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explain their divergence from Lithuania on some policy, but not .

differences between Estonia and Latvia themselves. Hence,
conventional factors are insufficient to explain policy divergence and
the case studies selected fit a “most similar” comparative case study
framework (Seawright & Gerring, 2008). To explain divergences despite
similarities, this project investigates whether state identity contributes
to differences in policy.
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Despite similar context, why do the Baltic States differ in their security policies and strategic posture?

2. How(if) do state identities explain diverging

1.Where do the Baltic States diverge in policy and posture?
Baltic State decisions?

While all three states pursue the same main policy objectives and take similar stances,

they differ in emphasis of the same policy or when pursuing niche specialist policies. Given the similarity of the case studies, this project argues that sociocultural
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et al, 2021). Lithuania developed Taiwan exptaine y o EliEmpits o e
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(Andrijauskas, 2024). Estonia does not within  peer-groups  (Park &
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" v r—— o NATO specialism: all three host Centres of the desire to differentiate from
<& 3 Excellence to provide specialist expertise them.
- Balaresd apnmach . and support for ally nations (Simion,
2016). Estonia’s focus on cybersecurity Methods and Methodology
may be due to the 2007 cyber attacks it Information collection:
e experienced (Robinson & Hardy, 2021). e : . : :
NATO Specialisation - . e Qualitative study of archival government statements and interview
" Latvia’s focus on strategic findings:
communications may be due to minority . &S, . . . . . .
Energy Security o . e Semi-structured in-depth interviews with policymakers and political
communications concerns, but this also )
a B . L ., commentators/academics
= applies to Estonia. Lithuania’s focus on ) ; H ; h
| ;;. energy security can be traced to the 1990 . Tran§lat|on so. twgre to.be used where necessary for contacts wit |
Strategic | Soviet blockade, but this was experienced Latvian/Estonian interviewees and relevant sources, results from multiple
Communication Cybersecurity softwares cross-compared.

by all three Baltic States.

Frameworks utilised:
e Qualitative interpretivist approach to source analysis;
o Comparative case study approach utilising state foreign policy variables
framework by Edstrém et al (2018) used to frame hypothesis;
o Narrative analysis framework used for assessing identity influence within
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