The EU Eastern Partnership program in the discourse of
“Progressive alliance of Socialists and Democrats” political

group of the European Parliament

Mkhitaryan Sona M.
PhD student at the Department of Political processes and institutions,
Faculty of International relations, Yerevan State University (Yerevan, RA)
sona.mkhitaryan.92@gmail.am
UDC 327.7
Keywords: pan-European political party, Progressive alliance of Socialists and Democrats,
European Parliament, Eastern Partnership, political discourse.

GU Uplbpuwh gnpdputipnipjubt dpughpp Gypwjunphppupubtth «Unghwjhumbtph b
nivinjpumbttiph wnwewnhiwljwh nuhtip» punupujui pipwlgnipyub nhuljnipunid
Uhpppwpymbs Unbiu U.

Gplowbph whwmwlpub hwduguwpuh, Uhowqquyhil hwpwpbpnigeainbbbph Gudlmipinban,

Lunupwlpub gnpdplyowghliph i plnanfunnunbibipnh wdphnih huggnpn (Gplouwb, <<)
sona.mkhitaryan.92@gmail.am

Withnthwghp. Gypnyuwub unghwjhumbtiph §niuwlgnipnitd witbwhhtt b wikbwdibd hwdwbypnuyujub
Uniuwljgnnibiitiphg £: Gniuwlgnipyniop Gypnuujui unphppupuimyd dbuygnpnid £ «Unghwjhunbtiph b
ntiinjpunitiph wnwewnhiwluwd nuphlp»y punupului pipulgnipniap: Opytu Gypnuyuijub Whnipjub
punupwijubd huntwjupgh Juplinp punqunphs wyl ny thuyh uplnp gnponiitinipinih £ dujund 6U” wipud
tpypbtpnid, wy Gwh Upllbpubh gnpépttinnigubt (4S) mwpudwpowbtnid: <nnjudh dupumwyh £ phity WS
opwgph pnipg yYhpnhpjuy hnipulgnipjubd nhuynipuh wnwbdbwhwmnignibittipp: Qbuwywd np wyhh hwowpa
winpununaly £ S opugph qupqugiwmb mwppbin wuybtiubtphtt L opugph wbinud tphphtipnid wtinh
niitignn punupuwlwd qupqugmdibttpht, wbniwdtbuwybhy, WS opwghpp pdpwiljgnipjub  wpwmwpht
punupwub opwjupgnid wpwebuyhtt sh hwdiwpytp: Unghwjhumbtph b pidnjpumbttph wnwpwunhiwljub
nuphlipp hwewh hwintu £ Gyt dpwugph pnipe huymwpupnigynibitpny, npnip wuydwiwnpguwod Gb tinty
htywytu  wwpwoéwypowh  wpyhmuphwpunupwlud  hpnnnipynibbbpny, wbwtu L punqupulub  hiph
qunuthupwimnuwlubd opwljupgny: b mwpptpnipnih WYniu whnud tpypihtph” fniuwygnipyui nhulnipunid
hunitduwmwpup tjuq wimpunupa £ wpyt) <uywunwdht: Uniuwmygnignid nt punqupujubt unidpp dpwghpp
nhuwplt Gh htyytiu GU hwpliwbnipjub punupwjubinipjut, GU wijunwbgnipyub bk juyniimpjub, wyhybu
£ GU-Oniuwunmw b hwpuwpbtipnipynibdbtph pppwbwlnid:

{wignigupwnlp’ hudwbypnuyuljut §niuuygnipnil, Gypnyujubt  unghwjhumbbiph  Yniuwlygnipynid,
Unghwjhum@itiph b ptdnjpumbtph wnwewunhiwlub nuphtp, Uplbpwbh gnpopbytipnipynit, Gypnuului
haimphppupub, pumuwpwljub nhuljnipu:

NuaunnaTnBa EC «BocTo4HOE MAapTHEPCTBO» B JUCKYpPCe NOJIUTHYECKON ppakuuu
«IIporpeccuBHBIi AJIBSIHC COLUAJUCTOB U IeMOKPaToB» EBponapjiamenrta
Mxumapsan Cona M.

Epesanckuii cocyoapcmeennviii ynueepcumem, gpaxyiomenm MescOyHapoOHbIX OMHOWEHUT
Couckamens Kageopuvl norumuseckux npoyeccos u uncmumymos (Epesan, PA)
sona.mkhitaryan.92@gmail.am

AnHotanus. [lapTus eBpONEHCKUX CONMAIMCTOB — OJHA W3 CTapeHIINX M KPYMHEWHX OOIMIeeBPONMEHCKUX MapTHI.
[Maptus popmupyer dpakuuio «IIporpeccrBHBIN albsIHC COLHAIMCTOB U JIEMOKPATOB» B EBpONEHCKOM mapiiaMeHTe.
SIBISASICH KITFOUEBBIM KOMITOHEHTOM ITOJIMTHYECKOW crucTeMbl EBpormeiickoro Coro3a, mapTus AEHCTBYET HE TOJBKO B
rocyaapcrBax-wieHax EC, Ho u B pernone Bocrounoro napraepctsa (BI).

Lenpro JaHHOW CTAaThU SIBISAETCS PACCMOTPEHHE CIENM(UKH MOJIUTHYECKOTO AMCKypca (pakuuu o nporpamme BIIL.
Xors (pakuusi 4acTo yrNnoOMHHANIa Pa3IMYHbIE acleKThl Pa3BHTHs NMPOrpaMMbl BoCTOYHOro mapTHEPCTBA M IMOJIHMTH-
yeckue coObITHs B cTpaHax-uieHax BII B cBoem ankcypcee, nporpamma BII B 11e110M He ObliTa IPUOPHUTETOM B IOBECTKE
BHEITHEW NONMUTHKY (pakiun. [IporpeccuBHBIN aIbSHC COLMAIICTOB U IEMOKPATOB HEOAHOKPATHO JEJaj 3asBICHUS O
nporpamme BII, xoTopble ObUT OOYCIIOBIECHBI T€ONOJIMTHYECKHMH DPEANINSIMH PErMoHa, a TaKkKe HICOJIOTMYecKOn
MOBECTKOM MOJIMTUYECKOW Ipymniibl. B oTnuune ot Apyrux rocynapcrs-wieHoB BII, B auckypce napTUd OTHOCHUTEIBHO
MaJjio ynoMuHanacb Apmenus. [TapTus u nonutuyeckas rpynmna paccMarpuBaiy nporpaMmy BIl B KOHTEKCTE MOTUTUKH
cocenctBa EC, 6e3omacHocTr U crabmisHOcTH EC, a Taroke otHomernnit mexxay EC n Poccueid.

KiroueBble ciioBa: oOmieeBporneiickas nonuTudeckas mapTusi, [IporpeccuBHBINA allbsSHC COLUAIICTOB U AEMOKPATOB,
EBpomnapnament, BoctouHoe napTHEPCTBO, NOIUTHYECKUN JUCKYPC.
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Introduction The Party of FEuropean
Socialists was founded in 1992 when the Maastricht
Treaty recognized the important role of pan-
European parties in the EU political system. The
political and ideological foundations of the party
were established earlier, in particular by the
Socialist International and the Confederation of
Socialist Parties of the European Communities.
During the formation and development period of the
pan-European party (1992-2007), the members of
the party - the European socialist, social-democratic
and labor parties, were already represented in the
governments of several FEuropean countries,
unanimously accepting the FEuropean integration
process and the priority of the economic aspect,
despite some political differences present among
them [1, p.11]. The Progressive Alliance of the
Socialists: Democrats (S&D) is the political group
of the PES in the European parliament and has a
significant role in shaping the foreign policy of the
European Union (EU).

The Pan-European Party managed to establish
political cooperation with various political parties of
the Eastern Partnership (EaP) countries, contributing
to the development of European political culture in
the region. The party as well as the S&D political
group have shown great interest in the development
of the FEastern Partnership initiative since its
beginning in 2009.

Methodology — In order to examine the
discourse of the above-mentioned political group on
the Eastern Partnership initiative, we have sorted out
declarations and announcements, statements and
press releases of the political group, their annual
reports, interviews, speeches of the group members
made at the Euronest Parliamentary Assembly and
Foreign Affairs Committee of the FEuropean
Parliament since May 2009 until December 2021.
We paid special attention to the group’s political
positions on foreign policy and international issues
as well as their electoral manifestos for European
Parliament elections. Later, a content analysis was
applied to categorize discursive elements related to
the EaP initiative and EaP member states,
particularly the Republic of Armenia. The frequency
of the occurrence of the EaP initiative in the
political group’s discourse was taken into
consideration. A conceptual-thematic analysis of the
above-mentioned discursive elements was realized
categorizing the elements as positive, negative or
neutral concepts according to the political-
ideological position of the political group.

Analysis — We considered it expedient to pay
particular attention to the election manifestos and
announcements of the European Socialist Party in
the framework of the European Parliament elections
of 2009, 2014, 2019. We believe that the election
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manifestos have presented the internal political and
foreign policy priorities of the party as well as the
S&D group. In contrast to the electoral manifesto of
the European People’s Party published in the same
year, we already notice the use of the term "Eastern
Partnership" in the PES's 2009 election program [2,
p. 25]. The reference to the program is quite brief, it
is viewed in the framework of the stability of the
EU’s neighboring countries and EU enlargement
process. In general, there is minimal reference to the
EaP program in the election manifestos of the party,
but at the same time the PES emphasizes:

We will support the Eastern Partnership as an
important instrument to bring countries closer to
EU and will promote strong relations with the
Mediterranean region [3, p. 6].

Already during the pre-Vilnius summit period,
we detect the interest of the S&D political group
towards some domestic political developments of
the EaP countries. During the above-mentioned
period, concepts such as “European values”,
“political stability”, “reform process” are frequently
found in the discourse of the political group. At the
same time, the analysis shows that the discourse of
the PES, as well as the S&D political group, reflect
ideological positions and priorities such as social
justice, labor rights, the need to create jobs, equality,
etc. For example, we see those concepts in the
speech of Libor Roucek, S&D vice-president for
foreign policy and enlargement on the elections in
Georgia:

Roucek also welcomed the positive early signs
of cooperation between the new government and the
president, but called on both sides to sustain and
deepen it to ensure political stability and to pursue
broad-based reforms including measures to tackle
social inequality and bolster workers’ and social
rights [4].

The foreign policy priorities expressed by the
S&D when addressing other regions like Western
Balkans were also found in their discourse on the
EaP initiative. In particular, the concepts used in the
foreign policy discourse of the political group refer
to the promotion of mutually beneficial trade
cooperation which according to the S&D, should be
aimed at ensuring stability, peace and economic
development.

The analysis demonstrates that the S&D
political group, during its activities in the European
Parliament, has several times put forward
resolutions that have addressed in detail the
domestic political situation of the EaP member
states, especially the implementation of the reforms
under the EaP program. The resolutions stress the
importance of the individual member states for the
EU, call on relevant EU institutions to deepen
relations with EaP member states, but at the same



time point to the obvious shortcomings in the
implementation of reforms in those countries. The
following example is an extract from the resolution
on Ukraine presented by the members of the S&D
political group in the European Parliament in 2010.

The European Parliament stresses that Ukraine
has strong historical, cultural and economic links to
the European Union and that is one of the Union’s
key partners in its Eastern neighborhood, exerting
an important influence on the security, stability and
prosperity of the whole continent [5].

In the same document, the group also addresses
the shortcomings of the reform implementation
process.

Whereas, since the Orange Revolution, Ukraine
has regrettably lost more than five years in properly
addressing its major constitutional and institutional
deficits, especially in solving the conflicts of
competence between the President and Prime
Minister; whereas, as a consequence, important
reform projects in the public, economic and social
sectors  have been delayed, inconsistently
implemented or not completed at al [6].

The political group in the initial phase of the
EaP program have been actively involved not only
in paying attention to the implementation of reforms
in the member states, but also in addressing the
human rights situation in those countries, the latter
is especially evident in the case of Belarus. In its
discourse on Belarus, the group has repeatedly
raised the issue of political prisoners. For example,
S&D requested to review the EU policy towards
Belarus stating that:

The S&D group believes in engagement and
dialogue with Belarus, but the release of political
prisoners remains a necessary condition for the
improvement of EU-Belarus relations [7].

Thus, the analysis of the discourse of the
political group shows that although during the
period prior to the EaP Vilnius summit they were
sending positive signals to the EaP member
countries, at the same time they were not
constrained in pointing out not only the weak sides
of the EaP initiative, but also the shortcomings in
the reforms processes undertaken by the EaP
member countries.

Although the European People’s Party (EPP)
remains the most desirable pan-European party for
political partnerships in the Eastern Partnership
region, the PES has also been a demanded partner
outside the EU. Frequently, the EaP political parties
that are members of various pan-European parties
are political rivals in their countries. Due to this
fact, some political crises in EaP member states put
pan-European parties in a difficult position when
pan-European parties, while supporting their EaP
partner parties, worsen their relations with other

22

pan-European parties and their political groups in
the European Parliament. For example, the internal
political crisis in Ukraine over Timoshenko’s arrest
in 2012, became a confrontation issue between the
above-mentioned pan-European political parties.
With Timoshenko’s “Batkivschyna” party being a
member of the EPP, and Yanukovych’s “Party of
Regions” having signed a cooperation agreement
with the S&D group, the two biggest political
groups in the FEuropean Parliament found
themselves politically associated with the two
conflicting parties in Ukraine. The EPP was
unconditionally supporting Timoshenko and asking
for her immediate release, meanwhile, the S&D was
pointing at her past wrongdoings [8]. As we can see,
the cooperation between the pan-European political
parties and parties of the EaP region has an
influence on the discourse of the parties as well as
their correspondent political groups on the EaP
initiative and the internal developments of the EaP
member countries. This phenomenon is noticeable
not only during the initial period of the EaP
initiative, but also during its further development.
For example, when the Georgian opposition leader
Nika Melia was arrested, the S&D political group
called on both Georgia's ruling Georgian Dream
party and the opposition to re-engage in dialogue, to
actively reduce political tensions and for political
actors to reach a peaceful consensus to avoid
jeopardizing the country's aspirations for Euro-
Atlantic cooperation. When addressing this case
Sven Miksor, S&D MEP and the European
Parliament’s rapporteur on Georgia, said:

1 disapprove of the arrest of opposition leader
Nika Melia, which further raises further political
tensions. The legitimate aspirations of the Georgian
people for democracy and prosperity, as well as the
country’s stability and Euro-Atlantic future, cannot
be taken hostage for any party political interests [9].

As in the case of the other pan-European
parties and the respective political groups in the
European Parliament, the interests towards the
Eastern Partnership initiative is intensified ahead of
the EaP summits. For example, before the Vilnius
Summit, the S&D groups calls on the Commission
“to work on practical measures which can facilitate
trade between the EU and its eastern partners and
bring benefits to both sides, particularly in light of
increased Russian pressure [10]”. The emphasis on
the practical approach in the group’s discourse
continues both immediately after the Vilnius
Summit and in parallel with the development of the
EaP program. For example, during the discussion in
the European Parliament following the Vilnius
summit, MEP Libor Roucek, on behalf of the S&D,
stated that he did not consider the summit to be a
failure, but particularly emphasized:



What we have to do now is to look at how we
can help Moldovans, Georgians, Ukrainians and
others in a concrete way. For instance, how we can
speed up projects connecting the EU with those
countries in terms of energy, so that there is energy
security and these countries are not left to the mercy
of their big Eastern neighbor. Visa facilitation and
the visa-free regime is another aspect we should be
looking at. We should also have as many contacts as
possible with members of civil society, which is
another way we should be going [11].

Ahead of the EaP Riga summit the members of
the S&D political group: “stressed the importance
of an even closer relationship with the Eastern
partnership countries on the basis of shared values,
commitment to the principles democracy, rule of
law, and the respect of human rights and
fundamental freedoms. While recognising and
welcoming the progress achieved so far, they
underlined the need to be more ambitious and
creative in establishing the immediate priorities of
the partnership and the way forward [12]”.

The group's discourse on the EaP program
reflects certain aspects of the EU's institutional
discourse, especially when addressing the conflicts
in the EaP region. The issues of territorial integrity
of Ukraine and Georgia are particularly emphasized
in its discourse. This peculiarity of the discourse is
also evident in the speeches of the S&D deputies in
the European Parliament, which is natural, as the
European Parliament is one of the important
elements of the EU system, where MEPs have the
opportunity not only to cooperate but also to receive
information, compliment and interconnect with
other elements and policymakers of the EU political
system. Thus, the agenda and discourse of the pan-
European parties and parliamentary groups are
closely interlinked with the positions and agendas of
other institutions of the EU political system.

The study shows that the party often refers to
the Eastern Partnership program in the context of
EU-Russia relations and EU’s security and stability.
The PES's and S&D’s discourse on the EaP program
often refers to Russia as a destabilizing actor in the
EU’s Eastern Neighborhood region, simultaneously
the discourse on EaP includes the group's own
vision for improving relations with Russia and
building a new EU-Russia strategy. Although there
are some similarities between the views on Russia's
role in the EPP’s and S&D’s discourse on the EaP,
some slight differences are also present, for
example, we can single out a section of the S&D’s
statement “S&Ds: the Eastern Partnership is still in
process, but it has the potential to become a success
story" made by Knut Fleckenstein MEP and S&D
spokesperson for foreign affairs:
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At the same time, attention should be drawn to
the neighbours of our neighbours. We reiterate that
the Eastern Partnership is not directed against
anyone. It is a project of co-operation, peace and
Jjoint prosperity. Benefits shouldn’t be achieved for
the sake of the European Union but for the benefit of
the citizens of each partnership country. Moreover,
dialogue needs to be maintained with Russia which
is involved in many regional conflicts of our
common neighborhood [13].

After the outbreak of the Covid-19, the group’s
discourse on the Eastern partnership initiative was
mainly focused on the socio-economic recovery of
the region as well as the reform agenda of the EaP
initiative. In general, the issue of the reforms is one
of the central ones. The other issues emphasized in
the discourse are the results and benefits of the
initiative for the citizens of the EaP countries.

Before referring to Armenia within the
framework of the group’s EaP discourse, it is
necessary to briefly touch upon the cooperation
between the PES and the Armenian parties. The
Armenian Revolutionary Federation (ARF) became
observer member of the PES in 2015. The parties
outside of the EU cannot have another status within
pan-European political parties [14]. In 2016 S&D
Group and ARF Parliamentary Faction signed a
memorandum of understanding in Strasbourg. The
president of the S&D described the signing of the
memorandum as the expression of the group’s
political will and the drive to continue establishing
closer links with sister parties from countries in the
EU’s neighborhood as well as the strengthening of
ARF’s position during the upcoming elections [15].

As in the case of the other EaP partner parties
in the region, the S&D emphasized the ideological
aspect of the cooperation and the importance to
develop anti-discrimination legislation and anti-
corruption policy and other political and foreign
policy aspects. In this regard, S&D vice-chair of the
foreign affairs, neighborhood and enlargement
policy, Knut Fleckenstein said:

Armenia deserves to benefit from both its
membership of the Eurasian Economic Union and
the closest relations with the European Union. The
Armenian Revolutionary Federation hast its place
within the European social-democratic family. We
expect the Armenian Revolutionary Federation to
commit and to push for — from within the
government- a truly independent anti-corruption
agency to be set up, with sufficient authority to
rigorously investigate corruption crimes [16].

The political support of the PES and the S&D
is not only prevalent in the case of the Armenian
parties, but is applicable to all the partner parties of
the PES and S&D in the Eastern Partnership region.
Although, at the same time, it is noticeable that in



the framework of inter-party cooperation, references
to the parties of the other EaP members other than
ARF are more frequent in the discourse of the PES
and the S&D.

Within the framework of the EaP program, the
discourse of the S&D group on Armenia is mostly
related to the reforms, rule of law, EU-Armenia
cooperation agreements. Its discourse contains
ideological elements, but in general, can be
described as pragmatic. As for the group’s discourse
on the Armenian genocide, we notice that it goes in
parallel with the topic of the Armenian-Turkish
reconciliation. The members of the S&D political
groups have called on Turkey to come to terms with
its past as well as to ratify and implement 2009
Zurich protocols [17].

In the framework of its discourse on the EaP,
the party and the political group have classified the
Nagorno-Karabakh (NK) conflict as one of the
frozen conflicts of the EaP region. The importance
of the peaceful settlement of the NK conflict was
emphasized and the activities of the OSCE Minsk
group as well as the responsibility of the Armenian
and Azerbaijani leaders to reach a peaceful
agreement were paid particular attention. For
example, Kristian Vigenin on behalf of the S&D
group during the debate on the situation in the
Nagorno-Karabakh in the European Parliament in
2011 stated:

However, I want to stress that the basic
responsibility for resolving the conflict lies with the
leaders of both countries. Let us be clear: we cannot
accept either the infinite delay to negotiations or the
threats of a rapid military solution. We call for
restraint and a responsible attitude. The leaders of
Armenia and Azerbaijan must think carefully about
how history will remember them: as people who
brought lasting peace and prosperity to the South
Caucasus, or as presidents who led their people to
death and suffering. The Group of the Progressive
Alliance of Socialists and Democrats in the
European Parliament expressed its satisfaction that
the vrevised European Neighbourhood Policy
mentions explicitly the so-called ‘frozen conflicts’.
We expect this policy to encourage deliberate
cooperation not only between the relevant countries
and Brussels, but between the countries themselves
as well. Support for confidence-building measures
must be a particular priority as far as Azerbaijan
and Armenia are concerned [18].

Like other pan-European parties and political
groups in the European Parliament, the PES and the
S&D called for the de-escalation of the situation in
the Nagorno-Karabakh during the 2020 second
Nagorno-Karabakh war, but didn’t explicitly
mention the aggressor side of the conflict. However,
in comparison to other parties and political groups,
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the S&D pointed out at the external actors involved
in the conflict.

War is never a solution! We urge Armenia and
Azerbaijan to immediately stop hostilities and return
to negotiation table without preconditions. Russia
and Turkey must stay out of the conflict [19].

The group's discourse on the Nagorno-
Karabakh  conflict also includes practical
suggestions, such as the EU involvement in the
OSCE Minsk Group, the cessation of arms sales to
the conflicting parties [20], the exclusion of
confrontational rhetoric, and so on.

In regards to the internal political processes
taking place in Armenia, the political group have
referred to the two events: the reform process in the
framework of the EaP initiative and the Armenian
Velvet Revolution. The latter was assessed
positively by the S&D group and its peaceful nature
was particularly emphasized. The S&D press release
stated:

The S&D Group praises the people of Armenia
for the peaceful transition of power and expresses
its support for their aspirations to build a
prosperous and democratic country.

S&D vice-president for foreign affairs, Victor
Bostinaru, said:

The peaceful handover of power after four
weeks of nonviolent protests is a sign of hope. All
political forces showed responsibility, as the people
of Armenia conducted their protests in a determined
but yet peaceful manner. The protests led mostly by
the young generation, bears testimony to the
aspirations of the Armenian people for a better
future in a free and open society, both politically
and economically [20].

Conclusion — We can conclude that the S&D
group’s discourse on the EaP initiative was mainly
positive, although some aspects as the
implementation of the reforms and the political
transformations of the EaP member countries were
assessed negatively or in a neutral way in
accordance with the political agenda and the priority
issues of the S&D. The EaP initiative was more
prevalent in the discourse of the S&D rather than
the discourse of the PES. The latter can be explained
by the fact that the political group receives relatively
strong levers at the level of EU political decisions
and an appropriate platform (European Parliament)
for expressing its position that the party. We can
state that the group’s discourse on EaP reflects its
differentiated position on the FEaP member
countries. The discourse is centered on specific EaP
countries such as Georgia, Ukraine and Moldova.
This evidence on one hand indicates that the group’s
agenda is aligned with the EU’s institutional agenda
and on the hand, the points out at the strong
cooperation of the group with the parties and



political factions of the above-mentioned EaP
member states. In case of Moldova, Ukraine and
Georgia the concept of the Europeanization is
constantly reiterated in the group’s discourse. While
describing the foreign policy choices and socio-
political developments taking place in those
countries in the framework of the EaP initiative, the
S&D has frequently emphasized the concepts of
"European future", "European way", "European
aspirations". Similar discursive elements were used
by the group during the EU enlargement.

The EaP was mainly viewed by the S&D in the
context of EU-Russia relations and EU’s stability
and security framework. In parallel with the
development of the program, the group referred to
Russia's destabilizing role in the region in its
discourse on the EaP initiative. However, we can
state that the group’s discourse on the EaP is both
pragmatic and ideological. The S&D's discourse
emphasizes the agenda of economic and political
reforms, and there are certain ideological elements
such as "labor rights", "environmental issues",
"equal rights", "social welfare", etc.

As for the perception of the EaP program in the
framework of EU-Russia relations, the political
group's discourse largely includes EU institutional
approaches. At the same time, its own approaches
are also noticeable in the discourse, mainly the need
to reform EU-Russia relations and the inevitability
of Russia's role in the EaP region. The latter was
more evident in the discourse on Armenia,
emphasizing both Russia's destabilizing role in the
EaP region and Russia's potential cooperation with
some EaP member states. Although the Socialists
have been critical of Russia's foreign policy in the
EaP region, this criticism has been relatively less
pronounced in comparison to the EPP political
group.

Within the framework of the EaP program, the
S&D group did not show much interest in Armenia,
but there are few instances in regards to the
Armenian socio-political realities that have been
addressed in its discourse. The S&D group referred
to the Armenian Velvet Revolution in its discourse
as a positive phenomenon, but in the further
development of the discourse, the same pragmatic
position towards Armenia continued as it was before
the revolution. Regarding the Nagorno-Karabakh
conflict, the political group stressed the role of the
OSCE Minsk Group and the need for a peaceful
settlement of the conflict, but the statements of the
S&D group during the second Nagorno-Karabakh
war did not explicitly mention the aggressor side of
the conflict. The group's appeals are addressed to
both Armenia and Azerbaijan. At the same time, it
is noteworthy that the political group's discourse on
the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict refers to the
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interference of external forces, particularly Russia
and Turkey. Such statements can be frequently
found in the speeches of the group members.
Another important point that is emphasized in the
S&D's discourse on the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict
is the responsibility of the conflicting parties to
dialogue with each other and to achieve a peaceful
settlement of the conflict without outside
interference. Although the political group has
frequently referred in its discourse to the importance
to find a solution to the conflict, the EU
involvement has not been particularly emphasized.
The group also referred to the 100th anniversary of
the Armenian Genocide, giving importance to
Turkey's recognition of the genocide on the one
hand, and the establishment of dialogue and
reconciliation between the two countries on the
other.
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