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SUMMARY
This report explores human security issues and geopolitical scenarios that unfolded,
and stemmed from, the Covid-19 outbreak in Eastern Europe. It sheds particularly light
on de facto republics and breakaway entities in Southeast Ukraine, Moldova,
Azerbaijan and Georgia. This regional perspective offers three relevant lessons for
better understanding the impact of Covid-19 crisis on Eastern Europe’s peripheral
areas.
First, authorities of de facto entities have benefitted from the state of emergency by
tacking a deeper and stricter control over disputed territories and their populations
through safety measures and peculiar mechanisms of control. Second, executive
tendencies of States dealing with de facto entities from within their de jure national
territory, have not guaranteed protection of human rights and respected the rule of law
accordingly. Third, certain segments of societies, which were previously exposed to
violence and exploitation, have been hit by military confrontations. This threefold
scenario continues to worsen tense atmospheres in those disputed territories, in
which conflicts have not been yet settled.
This report proceeds as follows. After a short introduction on debunking the discourse
of Covid-19 as “the great equaliser" discourse”, the first analysis explores the tense
relations between Ukraine and the self-proclaimed People’s Republics of Donetsk and
Luhansk. The author, Victoria Chumenko, pays particular attention to marginal
segments of the occupied territories and the geopolitical implications that have so far
led to a backdrop in Southeast Ukraine. In the South Caucasus, Alice Griffon and
Lenka Martinkova investigate the cause behind the latest flare-up in July 2020, which
occurred far away from the disputed region of Nagorno-Karabakh under the cover of
the Covid-19 emergency. Both do not only reflect on the implications of pandemic on
contested territory, but they also forsee how the Covid-19 crisis will have an impact on
Armenian and Azeri national economies. As often happens in Armenia and Azerbaijan,
people’s attention is drawn to the historical rivalry in the attempt to hide corruption,
malfunctioning of democratic mechanisms and other issues alike. In Georgia, instead,
Luca Dilda pointed out how the question of cooperation between Tbilisi and the two de
facto states of Abkhazia and South Ossetia has been pertaining yet difficult to be
concretely implemented due to the Russian spoiler tactics on a military and
informatics ground. Last but not least, Michael Andruch argued that Transnistria is
beyond doubt the de facto republics in Eastern Europe, showing the highest number of
infected people, on the one hand, and the lowest chances to deal properly with the
pandemic, on the other hand. At the same time, Russia continues to spoil the relations
between Chisinau and Trisapol, the de facto republic would most probably face the
collapse of its economy.
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KEY
FINDINGS
The pandemic has hit the most vulnerable groups living in
the de facto States and along Lines of Contact (LoC) or
unrecognised external borders. In particular, IDPs, women
and ederly, who often live under the line of poverty, have
suffered the introduction of safety measures.
The pandemic has accelerated already-existing
phenomena of State capture and patronage politics
between the kin-State and de facto entities.
Great Powers, such as Russia or Turkey, have found a
fertile terrain during the pandemic since war-torn regions
remain in need of help and international assistance.
The Covid-19 crisis has exacerbated territorial rivalries by
paving the way to new military escalations and clashes in
contexts that were already affected by (geo-)political
disputes.
Human rights in general, and human security in particular,
have been negatively affected by mechanisms of control
and safety measures. Although they were introduced and
implemented for minimising risks of contagion and the
spread of the virus, the rise of people infected with Covid19 has not dropped.
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DEBUNKING THE
DISCOURSE OF COVID-19
AS 'THE GLOBAL EQUALISER'
FRANCESCO TRUPIA
In time of pandemic, navigating between reality and disinformation has been
challenging yet centrally paramount for everyone in the realm of everyday
life. Since the Covid-19 outbreak, governments have been unprepared to act
against the spread of the virus and thereby minimise the risks of contagion.
As a result of this, citizens have remained unaware of the real issues at
stake, while scepticism and political dissatisfaction have been on the rise.
At the grassroots level, people’s disrespect of the basic rules decided
according to mechanisms of control, unfolded in protests against power
institutions, leaving room to conspiracy theories and vernacularism.
Worldwide, the pandemic has rapidly come to expose already-existing
structural problems ofliberal democracy and its model of society. In Central
and Eastern Europe, it has particularly accelerated democratic backslidings,
especially in those countries with already-present authoritarian tendencies.
In this regard, safety measures have exacerbated a large variety of already
well-known phenomena (e.g., labour exploitation of seasonal workers and
medics) along with other interlinked domestic issues (e.g., organised crime,
political corruption, ossification of power hierarchies, violations of human
rights and so forth). Despite the fact that many have defined the Covid-19
as 'the great equaliser', there is little doubt that certain regions and
segments of societies have been much more exposed than others to the
risks of infection and the spread of the virus. Across contested peripheries
and borderlands of Eastern Europe, the executive competences tending to
be expanded and justified in name of the pandemic, have paved the way to
another wave of military confrontations and acts of violence against
communities at risk even before the Covid-19 crisis. Within the region, for
example, long-standing territorial disputes erupted during and after the
demise of the Soviet Union, have brought the international community to
stay alert. Not only medics and healthcare personnel, but also civilians,
displaced peoples (IDPs) as well as refugees and women have been paying
the highest price for the state of emergency and its consequences on the
ground. Not only Central and Eastern Europe as a whole, but the poorest
countries of the region, such as Armenia and Moldova, or already ruled by
oligarchs and family dynasties, such as Ukraine and Azerbaijan, have been
affected the most by the Covid-19 crisis. Debunking the discourse of Covid19 as the ‘great equal’ means to analyse the trajectories of today’s crisis by
addressing its trajectories and what might lead to a further impoverishment
of democracy and people's exploitation. It is hoped that this report will
contribute to do so.
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DE FACTO STATES
IN EASTERN
EUROPE

BELARUS
RUSSIAN FEDERATION

UKRAINE
MOLDOVA

TRANSNISTRIA

Post-Soviet breakaway state,
internationally recognized as part of Moldova,

On March, 21, the first two positive Covid-19 cases were
announced. On May 12, 802 cases were registered.

GEORGIA

REPUBLIC OF CRIMEA
Since March 2014 de facto administered by Russia,
but recognised internationally as a part of Ukraine

ARMENIA

On 21 March, the first case was confirmed. on July 10, 2020, there were ten
new cases in Crimea including the capital Sevastopol. The total count
during the pandemic was 1,089 with 37 deaths.

DONETSK & LUHANSK PEOPLE'S REPUBLICS

Russia-backed and self-proclaimed states
in the Eastern Ukraine, commonly referred to as Donbass

Between 30 and 31 March, the first two cases were reported in Donetsk and
Luhansk, respectively. On 13 June, 827 cases were confirmed, 38 patients had
died, and 209 were discharged from hospitals, were reported in Donetsk.
In Luhansk, on 26 May, 384 cases were confirmed, 179 patients were
reported. The number of deaths stayed at 10

ABKHAZIA

De facto State recognised by most countries as part of Georgia
On 30 March, a person who arrived from Russia, was confirmed positive.
The test, however, was conducted in Zugdidi, in Georgia, where the patient is being
treated. On August 18, 121 cases were reported

SOUTH OSSETIA

De facto State recognised by most countries as part of Georgia
The first three cases of COVID-19 in South Ossetia were confirmed on 6 May.
As of 24 May, there are a total of 37 cases in South Ossetia.[

REPUBLIC OF NAGORNO-KARABAKH

De Facto States referred by Armenians to as "Artsakh", internationally recognised as part of Azerbaijan

On 7 April, the Ministry of Health of the Artsakh Republic reported about its first coronavirus case. As of 24 May,
there have been 33 cases in Artsakh. To date, Artsakh has reported to have performed 9,465 tests, of which 271
were positive (confirmed COVID-19 cases)

AZERBAIJAN

NAGORNO-KARABAKH
ALICE GRIFFON & LENKA MARTINKOVA

In light of the Covid-19 global crisis, it is challenging to observe its impact
on de facto States in the South Caucasus. Armenia and Azerbaijan have
been fighting over the Nagorno-Karabakh region even prior to the demise
of the Soviet Union. Despite some minor progress observed in the last
years, the latest military confrontations brought light to the unsettled
issues of the ‘Karabakh knot’. Last July 2020, indeed, a flare-up erupted in
the northern border between the two conflicting sides. This unexpected
military escalation occurred while both nations were, and so are today,
struggling with the pandemic and the escalating infection rates within the
region. Given this token, to what extent the Covid-19 health crisis has
worsened and impinged more on the already tense relations between
Armenia and Azerbaijan?

The Nagorno-Karabakh Conflict
under the Cover of Covid-19 Crisis
Since the breakup of the ethnic tensions in the
formerly Nagorno-Karabakh Autonomous
Oblast (NKAO), the territorial rivalry between
Armenia and Azerbaijan has always played a
central role for achieving full-fledged peace
across the South Caucasus. As referred to as
Republic of Artsakh among Armenians,
today's de facto Republic of NagornoKarabakh remains the oldest conflict in the
post-Soviet space. Broken out in 1987, the
conflict lasted for the entire collapse of the
USSR, continuing up until today to impinge on
the post-soviet Republics of Armenia and
Azerbaijan. The origin of the conflict are
typical for the post-Soviet region in general,
and the Caucasus in particular: a historical
large-scale ethnic dispute that unfolded all
sorts of violence and continuous violations of
human rights and international law.
Although a ceasefire agreement was signed in
Bishkek (Kyrgyzstan) in 1994, Armenia and
Azerbaijan were forced to a regional standstill.
In 1996, the OSCE submitted a proposal for a
peaceful solution with the help of the Minsk
Group. Despite this, the de facto authorities of
the Nagorno-Karabakh Republic self-declared
as a sovereign state, albeit Armenia was able
to recognise but only support the struggle for
self-determination of the indigenous KarabakiArmenians. At the same time, Azerbaijan did
not benefit at all from the status quo [1]. Baku
has always campaigned for the protection of
its territorial integrity, thereby denouncing the
Armenian aggression into its national borders.
In 2016, the territorial rivalry esclated anew.
During the bloodshed events of the so-called
Four-Day War, military clashes and violantion
of the ceasefire agreement conducted to the
deaths on both sides of the line.
Due to the conflict, more than 750,000 people
were displaced from both sides. As a result of
this, interstate relations are the major concern.
The Armenian-Azeri borders as well as the
Armenian-Turkish borders remain closed.

When the COVID-19 virus reached Azerbaijan,
in February 2020, the Operational Headquarter
was created under the leadership of Ministers
and Chairman of Central Bank. In order to
develop specific measures to the contain risks
among the population and the impact on the
economy, Azerbaijan declared nationwide
quarantine from 30 March onward [2]. On 24
April, Baku released safety measures. At the
beginning of June, however, lockdown was
once again introduced. Nevrtheless, on June 3,
325 new cases and 101 recoveries were
reported, and a total of 2.519 active cases. In
mid-August, there were in total 35.274
infected, 518 deaths, and 32.993 recovered
[3]. Azerbaijan has not been stricken harshly
during the spring season thanks to the strict
restrictions and lockdown introduced and
implemented. Yet, the situation has been
worsening since then.
Among the post-Soviet Republics, Armenia
conuted the highest number of people
infected with Covid-19. Considering the
number of the national population, 41.701
cases with 824 deaths [4], on March 16 the
Armenian President, Nikol Pashinyan, declared
the state of emergency. The latter was
renewed for the fifth time on August 12 and
extended until September 11. Nevertheless,
July was the hardest month of the pandemic
due to the 700 cases identified and 17 deaths.
In turn, the Republic of Armenia will be most
probably hit by a series of consequences
damaging the growth of its national economyl.
Since May, shops have been allowed to
reopen, including the non-essential ones, and
the lockdown was partially lifted. The last
state of emergency renewal also reintroduced
foreign traveling, which might be a risky
decision, despite the decreasing number of
infections according to the Health Minister.
In Nagorno-Karabakh, the present level of
uncertainaity deteriorated by the Covid-19
crisis.
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In Stepanakert, de facto capital of NagornoKarabakh Republic, the hospital and other
healthcare centres have been challenged by
the arrival of the virus. Across the de facto
republic, the situation seemed immediately
even worst as vehicles and medical devices
were badly outdated.
Once again, the unrecognized NagornoKarabakh Republic relied on its long-time ally,
Armenia, which provided some assistance
through the delivery of Covid-19 test kits. At
the same time, Stepanakert welcomed the
assistance of the International Committee of
the Red Cross (ICRC), the one and only
international organization working on the
ground despite the large number of challenges
to operate inside the region. Moreover, since
the Nagorno-Karabakh Republic remains de
jure part of the national territory of the
Republic of Azerbaijan, Baku should have
approved operations from within the region.
Overall, the Ministry of Health of the NagornoKarabakh Republic identified 247 cases [5], a
number that however cannot be representative
of the global situation in the region.
Despite this, the de facto Armenian republic
decided to hold as planned its presidential and
parliamentary elections in March and April.
"Turnout was high, and only a few wore masks
or gloves while standing in long, closely
packed lines to vote [6]. The behavior
observed from the executive power has put at
risk the population. After having laying the
scene for the elections, Nagorno-Karabakh
Republic's de facto entities reminded to the
international community to be an independent
State able to cope with a state of emergency
and protecting democracy in its territory.
Neither Armenia nor Azerbaijan nor the
international community could recognise the
result of the electoral turnout.

The Flare-Up
in July 2020
The latest military confrontation between
Armenia and Azerbaijan occurred in July 2020
under the cover of the Covid-19 crisis. Sixteen
casualties were reported and identified.
Among the victims, one civilian was killed
during an artillery fire. One high ranked
Azerbaijani general died during the military
clashes.
However, the flre-up occurred in the northern
part of the border between Azerbaijan and
Armenia, far from the Lines of Contacts (LoC)
of the de facto state of Nagorno-Karabakh
Republic. However, as a result of the rivalry
over the contested region, the Armenian-Azeri
international border where clashes erupted is
one of the most heavily militarised and
controlled by both sides. As usual, causes
remain unknown and difficult to understand as
both countries continue to accuse each other
and officially state their own position. Armenia
accused Azerbaijan of provoking the Armenian
forces deployed along the border, and vice
versa. In between, little information is
accessible due to the puzzling scenario.
Beyond doubts, such military confrontation
worsened those little improvements that
seemed to open a new season for both
countries after the appointment of Nikol
Pashinyan as a Prime Minister in 2018,
following the so-called Velvet Revolution. For
example, a hotline was installed to allow
commanders along the LoC to interact with
each other. Yet, as Paul Stronski underlined,
"military conflict is the last thing that either
country needs right now" [7]. In this regard, the
question of how the Covid-19 pandemic is
exacerbating the already-tense relations from
within the region. As Thomas de Waal
tweeted, "Nothing accidental here. Cease-fire
violations are a political decision.” Would it
indeed be a political decision from one of the
sides to undermine an already weakened
enemy?
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The Nagorno-Karabakh
as a Regional Knot
Worldwide, the Covid-19 crisis has come to
exacerbate pre-existing regional conflicts and
territorial disputes. In the case of the NagornoKarabakh rivalry, the pandemic might unfold a
strategic perspective for the future. Hence, it
is therefore important to underline the motives
at stake.
Firstly, the 'Nagorno-Karabakh knot' can not be
only addressed through the lens of the ethnic
dispute. In fact, economic factors play a
crucial role for the resolution of the conflict.
The unbalanced distribution of wealth and
cooperation through the Caspian Sea oil
pipeline is surely benefiting Azerbaijan from
high earnings and economic growth. At the
same time, Armenia is excluded from it,
struggling against embargoes. Indeed, with
tensions from all over the region, except
Georgia, it is hard for Armenia to develop
beneficial economic relationships. However,
thanks to the hope that raised among
Armenians after the appointment of President
Pashinyan, the country experienced a certain
exponential economic growth. In general, the
Government enjoys strong public support,
which allows it to implement core reforms in
the judicial and political systems. In fact,
Pashinyan's primary goal seems to remain
that of eradicating corruption in the country
and restoring economic growth. All of these
led to a 7.6 GDP growth in 2019 [8] indeed.
Azerbaijan
desires
economic
growth,
development, and modernization, too [9]. So
far, Azerbaijan has been fulfilling its goals,
moving into the group of “Countries with a
high average income” according to the World
Bank. Unlike Armenia, Azerbaijan does not
depend on regional actors since it has always
been in the position of a strong regional actor
that Russia and even Turkey need for
cooperation in the region. In this regard, the
conflict over Nagorno-Karabakh might change
outcomes, perhaps in favour of Armenia.

In fact, Azerbaijani authorities claimed the July
escalation resulted from Armenia's spoiler
tatics aimed at attracting Russia and the
CSTO [10]. If proven true, the Azeri statement
might comprise Russia's position in the Minsk
Group and definitely favour Armenia to the
detriment of Azerbaijan [11]. The latter,
however, could be using the conflict with
Armenia as a means to distract the
international community and Azeri citizens
from corruption and economic slowdown. If
so, the July flare-up would be appropriately
timed to cover the corruption affairs and
economic crisis given by the pandemic.
Similarly in 2016, the Four-Day War erupted
under the cover of the Panama Papers, where
the Aliev family was mentioned among others.
To a certain extent, the fact that Armenia does
not have many options and national resources
to improve its regional position and economic
situation makes the country in the position to
lose nothing but its potential role in the region.
Conversely, Azerbaijan could pay a higher
price in the light of the severe slowdown and
Covid-19 impacts on its national economy.
Under these circumstances, the state of
emergency might unfold yet another period of
military confrontation. In fact, following the
July flare-up, the Azeri Minister of Defence
reminded in a public statement that Baku has
the capacity of bombing Armenia and its
Metsamor nuclear plant.
Due to historical and cultural baggage and
hostility, it is very easy for both states to slip
into a violent display of military clashes. In the
challenging time of pandemic, both countries
have easily succumbed to the tendency to
defend their territory and their national honor
by confronting each other. While it seems
possible to fight the health crisis neither with
weapons nor with national honor, frustration
and lack of resorses against the COVID-19
crisis might cause a fruther escalation in the
long-standing conflict of Nagorn-Karabakh.
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Th i s p a r t o f t h e r e p o r t p r e s e n t s t h e d i g es t o f
C O VID - 1 9 p a n d e m i c i mp a c t a c r o s s t h e n o n g o v e r n me n t c o n t r o l l e d a r e a ( N G C A) in U k r a in e
a n d t h e m e a s u r e s t a k e n i n r e s p o n s e t o m i t iga t e
the
pandemic
implications
by
de
facto
a u t h o r i t i e s . Th i s d o e s n o t a i m t o a s s e s s t h e f u ll
r e s p o n s e i n t r o d u c e d b y t h e G o v er n m en t o f
U k r a i n e d u r i n g t h e p a n d e mi c , y e t s o m e o f t h e
m e a s u r e s w h i c h i mp a c t e d t h e N G C A will b e
e x a mi n e d . T h e d a t a f o r t h i s a n a ly s is w a s
obtained through the reports produced by
i n t e r n a t i o n a l o r g a n i s a t i o n s , N G O s a n d o t h er
credible monitoring institutions. Some of the
i n f o r m a t i o n c o l l e c t e d o n t h e a c ti v it ie s o f t h e d e
f a c t o a u t h o r i t i e s mi g h t l a c k v e r a c i t y a n d
transparency.

Donetsk and Luhansk People's Republics
in Time of the Pandemic
Non-government Controlled Area (NGCA) –
namely, the de facto People’s Republics of
Donetsk (DPR) and Luhansk (LPR), plagued by
years war, were susceptible to external
factors. In fact, lack of human security has
been an issue even prior to the introduction to
safety measures introduced due to the Covid19 crisis.
The quarantine has exarcebated the warfare
scenario in Southeast Ukraine. Within this, the
overall situation has thus deteriorated with the
advent of the pandemic, which has led in turn
to numerous and multifold challenges for the
inhabitants of the war zone.
The burning question regarding war-torn areas,
came to overlap the issue of Entry-Exist
Checkpoints’ (EECPs). Freedom of movement
of inhabitants and OSCE’s missions within and
across the NGCA of Donetsk and Luhansk,
were firstly suspended and only subsequently
restored but with heavy restrictions.
In mid-March 2020, the introduction of EECPs
closure along the Line of Contact (LoC) has
caused turmoil and a huge humanitarian
concern (Fritz & Martin, 2020). Only under
exceptional circumstances, the individuals
were allowed to cross the EECPs. Safety
measures challenged the life of thousands of
locals, forced to suspend their business
activity, and of those who were separated
from their relatives. In particular, pensioners
could not receive their pensions, which still
remains the primary resource of income. Yet
other segments of people could not receive
social benefits.
In January 2020, the State Border Guard
Service of Ukraine fixed over one million
EECPs crossings both in Crimea and Eastern
Ukraine. This number dropped by 52,000 by
July 2020. The most common reason for
EECPs crossing is the recipience of the
pensions or social payments, which account
for 50% as per R2P data.

In both Luhansk and Donetsk oblasts, aged
locals, who constitute the 30% of the overall
population, still dependent on the social
programs, were identified by the WHO as a
group of heightened risk. The decision of full
closure of EECPs exposed them to poverty and
health issues. The inability to withdraw
pensions on the government-controlled area
(GCA) impoverished the population. Freedom
of movement was restricted for international
organisations’ and OSCE’s mission, remaining
as such up until August since the shutdown of
the EECPs as per OSCE report [1]. The DPR
and LPR used the lockdown measures in their
favour as a pretext to deny the access of SMM
OSCE patrols to the occupied territory. Some
other humanitarian actors also experienced
obstacles with delivering medical equipment
to NGCA of Luhansk oblast.
The healthcare system and its infrastructure
of the de facto states ravaged by the six years
of the war, was completely unprepared to halt
the virus and deliver the proper treatment to
infected people. As per the OCHA Ukraine
report, some hospital in Luhansk faced COVID
19 outbreak and were forced to accept
patients at some point due to the increased
number of patients. The Crimean healthcare
scenario seems also alarming. The shortage
of tests and medical equipment are on the
agenda, indeed. Meanwhile, the isolation from
the external world does not allow the annexed
peninsula and unrecognised authorities to
receive any tests or medical supplies from the
Western countries [2]. In the absence of
international oversight and presence, the real
scope of pandemic damage on the peninsula
cannot be fully examined since no
international. Since 2014 the monitoring
activities of the human rights observers have
been wrapped up. As long as Russia conceals
the data on the virus spread [3], the coverage
of the situation remains to be unknown and
the actual damage is downplayed.
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In addition, the rise of domestic violence
cases, violations of human rights, the dilemma
of pensions, and a further decrease of the
welfare conditions of inhabitants, became
central amid the pandemic. The economic
vulnerability dramatically propelled domestic
violence. The UN Women Ukraine reported an
increase of calls to helpline by 30% with the
advent of a pandemic [4]. Ukrainian NGOs
declared that the number of cases close to the
front-zone has doubled at the same time
(Ibid.). Nonetheless, the estimates for the
domestic violence in the uncontrolled
territories are hard, if not impossible to be
obtained. Water insecurity and inadequate
sanitation have become another humanitarian
concern that puts healthcare facilities in peril.
According to the UNHRC [5], most of the
inhabitants across the Line of Contact are
deprived of water resources, which is crucial in
halting the spread of COVID-19. Rural areas
next to the frontline do not have a centralised
water supply and require a better-coordinated
approach, which the state of emergency has
highlighted.

Among others, water insecurity is also a
primary concern for Crimea. The shortage of
water resources became a dire issue following
the annexation of the peninsula by Russia.
Since then, the issue worsened. According to
the Crimea Human Rights Groups, some of the
hospitals are cut off from the water supply and
sanitary conditions are devastating.
The infringement of human rights in the
Crimean Peninsula was also documented by
the UN and civil organisations during the
pandemic and released in the report by the
International Partnership for Human Rights.
Those are related to the overcrowded pre-trial
detention centers; fairness and legitimacy of
7000 initiated prosecution process over
alleged infringement of the quarantine
measures through administrative courts;
further limitation of the freedom of
expressions,
punishment
of
political
dissidents; prolongation of the pre-trial
detention of the political cases against
Crimean Tatars regardless of the virus
outbreak.

The Key-Factor of the IDPs
While Internally Displaced Persons (IDPs) have
been affected by the ongoing war, their socioeconomic situation remains exposed to the
external factors. The pandemic, indeed,
became rapidly the major concerns as it
challenged the most vulnerable people.
According to the survey results conducted by
the ‘’Stabilization Supports Services’’, 59% of
survey respondents stated that their economic
situation has dramatically worsened as the
result of pandemic-stipulated unemployment
and the imposed quarantine measures. 49% of
IDPs have undergone financial hardships by
paying their rent and utility bills. One of the
major setbacks for IDPs restrictions was
propelled by the closure of EECPs and this
decision affected 61% of respondents. This
change has contributed to the limited freedom
of movement between GCA and NGCA.

Elderly and people with disabilities also
experienced difficulties at the EECPs while
attempting to cross and consequently access
to livelihoods and health care services.
Problems driven by pandemic, had an impact
on women and men, respectively. However,
the former were more loaded with extra work
at home than the latter, who were more likely
to face a loss of income and subsequent
inability to secure livelihoods. On top of that,
respondents expressed that prior to the
quarantine they had issues with the purchase
of housing, suffered from the poor living
conditions and other related family issues.
As a result of quarantine measures, all these
issues became even deeper, while only a few
IDPs were aware of the programs introduced
in support of people facing the pandemic
outbreak.
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The Geopolitical Dimension and
theDynamic of the Peace-Talks
Amid the Pandemic
Politically speaking, the burst of the virus left
room to many other implications that those
already present in the NGCA before the
pandemic.
First of all, the future of the peace talks in the
post-pandemic times has been put at stake.
West’s attention has been diverted by the
pandemic-driven devastating effects, which
urged to manage inevitable outcomes. After
moving the peace process to the periphery of
Europe, indeed, the political agenda shifted to
the Covid-19 crisis.
It is also unlikely that as the result of the
COVID-19 pandemic Russia will abandon its
geopolitical expansionist mission and will stop
carring on its activities to further deteriorate
the occupied territories and thereby limit
Ukraine’s sovereignty. The Kremlin has already
tried to take advantages from the current
humanitarian catastrophe. One of Russia's
attempts was that of shifting the responsibility
to Kiev for the humanitarian crisis in Crimea
and thus calling for resuming water supply
trough North Crimean Canal. This was publicly
condemned by the de facto Crimean MP in an
official letter sent to the United Nations High
Commissions for Human Rights (Skrypchenko,
2020).
Yet, such diplomatic manoeuvre was followed
by yet another major alteration in the
negotiation process. TCG initiated an
establishment of an Advisory Group, which
would consist of the representative of the
Russia-backed separatists and would also sit
at the one table with the rest parties to the
peace settlement process in the attempt to
restore a dialogue with them (Zerkal, 2020).

Although this alarming change was not
finalized and diverted eventually by the
Ukrainian government, for the time being, the
envisaged format would ‘de facto’ legitimize as
well as empwer Russian proxies and finally
serve as a supportive foundation for the
Russian discursive strategy over the ‘civil war
in Ukraine’.
Considering that a ceasefire regime between
Ukraine and Russia has not been yet reached,
the quarantine restrictions did not stop the
military confrontations, as the OSCE reported
[6]. Ominous ceasefire deal agreed between
Ukraine Russia and OSCE [7] which came into
force on July, 27th has been also violated
numerous times and 7 Ukrainian military
officers have been killed according to the
OSCE [8]. Overall, regardless of how the
pandemic unfolds Russia will carry on its
pursuit to and refute its direct involvement
Kremlin also attempted to lift Western
sanctions against its government, backing up
this with the argument of COVID-19 outbreak
[9]. In case the sanctions are eased, this will
weaken Ukraine’s diplomatic positions and
fortify Russian’s grounds to distance itself
from the war.

The Response to
Pandemic-Driven
Challenges
In mid-May 2020, the first gradual relaxation of
the lockdown measures took place in Ukraine.
Yet, the information on the re-opening of the
EECPs was not communicated sufficiently. In
June 2020 authorities of Ukraine and de facto
authorities have decided to soften the
embargo measures.
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However, information was not delivered to
civilians properly and most of the individuals
were stuck in the ‘gray zone’ for several days
as most of the EECPs were kept closed (Fritz,
2020). Such an approach with confusing
information from both sides, contributes to
exarcebate interstate relations between Kiev
and Moscow and put people in perilous
conditions.
As it has been brought up previously, one of
the major issues which impacted the
population residing within NGCA and IDPs was
connected to the EECPs closure.

The consequence of this containment policy
decision was partially addressed by the
Ukrainian authorities according to the
“Stablization Support Services” report. The
temporary amendments to the legislation were
made to cancel the mandatory verification for
the IDPs which is required for pension
recipience, and extend some social benefits.
However, those measures were not sufficient
enough to resolve the issue of closed EECPs,
nor to entirely relieve the economic burden
placed on the conflict-affectedpopulation.

Key Takeaways
The situation in the NGCA shows the decrease
of citizen’s welfare and worsening of the
overall humanitarian conditions, alongside the
freezing of the negotiation peace process. The
economic vulnerability has been exacerbated
and led to greater insecurities in other aspects
of IDPs and people’s who live in proximity with,
and inside, the NGCA.
However, the possibilities to measure the full
impact of COVID-19 in the war zone is limited
and the understanding of the pandemic
implications for the de facto states remains
largely unknown due to ongoing fighting, and
inability to collect transparent and credible
data. Therefore, it is crucial to safeguard the
unhindered OSCE’s mission during the
pandemic, so the patrols could freely perform
their mandate and provide reliable information
on the currents on the ground as it is
stipulated in the Minsk accords. The
international community and Ukraine should
also call on Russia to grant permission to
SMM and ICRC missions to operate on the
peninsula. The need for humanitarian aid and
verified data can be only met if the presence
of these organizations is guaranteed.

Moreover, in the case of the next phase of the
pandemic outbreak, the restrictive measures
should be imposed smoothly and more safely,
without violation of freedom of movement,
disruption
of
social
cohesion,
and
marginalization of the most vulnerable people.
For instance, any further closure of EECPs
should be compliant with the international
human rights law and fulfil the requirements
of legality, necessity, proportionality, and nondiscrimination according to the UN RC/HC
Ukraine [10]. The price of EECPs closure
cannot be fully assessed, while setbacks of
this decision and civilian’s sufferings will be
long-running.
To achieve public health security and
safeguard the security of the area any
measures should be imposed adhering to the
international humanitarian law, be temporarily
in scope and should not marginalize and
deepen the sufferings of the vulnerable
people. All of theactivities should be legitimate
and
aimed
at
protecting
human
lives,alleviating the threats to their well-being
and civil rights. In order to ensure this, the
performance
of
the
humanitarian
organizations should not be impeded by de
facto authorities.
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Footnotes
[1] https://www.osce.org/special-monitoring-mission-toukraine/461263
[2] https://ru.krymr.com/a/news-krym-korinevich-okoronoviruse-na-poluostrove/30571614.html
[3] https://www.ukrinform.net/rubric-polytics/3025935ukraine-at-osce-calls-on-russia-to-grant-internationalorganizations-access-to-crimea-and-donbas.html
[4] https://hromadske.ua/posts/pandemiya-vseredinipandemiyi-yak-karantin-v-ukrayini-vplivaye-nadomashnye-nasilstvo
[5] https://www.unhcr.org/ua/20475-міжнароднийдень-води.html
[6]https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/blogs/ukrainealert/ru
sso-ukrainian-war-putin-must-be-held-accountable/
[7] https://www.osce.org/ru/special-monitoring-missionto-ukraine/450697
[8] https://www.reuters.com/article/us-ukraine-crisisceasefire/deal-reached-for-east-ukraine-ceasefire-fromjuly-27-idUSKCN24N2SX
[9] https://texty.org.ua/fragments/101732/najshvydshyjsposib-zakinchyty-vijnu-prohraty-u-nij/
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ABKHAZIA &
SOUTH OSSETIA
LU CA DI LD A

The
COVID-19
state
of
emergency
is
currently
marking 2020, affecting the
South Caucasus in general and
its de facto states in particular.
This analysis investigates how
Georgia's
de
facto
states,
Abkhazia and South Ossetia,
respectively, have been dealing
with the COVID-19 pandemic
and to what extent this global
crisis has worsened the preexisting security issues within
the region. In order to shed
light on COVID-19 takeaways
and
nexus
with
the
unrecognised
states,
open
sources, think tank research
and materials produced by
NGOs and scholars are taken
into consideration to elaborate
on these issues and give an
objective picture of the current
events.
In
conclusion,
this
short
analysis
suggests
different outcomes from both
Abkhazia and South Ossetia. In
this, however, the divergences
between Georgia and the de
facto
states
(aligned
with
Russia) jeopardise the stability
across the region, requiring a
high
level
of
awareness
regarding security issues.

To Cooperate or not to Cooperate.
That is the Question.
At the beginning of February, the COVID-19
began to spread from China to the rest of the
world, and it rapidly reached the South
Caucasus states. Georgia reported the first
cases on February 26, 2020.
Since the number of positives steadily
increased, the government enforced a
lockdown within the country. Among other
safety measures, schools and shops were
closed, social distancing was recommended,
travel ban was implemented along with a 14day quarantine for all the people travelling
back to Georgia from foreign countries.
Furthermore, the government declared the
state of emergency and curfew that lasted
from March 21 to May 22 and closed the
borders. From May onward, Georgian
authorities began to lift some of these
restrictions. By July, the European Union (EU)
declared Georgia one of the safest countries
in time of the pandemic.
As part of its de jure territory, Tbilisi also
monitored both spread and risk of contagion
in the occupied regions of South Ossetia and
Abkhazia. The two de facto states (recognised
by the United Nations as de jure part of
Georgia) dealt the COVID 19 emergency with
different approaches. On March 28, Valeriy
Bganba (acting President of Abkhazia)
introduced a state of emergency over the
entire territory, which lasted until April 20. The
safety measures provided the forced closure
of many shops, and the population was invited
not to leave their homes, avoid gatherings and
respect the curfew. On March 30, Aleksandre
Motserelia, governor of Samegrelo Zemo
Svaneti (Abkhazia's neighbouring region)
confirmed that a woman was hospitalised at
the Zugdidi's hospital. She travelled from
Russia to Georgia, passing Abkhazia's capital
and staying in the Gali district. The local
authorities (both Samegrelo Zemo Svaneti and
Abkhazia) isolated all the people that got in
contact with her.

Nevertheless, the overall conditions of the
region worried the experts since Abkhazia
lacks specialised infrastructures. In addition,
many doctors, and a high percentage of the
population alike, were in advanced age,
making them an easier target for potential
infection and spread of contagion in turn.
In order to contain the spreading of the COVID19, Georgia and Abkhazia began to cooperate.
The World Health Organization (WHO) acted
as a mediator between Tbilisi and Sukhumi,
supplying Abkhazia with essential medical
equipment and receiving the Georgian
president's gratitude for its immediate
response. Furthermore, Abkhazia received
more medical supplies from the UN
Development Programme (UNDP), financial
support from the EU and the United States of
America (US), and COVID-19 tests kits and
soldiers from the Russian Federation. Even
though immediate help was delivered, the de
facto government stated that their economy
(based on trade and tourism) would have
suffered a considerable backlash and they will
need more financial help to manage the
pandemic crisis. On the other hand, South
Ossetia managed the COVID 19 pandemic with
a slightly different strategy. The de facto
government of Tskhinvali confirmed the first
cases at the beginning of May, recording three
infected people that were quarantined at the
Infectious Diseases Hospital. Previously, as
the coronavirus was rapidly spreading in the
neighbouring countries, South Ossetian
authorities had decided to close shops and
schools. Following that decision, since April 5,
the de facto government of Tskhinvali decided
to close the external (Russian Federation) and
internal (Georgia) borders. Unlike Abkhazia,
South Ossetia refused to cooperate with the
Georgian government and with international
organisations, including the WHO. Tskhinvali
affirmed that cooperating with Tbilisi would
mean anything but weaken their claim for
independence and recognition from Georgia.
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The decision stemmed more likely from
Russia's role on South Ossetia, which remains
nowadays heavily dependent on the Kremlin's
support. Moscow sent medical equipment and
military staff to help to enforce the lockdown.
However, similar to the Abkhazian context,
South Ossetia's population is in advanced age,
and
the
region
lack
of
adequate
infrastructures, medical equipment, and
personnel, represents a significant concern for
tackling the pandemic.
To date, South Ossetia cooperates only with
the International Committee of the Red Cross
(ICRC), which mostly provides food supplies;
moreover, the authorities refused to admit
WHO personnel in the country unless they
enter through Russia.

Disinformation in
Time of Pandemic
The COVID-19 pandemic did not attenuate the
long-term dispute between South Ossetia,
Abkhazia with Georgia. More precisely, the
COVID-19 crisis increased the mistrust
between the two de facto States and Tbilisi.
The cultural differences between the
Ossetians and Georgian always played an
essential role in the quarrel between the two
parties. The central government always felt
the Russian were using South Ossetia to
undermine the Georgian authorities, whereas
the Ossetian felt their cultural heritage
endangered.
During
the
coronavirus
emergency, the discrepancy between the two
parties grew considerably. South Ossetia did
not accept any help from any international
actors who did not recognise their sovereignty,
or rather, they asked them to enter their
territories through Russia instead of Georgia.
In the past years, the Russian Federation
began to develop an online system based on
social media pages and website to spread
disinformation in Georgia. The network proved
to be essential during the coronavirus
emergency, producing misleading contents
and discrediting the Georgian approach to
manage the COVID-19 pandemic.

The majority of fake news aimed at fuelling
discontent; they addressed, among others, the
incapacity of Tbilisi to manage the emergency,
and Russia and China's crucial role in fighting
the virus while the EU and US were hesitant on
how tackling the issue worldwide. These
geopolitical spoiler tactics are the striking
example of the strategy of the Lugar Research
Center. Although the latter analyses the
COVID-19 tests, the laboratory was accused of
producing dangerous pathogens that would
have been used for military purposes. The
mistrust toward the Georgian authorities
sharpened the tensions and intensified the
internal division, especially with South Ossetia.
The hostilities translated into attacks against
civilians, illegal arrests and tighter border
controls, that made challenging for apparently
infected citizens to reach medical facilities
and receive treatment.
At the same time, however, the COVID-19
pandemic promoted a temporary cessation of
the hostilities between Abkhazia and Georgia.
Even though for many years the two parties
preferred to isolate and froze any diplomatic
dialogue, Sukhumi and Tbilisi collaborated on
the fight against the virus. However, the joint
effort did not eradicate the long-standing and
profound issues or settled the dispute
between the two parties, which seem to be far
from a conflict's resolution.

Security and
Stability on Thin Ice

Russia is one of the few countries that
recognise the independence of South Ossetia
and Abkhazia; indeed, before the pandemic
spread all over the world, the Kremlin planned
to modernise the military forces deployed in
the regions. Georgia condemned the project,
and it was temporarily postponed due to the
COVID 19 situation. However, during the
pandemic, the Russian army operated in South
Ossetia and Abkhazia helping the local
governments to enforce the lockdown and
patrolling the occupied territories, reigniting
the hostilities.
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In doing so, the Russian Federation took once
again advantages of the pandemic continuing
the "borderisation" process in Georgia's
occupied territories and thus increasing the
friction between Moscow and Tbilisi.
Furthermore, according to the NGO European
Endowment for Democracy and the think tank
Democracy Research Institute, the proRussian media in Georgia fuelled extremist
groups. These factions played a vital role in
spreading false information on the internet
regarding the role of the West and the
Georgian government in dealing with the virus.
Moreover, they took part in enhancing
nationalistic feelings and the increase of
violent protests across the country.
From the economic perspective, the region
was already suffering before the pandemic.
The situation only worsened the pre-existing
conditions, which could further endanger the
stability of the region and trigger new
escalations given by the day-present security
threats. In this regard, most Georgians
believed the Russian aggression has never
stopped. Although there is no armed conflict,
the region is far from having long-term
stability.
During the COVID-19 pandemic, Abkhazia and
Georgia strengthened their interstate relations
despite the lack of international recognition
and independence. For the years to come, the
cooperation might represent a new starting
point for dialogue; however, the truce between
Sukhumi and Tbilisi seems to be ephemeral.
South Ossetia's state of affairs appears more
complicated than Abkhazia's. During the
pandemic, indeed, Tskhinvali refused to
cooperate with Georgia and other international
organisations within the country, strengthening
its ties with Moscow.

In this, the Kremlin violated multiple times the
ceasefire agreement signed in 2008, justifying
the deployment of more soldiers (and so
continuing the borderisation process) as a
measure to manage the health emergency.
These moves fuelled the tensions in the region
and increased the conflict between Georgia
and South Ossetia, diminishing the chances of
a dialogue.
To conclude, the COVID-19 crisis has so far
accentuated the impasse in the region. Both
Abkhazia and South Ossetia are far from
solving the interwoven issue of independence
and sovereignty to be recognised by Georgia.
In this backdrop, the two de facto states are
falling even more under the Russian umbrella.
Undoubtedly, Moscow is using the COVID-19
emergency as a geopolitical means to
continue to destabilise the region from within.
On the one hand, Moscow does nothing more
than discrediting Georgia and the Western
countries on a regional and global scale. On
the other hand, it fuels unrest within the
occupied territories by putting human security
at risk within a region which remains trapped
in between.
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TRANSNITRIA
M I CH A EL AN D RUC H

Transnistria was unprepared when the COVID-19 pandemic
hit its citizens, due to which it is considered as the most
infected de facto state in the post-Soviet region. Even after a
quick response of the government, the de facto State has
never stopped suffering from the worst phenomena of the
health crisis. This paper defines three key-factors, which are
threating the security situation from outside and inside of
the de facto state: tense relations with Moldova and theirs
politicization, unhealthy economy system, and activities of
the Transnistrian“border guard” and Russian peace-making
forces. None of them can be solved without international
assistance, which is currently represented by 5+2 countries
required for restoring relations with Moldova and required
for Transnistria’s political and economic system.

Impact of the COVID-19 on the
Security Situation in Transnistria
Among the post-Soviet de-facto states of this
publication, Transnistria has probably the
highest number of people infected with
COVID-19. According to the Ministry of
Internal Affairs of Transnistrian Moldovan
Republic, until 7th September 2020 almost
2500 cases have been confirmed, 66 died and
more than 1600 were cured [1]. At the
beginning of the pandemic in March 2020,
President Vadim Krasnoselsky immediately
imposed strict restriction measures: passing
through the borders with Moldova and Ukraine
was banned, all unnecessary utilities, shops
and services were closed, all pupils and
students were suspended and studied from
home, etc.). At the beginning of the summer,
the situation was quite favourable. However,
the situation worsened once in September as
around 50 cases of infected citizens were
registered per day. Against this, restriction
measures were required and applied once
again. These restrictions currently affect most
of the travelling abroad for tourist purposes
outside of the de facto entity and for all
citizens. In particular, restrictions are stricter
when it comes to visit in prisons, hospitals,
and military positions where soldiers are not
allow to leave the their positions [2].
Besides, yet another reason worth paying
attention to, is the lack of respect of social
distancing and wearing face-masks in closed
places, which will be controlled far more often
than before [3]. Non-observance of the
measurements is the main reason of the two
new outbreaks of COVID-19 in the textiles
giant Tirotex [4].
Throughout, the COVID-19 pandemic has
uncovered several weaknesses of the de facto
Transnistrian republic that might disrupt the
currently stabilized security situation in the
region. Firstly, relations with Moldova are
tense again, even though Chisinau and
Trisapol (the capital of the de facto state) are
cooperating for tackling medical issues.

Nevertheless, Transnistrian elites are accusing
Chisinau from putting economical and political
pressure to re-integrate with Moldova. An
evidence should be the delayed and blocked
convoys with critical supplies heading to
Transnistrian regions [5], which are being
stopped on the checkpoints of the MoldovaTransnistrian borders. Authorities in Tiraspol
call these practices inhuman, violating basic
human rights and freedoms [6]. This political
dispute shows how much is Transnistria
dependent on government in Chisinau and
their help, and also how deep is distrust
between these two regions, as Tiraspol asked
other states to send help directly to them, not
through Moldovan authorities, which was an
usual process [7].
On the other hand, Moldova is trying to help
(mostly with medical issues) this breakaway
region. In the same vein, the international
support has been flowing to Transnistrian
districts without any interruption. However,
Tiraspol has refused to create “a joint working
group of doctors to combat the spread of
COVID-19” [8].
Similar to other de facto republics in Eastern
Europe, security issues are related to the
economic security in time of pandemic.
Transnistrian economy is considered as
unstable, inefficient, dependent on Russian aid
(gas supplies and humanitarian aid) and
sensitive to the economic situations of the
neighbouring countries since they represent
primary income for export trade [9]. However,
the latter remains poorly diversified,
consisting
only
of
three
branches:
metallurgical and textile industries, and
electric energy sales [10]. As the economic
depression goes along with the pandemic and
countries are forced to reduce their economic
production and importing goods, Transnistrian
exporting goods have no terminal market, and
factories have to lower or stop the production.
In this instance,, Transnistria has very limited
market.
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The Russia-backed republic cannot use its
own currency at the international markets (as
it is not internationally recognized as a
country), and its national economy might
suffer from a further economic stagnation
given by the pandemic. All of these will bring
Transnistria closer, and more dependent on,
the Russian strategy and economy, which has
been so far the most sustainable solution in
the long term. In April 2020, the estimated fall
down of the Transnistrian GDP before the end
of the year was 16 percent [11], and if the
pandemic situation will get worse during the
autumn 2020 and new restriction measures
will need to be put, the fall down might be
even higher.
Last but not least, the military status quo at
the unofficial Transnistrian borders, might
soon escalate as a result of already-registered
incidents. For example, Tiraspol authorities
have built 37 “sanitary checkpoints” in the
Security Zone between Moldova and
Transnistria “manned by “border guards” [12],
whose goal is to stop the spread of COVID-19.
These checkpoints, however, violate the
agreements on the EU-facilitated conflict
resolution process. Criticism against the
Moldovan pro-Russian president, Igor Dodon,
have been publicly verbalised, asking why the
government is not responding to these regular
violations [13]. Relatedly, since the 1992 civil
war, the military position and activities of the
Russian peace-making forces allocated in
Transnistria, are a major concern. According
to the published information, Moscow is
funding two militarized boarding schools in
Transnistria, where students (often under age
of 15) are being trained by Russian military
instructors providing them basic military
training and Russian ideological doctrines
[14]. Under these circumstances, the
atmosphere is tense on a geopolitical level. On
the ground, in July 2020, several Russian
soldiers deployed alongside the Transnistrian
borders, assaulted two Moldovan journalists
while shooting a video near one of these
checkpoints [15].

Nevertheless, Transnistrian elites are accusing
Chisinau from putting economical and political
pressure to re-integrate with Moldova. An
evidence should be the delayed and blocked
convoys with critical supplies heading to
Transnistrian regions [5], which are being
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call these practices inhuman, violating basic
human rights and freedoms [6]. This political
dispute shows how much is Transnistria
dependent on government in Chisinau and
their help, and also how deep is distrust
between these two regions, as Tiraspol asked
other states to send help directly to them, not
through Moldovan authorities, which was an
usual process [7].
On the other hand, Moldova is trying to help
(mostly with medical issues) this breakaway
region. In the same vein, the international
support has been flowing to Transnistrian
districts without any interruption. However,
Tiraspol has refused to create “a joint working
group of doctors to combat the spread of
COVID-19” [8].
Similar to other de facto republics in Eastern
Europe, security issues are related to the
economic security in time of pandemic.
Transnistrian economy is considered as
unstable, inefficient, dependent on Russian aid
(gas supplies and humanitarian aid) and
sensitive to the economic situations of the
neighbouring countries since they represent
primary income for export trade [9]. However,
the latter remains poorly diversified,
consisting
only
of
three
branches:
metallurgical and textile industries, and
electric energy sales [10]. As the economic
depression goes along with the pandemic and
countries are forced to reduce their economic
production and importing goods, Transnistrian
exporting goods have no terminal market, and
factories have to lower or stop the production.
In this instance,, Transnistria has very limited
market.
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To sum up, there are several takeaways from
the COVID-19 pandemic for regional actors: a
joint operational group should be created
among the regions and states, so the spread
of a disease is under control, and assistance
can be reached to any actor who will ask for it.
Together with this, the Chisinau-Tiraspol
confidence- and trust-building process should
have been conducted, as the best way to
stabilize the status quo, and due to still high
dependence of Transnistria on the central
government in Chisinau. Furthermore, the
Transnistrian Republic shall let international
observers
investigate
the
quality
of
democracy, human rights violation and advise
how to transfer Trisapol’s economy structure
into a more modern one and with less
dependence
on
exports
and
bigger
diversification. This point should be
considered as urgent, because we don´t know
how long will last the pandemic, and the
consequences on the Transnistrian economy
might be disastrous. As for Chisinau, the
government shall start executing independent
internal and foreign policy, which will protect
its citizens and sovereignty. Transnistria will
not be willing to re-integration. Granted, the
central government in Moldova should start to
look for a compromise, which will secure safe
and stable mutual relations (e.g. autonomy or
special status within Moldova).
The 5+2 talks format has been quite
successful in the last decade in achieving
minor steps towards the solution of the
conflict, that is why it should enforced to
continue in its work, and to bring parties closer
to a compromise, that will satisfy them. That
needs political will in Chisinau and Tiraspol,
but also in other actors. In addition, it shall reconsider the status of the Russian peacemaking forces, more precisely, whether (or
not) they are still needed, and if so, whether
(or not) their activities are violating
international and domestic law.
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