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Abstract
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coming together for the common purpose of peaceful coexistence and economic prosperity. 

However, since the fall of the Berlin Wall, the EU has had to consider the acceptance of states,
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1I will use the past tense when referring to the process of accession of the ten newest member states, which
technically ended in May of 2004, though in some ways, the condition of governance being discussed can be
considered ongoing.

2Baldwin et al. (1997) p.128
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3Friis and Murphy (1999) p.220
4Maresceau (2003) p.15
5ibid p.15

behind the Iron Curtain.  The institutional setting was ripe for democratic and market reforms. 
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14Maniokas (2006) p.19-20
15ibid p.25
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16For instance, Romaniaís 2000 accession partnership laid out the following short and medium term
requirements.  In the short term Romania is to: guarantee adequate budgetary provisions for the support of children
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22Hillion (
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24Agenda 2000
25Hillion (2004) p.11
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32Smith (2003) p.122
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38Smith (2003) p.133
39Inglis (2004) p.109
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43Inotai (2003) p.82
44Kuus (2004) p.9
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45ibid p.7
46Kuus (2004) p.14
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47Leni and Williams (1999) p.238
48Obradovic (1996) p.198
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49Leni and Williams (1999) p.244
50Inotai (2003) p.86

of lawí is merely a symbolic notion of superiority as derived from the myth of rationality.

In terms of force, however, this mythology is a mover of societies.  The vision of European

progress can draw upon the core myths of modernity ñ rationality as universal, rational
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52Delhey (2005) p.17
53Agnew (2001)

of modernization as sub-optimal and therefore untrustworthy.

Social trust is conducive to cooperation and the production of common goods.  Thus the
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54ibid p.30
55Kand!ija (1999) p.31
56Dujöin (1999) p.243

economic marketplace.
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57Mayes (2002) p.195
58
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66Agnew (2001) p.34
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67Dunford and Smith (2000)
68Agnew (2001) p.36
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69Dimitrova (2006) p.8
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70Malova and Haughton (2002) p.110
71Grabbe (2001) p.1017
72Grabbe (2001) p.1028

institutional changes they have undertaken to effect.  The enactment of the acquis
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79Falkner and Nentwich (2000)

political influence of the Union increases, the member statesí governments must necessarily lose
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80Stubbs (2004) p.341
81Kuli" (2004) p.397
82Maniokas (2006) p.33

while another segment becomes reactionary and suspicious of change.  Some scholars have
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83Dimitrova and Steunenberg (2006) p.188
84Dimitrova and Steunenberg (2006) p.187

4.2  Values and Institutions
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86Rybá# and Malová (2006) p.56
87Rybá# and Malová (2006) p.57
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89Medi" (1999) p.248
90ibid p.251
91Bartlett (2002) p.5

undertaken by the applicants.  However, it seems that the development of the process, which was

more and more influenced and shaped by another logic of action aimed at postponing the
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92ibid p.8
93Smith (2003) p.136
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94Phinnemore (2003) p.88
95Vachudova (2003) p.155
96Phinnemore (2003) p.90

terms of the EUís agreements with potential candidate states.  The EAs concluded with the other
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104Ott (2003) p.6
105Dujöin (1999) p.245
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on their own terms through endogenous processes and social transformation.  This is precisely the

challenge of international law.  The process of accession to the EU, which in one way can be

thought of as encouraging endogenous development, can also rightly be seen as the powerful

countries of Western Europe dictating the economic and political goals of their eastern

neighbours, a process which cannot be said to encourage the independent flourishing of

democracy and can even be viewed as a modern form of economic and ideological colonization. 

Countries in transition are vulnerable societies in many respects.  The EU accession process both

plays upon this vulnerability and seeks to counter it, a dichotomy that in a way renders it self-

defeating.  Law becomes a tool, to be used both as a source of legitimacy and as a cover to

institutionalize existing power imbalances.

Transition countries must reform and develop themselves but not for the sake nor at the

behest of the EU.  To some extent, they must reject the idea of ëEuropeanisation,í which, on an

ideological level, seeks to align them with some standardised version of what it means to be an

advanced country.  Thus the best results were achieved in the countries which successfully
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(ed) Croatian Accession to the European Union: Economic and Legal Challenges.  Zagreb: Institute
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in I. Mencer (ed) Zbornik Radova Ekonomskog Faculteta u Rijeci; %


