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THE ENERGY UNION AND VISEGRAD FOUR COOPERATION

The following article argues that energy securiyain extremely important challenge for the
countries of the European Union. Economically aedhdcratically weakly-developed countries hold
a constant fight, both open and hidden, for presgnand enforcing their energy influence in the
world. Russia is the most vivid of such exampless(@ering the events in the East of Ukraine, its
closest European neighbours — countries of the gvae Four Group - should unite their efforts
together and re-think their energy policies in terof security and diversification. Establishing the
EU Energy Union might be a solution.
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. ) SIxoBenko K.
EHEPTETUYHUU COIO3 I CITIIBITPALISA BULHET'PAACBKOI YETBIPKHA

Biosnauaemucs, wo besnexa 6 enepeemuunii cghepi - HAO3BUYAUHO AKMYATLHUL BUKIUK OJISl
Kpain €8pocoro3y. EKOHOMIUHO 1l 0eMOKPAMUYHO HepO36UHEHI KpaiHu 6e0ymb NOCMIUHY 60pombvoy,
AK 8IOKpumy, max i npuxo8amy, 0is 30epedcents i Ha8'A3Y8aAHHs iX eHepeemuyHo20 GNau8y y Ceimi.
Pocis € navacxkpasiwuum 3 makux npuxiadie. Pozensioarouu noodii na Cxo0i Ykpainu, wnatiOausxcui
cyciou 3 €eponu - Ipyna Buweepadcvkoi Yemsipku - noeunni o00'c¢Onamu c60i 3ycunis i
nepezisHymu NOMOYHy HOAIMUKY 8 001acmi eHmepeemuxu 6iOHOCHO Oe3neku i ougepcugixayii.
Cmeopenns Inepeemuucexozo Cowsy €C € MOAHCIUBUM DIUUEHHSIM.

Knrouosi cnoea. €sponeiicoxuti Coro3, kpainu Buwezpadcvkoi Yemaipku, enepeemura, Pocis,
ousepcugirayis.

. _SIxoBenko K.
OHEPTETUYECKHUHU COIO3 U COTPYJHUYECTBO BBILIET'PAICKOU YETBEPKH

Ommeuaemcs, umo 6€30nacHocmy 8 IHepeemuyecKoll cghepe — upe38uluatino aKmyaibHblli 6bl306
ona cmpan Espocorwsza. Oxonomuuecku u O0eMOKpamudecku Hepazeumvle CmMpamnsvl 6edym
NOCMOSIHHYIO O0pbOY, KAK OMKPBIMYI0, MAK U CKPLIMYIO, 01 COXPAHEHUs U HABA3bIGAHUS UX
9Hepeemuuecko2o 6uuAHuUs 6 Mmupe. Poccus sensemcsa camvim ApkuM U3 makux npumepos.
Paccmampusas codvimus na Bocmoke Yxpaunel, ee camvle bauzkue coceou uz Esponwr — I pynna
Bviwezpaockoii Yemeepku - 00124cHbl 00beOUHUMb CEOU YCUNUA U NEpecMOmpemsv MmeKyuyio
NOAUMUKY 6 obnacmu 3Hepeuu omHocumenvHo Oezonachocmu u ousepcugurayuu. Cozoanue
Onepzemuucexozo Coioza EC sa6nsemcsi 603MOACHbIM peuteHUeM.

Kntouesvie cnosa. Esponetickuti Cow3s, cmpanvl Bwiweepaockot Yemeepru, sHepeemuxa,
Poccus, ousepcupuxayus.

. Lo ggressive and dangerous character. There
_The question of energy security is an extrernely<6:lould emerge local wars, centres of tension and
important factor for any country. First of all

PY , ' _frozen conflicts are created, political overturns
this includes the so called energy independence, o o qanized, terrorism is being supported and
While reviewing the countries of Europe, in the financed. Such actions infringe energy security
vast majority of cases these are countries energy-consumer  states, making them

Ehostages of someone’s specific interests and
energy balance. It means that complete energ}ﬂringing wars and tragedies to the peaceful
independence is not a possibility for thosecitizens

countries. Thus, energy independence is™"\yhan we ook upon the states of affairs in
ensured — to a possible degree — by other factor[sft]e European Union, the picture is the

that could be actually controlled by the PR M
, ) g ollowing: united and prosperous Europe, after
consumer-countries themselves: organlzatlona[he fall of socialistic camp, acquired new

measures  (establishment of unions and oo hers” and together with them — new
associations), political pressure on possible !

sources of threat (usuall on ener _donorchallenges. For the past 25 years the majority of
urce at (usualy, up 9y those challenges were more or less successfully
countries), obtaining control over energy supply olved, countries of Eastern Europe and the

ggmgg‘iﬁs mlodglnor g?/g?:‘rr'ﬁ:ﬁtéuanort'ggn%?dsBalkans are positively developing their
9 y 9 economies and democracies. However, when in

countries, creating financial dependence Of2013 Ukraine declared its desire to join the
donor countries, and sometimes, even m'“taryEuropean Union, the question of energy

Intervention. security for Europe re-emerged with a new

mogtln thelrelggplglrgiggﬁ]or Co\t,lvrggﬁs.aev\v,gﬁgh :(;eforc_e. Russia did not want to lose Ukraine out
y Y Y PEA of its sphere of influence, as among other

countries — wage constant fight (open andfactors this would mean for the former the

hé?g?gy)/,, rﬁﬁuggizeirr\]”tnhge v?/g(rjl q eggﬁgl?r?e ;Engr limitation of its donor pressure (and sometimes

” : : blackmail) upon Europe. Combined with

glc‘;"nngf(':(')tuz?ﬁgs t(:r%t t?ﬁemggﬁgs ;ge?h%ééhoo ilitary-political motives of Russia towards
kraine, we get a set of reasons leading to

energy-consumer  states. However, due tOcjnea annexation and military conflict in the
questionable ,civility” of many donor- East of Ukraine

countries, those methods acquire a very
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One could note that the conflict of as smooth as it could be, considering the overall
consumer-donor of energy resources in Europesharpness of the situation.
dates back to 1990ties and grew with the In some European countries, particularly in
strengthening of Russia. After the crisis of some V4 countries, there are powers that due to
Russian gas supply through Ukraine in 2004various reasons do not seek strong measures
and 2009 it became evident that Europe shouldowards Moscow. For a big part, such as
really take care about its energy independencesituation is caused by a full-scale information
The Visegrad countries and the countries of thewar and propaganda, tremendously fed by
South-Eastern Europe found themselves in théRussia in those specific countries. As a result,
most vulnerable position. As a heritage fromthere is not a sharp, yet a split within the
recent past — socialistic camp — those countried/isegrad countries. If Poland consistently
received a strong dependency from Russia irsupports the European aspirations of Ukraine
technological, as well as in partially political and openly criticises the actions of Russia,
sphere. But then, no tangible losses werdancluding its energy aggression, the
endured. V4 countries demonstrated their unity,governments of Hungary and Slovakia, in some
adherence to democratic values and solidarityquestions, are leaning towards a pro-Russian
with the rest of Europe. position. Nevertheless, facing a real threat of
The year of 2005 marked a real process o€nergy security, V4 countries managed to agree
the EU unification against energy aggression ofupon the key issues, including Ukraine and gas
Russia — the EU concluded an agreement witrsecurity, also supporting the perspective of the
South East Europe Energy Community to ,align EU and NATO expansion. A big success in
the South East Europand Black Sea Region enforcing the unity of the EU countries, and in
with the EU's internaknergy market” [1]. In  supporting their energy security, as well as
2011 the Community was joined by Ukraine asenergy security of Ukraine, was shown by
well. reverse-flow gas deliveries to the latter from V4
As a vivid example of active resistance ofcountries.
the European community to energy aggression In spring 2015 leaders of the European
of Kremlin, we can refer to the antitrust countries made another important step to ensure
investigation of the European Commissionenergy security of Europe, thus proving their
against ,Gazprom”, started in September 2012consistency and willingness to support the
The European Union is ready to level anenergy security policy. It was announced about
accusation against ,Gazpro.m” for anti- the creation of the EU Energy Union. The
competition activities, which could lead to the Energy Union will ,diversify Europe's sources
fine in the amount of 15 billion US dollars. of energy and make better, more efficient use of
Those processes were somewhatenergy produced within the EU”, ,reduce the
.encouraged” by the events in Crimea and theEU's need for energy imports”, ,renew the
East of Ukraine, which in their turn had been European emissions trading scheme, pushing
initiated by Moscow. Utterly aggressive and for a global deal for climate change in Paris in
deceitful policy of Russia, accompanied by anDecember 2015, and encourage private
unprecedented information war (as an importaninvestment in new infrastructure and
element of a hybrid war), opened to the vasttechnologies”, support ,breakthroughs in low-
public aggressive, anti-human and cynical goalscarbon technologies by coordinating research
of Russia’s leaders, including the sphere ofand helping to finance projects in partnership
energy. Gas and oil became weapons in thevith the private sector” [2].
hands of Russia. It is also announced about the profound
Thus, the events in Ukraine, as partially adiversification of oil and gas supply on the
result of the above mentioned contradictionsEuropean market. Russia stops being a strategic
between the super-players on the energy markgtartner of the EU. EU Climate Action and
— Russia and the European Union —Energy Commissioner Miguel Arias Ca?ete
simultaneously became the reason of a deepgtated that ,Europe's oil dependence is double
crisis in the interaction of those players, andwhat the US's was just before the 1979 oll
firstly, in the sphere of energy. In such a crisis. For gas, we import a third of what we use
situation, when their political and energy from Russia. And theurrent crisis in Ukraine
prosperity is endangered, the countries ofhas shown just how vulnerable this dependence
Europe show unity regarding the events inmakes us. When it comes to energy, don't put
Ukraine, as political and economic sanctions areyour fate in the hand of autocratic regimes” [3].
applied towards Russia. Yet, not everything is  In its own turn, Ukraine is demonstrating its
willingness to be a valid participant of the
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current process, interested in gaining energythe bigger part, managed to overcome all the
stability and security. ,Naftogaz” has reminded indecisiveness and hesitance that had been
the EU about the advantages of a Ukrainian gasecently present in its inner dialogue. Europe is
pipeline which could help the European Union on the way of creating a new and more effective
to partially compensate its refusal from the system of energy security not only for itself, but
Russian ,South Stream”. Ukraine has offered tofor its neighbours and partners. The Visegrad
Europe its gas transmission network. Thiscourtiers, in particular, are among the first to
active usage of Ukraine’s gas transportationbenefit from those new policies. Thus, V4
system will allow the countries of South Eastleaders should not only support the creation of
Europe to increase the level of their energythe Energy Union as a system of collective
security despite the refusal to build ,South energy security, but put all their efforts to
Stream”, claims “Naftogaz Ukraine”. ,We become its most active participants. Deliberate
welcome the creation of a working group on policies in energy sector would provide for the
behalf of the South-Eastern Europe countriesprosperous future of Visegrad countries and
with the participation of Europed@@ommission their neighbours.
Vice PresidentMaro$ Sewovic. Within this
working group, we would elaborate the plan of LITERATURE
markets’ integration and the construction of1 Energy Community. About Energy Community
interconnectors for Central and Eastern Europe: [online] Available online at: iexrpormuii pecype]
Ukraine has vast potential for gas storage and _ ,exum  nocrymy  https:/ww.energy-
supply that is necessary to improve the current community.org/portal/page/porta/ENC_HOME/EN
situation, and we are happy to make our input”, ERGY_ COMMUNITY
said the head of ,Naftogaz” Andrej Kobalev 2. Eurppean Commission. Commission  Priority.
[4]. Making Energy More Secure, Affordable vand
Regarding the Visegrad countries, the latest Sustainable. Energy Union. [onlineEsfexrpornnii

S ; pecypc] — pexmm gocrymy http://ec.europa.
summit in Bratislava demonstrated some eu/priorities/energy-union/index_en.htm

tangible progress in overcoming the inner Crisis3. canete Miguel Arias. ,Speech on Europe’s Energy
and proving the will to continue the united Security Challenges” in Washington. February 2015.
European path. V4 diplomats expressed their European Commission. Press release database.
full solidarity with Ukraine in protecting its  [online] [Enexrponuuii pecype] — pexum focrymy
territorial integrity and sovereignty, and  hltp/europa.eurapidipress-release_SPEECH-15-
confirmed _the|_r readiness to participate _In 4. ,Using Ukraine’s Gas Transportation System
concrete directions of reforms in Ukraine. For “compensates to the EU the Refusal to Build
example, Slovakia will be responsible for the southstream”. December 2014. Inetrfax-Ukraine.
reforms in the sphere of energy and security in [online] Available online at{Enexrpounuii pecypc]
Ukraine. — pexum goctymy http://interfax.com.ua/news/
Summarizing all the above mentioned, it €conomic/239800.html

becomes evident that the European Union, for
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