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The issue of European integration in the context of the Ukrainian crisis should be viewed from three 

basic aspects. First, from the aspect of internal dynamics in the European Union, i.e. the issue of 

internal cohesion. Then, from the aspect of the Common Foreign and Security Policy of the EU towards 

the leading world powers and international organizations, i.e. the geopolitical reach of Brussels. 

Finally, from the aspect of relations with the countries of the Western Balkans and the new candidates 

Ukraine and Moldova, i.e. from the aspect of EU enlargement. 

Internal cohesion 

At the dawn of the Ukrainian crisis, one of the key goals of the United States of America was to create 

transatlantic cohesion, i.e.  unity between Washington and the members of the European Union. In 

order for it to be realized, it was necessary to create unity within the EU itself in the wake of the 

Atlanticist policy focused on creating an organic unity with Washington on the issue of foreign policy 

coordination and restrictive measures against the Russian Federation, and on the issue of the global 

perspective of the struggle to preserve the Western vision of a "world order based on the rules", which 

includes a rival attitude towards the People's Republic of China.  

Taking into account the influence of Washington on the course of the Ukrainian crisis, as well as the 

policy of sanctioning the Russian Federation, this goal can be considered achieved to a significant 

extent after 200 days since the beginning of the conflict. The EU has also partially managed to close 

ranks, given that a consensus was reached - albeit not ideal - on seven packages of sanctions against 

the Russian Federation. In addition, a dominant narrative has been created, especially in the 

mainstream media and political circles within the EU, about the causes, course and consequences of 

the Ukrainian conflict. According to it, the future of relations with the Russian Federation is viewed in 

connotations ranging from the construction of a long-term "iron curtain" towards Russia to the 

collapse of the political order in Moscow, which would return relations to at least the level that existed 

at the height of Washington's unilateral moment in the 90s. That is, to Russia's kind of leaning towards 

the Western order based on rules and abandoning efforts to overcome it.  

So, according to this American vision of "European unity" - Russia will either be isolated or disciplined 

on its knees. 

Are these expectations grounded in reality? 

 The first answer must be sought to the question of the effectiveness of the fight of the "united 

European Union" against the Russian Federation, in the context of restrictive measures, sending 

weapons and diplomatic comedy efforts to ostracize Russia from international forums. Do sanctions 



affect the Russian Federation? Partially they do. The growth of the Russian economy, at least in the 

near future, will be limited and slowed down. Could the delivered weapons cause problems for Russian 

forces? Partially they can, at least in terms of slowing down the advance of the forces of the Donetsk 

People's Republic. Did the West manage to exclude Russia from certain international structures? 

Partly it did. However, do all these measures affect the Russian Federation to the extent that they 

could change its policy towards the Ukraine crisis or cause internal turmoil in Moscow? In fact, can a 

"single EU" overcome Russia economically, politically, militarily and diplomatically? The development 

of events clearly shows – no, it cannot. 

Another question that arises is what the consequences are for the European Union itself. 

Although Hungarian Prime Minister Viktor Orbán is seen as the biggest opponent of the EU's common 

policy, these divisions go much deeper within the political and social life throughout the EU and its 

member states. 

German politics has turned 180 degrees in certain spheres. In the rhetoric of the German ruling 

coalition, neither head nor tail can be seen anymore when it talks about energy policy. Is the "Green 

Agenda" a dead letter on paper, while nuclear energy and coal are coming back from the written off? 

Can Qatar replace Nord Stream 1 and 2? There is a justified fear of radicalization and polarization 

within German society, as warned by German officials, politicians and analysts. A survey at the end of 

August showed that 39 per cent of Germans and even 60 per cent of East Germans are in favour of 

granting a license to Nord Stream 2. In France, it was already seen during the presidential elections 

that Emmanuel Macron's policy is under enormous pressure and challenge from both the left and the 

right. The parliamentary elections confirmed this, and without a majority in the National Assembly, 

the French president has already announced a "politically" hot autumn and winter. Voices for 

reconsidering the policy towards the Ukraine crisis are increasingly present - and not only from the 

ranks of Marine Le Pen, Jean-Luc Mélenchon and Eric Zemur - but also from the centre. Thus, the 

former presidential candidate of the Socialist Party, Segolen Royal, recently accused Ukrainian 

President Volodymyr Zelensky of obstructing peace negotiations. 

In Italy, the favourite of Brussels, Mario Draghi, had to leave the prime minister's post in the face of 

the Ukrainian crisis, and according to the results of the survey, the September elections will be 

conducted only around how big the victory of the parties of the "right coalition" will be. It will include 

Matteo Salvini, who called for a "review of the sanctions against the Russian Federation". In the Czech 

Republic, which presides over the European Union and is headed by a strongly anti-Russian coalition, 

at the beginning of September 70,000 people demonstrated against the government and its policies 

towards the EU, NATO and Russia. 

All these developments at the national level have a significant impact on the maintenance of unity 

within the European Union.  

When it comes to solving the Ukrainian crisis itself, it is clear that there are two blocs within the EU. 

One, led by Germany and it sends signals to France that it is time to look for a political solution. The 

second, Polish-Baltic, under the influence of Washington and London, advocates the continuation of 

the conflict until the final defeat of Moscow. 

 



Geopolitical reach 

The EU has been announcing its entry into the "geopolitical elite" for a long time, which would be 

defined by a strong influence on global political, economic and security issues. At the beginning of her 

mandate in 2019, the President of the European Commission, Ursula von der Leyen, announced a 

"geopolitical European Commission". Macron persistently announced the "strategic autonomy" of the 

EU and the European security identity. However, with the conflict in Ukraine, instead of more 

autonomy within NATO, the EU got absolute dependence on the US. The trend of "NATOisation" and 

"militarisation" of the European Union is clear. 

We are also witnessing the loss of the specificity of German and French foreign policy, which was 

reflected in the maintenance of ties - sometimes privileged ones - with Moscow. It seems that even 

within the European Union, Berlin and Paris can no longer prevail when faced with Washington's 

determined intentions to satisfy its strategic interests in Europe. Germany and France, on the other 

hand, must try to compensate for the loss of influence elsewhere. 

It is clear that they are not succeeding in this in relation to the "Global South". It is a fact that no one 

outside the "political West" supported the policy of sanctioning the Russian Federation, and that there 

are increasingly strong and open voices that the Ukrainian crisis is a turning point in international 

relations and in the transformation of the global world order. Among the threatened policies of the 

European powers is the one towards China, in light of Beijing's attitude towards the Ukraine crisis, but 

also the tightening of relations between the US and China over Taiwan after the provocative visit to 

Taipei by the Speaker of the US House of Representatives, Nancy Pelosi. Again, and in this context, the 

USA managed to break European autonomy, after the formulation related to rivalry with China was 

included for the first time in the NATO strategic document adopted at the Madrid Summit, and after 

it was attended by Pacific countries such as Japan and South Korea despite the disagreement of Paris 

and Berlin, who express scepticism about NATO's "leakage" from the Atlantic to the Pacific. 

EU enlargement 

If it lost its autonomy in relation to the US, practically destroyed relations with Russia and weakened 

China, and at the same time failed to maintain its influence on the "Global South" in Asia, Africa and 

South America - where can the EU show its power? 

In Brussels, Berlin and Paris, they believe that it could be the Western Balkans. However, it will not be 

easy there either. In the Western Balkans, the EU fell into the narrative of the fight against "hybrid 

threats" coming from so-called "third actors", which, according to them, primarily include Russia and 

China. In addition, the most important factor in the Western Balkans, the Serbian people, remains 

targeted as "part of the hybrid threat" due to its closeness to Russia and cooperation with China. 

On the other hand, the process of EU integration essentially looks rusty, corroded due to many years 

of languishing in conditions characterized by the so-called "European fatigue from enlargement". 

This "enlargement fatigue", which manifested itself immediately after the entry of ten new members 

into the EU in 2004 and after the failed referendums in France and the Netherlands on the European 

Constitution in 2005, continues to worsen to this day. 



After the economic, financial, migrant, epidemiological and Ukrainian crises, fatigue within the EU is 

clearly turning into endemic. 

It is safe to say that the Ukrainian crisis exposed rather than caused problems with European 

integration. 

In order to maintain its influence, the EU therefore tries to keep the enlargement process alive. 

Granting candidate status to Ukraine and Moldova, out of order and in wartime conditions, seems not 

only unrealistic, but also humiliating for the countries of the Western Balkans, which have already 

been meeting a series of criteria for 20 years, which for some of them are tantamount to dramatic 

national humiliation. How many conditions did Serbia have to fulfil in order to receive this status 

conditions Bosnia and Herzegovina has already met without having received that status yet. In 

addition, with Ukraine's candidacy, the EU is collapsing its principle according to which, after the 

experience with Cyprus, it will not admit countries with unresolved border problems. This principle 

was, of course, used as one of the main arguments why Belgrade should participate in the so-called 

normalization of relations with Pristina. However, can it then be expected that the EU will ask Kyiv to 

normalize relations with the Donetsk People's Republic in the future? Or Luhansk, Zaporozhye, 

Kherson? 

If we can't do that, what can we expect from the European Union and the enlargement policy in the 

coming period? 

In order to save its reputation, the EU will try to go for a kind of "makeup of the dead". The sale of the 

derelict process of EU integration for the living and the new will move on several tracks. First, through 

the multiplication of "special envoys for the Western Balkans". As if Gabriel Escobar, Stuart Pich and 

Miroslav Lajčák were not enough, the impression is created that every major local self-government in 

the EU is planning to send its "diplomatic surgeons" to resolve the Balkan knots. 

Secondly, for the sake of credibility, the multiplication of envoys will be given an artificial note of 

"hurry", "urgency", "real danger", which should intensify the pressure. 

Third, multilateral structures to maintain pressure will be revived. The reanimation of the Berlin 

Process, which until the Ukrainian crisis was intended to play the role of the failed legacy of Angela 

Markel, is planned. The presentation of the "European Political Community" is expected, the function 

of which is fundamentally unclear, except in creating the appearance of unity and keeping European 

states under one geopolitical umbrella. The fall of 2022 will be full of gatherings where the Western 

Balkans will play the role of a "reserve arena" for pumping weak muscles for the influence of the 

European Union. 

On that security-diplomatic-political-economic training ground, it is clear that the pressure, as many 

times before, will be on the Serbian people and the Serbian leadership both in the Republic of Serbia 

and in the Republic of Srpska. The Western tactic of constantly reducing the room for manoeuvre of 

the Serbian people has led to the fact that today they have to show more firmness, stability and 

courage than in the last 20 years of being tied to EU membership as an absolute strategic goal. 

Deviation from the remaining - even minimal, but such fundamental basic national interests - for the 

sake of an apparent, stalled - and on the other hand unwanted - process of integration into the EU, 



would be strategically absolutely reckless and irreparable. Calls will continue to come from 

Washington, London, Brussels and Berlin to declare whether the Serbian people are on the side of the 

West or the East, on the side of "good" or "evil". As if the Serbian people had not already gone through 

the same Manichean demonization 30 years ago. Those "calls" will take various forms - from advice, 

diplomatic pressure, threats and the application of restrictive measures, through media campaigns, 

to hybrid warfare, destabilization and the creation of polarization in society. The policy of 

independence, military neutrality, non-alignment, and the development of multi-vector relations will 

best show where the Serbian people can resist and where they can rely. 


