, 
Romania, Mrs. Heather McKhann, 
Coordinator Executive Secretariat, Joint 
Programming Initiative on Agriculture, Food Security and Climate Change (FACCE-JPI), Mrs. 
Claudia Zoani, Researcher, Biotechnologies and Agroindustry Division (BIOAG), Italian National 
Agency for New Technologies, Energy and Sustainable Economic Development (ENEA), Italy, 
and Mrs. Gina Fîntîneru, Vice Rector, University of Agronomic Sciences and Veterinary 
Medicine, Romania.  
 
In 2016 the Romanian Parliament has declared its full support for the 17 Sustainable Development 
Goals (SDG) developed within the framework of the United Nations 2030 Agenda. As a result, 
the Department of Sustainable Development was established in 2017 to coordinate the 
implementation of the SDGs on a national level. Romania is considered a regional hub in the 
implementation of the 2030 Agenda, due to its coherent vision to actively promote the SDGs. 
The food sector represents an important aspect in this process, as it has an impact on at least 3 
SDG’s: zero hunger, healthy life, responsible consumption, and production.  
 
The threat caused by the COVID-19 pandemic to the food security was mainly a consequence of 
the loss of income and purchasing power. Most of the impacts of the pandemic have centered 
around access to food security, highlighting the issue of income inequality. Previous security 
challenges in the food sector have been overcome using scientific innovations, yet, COVID-19 
represents a novel issue, as it creates shocks to primary productions and logistics, disrupting the 
demand cycle and prices, and affecting the food service industry.  
 
Although there is no evidence that food is a source of transmission for the virus, COVID-19 is 
still affecting the agri-food sector in terms of food security, production chains and losses. The 
pandemic has an impact on all dimensions of the agri-food sector, jeopardizing the availability 
of food resources. The access to food markets and to nutritious and quality foods may be limited. 
Any interruptions in the supply chain generate food losses, which can cause panic buying, and 
thus also increase waste. On the other hand, short food chains and local production are less 
affected by the international restrictions. Given their deep-rooted presence in an area, they are 
closer to consumers.  
 

�

�

Black Sea and Balkans Security Forum – 2021 Report 

 
 

15 

The economic crisis is causing an acceleration 
of unsustainable approaches alongside with 
food insecurity and a nutrition crisis, which 
can lead to social inequalities. Also, the eating 
habits and the lifestyle changes are leading to 
dysfunctional eating behaviors and the risk of 
developing obesity and cardiovascular 
diseases. A main issue results from the 
reduced consumption of fresh foods, in favor 
of highly processed ones, which tend to be 
high in fats, sugars and salt, and have an 
overall longer shelf life.  
 

Some solutions for these issue include encouraging a healthy and balanced diet, rich in nutrients, 
healthier and more sustainable eating habits; the adoption of good practices for production, 
distribution, sale, handling, storage and preparation of foods (in order to avoid cross 
contamination), as well as the adoption of safe working conditions for food business (to reduce 
spreading of illness conditions and ensure production). In addition, in order to provide a cleaner 
food-market, an increase in the use of local agricultural production and the share of ecological 
agriculture should be encouraged.  
 
Climate change also has an impact on the food production and agriculture sector. Extreme 
weather conditions, droughts and floods are negatively affecting crop and livestock production 
in Europe and beyond, hence impacting food availability and security. At the same time, the 
agricultural sector is directly accountable for 14-15% of global GHG (greenhouse gas) emissions 
and has put pressure on natural resources. If nothing changes, these negative effects are likely to 
increase further due to increasing food demand in the future – taking into consideration that by 
2030 there might be 9.7 billion people to feed. In order to overcome these challenges, a joint, 
coordinated effort in order to examine how agricultural production, food security and climate 
change mitigation and adaptation can be achieved is needed.  
 
Joint programming represents an innovative research infrastructure idea with the premise that 
countries can tackle societal challenges together through European cooperation, by coordinating 
national/regional and public research development and innovation programs in Europe. This 
would include developing joint multilateral activities; aligning national research programs in an 
effective manner; making better use of limited public RDI (Research, Development and 
Innovation) funding; extending links to various international initiatives;  and contributing to an 
European Research Area.  As a part of the Joint Program Initiative, a Joint Programming Initiative 
on Agriculture, Food Security and Climate Change (FACCE-JPI) has been developed. FACCE-JPI 
includes 24 members: Austria, Belgium, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, 
France, Germany, Hungary, Ireland, Latvia, Lithuania, Italy, The Netherlands, Norway, Poland, 
Romania, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Turkey, US, of which New Zealand as associate member, 
and 2 observers European Council, and EU Standing Committee on agricultural research.  
 
The FACCE-JPI’s vision focuses on a research area meant to address sustainable and resilient 
agricultural production systems, aimed at providing adequate and nutritious foods and 
contributing to a climate neutral Europe by 2050. FACCE-JPI’s vision starts from the premise 
that feeding the world will require a major transformation in the means of production, 
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management and food consuming. A sustainable and resilient agricultural production system 
shall help mitigate the GHG emissions and adapt to changing environmental conditions, while 
providing food and nutrition security. By rethinking the food production process, reducing waste 
and losses, and taking an agroecological approach the safeguarding of the biodiversity and 
ecosystems services will develop and become more resilient against future challenges.  

 
The research infrastructures are a 
part of a connected ecosystem 
forming a unique resource for 
advanced research and 
interdisciplinary analysis of complex 
scientific problems. The main roles of 
the research infrastructures are to 
support excellent science and 
knowledge transfer for innovation, to 
facilitate social and economic 
innovation, to enable the greatest 
discoveries in science and 

technology, to attract researchers from around the world, to build bridges between research 
communities, to allow the training of researchers, to tackle research challenges and avoid 
duplication of effort. Another example of a research infrastructure is represented by MetroFood, 
aimed at promoting metrology in food and nutrition for the enhancement of food quality and 
safety. 
The COVID-19 pandemic has shown the importance of resilient agri-food system and the need 
for a comprehensive transformation of this sector, as it needs to be developed further in order to 
become more inclusive, resilient, and sustainable. By using new technologies and science-based 
solutions, along with increasing public awareness and demand for sustainable food, the system 
can be further developed in order to meet the necessities of its consumers.  
 

PANEL IIIC. THE PANDEMIC AND THE FUTURE OF ECONOMY. 
DEVELOPMENT TRENDS IN THE REGION 
 
 The panel The Pandemic and the Future of Economy. Development Trends in the Region 
focused on the economic impact of the pandemic and the main trends identified in the Balkan 
region.  
���������������������������Ǥ��������£����ǡ�
��������������ǡ���������������������
Bank, Mr. Alexandru Reff, Country Managing Partner, Deloitte, Mrs. Andreja Marusic, Senior 
Private Sector Specialist, World Bank and Mr. Istvan-Lorant Antal, Chairman, Committee on 
Energy, Energy Infrastructure and Mineral Resources, Romanian Parliament. The panel was 
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Despite being a region where economic 
growth is projected at strong levels, the 
Central-Eastern region of Europe is also 
affected by higher inflation, a fact caused by 
high energy and food prices. Analysts from all 
around the world speak about the need for a 
greener, more resilient, and inclusive world.  
 

 
Countries in this region continue to be affected by a tumultuous past, which still affects the 
overall regional security. Western Balkan states are often affected by internal tensions, as much 
as external threats. The key to success in this part of the Balkans is international integration, 
which cannot be achieved without economic development and de-escalation of all regional 
tensions. Issues pertaining to the rule of law are also highlighted by the US; Washington puts a 
great emphasis on resolving the corruption issue in the Western Balkans. The problem is that all 
these discrepancies are accelerated by the current megatrend, which have been sped up by the 
pandemic. Economic discrepancies, already existing even before the pandemic, will continue to 
be deepened, especially in the Balkan region. This situation could lead to the risk of a polarization 
of the economies and societies, which is why integrating this region in the Euro-Atlantic 
frameworks is a must.  
 
A current problem in the cooperation with the EU is the fact that most economic recovery 
programs are not suited for the Balkan region. For example, the Resilience and Recovery Facility 
of the EU is dedicated almost entirely to green energy and digitalization. This program aims to 
mitigate the economic and social impact of the coronavirus pandemic and make European 
economies and societies more sustainable, resilient, and better prepared for the future of the 
green and digital transitions. However, a region like the Balkans still requires considerable 
development in other areas. A first step for the region would be to find a way to bring all the 
economies to a similar level. The success of such a step would lead to less internal tensions and 
more resilience in the face of external threats.  
 
Another trend discussed is the increased government scrutiny and regulation for the private 
sector. One important consequence of every big crisis is the government response. The response 
to a complex situation such as the Covid-19 pandemic creates unnecessary burden for the private 
sector. Therefore, the main aim for governments in this period is to strike a balance when it 
comes to communicating with the private sector, especially since, quite often, communication 
between the private sector and governments is often described as rather limited.   
 
Governments need to focus on transparency and digitalization. During the pandemic, 
governments have been forced to react quickly and adapt to the situation, acquiring necessary 
medical equipment where needed. Still, one of the main vulnerabilities visible during this period 
has been the lack of proper communication with the population.  
 
Moreover, as countries went into lockdown, people’s reliance on digital technologies has 
increased. Given this situation, there is a great opportunity for cooperation and development 
between the private and public sectors. The Covid-19 pandemic created a new ‘playground’ for 
well-developed actors in this domain. Also, in the private sector a lot of ambition can be seen, a 
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lot of companies have prepared strategies and allocated resources for sustainable plans. We can 
definitely observe a digital transformation of businesses and the fear growing fear that people 
will be replaced by the technological factor. However, as a recent Deloitte research outlines,  
while the fear that technology will replace people is rather baseless, the change made by digital 
mobility is real.  
 
The energy sector was also affected by the 
pandemic, raising questions and insecurities 
about the role that this sector will have in the 
new post-pandemic world. When it comes to 
Romania’s case, due the lack of a coherent 
strategy in the energy sector, we see a 
troubling evolution of the country’s energy 
market. Back in 2001, Romania had produced 
a total of 48 terawatts-hours of electricity; in 
2010 there was a total of 59 terawatts-hours 
and in 2020 the production was around 50 
terawatts-hours. Installed capacity is currently around 19.500 megawatt but a lot of this capacity 
is not used, due to high prices which come down to the lack of funding for modernization in this 
area. These numbers show a lack of investments over the years in new energy production 
capacity, as well as the transportation and its distribution.  
 
Thermoelectric power plants in Romania have not been modernized since they have been 
originally designed during the communist period, and as a result have been underfunded. Given 
this situation, the move towards hydropower and renewables, especially wind power, which has 
flourished in the South-Eastern countries, is highly encouraged.  
 
The current issues faced by the energy sector in Romania are not just a result of inadequate 
decisions, it’s rather a result of a lack of decisions. The fact that over the years there were no 
investments in this area and there was not a coherent strategy affected the whole process of 
integrating and developing further Romania’s energy market.  
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PANEL IV. DETERRENCE AND DEFENCE IN THE EURO-ATLANTIC AREA. A 
UNITARY AND COMPREHENSIVE RESPONSE FOR THE SAFETY OF THE 
BLACK SEA REGION AND THE BALKANS 

 
The fourth panel of the day 
was focused on NATO’s 
deterrence capacities in the 
Black Sea and the Balkans. 
The discussion was 
moderated by Major General 
(ret.) Leonardo Dinu, 
member of the Scienfitic 
Council of New Strategy 
Center and former Deputy 
Chief of military Intelligence 
Directorate. Speakers in this 
panel were Admiral Rob 
Bauer, Chairman of the 
NATO Military Committee , 

Netherlands, Rear Admiral Alfonso Delgado Moreno, Assistant Chief of Staff J5, Allied Joint Force 
Command Naples, and Lieutenant General Daniel Petrescu, Chief of Defence, Romania.  
 
The discussion underlined the profound relationship between the Black Sea and the Balkans, 
while the destabilizing actions of Russia and China in these region were presented in contrast 
with NATO’s efforts. In the face of these challenges, defining how NATO partners should act, as 
well as improving the way these partners cooperate, lays at the foundation for effective 
deterrence.  
 
Given Russia’s attempt to become the 
dominant power in the Black Sea, a 
behavior that generates tensions in the 
region – exemplified by the recent 
concentration of forces in Crimea and 
eastern Ukraine – would have 
recommended that NATO integrate the 
Black Sea region into an enlarged Eastern 
Flank, unified under a collective 
command and control structure, meant to 
increase deterrence. It is very important to 
include UAVs, as well as the 
establishment of multinational brigades, similar to those existing. NATO allies’ cyber warfare 
capabilities should also be enhanced to counter Russia’s multi-layered approach of exercising its 
influence. 
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PANEL V. CLASSIC AND HYBRID CHALLENGES ON NATO’S EASTERN 
FLANK. BUILDING A BETTER COMMON THREATS UNDERSTANDING   
 
Panel V looked at the classic and hybrid 
challenges faced by NATO on its Eastern 
Flank and how to build a better 
understanding of the common threats 
faced by the Alliance, across all domains. It 
was chaired by Ambassador Cristian 
Diaconescu, member of the Scientific 
Council, New Strategy Center and former 
Minister of Foreign Affairs of Romania. 
Joining the discussion were Mrs. Simona 
Cojocaru, State Secretary, Ministry of 
National Defence, Romania, General (Ret.) 
Curtis Scaparrotti, former Supreme Allied Commander Europe, USA and General (Ret.) Sir James 
Everard, former Deputy Supreme Allied Commander Europe (DSACEUR), UK. 

Currently, the Black Sea region is threatened by various destabilizing elements such as mass 
protests in Belarus, a dangerous Russia, the war in Donbas, the war between Azerbaijan and 
Armenia, which was concluded on the basis of a  bilateral agreement between Turkey and Russia, 
the frozen conflict in Transnistria. At the same time, the larger European picture has been 
defined by various crises: the Eurozone crisis (2008-2009), the migration crisis (2015-2016) and 
now the Covid-19 crisis. In this complicated context, it is necessary to rethink NATO's Eastern 
strategy, in order to prevent the  spillover of any crisis into a larger war.  

From a Romanian perspective, it becomes clear that we operate in a very complex security 
environment, featuring both classic and hybrid challenges, that should be dealt with using 
creative approaches. The Western Balkans are constantly threatened by hybrid challenges, such 
as disinformation and fake news. Efforts should be made in order to support the states in the 
region to counter such threats. In order to take on these challenges and consolidate a higher 
level of regional resilience, Romania is hosting both the EU's Cybersecurity Competence Centre 
and NATO’s Euro-Atlantic Resilience Center (E-ARC). Romania is aware of the propaganda 
campaigns and their aims: to reignite old historical conflicts, to create or deepen the social, 
political or economic fractures, to hinder regional cooperation, to undermine the solidarity and 
also the trust in Euro-Atlantic institutions or increase public distrust in democratic systems and 
institutions. 

In terms of classic challenges, the aggressive nature of the Russian Federation is a big concern of 
Romania. Russia’s resurgence as a naval power has made a great impact in the Black Sea, where 
Moscow has sought to consolidate its sphere of influence. Russia is creating a “security belt”, all 
the way from the Arctic Ocean to the Mediterranean. Given this situation, there needs to be a 
more cohesive and consolidated approach across the Eastern Flank of NATO. Romania and 
Poland made significant steps towards a more concrete regional cooperation. One such example 
is the Bucharest Nine (B9) - a forum of regular consultations and exchanges at the level of heads 
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of state, foreign affairs and defence ministers. The B9 initiative includes NATO’s Eastern Flank 
members and aims to ensure a more consolidated approach among Eastern Allies.  

Russia’s improvement in capabilities comes in various ways. Its conventional capabilities have 
increased through its added air and land forces in the High North, the construction of military 
bases in the Arctic this spring, the integration of Russian forces in Belarus, and the use of a large 
force to threaten Ukraine. At the naval level, the expanded Black Sea Fleet is more aggressive 
than before, when coming in close encounters with NATO forces in the region (like the warning 
of the HMS Defender, this past June). Russia has also built a port in Syria and deployed forces in 
the Eastern Mediterranean. Apart from this, Russia also employs various means of hybrid 
warfare, such as: interference in foreign elections, espionage, disinformation to heighten social 
issues and tensions and cyber infiltration of critical infrastructure. 

The thin line between peace and conflict that 
characterizes Russian hybrid warfare is based 
on the integration of conventional military 
with diplomatic, informational and economic 
activities. It is designed to ensure its objectives 
by creating destabilization and undermining 
the confidence of the public in their 
governments and international institutions. 
Russia has shown that it understands not just 
the power of the informational and 
psychological sphere enabled by modern 
technology, but also the continuing value of 
conventional military force. That is why 

Russia's political leaders now have at their disposal a large, well-equipped, credible and 
increasingly effective nuclear and conventional armed force, capable of operating not just across 
the five operating domains (sea, land, air, space, and cyber) but also in a comprehensive manner, 
applying force across all the instruments of power, simultaneously and coherently. 

In this context, a cohesive and efficient NATO response to this new threat would include several 
elements. In order to better understand Russian startegy, NATO should view Moscow’s actions 
through a Russian lens, not a Western one. NATO must recognize that diplomatic & economic 
information activities are integral to Russia’s approach to hybrid war. On the Eastern Flank, 
NATO must develop an integrated strategy, that is equally robust and responsive to Russia’s 
concentrated and flexible approach. In order to facilitate this, a multinational regional approach 
for collecting and analyzing intelligence should be developed. Last but not least, NATO members 
need to continue to pursue their modernization efforts, to incorporate staff expertise in 
intelligence and cybersecurity, while also embracing emerging technologies and improved 
weapon systems. 

Undoubtedly, NATO Allies have become stronger together, and Romania had a big part to play. 
Romania is an important member of the Alliance in the Black Sea region - a geostrategically 
important region, albeit a hotspot for great power competition. 
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PANEL VI. MORNING SPECIAL SESSION. WHAT DOES THE FALL OF 
AFGHANISTAN MEAN FOR THE USA, NATO, AND EU? 
 
The second day of discussions started by approaching the crisis in Afghanistan. Ms. Antonia 
�����£è���ǡ������������
������������	������ǡ���������������������������������ǡ�������������������
the following distinguished speakers: Mr. Harlan Ullman, Senior Advisor, Atlantic Council, USA, 
General (Ret.) Sir James 
Everard, former Deputy 
Supreme Allied 
Commander Europe, UK, 
Ambassador Pierre 
Andrieu, former 
Ambassador of France to 
Tajikistan, France, Mr. 
Charles Powell, Director of 
the Elcano Royal Institute, 
Spain and Mr. Murat 
��è����èǡ� ��������� ���
security studies, 
Foundation for Political, 
Economic and Social 
Research (SETA), Turkey.  
The events in Afghanistan, 
as well as President Joe 
�����ǯ����������������������������������͜͜͞͞���������������������������������������������������
���� �������� ���������� ������ ���� ������� ������ǯ� ����tions and the level of presence on the 
international stage. 
 
From the American perspective, the US does not manifest any interest in Afghanistan anymore. 
Currently, its focus has turned inwards towards its own domestic problems. When it comes to 
the US imp��������� ��� ���� �������������� �����ǡ� ������ ���������� �����ǯ�� ����������� ���
����������������� ���� �������� ���� ����ǯ�� ������ǡ� ������� ���� ��� ���������� ����� �������� �����
continue to represent an important part of the international system, cooperating within the 
international frameworks.  
 
��� �������� ��� ������������ ����� ���������� ��������� ���� ������ ��� �� ������� �����Ǥ������ ���� ��ǯ�
strategic credibility affected and the Western Alliance shaken up by this crisis, alternative powers 
that do not share Western values will use this opportunity to exploit this situation. For China, 
������������������ ����������� ������ ���������� �� ����������� ���������� ��� ���������������ǯ��
determination to defend Taiwan.  
 
From a regional perspective, the neighboring countries will keep a considerable distance from 
the a������������Ǥ������������ǯ���������������������������������ǡ������������������������������������
wing and the military wing and the soon-to-be humanitarian crisis will define other external 
�����ǯ�����������������������������������������������������������Ǥ� 
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After Washington’s decision to withdraw its troops, NATO was left with no alternative but to 
also leave Afghanistan. The complexity of the local and regional dynamics and the difficulty to 
sustain the progress also played an important part in the decisional process. In addition, not only 
America’s credibility, but also NATO’s and EU’s were affected by these decisions. This situation 
may result in Russia trying to push the boundaries further to challenge and undermine Western 
values and attempt to highlight the weakness of the West. It may as well be that a major backlash 
of the situation in Afghanistan represents the end of liberal interventionism, which will primarily 
lead to nations seeking security guarantees somewhere else. Alongside with the aforementioned 
aspects, it can be argued that the level of terror threat will increase towards the Western world.  
 
Looking towards the future, NATO Allies will need to outline the following steps and to develop 
a collective action, in order to prevent other possible escalations with disruptive repercussions.  
From the perspective of the EU, the Afghanistan issue still needs to be assimilated, as the major 
problem at the moment is represented by the enormous influx of refugees coming from the 
Middle East. A decision on the conditions for entry on EU territory and management of this crisis 
still remains to be decided.  

 
In recent years, Europe has initiated a 
discussion around its own strategic 
autonomy. Afghanistan manages to 
show a deficit in EU’s strategic 
autonomy at three levels: 
information, decision, and action. 
These weaknesses can be addressed 
by developing a more determined 
foreign policy, security, and identity. 
When it comes to Afghanistan, EU’s 
activities and responsibilities were 
limited in comparison with the US’, 
which resulted in a limited but 
sustained engagement. Although the 

EU’s willingness to develop a strategic autonomy represents one of its main ambitions, it is 
unlikely that the short-term dilemmas will be solved 
 
 In relation to its own strategic autonomy, as well as its relation to NATO, Europe needs to 
assume more responsibility for its security and behave independently if needed. Initiatives such 
as PESCO (Permanent Structured Cooperation), EDF (the European Defense Fund) and CARD 
(Coordinated Annual Review of Defense) represent a primary step in strengthening the future of 
the European defense. Alongside with strengthening its own defense, EU’s current task is also to 
strongly embrace the evolving process and deepen the defense cooperation within the existing 
NATO frameworks.  
 
For Turkey, the latest circumstances create not only challenges, but also opportunities. In 
relation to Afghanistan, the friendly historical relations it has with Turkey represent a subject 
usually brought up even by the Taliban. Moreover, another important aspect is the common 
identity they share, connected by their Muslim ties. Other than that, as a NATO member, Turkey 
did not assume any combat role in 20 years of the Afghanistan mission. In addition, Turkey 
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rejected any request from the coalition to assist in conducting any military operation in 
Afghanistan. One of the challenges faced by Turkey is represented by the refugee influx, as 
Turkey is hosting almost 5 million refugees from Syria, Iraq and Afghanistan, with approximately 
300.000 from the latter. The increasing number of refugees raises public and political 
dissatisfaction. Turkey is also concerned about any possible terrorist incidents within Turkish 
borders. Furthermore, Turkey is currently facing an economic challenge, as the Taliban 
leadership is creating struggles for Turkish investments in Afghanistan. Another issue is 
represented by the Hamid Karzai International Airport and Turkey’s willingness to get involved 
into running the airport, alongside with Qatar. The Taliban’s wish to receive not only political 
recognition from Turkey, but also a political office in Istanbul also raises some questions and 
creates a lot of confusion, as it is part of the Turkish agenda to follow the same path as the 
European Union and NATO.  
 
Taking this into consideration, Turkey has the soft power instruments and capacity to positively 
contribute to end the Afghanistan crisis, if the Taliban is choosing to maintain the peace process 
and establish their government in a transparent, peaceful way. Turkey can play a facilitator role 
not only in the Kabul International Airport, but also to assist and mediate the political process, 
given the relations and ties it has to different groups within the country. 

 

PANEL VII. CHALLENGES AND OPPORTUNITIES IN THE POST-PANDEMIC 
WORLD 
 
The panel Challenges and Opportunities in the Post-Pandemic World focused on the impact of 
the pandemic and its amplifying effect on pre-existing challenges such as  big power competition, 
erosion of international order, frozen conflicts, terrorist threats, anti-globalization trends, 
climate change, proliferation of cyber/hybrid attacks.    
 
The guests of this panel were 
H.E. Bogdan Aurescu, Minister 
of Foreign Affairs, Romania and 
H.E. Gordan Grlic Radman, 
Minister of Foreign and 
European Affairs, Croatia. The 
panel was moderated by 
Ambassador Sorin Ducaru, 
Honorary Chairman of the 
Scientific Council, New Strategy 
Center, Director of the 
European Union Satellite 
Centre.   
 
Speaking on a more regional level, we must take into account the challenges faced by the Eastern 
neighbourhood. In this regard, the Eastern Partnership is relevant to this discussion, as it aims 
to reinforce the political association and economic integration of six Eastern European and South 
Caucasus partner countries. One of the main challenges is related to the conflicts in the region, 
which are hampering the development of these countries and are also slowing down reform 
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processes. However, despite the challenges created by these protracted conflicts, our Eastern 
partners have proven their resilience and capacity to stand up to the challenges over the years. 
 
Efforts are also being taken to ensure a fruitful cooperation between partners and members of 
the European Union. An example of such a cooperation initiative is the visit paid by the 
delegation of EU foreign ministers (Austria, Lithuania, Romania) in South Caucasus on June 25-
26th. As highlighted by Georgian Prime Minister Irakali Garibashvili, the mission was a strong 
signal that the European Union was promoting peace and security in the countries of the South 
Caucasus region3.  
 
From Romania’s point of 
view, the EU needs to 
generate a strategic 
integrated approach for 
addressing these protracted 
conflicts. Some ideas and 
proposals include the need 
for more EU political 
presence in the Eastern 
neighborhood; a better use of 
the Association Agreements 
(AAs); extending more EU 
support to combat the 
pandemic and to facilitate 
the economic recovery to 
these countries.  
 
Another important area is that of the Western Balkans. This region presents challenges and 
opportunities, not just in terms of the pandemic, but also because there are still tensions, inter-
ethnic conflicts, ongoing reconciliation processes, and social-economic problems. Overall, 
Europe should play a more forward-looking international role. The current context created by 
the pandemic was a turning point, helping us understand the need for consolidating more 
resilience. Directly linked to the European Union long-term prosperity is its ability to project 
stability and security in its neighbourhood. At the same time, it is in the interest of the Western 
Balkan countries to follow the European path and to fulfill the criteria required for accession. 
From the European Union point of view, stability and prosperity in the Western Balkans and 
South-East Europe as a whole, are two of the main aspects that dictate the purpose of the Union.  
 
From the perspective of Croatia, this period has taught us to stay closer, trying to overcome the 
challenges posed by the pandemic in a coordinated manner. When the Covid-19 pandemic hit 
Europe and the rest of the world, Croatia was holding the presidency of the Council of the 
European Union. The Croatian Presidency successfully adapted to this crisis situation and 
continued to follow the course set by Europe in 2019, to be greener, more digital and more 

�
3 EU Neighbours East. "Delegation of EU foreign ministers end visit to the South Caucasus". June 28, 2021. 
https://euneighbourseast.eu/news-and-stories/latest-news/delegation-of-eu-foreign-ministers-end-visit-to-the-
south-caucasus/ 
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�
3 EU Neighbours East. "Delegation of EU foreign ministers end visit to the South Caucasus". June 28, 2021. 
https://euneighbourseast.eu/news-and-stories/latest-news/delegation-of-eu-foreign-ministers-end-visit-to-the-
south-caucasus/ 
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resilient. In this new context, the main goal of the Croatian presidency was to boost the economic 
recovery, social resilience and help rebuild a post-pandemic Europe.  
 
Another fundamental element that we should aim for in today’s world is a more profound social-
economic connectivity within Europe but also with its neighborhood. This is the reason why 
Croatia and Poland formed the Three Seas Initiative and joined China’s initiative to cooperate 
with Central and Eastern European countries. These two initiatives might differ in their 
objectives but both lead to the increased infrastructural and market connectivity of the region.  
 

PANEL VIIIA. SECURITY AND PROSPERITY. FUTURE INFRASTRUCTURE 
FOR A SAFE REGION. 
 
The ‘Security and Prosperity Future Infrastructure for a Safer Region’ panel discussed the 
importance of infrastructure development and its role in ensuring the security and prosperity of 
���� ������Ǥ���������������������������£è���ǡ� �������� ���
����������� Futures, the panel was 
��������������������������������Ǥ������������è�����ǡ�������������������ǡ���������������������������
��������������ǡ� 
������ Ǯ����ǯ� �����ǡ� ������� ������� ���������� 
������� ��� ����ǡ� ��������
Investment Division, Ambassador Mihnea Motoc, Deputy Chief, European Center for Political 
Strategy within the European Commission and former Minister of National Defense, Lieutenant-
General (ret.) Ben Hodges, CEPA - 
USA, General (ret.) Gheorghe Savu, 
Director, Damen Naval Romania, and 
�£�£���� ������ǡ� 
eneral Manager, 
Leviathan, Romania. 
 
The panel brought together a synthesis 
of dual use infrastructure for both 
civilian and military purposes, 
identifying the threats and 
opportunities that such an approach 
brings along. Before dwelling into the 
very interesting points brought 
forward by the panelists, it is crucial to 
note that there already is a 92 percent 
overlap between civilian infrastructure and military requirements.  
 
����ǯ�����Ǥ�͟����������������������������������ǯ���������������������������������pabilities. With the 
��������ǯ�� ����� ��������ǡ� ����� ��������������� ����������� �������� �� ������������� ���� ������
posturing in the face of crisis and conflicts. Whether we talk about unpredictable climate 
calamities, sanitary emergencies of military conflicts, swift reactions are essential in any 
mitigation effort.  
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On NATO’s Eastern flank, there is 
a worrying infrastructure gap 
between the North and South. 
The Three Seas Initiative 
envisages two crucial 
infrastructure projects, which 
would bring both economic and 
military gains: via Carpatia linking 
the Baltic with the Adriatic and 
the Black Sea through the 
extension to Constanta, ast well as 
the Rail to Sea project, which 
promises a railway link between 
the port of Gdansk and Constanta. 
Such an infrastructural 

achievement would complement the existing TEN-T network, allowing for a more credible 
deterrence posture in the face of possible aggression.  
 
Romania is an exporter of stability and security in the region, its capabilities being only hindered 
by an insufficiently developed infrastructure network. Once finished, the A1 & A3 highways 
would provide a reliable East-West connection, while A7 would provide access to the North of 
the country, passing relatively close to the border with the Republic of Moldova. Last in this 
infrastructure puzzle is the A8 highway enabling modern access through the Carpatians. In the 
past couple of years, railway infrastructure resurfaced at the forefront of public discourse. 
Romania features a large network, currently in an advanced state of decay. Once fully 
refurbished, the Arad-Brasov-Bucuresti-Constanta railway would effectively provide a high 
quality link from Rotterdam to the Black Sea, greatly enhancing both the economic and military 
potential of the country. The panelists underlined the importance of real-life testing of existing 
infrastructure, by mounting military exercises to test whether bridges can sustain the weight of 
such equipment.  
 
The last element of the infrastructure trinity is the maritime domain. The Black Sea is a tension 
point on the global geopolitical map, due to its excellent positioning at the convergence of many 
trade routes. This implicitly makes it a hot area from a security standpoint, exacerbated by the 
infrastructure gap, hence doubling the need for investment. The global shipbuilding industry 
has been under strain for over three years, a trend only amplified by the pandemic: in 2020, order 
decreased by 62% in tonnage and 77% in value. At a national level, the Romanian shipbuilding 
industry has been in decline since the early 1990s, nevertheless still ranking 5th in Europe, 
highlighting a still strong base for growth potential. Once the Danube - Black Sea connection is 
brought to modern standards and Romania is allowed to enter the Schengen Zone, the port of 
Constanta - already the second largest in Europe - will enjoy all the structural conditions to 
become a global player: road, rail & fluvial connections, complemented by world leading 
administrative facilities through EU and Schengen membership. As a result, the economic and 
security importance of the Black Sea will only grow, requiring better safeguarding. Indigenous 
shipbuilding and maintenance capabilities will play a crucial role in this, safeguarding the 
availability and readiness of Allied naval capabilities in the Black Sea.   
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When we look at NATO response plans making use of dual use infrastructure, it is important to 
understand that the overwhelming majority of the funding comes from the EU and national 
governments, with civilian purposes in mind. Although commercial and civilian motivations 
dominate the building rationale, the military dimension should also play a role. Panelists 
highlighted the need for a Union wide strategy when it comes to the expenditure of European 
funds on infrastructure: building a tunnel connecting Italy and France is unquestionably useful 
from an economic point of view, but at a macro level, it brings little impact when it comes to 
resilience. It is evident that the reasoning works the other way around: military infrastructure 
can bring many economic benefits when used for civilian purposes. More broadly, the design 
and acquisition of military equipment bring a notable technology infusion, by ensuring that the 
primary and secondary infrastructure is fit for the purpose, thus refracting in the wider economic 
skill base. Furthermore, many trust patterns are established, concomitantly improving public 
procurement procedures and harmonising legislation. Lastly, when commercial actors pair with 
the military, they essentially undergo high-altitude training: they learn how to work with tight 
deadlines and world leading technology.  

PANEL VIIIB. EUROPEAN RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT FOR DEFENCE. 
OPPORTUNITIES FOR THE FUTURE  
 
Focusing on the relationship between the industrial capabilities and research and development 
(R&D) efforts in the context of European defense, the discussion was chaired by Mr. Liviu 
��è������ǡ��������������������������������������������������������Ǥ�����������������������������

������
������� ������� ������èǡ� ������ ���
the General Directorate for Armaments 
of the Romanian Ministry of National 
Defence, Mr. Gustaf Winroth, Policy 
Officer of the European Defence Fund, 
Mr. Cyrille Bret, Development Director 
of Naval Group, Mr. Cristian Sfichi, 
Manager for Defence, Thales Romania 
������Ǥ��£�£�������, General Director of 
the National Institute of Aerospace 
���������ǲ���������	���ǳ�– INCAS.  
 
There are many details that make the 
European defense industry an 

interesting entity. It does not only support security and defense – it also supports other the 
civilian sectors, providing technology and skills that are useful not only in military matters. The 
defense sector spans not only large companies, but also small and medium sized ones. Moreover, 
the European defense industry is R&D intensive. In most cases, development costs are usually 
very high, exceeding the capabilities of one member state (MS).  
 
The EU employed several tools in order to promote its domestic defense industry, such as the 
Permanent Structured Cooperation (PESCO), the Preparatory Action on Defense Research 
(PADR), the European Defense Industrial Development Programme (EDIDP) and the European 
Defense Fund (EDF). PESCO is one of the main initiatives that leverages the entire effort 
dedicated to transform European defense. Romania has launched two projects under this 
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framework, while also participating in other 10 projects; among these, the artificial intelligence 
cyber-defense, tactical multi-planned piloted aerial systems, are considered to be among the 
most important fields of R&D. 
 
The EDF, on the other hand, serves 
complementary purposes, looking for 
the best solutions for harmonizing the 
processes of military planning at an EU 
level, providing the necessary support 
to MS in reducing fragmentation of the 
defense sector, by structuring the 
European defense technological 
industrial base. While also 
contributing to the EU’s strategic 
autonomy ambitions, the EDF supports 
both collaborative R&D of defense 
products and technologies and ensures 
the necessary continuity and uptake of 
technological research. It also has the role of fostering competitiveness within the European 
defense industry, while closing the technology gap between EU MS. 
 
An important role in the establishment of the EDF has been played by precursor frameworks -  
PADR and EDIDP. PADR operated for a duration of 3 years (2017-2019), with some projects 
continuing to last until mid-2023. In total, 90 million EUR allocated to calls for proposals 
published between 2017-2019. PADR’s several objectives included: testing mechanisms to 
prepare, organize and deliver EU-funded cooperative defense research, improving 
competitiveness and innovation of the European defense industry and stimulating cooperation 
amongst research & technological development actors across Europe. The EDIDP, on the other 
hand, had a duration of 2 years: 2019-2020. Its budget counted a total of 500 million EUR, and 
aimed to foster cooperation between undertakings and MS, in the development of defense 
products or technologies, supporting the competitiveness of the European defense industry on 
the internal market and the global marketplace. In addition to that, it also aimed to support and 
leverage cross-border cooperation between undertakings, including small and medium-sized 
enterprises (SMEs) and middle capitalization companies (mid-caps), throughout the Union, 
while also fostering better exploitation of the results of defense research, and preparing the 
development window of the EDF from 2021 onwards.  
 
The EDF’s allocated budget is 7.95 billion EUR for 2021-2027. It was structured on a similar 
framework as its precursor programmes the PADR and EDIDP. For 2021, there are 23 calls for 
proposals, worth EUR 1.2 billion (310 million dedicated to research, while 620 million for 
development. These calls deal focus on various fields: defense medical response, CBRN, biotech 
and human factors, information superiority, advanced passive and active sensor, cyber, naval 
combat, space, digital transformation, energy resilience and environmental transformation, 
energy resilience and environmental transition, materials and components, disruptive 
technologies, air combat, air and missile defense, ground combat, force protection and mobility, 
etc. 
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What is interesting about the Multi-annual Financial Framework 2021-2027 package is that, for 
the first time in its history, the EU is allocating money from the Union's budget in order to 
supplement and amplify national investments in defense by supporting collaborative research 
and development. However, many challenges have to be overcome, and this may take some time: 
the EU has to connect to a multitude of focal points and to exchange experience between 
participants from other states and EU planners. At the same time, it is necessary to enhance the 
transparent dialogue and interaction among military experts and the interested industrial 
research actors (such as innovative small and medium businesses), in order to attract non-
traditional industrial entities. 
 
Given the current security environment, both at a more regional level, as well as at a European 
level, Romania is driven to participate in further European defense development programmes. It 
is also in this complicated context that the EU has undertaken an irreversible process in order to 
develop its defense capabilities and strengthen the Common Security and Defense Policy 
(CSDP). For Romania, it is a necessity that the EU defines its global role and agrees on a set of 
common tools. 
 
The efforts coming from Brussels are mirrored 
by action from the EU capitals. In Romania’s 
case, the Ministry of National Defense took 
some steps in encouraging the participation of 
Romanian entities into the EDF. Preparing 
online conferences, together with New Strategy 
Center, aimed at clarifying the objectives of the 
EDF, as well as creating an informational tool, 
were some of the steps taken in this direction.  
From the point of view of large companies this 
innovation-fostering European framework is a 
great asset. Every EU member country should 
attempt to get the most out of this novel 
European initiative.  
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PANEL IXA. ONE YEAR AND A HALF OF COPING WITH THE PANDEMIC. HAS 
HEALTH CARE BECOME A STRATEGIC COMPONENT OF THE NATIONAL 
AND INTERNATIONAL SECURITY ENVIRONMENT? 
The discussions approached the ongoing 
issue of the pandemic and its impact on 
the healthcare system. Moderator of this 
discussion was Mr. Dan Iliescu, Rector of 
the Ovidius University of Constanta, 
Romania, who was joined by speakers such 
as: Mr. Raed Arafat, State Secretary, Head 
of the Emergency Department, Ministry of 
Internal Affairs, Romania, Mr. Cristian 
��è��ǡ���������ǡ����������������������ǡ�
Research and Energy, EU Parliament, 
Romania, Mr. Andrei Baciu, State 
Secretary, Ministry of Health, Romania, 
������Ǥ������������ì£ǡ�����������������������ǡ������Ȁ�����������������Ǥ� 
 
The COVID-19 pandemic has caused a series of challenges, having a direct impact on the well-
being of global societies. The pandemic has put pressure and caused instability in every aspect 
of life, but especially on the healthcare system. These developments have led to the 
acknowledgement that the healthcare system is an important component of the security 
environment and needs to be integrated in the international frameworks.  
 
At EU and NATO levels, an innovative approach is required, to ensure that the production of 
vital medical equipment takes place in closer proximity, with easier access, despite the possibility 
of having to incur higher costs. Not being able to access supplies on time represents a major 
threat, as we have seen. Moreover, the impact the pandemic had on the supply chains has 
highlighted the need to bring relevant production facilities closer, as opposed to moving all 
manufacturing of equipment farther away in Asia.  
 
Transportation is also a big component of crisis prevention and management. As we have seen, 
transportation of critical equipment is an issue we have faced during the pandemic. Limited 
transportation options can create delays in product shipping and can give the manufacturer the 
decisional power on what agent is going first receive access to products, especially in the case of 
special supplies, created by a limited number of businesses. In order to fully integrate the 
healthcare system in the international security framework, it is mandatory to develop and 
prevent such situations. More capital needs to be invested in healthcare, as it is a critical 
component.   
 
Romania has faced a series of management issues regarding the organization of the healthcare 
system, issues that have been further deepened by the pandemic. The lack of personnel and 
human resources is caused by many factors, such as the lack of smart planification on a long 
term and the lack of a comprehensive strategy that includes all aspects of the medical system. 
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participants from other states and EU planners. At the same time, it is necessary to enhance the 
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The efforts coming from Brussels are mirrored 
by action from the EU capitals. In Romania’s 
case, the Ministry of National Defense took 
some steps in encouraging the participation of 
Romanian entities into the EDF. Preparing 
online conferences, together with New Strategy 
Center, aimed at clarifying the objectives of the 
EDF, as well as creating an informational tool, 
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From the point of view of large companies this 
innovation-fostering European framework is a 
great asset. Every EU member country should 
attempt to get the most out of this novel 
European initiative.  
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PANEL IXA. ONE YEAR AND A HALF OF COPING WITH THE PANDEMIC. HAS 
HEALTH CARE BECOME A STRATEGIC COMPONENT OF THE NATIONAL 
AND INTERNATIONAL SECURITY ENVIRONMENT? 
The discussions approached the ongoing 
issue of the pandemic and its impact on 
the healthcare system. Moderator of this 
discussion was Mr. Dan Iliescu, Rector of 
the Ovidius University of Constanta, 
Romania, who was joined by speakers such 
as: Mr. Raed Arafat, State Secretary, Head 
of the Emergency Department, Ministry of 
Internal Affairs, Romania, Mr. Cristian 
��è��ǡ���������ǡ����������������������ǡ�
Research and Energy, EU Parliament, 
Romania, Mr. Andrei Baciu, State 
Secretary, Ministry of Health, Romania, 
������Ǥ������������ì£ǡ�����������������������ǡ������Ȁ�����������������Ǥ� 
 
The COVID-19 pandemic has caused a series of challenges, having a direct impact on the well-
being of global societies. The pandemic has put pressure and caused instability in every aspect 
of life, but especially on the healthcare system. These developments have led to the 
acknowledgement that the healthcare system is an important component of the security 
environment and needs to be integrated in the international frameworks.  
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of having to incur higher costs. Not being able to access supplies on time represents a major 
threat, as we have seen. Moreover, the impact the pandemic had on the supply chains has 
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Transportation is also a big component of crisis prevention and management. As we have seen, 
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transportation options can create delays in product shipping and can give the manufacturer the 
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special supplies, created by a limited number of businesses. In order to fully integrate the 
healthcare system in the international security framework, it is mandatory to develop and 
prevent such situations. More capital needs to be invested in healthcare, as it is a critical 
component.   
 
Romania has faced a series of management issues regarding the organization of the healthcare 
system, issues that have been further deepened by the pandemic. The lack of personnel and 
human resources is caused by many factors, such as the lack of smart planification on a long 
term and the lack of a comprehensive strategy that includes all aspects of the medical system. 
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Another cause is represented by a previous decision to reduce the health workers’ salary, which 
produces a major exodus in the system. Plus, the working time directive adopted at EU level had 
caused a human resource loss, as the period of working time from 70 hours per week went down 
to 48 hours per week. Added to the salary crisis, the possibility of attracting doctors from other 
countries was low, which led to a major imbalance in the system.  
 

The challenge presented by the pandemic has 
exposed some of the vulnerabilities of the system, 
and the necessity to create mechanisms and 
instruments to manage this unprecedented 
threat. Another issue highlighted by the 
pandemic is the disinformation through social 
media. Special targets of this disinformation 
campaign have been the vaccination campaign, as 
well as the pandemic situation as a whole. The 
actors behind this campaign are both internal and 
external.  
 
The pandemic has highlighted the express need 

to develop our technologies and digitalize the medical system. Introducing AI in the medical 
system will help improve the treatment of patients. Telemedicine is also another useful 
development, as patients can receive examinations and medical advice from the comfort of their 
home. Here, the telecommunications infrastructure needs to be further developed and 
strengthened. As the access in hospitals is restricted, accessing information digitally is a must. 
At the same time, digitalization can lead to a series of security risks, which have to be accounted 
for. Therefore, it is essential to assign cybersecurity an important role in the equation. In the last 
year, Romania has been the subject to many cyber-attacks, to which the state responded in an 
efficient way, without endangering the personal data of the patients. The safely-conducted 
process of digitalization should take place not only at national level, but also at international 
level. Cybersecurity represents an important component in the digitalization process, as it is 
useful in preventing strategic surprises and better data management.  
 
The sustainability of the healthcare system is often questioned, representing an aspect that 
concerns national and international institutions, as the development of the healthcare system is 
directly connected to a higher living rate. Although, a population with a high living rate could 
also mean a population with more medical needs, which in the future can pressure two important 
systems: the healthcare system and the pension system. As a result, a rethinking of the 
organization of the healthcare system, as well as the funding, the quality, its efficiency and 
efficacy, alongside with its sustainability and readiness for future challenges are required.   
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It is an opportune moment to start fundamental 
procedures at national and international levels in 
order to consolidate the resilience of the healthcare 
system against the future challenges of threats, 
whether they are traditional or not.  

 
 

 
 

PANEL IXB. THE US DEFENSE INDUSTRY, EAST-CENTRAL EUROPE AND 
INDUSTRIAL COOPERATION   
 
The discussion focused on the involvement of the US defense industry in Central and Eastern 
������Ǥ������������������������������
�������ȋ���ǤȌ��£�£����������ǡ����������������������������
Armaments Department of the Romanian Ministry of Defence. The speakers of this panel were: 

Mr. Daniel Bedoya, Regional Business 
Development Manager of Central & Eastern 
Europe Lockheed Martin Rotary and 
Mission Systems, Mr. Silviu Grecu, General 
Manager of Romaero, Mr. Adam Hodges, 
Capture Team Leader, Europe and the 
Middle East, International Vertical Lift 
Sales & Marketing for Boeing Defense, 
Space & Security, and Mr. Paul Strebel, 
Senior Director – International Business 
Development for Oshkosh Defense. 

In the context of recent developments, it is 
very likely that new defense and industrial 

policies are expected to be changed and further developed soon. Taking into account the 
European Defense Fund (EDF) budget of EUR 8 billion for the 2021-2027 timeframe, the EU has 
become an important player in the defense industry, particularly in the research and 
development area. There are various perspectives on the future of EU defense and security. From 
one point of view - often associated with France - EU strategic autonomy is a geopolitical 
necessity. Other standpoints, mainly associated with Germany, outline that European security is 
inseparable from NATO, and thus can only be achieved through close cooperation between the 
two organisations. Until now, the overall EU defense spending was around EUR 186 billion, with 
only 1.7 billion allocated to defense research and development. That is a very small sum, 
compared to the US defense budget, which allocates USD 112 billion for research and 
development only, out of a grand total budget of USD 715 billion.  

In these circumstances, NATO plans to remain the strongest and most resilient alliance through 
innovation. It has adopted a comprehensive approach on emergent and disruptive technology 
across several key areas, such as: space, big data, artificial intelligence, hypersonic systems, new 
missile technology, and quantum technology.  
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From the American perspective, the 
cooperation between the US and 
European industries is more critical than 
ever, as it can ensure a resilient economy 
in the region. When it comes to economic 
resilience, there is a wide variety of risks 
and threats to be considered. Such threats 
can be either be terrorism, hybrid warfare 
and cyber-attacks; or crisis situations such 
as natural disasters, pandemics, or other 
emergency situations. Interoperability 
and interchangeability are arguably the 
keys to resilience - if multiple countries 
have interoperable equipment and share similar concepts of operations, they can cooperate 
better to counter these threats. The pandemic has shown the importance of possessing common 
support elements are, such as logistics, equipment, and training, which can enable higher 
responsiveness. Countries must possess the capability, skills and the necessary tools and 
equipment to counter any internal threats, as well as to come to the aid of their Allies in the 
region. 

PANEL XA. BUILDING RESILIENCE IN THE BALKANS. OLD AND NEW 
CHALLENGES FOR THE REGION 

Another important source of resilience is the dual-use equipment. It improves the flexibility and 
the easy reconfiguration of military equipment, making it a useful asset not only for the military 
but also civil society. This allows for more efficient government defense spending, by providing 
more operational value for invested funds. This is really important given the fact that defense 
funds will probably suffer cuts.  

The panel was chaired by Ambassador (Ret.) Gheorghe Magheru, member of the Scientific 
Council, New Strategy Center, Romania, and was joined by the following speakers. Mr. Daniel 
�����©ǡ� ��������ǡ� ��������-Intelligence Agency (SOA), Croatia, Ambassador (Ret.) Victor 
Jackovich, first US Ambassador to Bosnia and Herzegovina, former U.S. Ambassador to Slovenia, 
US, US, Mr. Yordan Bozhilov, Founder and President of the Sofia Security Forum, Bulgaria, Major 
General Cristian Bizadea, Deputy Director, Romanian Intelligence Service, Romania. 
 
�������������������������������������������������������������������������������ǯ������������Ǥ�����
to its encirclement by EU member states, there is a false sense of complacency, bet epitomised 
by the recent slowdown in the ascension process. The recent NATO enlargement is incremental 
�������������������������������������������������������ǡ���������������������ǯ�����������������Ǥ�
Third parties, such as Russia and more recently China have been seeking to increase their 
influence, with notable successes in the case of the latter. 
 
The region is subjected to a multitude of structural weaknesses, ranging from corruption, 
organised crime and Islamic terrorism. One thousand citizens left to fight for an Islamic State, a 
huge number when taking into account the size of the region, the development having received 
little coverage in Western media. The situation on the ground, exacerbated by poor rule of law 
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creates the perfect cocktail for a possible spillover 
outside the region’s border, already observable in 
terms of drug smuggling and trafficking. 
Moreover, the Balkan migrant route has been at 
the forefront of the mid 2010s crisis, highlighting 
the region’s vulnerability in the face of global 
events.  
 
The Western Balkans are a sensitive area of the 
European continent, faced with reminisces of 
irredentism which have the potential to reverse 
decades of progress. The region is crucial for 

European stability and can only prosper 
through a complex and multilevel 
approach, based on solidarity and 
collaboration at all levels, ranging from 
the political sphere, to academia and 
intelligence services, as well as NGOs and 
think tanks. The Western Balkan states 
are faced with demographic pressures 
which threaten to undermine their 
stability. On the one hand, we are 
witnessing a massive concentration in 
urban centres, while on the other hand 
unsatisfactory socio-economic 
conditions on the ground are prompting 

massive emigration. Hardening visa requirements will do little to stem the outflow of people, the 
only long term solution being to address the factors which cause the migratory phenomenon.  

  
 The panel adopted a dual layered approach, encompassing a regional and extra-regional 
perspective. At a regional level, it is more pressing than ever to depoliticize intelligence services, 
as to allow for better information sharing in the face of state capture. Powerful actors, such as 
organised crime groups, undermine the Western Balkan states from within and proliferate due 
to a lack of transparency and monitoring, a gap which can be filled by proper collaboration 
between intelligence services. Secondly, as priorly outlined, the region is highly vulnerable to 
external developments. For all the perils that this carries, it also constitutes an opportunity. With 
a sustained EU and American vision vis-a-vis the region, translatable into thorough strategic 
planning, its fortunes can be overturned. Ever since the war ended, there has been little to 
motivate the Euro-Atlantic world to muster up the will and resources to integrate the region. But 
as time passed by, the temporary rationale of the peace accords revealed massive deficiencies. It 
is of crucial importance for integration to be sped up, as to counter the growing threat posed by 
the Western Balkan states acting as safe havens for organised crime. From a macro perspective, 
the power void in the region invites global competitors, which once thoroughly established in 
the region will make intervention much more expensive than pre-emptively by investing on a 
large scale, both economically and politically.  
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PANEL XB. CONNECTIVITY, CYBER SECURITY AND 5G CHALLENGES 
 
The panel Connectivity, Cyber Security and 5G Challenges focused on the aspects of today’s 
interconnected world and the current and future challenges posed by technology. Guests on this 
panel were Ambassador Sorin Ducaru, Honorary Chairman of the Scientific Council, New 
Strategy Center, Director, European Union Satellite Centre, Romania, Mr. Christian – Marc 
Liflander, Head of the NATO Cyber Defence Section, Estonia, Mr. Vlad Stoica, President, 
National Authority for Management and Regulation in Communications (ANCOM), Romania, 
Brigadier General Anton Rog, Director, National Cyberint Center, Romanian Intelligence Service, 
Mr. Rene Summer, Director Government & Industry Relations, Ericsson, Sweden, Mr. Timo 
Koster, former ambassador- at – large for security policy and cyber, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 
Netherlands. The panel was moderated by Mr. Marcel Foca, Senior Expert, New Strategy Center, 
Romania.   

 
Cyber challenges have continuously grown 
since the end of the previous century. As an 
example, in the 90’s, during the Balkan 
conflicts, a series of cyber-attacks against 
NATO were unleashed. Later on, another 
prominent cyber-attack was in 2007 against 
Estonia. In 2014, during the war in Ukraine 
there were again a series cyber actions taken 
against NATO Allies. While attacks in the cyber 
space happened often before the Covid-19 
crisis, these attacks have intensified during the 
pandemic, as it was a period of increased 

dependence on the digital space. While the pandemic has forced us to rely more on technologies, 
it has also highlighted some vulnerabilities, mainly how easily exploited these technologies can 
be. From here on, our dependency on technology will only grow with the acceleration of 5G, 
artificial intelligence, big data management and quantum computing.  Beyond the cyber domain, 
we must take into account that the outer space is also becoming an increasingly important 
domain of action.  
 
In this new context, the nature of conflicts is also changing. Tomorrow’s conflicts will include a 
component in which space and cyber will play a significant role. The biggest challenge is to deal 
with cyber threats during peace times and to make sure that the military infrastructure is safely 
prepared to withstand such threats. There are three different types of players that can pose a 
threat in this area: state-actors; terrorists, that have access to technology and are able to use the 
internet in order to spread their message and to recruit new members; criminal organizations.  
 

�

�

Black Sea and Balkans Security Forum – 2021 Report 

 
 

37 

The National Cyber Center in Romania aims 
to defend the critical infrastructure. State-
sponsored actors are always targeting 
strategic information and are trying to stay 
under the radar, usually using spear-
phishing emails. The phenomenon of 
cybercrime is continuously growing, and 
attackers are increasingly motivated by the 
vulnerability created by the pandemic. 
Hacktivism and cyber-terrorism are 
developing to be one of the great many 
challenges we are facing in today’s world.  
 
 From the perspective of the private sector, the evolution of 5G is very different from the other 
generations. 5G requires securitization across multiple contexts and use cases, and given the fact 
that 5G networks have new, more demanding use cases, attack motivations increase and attack 
vectors multiply.  
 
As cyber and space security become important considerations in an age of increased 
connectivity, not only NATO and its Allies, but also non-state actors, such as corporations and 
NGOs, must play their part in tackling the challenges of the future. 
 

PANEL XI. POST-PANDEMIC WORD AND INTERNATIONAL (IN)SECURITY 
 
The panel was moderated by Ambassador (Ret.) Doru Costea, Senior Associate Expert of New 
Strategy Center. The invited speakers were: Mr. Charles Powell, Director of the Elcano Royal 
Institute, Ambassador Elena Poptodorova, Vice President of the Atlantic Club of Bulgaria and 
former Ambassador of Bulgaria to the USA, Mr. Harlan Ullman, Senior Advisor for Atlantic 
Council, Mr. George Friedman, Chairman of Geopolitical Futures, Ambassador Teodor 
����è����ǡ����������� ������������������������������������gy Center and former Minister of 
Foreign Affairs and Mr. Christopher Coker, Professor, London School of Economics, Director of 
�����ǡ����ǯ���������������������������Ǥ 
 
It is rather hard to talk about a post-pandemic world since the pandemic is not over. Such binary 
thinking is a coping mechanism in the face of a deep sense of insecurity carried by transitional 
�������Ǥ�����Ǯ���ǯ�������������������������������������������gh different instruments. In short, 
the pandemic did not change the rules of the game, it just precipitated systemic changes which 
were already under way. The US-China decoupling is a structural phenomenon, different in many 
way from the Cold War rivalry. Rather than being ideological and nuclear, the present day 
competition is mostly commercial, with the two economies being deeply intertwined. Nowadays, 
power is more diffused, making the global context much more complicated than the Cold War 
one, currently marked by a pervasive securitisation of International Relations.  
 
The pandemic and its developments served to underline the crucial importance of international 
organizations, recasting health as a public good. In this context it is baffling how underfunded 
those organisations are, severely hindering their ability to fulfill their missions. It is in the 
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National Authority for Management and Regulation in Communications (ANCOM), Romania, 
Brigadier General Anton Rog, Director, National Cyberint Center, Romanian Intelligence Service, 
Mr. Rene Summer, Director Government & Industry Relations, Ericsson, Sweden, Mr. Timo 
Koster, former ambassador- at – large for security policy and cyber, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 
Netherlands. The panel was moderated by Mr. Marcel Foca, Senior Expert, New Strategy Center, 
Romania.   

 
Cyber challenges have continuously grown 
since the end of the previous century. As an 
example, in the 90’s, during the Balkan 
conflicts, a series of cyber-attacks against 
NATO were unleashed. Later on, another 
prominent cyber-attack was in 2007 against 
Estonia. In 2014, during the war in Ukraine 
there were again a series cyber actions taken 
against NATO Allies. While attacks in the cyber 
space happened often before the Covid-19 
crisis, these attacks have intensified during the 
pandemic, as it was a period of increased 

dependence on the digital space. While the pandemic has forced us to rely more on technologies, 
it has also highlighted some vulnerabilities, mainly how easily exploited these technologies can 
be. From here on, our dependency on technology will only grow with the acceleration of 5G, 
artificial intelligence, big data management and quantum computing.  Beyond the cyber domain, 
we must take into account that the outer space is also becoming an increasingly important 
domain of action.  
 
In this new context, the nature of conflicts is also changing. Tomorrow’s conflicts will include a 
component in which space and cyber will play a significant role. The biggest challenge is to deal 
with cyber threats during peace times and to make sure that the military infrastructure is safely 
prepared to withstand such threats. There are three different types of players that can pose a 
threat in this area: state-actors; terrorists, that have access to technology and are able to use the 
internet in order to spread their message and to recruit new members; criminal organizations.  
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The National Cyber Center in Romania aims 
to defend the critical infrastructure. State-
sponsored actors are always targeting 
strategic information and are trying to stay 
under the radar, usually using spear-
phishing emails. The phenomenon of 
cybercrime is continuously growing, and 
attackers are increasingly motivated by the 
vulnerability created by the pandemic. 
Hacktivism and cyber-terrorism are 
developing to be one of the great many 
challenges we are facing in today’s world.  
 
 From the perspective of the private sector, the evolution of 5G is very different from the other 
generations. 5G requires securitization across multiple contexts and use cases, and given the fact 
that 5G networks have new, more demanding use cases, attack motivations increase and attack 
vectors multiply.  
 
As cyber and space security become important considerations in an age of increased 
connectivity, not only NATO and its Allies, but also non-state actors, such as corporations and 
NGOs, must play their part in tackling the challenges of the future. 
 

PANEL XI. POST-PANDEMIC WORD AND INTERNATIONAL (IN)SECURITY 
 
The panel was moderated by Ambassador (Ret.) Doru Costea, Senior Associate Expert of New 
Strategy Center. The invited speakers were: Mr. Charles Powell, Director of the Elcano Royal 
Institute, Ambassador Elena Poptodorova, Vice President of the Atlantic Club of Bulgaria and 
former Ambassador of Bulgaria to the USA, Mr. Harlan Ullman, Senior Advisor for Atlantic 
Council, Mr. George Friedman, Chairman of Geopolitical Futures, Ambassador Teodor 
����è����ǡ����������� ������������������������������������gy Center and former Minister of 
Foreign Affairs and Mr. Christopher Coker, Professor, London School of Economics, Director of 
�����ǡ����ǯ���������������������������Ǥ 
 
It is rather hard to talk about a post-pandemic world since the pandemic is not over. Such binary 
thinking is a coping mechanism in the face of a deep sense of insecurity carried by transitional 
�������Ǥ�����Ǯ���ǯ�������������������������������������������gh different instruments. In short, 
the pandemic did not change the rules of the game, it just precipitated systemic changes which 
were already under way. The US-China decoupling is a structural phenomenon, different in many 
way from the Cold War rivalry. Rather than being ideological and nuclear, the present day 
competition is mostly commercial, with the two economies being deeply intertwined. Nowadays, 
power is more diffused, making the global context much more complicated than the Cold War 
one, currently marked by a pervasive securitisation of International Relations.  
 
The pandemic and its developments served to underline the crucial importance of international 
organizations, recasting health as a public good. In this context it is baffling how underfunded 
those organisations are, severely hindering their ability to fulfill their missions. It is in the 
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European interest to maintain a unitary global order, where everyone follows the same rules, 
despite subscribing to different values.  
 
When inaugurating her cabinet, Ursula 
von der Leyden emphasized its geopolitical 
dimension: the European Union is trying 
to learn how to speak the language of Great 
Powers.  In 2019, the EU defined China as 
both a commercial partner and a systemic 
rival, which shows the uncomfortable 
position in which the Union finds itself on 
the international stage, suffocated by the 
US - China rivalry. The Trump 
administration added to those problems, 
being the first instance of anti-
Europeanism stemming from a 
Washington administration, leaving the 
European Union with four hard choices. It can choose to fully align itself with the US or China, 
the latter one being highly improbable. The following two are equally binary, implying 
fragmentation or sound strategic autonomy, which must go past the military needs to include 
the sanitary, industrial and digital sectors. It is the time to ask ourselves not what the US can do 
for us, but how to become a credible global actor in order to avoid further fragmentation of the 
international system. 
 
The optimism of the 1990s, fueled by the demise of the Soviet Union gave birth to a strategic 
void. In 1992, Dick Cheney argued that the US has so much strategic depth that it finds it difficult 
to define a national interest. In his election campaign, Clinton insisted that the United States 
needs a ‘strategic pause’ to focus on domestic matters. In the build-up to the 2004 enlargement, 
the very first EU Strategy Paper debuted with the assertion that Europe has never been safer. The 
second one, published 13 years later stated that we are living in a period of existential crisis. 
Nevertheless, the Union faced a bumpy decade, marked by multiple crises: the Eurozone, 
Crimea, Brexit and the migratory one, highlighting that despite its problems the European Union 
can muster up the much needed unity when under immense pressure. After the enlargement, 
Eastern member states lost momentum: the national goal had been achieved. Due to their still 
shaky democratic foundations, they were more vulnerable to the perils of disinformation, a trend 
exacerbated by the election of Donald Trump, who sought to delegitimize the European project. 
Nowadays, with enlargement fatigue and many internal problems, the European Union cannot 
act as a pulling force on its own. The region needs more security and economic US involvement 
to reinscribe itself on a path of convergence with its Western counterparts in terms of rule of law 
and sound governance.  
 
Harlan Ullman’s revamped M.A.D concept, here understood as Massive Attacks of Disruption, 
provide a much needed conceptual framework for the threats facing states in the tumultuous 
21st century. Climate change will continue to exert ever-increasing pressures on national 
governments and our way of life, while digital technologies will accelerate their disruptive role 
within societies. Failed states from around the world will continue to provide safe havens for 
terrorists. Through the use of social media and cheap technologies such as drones, their ability 
to inflict damage in the heart of free societies will continue to increase. Within those societies, 
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political polarisation and ballooning debt have the potential to pose existential perils, 
undermining them from the inside. Concomitantly, an increasingly demanding security 
environment will require further spending on new technologies, as well as an ever-increasing 
burden of maintaining an ageing military infrastructure.  

 
If the European neighbourhood is the 
most dangerous out there, America finds 
itself in a radically different position. 
North America has a GDP which is 
slightly larger than the EU’s one but with 
no land threats. As long as the oceans are 
American, the nation is invulnerable. 
This shall not be mistaken with 
infallibility, as incursions into the 
Eurasian space in the past 70 years have 
proved. As a global hegemon, the 
American nation is caught up in a limbo, 
where to maintain its position it needs to 

constantly prove its ability to intervene wherever needed to underline its legitimacy. Whether it 
was Korea, Vietnam or Afghanistan, its obsession with World War II and not acting too late 
pushed it to act abroad. The Afghanistan intervention turned into a state building effort due to 
political pressure at home, ending with the August withdrawal. After 20 years of effective 
Western occupation, the country went from bottom to second to bottom in terms of women’s 
rights, only surpassing Yemen. Nevertheless, due to the special place occupied by the United 
States in the global architecture, this will not count as the last American adventure abroad. 
 
 This in turn created a militaristic culture: 23 percent of Americans served, while over half of 
American families have been involved in the military effort one way or another. Although the 
European Union has similar financial and technological resources at its disposal, it is far from 
being a military power to be reckoned with, stemming from a reluctance to encourage such a 
culture. As a result, the international system with its 4 centers (America, the EU, China and 
Russia) is highly unbalanced. This is not to say that the European emphasis on international law 
is not well founded. There is a pressing need to refurbish the notion of international public law, 
in an ever-increasingly revisionist context. The hybrid war waged by Russia, corroborated with 
the redrawal of borders in Eastern Europe showed how the 20th century reading of international 
law is no longer universally accepted. 

 

PANEL XII. CHALLENGES OF THE NEW GENERATION WARFARE. MULTI-
DIMENSIONAL APPROACHES IN THE POST-PANDEMIC STRATEGIC 
ENVIRONMENT  
 
Panel XII was chaired by Mr. Greg Melcher, Chief Operations Officer, Center for the Study of 
New Generation Warfare, USA and was joined by the following speakers: Mrs. Simona Cojocaru, 
State Secretary, Ministry of National Defence, Romania, Mr. Guillaume Ollagnier, Head of 
Division for Europe, America & Multilateral action, Ministry of Defence, France, Lieutenant 
General Stephan Thomas, Commander, DEU Elements MN Corps/Basic Military Organisation, 
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and sound governance.  
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provide a much needed conceptual framework for the threats facing states in the tumultuous 
21st century. Climate change will continue to exert ever-increasing pressures on national 
governments and our way of life, while digital technologies will accelerate their disruptive role 
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Western occupation, the country went from bottom to second to bottom in terms of women’s 
rights, only surpassing Yemen. Nevertheless, due to the special place occupied by the United 
States in the global architecture, this will not count as the last American adventure abroad. 
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American families have been involved in the military effort one way or another. Although the 
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being a military power to be reckoned with, stemming from a reluctance to encourage such a 
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Land Forces, Germany, Major General Iulian Ber���£ǡ���������������	�����ǡ���������������Ǥ�
Karsten Friis, Senior Research Fellow, Head of Research Group on Security and Defense, The 
Norwegian Institute of International Affairs (NUPI). The conversation focused on the need for a 
more uniform approach towards the various threats faced by Romania, Europe and NATO.  
 
�������ǯ�� ���� ��������� ��������
Strategy takes into account novel 
threats and vulnerabilities, such as 
emerging and disruptive technologies. 
Moreover, in a context where 
innovation has been stimulated by the 
pandemic, drawing attention to 
climate change, supply chains and 
critical infrastructure, Romania must 
make sure to maintain the pace in 
terms of innovation and development. 
����ǯ������ǡ���������������������������
cohesive approach is maintained at the 
Allied, cooperation within NATO is a priority. This should be further reinforced by the use of 
multinational divisions and integration of command-and-control structures. 

From a wider, transatlantic perspective, it 
becomes apparent that hybrid aggression 
towards NATO is a consequence of the success 
of Alliance. This success was obtained through 
ensuring nuclear deterrence. Currently, it is 
hard to imagine that any NATO Ally could be 
the subject of a direct territorial military 
aggression, since it would trigger an 
immediate nuclear retaliation. Consequently, 
NATO rivals have to resort to asymmetrical 
means to wage war, and that is hybrid war. 
Moreover, it is easier for an authoritarian 

regime to employ instruments of hybrid war than it is for Western democracies. The means to 
defend against such hybrid threats are also much harder to acquire than the means of aggression, 
which is highly detrimental for NATO. 
A proper NATO response would entail several 
elements: first would be the need to raise 
awareness about the threat posed by this new 
type of hybrid war, and secondly, the need to 
acquire proper capabilities. Unfortunately, the 
will of other actors to undermine NATO is 
often underestimated. What should be done is 
a focus on maintainin������ǯ����������������
superiority, while also strengthening its 
conventional capabilities. Digitalization is also 
an important factor, strengthening the ability 
to act in a synchronized, integrated way, 
through a digitalized network.   
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THE AGENDA 
Black Sea and Balkans Security Forum 2021 

3-4 September, Bucharest 

Friday, 3 September 

08:00 – 09:30 – Registration  

09:30 – 09:45 Official opening  

09:30 – ͥ͜ǣ͠͡��������� �������ǣ���Ǥ� ��������ì�ǡ� ���������ǡ� ���� ��������� ������Ǣ���Ǥ�
�£���������������ǡ�������������� of the University of Agronomic Sciences 

• Mrs. Ligia Deca, Presidential Advisor for Education (Message from H.E. Klaus Iohannis, 
The President of Romania, on the occasion of the 5th edition of the Black Sea and Balkans 
Security Forum) 

09:45 – 10:55 Panel I. Pandemics, Infodemics and Education. Supporting Digital Literacy 
Projects and Countering Fake News Campaigns and Disinformation  

�����ǣ�����Ǥ�����������£����ǡ������������������������ǡ��������������������Ǣ������ǡ�	����������
Communication and Public Relations, National School of Political Science and Public 
Administration (SNSPA), Romania 

• Mrs. Ligia Deca, Presidential Advisor for Education, Romania  

• H.E. Sorin Cîmpeanu, Minister of Education, Romania  

• ��Ǥ� ������ �Á��£�, Chairperson, Committee on Democracy and Security, NATO 
Parliamentary Assembly, Romania  

• ��Ǥ���������£�������ǡ����������������������������������ǡ������������������ 

11:15 – 12:35 Panel IIa. Opportunities in the Black Sea Region for the Energy Sector. 
Development, Cooperation, Supplier Diversification 

�����ǣ���Ǥ���������������ǡ��������������������������������������è����ǡ�������� 

• H.E. Virgil Popescu, Minister of Energy, Romania  

• Mr. Ion Sterian, CEO Transgaz, Romania  

• Mr. Alexandru Maximescu, Vice-President Regulatory & Corporate Public Affairs, OMV 
Petrom, Romania  
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• ��Ǥ��������
��ì£ǡ�
��������������ǡ�����������������ǡ��������� 

• ��Ǥ�g�������������ǡ�������������������������������������������������ǡ���
����������� 

12:15 – 12:35 Open Discussions 

11:15 – 12:35 Panel IIb. Unmanned Systems in the Black Sea Region. Smart Approach, Fast 
Development 

Chair: RADM (ret.) Sorin Learschi, Senior Associate Expert, New Strategy Center, Romania 

• Rear Admiral Mihai Panait, Chief of the Naval Forces, Romania  

• CAPT (Navy) Iuri Covaleov, Deputy Chief Military Intelligence for ISR, Ministry of 
Defence, Romania  

• General (Ret) Frank Gorenc, former Commander of U.S. Air Forces in Europe, 
Commander of U.S. Air Forces in Africa and Commander of NATO Allied Air Command, USA 
(via VTC) 

• Mr. Noam Feig, Senior Naval Consultant, Elbit Systems, Israel (via VTC) 

• Mr. Geraint Lloyd, Business Development and Strategy Director of U-Tacs, UK  

• CAPT (N), Ret. Tzahi Appelman, Consultant for Maritime & Advanced Programs in 
IAI\MALAT Division, Israel (via VTC) 

12:05 – 12:35 Open Discussions 

12:50 - 14:00 Panel IIIa. Old Frozen Conflicts and New Wars.  Lessons for the Future 

Chair: Mr. Dan Dungaciu, member of the Scientific Council, New Strategy Center, Romania 

• Mr. Igor Munteanu, former ambassador of Republic of Moldova to the US, Republic of 
Moldova  

• Ambassador Kurt Volker, former U.S. Special Representative for Ukraine, USA (via VTC) 

• Ambassador Pierre Andrieu, former Ambassador of France to the Republic of Moldova 
and Tadjikistan; former co-chair of the Minsk Group on Nagorno-Karabakh conflict  

• Mr. Alexander Iskanderian, Director, Caucasus Institute, Armenia  

• Ambassador (Ret.) Farid Shafiyev, Chairman, Center of Analysis of International 
Relations, Azerbaidjan  

13:3o – 14:00 Open Discussions 
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12:50 - 14:00 Panel IIIb. Food Security and Resilience in the Black Sea Region and the 
Balkans in the context of COVID-19 and Other Shocks 

Chair: Mrs. Nastasia Belc, President/General Manager, National Research and Development 
Institute for Food Bioresources (IBA), Romania 

• Mr. László Borbély, State Advisor, Coordinator of the National Strategy for Sustainable 
Development, Romania  

• Mrs. Heather McKhann, Coordinator Executive Secretariat, Joint Programming Initiative 
on Agriculture, Food Security and Climate Change (FACCE-JPI)  

• Mrs. Claudia Zoani, Researcher, Biotechnologies and Agroindustry Division (BIOAG), 
Italian National Agency for New Technologies, Energy and Sustainable Economic Development 
(ENEA), Italy  

• Mrs. Gina Fîntîneru, Vice Rector, University of Agronomic Sciences and Veterinary 
Medicine  

13:30 – 14:00 Open Discussions 

12:50 - 14:00 Panel IIIc. The Pandemic and the Future of the Economy. Development 
Trends in the Region 

�����ǣ����Ǥ�����������
£���ǡ���������������������������������ǡ��������������������ǡ�������� 

• ��Ǥ� ����� ��£����ǡ� ���������ǡ� ������������ ���� �������� ��������� ��� �������Ǣ� 
�������
Manager, Romanian Commercial Bank (BCR) Pensions, Romania 

• Mrs. Andreja Marusic, Senior Private Sector Specialist, World Bank (via VTC) 

• Mr. Alexandru Reff, Country Managing Partner, Deloitte, Romania 

• Mr. István-Loránt Antal, Chairman, Committee on Energy, Energy Infrastructure and 
Mineral Resources, Senate, Romanian Parliament (via VTC) 

13.30 – 14.00 Open Discussions 

15:30 – 17:00 Panel IV. Deterrence and Defence in the Euro-Atlantic Space. A Unitary and 
Comprehensive Response for the Safety of the Black Sea Region and the Balkans 

Chair: Major General (ret.) Leonardo Dinu, member of the Scientific Council, New Strategy 
Center; former Deputy Chief of Military Intelligence Directorate, Romania 

• Admiral Rob Bauer, Chairman of the NATO Military Committee, Netherlands,   

• Rear Admiral Alfonso Delgado Moreno, Assistant Chief of Staff J5, Allied Joint Force 
Command Naples, NATO, Spain 
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• ��Ǥ��������
��ì£ǡ�
��������������ǡ�����������������ǡ��������� 

• ��Ǥ�g�������������ǡ�������������������������������������������������ǡ���
����������� 

12:15 – 12:35 Open Discussions 

11:15 – 12:35 Panel IIb. Unmanned Systems in the Black Sea Region. Smart Approach, Fast 
Development 

Chair: RADM (ret.) Sorin Learschi, Senior Associate Expert, New Strategy Center, Romania 

• Rear Admiral Mihai Panait, Chief of the Naval Forces, Romania  

• CAPT (Navy) Iuri Covaleov, Deputy Chief Military Intelligence for ISR, Ministry of 
Defence, Romania  

• General (Ret) Frank Gorenc, former Commander of U.S. Air Forces in Europe, 
Commander of U.S. Air Forces in Africa and Commander of NATO Allied Air Command, USA 
(via VTC) 

• Mr. Noam Feig, Senior Naval Consultant, Elbit Systems, Israel (via VTC) 

• Mr. Geraint Lloyd, Business Development and Strategy Director of U-Tacs, UK  

• CAPT (N), Ret. Tzahi Appelman, Consultant for Maritime & Advanced Programs in 
IAI\MALAT Division, Israel (via VTC) 

12:05 – 12:35 Open Discussions 

12:50 - 14:00 Panel IIIa. Old Frozen Conflicts and New Wars.  Lessons for the Future 

Chair: Mr. Dan Dungaciu, member of the Scientific Council, New Strategy Center, Romania 

• Mr. Igor Munteanu, former ambassador of Republic of Moldova to the US, Republic of 
Moldova  

• Ambassador Kurt Volker, former U.S. Special Representative for Ukraine, USA (via VTC) 

• Ambassador Pierre Andrieu, former Ambassador of France to the Republic of Moldova 
and Tadjikistan; former co-chair of the Minsk Group on Nagorno-Karabakh conflict  

• Mr. Alexander Iskanderian, Director, Caucasus Institute, Armenia  

• Ambassador (Ret.) Farid Shafiyev, Chairman, Center of Analysis of International 
Relations, Azerbaidjan  

13:3o – 14:00 Open Discussions 
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12:50 - 14:00 Panel IIIb. Food Security and Resilience in the Black Sea Region and the 
Balkans in the context of COVID-19 and Other Shocks 

Chair: Mrs. Nastasia Belc, President/General Manager, National Research and Development 
Institute for Food Bioresources (IBA), Romania 

• Mr. László Borbély, State Advisor, Coordinator of the National Strategy for Sustainable 
Development, Romania  

• Mrs. Heather McKhann, Coordinator Executive Secretariat, Joint Programming Initiative 
on Agriculture, Food Security and Climate Change (FACCE-JPI)  

• Mrs. Claudia Zoani, Researcher, Biotechnologies and Agroindustry Division (BIOAG), 
Italian National Agency for New Technologies, Energy and Sustainable Economic Development 
(ENEA), Italy  

• Mrs. Gina Fîntîneru, Vice Rector, University of Agronomic Sciences and Veterinary 
Medicine  

13:30 – 14:00 Open Discussions 
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�����ǣ����Ǥ�����������
£���ǡ���������������������������������ǡ��������������������ǡ�������� 

• ��Ǥ� ����� ��£����ǡ� ���������ǡ� ������������ ���� �������� ��������� ��� �������Ǣ� 
�������
Manager, Romanian Commercial Bank (BCR) Pensions, Romania 

• Mrs. Andreja Marusic, Senior Private Sector Specialist, World Bank (via VTC) 

• Mr. Alexandru Reff, Country Managing Partner, Deloitte, Romania 

• Mr. István-Loránt Antal, Chairman, Committee on Energy, Energy Infrastructure and 
Mineral Resources, Senate, Romanian Parliament (via VTC) 

13.30 – 14.00 Open Discussions 

15:30 – 17:00 Panel IV. Deterrence and Defence in the Euro-Atlantic Space. A Unitary and 
Comprehensive Response for the Safety of the Black Sea Region and the Balkans 

Chair: Major General (ret.) Leonardo Dinu, member of the Scientific Council, New Strategy 
Center; former Deputy Chief of Military Intelligence Directorate, Romania 

• Admiral Rob Bauer, Chairman of the NATO Military Committee, Netherlands,   
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• Lieutenant General Daniel Petrescu, Chief of Defence, Romania  

16:30 – 17:00 Open Discussions 

17:30 – 18:45 Panel V. Classic and Hybrid Challenges on NATO’s Eastern Flank. Building a 
Better Common Threats Understanding 

Chair: Ambassador Cristian Diaconescu, member of the Scientific Council, New Strategy Center; 
former Minister of Foreign Affairs, Romania 

• Mrs. Simona Cojocaru, State Secretary, Ministry of National Defence, Romania 

• General (Ret.) Curtis Scaparrotti, former Supreme Allied Commander Europe, USA (via 
VTC) 

• General (Ret.) Sir James Everard, former Deputy Supreme Allied Commander Europe 
(DSACEUR), UK 

18.15 – 18.45 Open Discussions 

Saturday, 4 September  

08.15 -  09.25 Panel VI. Morning Special Session. What Does the Fall of Afghanistan Mean 
for the USA, NATO and EU? 

�����ǣ���Ǥ��������������£è���ǡ��������ǡ�
������������	������ǡ�������� 

• Mr. Harlan Ullman, Senior Advisor, Atlantic Council, USA 

• General (ret.) Sir James Everard, former Deputy Supreme Allied Commander Europe, UK 

• Ambassador Pierre Andrieu, former Ambassador of France to Tajikistan, France 

• Mr. Charles Powell, Director of the Elcano Royal Institute, Spain 

• ��Ǥ���������è����èǡ�����������������������������ǡ�	�����������������������ǡ��������������
Social Research (SETA), Turkey  

09:45 – 10:45 Panel VII. Challenges and Opportunities in the Post-Pandemic World 

Chair: Ambassador Sorin Ducaru, Honorary Chairman of the Scientific Council, New Strategy 
Center; Director, European Union Satellite Centre, Romania  

• H.E. Bogdan Aurescu, Minister of Foreign Affairs, Romania  

• �Ǥ�Ǥ�
������
���©�������ǡ�������������	��������������ǡ���������ȋ�������Ȍ  

11:05 – 12:20 Panel VIIIa. Security and Prosperity. Future Infrastructure for a Safer Region  
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�����ǣ���Ǥ��������������£è���ǡ��������ǡ�
������������	������ǡ��������  

• ��Ǥ� ������ �����è�����ǡ� ���������������ǡ���������� ��� ��������������� ���� ���������������ǡ�
Romania  

• Mr. Gordon Skip Davis, former Deputy Assistant Secretary General, Defense Investment 
Division, NATO, USA (via VTC) 

• Ambassador Mihnea Motoc, Deputy Head, European Political Strategy Center (EPSC), 
European Commission; former Minister of National Defence, Romania  (via VTC) 

• Lieutenant General (Ret.) Ben Hodges, Pershing Chair in Strategic Studies, Center for 
European Policy Analysis (CEPA); former commander United States Army Europe, USA (via 
VTC) 

• Gen (Ret.) Gheorghe Savu, Director, Damen Naval Romania, Romania  

• ��Ǥ��£�£����������ǡ�
��������������ǡ���������ǡ��������� 

12:00– 12:20 Open Discussions 

11:05 – 12:20 Panel VIIIb. European Research and Development for Defence. 
Opportunities for the Future  

�����ǣ���������è������ǡ��������������������������Council, New Strategy Center, Romania 

• ������
��������������������èǡ��������������
��������������������������������ǡ����������
of National Defence, Romania  

• Mr. Gustaf Winroth, Policy Officer, European Defence Fund – Research (DEFIS A3), 
Directorate-General Defence Industry and Space, European Commission (via VTC) 

• Mr. Cyrille Bret, Development Director, Naval Group, France  

• Mr. Cristian Sfichi, Manager for Defence, Thales Romania, Romania  

• ��Ǥ� �£�£���� ���ǡ� 
������� ��������ǡ� ��������� ���������� ��� ���������� ��������� ǲ�����
����	���ǳ�– INCAS, Romania  

11:50– 12:20 Open Discussions 

12:45-14:00 Panel IXa. One Year and a half of Coping with the Pandemic. Has Health Care 
Become a Strategic Component of the National and International Security Environment?  

Chair: Mr. Dan Iliescu, Rector of the Ovidius University of Constanta, Romania 

• ��Ǥ� ��������� ��è��ǡ� ��������ǡ� ���������� ��� ��������ǡ� ��������� ���� ������ǡ� ���
Parliament, Romania (via VTC) 
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������������	������ǡ��������  
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����	���ǳ�– INCAS, Romania  
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• Mr. Raed Arafat, State Secretary, Head of the Emergency Department, Ministry of Internal 
Affairs, Romania  

• Mr. Andrei Baciu, State Secretary, Ministry of Health, Romania  

• ��Ǥ������������ì£ǡ�����������������������ǡ������Ȁ���������ǡ���������� 

13:30-14:00 Open Discussions 

12:45-14:00 Panel IXb. The US Defense Industry, East-Central Europe and Industrial 
Cooperation. A Partnership for a More Resilient Economy in the Region 

�����ǣ� ����������� 
������� ȋ���ǤȌ� �£�£���� ������ǡ� ������� ������� ������ ��� ���� ����������
Department, Ministry of Defence, Romania 

• Mr. Daniel Bedoya, Regional Business Development Manager, Central & Eastern Europe 
Lockheed Martin Rotary and Mission Systems, USA 

• Mr. Silviu Grecu, General Manager, Romaero, Romania  

• Mr. Adam Hodges, International Vertical Lift Sales & Marketing, Boeing, USA  

• Mr. Paul Strebel, Senior Director – International Business Development for Oshkosh 
Defense, LLC, USA  

13:30 – 14:00 Open Discussions 

15:30 – 16:45 Panel Xa. Building Resilience in the Balkans. Old and New Challenges for the 
Region 

Chair: Ambassador (Ret.) Gheorghe Magheru, member of the Scientific Council, New Strategy 
Center, Romania  

• ��Ǥ�������������©ǡ���������ǡ���������-Intelligence Agency (SOA), Croatia  

• Ambassador (Ret.) Victor Jackovich, first US Ambassador to Bosnia and Herzegovina, 
former U.S. Ambassador to Slovenia, US ( via VTC) 

• Mr. Yordan Bozhilov, Founder and President of the Sofia Security Forum, Bulgaria (via 
VTC) 

• Major General Cristian Bizadea, Deputy Director, Romanian Intelligence Service, 
Romania  

16:15 – 16:45 Open Discussions 

15:30 – 16:45 Panel Xb. Connectivity, Cyber Security and 5G Challenges  
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Chair: Mr. Marcel Foca, Senior Expert, New Strategy Center, Romania  

• Ambassador Sorin Ducaru, Honorary Chairman of the Scientific Council, New Strategy 
Center; Director, European Union Satellite Centre, Romania   

• Mr. Christian-Marc Liflander, Head of the NATO Cyber Defence Section, Estonia (via 
VTC) 

• Mr. Vlad Stoica, President, National Authority for Management and Regulation in 
Communications (ANCOM), Romania  

• Brigadier General Anton Rog, Director, National CyberInt Center, Romanian Intelligence 
Service  

• Mr. Rene Summer, Director Government & Industry Relations, Ericsson, Sweden (via 
VTC) 

• Mr. Timo Koster, former ambassador-at-large for security policy and cyber, Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs, Netherlands  

16:15 – 16:45 Open Discussions 

17:10-18:25 Panel XI. Post-Pandemic Word and International (In)Security. 

Chair: Ambassador (Ret.) Doru Costea, Senior Associate Expert, New Strategy Center, Romania  

• Mr. Charles Powell, Director of the Elcano Royal Institute, Spain  

• Ambassador Elena Poptodorova, Vice President of the Atlantic Club of Bulgaria, former 
Ambassador of Bulgaria to the USA (via VTC) 

• Mr. Harlan Ullman, Senior Advisor, Atlantic Council, USA  

• Mr. George Friedman, Chairman, Geopolitical Futures, USA (via VTC) 

• ����������������������è����ǡ���������������������������������ǡ��������������������Ǣ�
former Minister of Foreign Affairs, Romania  

• Mr. Christopher Coker, Professor, London School of Economics, Director of IDEAS, LSE's 
foreign policy think tank, UK (via VTC) 

18:00 – 18:25 Open Discussions 

18:40-19:55 Panel XII. Challenges of the New Generation Warfare. Multi-Dimensional 
Approaches in the Post-Pandemic Strategic Environment 

Chair: Mr. Greg Melcher, Chief Operations Officer, Center for the Study of New Generation 
Warfare, USA   
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• Mrs. Simona Cojocaru, State Secretary, Ministry of National Defence, Romania  

• Mr. Guillaume Ollagnier, Head of Division for Europe, America & Multilateral action, 
Ministry of Defence, France  

• Lieutenant General Stephan Thomas, Commander, DEU Elements MN Corps/Basic 
Military Organisation, Land Forces, Germany  

• ������
��������������������£, Chief of Land Forces, Romania  

• Mr. Karsten Friis, Senior Adviser, Head of Research Group on Security and Defense, The 
Norwegian Institute of International Affairs (NUPI) (via VTC) 

19:30 – 19:55 Open Discussions 

19:55 – 20:00 Closing remarks: Ambassador Sorin Ducaru, Honorary Chairman of the Scientific 
�����ǡ� ���� ��������� ������Ǣ� ��Ǥ� �£����� ����������ǡ� �������� ������� ��� ���� ����������� ���
Agronomic Sciences 
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SPECIAL THANKS 
Thanks to the contribution of our partners, the 2021 edition of the Forum was a success. This 
event could have not been possible without the support of the sponsors which made the 5th 
edition of the Black Sea and Balkans Security Forum possible:  
 
Main partners: Lockheed Martin, Boeing, Leviatan 
Gold partners: OMV Petrom, BCR, Engie, Infoworld, Nuclearelectrica, General Atomics 
Aeronautical, Transgaz, Oshkosh, U-TacS, Thales, Naval Group, Ubitech, Damen Naval, 
Ericsson, Elbit Systems, Vodafone, Deloitte, Romaero, IAI, Valvis Holding, Aqua Carpatica, 
�����������������è�� 
Silver partners: Concelex, Interactive, Scandia Food, Banat Airport, ARPIM, RomTek 
Also, the organizers would like to express gratitude towards the media partners of the event: 
��������ǡ�����������ǡ�����£���ǡ���������ǡ�����������������������£ì��������������������£Ǥ 
 
We would like to convey special thanks to the wonderful team of the University of Agriculture and 
�������������������� ȋ�����Ȍ� ������������ǡ� ����������� ��� �����������������ǡ� ����Ǥ���Ǥ� �£�����
Teodorescu, a valuable partner that made an essential contribution to organizing the Forum 
successfully.  
 

 
 
New Strategy Center is a Romanian think tank specializing in foreign, defence and security 
policy, a non-partisan, non-governmental organisation. New Strategy Center operates at three 
main levels: providing analytical inputs and expert advice to decision-makers; holding regular 
debates, both in-house and public, on subjects of topical interest; expanding external outreach 
through partnerships with similar institutions or organisations in Europe and the US, joint policy 
papers and international conferences. The Balkans and the Black Sea space are priority areas of 
interest for New Strategy Center. 
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