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1. Unless the countries of the South Caucasus solve their internal conflicts
(of political, economic, social and other nature), they would hardly succeed
in resolving external conflicts. The lack of trust and legitimacy of
authorities within the country will unlikely help make unpopular decisions
(go for compromises) around territorial conflicts.

2. Security and stability cannot be ensured under the undemocratic regimes
which are normally pregnant by potential unrest and tension. Authorities who
are not tolerant to alternative opinion in their own countries cannot be
open for dialogue and negotiation with the conflicting parties outside the
country.

3. Moreover, governments with a long record of non-democratic
initiatives/actions are much more vulnerable to both internal and external
pressure.

4. European Neighborhood Policy and Eastern Partnership frameworks give an
opportunity to promote democratic reforms in the countries of the region and
theoretically provide with possibility to involve civil society in the
process of suggested reforms. Nevertheless, there is a danger of cooptation
of participation processes by those civil society actors who are actually
affiliated with authorities or controlled by them. Given the limited ability
of few independent local NGOs to really influence policy processes, this can
be considered as a serious risk.

5. Another danger is a possibility of imitation of reform processes by
authorities given the lack of consistency of European institutions when it
comes to issues of democracy, human rights and the rule of law situation in
the South Caucasus and the unwillingness to impose concrete political
conditionality to force governments to promote true democratic reforms.
