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Yet despite the problems with the coordination of the European Union’s foreign policy
and the political ambitions of some leading countries, it is clear that only the Union as
a whole, with its common economic and political potential, is able to play a serious role
on the global scene. EU foreign policy will always be the result of internal political
games, yet the first experience after the Eastern enlargement has confirmed that a
common position trumps the single voices, even those of the strongest countries of the
EU. Thus, the principle of solidarity among the members of the European Union
remains a core value of the Community. It requires the continuing integration of
Europe and the development of a common European foreign policy, which can only
advance the regional globality of Europe.

Conclusions

The impact of the Eastern enlargement on internal and external relations of the
European Union has not been as “catastrophic” as it was sometimes feared before
enlargement. The increase from 15 to 27 member countries, as well as the
considerable economic asymmetry between old and new member countries, have
created some management problems for the EU, but they have not paralyzed it.

The Lisbon Treaty, which the enlarged European Union has finally been able to ratify,
is bound to improve the decision-making mechanisms in the EU as well as the
coherence of its internal and external policies. However, the Treaty is only a first
move in a direction that has not yet been precisely defined. The European Union must
now focus on strengthening its current institutions and instruments. The new
members have quickly learned the Union’s rules and procedures and to put political
compromise before majority of votes. Thus, the consensus principle has retained its
core value in the EU.

The social consequences of the enlargement have appeared less serious than feared in
the Western part of Europe. The immigration of workers from the new member states
has been limited. Yet in the current economic crisis, even the limited inflow of foreign
workers remains a sensitive social point for many of the old members. The Eastern
enlargement has contributed to debates in the European Union about the financial
perspectives of the Community and the reluctance of the biggest net-contributors to
cover additional costs of further EU activities.

Although the Eastern enlargement has not caused the European Union to fail, it will
take a long time to optimize cooperation among the 27 member states. With the
ratification of the Lisbon treaty, the EU has avoided the dangerous debate over the
concept of a “multi-speed” integration, which would allow the most developed
members to tighten their cooperation irrespective of the will of others to join in. This
concept would break European solidarity, concentrate the cooperation among the
leading states of the EU, and marginalize the new members as the weakest countries
of the Union.

Considering the European integration within the framework of globality, the ongoing
integration seems to be a clear manifestation of growing regional globalization. The
case of Europe exemplifies the elimination of barriers and establishment of new
governance practices in line with advanced regional globality. The value of the
integration process is the prospect of a new regional identity based on reconciliation
among the European nations. The Eastern enlargement has opened the way to a real
unification of the continent. After the experience of two World Wars on its territory, it
behooves Europe not to lose this chance. Thus, solidarity between the old and new
members remains the key to a successful future of the Community. Europe’s
relatively high regional globality invites comparison with other world regional
globalities.

Finally, the Eastern enlargement has improved the international position of the EU.
Only an integrated European Union equipped with effective decision-making
mechanisms and a cohesive foreign policy can play a great international role.
However, the road towards a strong foreign policy for the EU is still long and difficult,
as illustrated by the rifts in the members’ opinions about Europe’s best position vis-à-
vis the United States and Russia.
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