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			15th Anniversary of Estonia’s EU Accession

			Estonia joined the EU 15 years ago. The May issue of Diplomaatia explores the lessons Estonia has learnt from being an EU member, the fears people had before joining and the essence of European values in general, which have again been in focus a lot in recent times. We also look at some other global topics.

			Siim Kallas, Second Vice-President of the Riigikogu (Estonian parliament) and a former Vice-President of the European Commission, writes about Estonia’s 15 years in the EU and the time before it. “We had to prove that we could manage our finances. We had to prove that we weren’t SS sympathisers or neo-Nazis,” writes Kallas. “We had to prove that Estonia wouldn’t be fertile ground for interethnic conflicts. We had to prove that Estonia’s considerable Russian minority felt comfortable here.” 

			Toomas Sildam interviews Kaja Tael, Estonia’s Permanent Representative to the EU, who focuses on the intricacies of working in Brussels. 

			Writer and historian Milvi Martina Piir writes about European values. “Estonians, Greeks, the Irish and others are made of similar psychological fibre and have a notable capability for mutual understanding thanks to their religious, scientific, legal, artistic, social and erotic values,” she writes. “On this basis, we can tentatively draw the conclusion that a European is not so much a category based on geography, citizenship or racial characteristics as an attitude.” 

			Mele Pesti, an expert on Latin American affairs, looks at the processes that are changing the region. “The red Marxist balloon that was left lying around in the room is deflating quickly and could go with a bang, as seems to be the case in oil-producing Venezuela,” she observes. “The innovative pink tide of the early 2000s has mostly come to nothing, but the very progressive Uruguay as well as Ecuador and Bolivia continue steadily with their projects. Peru, Argentina and Brazil have turned to the right; the last of them extremely so. Mexico remains on its course despite its recent shift to the left.”

			Analyst Andres Mäe writes about how difficult it is to find out the actual growth of Russia’s economy.

		


		
			
				
					Siim Kallas – Estonia’s 15 years in the EU

				

			

			 

			Estonia’s 15 years in the EU

			Ultimately, the European Union will remain a community of member states
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			Siim Kallas, 

			Second Vice-President of the Riigikogu (Estonian parliament)

			Siim Kallas has served as Governor of the Bank of Estonia and Estonian prime minister, foreign minister and finance minister. Between 2004 and 2014 he was a Vice-President of the European Commission. He has been Second Vice-President of the Riigikogu since April 2019.

			In the early morning of 1 May 2004, a number of members of the Riigikogu and other public figures gathered in the Governor’s Garden next to Toompea Castle in Tallinn and sang “Ode to Joy” by Beethoven and Schiller, the anthem of the European Union. 

			We had stepped over the threshold. It had been a long journey.

			In 1991 we started almost from scratch. Most Europeans had never heard of Estonia. In 2009 a colleague in the European Commission asked whether there had been any snow that year in Riga; the Queen of the Netherlands congratulated me on our great success in football. Did we know the capitals of small countries in the Balkans?

			Estonia is very small. In comparison to Belgium’s population density, Estonia is almost deserted. 

			Meaningless, of little importance, distant, with no democratic experience, and without European-level culture. Thank God we have Arvo Pärt. 

			For an average German, French or Belgian voter, we had to prove that Estonia existed and was a decent country.
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					A tree-planting initiative was also organised in Estonia on 1 May 2004. Among others, president Lennart Meri and Riigikogu speaker Ene Ergma took part.
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			We tried hard. 

			We had to prove that we could manage our finances. We had to prove that we weren’t SS sympathisers or neo-Nazis. We had to prove that Estonia wouldn’t be fertile ground for interethnic conflicts. We had to prove that Estonia’s considerable Russian minority felt comfortable here. 

			We had to prove that we were not a pointless former Soviet Socialist Republic of no use to Europe. And that we had a rich European cultural life. We had to prove that we were mature enough for Europe. 

			We had to prove that we were not a corrupt country and that we had a normal, functioning and sustainable democracy. 

			From the early days of regaining our independence—and, indeed, much earlier—almost all public figures in the new Estonia set out to prove to the world that we were part of Europe, not a Russian province lagging behind in development.

			Estonia’s leadership was absolutely unanimous in doing this. A former political party, the People’s Union of Estonia (Rahvaliit), was against Estonia’s accession to the EU and, when a national referendum was organised, it became clear that the Centre Party (Keskerakond) was also reluctant. 

			Lennart Meri was one of the first to look at Estonia from outside. He made major efforts to prove to the rest of the world and the Estonian people that Estonia was part of Europe, throwing himself into the task. In a speech on 23 February 1993 at the University of Tartu, he said that, due to the Baltic Landesstaat, Estonia had essentially not been part of Russia, even though it was a Russian province at that time. In his welcome speech to Pope John Paul II, who visited Estonia in September that year, he gave the assurance that Rome had always been with us. Meri emphasised Estonia’s connection with Europe through the Baltic Germans. 

			Objectively, we are a very long way from Western Europe—the real Europe. Big Western European cities are thousands of kilometres away. St Petersburg and Moscow are both much closer. Our language has no relatives in Europe except for Finnish and Hungarian. Today the first foreign language we speak is English, and for many Estonians it is Russian; until the end of World War II it was German, one of Europe’s great languages. English is a world language and it is inevitable and necessary to master it, but it is the mother tongue of the Anglo-American world. It is distant from us. Even today, a large part of the world doesn’t even know that a country like Estonia exists. 

			1 May 2004 brought many changes. Estonia took its place among Europe’s decision-makers, together with other former Soviet satellite states. As a full member of the European Council, the Estonian prime minister was able to express his opinion about European (and world) affairs. In the EU’s executive institution—the European Commission—someone from Estonia began to work alongside representatives of other countries as an equal. Soon, six MEPS from Estonia were elected to the European Parliament. 

			Practically every decision made in the EU has a global impact. At first, a representative of a tiny and insignificant nation finds it difficult to get used to this. But we adapted. Representatives of Estonia have never had such an opportunity to express their opinions about world affairs. Of course, large countries have more influence. Nevertheless, we are treated equally at the negotiating table at the Council and the Commission. 

			The excellent Russian publicist and Putin critic Yulia Latynina said in a recent interview that Estonians would be happier in the Russian Empire.1 Really? When were Estonians in the Russian Empire or the Soviet Union on equal terms with Russians? 

			Having a say also means having a sense of responsibility. Estonia’s representatives are expected to participate in discussions on global climate policy, security and migration, influencing the global economy as well as helping to resolve other problems. If we have no sense of responsibility and will, this unprecedented opportunity to decide on global and European matters has no point. It will just go to waste. 

			We formally became Europeans, citizens of the EU, on 1 May 2004. We are still Estonians, but we also became Europeans. As EU citizens, we have additional rights in member states that those of a non-member friendly country don’t. These are the opportunities to move freely, search for a job, live where we want, participate in local and European parliamentary elections, use the consular services of any member state when abroad, and have direct recourse to European institutions. 

			The EU was established as the European Economic Community with the aim of increasing shared economic welfare. For the past 15 years, Eastern Europe has also enjoyed economic growth.

			In 1992, the GDP of the 11 future Eastern European member states was lower than that of Australia, South Korea, Mexico and the European Free Trade Association. In the past 25 years, it has increased by a factor of 4.7 and is now higher than those. 

			Between 2000 and 2007, exports from the Baltic states increased five-fold, compared to less than double in the EU-15 (i.e. the longer-standing member states). 

			When accession negotiations started, foreign investment increased exponentially, reaching 10% of GDP.

			In early April 2019, a prestigious conference was organised to present large-scale analyses of what had happened in the 15 years since the Eastern European countries joined the EU.

			Between 2000 and 2018, GDP per capita increased by an average of 250% in new member states, compared to only 50% in the EU as a whole. Annual income per capita increased 50% in new member states and 10% in the EU in general. Growth has been especially rapid in the Baltic states, although of course as former members of the Soviet Union we started from a worse position. 

			Interestingly, competitiveness (as measured by the relevant index from 2007 to 2018) hasn’t improved equally in different countries. It has improved in the EU as a whole and in Bulgaria, Estonia, Poland and Romania, while remaining unchanged in Hungary, Latvia, Slovakia and Slovenia. 

			Innovation and development activities (the Horizon 2020 and COSME programmes) have increased exponentially thanks to EU aid. 

			The economies of countries that joined in 2004 have received significant amounts from other member states. Since then, we and our companions have been granted a total of 209.2 billion euros through cohesion policy measures, including 99.2 billion euros for Poland and 5.1 billion euros for Estonia. Almost the entire Estonian drinking-water supply system has been upgraded with sewage treatment plants thanks to European funds. 

			Fifteen years in the EU has brought us a whole new quality of life. Immediately before accession, we were required to adopt a competition law that complied with European rules, and we did. As a minister, I was the rapporteur; how new and strange this detailed set of rules on fair competition seemed to us at the time!

			The whole of Europe grumbles a lot about the numerous prescriptions and rules that must be followed in the EU. But let’s look at this from the other side. It is extremely difficult to get a certificate confirming that an aircraft (aeroplane, helicopter) complies with European safety requirements. For example, one type of aeroplane from a certain neighbour of Estonia still hasn’t been permitted to fly in European airspace, despite a permit being requested for several years. However, an aviation equipment manufacturer said at an annual conference on aviation safety that under no circumstances should European requirements be loosened; they are a badge of quality. If a product has a European certificate, it means it is the best in the world. This is also the case with food, medications and many commodities. 

			One family business that manufactures wooden structures for children’s playgrounds reached the final round of the Estonian Entrepreneurship Awards. It had customers from many countries, including Taiwan. The company asked its customers why they wanted to buy products from the other side of the world. The answer was: you’re from Europe. People want the best quality in the world. 

			In this way, the EU has contributed significantly to the export of goods. Would manufacturers in small countries have such an opportunity otherwise? (Of course, you must be capable of making excellent products in the first place.) 

			Over the past 15 years the EU has gone through a lot.

			In 2008 the EU was hit by a major economic crisis (the debt crisis, banking crisis or whatever we call it now). It was a very severe financial blow. In retrospect it can be said that the EU recovered from this much better than the world dealt with the Great Depression of 1929–33.

			Helping member states who were having difficulties was part of the solution. Greece, Spain, Ireland, Portugal, Cyprus, Latvia, Hungary, Romania—all of these were insolvent, and at one point on the verge of bankruptcy. 

			Under the EU’s auspices, the countries in difficulty were saved from bankruptcy and were granted the necessary loans by the EU institutions and other member states, totalling more than 500 billion euros. Preventing the collapse of the entire banking system caused a huge increase in public debt, which grew by 50%.

			Over the past 15 years, European countries have been asked several times what they think about the EU’s development. 

			Estonia was already a member when the Union went through a very difficult constitutional process. This could also be called a crisis of sorts, concerning agreement over the identity and principles of the EU. 

			After the so-called “transitional” Treaty of Nice in 2001, it was decided that a new core document should be developed for the EU—what was initially called the Treaty Establishing a Constitution for Europe. A Convention on the Future of Europe was set up to prepare the document, which was completed in 2004. The agreement, no longer “constitutional” but called the Treaty of Lisbon, entered into force in 2009 after a difficult ratification and amendment process. And it is still in force, which is good considering our need for stability. In total, six referenda were held: Spain and Luxembourg approved the treaty; France and the Netherlands rejected the first version in 2005; Ireland rejected it in 2008 but approved it the following year.

			Estonia also organised a referendum on EU accession, held on 14 September 2003. The vote was 66.83% in favour and 33.17% against. Referenda on approving European source documents had previously been organised by the UK and France, and twice by Denmark and Ireland (before 2008 and 2009).

			The latest referendum that has influenced the fate of Europe was held in the UK on 23 June 2016, with 51.9% of voters supporting leaving the EU.

			The round of EU enlargement in 2004 was a great historical breakthrough for Europe and, indeed, for the whole world. For us for Estonia, and probably also for the other Eastern European countries involved, this was a major leap forward.

			This also brought new opportunities for longer-standing EU members. Massive investment went into the new member states. We know that the increase of foreign investment from Sweden and Finland has accelerated Estonia’s economic development. Investments are not made for no reason, but to increase profit. Revenues increased in Finland, France, Germany, the Netherlands, Sweden and elsewhere.

			However, enlargement brought problems as well as solutions. The EU grew poorer, with GDP per capita falling by 8.9%. That is quite a plunge. Until 2007 and even in 2011, many established member states imposed restrictions on the free movement of labour. Nevertheless, the inflow of new labour into the economies of longer-standing member states increased significantly. This was good for the economy, but not so good for the residents. In 2005 the French voted against the new Treaty establishing a Constitution for Europe. They were heavily influenced by the so-called campaign against Polish plumbers.

			In December 2018 the European Commission published an analysis titled The Geography of Discontent, which shows that the enlargement of 2004 did not have a uniformly positive effect on the EU. 

			Euroscepticism increased by more than 20% between 2004 and 2018. In national elections in 2004, political parties opposed to the EU received about 10% of votes, while in 2018 they got more than 25%.

			The reasons for discontent were also examined. The slowing of economic growth and the loss of local and Europe-wide competitive power are two of the main ones. The lower the level of education and the employment rate in a country, the more anti-European the results of national elections. The ageing of the population also contributes to the rise of anti-European sentiment, according to the aforementioned research. People are concerned by migration in the broadest sense of the word: foreign workers, foreign people, foreign cultures.

			The next (ninth) EU parliamentary elections will soon be held. From the beginning of the Union, one of the central ideas in its development has involved direct parliamentary elections. The aim is to increase the democratic legitimacy of the EU (throughout its evolution) and connect European citizens directly with the decision-making process. 

			The first direct elections to the European parliament were held in 1979, when 61.99% of eligible European citizens voted. Since then, turnout has decreased; it was 42.5% at the last elections, in 2014. The parliament isn’t as loved by European citizens as was hoped.

			All Estonian candidates running for the European Parliament this year have loudly promised to defend Estonia’s interests. But herein lies a paradox.

			As Vice-President of the European Commission, I spoke in many plenary meetings and parliamentary committees. The parliament’s type of institutional opposition to the member states always caught my attention—opposition against the member states as a whole, not each country individually. About one participant in three in the debate always said something mean about member states and the EU institutions (mostly the Commission) which couldn’t force the member states to do as the EU told them—as the European Parliament had set out.

			In fact, this kind of opposition is not bad. The European Parliament outlines Europe-wide interests far better than the member states, which are involved with their individual concerns. Thanks to the European Parliament, Europe has made numerous decisions in the fields of environmental protection, human rights, safety and so on. These decisions would have been impossible or rather modest if they had been made by the Council at member-state level. It is thus MEPs that shape Europe-wide policies, not the agenda of individual member states.

			In my opinion, parallelism or even the opposition between the parliament and the European Council is not going anywhere. It is characteristic and necessary for this Union. Ultimately, the EU won’t become a federal state; it will remain a community. Member states formed this Union and joined it; member states will tear it down if they want. The final decision will be made by the governments of the member states.

			Estonia has become an EU member. Have we become Europeans? Where were we 15 years ago? Where are we now? Where was Europe then and where is it today?

			Although we have nearly reached the EU average in terms of wealth, we still have some way to go.

			Our connections with the major centres of Western Europe were and still are bad. 

			We still find it hard to identify with Europe, to finally realise that Europe’s shared interests are also ours.

			The next five-year cycle in the EU lies ahead of us: new members of parliament, a new European Commission. The European Council is constantly renewed in line with national election results. Are we heading towards stronger cooperation or will everybody be out for their own benefit in the future? We’ll soon find out.

			 

			1	 Taavi Minnik and Yulia Latynina: “kui oleksite impeeriumimeelsetele valimisõiguse andnud, valitseks teid Zjuganov”. Postimees, 27 April 2019.
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			What is European Value Architecture Like?

			European civilisation may be undermining its values from the inside
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			Milvi Martina Piir, 

			writer and historian

			Milvi Martina Piir PhD is a writer, historian and educational researcher who studies the methodology of teaching history, the history of European thought and Austria. In exploring history and cultural history, she primarily looks at intangible values that people cultivate by their choices, preferences and oversights. Martina divides her life between Austria and Estonia, and moves between the centre and periphery of Europe both in the intellectual and cultural sense. 

			As a part of general cultural history, that of values reflects the intellectual heritage of a society, outlines its developmental patterns and shows how values have been formed in a consistent historical process. Some of the values considered important today are very old and offered food for thought even to ancient thinkers, while others are the fruit of quite recent philosophical developments. A value system provides more information than individual values, but value architecture—a concept I definitely prefer in discussing values—is the most eloquent of all. It involves both processes and their results, developmental dynamics and the stasis of certain moments in time, while also underlining the interconnected internal causality of values, as it shows how each value has a prerequisite and a derivate. In my eyes, the characteristics of integrity and cohesion—inner dynamics that have been tested to the extent that they obtain a level of reasonable reliability in historical development—justify the use of the term “value architecture”. I see it as one of the qualities of civilisation. 

			This overview is limited to the basics. I regret having to discard many interesting evolutions and specifications regarding the relationship between individuals and state authority, state and church etc., as well as the undertones, conflicting possibilities of interpretation and tempting opportunities of abuse involved in this.

			Two World-views

			The value space that surrounds us and is usually called “European” is the result of a consistent historical process that has lasted for some 2,500 years. During this time, two conflicting world-views—theocentric and human-centred—have come into focus and replaced one another several times. The theocentric view assumes that human needs are nothing in comparison to an almighty entity; people are immature and understand little. This is why a higher being has imposed value instructions expressed through various sets of rules and restrictions that are to be followed because they are the will of God, tradition and/or laws of nature. The humanist world-view, contrarily, is focused on the person, with her mind, endowments, creativity and other properties that make her human. God has his role, and it may be quite essential but it is nevertheless limited. It definitely doesn’t envelop the entire human condition or determine her fate. A person is capable of growing, developing and exploring the world that surrounds her. She explains and shapes her environment according to her understanding and starts to distinguish between right and wrong in the course of this. Humanist values are based on human interests and needs that can be agreed upon and modified, not universal divine laws.

			The building blocks of value architecture—humanist thinking, rationalism, secularisation, the rule of law, democracy and human rights—form a line within these two world-views. In terms of the history of values, this line can be observed both from left to right and vice versa.
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					Francisco Goya’s The Sleep of Reason Produces Monsters is one of the most powerful pieces of art of the humanist age.
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			A Time-lapse of the History of Values

			The history of European values began as theocentric, but the first major value shift occurs in the midst of this—humanist thinking starts to leach into a world-view focused on pleasing the gods drop by drop. This happens for the first time in Greece in about the 6th century BC, and for the second at the end of the Middle Ages. It means doubting whether a person must be the servant or plaything of a higher power instead of shaping her own destiny. The next step is to challenge legends and myths with rational thinking and endeavour to explain the world reasonably. In ancient times this brought about the flourishing of philosophy, and at the beginning of the modern period the rapid development of natural sciences. 

			Humanist thinking gradually takes root and spreads in the Mediterranean countries, until it becomes prevalent throughout the Roman Empire, which stands on citizenship and rational laws. The dissemination of rational thought leads to the secularisation of society, and religion steadily loses its central position in people’s daily lives. Temples, churches and rituals don’t disappear, of course, but people increasingly assume more agency in deciding over their life and happiness, while religion-related issues withdraw from the public sphere and move to the private. We see signs of this process in the Hellenistic world, while thinkers in the Age of Enlightenment loudly demanded the secularisation of society. 

			Here we can observe a wide gap between the parallel development of the ancient and modern worlds, but the comparison is still relevant. Christianity emerges from the lap of Roman civilisation, signifying a new life for the theocentric world-view. Rationality is again replaced by faith and the mental focus shifts from individual to God. We think of the Middle Ages as an era of faith when science is controlled by the Church and alternative thought is nipped in the bud. In spite of this, humanist thinking sprouts from the intellectual ground of the Middle Ages due to the rediscovery of the heritage of Ancient Greece and Rome, as well as the Renaissance. Non-religious rational thought blooms again, together with the rapid growth of natural sciences. 

			Martin Luther and other innovators rock the dominant position of the Church and show alternative ways of interpreting divine will. The enlightened requirement of separating church and state is the logical consequence of this. During secularisation, the suprahuman element is eliminated from state governance: power is no longer something endowed from above, which allows a ruler’s decisions and whims to be placed out of the reach of human reason and understanding. They are replaced by written laws, which are formal and equalising and apply to everyone, even rulers. In the ancient world, these principles are represented by Roman law, which perpetuates the concept of citizenship and works efficiently across the entire giant empire. The example of the equalising spirit of Roman law is also followed in regulating legislation and preparing codes in modern times. 

			During the French and American revolutions, the first constitutions are written and fundamental human freedoms emerge, giving rise to the concept of a modern state based on the rule of law. Equality before the law inspires people to fight for expanding political freedoms, e.g. establishing democratic public order. Power begins to change hands periodically through elections and to represent the people first in Ancient Greece, while today most of humanity lives in democratic states, although often only in name. Eventually, human rights emerge from democracy. The idea that all human beings have an internal integrity and certain inherent rights with which external characteristics such as nationality, sex and skin colour may not interfere is the contribution to value history of the 20th century’s devastating world wars. As a consequence of these conflicts, all kinds of human rights and freedoms have expanded as never before. 

			Let me briefly reiterate: the humanist world-view in the framework of which we practise our current European values consists of six conceptual “floors”, each of which is on top of the one that precedes it historically. The entire construction is based on humanism, a way of thinking that values the individual. The next building block is rationalism, i.e. trust in the ability of the human mind to get to know the world and make decisions. Rationality in turn pushes gods away from public life—i.e. it is followed by the secularisation of society. The administration of society is based on laws and constitutions instead of the scriptures, which in turn favours the development of democracy. Through the latter, value discourse moves on to the subject of universal human rights and becomes complete, as the right to legal and actual integrity expands to all human beings. This is what European value architecture looks like in theory. 

			Many Opportunities for Failure

			How are things in practice? This can be best explored using the example of Ancient Greece and Rome, the only known earlier instances of value discourse reaching results comparable to today. In those times, the humanist view of human life and society was widespread among educated people, but its practical implementation was deficient, to say the least. Humanist thought and rationality was highly valued, but the resulting opportunity to secularise society mainly manifested itself in the fact that many religions existed side by side and influenced one another. Only a few enjoyed the Roman rule of law and much-praised ancient democracy, which were not available to women (gender criterion), the poor (wealth criterion), slaves (social status criterion) and foreigners (citizenship criterion).The roof of the value construction—the idea of inherent and inalienable human rights—therefore remained a noble ideal that was never realised. On the contrary, the lack of a roof caused the entire building to crumble. 

			The protection of the law and democracy that was the realm of free, wealthy, male citizens declined as the Roman Republic became an empire. Religious tolerance faded as Christianity grew stronger and became the official religion. Rationality was replaced with the belief of God’s omnipotence and the humanist approach to life gave way to a theocentric world-view, which we are accustomed to considering medieval—until a new humanist shift occurred during the Renaissance about a thousand years later. 

			I hope that this historical parallel—and I emphasise that it is the only one we have—explains how important it is to work towards an integral humanist value architecture, so that each part of it is clear, well considered, fully understood, real, adopted and practised in everyday life. History shows that the development of human thought is cyclical rather than linear, and that progress alternates with regression, humanist thinking with theocentric thought. We have reason to wonder whether the turning point isn’t approaching inconspicuously, even now. Anti-terrorist laws are already restricting daily freedoms in some places; human rights are invaded in the name of faith; tendencies that may lead to a democratic deficit in the future are emerging in several European countries. All of this shows how necessary it is to know and attribute meaning to the values that form the basis of our home civilisation. 

			Reading from Right to Left

			We can also approach the subject from the opposite direction—what would happen to European value architecture if we were to demolish it from the top?

			Human rights, the keystone of values, would come under attack first. In a world without human rights, we as citizens would still have the right to vote at elections. So-called natural rights—such as the right to life, liberty and bodily integrity—would also remain untouched. Nevertheless, there would be no freedom of speech, opinion or conscience; or religious or journalistic freedom. Such societies were prevalent in Europe before World War II, when state authority organised people’s daily lives to a much greater extent than today and the media were kept under control even in democratic countries.

			If we take democracy out of the equation, we would find ourselves in the 19th century, the era of bourgeois revolutions and the formation of nation-states. Ordinary citizens would retain their natural rights, but the right to vote would still be taking baby steps. Most of us (most men and all women) would have no opportunity to participate in the administration of society by influencing legislation or the people heading the state. Our well-being and fate would largely depend on someone else’s decisions. 

			If the principle of a state based on the rule of law is the next to be discarded, we would no longer have our so-called natural rights. This means that a sovereign authority (a ruler or an institution appointed and authorised by her) can decide over our life and death, freedom and physical punishment, without substantiating the decision in any way. In terms of European history, we would jump back to the 18th century and the time of absolutism, serfdom and corporal punishment.

			We would find ourselves in roughly the same pre-Enlightenment era if we gave up the principle of a secular society. In addition to laws issued by a ruler, we would also have to follow religious decrees that would determine our lives on both a personal and a public level, from acquiring an education and a job to choosing a spouse and raising children.

			However, even in this relatively dismal situation we would still have some humanist values to discard, e.g. a rational, logical view of life based on healthy scepticism and forethought. Despite all kinds of religious restrictions, this would hold inspiring potential for scientific advance. This situation corresponds to Europe in the 16th and 17th centuries, when the first great natural scientists began their work. The rest of us would have no opportunity worthy of mention to improve our lives according to rational principles, let alone to direct them independently. 

			We would raze our values to the ground by denying humanist thought as such. The concept of an independent and unique individual would disappear with it. In this recreation of “primal innocence” we would only experience order imposed from above and by our superiors, and hold a place and perform duties in an eternal, unchanging system. “Welcome to the Middle Ages!” sounds like a suitable slogan for this.

			Applied Humanism

			If we ask what defines a modern European, we can outline some common characteristics. Estonians, Greeks, the Irish and others are made of similar psychological fibre and have a notable capability for mutual understanding thanks to their religious, scientific, legal, artistic, social and erotic values. On this basis, we can tentatively draw the conclusion that a European is not so much a category based on geography, citizenship or racial characteristics as an attitude. First and foremost, this means respecting universal human rights, recognising the principles of democracy and state based on the rule of law, understanding the concept of the separation of church and state, employing rational argumentation in making decisions and subscribing to a general humanist world-view. All of these values may be called European. They have emerged, developed and been realised primarily in Europe, deeply influenced the local cultures and spread to other parts of the world over the centuries. 

			Ancient Greek and Roman philosophy, Roman law, Christian ethics, the Renaissance, Humanism, the Reformation, the Age of Enlightenment, technological progress and world wars have contributed to constructing a European value architecture that manifests in the European political system a general European world-view and understanding of the human condition in all its mutability as well as everyone’s personal ideas, perceptions and individual value judgements.

			We are somewhere near this point in our value timeline, and no one knows what the future may bring. The dark woods of the human psyche also hide an intolerance of freedom, self-punishment and mental slavery. Historical processes progress in various directions, and attitudes that have been considered out of date may return with a vengeance in certain conditions. As a rule, healthy and viable modern democracies don’t have trouble in deterring external enemies, but we are much more helpless against internal conflicts. It may be that the theocentric world-view is preparing for a comeback in the current liberal and humanist environment. 

			One thing is for certain. No matter how passionately we argue over values or how much we deride them—or even renounce them completely—such a discussion is only possible in a philosophical culture that acknowledges and applies the humanist world-view. 
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			Chasing the Reds in the Americas

			Latin America can’t ignore the impact of globalisation forever
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			Mele Pesti, 

			analyst

			Mele Pesti has a PhD from Tallinn University. Her thesis discussed Brazilian modernism and the metaphor of anthropophagy. She has worked at the weekly Eesti Ekspress and the literature portal Raamatukuller, and written for Estonian cultural journals. Pesti has also undertaken further education in Latin America. She has published articles in Diplomaatia before.

			Our world has been shaken a lot during the past ten years. A decade ago the incredible came true: Barack Obama was elected president of the US. Eight years later, another inconceivable development was realised: Donald Trump. National and regional agendas have been shaped by recuperating from the financial crisis, by the migration crisis and by an environmental crisis, that is sounding the alarm ever louder. The Groundhog Day we call Brexit and nationalist conservative policies—first in Hungary and Poland, and now right here at home in Estonia—are increasing tensions. 

			In this context it is fascinating to see whether developments in Latin America will align with the EU-US axis or if those countries will try to play a different game on the other edge of this interconnected political world. In this article, I’ll explore recent changes in Latin American countries: Brazil’s sudden turn to the right and Mexico’s to the left; deflation of the leftist bloc that carried the ideals of the Cold War (in Venezuela’s case, going out with a bang); the fading of the pink tide; and new allies and enemies on the continent.

			What’s New?

			•	The final phase of removing Maduro from power begins; the leader of the opposition calls supporters onto the streets and to military bases.

			•	The multiple-term former president of Peru commits suicide when investigators knock on his door with allegations of corruption.

			•	Brazil is led by crazy US toadies who have destroyed the country’s reputation , says the popular ex-president Lula da Silva in his first interview after spending a year in prison.

			•	“Brazil mustn’t become a gay paradise—come and have sex with our women instead,” self-proclaimed homophobe president Bolsonaro tells the press.

			This is just a small selection of Latin American news from one week in April this year. The headlines, ranging from the tragic to the tragicomic, astound us every day. An especially captivating soap opera is going on in Brazil, where the radical right-wing president Jair Bolsonaro (who came to power on 1 January 2019) and his three sons are firing off bizarre ideas and orders on social media, without thinking about whether they are at all feasible. Recently the president tweeted about a plan to close down the philosophy and sociology curricula of all universities and direct the resources that would become available to productive specialities—a fascist measure that upon second look turned out to be unconstitutional. 

			Another recent flighty idea came from the keyboard of the minister of education—each school day was to start with singing the anthem and repeating nationalist slogans. This was supposed to be filmed and the clips were to be sent to the ministry. Welcome to the new North Korea? All of this is happening in a country that was among the world’s greatest just a decade ago, integrated South America as the regional leader in both economic and political terms, and facilitated global South-South cooperation. 

			Brazil and Peru are struggling the most with the greatest corruption scandal of all time, which has shaken the entire continent. Many more presidents and top politicians from other countries will be imprisoned, as it has so far been proved that leaders in 12 countries participated in the scheme.

			If we look at history, we can see what else besides corruption has brought Latin America to the point where an extremely inept and dangerous person who is already boycotted in several countries has been elected the president of a once leading state. The American Museum of Natural History was the latest to refuse to organise a banquet in honour of Bolsonaro, as the honouree fights against everything natural scientists stand for. The Brazilian president’s attacks on universities, especially in social sciences, is part of his fierce campaign against the devilish embodiment of all evil—being left-wing. This is what drives him. Thus, we need to examine the left–right spectrum in Latin America to understand his actions. I will begin my look at the region from one end of the scale: the so-called “old school” leftist countries, which have been exposed to the Marxist ideology familiar to us from history. Blind opposition to the commies has led to looking at the world with blinkers and has created new catastrophes in both North and South America.
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					Andrés López Obrador, the president of Mexico, at a morning press conference.
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			Beware of the Communists!

			The Cold War had a greater impact on South America than people usually think. The few successful leftist revolutions were directly supported by the Soviet Union; the US role as a counterweight and a force that interferes in others’ internal affairs to protect its own interests has left a mark on all Latin American countries. Throughout the 20th century, the US used actual or invented fear of communist ideology as the main excuse for trying to control the entire western hemisphere. Historians have calculated that, during the past century, the US successfully interfered in replacing governments in Latin American countries 41 times, i.e. about once every two years. The US takes keeping its “back yard” clear of the Red Peril very seriously.

			Against this background, it seems unbelievable that any projects working towards Marxist ideals still exist, albeit on the wane. Cuba is gradually changing through reform and opening up, Venezuela is in an acute crisis and Nicaragua, which depends on the former two and Russia, has been in decline longer than Venezuela. The media cover the situation there less intensively because Nicaragua doesn’t have a resource that the world’s major powers consider very important: oil. Trump’s national security adviser, John Bolton, called these red triplets a “troika of tyranny”, which is a slightly milder pet name than “axis of evil” but still a moniker that invites dropping bombs on them.

			The antagonists of the Cold War are raising their heads again. Russia is not prepared to hand over the global remote control to the US completely and is doing everything it can with its strategic ally, Venezuela: it vetoes US initiatives and sends its military to help Maduro. In late March Donald Trump simply announced, as he is wont to do, that “the Russians must leave” and threatened again that “all options” were on the table to resolve the situation. There are very few experts in the world besides Donald Trump and his closest circle who think that a US military intervention in the Venezuela crisis would be a positive solution. The Venezuelan opposition leader and self-declared president, Juan Guaidó, has attested that this would be a terrifying and appalling road to take and some other option should be chosen for ending the crisis. Some analysts think that Venezuela would become the new Afghanistan if an offensive were launched. We will soon know; tension is at its highest.

			The remote-controlled Cold War was rather hot and deadly in the Central America of the 1980s, where US-backed right-wing dictators were driven from power with lots of casualties and a decade-long war. When the Sandinista leader Daniel Ortega (who came to power in Nicaragua in 1979 as a result of a Marxist revolution but soon lost his position) became president through democratic elections in 2006, people were very optimistic. They hoped that, this time, leftist ideals would be realised with laws instead of Kalashnikovs. 

			It is clear today that things went differently. First, Ortega became power-crazed and didn’t want to hand over his presidency when the prescribed time came. Second, the Marxist bloc has been starved of oxygen everywhere in the world step-by-step, and Nicaragua’s economy is wasting away in isolation. In the highly globalised world of the 21st century, one can’t simply cook a rich meat soup in one part of the pot while the rest have to make do with chicken broth. Venezuela, which used to be the only player capable of setting its own rules besides Russia, is struggling with an incapable leader and plummeting oil prices, yet it is suffering the most due to Washington’s harsh economic sanctions. 

			El Salvador’s Saviour: The Swallow 

			Nicaragua’s neighbour, El Salvador, is a fascinating example of trying to find a path to a new and more successful future right now, in 2019. El Salvador has a trajectory similar to its neighbour—a long and bloody civil war in the 1980s between US-financed government forces and leftist guerrillas. A peace accord was concluded in 1992, and the people suffered through 20 more years of right-wing and ten years of left-wing governments. Sweeping neoliberal reforms were made even before the end of the civil war. The national bank, telecommunications, the energy industry, sugar and coffee exports and the pensions system were privatised with the kind help of the US; ultimately the country did away with its currency and replaced it with the US dollar because it was more convenient for American corporations.

			In economic terms, adopting the US dollar hit the population hard, contributed to the growth of organised crime and increased emigration to the US by leaps and bounds. The racist Los Angeles police force and the policy of restricting immigration in the late 1990s helped to create one of the most powerful gang systems of the western hemisphere, the so-called maras. Marginalised Salvadorean youngsters didn’t integrate, and many were sent back home with a dowry of the criminal culture they had adopted in the US slums and prisons. At home, the maras grew to a new level in the poor environment of weak post-civil war institutions; the government’s so-called Iron Fist crackdown radicalised them even more. A network very like the mafia developed—almost 20% of El Salvador’s population is now involved in it as protection racket “clients”. Before elections, representatives of all presidential candidates visit the mara bosses in secret (although everybody knows that they do it). First they need to conclude an agreement that a candidate may campaign in an area controlled by the mara without getting killed; second, they buy votes (gang-leaders take money from all parties and choose which candidate they order their people to vote for—candidates who promise to grant amnesties and improve prison conditions have a better chance). If we also take into account unemployment, which neither right- nor left-wing governments have managed to alleviate, it is no wonder that, every couple of months, a caravan of illegal immigrants from El Salvador and the slightly poorer Honduras sets out north, where Trump wants to build a wall on the Mexican border to greet them.

			In several Latin American countries that have recently held elections, the people have said clearly that they want change. So-called anti-establishment candidates are usually successful, although in some cases their means of opposing the established elite are nothing more than throwing a punch. Candidates from opposite ends of the political spectrum may achieve power with similar rhetoric: a raging right-winger in Brazil, a left-winger in Mexico.  

			In El Salvador, however, Nayib Bukele (nicknamed “the Swallow”), the son of Palestinian immigrants, won the elections on 5 February 2019 by a landslide. He claims it is time to move on from the distinction between left- and right-wing politics. “We can finally leave the Cold War behind today, 30 years after the civil war ended,” said the 37-year-old Bukele to the crowd gathered on the central plaza in San Salvador on election night, when it was becoming clear that he had beaten the big left- and right-wing parties by a wide margin across the entire country. His term, which starts in June, will show whether his noble plan to create a digitally sophisticated government with the help of the best specialists will actually work. In any case, it is inspiring to see a president of the new generation who is moving towards other values on a continent that has been extremely polarised in terms of the left–right political spectrum for centuries.

			The Pink Tide Came to Nothing

			The desire to look past the left–right spectrum expressed by El Salvador’s young leader is nothing special in itself; many talk about it, including the political party Estonia 200. At this point, it is worth mentioning an earlier innovative political initiative that actually started in Latin America. During the so-called “pink tide” of the early 21st century, moderate left-wing governments came to power in most Latin American countries and began to look for an alternative to neoliberal policies prevalent in the world without wishing to veer off to the other end of the scale, i.e. angry opposition to capitalism. Thus, primarily Brazil under Lula, but also Argentina, Uruguay, Paraguay, Bolivia, Ecuador and Peru, developed a new model—a cooperation-based country with left-wing social policy where international business would also feel at home. Regional integration also developed, and there was an attempt to create a community similar to the EU.

			Today, the wind has changed in most of these countries and cooperation is weakening. Ecuador and Bolivia are interesting examples of countries continuing with 21st-century socialism without much media fuss. Having distanced themselves from Marxism, they are much milder than Maduro’s Venezuela, for example. Research shows that their actual policies on the main domestic topics, such as land law, are not that different from those of their neoliberal neighbours, Colombia and Peru—globalisation just doesn’t leave many reasonable choices. On the other hand, they have managed to achieve remarkable innovation thanks to their ideology, which differs from the global mainstream: Ecuador has an exemplary approach to the environment and nature has been attributed rights, while Bolivia has a strong position on indigenous people.

			Mexico: The Big Exception

			While only a few ripples have remained of the roaring turn-of-the-century pink tide, and while larger states like Brazil, Argentina and Peru have clearly turned to the right, one important player—Mexico—is marching to its own beat. Here, US-friendly moderate right-wing forces that looked after the elite’s business but maintained a nationalist bottom line were in power for ages. Mexico was led by a funnily named party, the Institutional Revolutionary Party (PRI) for as long as 70 years. An endless, institutionalised revolution—how intriguing!

			In December 2018 there was a sharp turn to the left and Mexicans seem happy and content, at least thus far: no previous head of state has had a better rating after their first 100 days in power than López Obrador, who is supported by four-fifths of the electorate. The Mexican president has adopted an approach completely opposite to that of his US and Brazilian colleagues, for whom the “mainstream” media are the enemy and who fire off their unedited messages to the public’s smartphones through social media. Every working day, Andrés López Obrador greets journalists at 7.00 in the morning and gives an overview of the situation in the country. In this way, he appears like a statesman who must humbly report to his people, not like an arrogant boss. During his 100 days in power, the Mexican president has strongly restricted the benefits of officials and his closest circle and launched new social programmes. Obrador admits, however, that he hasn’t had a breakthrough with one of Mexico’s main concerns—getting crime under control.  

			He maintains a reasonable relationship with the US and avoids conflict, although Trump’s immigration policy and border wall obsession probably make it quite hard to remain friendly. The president himself is extremely happy that he has managed to replace the accusatory attitude of his predecessors with a genial and cooperative approach. With this, he is showing that the traumatic historical relationship with the US doesn’t always have to mean old-school left-wingers (like Maduro) barking threats at the north, while the right wing idolises and imitates its northern neighbour (like Bolsonaro in Brazil).

			To conclude: the red Marxist balloon that was left lying around in the room is deflating quickly and could go with a bang, as seems to be the case in oil-producing Venezuela. The innovative pink tide of the early 2000s has mostly come to nothing, but the very progressive Uruguay as well as Ecuador and Bolivia continue steadily with their projects. Peru, Argentina and Brazil have turned to the right; the last of them extremely so. Mexico remains on its course despite its recent shift to the left.

			There seem to be no common trends. At the same time, a change has clearly taken place in comparison to the previous decade. Then it seemed that a new model of existence was cooking in the South American laboratory; finding a balance between global capitalism and social responsibility was just a step away. It makes sense that this alternative should have been born in Latin America, where there is huge inequality; for example, we can exaggerate a little and say that Brazil is a caste-based society masked as a democracy.

			We can see today that the pink wave didn’t turn into a tsunami that rocked the world, but there are little pools here and there where new political ideas are still making ripples and may grow into something the rest of humankind can emulate in the future. However, most of Latin America seems to have abandoned its characteristic ethos and tapped into the global nervous pragmatic circulatory system that reacts to every passing gust of wind. 

		


		
			
				
					Andres Mäe  – Russia’s Economic Growth and Electricity Consumption 

				

			

			Russia’s Economic Growth and Electricity Consumption 

			The shadow economy and the military-industrial complex may play an important role in the Russian economy
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			Andres Mäe, 

			analyst

			Andres Mäe has worked as, among other things, an editor at Radio Free Europe (1995–2003), project manager at the Jaan Tõnisson Institute and Transparency International (2005–6), and analyst at the Estonian Foreign Policy Institute (2007–13). 

			According to data provided by Rosstat (the Russian Federal State Statistics Service), the country’s gross domestic product (GDP) increased in 2018 by 2.3%.1

			The increase shown by Rosstat was higher than in earlier prognoses. For example, the Russian government had expected the increase to be 1.8%, the Central Bank 1.5–2.0% and the Ministry of Economic Development 2.0%.

			Rosstat initially explained the unexpected economic growth by an increase in the construction industry,2 which it claimed had  grown by 4.7% compared to 2017. This claim was quickly overturned, however, as both the production and importation of construction materials in Russia decreased in 2018.

			Rosstat also offered as possible explanations an increase in investment,3 mainly in LNG production on the Yamal peninsula, where the company Novatek expanded its liquefaction plant. While initial estimates showed a 2.2% increase in investment last year compared to 2017, the new data demonstrated almost double that—4.3%.

			Why This Matters 

			At first glance, it does not seem to matter that much whether Russia’s GDP grew by 1.5% or 2%. However, Russia’s government sees the increase of over 2% as significant.

			First, it shows the economy’s ability to function despite Western sanctions. Second, a growing economy should serve as proof to investors that Russia is a worthy destination for their funds. Given these political interests, experts’ suspicions of statistical manipulation are justified.

			These doubts are supplemented by the changing of Rosstat’s director-general in December 2018. Pavel Malkov of the Ministry of Economic Development replaced Alexander Surikov, who had held the position for nine years.4 Apparently, the change in Rosstat’s leadership was caused by negative economic indicators two years ago.

			The silencing of the experts criticising Rosstat’s data is also worthy of note. For example, Andrei Klepach, the chief economist at Vnesheconombank, wrote that, according to his information, Russia’s GDP increased in 2018 only by 1.5% and that he would not believe in any greater economic growth until he saw conclusive evidence of how this had been achieved.5 Russian news channels later announced that Klepach’s article had been taken down,6 as it had been posted by mistake.7

			The February bulletin of the Russian Central Bank’s Research and Forecasting Department claims that Rosstat’s updated data on economic growth had probably been adjusted at the expense of previous years.8

			This begs the question: did Russia’s GDP change in 2018 and, if so, by how much?

			Russia’s GDP and Oil Prices 

			One of the ways to look at changes in Russia’s GDP is through the price of oil, even though the share of fossil fuels (including oil) in the Russian economy is somewhat difficult to assess.9 For example, their extraction provided less than 8% of GDP in 2018, while the share of the fuel and energy complex as a whole10 accounted for about 20%.11

			However, oil, natural gas and coal still account for a large share of Russia’s budget and export income—45% and 63.7% respectively in 2018.12 For this reason, a strong connection can be expected between the Russian economy and oil prices, allowing them to be used to determine changes in Russia’s GDP.

			Figure 1 compares Russia’s nominal GDP with the annual average price of Urals oil from 2001.

			GDP data is taken from the IMF database, which estimated Russia’s total GDP in 2018 as 1.576 trillion US dollars and the annual change at ₋0.07%.

			The price of Urals oil is calculated as the 12-month average based on data published by the Central Despatching Department of the Russian Fuel and Energy Complex.
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			Figure 1. Changes in Russia’s nominal GDP (billion USD; solid line, left Y axis) and Urals oil price (dotted line, right Y axis), 2001–18.

			These data demonstrate that, since 2015, oil prices can no longer be used to predict changes in Russia’s GDP with the same precision, since there have been fewer points of coincidence. Even if one believes Rosstat’s data, the claimed 2.3% GDP increase is significantly lower than the rise in oil prices. The same goes for the figures for 2017 and 2016. An analysis of the reasons for this phenomenon goes beyond the scope of this article.

			GDP and Electricity Consumption 

			Another way to evaluate whether the economy is growing or shrinking is through electricity consumption, whose connection to GDP has been looked at before, including in the context of Russia.13 This research seems to show that electricity consumption and GDP have a strong mutual and complementary connection. In other words, GDP and electricity consumption support each other—should one change, the other will follow.

			Figure 2 compares the changes in Russia’s GDP and electricity consumption from 2016 on the basis of quarterly figures.

			Data on Russia’s electricity consumption are taken from the website of Russia’s operator, SO UPS (www.so-ups.ru). Daily consumption data have been summarised monthly and then quarterly since 2016. Seasonal variations have been smoothed out using the moving average method.

			Data on Russia’s GDP are taken from the Rosstat website, www.gks.ru, which presents smoothed quarterly figures at constant prices. For the purpose of this article, data with a fixed reference year (2016) have been chosen.14
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			Figure 2. Russia’s quarterly GDP (2016 constant prices, seasonal variations smoothed, billion RUB; solid line, left Y axis) and electricity consumption (seasonal variations smoothed; dotted line, right Y axis)

			In order to calculate the changes in GDP based on electricity consumption, the fluctuations of both indicators must be compared against those of the previous quarter of the same year. The ratios are shown in Figure 3.
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			Figure 3. Changes in quarterly GDP (dotted line) and electricity consumption (solid line) compared to the previous period (quarter)

			The results seem to show that in the fourth quarter of 2018, Russia’s GDP growth was in the same order of magnitude as the previous three quarters and did not exceed 0.5%.

			By extrapolating the data for the first three quarters of 2018, it can be claimed that Russia’s economic growth in 2018 cannot be greater than 1.5%.

			In other words, the change in electricity consumption does not confirm the increase in 2018 GDP claimed by Rosstat. This conclusion is compatible with earlier prognoses of economic growth and some expert opinions. 

			GDP vs Electricity Consumption 

			We can see an interesting result when comparing Russia’s annual GDP with total electricity consumption indicators. This can be seen in Figure 4, which contrasts Russia’s annual real GDP (taken from the IMF database) and annual electricity consumption, as shown and summarised on the SO UPS website.

			The data start in 2001, as the operator’s data for 2000 contain some gaps, and no earlier electricity consumption data are available.
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			Figure 4. Comparison of Russian GDP (billion USD) and total electricity consumption (TwH)

			The trend line of the connection between GDP and electricity consumption in the figure shows a strong linear relationship in 2001–14 (inclusive).

			The last four years mark a significant exception. In 2015–18, Russia’s electricity consumption was greater than what could be presumed from economic growth.

			We can conclude that the growth in Russia’s economy has been in sectors not included in Rosstat’s data. This might be partly the cash-based shadow economy, which avoids official accounting, or part of the state’s military-industrial complex, data for which are classified.

			 

			1	 Росстат: “ВВП России вырос в ٢٠١٨ году на 2,3%” (Rosstat, “Russia’s GDP grew 2.3 per cent in 2018”), 4 February 2019. https://www.vestifinance.ru/articles/114157.

			2	 “Чем объясняется неожиданное ускорение российской экономики” (“Explanations behind the unexpected acceleration of Russia’s economy”), 4 February 2019. https://www.rbc.ru/economics/04/02/2019/5c586c9f9a79472433e1d9a2.

			3	 Ведомости (Vedomosti), “Досчеты Росстата ускорили рост инвестиций вдвое” (“Rosstat’s new data doubled investment growth”), 5 March 2019.

			4	 https://www.bbc.com/russian/news-46674370.

			5	 http://www.rosbalt.ru/business/2019/02/04/1762008.html.

			6	 https://www.finanz.ru/novosti/aktsii/glavny-ekonomist-veba-otozval-zayavlenie-pro-narisovanny-rosstatom-rost-vvp-1027937726.

			7	 https://tass.ru/ekonomika/6076659/amp.

			8	 Russian Central Bank, Bulletin no. 1 (29), https://www.cbr.ru/Collection/Collection/File/14272/bulletin_19-01.pdf.

			9	 When calculated using various methods, this indicator remains between 10% and 15%.

			10	 This comprises mining, and fuel and energy production.

			11	 http://www.cdu.ru/tek_russia/articles/1/507/.

			12	 http://customs.ru/index2.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=27167&Itemid=1981.

			13	 Faisal, Turgut Tursoy and Nil Gunsel Resatoglu, “Energy Consumption, Electricity, and GDP Causality: The Case of Russia, 1990–2011”. Procedia Economics and Finance 39 (2016), pp. 653–9.

			14	 Data as at 1 March 2019. In April, data were changed retroactively.
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			Summary

			Estonia joined the EU 15 years ago. The May issue of Diplomaatia explores the lessons Estonia has learnt from being an EU member, the fears people had before joining and the essence of European values in general, which have again been in focus a lot in recent times. We also look at some other global topics.

			Siim Kallas, Second Vice-President of the Riigikogu (Estonian parliament) and a former Vice-President of the European Commission, writes about Esonia’s 15 years in the EU and the time before it. “We had to prove that we could manage our finances. We had to prove that we weren’t SS aficionados or neo-Nazis,“ writes Kallas. “We had to prove that Estonia wouldn’t be fertile ground for interethnic conflicts. We had to prove that Estonia’s considerable Russian minority felt comfortable here.“ 

			Toomas Sildam interviews Kaja Tael, Estonia’s Permanent Representative to the EU, who focuses on the intricacies of working in Brussels. 

			Writer and historian Milvi Martina Piir writes about European values. “Estonians, Greeks, the Irish and others are made of similar psychological fibre and have a notable capability for mutual understanding thanks to their religious, scientific, legal, artistic, social and erotic values,“ he writes. “On this basis, we can tentatively draw the conclusion that a European is not so much a category based on geography, citizenship or racial characteristics as an attitude.“ 

			Mele Pesti, an expert on Latin American affairs, looks at the processes that are changing the region. “The red Marxist balloon that was left lying around in the room is deflating quickly and could go with a bang, as seems to be the case in oil-producing Venezuela,“ she observes. “The innovative pink tide of the early 2000s has mostly come to nothing, but the very progressive Uruguay as well as Ecuador and Bolivia continue steadily with their projects. Peru, Argentina and Brazil have turned to the right; the last of them extremely so. Mexico remains on its course despite its recent shift to the left.“

			Analyst Andres Mäe writes about how difficult it is to find out the actual growth of Russia’s economy.
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