
1 

 

 
 

 

 

 

The International Conference  

Political Reform Dynamics and Prospects for Democratization 
in Central - Eastern Europe and MENA 

 
 

Vytautas Magnus University, The S. & S. Lozoraitis Museum, Donelaičio g. 58, Kaunas 
7th of March, 2013 

 
 
 

Abstracts: 
 

Session 1  
10:30 a.m. – 12:35 p.m.  

 
 

New democracies in Central-Eastern Europe: Where is (or is not) a recipe for successful democratization  
Prof. dr. Algis Krupavičius, Kaunas University of Technology, Vytautas Magnus University, pvai@ktu.lt  
 
 
 
Democratization and Economic Growth: Theories and Models 
Pijus Krūminas, Vytautas Magnus University, Faculty of Political Science and Diplomacy, p.kruminas@gmail.com 
 
Despite the fact, that there are several theories attempting to relate economic development and democratization, 
the question remains unsettled. Three main approaches might be distinguished. The first one sees economic 
factors as having solely exogenous impact on processes of democratization. The second one stresses their 
endogenous nature. Finally, the third school of thought analyses path-dependency and attempts to show that a 
third variable drives both economic and political change. Having all of these data-supported differences in mind, it 
is crucial to discuss strengths and weaknesses of these theories and try to find out which one is best supported 
empirically. Secondly, if endogenous effect of economic development is real, a theory discussing the specific 
mechanism that would link growth and political change should be put forward. In this case, the selectorate theory 
is used to form a model, which could explain the seemingly positive effects of one variable on the other. This 
approach stresses the importance of the diversification of industry and its impact on the changes in winning 
coalition, support of which is crucial for a dictator to remain in the office. Theses variations might well explain 
changes in types of political regimes. In order to test the proposed model the Spanish transition has been chosen 
and preliminary analysis seems to confirm the hypothesis. Extension of the range of cases researched with the 
proposed perspective in mind could provide new useful insights in the discussion of the relationship between 
economic development and democratization. 
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Impacts of the ICTY on Reconciliation and Democratization in the Western Balkans 
Miloš Janicki, University of Bologna, milosjanicki@gmail.com  
 
The International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia (ICTY) has been operating for 19 years investigating 
war crimes that surrounded the break-up of Yugoslavia. Despite serving justice, tiring perpetrators of atrocities and 
bringing satisfaction to the victims the ICTY was established to combat denial of wrongdoings of the sides involved 
in the conflict creating the image that would truthfully depict the past events. By doing so the ICTY attempts to 
contribute to the reconciliation of the communities and improve the relations of Yugoslav successor states that 
even today suffer from the altering interpretations of the events that led to the break-up of Yugoslavia.  
This paper examines the consequences of the ICTY’s verdicts on the good-neighborly relations in the region. Its 
main topic is to examine the reactions on the top-level and among the populations of the Balkan countries to the 
recent verdicts in the cases of Markac and Gotovina and Haradinaj, Balaj and Brahimaj and by doing so to analyze 
whether the ICTY has contributed to the reconciliation in the region or not. With Radovan Karadzic and Ratko 
Mladic still on trial, some of most crucial judgments are still to be rendered by the ICTY as it nears its closure, 
therefore it is still early to conclude whether the proclaimed goals have been realized or not, however by the 
reactions to the recent verdicts paper analyzes the perception of the Tribunal among the Balkan countries 17 years 
after the end of conflicts. 
 
 
Europeanization Model in Georgia: in the frames of the DCFTA negotiations  
Ona Marija Vyšniauskaitė, Vilnius University, Institute of International Relations and Political Science, 
vysniauskaite.ona@gmail.com  
 
This research aims to explain the europeanization model, by which the European Union promotes reform 
implementation in Georgia. The chosen main focus of the analysis – the DCFTA (the Deep and Comprehensive Free 
Trade Area) – is vitally important for the country‘s prosperity and move towards the union, thus the outcomes of 
this analysis will be of high value to the governmental institutions, civil society and the business community. The 
focus of the research is the European Union trade agreement with Georgia that was long negotiated and debated 
by the both sides. Due to the various reaction of different political groups and CSOs, its acceptance by the 
stakeholders and the civil society, the process to start the DCFTA negotiations was often halted and finally launched 
after 5 years of pre-negotiations. This formed a specific way of communication between the Georgian government 
and the EU delegates, that has its adequate in the theory of international relations. This exceptional way of 
communication requires cohesive applied research to understand its logic and mechanisms and, most importantly, 
how the EU is able to implement its reforms into Georgian context without its access to the union opportunity. 
Thus, using the example of the DCFTA pre-negotiations, the deeper understanding of what is the best way to 
interact with the EU and what is the most influential model of its action inwards Georgia (mere conditionality or 
sociological model) will be given. 
 

 
Transformation of E-Participation in Central-Eastern Europe and MENA: a Comparative Study 
Assoc. prof. dr. Gintaras Žilinskas, Kaunas University of Technology, gintaras.zilinskas@ktu.lt  
Assoc. prof. dr. Rūta Petrauskienė, Kaunas University of Technology, ruta.petrauskiene@ktu.lt  
 
Governance based on participation enhances confidence in government institutions, improves quality of offering 
services and increases citizen's receivable information about decisions which are made. Usage of digital 
technologies is accepted as one of the methods in motivation of citizen's participation. Internet gives people new 
opportunities to participate in political process: level of getting receivable information about relevant political 
problems increases and backward relation to government institutions, impact on formation of agenda and process 
of making decisions enhance. Different problems of e-participation are investigated in research. New programs of 
participation are created and new principles of evaluation of efficacy and working of these new programs are 
formulated. It is important to analyze and summarize them. Aim of this report is to analyze change of e-
participation in countries of Central-Eastern Europe and MENA and to investigate impact of digital divide on e-
participation in these countries. A lot of attention is giving to digital divide, especially absence of internet access, 
and its impact on activity of e-participation. Conception of e-participation, index of e-participation and digital divide 
in Central-Eastern Europe and MENA, relation between e-participation and political regimes of states and  
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democratic process are analyzed in this report. Scientific literature analysis, comparative and logistic analysis, 
methods of induction and generalization, linear correlation and factor analysis were applied preparing this report. 
There is analyzed data of United National, International Telecommunication Union and Word Economic Forum 
about e-participation, individuals using internet and households with internet access in this report. 
 
 
 

Session 2 
1 a.m. – 14:40 p.m.  
 
 
Democracy in the Middle East: a primordial right? 
Prof. Egdūnas Račius, Vytautas Magnus University, e.racius@pmdf.vdu.lt  
 
If one doubted for a second that democracy is an innate human characteristic and assumed that unlike aspiration 
for security and justice, which are probably indeed innate, democracy is merely a cultural attribute (value), it might 
be easier to answer the question as to why people, even if they are free and well educated would, and in fact many 
times did, prefer non-democracy over democracy when they were allowed to choose. The Middle East is replete 
with examples of this – in the classical case of Iran in a basically democratic referendum after the overthrow of the 
autocratic monarchy in 1979 the majority of Iranians supported the Islamic republic. In Iraq, after the demise of 
Saddam Hussein's totalitarian regime in 2003, citizens in completely free and democratic elections have repeatedly 
voted to power the most non-democratic Shiite Islamist and Kurdish traditionalist parties. Similarly, Palestinians in 
free (as far as that was possible under the occupation) and democratic elections out of their own free will gave a 
strong mandate to the Islamist Hamas. Finally, in the aftermath of the so-called "Arab Spring" several Middle 
Eastern societies have become, if not absolutely free, at least much more free, and those countries soon proceeded 
with generally democratic elections. Alas, voters once again preferred non-democratic (and certainly non-liberal) 
forces. These and many similar examples show that people can be impressed by other socio-political systems than 
democracy. By doing this they certainly question the commonly-held notion in the West that democracy is of 
universal value. 
 
 
Democracy Promotion as a Neo-imperialistic Policy 
Danguolė Bardauskaitė, Vytautas Magnus University, Faculty of Political Science and Diplomacy, 
Danguole.Bardauskaite@fc.vdu.lt  
 
The democracy promotion is generally seen as a positive phenomenon, the soft power instrument to spread 
democratic regime practices around the world. However, there should be taken a critical point of view of 
democracy promotion because it is closely related to struggle for power in the international scene. Democracy 
promotion could be considered as neo-imperialistic, ideological policy based on liberal values. The main principle of 
ideological neo-imperialism is the aim to impose “our” (in this perspective – Western) way of life and political 
behavior recognizing it as the only legitimate and the one that everyone seeks to. In general, it can be argued that 
the ideological aspect of the neo-imperialism is spreading its particular values and norms in order to covert 
“others” into “us.” The democracy promotion criticism is closely related with the question if democracy is in fact 
universal. Democracy promotion supporters believing in democracy universality favors morality over politics. This 
practice leads to antagonisms due to the fact that morality and ethics are relative terms, because morality could 
not be considered as imminent. The purpose of the analysis is to try to answer these questions with an open space 
for discussion: 1) when democracy promotion is an instrument of soft power and when it could be called neo-
imperialism? 2) Why democracy promotion is not democratic? The analysis is based on post-Marxist theoretical 
approach. 
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The Arab Spring and Prospects for Democracy in the MENA 
Phd Candidate Egidijus Gailiūnas, Vilnius University, gegidijus@gmail.com  
 
The Arab Spring or the wave of Arab uprisings that started in the MENA (Middle East and North Africa) region in 
January 2011 is a remarkable phenomenon. It has attracted enormous attention from international media outlets 
and academic community. However, two years later the causes and especially the consequences of the Arab Spring 
still are debatable. Let’s take for example the situation in Syria. Today no one can tell the outcome of the on-going 
Syrian uprising. No one knows for sure, what kind of regime Syrians will have after the uprising.  
The goal of the presentation is to make brief insights into the prospects for democracy in the MENA region. Are 
those saying that the Arab Spring has turned into an Islamist Winter right? It is hard to give definitive answer to the 
question. We can only guess. Therefore only loose estimations about prospects for democracy in the MENA region 
can be made.  
To make things look a little bit better one should consider making short term and long term estimations. In the 
short term (from one to three years period) it may seem that the Arab Spring actually has turned into an Islamist 
Winter. For the long term (a period of more than 10 years) this estimation might turn out to be wrong. It seems 
that today it is far too early to make a conclusion that the hope of democracy in the MENA region is lost. On the 
other hand, facts on the ground show that one should not be over-optimistic about the rapid democratization of 
the MENA.   
 

 
Political Dynamics in Central – Eastern Europe and MENA: Separate Models of Interplay of Internal – External 
Actors 
Andrius Bivainis, Vytautas Magnus University, Faculty of Political Science and Diplomacy abivainis@gmail.com 

 
In this paper I would like to highlight the notion that development of political Dynamics in the named two regions 
should be considered as different processes. Political dynamism in Eastern Europe led to the democratization in 
most of the states that emerged after the collapse of the Soviet Union. On the other hand, processes of political 
dynamism should not necessary lead to democratization. The rise of shariat law based political systems; possible 
transformations of autocratic regimes are some of the options that should be considered too. These sorts of 
changes are more common to the region of MENA as political turmoil in most of countries affected by the “Arab 
Awakening” is still present.  
In my work I am concerned about main factors that make political dynamics in these two regions different. These 
factors could be named as: differentiation of internal social groups, identification of spectrum of interests of these 
internal groups, historical senses of community and, of course, level of involvement of external actors. 
The identification of the main features developing political dynamism should lead to the formation of two separate 
models that could be applied for the named regions (these exact models will be defined during the research). 
Finally, the last part of the paper/presentation could be based on a broader analysis of political dynamism in MENA 
countries. Obviously, the involvement of external actors is more active there as it used to be in cases of Eastern 
European countries. In this part I would like to discuss the model of “positive control”. This model is a product of 
my broader research and it could be used to define necessary initiatives for consolidation of political control after 
turmoil or insurgency fighting. This model is an actual consideration as contemporary social and political processes 
in MENA are considered. Talking about this model I could identify four main elements that could be powerful tools 
of any regime in seek of political consolidation. These elements are: show of presence and domination (through 
security forces or aligned militia); identification and security of social groups’ interests; conduct of information 
campaigns; formation and implementation of administrative apparatus. 
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