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EU ENLARGEMENT AND THE ASSOCIATION TRIO: MAPPING THE 

BOUNDARIES OF SECURITY METAMORPHOSIS 

It is perhaps needless to say how difficult it is to imagine a more pressing 

and urgent issue at the moment than that of a matter of security. And, indeed, 

it is security as a phenomenon that permeates all possible spheres and layers 

of modern social life and relations, penetrating deep into their nature, substantially 

proliferating, or at the very least generally serving as a certain background-context 

of the situation in which the latter arise and flow. This is the one precisely 

that currently shapes the agenda of the vast majority of the leading international 

organisations and institutions. This is something that today attracts special and 

increased attention from not only profound representatives, experts and scholars 

of theory and practice of various fields and branches, but also concerns each and 

every single individual resident [10, p. 757] of all contemporary (or at least only 

primarily civilised) states. 

Given the inherently complex and multifaceted nature of the concept 

of security [5, p. 347], the diversity of the scope of its perception and application, 

such an extraordinary notion certainly also could not simply remain unnoticed by 

the specialists in the field of international and, European and European Union 

law, particularly. Hence, starting from the most fundamental areas, security-related 

problematique appears in the realm of foreign policy [9, p. 44], common security 

policy, defence policy [14, p. 20], to more narrowly focused issues, such as 

the acceptance of the new members, and as a consequence, the enlargement of 

the European Union, as well as, for example, its relationship with “international 

security” in general, and many others. 

Through such a perspective, “security” seems to be seen as a circumstance 

that significantly complicates or even “aggravates” the previously prevailing 

incredible complexities that are present in an already existing sphere without it. 

Quite remarkable that the thematic of EU enlargement [2, p. 497] serves as a vivid 

example of this kind of pretty loud assertion. However, such a position has its 

own arguments. Thus, among other things, it is quite traditionally noted that 

the process of getting new members is in itself tends to be extremely delicate [15, 

p. 604-605]; it consists not only of a mix of purely legal issues, while being not 

so much a point of law actually, but a question of fragile political subtleties [4, 
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p. 16], which are not only observed at the level of international plane, but also 

are in many ways strategic and even geopolitical [1, p. 225]; those that determine 

the future fate of the entire European continent (no matter how pretentious it may 

sound). 

Nevertheless, even this does not end the hardship. What gives a more 

concrete outline of the whole “picture” are the specific constraints and possibilities 

that go hand in hand with a particular member that is on the path to membership 

in the European Union [13, p. 213]. In addition to everything, there are also 

those unique challenges [3, p. 227] that take place in a particular country and 

in the corresponding situation outside its borders [8, p. 1]. Therefore, the EU 

accession of Ukraine, Georgia and Moldova inextricably linked with “annexation”, 

“occupation” and “war”, which in turn revolve around the issue of “security”. 

In a whirlpool of contradictory thoughts, as soon as the relationship 

between the process of enlargement of the European Union and “security” is not 

imagined or named: “the cost [12, p. 52], the price, the risk, the challenge, 

the threat [6, p. 343], the benefit, the strengthening” [11, pp. 4-5] and etc. So, 

some comment on the “burden”, others insist on the “asset”. Without going into 

much detail, one way or another, it seems that the perception of “security” will be 

the key factor in the foreseeable future that will answer the question about 

the destiny of the European Union. And no matter what attempts are made to build 

possible scenarios for the further development of the situation [7, p. 645], the key 

question appears to remain: is the further EU enlargement constitute a challenge 

to “security”, or is “security” being a challenge to the new EU enlargement? ... 
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