
 

 
 

   V4 after 2020: Will the COVID-19 pandemic spell the end of the V4+ format? 

 

On December 4, 2020, the Euro-Atlantic Center organized a panel discussion: 

V4 after 2020: Will the Covid-19 pandemic spell the end of the V4+ format within the 

project Visegrad Youth Forum 2020. Due to the current epidemiological situation, the 

entire conference, as well as the panel discussion, took place online – via the Zoom 

Video Communications. Invited speakers were Martin Cimerman - Official, Central 

Europe Desk Ministry of Foreign and European Affairs of the Slovak Republic, Slovak 

Republic, Pavlína Janebová - Deputy Research Director, Association for International 

Affairs, Czech Republic, Łukasz Ogrodnik - Analyst, The Polish Institute of 

International Affairs, Poland, Dániel Varga- Project Associate, Centre for Euro-Atlantic 

Integration and Democracy, Hungary, Daniel Martínek- Research Associate, Institute 

for the Danube Region and Central Europe, Austria. The panel discussion was chaired 

by the Program Director of the Euro-Atlantic Center Alan Vagabov. 

 

The Visegrad Group have faced many challenges of different nature throughout 

the entire period of its existence and the 30th anniversary is a demonstration of all its 

successful endeavours in tackling the most pressing issues of the V4 agenda. Opinions 

differ on whether the V4 should remain at the current level of cooperation, meaning the 

cooperation between the four countries, or can it and should it be transformed into a 

broader platform with more partner states from the European region. How is the current 

COVID-19 pandemic affecting the V4+ format?  

 

The very first question was directed to the panelists personal view of their pros 

and cons of V4 and V4 + format.  Mr. Cimerman said that V4+ format represents an 

informal, flexible initiative that enables four central European countries to reach out. 

NATO and EU membership are the base for the cooperation. It is always good to look 

outside the European Union and build different partnerships with (Japan, South Korea) 

that would not be possible to develop as Mrs. Jabenová said. There is a long tradition  

 



 

 
 

in V4+ cooperation and a useful tool to maintain relationships. One by one country 

would not have that much strength. Visegrad cooperation brought that on a global level 

and we should continue through the years. To talk with Benelux states and cooperate 

with Baltic states, Nordic states as it is all valued for V4+ format. Visegrad group got 

quiet better reputation on European level and that is the reason, why Austria is 

currently more involved in the other cooperation programs as the opinion of Mr. 

Martínek. However, each country of Visegrad group members are dealing with its own 

internal domestic politics. Huge source of fake news, misinformations of the Covid-19 

bring polarizations to the society. How can we think about the future of V4+format, 

when we have those differences within the boundaries? This crisis directly touches 

good neighbourly relations and we should reflect how to approach the perspective of 

the V4 cooperation. As Mrs. Jabenová said that the Covid-19 crisis is a reality check 

for the Visegrad cooperation but not only for the V4 but also for the whole European 

Union.  The V4 did not really prove to be the best tool to cooperate and face the 

challenge of the pandemic. Slavkov format and C5 format are being more effective 

than V4 in the fight of pandemic in communication. Virtual Covid-19 center was 

established for the meeting of the health and foreign ministers of V4 countries, it is and 

ad-hoc tool for better cooperation as Mr. Ogrdonik said about, however as an opinion 

Mr. Varga pandemic will not change the V4 in such a dramatic way. It is always based 

on common interests. There are many good cooperation (culture, trade) with Austria 

but Austria will never support nuclear energy in V4 countries.  

 

This aspect really damages the V4+ format cooperation and there is no possibility 

to closer cooperation of Austria to V4, as Mr. Martínek said.  The V4 position in the 

context of EU enlargement to the Western Balkans is something that the V4 countries 

have in common and their preferences are very similar, but it needs more attention on 

the highest political level. The opinion of Mr. Ogrodnik on this is that V4 countries are 

backing the process of the enlargement.  

 



 

 
 

Each country of V4+ format fully supports the enlargement, but the reality looks 

different, as an opinion of Mr. Martinek. Questions from participants related to the 

economic perspective after the pandemic, which should be coherent in economic 

response. All the EU countries need the recovery fund but there is an importance of 

rule of law, which has to be defined for cooperation. Mr. Ogrodnik would not say that 

V4 has tools to fight the economic side of the pandemic. Another question was related 

to the opinion on mass testing in Slovakia, which each country of V4 observed. Poland 

and Austria took partly Slovakia as an example in mass testing. At the end of the 

discussion Mr. Cimerman said that the pandemic showed us a reminder, what regional 

cooperation means for us. None of the speakers think that the Covid-19 pandemic will 

spell the end of the V4 + format. Pandemic is only an opportunity for V4 + format to 

increase existing presence, as Mr. Varga said.  

  

 

 

 

 

 


