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| EU ENLARGEMENT – IS PRETENDING THE NAME OF THE GAME? 

 

It should have been clear by now: it is in the EU’s strategic interest that the enlargement 

process has no alternative as the Western Balkan countries are surrounded by EU member 

states. EU must be the actor in the region, setting an example, offering perspective, 

cooperation, connectivity, support and, when necessary, facilitation.  

 

Last December, the European Union failed to agree on the traditional General Affairs Council’s 

conclusions on enlargement. Additionally this year the European Commission will not publish 

yearly enlargement reports. These two "non actions" could easily be interpreted as a reflection 

of the lack of EU interest in continuing the enlargement dynamics.  

 

Despite the engagement of many experts and many regional processes and initiatives, we are 

witnessing a lack of implementation of what has been agreed. This could be a consequence of 

fractured relations in the region, internal political situation in individual countries, as well as 

the situation within the EU and the slow pace of enlargement. In this context it is interesting to 

note that the macro-regions, which institutionalize cooperation between EU members and 

countries of the region, are achieving concrete implementation and added value. 

 

Last year and throughout this year, the situation in the Western Balkans stagnated. Accordingly, 

something similar can be said of the enlargement process. Can this be a reason to question the 

effectiveness of the EU’s enlargement policy and the effectiveness of regional cooperation 

mechanisms? 

 

Nationalisms in the region are quick to rise, and political rhetoric about neighbouring   countries 

easily escalates (in consequence, the definition of what is acceptable is widening); NGOs often 

claim that the rule of law and human rights are overlooked in exchange for leaders who are 

perceived as capable EU interlocutors in situations such as, for example, the migration crisis. 

Does the EU’s enlargement policy indeed lead to expected progress in the democratic 

transformation of the EU accession countries? Are we witnessing a lack of leverage and 

reduction in the EU’s transformative power regarding the internal political situation in the 

enlargement countries? 

 

Are we facing a situation in which the enlargement policy is not contributing to stability and 

reconciliation in the region? Could this also be a result of internal EU decision-making 



 
 

 

processes? Does the EU require an honest debate on how to more proactively tackle the 

remaining regional open issues so as to prevent their influence on the accession process and to 

prevent them from possibly hindering the stability in the region? 

 

For how long can the current dissatisfaction on both sides continue; or is the new political 

modus operandi in fact pretending – pretending to follow an open door policy, pretending to 

reform, pretending to wish to join the EU? 
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