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Introduction
The objective of this collective monograph is primarily to assess the development of the
broader strategic security environment of the Czech Republic in 2023 based on an
analysis of individual sectors. An expert publication with this focus has been produced
annually over the past decade, thus facilitating some long-term monitoring and
identification of the principal development trends. The ambition of the Centre for
Security and Military Strategic Studies (CBVSS, Centrum bezpečnostních a
vojenskostrategických studií) of the University of Defence is to provide an alternative
insight and to contribute to the ongoing discussion on the consequences of security
development for the formulation and implementation of an effective defence policy of
the Czech Republic. The text is primarily based on materials compiled by the CBVSS and
presents the results of a comparative analysis of available open source materials. In its
individual chapters, it also includes an assessment of the selected state, non-state, and
transnational actors. A sectoral analysis, based on the approach of the Copenhagen
School, was used for this book similar to the previous publications. Thus, the political,
societal, environmental, military, and economic sectors are described here. Beyond this
traditional definition, the technology sector is also included in this analysis because,
given the focus of the CBVSS, it appropriately complements the traditional sectors,
while dynamic developments in the technology sector have a major impact on the
traditional sectors examined here, and in some places this connection is more
pronounced than it has been in the relatively recent past. The monograph analyses the
period of the year 2023 and the authors seek to capture major events and trends with
implications for the security environment in individual sectors and further to identify
implications for the defence policy and armed forces. Verification of the outputs was
carried out within the framework of expert meetings with the participation of members
of the Ministry of Defence of the Czech Republic, Army of the Czech Republic, and
representatives of the community of security experts from the Czech Republic.



The publication is based on the results of research and analyses of the Centre for
Security and Military Strategic Studies and using available analytical materials from
open sources assessing developments in individual sectors concerned. The specific and
distinct nature of the sectors analysed is the reason for the different approach in their
treatment. Therefore, there is also a certain disproportion in the attention paid to the
different sectors, and the fact that a slightly different methodological framework was
used for each sector. This approach was determined primarily by the availability of
usable data, which was significantly different in each of the sectors. However, each
sector uses with a selected set of indicators, which, according to the authors working on
individual sectors, best provides for analysing the developments, identifying the main
trends, or threats and risks to the security environment of the Czech Republic, and
drawing implications. The main method used for the analysis and preparation of the
publication was generally the application of literature search, which focused on the
collection of information and data from open sources, domestic as well as foreign. A
more detailed description of the methodological approach for each sector is included in
the introduction of each respective chapter. Due to the restricted availability of data
and the overall relevance of individual sectors for the security environment of the Czech
Republic, there is traditionally a certain difference in the scope between the individual
sectors. In some cases, this difference is also due to the overlap of the examined issues
between sectors. In the case of the military sector, we can also mention the parallel
publication addressing developments from the perspective of the operating
environment, which is also issued annually by the CBVSS. Along with the sectors
concerned, the monograph addresses the implications for the Armed Forces of the
Czech Republic resulting from the development of the security environment and the
main trends. Due to a high degree of variation in individual sectors, the study does not
contain an overall conclusion that would summarize and describe all implications of the
analysis. Instead, within each sector addressed, a separate conclusion is presented for
greater clarity, which summarises the implications identified therein.

Methodology



"Growing political instability and
conflict are shaping a new era of
challenges for the Czech
Republic's defence."



Political
Sector 

Dominika Kosárová
Yvona Novotná



"Crises, reforms and power clashes
have defined 2023 as a period of
major challenges for political
systems."



First, the political sector maps the specific events that affected the development in this
sector in 2023, both at national (or intra-state) and international levels (including regional
issues and relations between the superpowers). Subsequently, the development is
mapped through six indicators to better identify certain trends.

[1]   In the Czech Republic, the retirement age for most people born after 1971 is 65, as in other European countries.
In Italy or Norway, for example, the age limit is 67. 

National and interstate levels

Developments and events in 2023

In March and April 2023, France saw its biggest protests and strikes to date against the
government’s pension reform proposed by President Emmanuel Macron. The proposed
pension reform, which included an increase in the retirement age, elicited significant
public opposition, resulting in significant challenges for the French government. The
reform was adopted by the government of Prime Minister Elisabeth Borne without a
parliamentary vote, relying on Article 49.3 of the French Constitution (Triouleyre 2023).
According to the French government, the implementation of the pension reform is
necessary in order to prevent the collapse of the entire pension system in France in the
future. As estimated by the French Ministry of Labour, deferring the retirement age could
potentially result in a reduction of public expenditure by several billion euros,
corresponding to the sum required on an annual basis to meet the existing pension
obligations. Among other things, the reform introduces an increase in the number of
years of service required to obtain a full pension and raises the retirement age by two
years to 64.[1] According to some reports, as many as 3.5 million people took part in the
protests, and nearly 1,000 police officers were injured since the protests began (Le Figaro
2023). Protests and demonstrations, social unrest in France, with the main reasons
including the reform of the pension system and rising consumer prices, have been going
on for several years and have caused great political tension in the country. The political
situation in France remains tense (Confrere 2023).

In 2023, as in the previous year, several major political events and changes occurred in
the political sphere, resulting in government crises (Bulgaria, France, Italy, Democratic
Republic of the Congo, Peru, Venezuela, Argentina, Myanmar), military coups (Niger,
Sudan, Mali), large-scale anti-government protests (France, Iran, Israel), political tensions
(Greece, Spain, Turkey, Malaysia, China and Taiwan), humanitarian crises (Syria, Yemen,
Somalia, Honduras, Myanmar), and economic crises (Greece, Argentina, Venezuela, Chile,
Russia, Ukraine). Most of these events took place at the national level, while the
international and global levels were dominated by the wars in Ukraine and Gaza. All of
these events have had an impact on the stability, security, and overall development of the
international community and the international system.
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Bulgaria is one of the other countries that have been struggling with a government crisis
for a long time. A period of political instability has been ongoing in Bulgaria since 2021.
Bulgaria is one of the poorest countries in the European Union, where a political crisis
linked to corruption scandals and problems within the ruling coalition has persisted for
many years. In April 2023, Bulgaria held parliamentary elections, at that time the fifth in
the last two years. 

Parliamentary elections in Bulgaria in 2023

The elections were won by a bloc led by the
centre-right Citizens for European Development of
Bulgaria (GERB), party of former Prime Minister
Boyko Borisov. GERB and its coalition partner, the
Union of Democratic Forces (SDS), won a total of
26.6% of the vote. The reformist coalition of We
Continue the Change (PP) and Democratic Bulgaria
(DB), led by former Prime Minister Kiril Petkov,
came second with 24.5% of the vote. The pro-
Russian far-right Revival party improved compared
to the last election in October 2022, winning 14.4%
of the vote. The ethnic Turkish grouping called the
Movement for Rights and Freedoms (DPS) was
supported by 13.7% of voters and the former
Communist Party, now called the Bulgarian
Socialist Party (BSP), by 8.9% (The World Fact Book
2023). 

However, the election results did not ensure longer-term stability, nor did they bring
certainty about the future governance of the country (Nenov 2023). Prior to the April
elections, Bulgaria was already ruled by transitional cabinets, as the parties represented
in the national parliament were unable to form a solid government coalition. In June
2023, GERB and PP agreed on altering the position of the prime minister. The first to
assume the prime minister’s position was the PP leader Denkov. After nine months,
Denkov was to be replaced by former EU Commissioner for Innovations Mariya Gabriel
from GERB. However, cooperation between the two parties was terminated due to
disagreements on several points, in particular disputes over ministerial positions,
disagreements over judicial reforms, and Bulgaria’s anti-corruption office. Denkov, a
former prime minister and also minister of education, sought to limit Russian influence in
the country during his government. His coalition of We Continue the Change (PP) and
Democratic Bulgaria (DB) supported Ukraine and defended Ukrainian sovereignty. 



During his short time as prime minister, the Bulgarian
government sent heavy military equipment to Ukraine in June
2023, including hundreds of armoured personnel carriers.
Under Denkov, energy dependence on Russia was also
reduced, and more than 80 secret Russian agents posing as
diplomats were deported. Borisov, on the other hand,
pursued his policy in two different directions; firstly, he
maintained good relations with the European Union and the
North Atlantic Alliance, while on the other hand, he had good
relations with Vladimir Putin. 
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He has continued to foster good collaboration with Russia in the energy domain, as
evidenced by the construction of the TurkStream pipeline, which should facilitate the
delivery of Russian natural gas also to Serbia and Hungary. Political tensions within the
government also emerged in Greece during 2023, with discordant positions on
government reforms and economic problems. The government of Prime Minister
Kyriakos Mitsotakis was forced to address problems in the public sector, and in particular
to face pressure on the political and economic reforms being introduced. Prime Minister
Mitsotakis has been in the lead of the Greek government since 2019. It can be said that,
despite the pandemic period of covid-19, he has managed to secure some economic
success for the country, which has helped the Greek economy to turn around after the
long debt crisis since 2009.

In June 2023, parliamentary elections were held in Greece, in which the right-wing New
Democracy party led by Kyriakos Mitsotakis won again (České noviny 2023). The New
Democracy’s victory in the elections has caused divisions between the political parties
and increased tensions between the government and the opposition. Other factors that
have contributed to increased government tensions include economic problems,
especially high inflation and unemployment, as well as migration problems, as the Greek
territory remains one of the main entry points to Europe and thus to the EU. 

Causes of tension in Greece in 2023

High
inflation Unemployment Migration

issues
Housing
shortage Prostests



The issues of migration and the asylum system are also among the topics increasing
tensions between the government and the opposition, as the winning party is pushing for
a stricter immigration policy. It has called for increased protection of Greek borders,
prevention of illegal migration, greater control over the influx of migrants, and promised
economic growth, wage increases, stability, and reforms in Greek health and justice
systems, which according to the EU are among the slowest. In Greece in 2023, there were
also protests by various groups, such as teachers and health workers, expressing their
dissatisfaction with the government’s reforms and cuts, and criticism of the prime
minister for his harsh anti-immigration policy (Labropoulou 2023). Thus, during 2023,
social tensions among population and fears about growing social problems, such as lack of
housing opportunities and poverty, were also on the rise. The opposition, led by the left-
wing Syriza party, has criticised the government of Prime Minister Mitsotakis for failing to
address these problems. 

[2] Estimated reserves of gas in the Aphrodite deposit near the coast of Cyprus amount to about 200 billion m3 - this concerns only one deposit,
according to estimates there are many more in the area.

In the case of Greece, political tensions also continue at the inter-state level, namely with
Turkey over migration, maritime borders, and related issues concerning fishing and gas
production. The two countries have long-standing disputes over the maritime boundary in
the Aegean Sea, with Turkey accusing Greece of an unfair division of coastal waters in the
Aegean and Greece claiming sovereign waters and exclusive economic zones actually
belonging to the Turkish territory. Both countries also invoke the right to explore and
extract natural gas discovered in the Aegean Sea and around Cyprus.[2] 
Turkey has been carrying out exploratory drilling in areas that Greece considers to be its
territory, which has subsequently led to diplomatic disputes, military rhetoric, and, as a
result, increased tensions in the region. According to Ankara, Turkey’s exploratory drilling
off the coast of Cyprus is being carried out under permission from the authorities of the
so-called Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus. It should be noted that the Turkish
Republic of Northern Cyprus is recognised only by Turkey of all countries in the world.
Another point of increasing tension between the two countries is the aforementioned
migration. Greece is seen as the main gateway for migrants heading to the EU and it
accuses Turkey of inadequate protection and control of migrants, thus increasing illegal
migration (Pamuk 2023). Turkey, on the other hand, defends itself by saying that control
and protection is sufficient and appeals to Greece in terms of border control. Greek-
Turkish mutual relations are also widely influenced by historical, cultural, and religious
aspects. Adding to the ongoing tensions is the fact that Muslim prayers are once again
being held in the former Hagia Sophia cathedral in Istanbul, resumed in 2020. Since the
1930s, Hagia Sophia served as a museum and symbol of reconciliation between
Christianity and Islam. This decision of the Turkish government was strongly criticised by
Greek Prime Minister Kyriakos Mitsotakis.



Israel
In 2023, the governmental crisis in Israel also continued - between the right-wing
government of Benjamin Netanyahu and the opposition. The Israeli Prime Minister has
been criticised for his proposed reforms to the judiciary and other issues, which have led
to major protests in the country and a subsequent political crisis (Macháček 2023). The
controversial law, which limits the powers of the Supreme Court in favour of the
government, was approved on 24 July 2023. The law was passed by 64 votes as
opposition MPs left the Knesset in protest. According to the head of the opposition
parties, Yair Lapid, the adoption of such a law has a detrimental impact on Israel’s
democratic character and poses a threat to the independence of the judiciary. The
approval of this law sparked mass protests, especially in civil society, which have
continued in Israel practically since the beginning of 2023 (Terschuren 2023). Israeli
President Yitzhak Herzog proposed a compromise plan to ease on the controversial
judicial reforms. Israel’s government crisis and the associated reforms also provoked
many international reactions, particularly concerns from both the EU and the US about
the Jewish state’s adherence to the rule of law and democratic values (Benari 2023). In
addition to judicial reform, economic issues were also discussed, as Israel had been facing
economic problems in recent years, such as rising inflation and consumer prices, which
were also among the reasons for large demonstrations in Israel. In the autumn of 2023 a
much more serious crisis was added, namely the military-security crisis, which will be
described in the subsequent section devoted to the international level.

Areas of tension between Turkey and Greece
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Political tensions and government crises were also present in many South American
countries in 2023, such as Peru, Colombia, Argentina, and Venezuela. The political crisis in
Peru in 2023 was the culmination of events from previous years (Suarez 2023). Political
instability and government crises have been occurring in the country since 2021, when
Pedro Castillo assumed office as president. The political crisis in Peru escalated after the
president was removed from office in December 2022, subsequently arrested and
charged with corruption and attempted coup. The Peruvian parliament voted to impeach
him on the grounds that the president had tried to dissolve the parliament, rule by
presidential decrees, and call early elections. The President’s detention sparked
widespread protests in the country, prompting the government to declare a state of
emergency and restrict some of the basic rights of the population. Currently, the Peruvian
presidency has been led since December 2022 by Peruvian politician and lawyer Dina
Boluarte, who took the presidential oath after the failed coup attempt by now former
President Pedro Castillo. During his mandate, she held the office of Vice President. Dina
Boluarte has thus become the first woman in Peru’s history to become President of the
country. However, she faced a difficult situation right from the beginning of her mandate.
Her government faced a number of protests that spread across the country, with
demonstrators demanding early elections, improved living conditions, and solutions to
economic and social problems. In recent years, Peru has faced significant economic
problems such as high inflation, unemployment, and lack of basic services. Moreover,
these economic problems have contributed to the general dissatisfaction of the
population and deepened the political crisis. The political crisis in Peru also marked a
deep division within the Peruvian society itself (Freeman 2023).

Problems in Peru in recent years
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In 2023, another country was also going through a serious political and economic crisis,
namely Argentina. Argentina has long been struggling with ever-increasing poverty (up to
40%), a high inflation rate, which in 2023 reached up to 130% per year, a rapid
devaluation of the Argentine currency, the peso, as well as a rapid decline in the standard
of living. Argentina incurred a huge national debt and had significant problems in
maintaining foreign reserves, which it tried to resolve in negotiations with the
International Monetary Fund to restructure its debts and maintain financial stability. The
country’s economic instability, rising unemployment, poor working conditions, and loss of
purchasing power led to major social unrest, protests, and tensions in the country (Politi
2023). 

130%
inflation
in 2023

A highly polarised political society and
persistent economic problems have been

a major source of tension and unrest
among the population. 

People’s dissatisfaction with the country’s economic
situation and especially with traditional political parties such
as the Peronist Union for the Homeland, the Radical Civic
Union, and the right-wing bloc Together for Change
influenced the 2023 presidential election, which was won by
far-right economist Javier Milei, representing the political
bloc La Libertad Avanza (Freedom Advances). 

He built his campaign on promises to implement radical economic changes, such as
replacing the Argentine currency with the US dollar, abolishing the central bank, reducing
the influence of the state, introducing privatisation, and establishing market economy
(Shortell 2023). According to Milei, the state should only provide security and justice.
2023 marked a year of great political and economic uncertainty, crisis, and tension for
Argentina, caused by the split between traditional political systems and radical (even
controversial) changes. A highly polarised political society and persistent economic
problems have been a major source of tension and unrest among the population.



In 2023, there was also a political crisis in the Southeast Asian country of Myanmar, a
continuation of the serious conflict started by the military coup in 2021. This two-year
period is characterised by intense fighting between the military junta and opposition
armed groups. The country continues to experience considerable political instability,
economic problems and major protests by the population against the military
dictatorship. The crisis in Myanmar began on 1 February 2021, when the Myanmar Army
overthrew the government of Prime Minister Aung San Suu Kyi’s National League for
Democracy party in a military coup. The November 2020 elections, in which the National
League clearly won the most votes, were declared invalid by the junta. Subsequently, the
junta imposed a military dictatorship in Myanmar, abolishing basic civil rights, restricting
freedom of expression, and imposing martial law. The prime minister and other members
of her party, including the ousted President Win Myint, were jailed and charged with
crimes. The death penalty was reinstated in 2022, and since assuming control, the army
has been engaged in unlawful killings, torture, and forced displacement of civilians. Since
the coup, the military junta has committed war crimes and violence against civilians.
Nevertheless, the people of Myanmar are organising mass protests against the regime,
which are being brutally repressed.

Demonstrators in Myanmar protesting the military coup, June 2023;
(The Diplomat, 2023).

The situation worsened further in 2023, as
there was a strong crackdown on the
opposition and intensified military
operations against armed groups and
newly formed civil resistance organisations.
According to some experts, Myanmar was
on the brink of a civil war. The junta uses
heavy weapons and air raids against
civilians.

Many of them have been forced to leave their homes; Myanmar is facing a huge
humanitarian crisis due to major food shortags, lack of health care, etc. According to UN
statistics, more than a million people have been displaced, most of them fleeing to
neighbouring countries, mainly Thailand and India.  Thus, over 18 million people are in
need of humanitarian aid, 15 million of whom have been without food and over 2 million
have left their homes. Among the most affected are the Rohingya Muslim ethnic group. In
late August 2023, the UN Security Council issued a resolution condemning the ongoing
violence in Myanmar (Amnesty International 2023). The resolution again calls for the
immediate release of all detainees, the restoration of democratic institutions, respect for
human rights, and respecting the rule of law and the democratic state. 



However, the junta rejected this peace effort in 2023, so the political situation in
Myanmar remains very unsettled. Myanmar remains in international political isolation
while facing a huge humanitarian crisis.

HUMANITARIAN CRISIS
IN MYANMAR 
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The international community, including the US,
the EU and ASEAN, called for an immediate end
to the violence and for compliance with UN-
approved resolutions. In particular, the regional
organisation ASEAN played an important role as
a mediator to end the crisis, establish
negotiations between the junta and the
opposition parties, and reach a peaceful
solution. 

On the other hand, on the African continent, political crises and tensions are dominated
by those of military kind, i.e. military coups and armed conflicts. For example, in July 2023
there was a military coup in Niger, with President Mohamed Bazoum overthrown; he had
been president since April 2021 and was a close ally of the West (France and the US). This
military coup has had a major impact on the political stability of the country and
developments in the whole region, i.e. at the regional level. After the overthrow of
President Bazoum, General Abdourahamane Tchiani, leader of the National Council for
the Safeguarding of the Fatherland (CNSP), seized power. The reason for the coup,
according to General Tchiani, was the deteriorating security situation in the country. Niger
has long faced attacks by terrorist groups affiliated with the Islamic State and Al-Qaeda
operating in the Sahel region (Viner 2023). According to General Tchiani, the previous
government did not adequately address these threats and did not secure the country.
However, there are also motives of internal political power struggles between different
factions within the military itself, the president, and military leaders. The reaction to the
coup by the international community was immediate. The West, led by France, the EU,
and the US, condemned the military coup and called for the immediate release of
President Bazoum and the restoration of the democratic system in the country. The
regional organisation ECOWAS (Economic Community of West African States) announced
economic sanctions against Niger with immediate effect. All of these demands were
rejected by General Tchiani, increasing tensions both within Niger itself and between
Niger and neighbouring states with a high threat of regional destabilisation. After the
military coup, about 1,500 French,[3] 1,100 American, and 100 German soldiers remained
deployed at military bases in Niger. These Western countries use their bases in Niger to
fight terrorist groups and to train regional defence forces. The ruling military junta in
Niger along with a part of the population demanded the withdrawal of French troops
from the country, including the suspension of cooperation on security issues. 

[3] In the course of 2022 and 2023, France withdrew about 2,000 troops from Mali and Burkina Faso, of which about
half were relocated to Niger.
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The presence of Western troops in Niger was increasing
over the past decade, as Niger had become a key
partner in ensuring regional security. The military coup
in Niger can be described as an event with major
regional and international implications, as it represents
an increase in regional tensions, has led the country into
international isolation, and has caused major economic
and humanitarian problems for a country that is among
the poorest in the world. Even before 2023, Niger’s
population was already facing severe poverty, lack of
health care and, in particular, food shortages, now
exacerbated by the sanctions imposed by ECOWAS. 

Niger is another one of the African countries - after Mali, Guinea, and Burkina Faso - that
have experienced military coups in recent years. Internal political problems and conflicts,
the growing influence of foreign actors, and the  possibility of military intervention are
among the major factors that will affect the future development of the country and
stability in the region.

International and global levels

Several events dominated the international environment in 2023. These included the
ongoing conflict in Ukraine, the conflict between the Yemeni Houthi rebel group and the
Yemeni government, and the conflict in Gaza.

 Last year was not a turning point in the
war in Ukraine and did not bring any

peaceful solutions, security or stability.

The war in Ukraine continued throughout 2023, but according to most analysts, despite
their optimistic forecasts for 2022, last year was not a turning point in this war and did
not bring any peaceful solutions, security, or stability. From a military point of view, there
were no significant changes. The city of Bakhmut fell at the end of May 2023 and there
were no changes in the war even after the destruction of the Kakhovka Dam or
Prigozhin’s attempted coup. The Ukrainian counter-offensive launched on 4 June 2023
ended without much success. Western countries, mainly the UK, the US, and EU
countries, kept providing extensive assistance to Ukraine, including economic, financial,
and military support (weapons, Leopard 2 tanks, armoured vehicles, ammunition). 



The US supplied Ukraine with weapons, ammunition, armoured vehicles (M2 Bradleys),
anti-tank systems, and air defence systems (M1 Abrams tanks, HIMARS rocket launchers)
as part of its military assistance. Thanks to Western assistance, Ukraine built an air and
missile defence system capable of intercepting more than 70% of UAVs and missiles (Theil
2023). The UK and France provided Ukraine with missiles with a range of several hundred
kilometres. Also, Ukraine managed to destroy one Russian submarine and three large
Russian ships. The Russian side continued its attacks during 2023, with very intensive
shelling of the Ukrainian cities of Kharkiv, Kherson, Odessa, destroying infrastructure and
civilian buildings with several dozen civilian casualties. Due to a shortage of ammunition,
military material, and funds, Ukraine announced a change in its combat strategies at the
end of 2023, while Russia, on the other hand, took control of the line of trenches near
Maryinka on its Donbas front. The war in Ukraine did not end in 2023, although there
were several diplomatic negotiations between Ukraine and Russia (Malinowski 2023). The
UN, for example, also tried to broker a ceasefire, but without actual results. Western
countries continued to pursue sanctions against Russia in order to limit its strong
influence in the world. The war brought along a huge humanitarian and refugee crisis,
with millions of Ukrainians forced to flee their homes. The ongoing war in Ukraine is
having a significant impact not only on international politics and security in Europe, but
also on the global economy and world affairs.

Image used with permission of Dmytro Sheremeta / Getty Images, via Canva."



In 2023, the conflict between Yemeni government forces and the Houthi army continued.
The Yemeni civil war, which began in September 2014, has significant regional and
international implications, as it involves several regional and global actors. Saudi Arabia,
United Arab Emirates, Morocco, Egypt, with the support of the North Atlantic Alliance,
have sided with the Yemeni government. On the other hand, countries such as Iran, Syria
and the Lebanese Hezbollah movement have joined the rebels. This conflict, which first
began as an internal political power struggle, has turned into an international conflict as
there is a power struggle between Saudi Arabia and Iran to gain maximum influence in
the region. The conflict has caused a huge humanitarian crisis, with millions of people in
Yemen suffering from famine and inhumane living conditions (UNICEF 2023).  Despite the
UN’s best efforts, the conflict has not been ended to date and the Yemeni war has
become yet another geopolitical crisis in the Middle East.

The conflict between Yemeni government
forces and the Houthi army has triggered 

a severe humanitarian crisis, leaving millions in
Yemen facing famine and dire living conditions.

Beeri, "Black Saturday"; Israel, (Wikimedia Commons, 2023).

On 7 October 2023, Israel was attacked by the
Palestinian organisation Hamas, which attacked
civilian and military targets in Israeli territory.
In this war (Gaza War), the State of Israel is the
actor under attack, with the Palestinian
movement Hamas being considered the
aggressor (Eichler 2024). The movement
started the war with an air strike in which it
fired some 5,000 rockets into Israeli territory,
while at the same time some 3,000 militants
from the movement attacked Israeli civilians
and Israel Defense Forces (IDF) military bases
near Gaza in a ground invasion (Raine 2023).
Armed Palestinians reached several kibbutzim
in southern Israel, including the town of Sderot.
The Palestinian armed groups called the attack
on Israel <Flood=, the Israeli army called its
subsequent counter-offensive in Gaza
<Operation Swords of Iron=. The international
community has labelled this conflict the Third
Intifada. 

HAMAS ATTACK 
ON ISRAEL 7. 10. 2023

misilles members of the land
invasion

killed hosteges taken

5000 3000

1200 252



[4] The Al-Aqsa Mosque, the third holiest site in Islam after Mecca and Medina, is often a site of tension and disputes between Jews and Muslims.
Every incident, various clashes and disturbances provoked in its vicinity thus have major religious and political implications, which in turn lead to
escalating tensions, and moreover are perceived by Muslim leaders as an attack on the Islamic, Palestinian identity.

The Israeli Prime Minister declared that Israel was at war, the Israeli government
declared a state of emergency (Eichner 2023). Immediately afterwards, Israel carried out
air strikes on the Gaza Strip in response to the Hamas attack. Hamas explained the attack
on Israel as retaliation for the long-standing blockade of the Gaza Strip, for the illegal
construction of Israeli settlements in the Palestinian territories, for the violence
perpetrated by Israel against Palestinians, and for the repeated desecration of the Al-
Aqsa Mosque on the Temple Mount in Jerusalem.[4] In the first days of the conflict, over
1,200 people were killed by Hamas, most of them civilians, and 252 were taken hostage
and moved to the Gaza Strip (The Guardian 2023).
On 27 October 2023, the UN General Assembly adopted a resolution on the protection of
civilians and upholding legal and humanitarian obligations. This resolution, which was
issued in the context of the ongoing conflict between the Palestinian Hamas movement
and the Israeli army, refers to two key UN Security Council resolutions, namely Resolution
242 of 1967 and Resolution 338 of 1973 (Novotná-Šabacká 2024). 

Consequences of the Israeli offensive in Gaza in 2023

infrastructure
destruction

 30k Palestinians
killed  (40% children)

80% of Palestinians
have left home

the threat of
famine

the threat of lack
of medical care

In particular, UNSC Resolution 242 is crucial to the current developments in the
Palestinian territories and in view of the ongoing conflict between Hamas and the Israeli
army, as it contains the main principles for resolving the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. Firstly,
the resolution refers to the need to respect the sovereignty, territorial integrity, and
political independence of every state in the region, the recognition of its borders, and the
right to live in peace and security. The resolution also calls on Israel to withdraw from the
occupied territories it seized in the Six-Day War in 1967.

Hamas, (BBC, 2023)



According to UN Secretary-General Antonio Guterres, the humanitarian situation in Gaza
is absolutely catastrophic, with the threat of famine, lack of food, medicine, drinking
water, health care, basic necessities of life, and the volume of humanitarian aid needed is
enormous (The UN News 2023). The UN Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees
in the Near East (UNRWA), which has been operating in the region since 1949, is the main
provider. By the end of 2023, nearly 100 aid workers lost their lives during the Gaza War.
The material damage in Gaza is enormous. During the Israeli offensive in Gaza, where
Israel carried out air strikes on Hamas bases, almost all infrastructure was destroyed,
including hospitals, schools, and other civilian buildings. Over 30,000 Palestinians were
killed in Israeli attacks, about 40% of them children. More than 80% of Palestinians in the
Gaza Strip had to leave their homes. 

The current ongoing conflict in Gaza can be
characterized as one of the most serious in the history
of Israeli-Palestinian relations, or rather conflicts that

have taken place between the two sides since the
establishment of the State of Israel in 1948.

Many countries and international organisations, including the EU, the US, and the UN,
have condemned the Hamas attack and expressed their support for the State of Israel,
which has the right to defend itself. However, during the subsequent Israeli offensives on
Gaza, international support for the Jewish state has declined, and the international
community has repeatedly called on both sides of the conflict to end the fighting and,
above all, to allow access for humanitarian aid to the civilian population of Gaza. The US
supports Israel militarily and financially, while countries like Turkey and Iran support
Hamas and call for a halt to military operations. Arab states as well as many countries in
South America and Africa have criticised the Israeli attacks on Gaza (Al-Shamahi 2023).
One of the key points of this war and associated diplomatic negotiation continues to be
the detention of Israeli hostages; negotiating their release remained fruitless, resulting,
among other things, in the emergence of large demonstrations and protests by the Israeli
population demanding their release. 



This conflict undoubtedly has major implications for the whole region and thus for the
stability of the entire Middle East (Novotná-Šabacká 2024). A solution to the long-
standing Israeli-Palestinian conflict is thus nowhere in sight. This war is fundamentally
affecting the development of geopolitical relations in the region, where a large-scale
conflict threatens to break out. Iran’s influence is growing in the region, supporting
Hamas in almost every aspect. The normalisation of relations between the rich Arab Gulf
states and the State of Israel that was shaping in recent years has also been undermined.
The current ongoing conflict in Gaza can be characterised as one of the most serious in
the history of Israeli-Palestinian relations, or rather conflicts that have taken place
between the two sides since the establishment of the State of Israel in 1948. This puts the
peace process largely at risk and, if diplomatic negotiations do not take place soon, there
is a major threat of other neighbouring actors becoming involved in the war. Examples
include the involvement of the Lebanese Hezbollah movement, as a supporter of Hamas,
and possible intervention by Iran. This could spread the war to the entire region, where
major political and security problems have long persisted. 

Children in Gaza caught in the crossfire of war (Reuters, 2023).

Evaluation of selected indicators

In order to illustrate the development in the political sector using quantitative indicators,
six indicators were selected:



  Indicator
  

  Source index
  

Author of the index
   Index scale*

  Democracy    Democracy
  Index (DI)

  

Economist
  Intelligence Unit

  
1-100 

Legitimacy
  of state power  

  Fragile
  States Index (FSI) Fund for Peace 1-10 

  Provision
  of public goods and services

  

  Fragile
  States Index (FSI)

  
Fund for Peace  1-10 

  Human
  rights and the rule of law

  

  Fragile
  States Index (FSI)

  
Fund for Peace 1-10 

Corruption   Corruption
  Perception Index (CPI)

  Transparency International
  
  

1-100 

  Anti-state
  violence in the form of terrorism

  

  Global
  Terrorism Index (GTI)

  

  Institute
  for Economics and Peace

  
1-10 

Green indicated improvement, red indicated worse condition.
Source: Authors

Table 1: Selected indicators

These indicators enable to better demonstrate the development within the political
sector; their change may affect the stability of the state or political regime. Indicators are
evaluated on the basis of existing datasets, or indices. For each indicator, the most
important data for 2023 is briefly presented and then the status and change of indicators
in the world, European Union, and Czech Republic are evaluated, with each value
assigned a specific score. In order to assess the condition, the indicators are assigned a
score from 1 to 5, where a higher value corresponds to a better condition. The change in
condition is assessed on a scale from -2 to +2, where 0 indicates stagnation or a negligible
change, -1 and -2 indicate a slight or significant deterioration, and +1 or +2 indicate a
slight or significant improvement. This approach is primarily intended to unify the
method of evaluation across indicators and thus simplify the identification of certain
trends in the summary for the sector.



The Economist Intelligence Unit (EIU) described the year 2023 in terms of democracy as
one of <stagnation and regression=, as the global average index dropped by 0.06 points to
5.23, reaching its lowest level ever since the index began to be published in 2006. The
value of the average index has fell for all four regimes defined by the degree of fulfillment
of the characteristics of democracy[5] (see Table 2). 

Table 2: Numbers of countries and average index by category in 2022 and 2023

 2022 2023 Change in 2023

   Number 
of countries 

  

Average
index

  

  Number 
of countries 

  

Average
index

in the
number of
countries 

of the
average

index

Full democracy 24 8,79 24 8,77 0 -0,02 

Flawed
democracy 48 6,99 50 6,92 +2 -0,07 

Hybrid regime 36 5,13 34 5,01 -2 -0,12 

Authoritarian
regime 59 2,59 59 2,47 0 -0,12 
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[5] The characteristics of democracy are formulated in the form of 60 indicators in five categories: (1) the electoral process and pluralism, (2) the
functioning of the government, (3) political participation, (4) political culture, (5) civil liberties. Each category is evaluated on a 10-point scale, and
the average value determines which kind of regime is in place. 

I1: Democracy

In terms of the number of countries, less than half saw improvement compared to the
previous year (32 versus 75), while the number of countries that saw deterioration in the
index increased by half (68 versus 44). Not only were there more states where the
democracy index weakened than those where the situation improved, but these states
also experienced a more significant change in the index (by 0.1 points on average) (see
Table 3).
Table 3: Numbers of countries in terms of change in the Democracy Index in 2023

 
Number of countries in

2022 (average change in
index)

Number of countries in
2023 (average change in

index)

Increase in index
(improvement in

condition)
75 (+0.15) 32 (+0.13) 

Index unchanged 48 67 

Decrease in index
(deterioration) 44 (-0.21) 68 (-0.23) 

Source: Authors
according to the
Economist
Intelligence Unit
(2023, 2024)

Source: Authors according to the Economist Intelligence Unit (2023, 2024)



Stát 
Change in Democracy

Index compared to
2022* 

Benin +0,40 

Tanzánie +0,25 

Malta +0,23 

Montenegro +0,22 

Angola +0,22 

Sierra Leone -0,71 

Sudan -0,71 

Pakistan -0,88 

Gabon -1,22 

Niger -1,36 

Niger (-1.36) and Gabon (-1.22) recorded the most
significant drop in the index, by more than 1 point.
The top six countries with the most significant
decline in the index include five countries in the
Sahel and West Africa region (the sixth one being
Pakistan). On the other hand, Benin is also situated
in the same region and recorded the highest index
increase of all countries (+0.40) (see Table 4).

Niger (-1.36) and Gabon (-1.22) recorded the
most significant drop in the index, by more than

1 point. The top six countries with the largest
drop in the index are the five countries in the
Sahel and West Africa region (plus Pakistan). 

Table 4: Countries with the most
significant change 
in the Democracy Index compared
to the previous year

+0,40

-1,36

BENIN

NIGER
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* Stronger colour indicates a more pronounced
improvement/deterioration (by more than 1 point).
Source: Economist Intelligence Unit (2024).

From a regional perspective, the value of the index was
rising only in Western Europe. However, it is also the
lowest possible increase corresponding to stagnation
(+0.01). Western Europe thus remained the only region
where the democracy index reached pre-pandemic
levels. In 2023, the average value of the Democracy
Index in Western Europe even exceeded the average
index in North America. Both regions remain the only
ones where the average index corresponds to a
democratic regime (in both cases full democracy). On
the other hand, Latin America and the Caribbean as well
as the Middle East and North Africa once again
recorded the most significant deterioration. In terms of
absolute values, the index is the lowest in the Middle
East and North Africa region, where its average value
corresponds to an authoritarian regime (see Table 5).

Change of index
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r
-1,50
-1,00
-0,50
0,00
0,50



Region Average index
in 2023*

Index change
in 2023**

North America   8.27
  

  -0.10
  

Western Europe   8.37
  

  +0.01
  

Latin America and
Caribbean   5.68

  
  -0.11

  

Asia, Australia and
Oceania   5.41

  
  -0.05

  

Eatern Europe and
Central Asia [6]     5.37

  
  -0.02

  

Sub-Saharan Africa   4.04
  

  -0.10
  

  Middle
  East and North Africa    3.23

  -0.11
  

Total   5.23
  

  -0.06
  

*The colours correspond to the different regimes: from darker
orange (authoritarian regime) to darker green (full democracy).
**Stronger colour indicates more significant
improvement/deterioration (more than 0.1 points).
Source: Economist Intelligence Unit (2023, 2024).

Six countries moved across categories,
four towards better (Greece towards full
democracies, Papua New Guinea and
Paraguay towards flawed democracies,
and Angola towards hybrid regimes),
while two countries were downgraded
(Chile towards flawed democracies and
Pakistan towards authoritarian regimes).
The situation in the Czech Republic
remained unchanged from the previous
year and the overall index remained at
7.97 (all four measured categories
remained unchanged), which
corresponds to the upper limit of flawed
democracy. The Czech Republic ranked
26th globally and 12th in the European
Union.
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[6] Russia and post-Soviet states.

Table 5: Democracy Index in individual regions defined by the EIU

For the purposes of this study,
democracy is assessed as follows:Table 6: State of democracy in 2023

Value Score
Method of score allocation

Value Score

0.00-1.99 (authoritarian regime)
2.00-3.99 (authoritarian regime)
4.00-5.99 (hybrid regime)
6.0-7.99 (flawed democracy)
8.00-10.00 (full democracy)

1 
2 
3
4
5 

Worldwide
average   5.23

 
  3
  

EU average   7.90
  

  4
  

Condition in CR   7.97
  

  4
  

Source: Authors according to the Economist Intelligence Unit (2024)



Value Score

Method of score allocation

  Change in
  value   Score

 

Change
  in global average   -0.06

  
  0
  

decrease by more than 1.00
decrease by 0.10 to 1.00
-0.09 to +0.09
increase by 0.10 to 1.00
increase by more than 1.00

-2
 -1 
0 

+1 
+2 

  Change in EU
  average

  

  +0.01
  

  0
  

  Change
  in CR

  

  0
  

  0
  

The global average remains at the level of a hybrid regime, while the average in the
European Union as well as the Czech Republic corresponds to a flawed democracy (closer
to the level of full democracy). 

Table 7: Change in the state of democracy compared to the previous year

Source: Authors according to the Economist Intelligence Unit (2023, 2024)

While in 2022 there was a slight improvement at all three levels (world, EU, and Czech
Republic), in 2023 there was only a marginal improvement at the EU level. In the Czech
Republic, the democracy index remained at the same level as in the previous year. On the
other hand, there was a slight deterioration in terms of global trends. However, since the
changes were at the level of hundredths, the development of democracy in 2023 can be
generalised as stagnation.

The legitimacy of state power is measured by the Fragile States Index, serving as one of its
indicators. In 2023, the legitimacy of state power was strengthened in more than half of
the states assessed (92 out of 179). Although more states experienced improvement in
state legitimacy compared to the previous year with fewer states experiencing weakening
of state legitimacy, the average values of improvement and deterioration remained at
almost the same level as in 2022 (see Table 8). While no country improved by more than
0.5 points in absolute terms, two countries stand out in terms of deterioration, namely
Israel (+1.5) and Senegal (+3.5) (see Table 9). African countries dominate in terms of the
most significant weakening of state legitimacy in 2023, while they are also among the
states with the lowest level of state legitimacy in the year under review (see Table 10).

I2: Legitimacy of state power
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 Number
  of countries in
2022 (average

change in
indicator)  

Number
  of countries in
2023 (average

change in
indicator)  

  Decrease
  in the indicator

(= strengthening of
state legitimacy)

  

  79 (-0.26)
  

  92 (-0.25)
  

  Indicator
  unchanged

  
  34

  
  33

  

  Increase
  in the indicator 
(= weakening of
state legitimacy)

  

  66 (+0.27)
  

  54 (+0.27)
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 Table 8: Numbers of countries in terms of
change in the state legitimacy indicator in 2023

Source: Authors according to The Fund for Peace (2022, 2023, 2024)

+1.5 +3.5
SENEGALISRAEL

The biggest deterioration in terms of
the legitimacy of state power in 2023

Source: Authors according to The Fund for Peace (2023, 2024)

Country Change from 2022

Côte d’Ivoire -0,5 

Sri Lanka -0,5 

Brazil -0,5 

Moldavia -0,5 

Czech Republic -0,5 

Central African
Republic +0,5 

Mosambique +0,5 

El Salvador +0,5 

Serbia +0,5 

Gabon +0,5 

Pakistan +0,6 

Israel +1,5 

Senegal +3,5 

Table 9: Countries with the most
significant change in the state
legitimacy indicator in 2023

Country State legitimacy
in 2023

Change from
2022

Syria 10 0 

Haiti 10 0.1 

South Sudan 9.9 0.1 

Equatorial Guinea 9.8 -0.1 

Yemen 9.8 0 

North Korea 9.8 0 

Turkmenistan 9.8 0 

Eritrea 9.7 0 

Somalia 9.7 0.1 

Table 10: States with the lowest
legitimacy of state power in 2023

Source: Authors according to The Fund for Peace (2023, 2024)
Stronger colour indicates a more pronounced
improvement/deterioration (by more than 1 point).



Value Score

Method of score allocation

Value Score

Worldwide
  average  5,70 3 

0,00-1.99 
2.00-3.99 
4.00-5.99 
6.00-7.99 
8.00-10.00 

5 
4 
3
2 
1 

EU average 2,03 4 

Condition
  in CR 3,4 4 

Value Score
Method of score allocation

Value Score

Change
  in global
average

  -0.05
  

  0
  

increase by more than 1.00
increase by 0.10 to 1.00 
-0.09 to +0.09
decrease by 0.10 to 1.00
decrease by more than
1.00

-2 
-1 
0 

+1 
+2 

Change
  in EU

average 
  -0.19

  
  +1

  

  Change
  in CR

  

  -0.5
  

  +1
  

For the purposes of this study, the indicator of the legitimacy of state power is
evaluated as follows:

Source: Authors according to The Fund for Peace (2023, 2024)

Table 11: Legitimacy of state power in 2023 The average level of state
legitimacy in the world is
5.7, while the EU average is
much lower (2.3), meaning
that state power has a
higher level of legitimacy
here compared to the
global average. The Czech
Republic is between these
two averages. In the global
ranking, the Czech Republic
assumes the 45th place out
of 179. In most countries of
the world, the legitimacy of
state power is rated worse
than in the Czech Republic,
while within the EU, state
power is rated as less
legitimate in only 5
countries compared to the
Czech Republic. At all three
levels, state legitimacy has
been strengthened,
although at the global level
this change has been
subtle, corresponding
rather to stagnation. The
Czech Republic ranks
among the countries with
the most significant
strengthening of state 

Table 12: Change in the legitimacy of state power
compared to the previous year

Source: Authors according to The Fund for Peace (2022, 2023, 2024)

The FSI assesses the ability of states to fulfill their functions to their populations, including
the provision of basic goods such as water, electricity, security, etc. (The Fund for Peace
2017). 

I3: Provision of public goods and services
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legitimacy (decrease in the value of the indicator), with the highest recorded value of 0.5
points.

https://unob.sharepoint.com/:w:/s/CBVSS2/Ec-SmH9Sn81HoTj3ov4J7xEBhuCKY9VCqh5Lylxxbxmf_w?e=DpdgpK


 
Number of countries in

2022 (average change in
indicator)

Number of countries in
2023 (average change in

indicator)

Decrease in indicator
(improvement) 135 (-0.27)    124 (-0.28)

  

Indicator unchanged   16
  

  6
  

Increase in indicator
(deterioration)   28 (+0.34)

  
  49 (+0.30)

  

Country Change
from 2022 

Australia -0,5 

Bahrain -0,5 

Zambia -0,5 

Guyana -0,5 

Kyrgyzstan +0,5 

Lebanon +0,5 

Mexico +0,5 

Armenia +0,5 

Tunisia +0,5 

Russia +1 

Egypt +1 

Palestine +3,6 

Country Indicator in
2023 Change from 2022

Central African Republic 10 0 

Haiti 9.9 0.1 

South Sudan 9.8 0.1 

Afghanistan 9.7 -0.3 

Yemen 9.7 0.1 

Chad 9.6 0 

Niger 9.6 0.1 

Somalia 9.5 -0.3 

Mosambique 9.4 -0.3 

Madagascar 9.3 0 
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S Table 13: Numbers of countries in terms of change in the

indicator in 2023

So

Table 14: Countries
with the most
significant change in
the indicator in 2023

* Stronger colour indicates a more
pronounced
improvement/deterioration (by more
than 1 point).
Source: Authors according to The Fund
for Peace (2023, 2024)

Table 15: Countries with the highest values of the public
service indicator in 2023

Source: Authors according to The Fund for Peace (2023, 2024)

As in the previous year, a significant majority of countries improved in this respect in 2023
(see Table 13). However, while no country’s improvement exceeded half a point, there
are three countries at the opposite end of the scale where the situation has worsened
more significantly compared to 2022 (Russia, Egypt and, most importantly, Palestine,
which recorded a 3.6-point deterioration) (see Table 14). Also in the case of this indicator,
the countries with the highest scores (or most critical situation) included mostly African
countries (see Table 15).



Value Score
Method of score allocation

Value Score

Change
  in global average   5.35

  
3

0,00-1.99 
2.00-3.99 
4.00-5.99 
6.00-7.99 
8.00-10.00 

5 
4 
3
2 
1 

Change
  in EU average   2.33

  
 4

Change
  in CR   2.6

  
4

Value Score
Method of score allocation

Value Score

Change
  in global
average

  -0.11
  

  +1
  

increase by more than 1.00
increase by 0.10 to 1.00 
-0.09 to +0.09
decrease by 0.10 to 1.00
decrease by more than 1.00

-2 
-1 
0

+1 
+2 

Change
  in EU

average 
  -0.19

  
  +1

  

  Change
  in CR

  
  -0.3

  
  +1
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For the purposes of this study, the effectiveness of governments in providing goods and
services is assessed as follows:

Table 16: State of the provision of public goods and services in 2023

Source: Authors according to The Fund for Peace (2023, 2024)

The Czech Republic is relatively close to the EU average (2.33), ranking as the 17th along
with Croatia. The Czech Republic is significantly far from the much higher global average
(5.35) and ranks 35th out of 179. 

Table 17: Change in the provision of public goods and services
compared to the previous year

Source: Authors according to The Fund for Peace (2022, 2023, 2024)

As in the previous year, there
were improvements at all three
levels in 2023. This change is most
evident at the level of the Czech
Republic.



 

Number of
countries in 2022
(average change

in indicator)

Number of
countries in 2023
(average change

in indicator)

Decrease in indicator
(improvement)   65 (-0.24)

  
  86 (-0.26)

  

Indicator unchanged   13
  

  11
  

Increase in indicator
(deterioration)   101 (+0.26)

  
  82 (+0.25)

  

  State
  

  Change from
2022

  

Brazil  -0.5

Central
  African Republic  -0.4

 Fiji -0.4

  Haiti   0.5  

Mauritania 0.5

Palestine   0.5  

 El Salvador 0.5

Algeria 0.5

Zambia 0,7 

  Israel 1,1 

Tunisia  1,5 
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According to the FSI, more countries improved in the area of human rights and the rule of
law than in the previous year, while fewer experienced a decline. However, as in the
previous cases, the average improvement and deterioration of the indicator reached
almost the same level as in 2022 (see Table 18). Tunisia (+1.5) and Israel (+1.1) recorded
the most significant change, in this case deterioration (see Table 19). Both China and
Russia continue to be at the top of the list in terms of non-respecting human rights (see
Table 20).

Table 18: Numbers of countries in terms of change in
the indicator in 2023

Source: Authors according to The Fund for Peace (2022, 2023, 2024)

Table 19: Countries with the
most significant change in the
indicator in 2023

* Stronger colour indicates a more pronounced
improvement/deterioration (by more than 1 point).
Source: Authors according to The Fund for Peace (2023,
2024)

+1,5 +1,1
TUNISIA ISRAEL

The biggest deterioration in human rights in 2023

I4: Human rights and the rule of law



Country   Indicator in 2023    Change from 2022  

  Iran    10    0.1  

  Myanmar    9.6    0.3  

  China    9.4    0  

  Libya    9.4    0.1  

  Russia    9.4    0.1  

  Yemen    9.3    -0.3  

  North Korea    9.3    -0.1  

  Sudan    9.3    0.1  

  Haiti    9.2    0.5  

  Democratic
Republic of Congo

  
  9    -0.3  

  Value    Score  

  Method of score allocation  

  Value    Score  

 Worldwide average   5.43    3  
0.00–1.99 
2.00–3.99 
4.00–5.99 
6.00–7.99 
8.00–10.00 

5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

EU average   1.93    5  

Condition in the CR   1.7    5  H
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Table 20: Countries with the highest value of the indicator in 2023

Source: Authors according to The Fund for Peace (2023, 2024)

For the purposes of this study, the indicator of human rights and the rule of law is
evaluated as follows:

Table 21: State of respect for human rights and the rule of law in 2023

Source: Authors according to The Fund for Peace (2023, 2024)



  Value    Score  

  Method of score allocation  

  Value    Score  

Change
  in global
average

  -0.01
  

  0
  

increase by more than 1.00
increase by 0.10 to 1.00 
-0.09 to +0.09
decrease by 0.10 to 1.00
decrease by more than 1.00

-2
 -1 0 
+1 
+2 

Change
  in EU average   -0.05

  
  0
  

  Change
  in CR

  
  -0.2

  
  +1
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Source: Authors according to The Fund for Peace (2022, 2023, 2024)

The Czech Republic's human rights and rule of
law score is below the global average and

slightly below the EU average, ranking 19th
globally and 14th within the EU, tied with

Croatia and Latvia.

Table 22: Change in the state of respect for human rights and the rule of law compared
to the previous year

At all three levels, the value of the indicator decreased, although at the global and EU
levels it was negligible, and therefore we can speak of stagnation. The most significant
change (improvement) is again at the level of the Czech Republic.

The average value of the Corruption Perceptions Index (CPI) remains below 50 (from the
maximum of 100), with up to two-thirds of countries (122 out of 180) below, same as in
2023. The numbers of countries that improved, deteriorated or where the situation
remained the same in 2023 were fairly even (see Table 23). At the same time, the changes
were slightly less pronounced than in 2022. The most significant improvement was
recorded by Egypt (+5), while Afghanistan and Tajikistan (-4) suffered the biggest
deterioration (see Table 24), whereas in the previous year these changes ranged from -8
to +8. 

I5: Corruption



 

Number of
countries in 2022
(average change

in indicator)

Number of
countries in 2023
(average change

in indicator)

Decrease in indicator
(improvement)   49 (+1.88)

  
  55 (+1.78)

  

Indicator unchanged   58
  

  62
  

Increase in indicator
(deterioration)   73 (-1.97)

  
  63 (-1.57)

  

Country
Change
from
2022

  Egypt  +5 

  Barbados  +4 

  Cape Verde  +4 

  Kuwait  +4 

  Zambia  +4 

  China  -3 

  Georgia  -3 

 Cuba -3 

  Laos  -3 

  Myanmar  -3 

  Peru  -3 

  Greece  -3 

  Tajikistan  -4 

  Afghanistan  -4 
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Table 23: Numbers of countries in terms of change in
the Corruption Perceptions Index in 2023

Source: Authors according to Transparency International (2024)

Table 24: Countries with
the most significant change
in the CPI in 2023

Source: Authors according to Transparency
International (2024)

Regionally, there were only minimal changes, with
Western Europe and the European Union continuing
to perform best, with a significant lead (+20 points)
over the second best region (Asia Pacific). Sub-
Saharan Africa remains at the tail (see Table 25).

Table 25: Comparison of regions by CPI

  Region
  

  Average CPI in
2023

  

  Change in
average from

2022
  

Americas 43 0 

Western Europe and
the European Union 65 -1 

Eastern Europe and
Central Asia 35 0 

Asia and Oceania 45 0 

Sub-Saharan Africa 33 +1 

Middle East and North
Africa 38 0 

Source: Authors according to Transparency International (2024)



  Value
  

  Score
  

  Method of
  score allocation

  

  Value
  

  Score
  

  Worldwide
  average

  
42,97 3 

0.00–19.99 
20.00–39.99 
40.00–59.99 
60.00–79.99 
80.00–100 

1
2
3
4

 5 

  EU
  average

  
63,59 4 

  Condition
  in CR

  
57 3 
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For the purposes of this study, corruption is assessed as follows:

Table 26: Perceived corruption in 2023

Source: Authors according to Transparency International (2024).

Similar to the previous year, there
was a significant gap between the
global and EU averages in
perception of corruption (by more
than 20 points) in 2023. The Czech
Republic is still below the EU
average, ranking 16th out of 27,
although in the world it is
relatively high above the global
average, remaining 41st out of
180.

Table 27: Change in the perceived corruption
compared to the previous year

  Value
  

  Score
  

  Method of
  score allocation

  

  Change in
  value

  
Score

  

Change
  in global
average

-0.01 0 

decrease by more than 10.00
decrease by 1.00 to 10.00 
-0.99 to +0.99
increase by 1.00 to 10.00
increase by more than 10.00

-2 
-1
0 

+1 
+2 

Change
  in EU

average 
-0.04 0 

  Change
  in CR

  
+1 +1 

Source: Authors according to Transparency International (2023, 2024)

The global average
recorded only a negligible
deterioration in terms of
perception of corruption.
The European Union is in
a similar position, which
contrasts markedly with
2022, when the situation
in the EU improved
significantly (by ten
points). The Czech
Republic continues its
improving trend, although
the improvement is
significantly smaller 

compared to the previous year (one point compared to nine). In terms of changes in the
perception of corruption, 2023 can thus be considered a year of stagnation, with no
significant change in the global average or the EU average.
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I6: Anti-state violence in the form of terrorism

Globally, the Global Terrorism Index (GTI) shows that the impact of terrorism (in the form
of attacks, deaths, injuries, or hostages) has been reduced by approximately half a point
on a scale of 0 to 10, where 10 corresponds to a very high impact of terrorism. But while
the number of terrorist attacks has declined globally, the number of victims has increased
(which is largely attributed to the Hamas attack on Israel in October). In this context, the
Institute for Economics and Peace (2024) talks about the so-called intensification of
terrorism. Almost half of the countries saw a slight improvement in terms of the impact of
terrorism in 2023, while 28 suffered a worsening of the situation. Although the number of
countries that experienced a worsening (i.e. an increase in GTI) was slightly higher
compared to the previous year, the average increase in the index was about half the level
of 2022 (see Table 28).

 

Number of
countries in

2022
(average
change in

index)

Number of
countries in

2023
(average
change in

index)

Decrease in index (lower
impact of terrorism) 78 (-0.44) 67 (-0.43) 

Index unchanged 64 68 

Increase in index (higher
impact of terrorism) 21 (+1.12) 28 (+0.62) 

Table 28: Numbers
of countries in
terms of change in
the index in 2023

Authors according to the Institute for Economics and Peace (2023, 2024)

The ten countries most affected by terrorism
in 2023 were in Sub-Saharan Africa and Asia
(South Asia and the Middle East) (see Table
29). For the first time, Israel occupied the
second place, as a result of the Hamas attack
on 7 October 2023. It recorded the most
significant increase in the index in 2023 of all
the countries (see Table 30). Iraq, on the other
hand, dropped out of the list of the ten
countries with the highest index, ranking as
the 11th. 75 states experienced no terrorism
impact and their index is at 0.

  State 
  

  GTI in
2023

  

  Change in GTI
compared to

2022
  

  Burkina Faso    8.571    +0.41  

  Israel    8.143    +3.743  

  Mali    7.998    +0.015  

  Pakistan    7.916    +0.306  

  Syria    7.89    +0.119  

  Afghanistan    7.825    -0.634  

  Somalia    7.814    -0.233  

  Nigeria    7.575    -0.005  

  Myanmar    7.536    -0.032  

  Niger    7.274    +0.221  

Table 29: Countries with the highest
impact of terrorism in 2023 according
to GTI

Source: own elaboration according to Institute for Economics
and Peace (2023, 2024) 



  State  
  Change in the

terrorism impact index
compared to

  2022
  

  Tajikistan    -1.335  

  Libya    -1.196  

  Venezuela    -1.035  

  Ecuador    -0.856  

  Nepal    -0.831  

  Ukraine    1.124  

  Kosovo    1.188  

  Uganda    1.931  

  Angola    2.224  

  Israel    3.743  

  Value
  

  Score
  

Method of score allocation
  

  Value
  

  Score
  

Worldwide
average 1.650 5 0.000 

0.001 to 2.000 
2.001 to 4.000 
4.001 to 6.000 
6.001 to 8.000 
8.001 to 10.000 

5+ (no impact of terrorism)
5 (very low impact of terrorism)
4 (low impact of terrorism)
3 (medium impact of terrorism)
2 (high impact of terrorism)
1 (very high impact of terrorism)

EU average 0.691 5

Condition in
CR 0 5+T
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Table 30: Countries with the most
significant change in the index compared
to the previous year

* Stronger colour indicates a more
pronounced improvement/deterioration (by
more than 1 point).
Source: Authors according to the Institute for
Economics and Peace (2023, 2024).

For the purposes of this study, the impact of
terrorism is assessed as follows:

Table 31: Impact of terrorism in 2022

Source: Authors according to the Institute for Economics and Peace (2024)

The impact of terrorism was
assessed as very low globally and

within the European Union for 2023.

[7] Except Luxembourg and Malta

Women from Burkina Faso protest against the terrorist attack in
Ouagadougou. (AFP/Getty Images, 2023). 



  Value
  

 Score
  

  Method of
  score allocation

  

  Change in
  value

  
Score

  

Change
  in global
average

  -0.518
  

  +1
  

increase by more than 1.000
increase by 0.100 to 1.000 
-0.099 to +0.099
decrease by 0.100 to 1.000
decrease by more than 1.000

-2 
-1 
0 
+1 
+2 

Change
  in EU

average 
  -0.715

  
  +1

  

  Change
  in CR

  
  0
  

  0
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The impact of terrorism was evaluated as very low globally as well as within the European
Union for 2023, although the difference between the global average and the EU average
was almost one point. The Czech Republic also had the lowest possible score in 2023, so
according to the EIU, there was no impact of terrorism as understood by the GTI. The
same score was shared by 74 other countries globally and 11 countries within the EU
(excluding Luxembourg and Malta, which are not counted in the GTI). 

Table 32: Change in the impact of terrorism compared to the previous year

Source: Authors according to the Institute for Economics and Peace (2023, 2024).

While in 2022 there was
a very slight increase in
the impact of terrorism
globally as well as in the
EU (on the order of
hundredths), in 2023 the
trend was reversed at
both levels (a decrease
in the index on the
order of tenths). The
situation in the Czech
Republic did not change,
as in both years the
Czech Republic did not
experience any impact
of terrorism.



Indicator

Score

  World
  

  EU
  

  CR
  

condition* 
  

  change**   condition
  

  change 
  

  condition
  

  change 
  

Democracy 3 0 4 0 4 0 

Legitimacy of state power 3 0 4 +1 4 +1 

Provision of public goods and
services 3 +1 4 +1 4 +1 

Human rights and the rule of law 3 0 5 0 5 +1 

Corruption 3 0 4 0 3 +1 

Political violence in the form of
terrorism 5 +1 5 +1 5+ 0 

Total score by level*** 20 +2 26 +3 25 +4 

Table 33: Summary of indicators and their scores for the situation in 2023 and the
change from the previous year

* The condition is rated on a scale of 1 to 5+, where a higher value corresponds to a better condition.
** The change from 2022 is assessed on a scale from -2 to +2, where positive values correspond to improvements (the higher, the more
pronounced) and negative ones to deterioration (the lower, the more pronounced). 
*** The total score is calculated as the sum of the individual levels (world, EU, Czech Republic). The condition can take a maximum value of 30,
while the change ranges from -12 to +12. A higher value corresponds to a better condition or improvement.
Source: Authors.

In terms of the indicators assessed, only the provision of public goods and services
improved significantly at all three levels (world, EU, Czech Republic) in 2023. The
remaining indicators stagnated or improved only on one or two of the three levels.
Overall, the situation was the most favourable in the European Union in terms of the
status of the assessed indicators, closely followed by the Czech Republic. The global rating
was the lowest of the three levels, although still above the mid-point of the scale (20>15).
In terms of the change in indicators for 2023, there was only a slight improvement
globally. The most significant improvement in indicators was recorded in the Czech
Republic. 



Implications for the armed forces

The ongoing war in Ukraine and the widespread destabilisation and current conflicts in
the Middle East have undoubtedly had a significant impact on the Czech Armed Forces.
Political tensions throughout the region, and in particular Israel’s conflict with Hamas in
Gaza and with Lebanon’s Hezbollah, may have a number of implications for the ACR in
several ways. First, the armed forces will be forced to increase their military readiness and
ability to respond promptly to crisis situations in the MENA region, which includes
adequate preparation and training.The Czech Republic may be forced to fulfil its
international obligations, e.g. within NATO, which may lead to greater involvement in
international missions and operations of NATO or the EU, including the deployment of the
ACR. In terms of security threats, it is quite likely that ongoing conflicts in the region may
increase the risk of terrorism and military/non-military threats, thus requiring new
strategies and cooperation with other countries in the field of intelligence and security.
Within the framework of cooperation with the UN or other global/regional organisations,
the Czech Army may also be involved in humanitarian missions and stabilisation
operations in response to crises resulting from the conflicts concerned. Political tensions
also affect the Czech Republic’s bilateral relations with countries in the region, which may
subsequently have an impact on military cooperation and various training programmes.
Political tensions not only in the Middle East require the Czech Armed Forces to be
flexible and ready to respond to rapidly changing circumstances and geopolitical changes
at the international level.

Political tensions not only in the Middle East
require the Czech Armed Forces to be flexible

and ready to respond to rapidly changing
circumstances.

Indicators in the political security sector point to political stability, and their poor ratings
or deterioration usually signal problems in the area of state power. At the extreme case,
these problems could result in national unrest or regional instability, which may produce
new challenges for the armed forces as well. This applies not only to countries belonging
to the region concerned, but also to those with interests or obligations there. In this
respect, the overall trend for 2023 is rather optimistic, as there was no deterioration in
any of the indicators and at any of the assessed levels. 



IThe situation in terms of individual indicators is also assessed rather positively. However,
it is worth noting individual countries or regions where the situation is worse, although
this is not reflected in the overall ranking. In this context, Israel stands out in particular,
which, due to the events of autumn 2023, is ranked among the countries with the most
significant deterioration in several indicators, while it is a country with which the Czech
Republic has long maintained close relations. Apart from Israel, the countries that have
suffered a setback include mainly those in Africa and the Middle East, but occasionally
also European countries (Ukraine, Serbia, Kosovo, Greece).

The 2023 status of individual indicators is largely
positive. However, some countries or regions,

such as Israel, stand out due to worse conditions
not captured in the overall assessment.



Military
Sector 

Richard Stojar
Libor Frank



"The war in Ukraine in 2023 has
highlighted the crucial need to build
all-military capabilities, strengthen
logistics, air defence and develop the
use of drones and artillery as key
elements of defence policy and the
future construction of the Czech
Armed Forces."



Armed conflicts are a permanent part of
world affairs and their impact is felt at the
political, economic, and social levels.
Today’s society is characterised by a
multitude of crises, conflicts, clashes,
uncertainties, confusions (Smolík 2023). In
general, 2023 saw a continuation of a
number of existing conflicts as well as new
outbreaks of violence. 

Methodology and data source
The development in the analysed military sector of the security environment was
assessed, inter alia, using a set of indicators that enable registering changes and trends in
the long term, however, attention is also paid to the impact on the Czech Republic
(geographical distance of ongoing conflicts, numbers of refugees from conflict zones, links
to the armed forces of the Czech Republic and its defence industry, etc.). A separate,
more detailed analysis of the military sector from the perspective of the operating
environment is being prepared by another specialised study of the CBVSS. That is why
certain aspects of this nature are not addressed in more detail here. Also, in view of the
analyses of other sectors covered in this publication, particularly the political and
technological sectors, some topics related to the military sector are only captured here
from a more general perspective and to a limited extent. The analysis model used here is
based on data from accessible open sources, which, however, are not always entirely
accurate in this sector for specific reasons, while they are also available with a certain
delay. In the preparation of this sector, similar to previous publications, the option of
analysing selected actors and conflicts taking place in the past year was chosen. With
regard to the implications for the Czech Republic, attention was primarily paid to three
conflict-stricken regions with the greatest impact on the security environment of the
Czech Republic. This includes Ukraine and the Russian Federation, Middle East, and South
Caucasus. These regions are then evaluated on the basis of the monitored indicators and
presented in a simplified, clear form in the table together with the threat index and their
relevance in relation to the security environment of the Czech Republic.

Analysed conflict regions

On the other hand, some long-standing
conflicts were apparently finally resolved in
2023, although this may not have led to
complete de-escalation and their
comprehensive resolution, see for example
the Nagorno-Karabakh dispute. 

On the other hand, some long-
standing conflicts were apparently

finally resolved in 2023.



This situation underlines the importance of monitoring and understanding the dynamics
of these conflicts to ensure global security and stability. Conflicts often stem from
political, ethnic, or religious disputes, and their resolution requires coordinated efforts at
the international level. In the past year it was possible to observe an increase in the
intensity of war activities in the European area and its vicinity. This trend can primarily be
linked to the ongoing war in Ukraine. The Ukrainian conflict continues to be a major event
that has influenced the military sector in a completely dominant way over the last two
years and will undoubtedly continue to be a determining factor in the development of the
security environment in the future (Defence Strategy of the Czech Republic 2023). From
the perspective of the Czech Republic, due to its geographical proximity and many other
factors, this is a conflict that logically overshadows the attention paid to other conflict
regions in recent decades, or fundamentally threatens the stability achieved in the period
since the collapse of the bipolar world (Security Strategy of the Czech Republic, 2023).
And the war in Ukraine is also an example of how even an initially limited low-intensity
regional conflict can transform into a military confrontation with global implications.
Similar development could be recognised in the long-existing conflict in the Middle East,
or rather the conflicting coexistence between Israel and Hamas and Hezbollah, which has
also escalated into a confrontation of high intensity and massive destruction since the
autumn of 2023, with other regional and external actors entering

The war in Ukraine is also an example of how
even an initially limited low-intensity

regional conflict can transform into a military
confrontation with global implications. 

The conflict in Ukraine and its development in 2023

The year 2023 in Ukraine confirmed the previous trend that occurred soon after the
Russian invasion in February 2022, i.e. the transformation into a protracted and
exhausting conflict in the nature of a war of attrition. The conflict, which was initially
intended by the Russian side as a quick and decisive operation of a rather non-combat
type, was finally transformed into a protracted war of attrition with high human and
material losses on both sides. In 2023, both sides were forced to reconsider their existing
strategies and respond to the advancement of the adversary. Ukrainian forces launched a
long-awaited summer counter-offensive in the middle of the year, but it did not achieve
the expected results. In contrast, the Russian armed forces primarily focused on
consolidating their positions in the occupied areas during this period. 



In terms of maintaining the capabilities of
the Ukrainian forces, the support of a
broad coalition of Western countries
providing weapons, financial assistance,
and military training was a key factor in
2023. Western countries, especially the
United States and NATO member states,
continued to see the conflict as a key
moment for maintaining international
order and limiting the Russian power
expansion. 

The first major military operation of 2023 was the Russian winter offensive, which
focused primarily on the town of Bakhmut and nearby regions in the Donetsk region.
Bakhmut, a relatively small town with limited strategic importance, became one of the
most intense battlegrounds of the conflict, with the control thereof also becoming a
matter of prestige for both sides. Russian troops, including the Wagner Group, conducted
intensive offensive operations here and after months of heavy fighting and enormous
losses on both sides, Russian forces managed to capture Bakhmut in May 2023. This
Russian success, however, did not lead to major changes of strategic significance; after
the exhaustion of offensive capabilities there was a significant decrease in the intensity of
combat activity. After the conquest of Bakhmut, the Russian troops focused on stabilising
the front line and holding the newly taken positions. While the Russian side was trying to
consolidate its territorial gains, the Ukrainian army was preparing for the long-awaited
summer counter-offensive. Launched in June 2023, the attack was intended to liberate
parts of southern and eastern Ukraine that had been under Russian control since the
beginning of the invasion. The Ukrainian side aimed to break through the Russian
defensive lines in the Zaporizhzhia region and advance towards the Sea of Azov. 

Surovikinova linie (George Barros/Twitter)

Another key objective was to disrupt the
Russian land corridor leading from Crimea to
Donbas, which would have severely
disrupted Russian logistical capabilities.
Ukraine’s summer counter-offensive was
very ambitious in its goals and expectations. 

The offensive was supported by the delivery of relatively modern Western weapons,
including tanks, artillery, and anti-aircraft systems, which were intended to provide
Ukrainian forces with sufficient qualitative superiority over the enemy.

Gradually, the Besieged City of Bakhmut Is Being Abandoned,
(The Economist, 2023)



These included, in particular, extensive minefields, trenches, concrete pillboxes, and other
obstacles as well as the provision of massive artillery fire support. The Ukrainian forces,
although well equipped, soon faced huge logistical and operational problems. One of the
main problems was the lack of air superiority, which would have allowed better cover for
ground operations and more effective penetration of Russian defences. Despite
numerous attacks and counter-attacks, Ukrainian troops failed to achieve a decisive
breakthrough. 
Due to the strong resistance of the enemy, the overall plan of the operation had to be
fundamentally revised already in the first days of the Ukrainian offensive, i.e. the
Ukrainian command was forced to abandon the maneuvre in favour of waging an attrition
battle along a significant part of the extensive front line. (Petráš 2024)

"The Ukrainian command was forced
to abandon the manoeuvre in favour
of fighting a wearing battle along a
large part of the extensive front line."

The tactics of concentrated fire and manoeuvre were almost soon abandoned. The choice
of conducting the manoeuvre using small groups of infantry or light mechanised units was
initially an improvisation, but gradually became characteristic of the whole period of the
Ukrainian initiative (Petráš 2024).

CRITICISM OF
ALLIANCE

PROCEDURES

OFFENSIVE FAILURE

LOSS OF
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COUNTERATTACKS
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COMMUNICATIONS

HEAVY LOSSES

STALEMATE
SITUATION



Although the Ukrainian forces achieved some tactical successes and liberated several
villages and strategic points, they were unable to penetrate deep into the Russian lines
and achieve their main objectives. The Ukrainian army faced heavy casualties and had to
face fierce counterattacks by Russian forces, which used their artillery superiority and
rocket attacks on Ukrainian infrastructure. In addition, Russia was been successful in
attacking the Ukrainians’ electronic and communications systems, leading to an increased
risk of precision munitions attacks and increasing equipment losses to unacceptable
levels. In addition, the communications channels became the target of intense jamming,
further slowing the operation, with the inability to maintain the momentum being the
fatal element on which the entire counter-offensive failed. (Watling et al 2023)
In August and September 2023, it became clear that the offensive would not be able to
achieve significant successes, and both sides again reached a stalemate where it was
impossible to achieve rapid and decisive success at the strategic level.

UA RF

From the Ukrainian side, criticism was then voiced of the chosen approach recommended
by Western partners, which sought to apply Alliance procedures to the Ukrainian
battlefield without ensuring the basic prerequisites for the successful implementation of
this operation, in particular, the achievement of air superiority and direct air support for
the ground forces. Ukraine’s failure also negatively affected the attitudes of some allied
actors, with the optimistic vision of a rapid Russian collapse and end to the conflict in
2023 proving unrealistic and support for the Ukrainian side of the conflict a long-term and
costly affair.
On the Russian side, chronic problems associated with replenishing human reserves and
maintaining the intensity of military operations were evident during 2023. Although the
Russian side was able to secure a substantial reserve force without the need for
unpopular mobilisation, it still faced problems with troop morale, lack of modern
weaponry, and logistical problems. Russian military operations were in many ways
increasingly dependent on private military companies in the most important sections of
the front line, especially the so-called Wagner Group, which played a key role in the
fighting for Bakhmut. The internal political situation in Russia was also tense, especially in
view of the economic impact of sanctions and the growing discontent of part of the
population with the ongoing war.

Criticism of alliance procedures
Absence of air supremacy
Long-term and costly support

Problems with human reserves
Addiction to the Wagner Group
Tensions and economic impact
of sanctions



These factors were then reflected in the unprecedented confrontation between the
Wagner Group and the Russian military command. Yevgeny Prigozhin, co-founder and
owner of the Wagner Group, had long criticised many of the above shortcomings,
balming mainly Defence Minister Shoigu and Chief of General Staff Gerasimov. His
criticism grew stronger during the battle for Bakhmut, when he blamed the
aforementioned officials for the slow progress and high losses of his group. He
periodically commented on the shortage of artillery ammunition, chaos in logistics,
corruption, and the inability and unwillingness of those in charge to address these
shortcomings. The reaction of the political-military leadership was to try to
fundamentally limit the autonomy of the Wagner Group, to subordinate it fully to the
state apparatus, and to integrate it into the structure of the regular Russian forces. The
dispute escalated in late June 2023, when Prigozhin published a statement effectively
denying the official reasoning for launching the invasion, accusing the political-military
leadership of corruption, incompetence, and indifference to the needs of the fighting
soldiers as well as the interests of the Russian state. On 23 and 24 June, the Wagners
then launched an unprecedented operation that could have disrupted the Russian
hinterland and led to chaos within the Russian Federation. The Wagner Group units first
took control of the headquarters in Rostov-on-Don, the main logistical centre of Russian
forces operating in Ukraine, where they also met with a positive response among the
civilian population. They subsequently launched a march on Moscow, meeting no
significant resistance, although there were a few limited clashes with Russian armed
forces or security forces. The possibility of a direct military confrontation and the critical
situation for the ruling Russian regime was only resolved by negotiations mediated by
Belarusian President Lukashenko. After weighing their options, the Wagners accepted
the offer of amnesty and the option of going to Belarus or joining the regular Russian
forces. However, after a short time, the top leadership of the Wagner Group, including
Prigozhin, died in a plane crash, very likely initiated by Russian intelligence. 

Yevgeny Prigozhin, head of the Wagner Group. (Deník N, 2023).

The Wagner Group itself was then
brought fully under state control,
reorganised, and partially earmarked for
traditional operations on the African
continent in support of Russian partners
there. In the course of the conflict so far,
this was the most significant
manifestation of the internal weakness of
the Russian regime as it was clearly taken
by surprise by the turn of events and thus
to some extent discredited among part of
Russian society.



Some of the failures of the Russian security system were also highlighted by the
incursions of Russian exiled pro-Ukrainian and anti-regime formations into the Belgorod
region of the Russian Federation, but these were very limited in nature and, despite their
media coverage, did not pose a threat comparable to that of the Wagners.
The Wagner rebellion probably opened a window of opportunity for Ukraine, which,
however, remained untapped even in the light of the dynamic development. In 2023,
while the Ukrainian side did not achieve significant success on the battlefield, it did inflict
significant losses on the adversary and allowed it to make only limited tactical territorial
gains. The ongoing air campaign against the military infrastructure on the Crimean
peninsula and the Russian Black Sea Fleet stationed there was successful.

Ukraine's successes in the field of drones
and Western weapons have not

fundamentally affected the course of the
front or the development of the conflict.

Despite the devastating conflict on its territory, Ukraine managed to develop innovative
technological systems, in this context in particular the production and deployment of
water drones, which contributed to the withdrawal and paralysis of the Russian
adversary’s fleet and enabled the creation of a safe corridor for cargo vessels exporting
grain, corn, and other export commodities from its Black Sea ports.

However, these successes, illustrating the increase in Ukrainian capabilities in the field of
its own unmanned assets and the effective use of the supplied Western weapons
systems, have not had, and are unlikely to have in the future, a major impact on the
course of the front line or the overall development of the conflict. A similar increase in
capability was illustrated in 2023 by numerous air strikes against strategic targets and oil
infrastructure, often deep within the Russian Federation’s own territory. By September
and October 2023, the conflict reached a stage of certain stagnation. Both sides were
exhausted after long months of fighting and were unable to gain or maintain the
momentum and undertake major offensive operations. Russian forces concentrated on
consolidating their positions and Ukrainian troops tried to regroup and prepare for the
next phase of fighting. Fighting continued on several fronts, especially in the Donetsk and
Luhansk regions, but without significant changes on the front line. While the Ukrainian
army acquired some advanced modern Western weapon systems, their quantity and
deployment were not sufficient to achieve significant success in the territory occupied so
far. 



On the other hand, Russian forces
partially adapted to fighting against the
advanced Western technology and also
achieved new capabilities in jamming
guidance systems and GPS, partially
reducing the effectiveness of deploying
HIMARS-type weapons systems.
From a technological point of view, the
trend of increasing effectiveness of
unmanned aerial vehicles, especially first-
person-view (FPV) kamikaze drones,

Western support for Ukraine 2023

Advanced
Weapons
Supplies

Ammunition
Transfer

Personnel
training F-16

At the international level, the West, particularly
the United States and the European Union,
remained heavily engaged in their military and
financial support for Ukraine. Western countries
provided increasingly advanced weapons and
technology, which was intended to strengthen
both the defensive and offensive capabilities of
the Ukrainian army. 

TRAINING PROGRAMMES
FOR UKRAINE

10 000
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20 000
soldiers soldiers

HIMARS in action during the conflict in Ukraine, (Newsweek, 2023).

was confirmed on the Ukrainian battlefield in 2023. These became a weapons system that
fundamentally influenced the nature of combat operations of both opposing sides. The
number of UAVs deployed on exposed sections of the front line was enormous and often
resulted in mutual signal interference from their operators. The great advantage of these
assets is their availability and very low cost compared to traditional military equipment. 

. A significant part of the European stocks of ammunition, military equipment, and other
military material was delivered to Ukraine. At the same time, however, the limits of the
European arms industry became apparent in 2023, in particular due to insufficient
production capacity and disrupted supply chains. The absence of a sustainable system of
management of arms expenditure and procurement in European countries also had a
negative impact (Výroční zpráva VZ 2023). 



). In addition to the supply of military equipment, extensive support for the training
activities of Ukrainian military personnel can be mentioned in 2023. Among other things,
the long-awaited training of pilots and technical personnel for the planned delivery of F-
16 aircraft was completed. The number of programmes for training Ukrainian soldiers also
increased significantly, especially in the first half of 2023, in connection with the
upcoming Ukrainian offensive. 
The ability to train military personnel in a safe environment, away from the range of
ballistic missiles, was crucial to strengthening the combat readiness of the Ukraine’s
armed forces. A number of NATO and EU countries provided training programmes. The
British training programme, for example, included a three-week course on basic infantry
combat, first aid, cyber security, and counter-IED tactics. The training programmes are
normally designed for up to 10,000 Ukrainian soldiers and are repeated every four
months. While the first 10,000 Ukrainian soldiers received this training in 2022, 20,000
more were trained in the first half of 2023 (Centrum doktrín, Velitelství výcviku-Vojenská
akademie Vyškov 2024). Training programmes for Ukrainian military forces were
implemented or supported by a number of European countries and the European Union,
including the EU Military Assistance Mission (EUMAM). 
At the same time, however, there was an observed growing fatigue on the part of the
West with the prolonged conflict, especially given the high financial costs and the
potential risk of escalation into a wider conflict with Russia. Despite these concerns,
support for Ukraine remained strong during 2023, which was essential for the
continuation of Ukrainian resistance. On the other hand, Russia’s capabilities,
sustainability, and initiative, despite significant material, human and economic losses,
were also aided in 2023 by cooperation with external partners. In the military sphere
mainly with Iran and the DPRK, in the economic sphere with the PRC. Overall, however,
even in 2023, cooperation with the PRC was crucial for the Russian Federation, which
allowed for the long-term maintenance of the capabilities of the Russian armed forces
and thus their initiative on the Ukrainian battlefield. Russian-Chinese cooperation is
trending towards more strengthening, while at the same time the Russian side’s
dependence on its Chinese partner is increasing in the absence of alternatives. However,
the PRC is setting limits on this unequal partnership and would be willing to weaken or
completely sever it if it is too costly or risky for the Chinese side (SFA 2023). 
From a geopolitical perspective, the conflict in Ukraine in 2023 had a major impact on the
security situation in Europe and the wider region. NATO member states, especially Central
and Eastern European countries such as Poland, the Czech Republic, and Slovakia,
perceived the Russian aggression as a direct threat and stepped up their defence
capabilities. NATO strengthened its presence in Eastern Europe and continued to
modernise its armed forces to counter possible further Russian expansion. The conflict
also led to a strengthening of transatlantic ties between the United States and Europe,
with the US playing a key role here, as it did in 2022. From a global perspective, the
Ukrainian-Russian conflict was largely influenced or overshadowed by events in the Gaza
Strip at the end of the year.



Massacre during the Israeli-Gaza conflict, documented in the Nova
film.:(AP News, 2023).

With partial success, it also hit Israeli troops with these assets and was able to disable
otherwise very robust equipment of the Merkava tank type in a manner similar to that
seen in the Ukrainian-Russian conflict. The military and security forces of Israel were
completely surprised by the intensity and scale of the attack, it is possible to speak of a
strategic shock. It was a significant failure of the Israeli intelligence and a misassessment
of the information available to the Israeli side.
The Hamas attack was apparently primarily aimed at disrupting the process of
normalisation of relations between Israel and key Arab states, as well as demonstrating
Hamas’ military strength, disrupting Israeli security, and drawing the attention of the
international community to the Palestinian issue. 

Israel and Gaza
Prior to the 7 October 2023 attack, the region was relatively calm, but there had long
been strong tensions and sporadic clashes between Israeli forces and militant groups.
However, Israeli security operations focused rather on actions in the occupied West Bank
in the previous period. Here, too, this increased intensity was reflected in an annual
increase in casualties, particularly on the Palestinian side, and a growing potential for
conflict. This also necessitated a greater presence of Israeli forces there, which was
achieved at the expense of covering the border with the Gaza Strip. 
On the morning of 7 October 2023, Hamas launched an unprecedentedly large-scale
attack on Israel from the Gaza Strip. The operation involved coordinated rocket strikes on
Israeli civilian and military targets and infiltration of militants across the border into
southern Israel. Hamas fired a large number of rockets into Israeli territory, with the aim
of overwhelming Israel’s air defences and causing chaos and panic. This strike, however,
did not constitute the main phase of the attack, which consisted in a ground operation
that broke through the Israeli security barrier in several places. 

Given Hamas’s limited capabilities, the
individual attacks were largely the work of
improvisation and the use of unconventional
methods. In some cases they were effective,
e.g. the use of paragliders and commercial
unmanned aerial vehicles, in others they
were completely eliminated, e.g. an attempt
to penetrate via the sea route. Hamas also
achieved the disabling of the monitoring
system on the Gaza-Israel border in the first
phase through the extensive use of drones. 



From this perspective, it was effectively an asymmetric operation of a terrorist nature,
but given Israel’s all-round military superiority, it was effectively a suicidal action.
Calculating with a subsequent harsh Israeli retaliation that would have the most
destructive effects on the Gaza Strip and its population was probably present in the
planning process and was also one of the motives for the Hamas attack of 7 October
2023. And it was probably the reason for the deliberate brutal violence of the attackers
against Israeli civilians and the capture of more than two hundred hostages. 
After the initial shock, Israeli forces were quickly able to eliminate most of the Hamas
attackers and take control of the affected territory. In the next phase, the main objective
was the complete elimination of Hamas and liquidation of any sources of security threats
in the Gaza Strip. From a military point of view, this did not appear to be a difficult task
for one of the most advanced armies in the world, but the question of rescuing the
kidnapped hostages appeared to be problematic. The Israeli operation was also
supported by an effective information campaign, which both mobilised and united the
attacked society and provided arguments and support for further action with external
partners. The Gaza Strip is a geographically non-complex, geometrically regular region
where and while the high degree of urbanisation allowed for temporary resistance of the
Hamas fighters, for Israeli forces, it was supposed to be a several-week operation at most.
Israeli forces gradually occupied the Gaza Strip from the north to the town of Rafah on
the border with Egypt. 

A map of the Gaza Strip, an important
region in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict,
(Encyclopaedia Britannica, 2023)

However, the declared goal of the total destruction of Hamas
structures was not achieved in 2023, as Hamas groups
repeatedly attacked from places that had already been
cleared by the Israeli army, using a sophisticated system of
underground corridors and tunnels (Čejka 2024). Hamas also
used civilian infrastructure for its operations, giving the Israeli
side arguments for the widespread use of destructive military
force. The urbanised nature of the Gaza Strip, the very high
population density, and the massive projection of IDF military
power without taking these factors into account led to an
unprecedentedly high number of Palestinian civilian
casualties. The level of destruction of the entire area was
extremely high. The inconsistent differentiation between
military and civilian targets and the dehumanisation of the
adversary, or the population in the Gaza Strip, was
subsequently reflected in the highly critical stance of key
Israeli allies on the adequacy of the Israeli response and the
conduct of the retaliatory operation.

In Gaza, the Israeli army implemented its Dahiya military doctrine, used in asymmetric
conflicts with non-state armed actors such as Hamas or Lebanese Hezbollah. 
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In this process, civilian targets that are or have the potential to be used by the adversary
are often comprehensively destroyed without regard to significant civilian casualties
(Čejka 2024). 
This factor has led to a significant loss of empathy for the Israeli side and a shift of much
of the global solidarity to the Palestinian side, which was probably one of the main
motives behind Hamas’s initial attack. Secondarily, this development has also had a
secondary impact on the attitude of the Global South toward the Ukrainian-Russian
conflict, which has become largely overshadowed by the events in the Middle East.
The conflict, however, did not remain confined to southern Israel and the Gaza Strip; from
the beginning, the security situation on the Israeli-Lebanese border deteriorated and the
possibility of a confrontation between Israeli forces and Hezbollah grew. There were
other incidents in the wider region, particularly in the volatile regions of Syria and Iraq.
Another regional anti-Israeli actor was the radical formation of the Yemeni Houthis, until
then primarily waging their own isolated war in the south of the Arab peninsula. In
response to Israeli operations in Gaza, the Houthis demonstratively fired several Iran-
supplied ballistic missiles at Israel and launched attacks on vessels off the Yemeni coast in
the Red Sea, one of the busiest shipping lanes, often using unmanned aerial vehicles of
Iranian or commercial origin. Although this meant no significant escalation of the conflict
and regional destabilisation, these attacks also illustrate the trend towards a new wave of
proliferation and the associated greater availability of advanced weapons systems or
dual-use technologies and their subsequent use by state and non-state actors, who thus
gain qualitatively higher capabilities and the ability to engage targets at great distances
from their own territory or to threaten communication routes of global significance.



One conflict that stands out from the global spotlight compared to other intense
interstate conflicts is the Myanmar/Burma civil war, with the growing potential to
destabilise the wider Asia-Pacific region. Since the military coup in 2021, the country has
been in chaos and the military junta’s rule has faced growing armed resistance from
various ethnic groups and prodemocratic forces. One of the main features of this conflict
is the considerable diversity of the main actors, which include the government forces or
military junta, democratic armed opposition, and a number of ethnic formations with
different goals, strength, and foreign support (Nožina 2024).
The conflict itself has a long-lasting character and history, but it gained in intensity after
the military coup, and despite the technical superiority of the Myanmar army, there was a
surge in opposition formations and a significant loss of government-controlled territory
took place between 2021 and 2023 (IISS 2023). The opposition forces were able to
achieve a number of successes, despite their disunity and often very disparate objectives.
That disunity is largely due to Myanmar’s significant ethnic diversity and the absence of a
single political nation. Ethnic opposition formations are by their nature primarily effective
only in their own ethnic space and in some cases are funded by activities close to
organised crime.

Myanmar 

Ethnic rebel group Ta'ang National Liberation Arm, (Janes, 2023)
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