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The Rīga Conference Policy Briefs
Introductory Remarks

Dear the Rīga Conference Participants,  
Dear Readers, 

At the last Riga Conference, we discussed the diversity of global threats. 
We talked about the mounting tension between power centers in the world, 
about the struggle between the democratic world and authoritarian regimes. 

We discussed the growing conflict between value politics and realpolitik.

On February 24, Russia grossly violated international law by committing a 
flagrant act of military aggression against Ukraine. Russia's war in Ukraine is 
proof of how hypothetical threats turn into real ones. 

This year’s Riga Conference takes place at a time when we are up against 
the most acute security crisis that Europe has faced in a decade, and this crisis 
has in turn generated a series of new challenges for security, the economy and 
in the socio-humanitarian sphere. This is having an impact not only in Europe, 
but also on a global scale. The aggression perpetrated by Russia against 
Ukraine is the largest military conflict in Europe following the Second World War. 

Western allies and like-minded partners, in response to the Russian inva-
sion of Ukraine, have demonstrated a united and resolute stand in offering 
comprehensive assistance to Ukraine in its fight against the aggressor, and by 
putting in place a set of unprecedented sanctions against Russia, as well as 
mobilising the wider international community for a consolidated response to 
the war triggered and instigated by Russia. Pressure on the aggressor must 
be further increased, Ukraine’s territorial integrity and sovereignty must be  
restored, and those who started the war must be called to account for what 
they have done. We must continue supporting Ukraine politically, militarily,  
economically, and morally.
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A Russia with an aggressive foreign policy did not appear out of nowhere: 
for many years it has been systematically pursuing an approach aimed at the 
destabilization in the region, undermining the European security architecture 
and engaging in revisionism with respect to the international legal order. Latvia 
was among the countries who kept drawing attention to this pattern of beha-
viour; however, a full understanding of Russia’s true intentions came much  
too late, and even now at this point in time some countries still seem reluctant 
or even unwilling to make a sharp assessment and counter the moves Russia 
is making. 

All must now pay a high price for not stopping the potential aggressor in a 
timely manner; the war in Ukraine is having an impact on both global economic 
growth and energy security, and it brings in its wake the threat of an imminent 
humanitarian catastrophe in some regions. And then, what stands out most is 
how this war has shed light on the weakness of international rule of law and 
the instruments to ensure it, and the inability to prevent or at least halt aggres-
sion in the 21st century. 

Appropriate conclusions must be drawn and the right answers sought to 
prevent such a tragedy from repeating itself in the future. It is vital to arrive 
at sustainable regional and global security solutions, first and foremost, by 
strengthening the international rule of law and improving the resilience of 
countries to endure various types of threats, which the war in Ukraine has put 
under the spotlight.  

Edgars Rinkēvičs
Minister of Foreign Affairs  
of the Republic of Latvia
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The Rīga Conference Policy Briefs
Introductory Remarks

Last couple of months have brought geopolitical shifts with serious, long-
term consequences for the future of the whole democratic world. 

Russia’s outrageous war and unforgivable atrocities in Ukraine have  
brought us back to civilization’s darkest moments in history. Ukraine is fight- 
ing for its territory, independence and people as well for the whole democra-
tic world. It is an autocracy’s attack against democracy. The outcome of this  
war will dictate Europe’s security for years to come. This is the moment when 
history is made, when countries demonstrate their understanding and willing-
ness to shape the future of Europe. Nothern and eastern Europe has demon- 
strated its leadership by undeniable and immense support to Ukraine.

Every democratic country has a choice – to assist Ukraine with every- 
thing they can to help it win. Or let the aggressor destroy a sovereign country, 
disregard international rules-based order and grow confident and more reck-
less in its madness. If Russia is not stopped in Ukraine, sooner or later it will 
continue to march forces in Europe in pursuit of its imperialistic ambitions.  

While we are witnessing sanctions against Russia like never seen before, 
it is still not enough. While military equipment, capabilities and training are 
provided to Ukraine in large quantities, it is still not enough. The West can and 
should do more. This is a decisive moment to show all opportunitsic countries 
around the globe that attacks against liberties and breaches of international 
order will not be tolerated.   

There have been some positive development as well. Historic decisions 
have been made at NATO Madrid Summit to strenghten Alliance’s deterrence 
and defence. The intent to defend every inch of Alliance’s territory and shift 
to deterrence by denial are important ambitions that need proper imple-
mentation. The imminent membership of Finland and Sweden to NATO will  
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considerably  bolster Alliance’s strength and capability. Solutions for alter-
native energy sources will finally release Europe from the chains of Russian 
energy resources’ dependency. 

However, when the winter energy prices in addition to soaring general 
inflation will hit all households across Europe, Europeans should not forget 
that there is an ongoing war on our continent. These are times of war and 
war-times economy is at play. It is going to be tough but it is immeasurably 
better to pay in monetary currency than in blood and unity of effort to support 
Ukraine has to be preserved.  

This year’s Riga Conference will facilitate many important discussions 
and I invite you to join and be a part of this event.  

Artis Pabriks
Minister of Defence of the Republic of Latvia
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INTRODUCTION

As Russia’s military aggression has escalated since late February 2022, 
Ukraine’s war of defence has become truly patriotic. It was able to mobilise 
many citizens across the social spectrum because Ukrainians more often 
perceive it as their war of independence — or even decolonisation.1 In many 
respects, the Ukrainian people see this armed conflict as a national liberation 
war, which inevitably challenges the country’s security and national resilience 
on multiple levels. With Russia’s attacks on civil infrastructure and the civilian 
population strongly resembling terrorist tactics, resilience — as a complex  
multi-layered and multi-phased concept — provides a comprehensive frame- 
work for managing known vulnerabilities, mitigating emerging risks, and 
addressing further security challenges.2 It is especially relevant to human secu-
rity and vulnerable populations.3 Additionally, it enhances a practical under- 
standing and contributes to better coordination of actors and stakeholders 

1 Це війна за незалежність, і ми зобов›язані перемогти. Interfx.ua, published on 24 March, 2022, 
https://interfax.com.ua/news/general/817309.html

Snyder, T. (2022). The War in Ukraine Is a Colonial War. The New Yorker, published on 28 April, 2022, 
https://www.newyorker.com/news/essay/the-war-in-ukraine-is-a-colonial-war

https://www.kmu.gov.ua/news/denis-monastirskij-sogodnishnya-vijna-dlya-ukrayini-ce-ne-tilki-
vitchiznyana-vijna-za-nezalezhnist-nashoyi-derzhavi-ce-shche-j-borotba-za-nash-yevropejskij-vibir, accessed 
on 28 June 2022.

2 Applebaum. A. (2022) Russia’s war against Ukraine has Turned into Terrorism. The Atlantic, pub-
lished 13 July 2022, https://www.theatlantic.com/ideas/archive/2022/07/russia-war-crimes-terrorism-defini-
tion/670500/ 

Walklate, S., & Mythen, G. (2014). Contradictions of Terrorism: Security, risk and resilience (1st ed.). 
Routledge. Chapter 6, pp 144-174, DOI: https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203102619.

Elran, Meir. (2012). Societal Resilience: A Key Response to Severe Terror. Resilienz in der offenen  
Gesellschaft, pp 291 – 301, DOI: https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845238098-291.

3 Chandler, D. (2012). Resilience and Human Security: The Post-Interventionist Paradigm. Security 
Dialogue 43, no. 3 (June 2012): 213–29. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1177/0967010612444151. 
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in security, resilience, and non-security politics.4 Debates on the resilience  
framework should, therefore, be inclusively cross-sectoral and interdiscipli- 
nary, as they address many interconnected aspects, such as resources,  
capacities, socio-psychological attitudes, networking, learning, and future 
planning.5

EMBRACING RESILIENCE’S COMPLEXITY AND 
UNIVERSALITY

Ukraine’s valiant defence has sparked a discussion about brave and strong 
resistance, many examples of which have been demonstrated during the 
spring and summer of 2022. A mix of various terms — including resistance and 
resilience — entered not only the public debate but also political communica-
tions among the Ukrainian leadership.6 It created an impression that a resist- 
ing nation — i.e., Ukraine — constitutes a resilient one. Notably, resistance and 
resilience are analysed in combination as instruments against Russia’s mili-
tary and non-military threats against the Baltic states.7 The Nordic countries 
have also introduced resilience and resistance to their discourse on societal 
security and total defence.8 Without delving further into a nuanced academic 
debate, resilience and resistance can be generalised for practical reasons 
with regards to policymaking. Both are considered as vital abilities of and 
processes within a nation that are mutually engaged, cross-fertilizing, and 

4 Bourbeau P. & Vuori J. A. (2015). Security, resilience and desecuritization: multidirectional moves and 
dynamics. Critical Studies on Security, 3:3, pp 253-268, DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/21624887.2015.1111095.

5 Deeming, H., Fordham, M., Kuhlicke,C., Pedoth, L., Schneiderbauer, S., Shreve, C, (2018). Framing 
Community Disaster Resilience: Resources, Capacities, Learning, and Action. 

DOI:10.1002/9781119166047
6 https://www.mil.gov.ua/news/2022/03/16/opir-stijkist-ta-horobrist-nashih-zahisnikiv-dayut-zmogu-

zberegti-nash-narod-i-nashu-zemlyu-%E2%80%93-zvernennya-prezidenta-ukraini/, accessed on 28 June 2022
7 Flanagan, S. J., Osburg, J., Binnendijk A., Kepe M., Radin A. (2019). Deterring Russian Aggression 

in the Baltic States Through Resilience and Resistance. RAND Corporation, https://www.rand.org/pubs/ 
research_reports/RR2779.html. 

8 Larsson, S., & Rhinard, M. (2020). Nordic Societal Security: Convergence and Divergence (1st ed.). 
Routledge. DOI: https://doi.org/10.4324/9781003045533.

Larsson, Oscar L. (2021), The Connections between Crisis and War Preparedness in Sweden. Security 
Dialogue 52, no. 4, published in August 2021, pp 306–24. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1177/0967010620936849. 
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interconnected.9 Enduring resilience forms the solid basis for resistance, 
whereas successful resistance enables the transformative effects of resi-
lience. Thus, both systems and functions are critical for a nation’s survival 
and development. If properly embedded within political and administrative 
decision-making, as well as within the organisational culture of the security 
sector, national resilience can arguably be perceived holistically as one of 
the most important prerequisites to winning a war.10

In evaluating the state of Ukraine’s national resilience, a simplified  
approach may be sufficient. Similarly, the societal complexity of resisting  
survival may fall into three main categories. First, there are vigilance and  
crisis preparedness. Second, there is adaptability and the ability to overcome 
adversity. Third, there is post-crisis transformation and recovery.11 Each one 
of these stages can be further broken down into subcategories with distinct 
qualities, levels, and actors. Therefore, a comprehensive analysis of Ukraine’s 
national resilience becomes a dynamic process involving also a retrospec-
tive assessment. Stage 1 spans from 2014 to 2021. Stage 2 follows from  
24 February 2022 and monitors the developments amidst the ongoing war. 
And finally, Stage 3 anticipates and observes the post-victory progress in 
national reconstruction, recuperation, and rehabilitation. The latter recovery 
stage will eventually include some form of peacebuilding. Then, resilience — 
as a policy framework — can be also instrumentalised, although with some 
limitations and preoccupations.12 

9 Bourbeau, P., Ryan, C. (2018). Resilience, Resistance, Infrapolitics and Enmeshment. European 
Journal of International Relations 24, no. 1, published in March 2018, pp 221–39. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1177/ 
1354066117692031. 

10 Lewin, E. (2012). National Resilience during War: Refining the Decision-Making Model. Lexington 
Books.

11  Chandler, D. (2014). Resilience: The governance of complexity (1st ed.). Routledge. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.4324/9781315773810.

12 Juncos, A. E. (2018). Resilience in peacebuilding: Contesting uncertainty, ambiguity, and complexity, 
Contemporary Security Policy, 39:4, pp 559-574, DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/13523260.2018.1491742.

Juncos, A. E. & Joseph, J. (2020). Resilient Peace: Exploring the Theory and Practice of Resilience in 
Peacebuilding Interventions, Journal of Intervention and Statebuilding, 14:3, pp 289-302, DOI: https://doi.org
/10.1080/17502977.2020.1745445.
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Being a practice-oriented principle, resilience incorporates multiple 
dynamic characteristics. Its complex indicators and validated measurement 
depend largely on a specific area of interest and relevant data availability and 
accuracy. Nevertheless, a security-centric focus still requires some degree  
of operationalisation and an intellectual grasp of how it should apply to the 
security domain.13 As a rule, a resilient actor (e.g., a nation) seeks to create or 
re-establish security within its area of responsibility.14

Societal characteristics of resilience are usually grouped by processes, 
features, and abilities. They encompass communication, cooperation, cohe-
sion, coping, credibility, credo, relationships, respect, responsibility, reciprocity, 
robustness, redundancy, resourcefulness, and rapidity.15 However, this is not 
an exhaustive list. As previous studies in Ukraine’s vulnerable regions have 
shown, some of these socio-psychological indicators can be used to assess 
security factors that influence perceptions of national resilience in Ukrainian 
people. It includes threat awareness level, cognitive world-image, self-identi- 
fication, political activity, attitudes towards the state, and geopolitical orien-
tation, as well as patterns of media consumption, and so on.16 In this light, it 
is instructive to compare the socio-psychological data on Ukrainians’ percep-
tions before and after 24 February 2022. A full-fledged military attack and a 
brutal invasion had major repercussions for Ukrainians. Since that tragic date, 
public views, opinions, and perceptions have been dramatically reshaped by 
the fast-changing environment and radical challenges.

13 Kahan, J. H. (2015). Resilience Redux: Buzzword or Basis for Homeland Security. Homeland Secu-
rity Affairs 11, Article 2, Published in February 2015. https://www.hsaj.org/articles/1308.

14 Dunn Cavelty, Myriam, Mareile Kaufmann, and Kristian Søby Kristensen. “Resilience and (in)Secu-
rity: Practices, Subjects, Temporalities.” Security Dialogue 46, no. 1 (February 2015), pp 3–14. DOI: https:// 
doi.org/10.1177/0967010614559637. 

15 Patel, Sonny S et al. “What Do We Mean by ‘Community Resilience’? A Systematic Literature  
Review of How It Is Defined in the Literature.” PLoS currents vol. 9 ecurrents.dis.db775aff25efc5ac4f0660ad-
9c9f7db2. 1 Feb. 2017, https://doi.org/10.1371/currents.dis.db775aff25efc5ac4f0660ad9c9f7db2.

16 Teperik, D. et al. (2021). Resilient Ukraine – a Delicate Mosaic? Society, Media, Security, and Future 
Prospects. ICDS, published in November 2021, DOI: 10.13140/RG.2.2.36154.52163 https://icds.ee/en/ 
resilient-ukraine-a-delicate-mosaic-society-media-security-and-future-prospects/.
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VIEWS AND OPINIONS: WHERE UKRAINIANS  
STOOD IN 2021

In 2021, the Estonian-Ukrainian development cooperation programme 
“Resilient Ukraine” conducted a large representative survey with a sociologi-
cally weighted sample of 3200 respondents. Via anonymous questionnaire, the 
research team collected valuable insight and constructed socio-psychological 
portraits of the urban communities in Sumy, Zaporizhzhia, Sievierodonetsk, 
Lysychansk, Mariupol, Kherson, Mykolaiv, Kharkiv, and Odesa. The survey’s main 
objective was to learn which societal parameters best describe national 
resilience at the local and regional levels. The data gathering was based on 
anonymous questionnaire based on combination of various pre-validated  
scales relevant to national resilience. Moreover, the findings can help identify 
the social groups whose attitudes may be either used as strengths of or ex- 
ploited as vulnerabilities to national resilience. According to the study, negative 
attitudes towards the Ukrainian state among the city population in southern 
and eastern regions were associated with poor living conditions and distrust 
of the government, as well as lower satisfaction with the current affairs.

Attitudes toward the State

The survey revealed a greater demand for the state to intervene in the 
problems of urban communities. In 2021, at least two-thirds of respondents 
in all cities agreed that the central government in Kyiv did not pay enough 
attention to solving their problems. The lowest indicators were registered  
in Mariupol (71 percent of the respondents agreed with this statement),  
Kharkiv (72 percent), and Odesa (88 percent). Paternalistic expectations were 
prevalent in all cities. The residents of Odesa (81 percent), Kharkiv (80 per-
cent), and Mykolaiv (80 percent) expected the state to play a key role in regu-
lating and ensuring citizens’ living standards. The least paternalistic attitude 
was recorded in Sumy (56 percent), where the demand for decentralisation 
and empowerment of local authorities was the highest.

At the same time, the survey recorded significant intergroup differences that 
determined the likelihood of more negative or positive attitudes in respondents. 
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Interestingly enough, in 2021, faith in growing stability and social optimism pre-
vailed in Kherson, Sievierodonetsk, Lysychansk, Kharkiv, Mykolaiv, and Mariupol. 
As of summer 2022, Russia has either fully destroyed, heavily damaged, and 
occupied these cities, or has continued to bomb them on the daily basis. 

The “Resilient Ukraine” study also revealed a number of socio-demogra-
phic characteristics that tended to positively influence the general attitude 
towards the state. They include a positive geopolitical view of the European 
Union, pro-government political position, and religious affiliation with the  
Orthodox Church of Ukraine, as well as being younger and having a higher 
socio-financial status. A lower level of societal and personal distress also 
contributes to shaping more positive opinions about actions by the state that 
strengthen resilience. Alternatively, the research team discovered the socio- 
demographic characteristics that have a negative effect on the general popu-
lation’s attitude towards the Ukrainian state. They include antipathy towards 
the European Union, as well as a more favourable position towards the  
Russian Federation and support for the pro-Russian “Opposition Platform — 
For Life” political party. Such respondents belong more often to the Ukrain- 
ian Orthodox Church of the Moscow Patriarchate. They are older and have 
lower socio-financial status, as well as a higher level of personal and societal  
distress.

Threat & Conflict Perception

The 2021 list of perceived threats was topped by a deteriorating economy 
(relevance varies from 62 percent to 84 percent), the COVID-19 pandemic (from 
41 percent to 62 percent), and foreign military aggression (from 36 percent to 
64 percent), as well as crime and corruption (from 20 percent to 55 percent). 

A lower level of societal and personal distress also  
contributes to shaping more positive opinions about actions  

by the state that strengthen resilience.
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Thus, socio-economic well-being and physical health were generally of the  
greatest concern among the urban populations in southern and eastern 
Ukraine. Notably, there was a strong direct correlation between the perception 
of a particular threat’s relevance and the expected value of perceived oppor- 
tunities to respond to it. The more people discussed a specific threat, the higher 
their expectation that authorities would have the capabilities necessary to  
respond to it. The latter included adequate material resources, professiona- 
lism, and motivation to solve problems, as well as crisis communication  
capabilities.

Since expectation management plays a vital role in resilience-building, it 
is important to analyse the spread of various conflictogenic topics. Interper-
sonal political and psychological tensions were assessed by the prevalence 
of certain conflictogenic topics in urban communities. Negative psychological 
effects observed in people involved in interpersonal conflicts over a specific 
issue were also of analytic interest. Among the cities studied in 2021, Odesa 
ranked the lowest while Mykolaiv ranked the highest in terms of interpersonal 
socio-political and psychological tensions. The residents in Mariupol displayed 
the greatest involvement in the disputes over de-communisation and interna-
tional relations, which also includes issues related to the European Union and 
NATO, as well as the Russian Federation. The survey indicated that the most 
conflictogenic topics in urban communities related to Ukraine’s natio-
nal history and historical memory, de-communisation, attitudes towards 
volunteers in the military, and reintegration of Donbas, as well as attitu-
des towards residents in the temporarily occupied territories. Neverthe-
less, the urban populations in southern and eastern regions demonstrated no 
active involvement in the conflictogenic topics that could potentially trigger 
socio-political tensions. In 2021, such negative reactions were typical for 
less than 12 percent of the respondents. At the same time, the lowest level 
of socio-political engagement was recorded in Kharkiv (55 percent), Mariupol  
(64 percent), Sievierodonetsk, and Lysychansk (64 percent). Respondents in 
those cities admitted that they were not involved in any civic, social, politi-
cal, public, volunteer, or community activities. It indicated a higher degree of  
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passivity among the general population. As a contributing factor, it is linked 
with weaker resilience at personal and community levels.17

Reactions to a Potential Escalation

2021 saw an escalation in Donbas and a growing threat of invasion from 
Belarus and temporarily occupied Crimea. Respondents were polled on their 
willingness to engage defence preparation immediately if an attack on Ukraine 
was looming. The highest declarative readiness to participate in defensive 
activities was recorded in Zaporizhzhia (28 percent), Kherson (25 percent), 
and Mykolaiv (21 percent). The lowest was among the residents in Mariupol 
(7 percent), Sievierodonetsk (8 percent), and Lysychansk (8 percent). Their  
justifications varied from pro-Russian worldviews to the cities’ indefensibility 
to personal tragic experiences under temporary occupation witnessed in 2014. 
Indicatively, among all urban communities surveyed, only residents in Mariu-
pol, Sievierodonetsk, and Lysychansk referred to pro-Russian media channels 
as their primary sources of information. Similar findings have been echoed in 
other studies of Ukraine’s media landscape.18

17 Mitchell, R. (2014). Population Resilience. In The Wiley Blackwell Encyclopedia of Health, Illness, 
Behavior, and Society. Published on 21 February 2014, https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118410868.wbehibs114. 

Normandin, J.-M. & Therrien, M.-C. (2016). Resilience Factors Reconciled with Complexity: The  
Dynamics of Order and Disorder. J Contingencies Crisis Man, 24, pp 107-118. https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-
5973.12107. 

18 USAID-Internews. (2021). Ставлення населення до медіа та споживання різних типів медіа 
у 2021 році, published on 18 November, 2021, https://detector.media/infospace/article/193921/2021-
11-18-doslidzhennya-stavlennya-naselennya-do-media-ta-spozhyvannya-riznykh-typiv-media-u-2021-rotsi/. 

Among all urban communities surveyed, only residents  
in Mariupol, Sievierodonetsk, and Lysychansk referred  

to pro-Russian media channels as their primary sources  
of information. Similar findings have been echoed in  

other studies of Ukraine’s media landscape. 
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In 2021, few respondents viewed the ongoing armed conflict as a de facto 
war between Russia and Ukraine. Whilst in Sumy 56 percent called it as such, 
Mariupol reported the smallest share at only 16 percent. At the same time, a 
large portion of residents in Mariupol (36 percent) and Odesa (18 percent) 
perceived the conflict in Donbas as a “civil war.” As of 2021, the majority in 
all cities surveyed maintained the view that political and diplomatic strate-
gies would end the hostilities and eventually return the temporarily occu-
pied territories under Ukraine’s control. Nevertheless, as many as 41 percent 
of respondents in Mariupol were in favour of providing the re-integrated  
territories with some form of autonomous status. Such scenarios as recap- 
turing the occupied territories by force or, alternatively, imposing the regime  
of total isolation on them did not find any support in the respective urban  
communities.

The majority of respondents in all cities did not deem the possibility of 
a renewed escalation as a serious threat. Most believed that such messages 
did not correspond to reality. Even near the frontline — in Mariupol, Sieviero-
donetsk, and Lysychansk — over 55 percent of respondents did not anticipate 
any potential escalation. Additionally, an even smaller number of residents 
in these cities stated that reports about a potential escalation caused them 
some concern or anxiety.

Historical memory

The problem of historical memory is best examined through subcate-
gories that demonstrate how diverging public opinions can affect national 
resilience. Such subcategories are as follows: assessment or attitude to the 
events in the near and distant future, commemorative practices, and attitudes 
towards the historical memory-related processes.19

The survey revealed a rather heterogeneous attitude to the events of the 
past. For example, 51 percent of respondents in Mariupol viewed the Soviet 

19 Isurin, L. (2017). Collective Remembering: Memory in the World and in the Mind. Cambridge Univer-
sity Press, https://doi.org/10.1017/9781316809600. 
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collapse negatively, while only 12 percent deemed it a positive event. The 
respective numbers in Odesa were 40 percent as opposed to 19 percent and  
34 percent as opposed to 15 percent in Mykolaiv. The regret about the fall  
of the Soviet Union are not merely associated with nostalgia. It also suggests 
that these citizens did not consider Ukraine to be a state that could fully estab-
lish itself. In other words, they presumed that Ukraine had abused its oppor-
tunity to build an independent state, and it was, thus, necessary to return to  
the previous form by reviving the Soviet Union. Russia often exploits such  
misleading logics to fit its ideological propaganda against other countries,  
including Ukraine.20

In order to actualise and consolidate historical facts, contemporary socie-
ties often rely on direct commemorative practices: a set of actions, such as 
ceremonies, and venues where they take place. The USSR used to hold its cen-
tral commemorative celebration — Victory Day — annually, on 9 May. As of 
2021, respondents in Kherson (79 percent), Mariupol (78 percent), and Zapo-
rizhzhia (75 percent) overwhelmingly supported the practice, while other cities 
were less inclined to do so. 43 percent of the respondents in Mariupol dis-
approved of de-communisation, with the same opinion shared by 36 percent 
in Mykolaiv and Kharkiv, as well as 34 percent, 30 percent, and 25 percent in 
Sievierodonetsk and Lysychansk, Zaporizhzhia, and Kherson, respectively.

As previously stated, historical memory does not refer exclusively to the 
events in the distant past. The Revolution of Dignity (2013-2014) has already 
become an element of historical memory policies and influence campaigns 
in Ukraine. The 2021 survey revealed that only 19 percent of respondents in 
Mariupol believed that the Revolution of Dignity was a deliberate act of pro-
test by free-willed citizens. 33 percent said that it was a Western-backed coup 

20 Batashvili, D. (2020). Russia’s Geostrategic Activities in Eastern Europe. Georgian Foundation for 
Strategic and International Studies (Rondeli Foundation), https://www.academia.edu/44644271/Russias_
Geostrategic_Activities_in_Eastern_Europe.

Brainsbury, M. (2018). Soviet Nostalgia’s Influence on Russian Foreign Policy: a Study of Commemo-
ration as Political Propaganda. https://www.academia.edu/39698369/Soviet_Nostalgias_Influence_on_ 
Russian_Foreign_Policy_a_Study_of_Commemoration_as_Political_Propaganda.

Rostoks, T. & Sprūds A. (2015). The different faces of “soft power”: the Baltic States and Eastern  
Neighborhood between Russia and the EU. ISBN: 978-9984-583-61-7, https://liia.lv/site/docs/LIIA_soft_ 
power_book_web_layout.pdf.
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d’état, and 18 percent stated that it was a coup d’état orchestrated by the  
political opposition. Therefore, a total of 51 percent of Mariupol residents 
believed that the Revolution of Dignity was an illegitimate regime change. 
Almost all cities studied had similar numbers: Mykolaiv (40 percent), 
Odesa (38 percent), Kharkiv (37 percent), Sievierodonetsk and Lysychansk  
(37 percent each), and Kherson (32 percent).

Geopolitical orientation

In 2021, Ukraine’s integration with the European Union was recognised 
as a high priority in all cities surveyed, with support ranging from 40 per-
cent to 58 percent. It testified to the Ukrainian people’s particularly high 
expectations for closer cooperation with the EU. Traditionally, NATO has been 
the international organization associated with the most polarised opinions in 
Ukrainians. The survey revealed that only 13 percent of respondents in Sumy 
disapproved of military cooperation between Ukraine and NATO in 2021,  
whereas for the residents in Mariupol, this figure was 63 percent. Similarly, 
over half of the respondents in Odesa, Sievierodonetsk, and Lysychansk re- 
jected the idea of such military cooperation with NATO.

With regards to Ukraine’s future, the majority in all cities surveyed were 
in solidarity: Ukraine should be an independent and non-aligned country. Any 
form of union with Russia was not considered a viable strategy for the 
future. This option gained only 10 percent of support on average, while, 
nevertheless, hitting a remarkable 31 percent in Mariupol.

A different study by the Razumkov Centre found that as of late January 
2022, the public opinion was split almost equally on a number of issues.21 
First, 45 percent of those polled perceived the military threat from Russia to 
be probable, while 44 percent did not fear a potential invasion in the imme-
diate future. Second, 45 percent were ready to defend the country with any 
means available to them. However, 45 percent did not want to contribute  

21 Razumkov Centre (2022). Оцінка громадянами України загрози агресії з боку Росії. Published 
in January 2022 https://razumkov.org.ua/napriamky/sotsiologichni-doslidzhennia/otsinka-gromadianamy-
ukrainy-zagrozy-agresii-z-boku-rosii-cichen-2022r. 
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personally and shared the opinion that this was the task reserved for the 
Armed Forces of Ukraine. Third, 56 percent of respondents did not believe 
that President Volodymyr Zelensky was capable of leading and coordinating  
Ukraine’s military defence. Finally, 62 percent of respondents admitted that 
they did not pay attention to the president’s statements. 

VIEWS AND OPINIONS: WHERE UKRAINIANS STAND  
AFTER 24 FEBRUARY

Russia’s unprovoked aggression has dramatically altered the geopolitical 
landscape and upended the global security order.22 Without a doubt, war- 
related violence and hostilities in the country have had direct implications on 
various elements of national resilience, with perceptions mirrored in surveys 
and opinion polls post-February 2022. 

A national poll by the Rating Group Ukraine (February 26-27, 2022) found 
that 91 percent of Ukrainians supported President Zelensky’s actions, and 
70 percent were confident that the Ukrainian Armed Forces were capable 
of countering the Russian aggression. Nevertheless, there some differences 
between western and eastern regions were still evident.23

22 Pszczel, R. (2022), The consequences of Russia’s invasion of Ukraine for international security – 
NATO and beyond. NATO Review, published on 7 July 2022, https://www.nato.int/docu/review/articles/ 
2022/07/07/the-consequences-of-russias-invasion-of-ukraine-for-international-security-nato-and-beyond/
index.html.

23 Rating Group Ukraine. (2022). Загальнонаціональне опитування: Україна в умовах війни. 
Published on 26-27 February, 2022. https://ratinggroup.ua/research/ukraine/obschenacionalnyy_opros_
ukraina_v_usloviyah_voyny_26-27_fevralya_2022_goda.html.

War-related violence and hostilities in the country  
have had direct implications on various elements of  

national resilience.
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Returning to the question in March 2022, the same pollster reported that 
the confidence in the Ukrainian Armed Forces had increased up to 88 percent 
among the respondents. The President’s approval rating rose to 93 percent. 
Furthermore, 90 percent of Ukrainians admitted to feeling hopeful while think- 
ing about the situation in the country — compared to November 2021 when 
the dominant emotion was a disappointment (66 percent). Additionally,  
80 percent of respondents were ready to take up arms to defend Ukraine’s 
territorial integrity — against 16 percent who were not. Nevertheless, some 
geographical differences remained prevalent. Ukraine’s western regions saw 
this indicator rise to 87 percent. However, in central, southern, and eastern 
oblasts, it was slipping lower — to 86 percent, 77 percent, and 59 percent, re- 
spectively.24 A separate poll by the Rating Group found that 58 percent of the  
respondents would endorse the proposal to grant the right to own firearms 
and ammunition, whereas only 21 percent did so in 2021.25

In terms of geopolitical orientation, 86 percent and 76 percent of 
Ukrainians supported the country’s membership in the EU and NATO, re- 
spectively, as of March 2022. The latter received the strongest support in 
the western oblasts (87 percent), whereas the eastern regions were the least 
likely to support joining NATO (55 percent).26 Nevertheless, 77 percent of 
Ukrainians were confident that the Armed Forces would be able to withstand 
and defend both Ukrainian and other European nations from the Russian 
aggression.27 Moreover, 40 percent of respondents admitted viewing the 
Ukrainian Armed Forces as a great source of motivation, a separate survey 
found.28

24 Rating Group Ukraine. (2022). Сьоме загальнонаціональне опитування: Україна в умовах 
війни. Published on 30-31 March, 2022. https://ratinggroup.ua/research/ukraine/sedmoy_obschenacional-
nyy_opros_ukraina_v_usloviyah_voyny_30-31_marta_2022.html.

25 Rating Group Ukraine. (2022). Одинадцяте загальнонаціональне опитування: Особиста сво- 
бода, безпека та питання зброї. Published on 16 May, 2022. https://ratinggroup.ua/files/ratinggroup/reg_
files/rg_ua_security_1000_052022_ua_press.pdf.

26 Ibid.
27 Rating Group Ukraine. (2022). Десяте загальнонаціональне опитування: Ідеологічні маркери 

війни, Published on April 27, 2022. https://ratinggroup.ua/files/ratinggroup/reg_files/rg_ua_1000_ideologi-
cal_markers_ua_042022_press.pdf.

28 Власна думка& research.Ua (2022). Українці та війна. Published in April 2022. https://files.nas.
gov.ua/PublicMessages/Documents/0/2022/04/22042115112891-5582.pdf. 
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In April 2022, 80 percent of Ukrainians felt proud of their country,  
compared to only 34 percent in 2021. Polling shows that Ukrainian self- 
identification has, thus, increased remarkably.29 As further evidence, 83 percent 
of respondents supported the status of Ukrainian as the only state language — 
against 65 percent in 2021. Indicatively, 67 percent of respondents did not see 
any conflict related to the language issues in Ukraine.30 

In May 2022, more than 50 percent of Ukrainians were found to have a 
positive attitude towards the state and its efficiency, despite all the diffi-
culties related to the war.31 79 percent of Ukrainians were satisfied with 
the action and functioning of their municipalities during the war.32 Mean- 
while, over 85 percent of Ukrainians stated that their socio-economic situation 
had worsened during last months, 20 percent of the respondents were forced 
to leave their homes, and 28 percent wanted to find a job outside Ukraine.33

Further polls by the Rating Group found that 87 percent of the respon-
dents noted that freedom and physical security were their most important 
personal values.34 Moreover, pollsters recorded a remarkable decrease in  
cynical attitudes in Ukrainians after Russia’s military aggression had begun.35 
In general, Ukrainians continued to demonstrate a sufficient level of per-
sonal resilience (3.8 out of 5.0), which included psychological stability 
(3.9) and physical health (3.7). Furthermore, 61 percent of the respondents 

29 Rating Group Ukraine. (2022). Восьме загальнонаціональне опитування: Україна в умовах 
війни. Published on 6 April, 2022. https://ratinggroup.ua/files/ratinggroup/reg_files/rg_ua_1200_ua_ 
042022_v____i_press.pdf.

30 Rating Group Ukraine. (2022). Шосте загальнонаціональне опитування Мовне питання в 
Україні. Published on 19 March, 2022. https://ratinggroup.ua/files/ratinggroup/reg_files/rg_ua_1000_ua_ 
032022_mova_press.pdf.

31 Rating Group Ukraine. (2022). Дванадцяте загальнонаціональне опитування: Динаміка оцінки 
образу держави. Published on 18-19 May, 2022. https://ratinggroup.ua/files/ratinggroup/reg_files/rg_dy-
namics_of_ukraine_s_government_assessment_cati_2000_052022.pdf.

32 Ibid.
33 Rating Group Ukraine. (2022). П›ятнадцяте загальнонаціональне опитування. Україна під час 

війни. Зайнятість і доходи. Published on 23-24 July, 2022. https://ratinggroup.ua/files/ratinggroup/reg_
files/rg_ua_job_income_1000_ua_072022_%D1%85v_press.pdf.

34 Ibid.
35 Ibid.
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reported having adjusted to the realities of war.36 A different survey, con- 
ducted by the Gradus Research revealed that many Ukrainians were, never- 
theless, suffering from various socio-psychological or socio-economical ripple 
effects of the military aggression, such as forced migration.37

The Rating Group’s polling revealed that 45 percent of Ukrainians con-
tributed their personal finances to national defence purposes. Additionally,  
35 percent were involved in volunteering activities, while 18 percent were  
holding Ukraine’s informational frontline.38 Interestingly enough, the majority 
shifted their media consumption from traditional sources, such as TV and 
radio, in the preference for social media (74 percent). Of those respondents, 
84 percent switched to Telegram, and 61 percent moved to Facebook. Other 
online sources accounted for 63 percent, according to the Gradus Research.39 
However, such war-related disruptions in the media landscape and informa-
tion consumption have already been noted as potentially creating new vulne-
rabilities within Ukrainian society.40

As of July 2022, 84 percent of Ukrainians would not agree to any 
territorial concessions to achieve peace and preserve independence, the 
Kyiv International Institute of Sociology reported. Only 10 percent believed 
that it was acceptable to abandon some occupied territories.41 Similarly,  
the Rating Group discovered that 64 percent of Ukrainians did not see any 

36 Rating Group Ukraine. (2022). Чотирнадцяте загальнонаціональне опитування: Психологічні 
маркери війни. Published on 18-19 June, 2022. https://ratinggroup.ua/files/ratinggroup/reg_files/rg_1200_
ua_pcychomarkers_062022_%D1%85_v_press.pdf.

37 Gradus Research Group. (2022). Скринінг українського суспільства протягом повномасштабної 
війни – 1 етап. Published on April 2022. https://www.nrada.gov.ua/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/GradusRe-
search_Report_Suspilne_50K_27042022.pdf.

38 Ibid.
39 https://www.nrada.gov.ua/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/GradusResearch_Report_Suspilne_ 

50K_27042022.pdf, accessed on 28 June 2022.
40 Dutsyk, D., Orlova, D., Budivska. H. (2022). Transformation of Media Literacy Sphere in Full-Scale 

War in Ukraine, February-June 2022, Analytical Report. Ukrainian Media and Communication Institute. https://
www.jta.com.ua/wp-content/uploads/2022/07/Transformation-medialiteracy_EN-1.pdf. 

41 Kyiv International Institute of Sociology. (2022). Динаміка готовності до територіальних посту- 
пок для якнайшвидшого завершення війни: результати телефонного опитування, Published on 27 July, 
2022. https://www.kiis.com.ua/?lang=ukr&cat=reports&id=1124&page=1&fbclid=IwAR2THAzEhHNuDHpe5
bPS1lQmpoDD0fw0XB6zwcjSCihxksqvCsvo3hSgEqM.
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possibility of restoring friendly relations with Russia after the war ended.42 
On the issue of genocide, 89 percent of the respondents recognised Russia’s 
actions in Ukraine as such.43 Finally, in a display of unanimity, 96 percent of 
Ukrainians attributed the primary responsibility for the outbreak of war to the 
Russian leadership, while 54 percent also blamed Russian citizens in general. 

When it came to matters of history and culture, 76 percent of respon-
dents supported further de-communisation and de-russification of all  
public spheres in Ukraine, which also allowed for some sanctions against 
the Ukrainian Orthodox Church of the Moscow Patriarchate.44 Furthermore,  
71 percent of Ukrainians supported a nationwide ban on the Russian artists 
and films, deeming it a necessary step to protect the state.45 As of spring 
2022, 87 percent no longer had any nostalgia regarding the collapse of 
the USSR.46 However, one of the most notable changes in historical memory 
appears to be the re-evaluation of the so-called Victory Day (9 May). In 2021, 
the absolute majority of Ukrainians (80 percent) perceived it to contain rich 
personal symbolism. Yet, for a large part of respondents, it had subsided into 
either the relic category (36 percent) or a banality of everyday life (23 percent) 
by 2022.47 

Looking ahead, as of July 2022, 43 percent of Ukrainians believed that 
their country would rebuild itself in five years. 45 percent of the respondents 
were ready to participate in the post-war reconstruction themselves, while 
another 46 percent said that, despite their desire to participate, they might 

42 Kyiv International Institute of Sociology. (2022). Динаміка готовності до територіальних посту- 
пок для якнайшвидшого завершення війни: результати телефонного опитування, Published on 27 July, 
2022. https://www.kiis.com.ua/?lang=ukr&cat=reports&id=1124&page=1&fbclid=IwAR2THAzEhHNuDHpe5
bPS1lQmpoDD0fw0XB6zwcjSCihxksqvCsvo3hSgEqM.

43 Ibid.
44 Ibid.
45 The Ilko Kucheriv Democratic Initiatives Foundation. (2022). How the War Changed the Way  

Ukrainians Think About Friends, Enemies, and the Country’s Strategic Goals. Published on 30 May, 2022. 
https://dif.org.ua/article/how-the-war-changed-the-way-ukrainians-think-about-friends-enemies-and-the-
countrys-strategic-goals.

46 Ibid.
47 Ibid.
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not have the opportunity. Almost 90 percent of the respondents agreed that 
Russia should compensate for Ukraine’s economic and infrastructural losses 
sustained during the war. In addition, 21 percent of people surveyed believed 
that the European countries should contribute to Ukraine’s reconstruction  
as well. Most Ukrainians surveyed predicted that construction, defence, and 
agriculture industries would drive Ukraine’s post-war economic development — 
60 percent, 42 percent, and 34 percent, respectively.48 

However, pollsters also discovered that the ongoing war revealed a  
noticeable demand for a strong state and strong leadership in many Ukrain- 
ians, even if it meant sacrificing democracy. As of July 2022, 58 percent of  
the respondents thought that a strong political leader is more important for 
Ukraine now than a democratic system. The latter was more important for  
27 percent of the respondents. Moreover, there was also a popular demand 
that the state take a tougher stance and more active role in the media sphere.49

CONCLUSIONS

Ukraine’s level of resistance is already quite well-documented, with 
tangible achievements in military, diplomatic, political, and — although to 
a lesser extent — socio-economic domains. However, national resilience 
continues to be tested by long-term socio-political, economical, humani-
tarian, and psychological effects. These ramifications may affect genera-
tions to come.50

48 The Ilko Kucheriv Democratic Initiatives Foundation. (2022). How the War Changed the Way  
Ukrainians Think About Friends, Enemies, and the Country’s Strategic Goals. Published on 30 May, 2022. 
https://dif.org.ua/article/how-the-war-changed-the-way-ukrainians-think-about-friends-enemies-and-the-
countrys-strategic-goals.

49 Kyiv International Institute of Sociology & ОПОРА. (2022). Демократія, права і свободи громадян 
та медіаспоживання в умовах війни. https://kiis.com.ua/?lang=ukr&cat=reports&id=1132&page=1.

50 Hunt, N. & Robbins, I. (2001). The long-term consequences of war: The experience of World War II. 
Aging & mental health. 5. 183-90. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/13607860120038393. 
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Despite the socio-demographic differences between Ukraine’s various 
regions and population groups, Russia’s brutal aggression has fostered some 
ongoing — and triggered some new — changes in public opinion. They have, 
in turn, toughened the Ukrainian people’s psychological mindset, which is 
required for a whole-of-society resistance against the invader. The state of 
the national resilience in Ukraine can be described — and partially evaluated — 
through citizens’ socio-psychological perceptions. The latter refers to the 
attitudes towards the state, relationships within the authorities, threat aware- 
ness and sense of danger, personal and community abilities to cooperate, 
distress symptoms, planning for the future and sense of hope, psychical and 
mental wellbeing, historical memory, and so on. 

As previously reported, there are more reasons to believe that the ongo-
ing war launched another revolutionary change in the attitude towards 
consolidation of Ukrainian civic identity.51 The growing solidarity and unani-
mity of views on key security issues might be rooted in shared traumatic  
experiences for the entire nation. Indeed, those Ukrainians whose security- 
related attitudes aligned with general threat perceptions and realistic resi- 
lience outlooks before 24 February 2022 turned out to be psychologically  
better prepared for the atrocities of the ongoing war. As a result, they proved 
to be more resilient on the personal level as well.52 Consequently, personal  
ability to cope with stress and stable mental health enable citizens to con-
tribute more effectively to community resilience building while taking into 
account the growing challenges within the society. 

The widening militarisation of societal mindset in Ukraine might also 
have some side effects that are detrimental to democracy and media free- 
dom in the long run. Thus, it is worth noting that security-driven logics might  
provoke value-based conflicts between some security actors and various  

51 Kyiv International Institute of Sociology. (2022). Показники національно-громадянської 
української ідентичності. Published on 16 August, 2022. https://www.kiis.com.ua/?lang=ukr&cat=reports
&id=1131&page=1.

52 Ukraine is on the edge of nervous breakdown. The Economist, published on 6 August, 2022. https://
www.economist.com/europe/2022/08/06/ukraine-is-on-the-edge-of-nervous-breakdown 
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societal groups.53 Nevertheless, when systematically organised and routinely 
practised, community resilience has a great potential to heal collective trau-
mas.54 The role of institutional resilience — especially that of law enforcement 
agencies and local municipalities — will increase considerably during the  
crisis and also recovery phase. Ukraine’s international partners and donors 
should, therefore, support the wide spectrum of resilience stakeholders on  
all levels.55

Cases of successful resistance strengthen the nation’s self-esteem 
while also illuminating those societal attitudes that are instrumental 
in resilience at personal, community, and national levels. The Ukrainian  
people, in particular, have been managing a crisis as complex as Russia’s 
ongoing aggression armed with a strong coping-and-learning mindset that is 
required to win the war and ensure a better future for the next generations. 
Ukrainians now have the chance to pioneer and lead resilience building — not 
just in theory, but also in practice. As a community of applied research and 
policy development, our fundamental task is to support Ukraine. Its success 
will benefit both the Ukrainian people and their international partners equally.

53 Coaffee, J., & Fussey, P. (2015). Constructing Resilience through Security and Surveillance: The 
Politics, Practices and Tensions of Security-Driven Resilience. Security Dialogue 46, no. 1, published in Febru-
ary 2015, pp 86–105. https://doi.org/10.1177/0967010614557884. 

54 Saul, J. (2013). Collective Trauma, Collective Healing: Promoting Community Resilience in the  
Aftermath of Disaster (1st ed.). Routledge. DOI: https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203842188.

55 Dispatch from Eastern Ukraine: A rapid assessment to support institutional resilience and emer-
gency response to Russia’s war in Ukraine. Sayara International, published in 2022. sayarainternational.com. 
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THE LATVIAN TRANSATLANTIC ORGANISATION (LATO) 

LATO is a non-governmental organisation established in 2000. Its aims are to inform 
the public about NATO and Latvia`s membership in the Alliance, to organise informative 
public events about Latvian and Euro-Atlantic security issues, to promote partnerships with 
other countries, to lay the foundations for Latvia`s international role as a member of NATO, 
and to foster the international community's understanding of Latvia`s foreign and security 
policy aims. During the past 20 years, LATO has numerous achievements to be proud of. LATO 
organises the most influential security conference in the Baltic Sea region: The Rīga Confe-
rence facilitates discussion about issues affecting the transatlantic community and annually 
gathers international experts in foreign affairs andsecurity/defence matters, policy makers, 
journalists, and business representatives. LATO promotes policy relevant research on topics 
such as gender equality, peace and security, resilience in the borderland, and the subjective 
perception of security. A series of various initiatives intended for increasing the interest of Lat-
vian, Baltic and European youth in security related issues have been put in motion, including 
an annual future leader's forum and masterclasses for young political leaders. LATO’s most 
recent project is the SecureBaltics platform, which serves as an information hub for those 
who are eager to join thedebate on international security.

CONTACTS:
E-mail: lato@lato.lv 
phone: (+371) 26868668
Facebook: Latvian Transatlantic Organisation
Instagram: lato_lv
Twitter: @LATO_L

PROGRAM WOMEN, PEACE AND SECURITY

LATO launched its first initiative at the Rīga Conference 2020 with a discussion as part 
of focus on the Women, Peace and Security Initiative. In 2021, a series of different activities 
on behalf of LATO have been established including special discussion in the Rīga Conference 
and upcoming publications and a documentary film. In 2022 The Rīga Conference continues 
to lead the pace with a dedicated discussions in the Rīga Conference and a new mentoring 
program has been launched for aspiring young leaders.
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The promise of the Women, Peace and Security agenda set by the United Nations pro- 
vides a framework for sustainable peace amidst a global crisis, and it is powered by a fearless 
women’s movement that knows few bounds. But, while the agenda has strong support from 
governments all over the world, that support hasn’t plugged the persistent implementation 
gaps. This is also the case in Latvia and the Baltics.

The general public’s knowledge on the importance, leadership and influence of women 
enlisted within the defence, military and security sectors are quite minimal and their role in 
defence is often overlooked. Therefore, LATO has been working on developing a series of 
activities with an overarching aim of raising awareness and understanding on women in the 
defence, military and security sectors. 

The LATO Mentoring Program targets young women professionals from Latvia to con-
nect them with multiple highly ranked, highly achieving and highly reputed women profes-
sionals in the defence and foreign affairs sectors. By connecting both the successful and 
the aspiring leaders, the program bridges the gap in understanding and support and aims to 
create a long-term network of like-minded individuals. Thus, LATO not only encourages the 
growth of young professionals and raises awareness of the need for such encouragement at 
different levels. The mentoring program is supported by the German Embassy in Riga and 
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Latvia.

INFORMATION SPACE SECURITY PROJECT 
#BORDERRESILIENCE

From 1 November to 31 December 2021 the #BorderResilience information space secu-
rity project was implemented under the leadership of the Latvian Transatlantic Organisation 
(LATO). The project included four workshops with eight simulation sessions in the Eastern 
border regions of Latvia. The project aimed to identify the practices of border communities 
in countering information attacks, especially on border security issues. The experience and 
knowledge offered by the communities was used to develop policy recommendations and 
further steps to promote information security in society with the special emphasis on the 
border regions. At the end of the project, the results, evaluation and recommendations were 
presented for the stakeholders, who took further steps in implementation on new informa-
tion security-oriented policies. The final report of the project is available on the websites 
of the Latvian Transatlantic Organisation www.lato.lv and www.securebaltics.eu. Metho-
dological and social campaign materials were also be developed.  The project is turned to 
become a strategic initiative, which encompasses new projects working together to serve 
the needs of the larger communities. 

The project was implemented in cooperation with the State Chancellery and the NATO 
Public Diplomacy Division.
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SECURE BALTICS

LATO holds an internet platform SecureBaltics (www.securebaltics.eu).
The site gathers different materials – policy briefs, discussions, interviews, studies,  

educational materials – created in the framework of the Rīga Conference, as well as work 
from our partners. It is a stable platform that the Rīga Conference community can rely on and 
use as a credible source of information in the region.

Purpose
The purpose of the platform is to collect the know-how that is generated by the ex- 

cellent minds gathered at the Rīga Conference on an annual basis. The Rīga Co ference 
gathers regional and international experts in foreign policy and defence, academics, jour-
nalists, and business representatives by promoting the discussions on issues affecting the  
transatlantic community. It has been growing in influence since its inception in 2006.

Every year, for two days the National Library of Latvia is the centre of the most impor-
tant regional discussions on security issues. However, it is not enough to engage in these  
discussions only once a year. Therefore, LATO developed SecureBatlics as a practical tool 
which can encourage the use of any resources and materials that have been produced as 
part of the Rīga Conference or its follow-up events.

Reach
The platform provides materials in both, English and Latvian, in order to reach multiple 

audiences. It is intended for the traditional Rīga Conference comunity of opinion leaders and 
experts in foreign policy and defence matters as well as any other interested parties that 
could benefit from the generated materials such as high school teachers looking for study 
materials.

Vision
LATO is working on SecureBaltics to become the go-to hub for resource associated with 

defence and security issues in the Baltics within the next few years.
Materials
The platform SecureBaltics provides resources:
• For all interested parties, including expert community, in the form of interviews, policy 

briefs, commentaries on topical issues
• For teachers and lecturers in the form of study materials and tests that can be in- 

cluded in academic curriculum
• For students in the form of lectures and study materials, as well as interactive study 

materials through games.
Partners
The SecureBaltics portal is supported by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Republic 

of Latvia and the Ministry of Defence of the Republic of Latvia.
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