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Relations between EU and Armenia have been intensively developed since
the 1991 when Armenia restored its independence from the USSR. EU relations
with Armenia are governed by the EU-Armenia Partnership and Cooperation
Agreement signed in 1996 and entered into force in 1999. In Armenian foreign
policy EU takes a special place. In the National Security Strategy of the Repub-
lic of Armenia it is stated, “the development and consolidation of Armenia’s
relations with the European structures, and with the European Union (EU)
above all, is a priority direction for the country’s foreign policy [and] establish-
ment of close relations with the EU serves Armenia’s long-term interests.”
Armenia is a member of the European Neighbourhood Policy which was devel-
oped in 2004, to avoid the emergence of new dividing lines between the
enlarged EU and its neighbours and instead strengthening the prosperity, stabil-
ity and security of all>. As it is mentioned in the National Security Strategy of
the Republic of Armenia, “Armenia’s inclusion in the European Neighborhood
Policy (ENP) is a major step forward toward European integration™.

In 2008-2009 European Union Neighbourhood was divided into two indi-
vidual EU policies — Union for the Mediterranean, and the Eastern Partnership.
Armenia is a part of the last one.

The European Union Eastern Partnership program, which includes Arme-
nia, Azerbaijan, Georgia, Moldova, Ukraine and Belarus, was inaugurated on 7
May 2009 in Prague. The Eastern Partnership project was presented by the for-
eign minister of Poland with assistance from Sweden at the EU's General Af-
fairs and External Relations Council in Brussels on 26 May 2008. Its aim is to
enhance EU relationship with six former Soviet countries involved in the pro-
gram.

After launching the program during the last few years the issue of the East-
ern Partnership has been widely discussed and covered not just by different
politicians, experts and media both in Europe and in six former Soviet countries
involved in this program, but also in Russia, which is the leading political actor
of the region of Eastern Europe. Although, after the collapse of the USSR, for-
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mer Soviet republics have been developing their own independent internal and
foreign policy, when it comes to the new integration processes that could
weaken Russian influence in the region, those six Eastern Partnership members,
mostly Armenia, as the main strategic partner of Russia in the of South Cauca-
sus, cannot ignore Russian interests and Russia’s opinion. From the very begin-
ning of establishment of the Eastern Partnership program, Russian officials and
political scientists repeatedly stated that the Eastern Partnership was seen as a
threat for Russia. In this article I would like to pay attention on the opinions
about the Eastern Partnership by Russian officials and academics; and will bring
the results of the Content analysis of Russian and Armenian media, to see the
main differences in the coverage of the EU Eastern Partnership program from
the perspective of those countries. This will give us an opportunity to prove or
disprove the hypothesis which is following: Russian politicians and scientists
are very skeptical about the EaP, than for example Armenian or European.
They see the Eastern Partnership as a threat for Russian security. Author of the
study assumes that the same mood prevails in the Russian media, as there is no
media system in the world, which is not affected by the governments, societies,
businesses and one cannot separate professional considerations from the do-
mestic/national climate in which the journalist functions.”
kskosk

Countries that are involved in this program, to varying degrees, are in the
immediate sphere of Russian influence and interest, thus Russia is concerned
about the program developing in its neighborhood. Russia is of particular inter-
est of the EU Eastern Partnership program as Russian authorities see it as a
threat to its security and interests in the region. It is very interesting to see how
Russian authorities react on EaP. Thus, Dmitry Medvedev, as president, first
stated, “We would not like to see that Eastern Partnership has turned into part-
nership against Russia. I would not like this partnership to consolidate some
anti-Russian states with other European countries”.” Afterwards, Medvedev said
that Russia would not prevent the implementation of the program, though, he
founds the program useless.® At the same time, Minister of Foreign Affairs of
Russia Sergey Lavrov, speaking in Brussels after negotiations with EU repre-
sentatives, expressed hope that the EU "Eastern Partnership" program was not
an attempt to create a new sphere of influence and was not directed against Rus-
sia. Russian Foreign Minister said that some of the comments from the EU
alarmed Russian authorities.’
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As Sergey Zhiltsov, Doctor of Political Sciences, head of the Center of the
CIS Institute of Contemporary International Studies, in his publication in Nezav-
isimaya Gazeta mentions, Russia pays insufficient attention to this initiative by
Europeans; meanwhile, the goal of the "Eastern Partnership" has far-reaching
plans, which neither more nor less require dissection of post-Soviet space and
the final separation of the former republics from Russia.®

Thus, Russian expert A. Sergunin states: “the Eastern Partnership program
that was officially initiated by the EU in May 2009 created a new challenge to
Russia’s diplomacy in Eastern Europe. The skeptical and negative assessments
stemming from the fear of the rise of new dividing lines in Europe and potential
decline of Russia’s geopolitical influence in the post-Soviet space currently
prevail in the Russian politico-academic community™”.

According to Sergunin a recent initiative of EU and a number of post-
Soviet states to establish Eastern Partnership, has caused a lot of questions in
Moscow about its objectives, contents and consequences for Russia itself
and its relations with the EU and CIS countries. In his piece, Sergunin also men-
tions that Russian experts believe that the EaP’s real priorities are quite different
from the officially declared. Russian analysts believe that the most impor-
tant component of the EaP is its energy component, and the creation of alterna-
tive ways of energy supply to Europe, in particular. In this case, motives of the
EU are the desire to avoid energy dependence on Russia (uncertainty in the reli-
ability of Ukraine as a transit country) and the fear that Russia may use energy
diplomacy to pressure on EU countries.

Sergunin says that there are substantial differences between EU and Rus-
sian estimates of the EaP. The first are mostly positive. Their essence is to en-
sure that with proper use of the program capacity EU can get significant bene-
fits in both economic and socio-political terms. In Russian political and expert-
analytical environment, positive assessments of the EaP are almost entirely ab-
sent. At best, there is skepticism about the prospects for effective implementa-
tion of this project, and the Partnership itself is presented as the next EU bu-
reaucracy product.

Another Researcher at the Moscow State Institute of International Rela-
tions (MGIMO-University) Andrei Zagorski mentions that “Although Russia is
not an addressee of the Eastern Partnership (EaP), neither the Russian govern-
ment nor the political classes expect to see any direct benefits flow from this
policy framework of the European Union”.'"” According to him, the EU, by of-
fering an association to its eastern neighbours, aims to lead those countries to-
wards progressive disassociation from the Russia; and developing a new trade
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agreement and visa liberalization with six EaP countries EU establishes new
obstacles for commerce and could complicate the free movement of people be-
tween the Russian Federation and those countries''.

It is worth noting that even experts in EU sometimes agree with their Rus-
sian colleagues and suggest to be accurate with Russia while entering its tradi-
tional area of interests.

For instance, Polish expert on international security Marcin Lapczynski
suggests that Poland and Sweden should promote and implement EaP by co-
operating with other EU members, especially with Germany. Finally, what is
very interesting for the main subject of the thesis, he encourages EU to stress
that Eastern Partnership is not directed against Russia etc.'

Senior Lecturer in European Politics at Aberystwyth Iniversity Elena
Korosteleva in her article ‘The Eastern Partnership Initiative: A New Opportu-
nity for Neighbours?’ supplements aforesaid by Lapczynski by saying that EU
has entered to the traditional Russian sphere of interests. But, while Lapczynski
calls Brussels to stress that EaP is not against Russia, Korosteleva states that
Eastern neighbours of EU, “sandwiched between the EU and Russia, sooner or
later will have to make a choice, which of necessity is totally unacknowledged
by the Brussels officials”."® She adds that this choice, whichever way it goes
will cause serious problems for all Eastern neighbours. She opposes EU and
Russia and mentions that EaP countries, being neighbours of Russia, “struggle
to balance their relations with these two competitive powers”."

However, it is worth-noting that before the summit in Prague in 2009, a
Czech diplomat anonymously commented on the Russia’s attitude to the Eastern
Partnership initiative by saying, “Moscow is very negative about the "Eastern
Partnership”". But to be honest, this is Russia’s problem. They see the world

through the glasses with zero sum. And we are not”".

skskek

As we noticed, Russian politicians and experts have some kind of negative
and skeptical attitude toward the EaP. Based on aforementioned we have con-
ducted a Quantitative Content analysis of 144 news items in two Armenian and
two Russian online media within the period of one year, to explore the main ten-
dencies of coverage of the EU Eastern Partnership program in Armenia and Rus-
sia. I assume that the same negative mood towards the Eastern Partnership pro-
gram prevails in Russian media. Armenian media was chosen as a media of a
country that is involved in the EaP, to compare the results of the analysis, to see
whether there are any positive articles about the EaP from the Russian perspective.
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As the results of the content analysis showed the majority of the articles in
both Armenian and Russian media do not express their attitude towards the EaP.
However, if in the articles there were any opinions about the Eastern Partner-
ship, they were mostly positive. The exception was the Russian case. Thus,
while EaP was seen as something positive for Armenia, EU and other EaP coun-
tries, there was no positive attitude towards the program in context of the Rus-
sian interests. Moreover, just 25% of all articles where negativism is presented,
were published in Russian media. However, as I already mentioned, the main
tendency for negative coverage is seen from the Russian perspective.

Thus, the following conclusion should be done. There is difference in
coverage from the different angles. For instance, while in one article EaP can be
presented in a positive way for Armenia, from Russian perspective it could be
negative or contradictory.

Within the number of articles that were analyzed in this study, it was found
that many sources from different countries were used for covering the Eastern
Partnership issue. But how do they relate to the tendencies of coverage?

As it was seen from the results of the content analysis, the European Union
officials and politicians are the ones that appeared in the articles more than oth-
ers did. I believe that this influenced the way of coverage as Eastern Partnership
is initiated by the EU and EU officials in their speeches and comments praise
the program and present it as very important issue for the EU and its Eastern
Partners. And, as the majority of the articles are either hard'® or soft'’ news
items, in many cases the words of sources were not analyzed but were just
quoted. Nevertheless, many times I found the same sources to be used in those
media. Moreover, in many cases those media were just copying the story from
other media and presenting it with the reference to the original article. Thus,
from my point of view, this left its mark in the tendencies of the coverage of
Eastern Partnership program.

On the other hand, when we were sampling the material for the analysis,
we were expecting to find more articles related to the Eastern Partnership. Per-
haps, after the EU will solve its internal problems connected to the financial
crisis, it would pay more attention to the program and thus, the EaP itself will
become more popular issue for media.

To conclude, it should be mentioned that Eastern Partnership does not take
the significant position in the media both in Armenia and Russia, but as we saw
from the results, when something important, like summit in Warsaw, is happen-
ing, Eastern Partnership becomes more popular issue for the coverage and
analysis.

Summing up, it should be mentioned that the hypothesis put forward at the
beginning of the study was partly proved. Thus, after doing some research on
the relevant literature for the Eastern Partnership, I came to conclusion that Rus-

1 I the article does not contain any additional information but just some facts — I con-
sidered it as Hard news.

7 If the article contains additional information like background but not just facts — I con-
sidered it as Soft news.
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sian authorities and political scientists were seeing the Eastern Partnership as a
threat to Russian national security. Furthermore, Russians see the territory of
former Soviet Union, as a place for their traditional interests and they are not
ready to let any other political actors take the leading position in the region.
Thus, from the aforementioned conclusions we were assuming that the
same mood of skepticism and negativism towards the Eastern Partnership was
prevailing in the Russian media.

As the results of the analysis showed, the Eastern Partnership is not pre-
sented as a negative program or threat for Russia in general. However, if we
look at the results in all four media from the position of How the Eastern Part-
nership is presented for Russia particularly, we will not find any positive opin-
ions neither in Russian media nor in Armenian media. Moreover, as my obser-
vations showed, one of the reasons for this tendency is that the majority of the
articles are either hard or soft news, where there are not presented opinions of
the author or the experts.

So, what is the purpose of presenting EaP in the negative way for Russia?
The reason is political. Russian official and political scientists repeatedly stated
that the Eastern Partnership was seen as a threat for the Russia. Countries that
are involved in this program are in the immediate sphere of its influence and
interest, thus Russia is concerned about the program developing in its neighbor-
hood.

Thus, while Armenian government chose the way of Eurointegration, Rus-
sian politicians claim the EU for being ambitious in the traditional area of Rus-
sian interests. As it was suggested by Marcin Lapczynski and Elena Koros-
televa, European Union should stress that Eastern Partnership is not directed
against Russia. Moreover, this should be done not just by EU, but EaP countries
as well, as Russian role, as a regional actor, cannot be ignored. However, from
our point of view, EU and six EaP countries should not only say that EaP is not
anti-Russian program, rather, they need to prove it in action. Furthermore, Ar-
menia, as a country, which has no access to the sea and remains staying in the
blockade, should continue keeping its balanced foreign policy, which is based
on a complementarity approach that seeks to simultaneously develop relations
with all states in the region'®, as we cannot afford us making any sudden moves
in one direction or another, choosing between any of the geopolitical powers.
The only right strategy — is to follow national interests.

U334 PNPNU3UL — Uplbjwl gnpoplybpnipynil. wpwuyhl Yny-
Jwunid MruwuinwGh Jwhbphl wfuwphwnwqiwywpwlhwl vwwnbuw-
Lh"p — Opwaph dtyGwnyhg h ybip dtinght dh pwlh wiwphGtiph plpwgpentd,
UpLGywh gnpépbytpnipjwb fuGnhpp (wyb pGGwpydwl wrwpyw £ pwnw-
pwlwl qnpéhsbbph, thnpdwqbinbbph L [pwwnywdheonglbph hwdwn hGs-
wtu Gypnwywynid L wju Spwgpnid plngnpyywé ytig Guwpuyhb funphpnwjhb
GpynbGpnud, wybwbu £ Nneuwunwbned, npG wrwowwnwp pwnwpwlw
nGpwywwnwp £t Upbbywb Bdypnwuwynid (wpbbGiwbypnywywb nwpwdw-
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2nowlniy): @EL uU3U thinigniihg hbunn Guiuyhb fjunphpnwjhtG hwbpwwb-
nnipjntbGGpp Jwpnud EhG GEpphG L wpunwphb wOlwiu pwnwpwywbne-
pjntl, uwluwyb Gpp ulyuytighl Gnp hGuintgpwghnb gnpéplbpwgltinp, npnlp
uwnbnid thG pniwglb] Mntuwunwbh wagnbignipintlp tnwpwéwnpow-
Gnuy, UplGyw gnpépbytpnepywb Jbg wlnwdbtbpp, hwnjuwbu Iwjwu-
nwOp” npwbu Iwpwywiht Undywuncd Nncuwunwbh hhdbwlywb rwgiw-
Jwpwlwb gnpéplytin, sthh Yuwpnn wlwnbub] Mfntuwunwbh Qwhtpp L Yup-
6hpp: Uplbywhb gnpéplyGpnepywb dGYGwnyhg h Yybp rnuwwb ywwnn-
Jwlbpp L pwnwpwqbinGtpp pwgdhgu 626 GG, np UpLGywb gnpéphytpnt-
pjntlp uwwrbwihp £ Nnuwunwbh hwdwn: Unyl hnnwénid GepLjujwg-
ynud G0 UpLbywh gnpépGubpnipywl YGpwpbpjwp rniuwub ywwnnlbjw-
GGph L pwnwpwqbnGtph Yupshplbpp L hwywanbgnipinilp, hGswbu Gubl
nniuwywl L hwwywb  2LU-G6pp pnwlnwywihl  yGppniénepyjwb
wpryntGpltipp, npnGp pnuyp G0 nybp pwgwhwjnbint Gpyne GpypGeph™ Mnc-
uwunwbh b Iwywunnwbh Ynnihg 6U UpLbywb gnpépbytpnipywb Spwaph
(ntuwpwOdwh hhdGwywb nmwpptipnpynibGbtinp:

AVMIK TOPOCSIH — Bocmounoe napmuépcmeo: yzposa zeocmpamezuuec-
kum unmepecam Poccuu na IOscnom Kagxaze? — Ilocne 3amycka NporpaMMsl
Bocrouynoro maptHépcTBa €€ aKTUBHO OOCY)KJAU B IMOJMTUYECKUX M SKCIEPTHBIX
Kpyrax u mupoko ocBemranu B CMU — kak Ha 3amajie, Tak 1 B OBIBIIIMX COBETCKUX
pecrybnmnkax, ydacTBywomux B Hel, u Poccun. Xots nmocne pacnaga CCCP ObiB-
[IME COLICTPaHBI pa3pabaTHIBAIOT CBOIO HE3aBUCHUMYIO BHYTPEHHIOIO M BHEILIHIONO
MOJMTUKY, OHU HE MOTYT UTHOPHPOBATh MHeHHE Poccuu U He yUUTHIBATh €€ MHTe-
pecoB. DTo KacaeTcsl BCEX IIECTH YYaCTHUKOB BocTouHoro nmapTHépcTBa, B 0COOEH-
HOCTH e APMEHHMH — OCHOBHOTO cTpaTernyeckoro naptaépa Poccun Ha HOxHOM
Kasxkaze. Poccuiickue NOIUTUKY U IIOJIUTOJIOTY HEOJHOKPATHO 3asBJIsLIM, 4TO Boc-
TOYHOE MapTHEPCTBO MpPEACTABIACT yrpo3y g Poccuu. B cTathe paccMaTpuBaroT-
Cs1 MHCHUSI POCCUHCKHMX 3KCIEPTOB M OPUIIHATBHBIX JHIl 0 BocTouHOM mapTHEPCT-
Be. KpoMe Toro, nmpuBeneHsl pe3ysbTaThl KOHTCHT-aHANN3a POCCHMCKUX U apMsH-
ckux CMU, BBISBISIOIINE OCHOBHBIEC PA3IHMUMS MEXIy HUMHU B OCBELICHUN Ha3BaH-
HOW IIPOTrpamMMBl.
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