Катедра „Европеистика“, Философски факултет,
Софийски университет „Св. Климент Охридски“
Център за високи постижения „Жан Моне“
с подкрепата на програма „Еразъм +“
и фондация „Ханс Зайдел“

Съединението
прави Силатa
Доклади от Петата международна научна конференция
на катедра „Европеистика“,
Софийски университет „Св. Климент Охридски“

Съединението прави силатa
Доклади
от Петата международна научна конференция
на катедра „Европеистика“,
Софийски университет
„Св. Климент Охридски“

Съфинансиран
от програма „Еразъм +“
на Европейския съюз

European Studies Department, Faculty of Philosophy
at Sofia University “St. Kliment Ohridski”
“Jean Monnet” Center of Excellence
With the support of “Erasmus+” Programme
and “Hanns Seidel” Foundation

Papers
from the Fifth International Scientific Conference
of the European Studies Department

UNITED WE STAND
STRONG
31 May – 1 June 2018

St. Kliment Ohridski University Press
Sofia • 2018

Съфинансиран
от програма „Еразъм +“
на Европейския съюз

Катедра „Европеистика“, Философски факултет,
Софийски университет „Св. Климент Охридски“
Център за високи постижения „Жан Моне“
С подкрепата на програма „Еразъм +“
и фондация „Ханс Зайдел“

Доклади
от Петата международна научна конференция
на катедра „Европеистика“

СЪЕДИНЕНИЕТО ПРАВИ
СИЛАТА
31 май – 1 юни 2018 г.

Университетско издателство „Св. Климент Охридски“
София • 2018

Съфинансиран
от програма „Еразъм +“
на Европейския съюз
Настоящият сборник е изготвен в резултат от работата по проекта на специалност „Европеистика“ в Софийския университет „Св. Климент Охридски“ Център за високи постижения „Жан Моне” в преподаването и научните изследвания върху европеизацията на държавите от Югоизточна Европа
(2016 – 2019 г.), който е съфинансиран от програма „Еразъм+“
Подкрепата на Европейската комисия за осъществяването на тази публикация не представлява одобрение на нейното съдържание, което отразява
мнението единствено на авторите. Комисията не може да бъде държана отговорна за каквото и да било използване на информацията, която се съдържа в
публикацията.

Научна редакция:
Проф. д-р Ингрид Шикова
Доц. дпн Калоян Симеонов
Доц. дпн Мирела Велева
Гл. ас. д-р Гергана Радойкова
Гл. ас. д-р Пенка Христова
Гл. ас. д-р Вихър Георгиев
Д-р Линка Тонева-Методиева
Д-р Борислав Мавров

©

2018 Университетско издателство „Св. Климент Охридски“
ISBN 978-954-07-4568-8

Съдържание

Предговор.........................................................................................................

9

Preface................................................................................................................

11

Раздел първи. „Бъдещето на Европейския съюз и младите хора –
икономически растеж и социално сближаване......................................... 13
In and out of the crisis – an explorative study of the resilience of European labour
markets, Prof. Menno Fenger, PhD, Erasmus University Rotterdam.......... 15
European attitudes in Eastern European countries after the economic crisis,
Assoc. Prof. Fabio Serricchio, PhD, University of Rome – Sapienza......... 24
Европейският стълб на социалните права като инструмент за социално
сближаване в ЕС и постигане на догонващо икономическо развитие
на България, гл. ас. д-р Моника Моралийска, Университет за
национално и световно стопанство........................................................ 41
Which European Union for the 21st century? Assessing Reform Options,
Asst. Prof. Vihar Georgiev, PhD, European Studies Department, Sofia
University “St. Kliment Ohridski”.............................................................. 58
Раздел втори. „ Европейска перспектива за Западните Балкани“........ 69
The New Approach of the European Union in Accession Negotiations – the
Focus on Chapters 23 “Judiciary and Fundamental Rights” and 24 –
“Justice, Freedom and Security”, Aleksandar Pejović, University of
Belgrade (Minister of European Affairs, Montenegro 2016-2018)............. 71
Геополитически предизвикателства пред Западните Балкани, доц. д-р
Соня Хинкова, Нов български университет............................................ 84

The Europeanization of the Western Balkans. How far has the EU come, where
did it fail and where should it go next, Assoc. Prof. Georgiana Ciceo,
Babes-Bolyai Univerity, Cluj-Napoca, Romania......................................... 101
Западните Балкани и еврото – различни подходи към обща цел, доц. дпн
Калоян Симеонов, катедра „Европеистика“, Софийски университет
„Св. Климент Охридски“......................................................................... 108
Querying the Role of trade among the EU and the Western Balkans for a
united and strong European Union, Prof. Elif Uçkan Dağdemir, Anadolu
University, Turkey........................................................................................ 122
EU Enlargement and Macedonia: Conditioning the Name, Prof. Zhidas
Daskalovski, Marija Risteska, PhD, University “Kliment Ohridski” and
FON University, Macedonia........................................................................ 143
Европейската перспектива на Западните Балкани – приносът на София,
доц. д-р Антоний Гълъбов, Нов български университет....................... 155
EU Western Balkan strategy: enlargement perspective or unrealistic
expectations, Hristina Runceva-Tasev, PhD, “Iustinianius Primus”
Faculty of Law. Ss. Cyril and Methodius University, Skopje, Macedonia... 164
Раздел трети. „Сигурност и стабилност в силна и обединена
Европа“............................................................................................................. 175
It is not only the economy, stupid – the importance of national and Еuropean
identity for the future of Europe, Prof. Eckart Stratenschulte, Executive
Director of the German National Academic Foundation............................ 177
Създаването на Европейската прокуратура: предложения de lege ferenda,
доц. д-р Наталия Киселова, Юридически факултет, Софийски
университет „Св. Климент Охридски“.................................................. 189
Миграцията като лакмус: Общата европейска система за убежище и
бъдещето на ЕС, д-р Илдико Отова, Нов български университет....... 200
Between promise and delivery – Fundamental Rights in the EU, Assoc. Prof.
Jovan Andonovski, PhD – “Goce Delchev” University, Macedonia.......... 213

Европейският енергиен съюз като фактор за укрепване на ЕС, доц. д-р
Светла Бонева, УНСС............................................................................... 222
Foreign policy positioning of the Western Balkans countries in the context
of the EU Enlargement Strategy by 2025, Asst. Prof. Marjan Giurovski,
PhD, Faculty of Security, Skopje, and Dragan Đukanović, PhD, Faculty
of Political Science, Belgrade University.................................................... 235
Раздел четвърти. „Научените уроци: разширяване, комуникиране,
ротационно председателство“...................................................................... 245
The European Union at Multiple Crossroads: Benefits and Costs of Various
Alternatives in Historical Perspective, Prof. András Inotai, Hungarian
Academy of Sciences, Budapest................................................................... 247
National Interests in the EU Eastern Enlargement – Key Lapse in the
Academic Literature, Assoc. Prof. Mirela Veleva, PhD, European Studies
Department, Sofa University “St. Kliment Ohridski”.................................. 264
Политиката на разширяване на ЕС в контекста на Европа на различните
скорости, доц. д-р Емилия Младенова, УНСС........................................ 282
The Multy-Speed Europe – a reality, solution and to discontent of some, a
necessity, Asst. Prof. Dorin-Mircea Dobra, Babes-Bolyai University,
Cluj-Napoca, Romania................................................................................ 293
Бъдещето на европейската езикова политика в контекста на Брекзит,
Димитър Пехливанов, Висше франкофонско училище, София............. 311
Комуникиране на Българското председателство на Съвета на ЕС, гл.
ас. д-р Гергана Радойкова, катедра „Политология“, Софийски
университет „Св. Климент Охридски“.................................................. 325
The Preparation of the Romanian Presidency of the Council of the EU. The
role of the EU-RO 2019 Forum, Asst. Prof. Miruna Balosin, PhD, BabesBolyai Univerity, Cluj-Napoca, Romania.................................................... 332
Behavioral Insights in EU policy-making – innovation in government,
Ljubinka Andonovska, “Iustinianius Primus” Faculty of Law. Ss. Cyril
and Metodius University, Skopje................................................................. 342

THE EU WESTERN BALKAN STRATEGY:
ENLARGEMENT PERSPECTIVE OR UNREALISTIC
EXPECTATIONS
Assistant Prof. Hristina Runcheva Tasev, PhD
Faculty of Law “Iustinianus Primus”, Skopje, Macedonia

Abstract
The much-awaited Western Balkans Strategy entitled “A credible enlargement
perspective for and enhanced EU engagement with the Western Balkans” comes
eighteen years after the introduction of the Stabilisation and Association Process
for this region. The Strategy aims to provide a credible enlargement perspective
for the Western Balkans besides the fact that still the candidate countries are far
from membership.
The paper gives critical explication of what “credibility of enlargement”
actually means in practice and if there is a realistic perspective for membership of
the candidate countries of the Western Balkans by the projected year 2025. There is a
disagreement among the EU foreign ministers over the projected year of integration,
but the front-runners according to the Commission's assessment are Serbia and
Montenegro, while Albania, Bosnia, Kosovo and Macedonia could join later.
The Strategy does not leave a lot of space for optimism because it detects the
key issues that have to be targeted, such as poor rule of law performance, organized
crime and corruption at all levels of government and administration, etc. Besides
that, it emphasizes on the non-functioning market economy among “Western Balkan
Six”. And last but not least is the key issue of adopting binding solutions for bilateral
disputes prior to their accession, which means that the Greek-Macedonian name
dispute should be solved before the accession, without offering involvement of any
EU Member States. The Strategy fails to address the idea of grouping countries
of the Western Balkans as a whole and offering a package for membership, but
instead, it favors individual accession of countries. Besides the good opportunity
for the Balkans, the Strategy does not spread much optimism for the region.
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Introduction
The beginning of February 2018 was marked by the introduction of
the new Enlargement strategy for the Western Balkans entitled “A credible
enlargement perspective for and enhanced EU engagement with the
Western Balkans”.
The Strategy on Enlargement of Western Balkans was adopted during
the so-called “year of opportunity” (“At a glance”, 2018), which followed
after the discouraging message of the European Commission in 2014 that
there would be no enlargement during its term. However, 2017 was a year
of growing willingness to move the enlargement higher on the EU agenda,
and it was done by dynamic actions undertaken on many levels. This has
increased the optimism and expectations of the Western Balkan countries
for sooner accession. In March 2017 the European Council discussed
the situation in the Western Balkans and the leaders stressed the need of
continuing on the reform path, expressing full commitment to support EUoriented reforms and projects, good neighborly relations and inclusive
regional cooperation initiatives (European Council, 09-10/03/2017).
Afterwards, a pro-active role has been undertaken by the President of the
European Commission, Jean-Claude Juncker, who stated in his State of
the Union address (State of the Union Address, 2017) that if the EU wants
more stability in its neighborhood, then the EU has to maintain a credible
enlargement process for the Western Balkans. But, he also pointed out that
there would be no further enlargement during the mandate of the current
Commission and Parliament because no candidate is ready.
Subsequently, President Juncker presented a Letter of Intent (State of the
Union, 2017) to the European Parliament and to the Prime Minister of Estonia,
where the Commission plans to launch a new initiative with a 2025 perspective
and that is a Strategy for a successful EU accession of Serbia and Montenegro
as frontrunner candidates in the Western Balkans, with a particular emphasis
on the rule of law, fundamental rights and the fight against corruption and on
the overall stability of the region. The Strategy on Enlargement of Western
Balkans was followed up by the EU-Western Balkans Summit on May 17th,
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2018 in Sofia where the leaders confirmed the European perspective of the
region and set out a number of concrete actions to strengthen cooperation in the
areas of connectivity, security and the rule of law (Press release, EU-Western
Balkans Summit, 2018). In fact, Bulgaria that has been holding the EU Council
Presidency since January 2018 stands for Western Balkans enlargement and
this issue is among its priorities. An encouraging light comes even form the
European Commissioner in charge of digital policies, Mariya Gabriel (Stupp
2017), who prepares a plan for reducing roaming charges between EU and the
Western Balkans. This ended up as a conclusion at the EU-Western Balkans
Summit in Sofia, where for the new Digital agenda partners agreed to extend
the region's arrangements to reduce roaming costs to all six partners, while at
the same time the EU took commitment to develop a roadmap to lower the
cost of roaming between the Western Balkans and the EU (Press release, EUWestern Balkans Summit, 2018).
However, the EU enlargement towards Western Balkans has been a
missing piece of the puzzle for complete and successful European project.
The Western Balkans geographically and culturally belong to Europe and
the stability of the EU is closely related and dependent on the stability in
this critical region. But will this “year of opportunity” bring an enlargement
perspective or it may just lead towards unrealistically high expectations
for the Western Balkans six?
Looking through the prism of historical development, the progress
that has been made over the past fifteen years for EU accession of the
Western Balkan countries does leave some space for optimism, but not
much. At the Thessaloniki EU-Western Balkan Summit in 2003, the Union
declared its ‘unequivocal support’ for the region's European perspective.
In the meantime, Croatia only became a EU Member State and the rest
of the countries (Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Kosovo, Macedonia,
Montenegro and Serbia) have faced different challenges that prevented their
developments to follow closely the EU accession criteria. The slow progress
is visible in the fact that Albania, Macedonia, Serbia and Montenegro have a
candidate status, Bosnia and Herzegovina has applied for it, and Kosovo is
behind this process. Visa liberalization towards the EU has become available
for all the countries except Kosovo. They have all signed Stabilization and
Association Agreements (SAA) with the Union, and Montenegro and Serbia
are considered as most successful since they have opened negotiations for
several chapters of the EU acqius.
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Since the Thessaloniki Summit, the EU has been growing constantly
with 13 new member states in three waves of enlargement (2004 – the big
wave with 10 new Member States, 2007 – Bulgaria and Romania, and 2013 –
Croatia). EU enlargement conditionality has changed over time and its
evolution is visible across different enlargement waves (Gateva, 2015).
Copenhagen criteria (Accession criteria, n.d.) are facing strengthened
conditionality compared to the previous enlargement waves. For the Western
Balkan countries these criteria are particularly emphasizing the rule of law
as part of the political criteria, economic governance from the economic
criteria and democratic institutions in the context of administrative and
institutional capacity for effective implementation of the acquis.
In addition, the EU critics for unfinished reforms and stricter criteria
for accession for the Western Balkans are reflected in the decreasing Euroenthusiasm that is slowly transforming into Euro-pessimism (Balkan
Barometer 2017). In the context of enlargement, we have to be reminded
that the Union's capacity to absorb new members, while maintaining the
momentum of European integration, is also an important consideration
(Accession criteria , n.d.). Eventually, the EU reserves the right to decide
when a candidate country has met the accession criteria and even when the
criteria are met, the EU has to be ready to accept the new members, which
relies on the political will.

Priority Reforms, Initiatives and Specific Measures
of the Western Balkans Strategy
The long-awaited Strategy “A credible enlargement perspective for
and enhanced EU engagement with the Western Balkans” sent a signal
for the Western Balkan countries that the EU is putting strong efforts for
renewing its engagement in the region. This signal was ensured with a series
of different initiatives designed to bring specific benefits for the citizens.
The Strategy once more acknowledges that the Western Balkans is part
of Europe, geographically surrounded by EU Member States that share a
common heritage and history, opportunities and challenges with the EU,
but they also share the same future. The Strategy confirms that the firm,
merit-based prospect of EU membership for the Western Balkans is in
the Union's very own political, security and economic interest. A credible
accession perspective is the key driver of transformation and therefore offers
the Western Balkans a historic window of opportunity, but the countries
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may catch up or overtake each other depending on the progress made.
Acknowledging that the Union must be stronger and more solid before it
can be bigger, for the first time the Strategy indicates a possible date for
accession of Serbia and Montenegro by 2025, since they are considered as
the most advanced in the accession process. But this perspective is indicated
as possible and extremely ambitious and whether it is achieved will depend
fully on the objective merits and results of each country, so the window of
opportunity is opened for any of the countries.
The Strategy is mainly focused on highlighting the reform priorities for
the Western Balkans since the accession criteria are not met by any of the
potential Member States from the region. Comprehensive and convincing
reforms are required in three crucial areas: the rule of law, competitiveness,
and regional cooperation and reconciliation. Addressing the reforms in
the area of ‘the rule of law’, the EU explicitly emphasizes that the countries
show clear elements of state capture, including links with organized
crime and corruption at all levels of government and administration,
strong entanglement of public and private interests and controlled media.
Therefore, visibly empowered and independent judiciary and accountable
governments and administrations are essential for bringing about the
lasting societal change that is needed.
Regarding the second area of competiveness, none of the Western
Balkans can currently be considered a functioning market economy, nor to
have the capacity to cope with the competitive pressure and market forces
in the Union. The structural weaknesses should be addressed, such as low
competitiveness and high unemployment.
The third area of action refers to commitment for overcoming the legacy
of the bilateral disputes in the region and the instability they could entail.
The Union urges for adoption of definitive and binding solutions to the
bilateral disputes prior to accession. As the Strategy emphasizes, “they must
be solved as a matter of urgency by the responsible parties” facilitated by an
atmosphere of good neighborly relations (European Commission, Strasbourg,
6.2.2018, COM 2018). But the EU declares neutrality by emphasizing that
“regional co-operation, good neighborly relations and reconciliation cannot
be imposed from outside. The leaders of the region must take full ownership
and lead by example” (European Commission, Strasbourg, 6.2.2018, COM
2018). This leads towards the conclusion that the Union is reserved for the
vetoing practice, considering it as it is done by some external factors. But the
practice has shown that the EU is involved in many different disputes when
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it comes to negotiations or finding solutions. There has been a long dispute
between Croatia and Slovenia, but now it is transformed into an external
one. Croatia is currently the country with the most unresolved border
issues with the Western Balkan countries (Marini, 2018). Compared to the
current potential bilateral issues, the Croatian-Slovenian border dispute
seems completely harmless. There are many open and unresolved issues
referring to border, property and social disputes. Additionally, problems
with missing people during the war, prosecution of war crimes, the struggle
with nationalism, hate speech, the rewriting of history, the monuments game
are all problems with explosive potential (Marini, 2018). The dispute with
the highest potential for long-term vetoing accession is the Greek veto over
Macedonia based on the country’s name, but the Strategy doesn’t say a word
about this particular case and it is generally addressed.
The Strategy considers Montenegro and Serbia as front-runners in the
process of accession. Albania and Macedonia are making significant progress
on their European path, especially in terms of their alignment with the EU
foreign policy and the Commission is ready to prepare recommendations to
open accession negotiations, on the basis of fulfilled conditions. Still, for the
Republic of Macedonia, the main obstacle remains the name dispute with
Greece and there are high expectations for resolving. Bosnia and Herzegovina
has recently submitted the answers to the membership application and the
Commission will start preparing an Opinion. The EU hopes that Bosnia and
Herzegovina will get a candidate status soon. There are not many specific
details about Kosovo’s accession. The Strategy considers that Kosovo
has an opportunity for sustainable progress through implementation of
the Stabilization and Association Agreement and then forge ahead ‘once
objective circumstances allow’.
These commitments will have certain implications over the EU as well.
Enlargement requires additional costs for the EU citizens and institutional
arrangements and therefore it will have strong impact over the public
support. Accordingly, the Strategy has a set of actions to be taken in 2018,
such as launching an initiative to strengthen enforcement of the rule of
law; adopting communications on the possibility to enhance the use of
qualified majority voting; and stepping up strategic communication. Specific
provisions for enlargement will be reflected in the Commission’s proposals
for the EU budget after 2020. Special arrangements will be made with
respect to national languages of the future Member States and irrevocable
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commitments to ensure that new Member States are not in a position to
block the accession of other Western Balkan candidates.
The Strategy for the Western Balkans also introduces specific actions
that the EU will take over the next years to support the transformation efforts
of the Western Balkans in areas of mutual interest as an Annex entitled
‘Action Plan in support of the transformation of the Western Balkans’. The
Action Plan includes six flagship initiatives that range from initiatives to
strengthen the rule of law, reinforced cooperation on security and migration,
supporting socio-economic development, increasing connectivity, launching
a Digital Agenda for the Western Balkans and supporting reconciliation and
good neighborly relations.
Each of the initiatives targets a specific area of mutual interest for the
Union and the Western Balkans and projects particular actions to be taken
between 2018 and 2020. The Commission plans to enhance the assessment
on implementation of reforms including through new advisory missions
on the ground extended to the whole Western Balkans. Regarding security
and migration, it proposes joint cooperation in fighting organized crime,
countering terrorism and violent extremism, cyber-security and fight against
cyber-crime and improving migration and border management.
Socio-economic development would be targeted by boosting private
investment, supporting start-ups, SMEs and facilitating trade, Regional
Economic Area, as well as providing more funds for education, among other
things. More investment is also envisaged for transport and energy connectivity.
The digital agenda includes a roadmap to facilitate lowering roaming
costs, support to the deployment of broadband in the region and development
of eGovernment, eProcurement, eHealth and digital skills. The initiative on
reconciliation aims to support the fight against impunity and transitional
justice, including through setting up a regional commission to establish facts
about war crimes. Expanding the scope of the Regional Youth Cooperation
Office also plans increasing cooperation in education, culture, youth and
sport. To help implement these initiatives, the Commission has proposed
a gradual increase of funds under IPA II until 2020, as far as reallocations
within the existing envelope allow.

Credibility of Enlargement?
The Strategy on Western Balkans enlargement was long-awaited and
welcomed, but it also raised a wide debate and even disagreement among
different political actors.
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But, let’s focus on the ‘credible enlargement perspective’ or the meaning of
credibility for enlargement. The Oxford dictionary defines the ‘credibility’ as
the quality of being trusted and believed in, or the quality of being convincing
or believable (English Oxford Living Dictionaries, n.d.). In the case of the
Enlargement Strategy for the Western Balkans, the EU can be tested whether
the accession criteria are clear, consistent and don’t contain double standards
and if the Union can be trusted or convince us that the full membership will be
reached by the candidate countries as soon as the criteria or conditions are met.
But what are the failures of the Strategy in the context of credibility?
The Strategy fails to address the idea of grouping countries of the
Western Balkans as a whole. It does not offer a package for membership,
but instead it favors individual accession of countries. The lessons learned
from the past show that some of the countries from the region have already
used the practice of imposing conditions for accession and by that created
delays and blockages. Grouping countries of the Western Balkans as a
whole could have prevented this.
But the EU enlargement experience shows that the package approach
for enlargement reduces the effectiveness of conditionality. Once the date
of the accession of the countries is revealed, the diminishing effectiveness
of conditionality in the last stage of the accession negotiations is present
(Steunenberg, B. and Dimitrova, A., 2007). Although the EU uses safeguard
clauses that provide possibility of excluding a state or some of the benefits
for membership in case of incomplete reforms, the group enlargement of the
Union with new members from Central and Eastern Europe shows that no
such measures were underatken. The Czech Republic, for example, made a
small move to comply with the EU’s condition on introducing civil service
legislation, since it was highly unlikely that the Union would leave this
country out of the enlargement process (Dimitrova 2005: 87).
Another issue is the fact that the Strategy does not offer a suitable
solution when the credibility of EU conditionality is affected. This means
that the Strategy does not stand for any particular involvement of EU
Member States when it comes to overcoming the bilateral disputes. The
Union urges for adoption of definitive and binding solutions to the bilateral
disputes prior to accession and “they must be solved as a matter of urgency
by the responsible parties” (European Commission Strasbourg, 6.2.2018,
COM 2018), facilitated by an atmosphere of good neighborly relations. But
the EU declares neutrality, by emphasizing that “regional co-operation, good
neighborly relations and reconciliation cannot be imposed from outside.
The leaders of the region must take full ownership and lead by example”
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(European Commission Strasbourg, 6.2.2018, COM 2018). This leads
towards the conclusion that the Union is reserved for the vetoing practice,
considering it as it is done by some external factors. But the practice has
shown that the EU is involved in many different disputes when it comes to
negotiations or finding solutions. The same is expected to happen for the
Greece-Macedonia name dispute, Kosovo’s non-recognition by five EU
member states (Spain’s non-paper), etc.
However, Strategy gives a central place to bilateral issues, but remains
vague about possible solutions, or preventing veto on future enlargement by
any of the Member States of the Union. Any future enlargement would be a
test upon its credibility for enlargement.

Conclusions
The Strategy is to some extent realistic when it points out that none of the
Western Balkans Six meets the criteria of Article 49 of the Treaty on European
Union, including the Copenhagen criteria. But is there any room for optimism?
The optimism of the Western Balkans Six, in particular among the
front-runners Serbia and Montenegro was ruined by the statement of the
Jean-Claude Juncker (The SunDaily, 6 February 2018) when he warned
against too much excitement and pointed out that the year 2025 is merely
an indicative date, and encouragement date for Serbia and Montenegro and
that people concerned can continue with the reforms. So there is not much
space for optimism that the enlargement will be done by the projected 2025.
The Strategy is very critical towards the Western Balkans Six, pointing
out the structural weaknesses that the countries should overcome by numerous
reforms. Even the language used in the Strategy is less diplomatic than the
one used in the progress reports of the countries and the critics for democratic
deficit are supported by critical evidence. The critics mention ‘state capture
including links with organized crime and corruption’, ‘extensive political
interference in and control of the media’, ‘none of the Western Balkan
membership candidates can currently be considered a functioning market
economy, nor to have the capacity to cope with the competitive pressure and
market forces in the union,’ etc.
According to the rhetoric used in the Strategy, the 2025 EU membership
for the Western Balkans Six is an unrealistic expectation or a very hard
objective to be reached, besides the strong desire for accession. In case
it could be achieved, then urgent action is required. The Strategy states
clearly that ‘all the Western Balkan countries must now urgently redouble
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their efforts, address vital reforms and complete their political, economic
and social transformation, bringing all stakeholders on board from across
the political spectrum and from civil society.’ It concludes that ‘to make
the ambitious best-case scenario a reality, action must be taken now’ by
countries' authorities, with the support of their societies.
The Strategy indicates that the EU is putting significant efforts and funds
to increase its engagement in the Region. The flagship initiatives present
credible commitment of the Union with specific actions to be taken over
the next years to support the transformation efforts of the Western Balkans
in areas of mutual interest. The credibility of the actions will be tested by
negotiations and adoption of the Budget where they should be included in
order to be delivered.
The reactions for the Strategy and its Action plan are diverging. First,
there was a disagreement among the EU foreign ministers over the projected
year of integration (EUobserver, 15 February 2018). The views were diverging
at the Informal foreign ministers meeting: some of them called for quicker
integration, while others were questioning the 2015 perspective for accession.
On the other hand, during the plenary debate of the European Parliament,
in which Vice President Federica Mogherini and Commissioner Johannes
Hahn presented the Strategy, MEPs largely welcomed it, stressing that
enlargement is in the EU’s interest, and the EU cannot be complete or stable
without the WB. Some voiced doubt as to whether 2025 is a credible target,
or questioned the renewed focus on the merit-based principle (EP Think
Tank, 2018). Commissioner Hahn asked the European Parliament for full
engagement into assisting the Commission by communicating back home
with the citizens and explaining why the enlargement is important and
necessary (European Parliament Plenary Debate, 6 February 2018).
The Strategy and its applicability will be tested in general on a long-term
basis. Although it presents an opportunity for the countries and their leadership
to deliver on the accession criteria, the time will test whether the Strategy
would do enough to change the accession and progress dynamics of the region.
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