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Why read this Report?

… because the Black Sea matters

The Black Sea region is coming into its own - but it is a contested and sometimes dangerous 

neighbourhood. It has undergone countless political transformations over time. And now, 

once again, it is becoming the subject of an intense debate. This reflects the changing 

dynamics of the Black Sea countries and the complex realities of their politics and conflicts, 

economies and societies. Geography, the interests of others and the region’s relations with 

the rest of the world in large part explain its resurgence. Straddling Europe and Asia, the 

Black Sea links north to south and east to west. Oil, gas, transport and trade routes are all 

crucial in explaining its increasing relevance.

In the last two decades the Black Sea has changed beyond recognition. We have witnessed 

the transformation of the former communist societies and the impact of globalisation. We 

have seen a heightened US interest since 9/11, the enlargement of NATO and the EU along 

its shores and repeated Russian-Ukrainian crises over gas. We have also witnessed the August 

2008 war between Russia and Georgia followed by its fallout, discussions over the fate of 

the Russian Black Sea fleet in Sebastopol, the impact of the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict on 

the Armenian-Turkish rapprochement, developments regarding the conflict in Transnistria, 

the changing nature of Russo-Turkish relations and finally, the evolving global economic and 

political landscape as a result of the current world financial crisis. All of these are deeply 

affecting the region’s stability and in turn, impact global politics.

Its strategic location, between the hydrocarbon reserves of the Caspian basin and energy-

hungry Europe, places the Black Sea in a unique position. But, while the opportunity to 

transfer Caspian oil and gas to European markets raises hopes for regional economic 

development and prosperity, competition to control pipelines, shipping lanes and transport 

routes to secure increased political and economic influence, not only throughout the region, 

but on a global scale, raises the risks of confrontation. By the same token, the proliferation 

of routes while potentially increasing bilateral cooperation at the expense of the regional 

may, at the same time, result in redundancy owing to too much capacity for not enough 

gas and oil. 

From 2000 until the onset of the world economic crisis, the region had one of the fastest 

rates of growth in the world. Trade between countries of the region was also on the rise. 

Since the end of the Cold War it has undergone a fundamental change in terms of economic 

development and has now secured a place on the global economic agenda.
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… because of the lack of real knowledge

The region’s real priorities and needs are still being largely ignored by insiders and outsiders 

alike. Despite heightened interest in the area by everyone from oilmen to foreign ministries 

the Black Sea still does not attract enough attention from those who should be thinking about 

how the countries of the region can solve their common problems together rather than vying 

amongst themselves for power and influence. Part of the blame for this can be attributed to 

the failure of regional actors to produce an agreed vision for the future. The emergence of 

the Black Sea as a region-between-regions and the conflicting agendas of powerful local and 

external players distort the necessary regional focus and thus blur outcomes.

For these reasons, the Commission on the Black Sea believes that a reassessment of the 

region  and its problems and priorities, is urgently needed. New thinking will provide us with 

a better understanding of what, in the real world, can actually be done. It will allow us to 

develop innovative approaches to problems, enabling policy makers to enhance the area’s 

security, stability and welfare. The emergence of a peaceful and cooperative Black Sea region 

would be of benefit to all. With this in mind, the Commission first presents an up to date 

picture which focuses on four areas. These are peace and security, economic development 

and welfare, democratic institutions and good governance and, finally, regional cooperation. 

It then presents policy recommendations for all stakeholders. 

… because immediate action is needed

With its overarching approach, the Commission has sought to promote an inclusive strategy 

taking into account the needs, priorities and interests of all stakeholders. For this, the 

Commission made a conscious effort to listen to all interested parties including civil society. 

It held meetings in Istanbul, Moscow and Berlin and Commission members also researched 

and wrote four policy reports to gain as wide a perspective as possible regarding the future. 

These can be accessed at our website: www.blackseacom.eu.

As a result, the Commission has come to an understanding that the region’s future lies in 

further democratisation and economic integration with the wider world. It also needs an 

enhanced sense of security, strengthened political stability, sustained efforts to solve its 

protracted conflicts and the renunciation of the use of force for their settlement. 

The rationale behind the preparation of this report has been the increased geopolitical 

volatility of the region which has proven, time and again, that unresolved issues can ignite 

into open warfare. Its festering conflicts retard economic development and have the potential 

to flare up into wider conflagrations. They impact regional stability and security and, unless 
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tackled, threaten far greater international ramifications. But it need not be like this. It is the 

Commission’s conviction that it is realistic to envisage a cohesive, developed, integrated and 

stable region so long as we take action now. To do so, we believe that:

  The regional actors must renounce the use of force in their political relations and respect 

each other’s territorial integrity, the inviolability of their borders, international treaties and 

the rule of law in their dealings.

  Interested outsiders must support efforts to secure good governance, the creation of 

interdependencies and the regionalisation of the Black Sea’s politics and economy.

  The international community must encourage cooperative efforts and confidence-

building measures as well as action in favour of the peaceful resolution of disputes. 

… because only a regional approach will work

Black Sea politics work best if the approach is regional. The states in question should be 

encouraged to seek regional solutions for regional problems and the Black Sea already 

possesses the institutional wherewithal to address its challenges directly. However 

stakeholders must face up to the need to tackle tasks together and allow for non-state actors 

such as the business sector, NGOs and civil society to play a real role in shaping solutions. In 

this report the assumption of a “positive sum” approach underlies our vision for the Black 

Sea. In other words, we assume that concerned actors are willing to explore “win-win” 

options that permit the realisation of mutual gains and are not locked into “zero sum” or 

relativist ways of thinking, in which one party’s gain is automatically perceived as another’s 

absolute or relative loss.

Mustafa Aydın and Dimitrios Triantaphyllou

The Rapporteurs

Istanbul and Athens, May 2010
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What is the Commission on the Black Sea?

Members: Former and Current Policy Makers
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Members: Scholars and Practitioners
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2020 Vision – A Black Sea Dimension 

Enhance the profile of Black Sea regionalism

Deal with the conflicts

Focus on economic issues that meet common challenges and real needs
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Promote and coordinate regional cooperation schemes at all levels

Promote intercultural dialogue

Promote the targeted training of professional groups

Promote good governance, civil society and social dialogue 
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The Commission and its Genesis
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Policy Recommendations

2020 Vision – A Black Sea Dimension 

Enhance the profile of Black Sea regionalism
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Deal with the conflicts – Start real security dialogue and confidence-building 
measures 

Focus on economic issues that meet common challenges and real needs
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Promote and coordinate regional cooperation schemes at all levels
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Promote intercultural dialogue

Promote the targeted training of professional groups
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Promote good governance, civil society and social dialogue 
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The Black Sea in Figures

Name Est. Type Member States / Parties Goals / Activities

The Organisation of the 
Black Sea Economic 
Cooperation (BSEC)

1992 Regional  
economic  
organisation

Initiating party: Turkey
Albania, Armenia, Azerbaijan,  
Bulgaria, Georgia, Greece,  
Moldova, Romania, Russia,  
Serbia, Turkey and Ukraine.

Foster regional cooperation through its sectoral working groups: 
Agriculture; Banking & Finance; Combating Crime; Culture; Customs 
Matters; Emergency Assistance; Education; Energy; Environmental 
Protection; Exchange of Statistical Data & Information; Healthcare  
& Pharmaceutics; Information & Communication Technologies;  
Institutional Renewal & Good Governance; Science & Technology; 
SMEs; Tourism; Trade & Economic Development; Transport.

Related Bodies / Affiliated Centres of the BSEC:

1. BSEC Business Council 1992 International 
non-governmen-
tal, non-profit 
organisation

National organisations  
representing the business 
communities of Albania, Armenia, 
Azerbaijan, Bulgaria, Georgia, 
Greece, Moldova, Romania,  
Russia, Turkey and Ukraine.

Lobby and act for the continuous improvement of the business and 
investment environment; provide a forum for a dialogue between 
the private and public sectors; help attract Foreign Direct Investment 
to the region; help enhance the competitiveness of SMEs through 
management training; develop joint cooperation projects; collect 
and disseminate statistical data and information on business  
conditions and business opportunities in the region.

2. Black Sea Trade and 
Development Bank 
(BSTDB)

1997 International 
financial  
institution

Albania, Armenia, Azerbaijan, 
Bulgaria, Georgia, Greece,  
Moldova, Romania, Russia,  
Turkey and Ukraine.

Accelerate development and promote cooperation between its share-  
holder countries; support regional trade and investment, providing 
financing for commercial transactions and projects in order to help 
member states to establish stronger economic linkages.

3. International Centre for 
Black Sea Studies (ICBSS)

1998 Independent 
research and 
training  
institution

Albania, Armenia, Azerbaijan,  
Bulgaria, Georgia, Greece,  
Moldova, Romania, Russia,  
Serbia, Turkey and Ukraine.

Foster multilateral cooperation among the BSEC member states as 
well as with their international partners; strives to pursue applied, 
policy-oriented research, build capacity and promote knowledge on 
the Black Sea region; tries to fulfil in the best possible way its  
institutional role and the assignments received by carrying out 
studies, offering policy advice and coordinating activities.

4. Parliamentary Assembly 
of the Organization of the 
BSEC (PABSEC)

1993 Parliamentary 
assembly

76 parliamentarians from Albania, 
Armenia, Azerbaijan, Bulgaria,  
Georgia, Greece, Moldova,  
Romania, Russia, Serbia, Turkey 
and Ukraine.

Provide a legal basis for economic, commercial, social, cultural 
and political cooperation among the member countries; to enact 
legislation needed for the implementation of decisions taken by the 
heads of state or government or by the ministers of foreign affairs; 
to provide assistance to national parliaments so as to strengthen 
parliamentary democracy; to promote cooperation with other  
international and regional organisations.

Other Regional Organisations and Initiatives:

Black Sea Association of 
National News Agencies 
(BSANNA)

2006 International 
association

AzerTAj (Azerbaijan), ANA (Greece), 
Armenpress (Armenia), Anadolu 
Agency (Turkey), ATA (Albania), 
BTA (Bulgaria), ITAR-TASS (Russia), 
Caucasus-Press (Georgia),  
Moldrpres (Moldova), AGERPRES 
(Romania), Tanjug (Serbia), MIA 
(FYROM), HINA (Croatia), GHN 
(Georgia) and Ukrinform (Ukraine).

Promote friendship and good neighbourly relations; strengthen 
mutual respect and trust among the agencies; freely and equally 
exchange information to facilitate its dissemination.

Black Sea Euroregion 2008 Regional  
initiative

Initiating parties: Romania, 
Bulgaria
City of Idjevan; Municipalities of 
Bourgas, Nessebar, Shabla, Varna, 
Braila, Constanta, and Mangalia; 
Autonomous Republic of Adjara; 
Region of Cahul; Counties of Braila, 
Constanta, Galati and Tulcea.

Develop cooperation among its members, to represent and support 
their common interests and to cooperate with the existing Black Sea 
international organisations.

ANNEX I: Regional Organisations and Initiatives
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Black Sea Littoral States 
Border / Coast Guard 
Cooperation Forum

2000 International 
forum

Bulgaria, Georgia, Romania, Russia, 
Turkey and Ukraine.

Enhance peace, stability and maritime security in the Black Sea 
area by increasing regional cooperation and improve working 
relationships.

Black Sea Forum for  
Dialogue and Partnership

2006 Regional  
platform

Initiating party: Romania
Armenia, Azerbaijan, Bulgaria,  
Georgia, Greece, Moldova,  
Romania, Turkey and Ukraine.

Foster greater synergy among international and regional organisations 
to create political preconditions for the success of regional cooperation 
projects; shaping a common vision and setting a common agenda.
Promote good governance, strengthening of tolerance and non-
discrimination, civil society capacity-building, empowerment of youth 
through provision of better education and research opportunities, with 
a view to creating a regional environment conducive to the promotion 
of democracy and fundamental rights and freedoms.
Identify regional means and capabilities that can be mobilised to 
ensure sustainable development through more effective regional 
cooperation and highlighting the role and active involvement of the 
business community to this end.
Encourage regional cooperation by pooling relevant national  
experiences and best practices in crisis management, civil emergency 
planning, post-conflict reconstruction and environmental protection, 
putting regional priorities in harmony with European and Euro- 
Atlantic developments in these areas.

Black Sea Naval 
Cooperation Task Group 
(BLACKSEAFOR)

2001 Regional 
multinational 
maritime force

Initiating party: Turkey  
Bulgaria, Georgia, Romania, Russia, 
Turkey and Ukraine.

Search and Rescue (SAR) operations; humanitarian assistance (HA); 
mine counter measures (MCM); environmental protection; goodwill 
visits; any other tasks agreed by all the parties.

Black Sea NGO Forum 2008 Non- 
governmental  
Organisation 
forum

100 NGOs from Armenia,  
Azerbaijan, Belarus, Bulgaria,  
Georgia, Greece, Moldova,  
Romania, Russia, Turkey, Ukraine 
and other EU member states.

Increase the level of dialogue and cooperation among NGOs in the 
wider Black Sea region, as a means of strengthening NGOs and 
their capacity to influence regional and national policies.

Black Sea Synergy 2007 EU regional 
cooperation 
policy

Armenia, Azerbaijan, Georgia,  
Moldova, Russia, Turkey and 
Ukraine.

Stimulate democratic and economic reforms; support stability 
and promote development; focus on practical projects in areas of 
common concern; respond to opportunities and challenges through 
coordinated action in a regional framework; develop a climate more 
conducive to the solution of conflicts in the region.

Commonwealth of Inde-
pendent States (CIS)

1991 Regional   
organisation

Initiating party: Russia
Azerbaijan, Armenia, Belarus,  
Georgia (until 17.08.09),  
Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Moldova, 
Russia, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, 
Uzbekistan and Ukraine.

Create an economic union and form a common economic space 
grounded on free movement of goods, services, labour and capital; 
to elaborate a coordinated monetary, tax, price, customs and 
external economic policy; to bring together methods of regulating 
economic activity and to create favourable conditions for the  
development of direct production relations.

Community of Democratic 
Choice (CDC)

2005 Intergovern-
mental  
organisation

Initiating parties: Georgia, Ukraine
Estonia, Georgia, Lithuania, Latvia, 
FYROM, Moldova, Romania,  
Slovenia and Ukraine.

Promote democracy, human rights and the rule of law.

Collective Security Treaty 
Organisation (CSTO)

1992 
(as the 
Colle-
ctive 
Security 
Treaty)/ 
2002

International 
organisation

Armenia, Belarus, Kazakhstan, 
Kyrgyzstan, Russia, Tajikistan and 
Uzbekistan.

Strengthen peace and international and regional security and 
stability and to ensure the collective defence of the independence, 
territorial integrity and sovereignty of the member states, in the  
attainment of which the member states shall give priority to  
political measures.
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Harvard Black Sea  
Security Studies  
Programme

2001 Academic 
programme

Senior military representatives and 
civilian security specialists from 
Armenia, Azerbaijan, Bulgaria,  
Georgia, Greece, Moldova,  
Romania, Russia, Turkey, Ukraine 
and the United States.

Deepen participants’ understanding of global and regional strategy, 
defence organisation, military reform and restructuring; identify the 
very broad common areas of agreement that exist among the Black 
Sea nations and expose their officials and US participants to the 
strong common history and shared values of the region; highlight 
the specific areas of current cooperation on issues of vital interest 
to these countries and, at the same time, identify those issues which 
divide them and present challenges to regional cooperation; expose 
Black Sea officials to the free flow of ideas inherent in the pluralistic 
American system and within the US national security community 
itself by engaging them with policy makers who represent a wide 
range of viewpoints.

International Federation 
for Sustainable  
Development and Fight 
Against Poverty in the  
Mediterranean-Black Sea

2004 International 
association

Various institutions from: Albania, 
Algeria, Armenia, Belgium, Bosnia 
& Herzegovina, Brazil, Bulgaria, 
Cyprus, Egypt, France, Georgia, 
Germany, Greece, Ireland, Israel, 
Italy, Jordan, Latvia, Lebanon, 
Luxembourg, FYROM, Malta,  
Mauritania, Moldova, Morocco, 
Portugal, Romania, Russia,  
Slovenia, Spain, Sweden,  
Switzerland, Syria, Tunisia, Turkey, 
Ukraine, United Kingdom and the 
United States.

Better management of water and its demand; an increased rational  
use of energy drawing on renewable sources; supporting  
sustainable mobility through appropriate transport management;  
assuring sustainable tourism that may also become a leading  
economic sector; guaranteeing sustainable agricultural and  
rural development; furnishing incentives for sustainable urban  
development; favouring sustainable development of the sea and  
its coastal zones.

Interstate Oil and Gas 
Transportation to Europe 
(INOGATE)

1995 Programme Initiating party: EU
Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, 
Georgia, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, 
Moldova, Tajikistan, Turkey,  
Turkmenistan, Ukraine, and 
Uzbekistan.

Support the development of energy cooperation between the  
European Union, the littoral states of the Black and Caspian Seas 
and their neighbouring countries.

Kyiv Initiative 2005 Council of  
Europe initiative

Armenia, Azerbaijan, Georgia, 
Moldova and Ukraine.

Show the added value of coordinated and inter-disciplinary planning 
across a range of key functions, including heritage and environmental 
protection, tourism, cultural development, education and economic 
development.

Operation Black Sea 
Harmony

2004 Naval operation Initiating party: Turkey
Turkey, Russia, Ukraine and 
Romania.

Increase shipping security along the Black Sea coast and track 
suspicious ships.

Organization for  
Democracy and Economic 
Development – GUAM 
(ODED-GUAM)

2001 Regional  
organisation

Initiating parties: Azerbaijan, 
Georgia, Moldova and Ukraine.
Georgia, Ukraine, Azerbaijan 
and Moldova (initially including 
Uzbekistan).

Strengthen trade and economic ties; develop transport and  
communication arteries; strengthen regional security; interact in  
the framework of international organisations; fight international  
terrorism, organised crime and drug trafficking.

South Caucasus Anti-
Drugs Programme (SCAD)

2001 Programme Initiating party: EU
Azerbaijan, Armenia and Georgia.

Exchange drug epidemiology/information; legal assistance; prevention 
of drug use; treatment for drug addicts; regional law enforcement 
trainings.

South East European  
Co-operation Process 
(SEECP)

1996 Non-institutio-
nalised regional 
cooperation 
structure

Initiating party: Bulgaria
Albania, Bosnia & Herzegovina, 
Bulgaria, Greece, Croatia, FYROM, 
Moldova, Montenegro, Romania, 
Serbia and Turkey.

Promote good-neighbourly relations; stability; security; cooperation in 
South East Europe.
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Southeast European  
Cooperative Initiative 
(SECI)

1995 Regional  
organisation

Initiating party: OSCE
Albania, Bosnia & Herzegovina, 
Bulgaria, Croatia, Greece, Hungary, 
FYROM, Moldova, Montenegro, Ro-
mania, Serbia, Slovenia and Turkey.

Combat and improve coordination against trans-border crime in
South East Europe.

The Baku Initiative 2004 Policy dialogue 
on Energy and 
Transport

Azerbaijan, Armenia, Bulgaria, Ge-
orgia, Iran, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, 
Moldova, Romania, Tajikistan, Turkey, 
Ukraine and Uzbekistan.

Integrate energy markets of the participating countries, in order to 
guarantee transparency and to also give an impulse to Trans-European 
transport cooperation on the basis of the mutual interest for the 
progressive integration of their respective transport networks and 
markets in accordance with EU and international legal and regulatory 
frameworks.

The Black Sea NGO  
Network (BSNN)

1998 Regional  
association

Bulgaria, Georgia, Romania, Russia, 
Turkey and Ukraine.

Protect the environment, democratic values and good practices.

The Commission on the 
Protection of the Black Sea 
Against Pollution (the Black 
Sea Commission or BSC)

1992 Intergovernmen-
tal organisation

Bulgaria, Georgia, Romania, Russia, 
Turkey and Ukraine.

Combat pollution from land-based sources and maritime transport; 
achieve sustainable management of marine living resources; pursue 
sustainable human development.

The Danube Black Sea Task 
Force (DABLAS)

2001 Cooperation 
programme

Austria, Bosnia & Herzegovina,  
Bulgaria, Croatia, Georgia, Germany,  
Hungary, Moldova, Romania, Russia,  
Serbia, Montenegro, Slovakia,  
Slovenia, Turkey, Ukraine, the Interna-
tional Commission for the Protection 
ofthe River Danube (ICPDR), the 
Black Sea Commission, International 
Financial Institutions (IFIs), the EC, 
other bilateral donors, other regio-
nal / international organisations with 
relevant functions.

Provide a platform for cooperation for the protection of water and 
water related ecosystems of the wider Black Sea region, (the entire 
Black Sea basin including all tributaries).

The Black Sea Trust for 
Regional Cooperation 
(BST) – a project of the 
German Marshall Fund of 
the United States

2007 Public-private 
partnership

Main recipients can be located in  
Armenia, Azerbaijan, Bulgaria, 
Georgia, Moldova, Romania, Turkey, 
Ukraine and Russia (the oblasts of 
Krasnodar and Rostov).

Rebuild trust in public institutions; to affirm the value of citizen 
participation in the democratic process; to strengthen a critical set of 
institutions that lie at the nexus of state and society; to foster regional, 
cross-border ties in the public, private and non-profit sectors.

Transport Corridor Europe-
Caucasus-Asia (TRACECA)

1993 Intergovernmen-
tal programme

Initiating party: EU
Armenia, Azerbaijan, Bulgaria, 
Georgia, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, 
Moldova, Romania, Tajikistan, 
Turkmenistan, Turkey, Ukraine and 
Uzbekistan.

Stimulate cooperation among the participating states in all matters 
related to the development and improvement of trade in the region; 
promoting optimal integration of the international transport corridor 
Europe-Caucasus-Asia ‘TRACECA’ into Trans-European Networks 
(TENs); identifying problems and deficiencies in the region’s trade 
and transport systems; promoting TRACECA projects as a means to 
attract funding from IFIs, development partners and private investors; 
defining, in terms of contents and timing, a Technical Assistance 
Programme to be financed by the European Commission.

United Nations Develop-
ment Programme (UNDP): 
Black Sea Trade and 
Investment Promotion 
Programme (BSTIP)

2007 Intergovernmen-
tal initiative

Greece, Turkey, BSEC and UNDP. Develop networking arrangements; supporting the introduction of  
the Global Compact in the sub-region; building capacity in EU and 
WTO legislation.

Union of Black Sea and 
Caspian Confederation of 
Enterprises (UBCCE)

2007 International 
union

National organisations from:  
Albania, Armenia, Austria, Azerbai-
jan, Bosnia & Herzegovina, Bulgaria, 
FYROM, Georgia, Germany, Greece, 
Iran, Iraq, Kazakhstan, Romania, 
Serbia, Turkey and Ukraine.

Enhance economic cooperation.
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Armenia Azerbaijan Bulgaria Georgia Greece Moldova Romania Russia Turkey Ukraine

Conscription 
(months) 24 No No 18 9 12 No 12 15 12 (Army / AF)

18 (Navy)

Capabilities

Active 42,080 66,940 40,747 21,150 156,600 6,000 73,200 1,027,000 510,600 129,925

Army 38,945 56,840 18,773 17,767 93,500 5,150 43,000 360,000 402,000 70,753

Army Professionals 13,840 14,000 57,970 1,671 170,000 77,000

Conscripts 25,105 3,767 35,530 3,479 190,000 325,000

Airborne - - - - - - - 35,000 - -

Navy - 2,200 4,100 495 20,000 - 6,500 142,000 48,600 13,932

Professionals - 16,000 - 14,100 11,932

Conscripts - 4,000 - 34,500 2,000

Coast Guard - - - (2,200)2 -

Marines - - - (3,100)2 -

Naval Aviation - - - - (2,500)2

Naval Infantry - - - - (3,000)2

Air Force 2,220 7,900 9,344 1,310 31,500 850 10,200 160,000 60,000 45,240

Professionals 20,500

Conscripts 11,000

Strategic Deterrent 
Forces - - - - - - - 80,000 - -

Command and 
Support - -  -  -  - - - 250,000 - -

Joint 915  -  -  - 11,600  - 13,500 -  - -

Space Forces  -  -  -  -  -  -  - 40,000  -  -

National Guard  -  -  - 1,578  -  -  -  -  -  -

Central Staff  -  - 8,530  -  -  -  -  - -  -

Paramilitary3 4,748 15,000 34,000 11,700 4,000 2,379 79,900 449,000 102,200 84,900

Reserve 210,000 300,000 302,500  - 237,500 66,000 45,000 20,000,000 378,700 1,000,000

Army 250,500  - 163,500  - 258,700  -

Navy 7,500  - 8,000  - 55,000  -

Air 45,000  - 31,500  - 65,000  -

Paramilitary3  -  -  -  - 50,000  -

National Guard - - 34,500 - -

Joint - - - 66,000 - 1,000,000

Table I: Military Capacities and Reserves of the Black Sea Region States

Source: Hackett, J., ed. The Military Balance 2009 (London: IISS, 2009). (2) Included in “Navy” (3) Depending on the country, it might refer to Coast Guard Riot Police, Border Police, etc.

ANNEX II: Military Balance in the Black Sea Region
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Armenia Azerbaijan Bulgaria Georgia Greece Moldova Romania Russia Turkey Ukraine

Main Battle Tanks 110 320 1,474 53 1,620 - 316 23,000 4,205 2,984

Light Tanks - - - - - - - 150 - -

Reconnaissance (Recce) - - 18 - 242 - - 2,000+ 250+ 600+

Armoured Infantry Fighting Vehicles 104 127 214 77 377 44 49 15,140+ 650 3,028

Armoured Personnel Carrier 136 468 2,409 32 2,105 315 1073 9,900+ 3,643 1,432

Artillery 229 282 1,666 236 3,163 148 838 26,121+ 7,450+ 3,351

Unmanned Aerial Vehicles (UAV) - - - - 12–18 - - N/A 215+ -

Aircraft - - - - 43 - - - 168 -

Helicopters - - - - 161 - - 1278 280 177

Table II: Comparison of the Black Sea Region‘s Armies

Source: Hackett, J., ed. The Military Balance 2009 (London: IISS, 2009).

Armenia Azerbaijan Bulgaria Georgia Greece Moldova Romania Russia Turkey Ukraine
BS Fleet Total 1

Submarines  -  - 1  - 10 -  - 1 67 14 1
Principal Surface Combatants  -  - 4  - 17 - 7 11 43 23 4

Frigates  -  - 4  - 14  - 3 8 21 23 1
Corvettes  -  - -  - 3  - 4  - 2  - 3
Aircraft carriers  -  -  -  -  -  -  -  - 1  -  -
Destroyers  -  -  -  -  -  -  - 1 15  -  -
Cruisers  -  -  -  -  -  -  - 2 4  -  -

Patrol and Coastal Combatants  - 5 19 4 40  - 17 10 72 43 5
Mine Warfare  - 2 17  - 11  - 11 7 46 22 4
Logistic and Support  - 1 14  - 21  - 11 90 + 422 + 49 36
Amphibious  - 5 8 2 64  -  - 7 26 46 3
Naval Aviation            

Aircraft - - - - 8 (2) 2 6  - 36 314 (245) 3 7 26 (10) 3

Helicopters - - 6 (3) 4 - 21 (11) 5 6  - 42 342 21 77
Naval Infantry 

Armoured Personnel Carrier - - - - - - 16 - - - -
Armoured Combat Vehicle - - - - - - - 59 488 - -

Artillery - - - - - - - 14 58 - -
Strategic Deterrent Forces

Submarines 15

Table III: Comparison of the Black Sea Region‘s Navies

Source: Hackett, J., ed. The Military Balance 2009 (London: IISS, 2009). (1) Incl. the Northern Fleet, the Russian Pacific Fleet, the Russian Black Sea Fleet, the Russian Baltic Fleet, and the Russian Caspian 
Flotilla (2) support aircraft (3) combat capable (4) operative (5) attacking
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Armenia Azerbaijan Bulgaria Georgia Greece Moldova Romania Russia Turkey Ukraine

Aircraft (combat capable) 22 (16) 102 (47) 116 (80) 27 (8) 275 (271) 6 125 (72) 2222 (1859) 753 (435) 299 (211)

Helicopters 33 35 47 33 - 6 67 60 40 38

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle - 4 1 - - - 65 - 18 -

Air Support Command

Aircraft 39

Helicopters 34

Air Training Command

Aircraft 104

Strategic Deterrent Forces

Aircraft 90

Table IV: Comparison of the Black Sea Region‘s Air Forces

Source: Hackett, J., ed. The Military Balance 2009 (London: IISS, 2009).

Table V: Military Expenditure

Notes: (1) SIPRI, “Military Expenditure Database,” http://milexdata.sipri.org/ (2) Figures do not include military pensions (3) Figures do not include spending on paramilitary forces (4) Estimates

Armenia Azerbaijan Bulgaria Georgia Greece Moldova Romania Russia Turkey Ukraine

Military expenditure
million US$ (2007)1 195 2 680 806 720 8,780 5 17.3 2,3 1,974 33,821 4 11,155 3,278

Military expenditure
% of GDP (2007)1 3 % - 2.6 % 9.2 % 3.3 % 0.5 % 1.6 % 3.5 % 4 2.1% 2.9 %
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Table I: General Data

Notes: (1) CIA, “The World Factbook,” https://www.cia.gov/library/publications/the-world-factbook (accessed April 7, 2010) (2) Eurostat, “Total Population,” http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/tgm/table.
do?tab=table&language=en&pcode=tps00001&tableSelection=1&footnotes=yes&labeling=labels&plugin (3) State Statistics Committee of Ukraine, “Total Population,” http://www.ukrstat.gov.ua/
operativ/operativ2009/ds/kn/kn_e/kn0809_e.html

 ANNEX III: General and Economic Data on the Black Sea Region States

Armenia Azerbaijan Bulgaria Georgia Greece Moldova Romania Russia Turkey Ukraine

Area1 (in km2) 29,743 86,600 110,879 69,700 131,957 33,851 238,391 17,098,242 783,562 603,550

Population 2,967,0041 8,238,6721 7,606,5512 4,615,8071 11,260,4022 4,320,7481 21,498,6162 140,041,2471 71,517,1002 46,016,1863

Majority 
population1 97.9 % 90.6 % 83.9 % 83.8 % 93.0 % 78.2 % 89.5 % 79.8 % 75.0 % 77.8 %

Armenia Azerbaijan Bulgaria Georgia Greece Moldova Romania Russia Turkey Ukraine

GDP billion 
US$3

2008 11.917 46.378 49.904 12.864 357.548 6.047 200.074 1,676.586 729.983 179.604

20094 8.683 42.505 44.777 10.981 338.250 5.328 160.674 1,254.651 593.533 115.706

GDP /capita 
US$3

2008 3,684.555 5,349.391 6,560.723 2,923.545 32,105.106 1,692.547 9,310.386 11,806.947 10,479.452 3,909.873

20094 2,658.053 4,863.808 5,916.220 2,495.627 30,304.748 1,495.984 7,502.905 8,873.614 8,427.105 2,537.803

GDP (PPP)
billion US$ 3

2008 18.733 74.856 93.728 21.424 341.688 10.660 270.772 2,264.608 915.212 337.268

20094 16.057 81.730 89.002 20.887 344.404 9.852 251.741 2,126.390 869.068 294.564

GDP (PPP) /
capita US$ 3

2008 5,792.248 8,634.185 12,321.990 4,869.064 30,681.024 2,983.661 12,600.295 15,947.941 13,138.559 7,342.126

20094 4,915.734 9,352.212 11,759.518 4,747.123 30,856.107 2,766.370 11,755.413 15,039.048 12,339.193 6,460.737

Avg. Inflation 5 6.8% 10.8% 6.0% 2.1% 2.9% 7.2% 7.1% 5.6% 1.1% 2.1%

Unemployment rate 7.1%1 6.0%1 9.1%2 13.6%1 8.9%2 2.6%1 7.6%2 8.9%1 14.5%1 4.8%1

FDI (2008) million US$ 6 1,132 11 9,205 1,564 5,093 713 13,305 70,320 18,198 10,693

Table II: General Economic Data

Notes: (1) CIA, “The World Factbook,” https://www.cia.gov/library/publications/the-world-factbook (accessed April 7, 2010) (2) EuroStat, “Total Population,” http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/tgm/table.do?tab
=table&language=en&pcode=tps00001&tableSelection=1&footnotes=yes&labeling=labels&plugin=1 (3) IMF, “World Economic Outlook Database 2009,”  http://www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/weo/2009/02/
weodata/index.aspx (4) Estimates (5) BSTDB, Annual Report 2008 (Thessaloniki: BSTDB, 2009), 14. (6) UNCTAD, “FDI Statistics,” http://www.unctad.org/Templates/Page.asp?intItemID=3198&lang=1
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Armenia1 Azerbaijan1 Bulgaria2 Georgia1 Greece2 Moldova1 Romania2 Russia1 Turkey2 Ukraine1

2000 6.0 % 6.2 % 5.4 % 1.9 % 4.5 % 2.1 % 2.4 % 10.0 % 6.8 % 5.9 %

2001 9.6 % 6.5 % 4.1 % 4.7 % 4.2 % 6.1 % 5.7 % 5.1 % –5.7 % 9.2 %

2002 13.2 % 8.1 % 4.5 % 5.5 % 3.4 % 7.8 % 5.1 % 4.7 % 6.2 % 5.2 %

2003 14.0 % 10.5 % 5.0 % 11.1 % 5.9 % 6.6 % 5.2 % 7.3 % 5.3 % 9.6 %

2004 10.5 % 10.4 % 6.6 % 5.9 % 4.6 % 7.4 % 8.5 % 7.2 % 9.4 % 12.1 %

2005 13.9 % 24.3 % 6.2 % 9.6 % 2.2 % 7.5 % 4.2 % 6.4 % 8.4 % 2.7 %

2006 13.2 % 31.0 % 6.3 % 9.4 % 4.5 % 4.0 % 7.9 % 7.7 % 6.9 % 7.1 %

2007 3 13.7 % 25.0 % 6.2 % 12.4 % 4.0 % 3.0 % 6.0 % 8.1 % 4.5 % 7.6 %

2008 4 6.8 % 10.8 % 6.0 % 2.1 % 2.9 % 7.2 % 7.1 % 5.6 % 1.1 % 2.1 %

2009 5 –15.6 % 7.5 % –5.0 % –4.0 % –2.0 % –9.0 % –7.1 % –7.5 % –5.8 % –14.0 %

Table III: Growth Rates of the Black Sea Region States

Notes: (1) IMF, “World Economic Outlook Database 2009,” http://www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/weo/2009/02/weodata/index.aspx (2) Eurostat, “Real GDP Growth Rate,” http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.
eu/tgm/table.do?tab=table&init=1&plugin=1&language=en&pcode=tsieb020 (3) BSTDB, Annual Report 2007 (Thessaloniki: BSTDB, 2008), 14. (4) BSTDB, Annual Report 2008 (Thessaloniki: BSTDB, 
2009), 14. (5) Estimates (except for Bulgaria, Greece, and Romania)

Albania Armenia Azerbaijan Bulgaria Georgia Greece Moldova Romania Russia Serbia Turkey Ukraine

1999 275.0 247.3 1,025.2 4,006.4 329.5 8,544.7 474.3 8,503.0 75,551.0 1,548.0 29,031.0 13,189.0

2000 255.7 309.9 1,858.3 4,824.6 459.0 10,201.5 476.8 10,366.0 105,033.0 1,645.0 30,825.0 15,722.0

2001 304.5 353.1 2,078.9 5,112.9 496.1 10,615.0 564.6 11,385.0 101,884.0 1,821.0 34,729.0 17,091.0

2002 330.2 513.8 2,304.9 5,354.1 603.3 9,865.4 659.7 13,876.0 107,301.0 2,212.0 40,719.0 18,669.0

2003 447.2 696.1 2,624.6 7,081.4 830.6 12,577.8 805.1 17,618.0 135,929.3 3,319.0 52,394.0 23,739.0

2004 603.3 738.3 3,743.0 9,931.2 1,092.1 15,739.0 994.1 23,485.0 183,207.0 4,082.0 68,535.0 33,432.0

2005 656.3 1,004.9 7,649.0 11,754.1 1,472.4 17,631.2 1,104.6 27,729.7 243,798.0 4,970.2 78,365.0 35,024.0

2006 792.9 1,025.5 13,014.6 15,101.4 1,666.5 20,300.4 1,058.7 32,336.0 303,550.0 6,441.9 93,611.0 38,949.0

2007 1,078.7 1,196.7 21,269.3 18,575.3 2,088.3 23,991.4 1,368.4 40,555.0 354,401.0 8,755.6 115,356.0 49,840.0

2008 1,355.7 1,112.0 30,586.3 22,585.5 2,428.0 29,162.7 1,640.8 49,626.0 471,603.0 10,956.5 140,999.0 67,717.0

Table IV: Exports of BSEC (in million US$)

Source: Compiled by Panagiotis Gavras, Head of Policy & Strategy, Black Sea Trade & Development Bank (BSTDB), Thessaloniki, 2008.

Table V: Total Exports of BSEC (in million US$)

Source: Compiled by Panagiotis Gavras, Head of Policy & Strategy, Black Sea Trade & Development Bank (BSTDB), Thessaloniki, 2008.

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

142,724.4 181,976.8 186,435.2 202,408.4 258,062.1 345,582.0 431,159.4 527,847.9 638,475.7 829,772.5



The Black Sea in Figures

54

Albania Armenia Azerbaijan Bulgaria Georgia Greece Moldova Romania Russia Serbia Turkey Ukraine

1999 938.0 721.4 1,433.4 5,087.4 863.4 26,495.6 611.5 9,595.0 39,537.0 2,792.0 38,.802.0 12,945.0

2000 1,070.0 773.4 1,539.0 6,000.2 970.5 30,440.4 770.3 12,050.0 44,862.0 3,227.0 52,882.0 14.943.0

2001 1,331.6 773.3 1,465.1 6,693.4 1,045.6 29,702.0 879.7 14,354.0 53,763.7 4,129.0 38,092.0 16,893.0

2002 1,485.4 882.6 1,823.3 7,012.6 1,092.3 31,320.6 1,037.5 16,487.0 60,965.8 5,440.0 47,109.0 17,959.0

2003 1,783.5 1,130.2 2,723.1 9,657.3 1,468.6 38,183.6 1,428.1 22,155.0 76,070.0 7,340.0 65,883.0 23,221.0

2004 2,194.9 1,196.3 3,581.7 13,619.1 2,007.7 47,360.0 1,748.2 30,150.0 97,382.0 10,551.0 91,271.0 29,691.0

2005 2,477.6 1,592.8 4,349.9 17,204.4 2,686.3 51,899.5 2,296.1 37,348.1 125,434.0 10,260.0 111,353.0 36,159.0

2006 2,915.6 1,921.3 5,269.3 22,129.5 3,685.8 64,585.3 2,644.4 47,171.9 164,281.0 12,712.6 134,552.0 44,143.0

2007 3,978.3 2,796.9 6,045.0 28,566.7 4,984.0 81,041.2 3,676.4 65,121.0 223,486.0 17,886.0 162,025.0 60,412.0

2008 4,907.5 3,775.6 7,574.7 35,450.3 6,261.2 94,209.0 4,869.9 76,721.0 291,861.0 22,213.0 193,843.0 84,651.0

Table VI: Imports of BSEC (in million US$)

Source: Compiled by Panagiotis Gavras, Head of Policy & Strategy, Black Sea Trade & Development Bank (BSTDB), Thessaloniki, 2008.

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

139,821.6 169,527.8 169,122.4 192,615.1 251,043.3 330,752.8 403,060.6 506,011.8 660,018.6 826,337.1

Table VII: Total Imports of BSEC (in million US$)

Source: Compiled by Panagiotis Gavras, Head of Policy & Strategy, Black Sea Trade & Development Bank (BSTDB), Thessaloniki, 2008.

Albania Armenia Azerbaijan Bulgaria Georgia Greece Moldova Romania Russia Serbia Turkey Ukraine

1999 44.3 49.4 267.5 1,205.1 131.9 1,607.2 280.5 1,181.6 8,601.6 244.5 2,272.4 3,721.8

2000 40.2 69.5 344.1 1,637.7 193.7 2,107.0 292.3 1,765.1 11,621.8 298.6 2,507.3 5,335.1

2001 52.5 87.6 318.0 1,498.0 181.9 2,116.5 352.7 1,420.2 12,048.7 209.6 2,966.2 5,539.0

2002 51.1 93.7 360.7 1,696.0 180.2 2,043.0 370.9 1,504.8 13,229.9 267.1 3,637.2 5,653.4

2003 73.1 128.3 473.9 2,275.1 250.3 2,643.6 477.0 2,104.5 17,281.0 368.2 5,085.3 7,161.0

2004 87.9 125.5 750.1 3,113.9 343.2 3,208.5 545.3 3,461.0 25,106.9 568.4 6,823.8 10,492.0

2005 91.2 184.9 1,121.5 3,564.7 498.8 3,527.5 608.5 4,754.8 33,632.9 704.8 8,686.4 12,275.3

2006 100.8 204.2 1,325.5 4,936.2 499.0 4,393.5 529.2 6,015.9 43,412.1 962.3 11,679.3 14,265.6

2007 142.6 391.8 2,173.9 6,675.2 634.7 4,930.3 702.3 7,402.6 50,735.0 1,313.7 16,914.7 20,460.1

2008 157.9 375.9 2,527.0 8,134.5 884.7 5,518.5 886.1 10,093.9 72,393.5 1,663.1 21,135.5 26,123.1

Table VIII: Intra-BSEC Exports (in million US$)

Source: Compiled by Panagiotis Gavras, Head of Policy & Strategy, Black Sea Trade & Development Bank (BSTDB), Thessaloniki, 2008.
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1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

19,607.8 26,212.4 26,790.9 29,088.1 38,321.2 54,626.5 69,651.4 88,323.6 112,477.0 149,893.6

Table IX: Total Intra-BSEC Exports (in million US$)

Source: Compiled by Panagiotis Gavras, Head of Policy & Strategy, Black Sea Trade & Development Bank (BSTDB), Thessaloniki, 2008.

Albania Armenia Azerbaijan Bulgaria Georgia Greece Moldova Romania Russia Serbia Turkey Ukraine

1999 361.1 250.4 429.0 1,818.4 336.1 1,686.7 329.7 1,407.8 3,636.8 611.1 4,308.7 3,721.8

2000 427.4 272.2 443.6 2,578.0 348.1 2,467.7 391.9 2,173.4 4,987.0 944.9 6,748.0 5,335.1

2001 544.5 268.6 370.1 2,583.7 367.5 3,148.1 436.7 2,432.1 5,383.3 1,169.4 5,554.3 5,782.7

2002 596.5 379.2 547.8 2,469.0 389.3 3,978.4 516.2 2,670.9 4,912.2 1,273.4 6,589.2 6,724.6

2003 694.0 373.9 728.2 3,523.8 499.4 4,837.9 682.3 4,114.2 6,527.6 1,794.0 9,298.8 9,258.1

2004 784.8 416.9 1,000.5 4,688.9 853.2 5,736.8 925.1 5,557.9 8,798.9 2,496.0 15,370.2 12,542.1

2005 923.9 585.7 1,319.8 6,530.7 1,295.3 7,092.1 1,145.4 7,011.2 11,474.2 2,813.1 20,482.2 14,059.6

2006 1,127.2 778.2 1,998.9 8,459.4 1,953.0 8,362.2 1,451.7 8,771.3 14,171.2 3,857.9 27,023.8 15,540.5

2007 1,343.0 1,348.4 2,211.1 10,956.0 2,656.0 9,288.6 1,879.1 11,605.2 20,463.8 4,671.9 34,811.8 19,277.2

2008 1,531.5 1,743.7 2,850.9 13,806.9 2,984.5 12,619.4 2,413.7 13,199.3 26,333.3 6,255.3 45,632.6 23,497.3

Table X: Intra-BSEC Imports (in million US$)

Source: Compiled by Panagiotis Gavras, Head of Policy & Strategy, Black Sea Trade & Development Bank (BSTDB), Thessaloniki, 2008.

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

18,897.6 27,117.3 28,041.0 31,046.7 42,332.3 59,171.2 74,733.3 93,495.2 120,511.9 152,868.3

Table XI: Total Intra-BSEC Imports (in million US$)

Source: : Compiled by Panagiotis Gavras, Head of Policy & Strategy, Black Sea Trade & Development Bank (BSTDB), Thessaloniki, 2008.

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

38,505.4 53,329.7 54,831.9 60,134.8 80,653.5 113,797.7 144,384.7 181,818.8 232,988.9 302,761.9

Table XII: Total Intra-BSEC Trade (in million US$)

Source: Compiled by Panagiotis Gavras, Head of Policy & Strategy, Black Sea Trade & Development Bank (BSTDB), Thessaloniki, 2008.
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Albania Armenia Azerbaijan Bulgaria Georgia Greece Moldova Romania Russia Serbia Turkey Ukraine

1999 16.1% 20.0% 26.1% 30.1% 40.0% 18.8% 59.1% 13.9% 11.4% 15.8% 7.8% 28.2%

2000 15.7% 22.4% 18.5% 33.9% 42.2% 20.7% 61.3% 17.0% 11.1% 18.2% 8.1% 33.9%

2001 17.3% 24.8% 15.3% 29.3% 36.7% 19.9% 62.5% 12.5% 11.8% 11.5% 8.5% 32.4%

2002 15.5% 18.2% 15.6% 31.7% 29.9% 20.7% 56.2% 10.8% 12.3% 12.1% 8.9% 30.3%

2003 16.3% 18.4% 18.1% 32.1% 30.1% 21.0% 59.3% 11.9% 12.7% 11.1% 9.7% 30.2%

2004 14.6% 17.0% 20.0% 31.4% 31.4% 20.4% 54.9% 14.7% 13.7% 13.9% 10.0% 31.4%

2005 13.9% 18.4% 14.7% 30.3% 33.9% 20.0% 55.1% 17.1% 13.8% 14.2% 11.1% 35.0%

2006 12.7% 19.9% 10.2% 32.7% 29.9% 21.6% 50.0% 18.6% 14.3% 14.9% 12.5% 36.6%

2007 13.2% 32.7% 10.2% 35.9% 30.4% 20.6% 51.3% 18.3% 14.3% 15.0% 14.7% 41.1%

2008 11.6% 33.8% 8.3% 36.0% 36.4% 18.9% 54.0% 20.3% 15.4% 15.2% 15.0% 38.6%

Table XIII: Intra-BSEC Exports / Exports of BSEC Ratio

Source: Compiled by Panagiotis Gavras, Head of Policy & Strategy, Black Sea Trade & Development Bank (BSTDB), Thessaloniki, 2008.

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

13.7% 14.4% 14.4% 14.4% 14.8% 15.8% 16.2% 16.7% 17.6% 18.1%

Table XIV: Total Intra-BSEC Exports / Total Exports of BSEC Ratio

Source: Compiled by Panagiotis Gavras, Head of Policy & Strategy, Black Sea Trade & Development Bank (BSTDB), Thessaloniki, 2008.

Albania Armenia Azerbaijan Bulgaria Georgia Greece Moldova Romania Russia Serbia Turkey Ukraine

1999 38.5% 34.7% 29.9% 35.7% 38.9% 6.4% 53.9% 14.7% 9.2% 21.9% 11.1% 28.8%

2000 39.9% 35.2% 28.8% 43.0% 35.9% 8.1% 50.9% 18.0% 11.1% 29.3% 12.8% 35.7%

2001 40.9% 34.7% 25.3% 38.6% 35.1% 10.6% 49.6% 16.9% 10.0% 28.3% 14.6% 34.2%

2002 40.2% 43.0% 30.0% 35.2% 35.6% 12.7% 49.8% 16.2% 8.1% 23.4% 14.0% 37.4%

2003 38.9% 33.1% 26.7% 36.5% 34.0% 12.7% 47.8% 18.6% 8.6% 24.4% 14.1% 39.9%

2004 35.8% 34.8% 27.9% 34.4% 42.5% 12.1% 52.9% 18.4% 9.0% 23.7% 16.8% 42.2%

2005 37.3% 36.8% 30.3% 38.0% 48.2% 13.7% 49.9% 18.8% 9.1% 27.4% 18.4% 38.9%

2006 38.7% 40.5% 37.9% 38.2% 53.0% 12.9% 54.9% 18.6% 8.6% 30.3% 20.1% 35.2%

2007 33.8% 48.2% 36.6% 38.4% 53.3% 11.5% 51.1% 17.8% 9.2% 26.1% 21.5% 31.9%

2008 31.2% 46.2% 37.6% 38.9% 47.7% 13.4% 49.6% 17.2% 9.0% 28.2% 23.5% 27.8%

Table XV: Intra-BSEC Imports / Imports of BSEC Ratio

Source: : Compiled by Panagiotis Gavras, Head of Policy & Strategy, Black Sea Trade & Development Bank (BSTDB), Thessaloniki, 2008.
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1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

13.5% 16.0% 16.6% 16.1% 16.9% 17.9% 18.5% 18.5% 18.3% 18.5%

Table XVI: Total Intra-BSEC Imports / Total Imports of BSEC Ratio

Source: Compiled by Panagiotis Gavras, Head of Policy & Strategy, Black Sea Trade & Development Bank (BSTDB), Thessaloniki, 2008.

Albania Armenia Azerbaijan Bulgaria Georgia Greece Moldova Romania Russia Serbia Turkey Ukraine

1999 33.4% 31.0% 28.3% 33.2% 39.2% 9.4% 56.2% 14.3% 10.6% 19.7% 9.7% 28.5%

2000 35.3% 31.5% 23.2% 38.9% 37.9% 11.3% 54.9% 17.6% 11.1% 25.5% 11.1% 34.8%

2001 36.5% 31.6% 19.4% 34.6% 35.6% 13.1% 54.7% 15.0% 11.2% 23.2% 11.7% 33.3%

2002 35.7% 33.9% 22.0% 33.7% 33.6% 14.6% 52.3% 13.8% 10.8% 20.1% 11.6% 33.8%

2003 34.4% 27.5% 22.5% 34.6% 32.6% 14.7% 51.9% 15.6% 11.2% 20.3% 12.2% 35.0%

2004 31.2% 28.0% 23.9% 33.1% 38.6% 14.2% 53.6% 16.8% 12.1% 20.9% 13.9% 36.5%

2005 32.4% 29.7% 20.3% 34.9% 43.1% 15.3% 51.6% 18.1% 12.2% 23.1% 15.4% 37.0%

2006 33.1% 33.3% 18.2% 36.0% 45.8% 15.0% 53.5% 18.6% 12.3% 25.2% 17.0% 35.9%

2007 29.4% 43.6% 16.1% 37.4% 46.5% 13.5% 51.2% 18.0% 12.3% 22.5% 18.6% 36.0%

2008 27.0% 43.4% 14.1% 37.8% 44.5% 14.7% 50.7% 18.4% 12.9% 23.9% 19.9% 32.6%

Table XVII: Intra-BSEC Trade / Trade of BSEC Ratio

Source: Compiled by Panagiotis Gavras, Head of Policy & Strategy, Black Sea Trade & Development Bank (BSTDB), Thessaloniki, 2008.

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

13.6 % 15.2 % 15.4 % 15.2 % 15.8 % 16.8 % 17.3 % 17.6 % 17.9 % 18.3 %

Table XVIII: Total Intra-BSEC Trade / Total Trade of BSEC Ratio

Source: Compiled by Panagiotis Gavras, Head of Policy & Strategy, Black Sea Trade & Development Bank (BSTDB), Thessaloniki, 2008.
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Table I: Human Development Index 2007 – World Ranking

ANNEX IV: Human Development Index

Armenia Azerbaijan Bulgaria Georgia Greece Moldova Romania Russia Turkey Ukraine

Rank 84 86 61 89 25 117 63 71 79 85

Rating 0.798 0.787 0.840 0.778 0.942 0.720 0.837 0.817 0.806 0.796

Source: UNDP, “Human Development Report 2009.” http://hdrstats.undp.org/en/indicators/81.html

Armenia Azerbaijan Bulgaria Georgia Greece Moldova Romania Russia Turkey Ukraine

1990 0.731 - - - 0.872 0.735 0.786 0.821 0.705 -

1995 0.693 - - - 0.874 0.682 0.780 0.777 0.730 -

2000 0.738 - 0.803 0.739 0.895 0.683 0.788 - 0.758 0.754

2005 0.777 0.755 0.829 0.765 0.935 0.712 0.824 0.804 0.796 0.783

2006 0.787 0.773 0.835 0.768 0.938 0.718 0.832 0.811 0.802 0.789

Table II: Human Development Index 1990 -2006 – World Ranking

Source: UNDP, “Human Development Report 2009.” http://hdrstats.undp.org/en/indicators/81.html
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Table I: Oil in 2009

ANNEX V: Natural Resources

Armenia Azerbaijan Bulgaria Georgia Greece Moldova Romania Russia Turkey Ukraine

Reserves 
(thousand mln barrels – 2009) 0 7.00 0.015 0.035 0.010 0 0.60 60.00 0.30 0.395

Production 
(thousand barrels daily – 2008) 0 875.15 3.35 0.97 4.89 0 115.24 9,789.78 46.11 101.27

Consumption 
(thousand barrels daily – 2008) 47 121 120 17 433.98 15.80 255 2,916 675.54 370

Imports (thou-
sand barrels 
daily – 2008)

Crude oil1 0 0 144 0.300 386.67 0 48 174 437.28 230

Refined 
products N / A N / A N / A N / A 134.24 N /  A N / A N / A 297.27 N / A

Exports (thou-
sand barrels 
daily – 2008)

Crude oil1 0 730 0 0 21.40 0 5,120 0 0 0

Refined 
products N / A N / A N / A N / A 131.58 N / A N / A N / A 133.05 N / A

    
Source: EIA, “International Energy Statistics,” http://tonto.eia.doe.gov/cfapps/ipdbproject/IEDIndex3.cfm 
Notes: (1) incl. lease condensate

Table II: Gas in 2009

Source: EIA, “International Energy Statistics,” http://tonto.eia.doe.gov/cfapps/ipdbproject/IEDIndex3.cfm

Armenia Azerbaijan Bulgaria Georgia Greece Moldova Romania Russia Turkey Ukraine

Reserves 
(trillion cubic meters – 2009) 0 0.84 0.005 0.008 0.001 0 0.063 47.57 0.008 1.10

Production 
(billion cubic meters – 2008) 0 16.19 0.31 < 0.02 < 0.02 0 11.41 662.21 1.01 19.79

Consumption 
(billion cubic meters – 2008) 1.92 10.64 3.39 1.72 4.21 2.52 16.93 475.69 37.18 80.78

Imports 
(billion cubic meters) 1.92 0 3.08 1.72 4.19 2.52 5.49 56.88 36.72 64.19

Exports 
(billion cubic meters) 0 5.55 0 0 0 0 0 243.41 0.42 3.19
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ANNEX VI: Freedom of the Press

Table I: Freedom of the Press 2009 – World Ranking

Source: Freedom House, “Freedom of the Press 2009,” http://www.freedomhouse.org/uploads/fop/2009/FreedomofthePress2009_tables.pdf 

Armenia Azerbaijan Bulgaria Georgia Greece Moldova Romania Russia Turkey Ukraine

Rank 151 168 76 128 63 148 92 174 101 115

Rating 68 78 36 60 29 67 44 80 50 55

Status Not Free Not Free Partly Free Partly Free Free Not Free Partly Free Not Free Partly Free Partly Free

Armenia Azerbaijan Bulgaria Georgia Greece Moldova Romania Russia Turkey Ukraine

Rank Rating Rank Rating Rank Rating Rank Rating Rank Rating Rank Rating Rank Rating Rank Rating Rank Rating Rank Rating

1995 57 69 39 70 26 47 50 55 73 42

1996 56 69 46 68 29 62 49 58 74 39

1997 56 74 44 55 27 57 47 53 65 49

1998 56 74 36 56 30 58 39 53 69 49

1999 56 73 39 57 30 56 44 59 69 50

2000 57 70 30 47 30 58 44 60 58 60

2001 59 76 26 53 30 59 44 60 58 60

2002 60 77 29 53 30 59 35 60 58 60

2003 65 73 30 54 28 59 38 66 55 67

2004 135 64 156 71 78 35 114 54 64 28 127 63 103 47 147 67 107 52 150 68

2005 134 64 158 72 77 35 116 56 61 28 136 65 104 47 145 68 105 48 123 59

2006 137 64 161 73 77 34 118 57 59 28 141 65 96 44 158 72 103 48 113 53

2007 142 64 164 75 76 34 120 57 54 25 144 65 90 42 164 75 105 49 112 53

2008 144 66 168 77 76 33 128 60 56 27 144 66 94 44 170 78 106 51 110 53

Table II: Freedom of the Press – World Ranking (1995 to 2008)

Source: Freedom House, “Freedom of the Press Historical Data,” http://www.freedomhouse.org/template.cfm?page=274  

Rating 0 – 30 31 – 60 61 – 100

Status Free Partly Free Not Free
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Table I: Corruption Perceptions Index 2009 – World Ranking

ANNEX VII: Corruption

Source: Transparency International, “Corruption Perceptions Index 2009”. http://www.transparency.org/policy_research/surveys_indices/cpi/2009/cpi_2009_table
Notes: The Corruption Perceptions Index (CPI) measures the perceived level of public-sector corruption in 180 countries and territories around the world.

Armenia Azerbaijan Bulgaria Georgia Greece Moldova Romania Russia Turkey Ukraine

Rank 120 143 71 66 71 89 71 146 61 146

Score 2.7 2.3 3.8 4.1 3.8 3.3 3.8 2.2 4.4 2.2

Surveys Used 7 7 8 7 6 6 8 8 7 8

Confidence Range 2.6 – 2.8 2.0 – 2.6 3.2 – 4.5 3.4 – 4.7 3.2 – 4.3 2.7 – 4.0 3.2 – 4.3 1.9 – 2.4 3.9 – 4.9 2.0 – 2.6

Armenia Azerbaijan Bulgaria Georgia Greece Moldova Romania Russia Turkey Ukraine

1995 (41 countries) – – – – 30 – – – 29 –

1996 (54) – – – – 28 – – 47 33 –

1997 (52) – – – – 25 – 37 49 38 –

1998 (85) – – 66 – 36 – 61 76 54 69

1999 (99) 80 96 63 84 36 75 63 82 54 75

2000 (90) 76 87 52 – 35 74 68 82 50 87

2001 (91) – 84 47 – 42 63 69 79 54 83

2002 (102) – 95 45 85 44 93 77 71 64 85

2003 (133) 78 124 54 124 50 100 83 86 77 106

2004 (145) 82 140 54 133 49 114 87 90 77 122

2005 (158) – 137 55 130 47 88 85 126 65 107

2006 (163) 93 130 57 99 54 79 84 121 60            99

2007 (179) 99 150 64 79 56 111 69 143 64 118

2008 (180) 109 158 72 67 57 109 70 147 58 134

Source: Transparency International, http://www.transparency.org/policy_research/surveys_indices/cpi/previous_cpi

Table II: Corruption Perception Indexes 1995 to 2008 – Ranks
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Armenia Azerbaijan Bulgaria Georgia Greece Moldova Romania Russia Turkey Ukraine

Rank 113 135 52 104 22 62 50 107 87 53

Overall Score 4.09 3.19 7.02 4.62 8.13 6.50 7.06 4.48 5.69 6.94

Electoral Process 
and Pluralism 4.33 3.08 9.17 7.00 9.58 9.17 9.58 5.25 7.92 9.58

Functioning of 
Government 3.21 0.79 5.36 0.79 7.50 4.29 6.07 2.86 6.07 5.36

Political 
Participation 3.89 3.33 6.11 4.44 6.67 6.11 6.11 5.56 4.44 5.56

Political Culture 3.13 3.75 5.63 4.38 7.50 5.00 5.00 3.75 5.00 6.25

Civil Liberties 5.88 5.00 8.82 6.47 9.41 7.94 8.53 5.00 5.00 7.94

Table I: Democracy Index 2008 – World Ranking

ANNEX VIII: Index of Democracy

Source: “The Economist Intelligence Unit’s Index of Democracy 2008,” http://graphics.eiu.com/PDF/Democracy%20Index%202008.pdf

Armenia Azerbaijan Bulgaria Georgia Greece Moldova Romania Russia Turkey Ukraine

Rank 110 129 49 104 22 62 50 102 88 52

Overall Score 4.15 3.31 7.10 4.90 8.13 6.50 7.06 5.02 5.70 6.94

Electoral Process 
and Pluralism 4.33 3.08 9.58 7.92 9.58 9.17 9.58 7.00 7.92 9.58

Functioning of 
Government 3.21 0.79 5.71 1.79 7.50 4.29 6.07 3.21 6.79 5.71

Political 
Participation 3.89 3.33 6.67 3.33 6.67 6.11 6.11 5.56 4.44 5.56

Political Culture 3.13 3.75 5.00 5.00 7.50 5.00 5.00 3.75 3.75 5.63

Civil Liberties 6.18 5.59 8.53 6.47 9.41 7.94 8.53 5.59 5.59 8.24

Table II: Democracy Index 2006 – World Ranking

Source: “The Economist Intelligence Unit’s Index of Democracy,”  http://www.economist.com/media/pdf/Democracy_Index_2007_v3.pdf
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Armenia Azerbaijan Bulgaria Georgia Greece Moldova Romania Russia Turkey Ukraine

Rank – 3 – 6  3 – – – – – 5 +1 – 1

Overall Score – 0.06 – 0.12 – 0.8 – 0.28 – – – – 0.54 – 0.01 –

Electoral Process 
and Pluralism –  – – 0.41 – 0.92 – – – – 1.75 – –

Functioning of 
Government – – – 0.35 – 1.00 – – – – 0.35 – 0.72 – 0.35

Political 
Participation – – – 0.56 +1.11 – – – – – –

Political Culture – – +0.63 – 0.62 – – – – +1.25 +0.62

Civil Liberties – 0.30 – 0.59 +0.29 – – – – – 0.59 – 0.59 – 0.30

Table III: Democracy Index – Comparison between 2008 and 2006

Overall Score 8 – 10 6 – 7.9 4 – 5.9 0 – 3.9

Status Full Democracy Flawed Democracy Hybrid Regime Authoritarian Regime
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Armenia Azerbaijan Bulgaria Georgia Moldova Romania Russia Turkey Ukraine

Rank 62 86 14 52 61 16 65 20 37

Overall Score Status 5,75 4,85 8,36 6,03 5,79 8,23 5,70 7,54 6,55I. 

I. Democracy

Stateness 8,8 7,0 9,8 6,3 8,0 9,3 8,0 8,0 8,8

Political Participation 4,0 3,3 9,3 7,3 6,5 9,3 5,3 7,8 7,8

Rule of Law 4,5 4,0 8,3 5,5 5,8 8,3 4,3 7,3 6,3

Stability of Democratic Insti-
tutions 2,0 2,0 9,0 6,5 7,0 8,5 5,0 8,0 6,5

Political and Social Integration 5,8 3,3 7,5 4,8 6,0 7,3 3,8 7,3 5,8

II. Market Economy

Socioeconomic Level 4,0 5,0 7,0 4,0 3,0 7,0 6,0 5,0 5,0

Market Organization 6,5 5,5 8,8 7,5 5,5 8,8 6,0 8,5 6,8

Currency and Price Stability 8,0 6,5 9,0 7,5 7,0 9,0 8,5 8,5 6,5

Private Property 8,0 6,0 9,0 7,0 5,5 9,0 4,0 8,5 6,0

Welfare Regime 5,5 5,5 7,0 4,0 4,0 7,0 6,0 7,0 6,0

Economic Performance 8,0 7,0 8,0 6,0 5,0 8,0 8,0 8,0 7,0

Sustainability 5,5 5,0 7,0 6,0 4,5 7,0 4,5 6,5 5,5

Table I: Status of Democracy and Market Economy Index, BTI 2001

ANNEX IX: Democracy and Management of Transformation

Source: “The Transformation Index of the Bertelsmann Stiftung (BTI) 2010”, http://www.bertelsmann-transformation-index.de/en/ 

Armenia Azerbaijan Bulgaria Georgia Moldova Romania Russia Turkey Ukraine

Rank 85 95 14 42 79 25 107 23 66

Management Index Score 4,36 4,05 6,67 5,68 4,49 6,27 3,41 6,34 4,92

Level of Difficulty 4,2 5,1 2,8 6,0 5,7 3,0 4,0 3,6 3,9

Steering Capability 4,7 4,0 7,3 6,0 4,3 7,0 4,0 8,0 5,7

Resource Efficiency 4,7 4,0 7,0 6,7 4,0 6,3 4,3 6,7 4,0

Consensus-Building 4,0 4,2 8,4 5,6 5,2 8,0 4,4 6,6 6,4

International Cooperation 6,7 6,0 9,0 6,7 6,3 8,3 3,0 8,3 6,7

Table II: Managmenet of Transformation, BTI 2010

Source: “The Transformation Index of the Bertelsmann Stiftung (BTI) 2010”, http://www.bertelsmann-transformation-index.de/en/ 
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The Report

The Black Sea region is coming into its own – but it is a contested and sometimes dangerous neighbourhood. 

What is needed are regional solutions for regional problems, but how do we get them? The Commission on the 

Black Sea was formed to suggest ways for this increasingly important but volatile region to move in the direction 

of cooperation and collaboration and away from conflict and rivalry. It was formed to provide policy-oriented 

research on the challenges and opportunities of the Black Sea region and to suggest ways to secure its peace 

and prosperity. 

“The Commission believes in the potential of the Black Sea, its people and governments. We believe 
that our recommendations can serve as a means to begin to release it.” 
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